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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study on “Xenophobic Reciprocity and Nigeria-Ghana Relations”, aimed 

at exploring the dynamics of xenophobic reciprocity as it affected Nigeria-Ghana relations. 

Descriptive research that anchored on the judgmental sampling technique was adopted in the 

study. Secondary source (books, journal articles, conference papers, monographs including 

internet materials) of data collection were sourced from Nigerian libraries and internet. This 

study subjected the secondary data to content validity before its qualitative adoption. 

Notwithstanding the fact that relative – deprivation theory has advanced the knowledge on 

xenophobic reciprocity as it impacted on Nigeria-Ghana relations, the retaliatory policies 

continued unabated. Findings revealed that, poverty, unemployment and criminality are the 

fundamental reasons for xenophobic reciprocity in Nigeria-Ghana relations. It also indicated 

that, implementation of Alien Compliance Order of 1969, Nigeria Immigration Law of 1983, 

Decree No. 4 of 1984, Ghana Investment Promotion Council Act of 1994 as well as 2004 

Presidential Prohibition Order on 96 Ghanaian products had brought untold hardship to 

private citizens of both countries. The demolition of Nigeria’s High Commission in Accra on 

19
th

 June, 2020 triggered outrage even though it has not resulted in diplomatic boycott 

between Nigeria and Ghana, according to findings. In order to avert future xenophobic 

reciprocity, the study recommends good governance, constructive engagement as well as 

economic cooperation.  

Keywords: Xenophobic, reciprocity, bilateral relations, relative deprivation, theory, 

Economic Cooperation.  
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Introduction 

Ghana had independence from her colonial master, Great Britain on 6
th

 March 1957. She is a 

respected member of Commonwealth of Nations, African Union as well as Economic 

Community of West African States. Unfortunately, Ghana experienced series of military 

rules, before the current democratic regime that ushered in presidential system of 

government. On the other hand, Nigeria, the leader of black race got independence from 

Great Britain on 1
st
 October, 1960. She is a known member of Commonwealth of Nations, 

African Union, Economic Community of West African States, but regrettably had series of 

military regimes before the present democratic government that brought in presidential 

system of government since 1999 (Aluko 1990, Awooner 1990), Akinterinwa (2020) posited: 

It is often quickly believed that Nigeria and Ghana have many things in 

common, especially in terms of their shared colonial background; English 

language as lingua franca, shared educational system, common geo-political 

location, first coup d‟etat almost at the same time in 1966 (January 15 for 

Nigeria and February 25 for Ghana), shared foreign policy of Pan-Africanism 

and Non-Alignment… This factor of shared values is tenable, but the shared 

values by both countries have not prevented the existence of misunderstandings. 

(p4.) 

These misunderstandings ignite application and enforcement of reciprocity in their 

relationship, especially “between the government of Nigeria and Ghana on the one hand, and 

between the people of Nigeria and Ghana on the other; and the relevance or irrelevance of 

diplomacy as means of settlement of the misunderstanding” (Akinterinwa, 2020, P.1). It 

should be recalled that, Kwame Nkrumah, the first Prime Minister of Ghana was Pan 

Africanist who welcomed migrants‟ workers from African extraction into Ghana following 

“Cocoa boom” immediately the country got independence from Britain in 1957. McCaskie 

(1984) hinted further that under the leadership of Kwame Nkrumah pressures for the 

expulsion of aliens from the country were initially repulsed by the Ghanaian government, 

until 23
rd

 August, 1957 when the Convention People‟s Party (CPP) government passed the 

Deportation Act which made it legal for the government to expel all foreigners who were 

deemed “a threat to the nation” (cited in Aremu & Ajayi, 2014, P.177). The Deportation Act 

of 1957 empowered Ghanaian government to expel Nigerians whom they considered 

members of opposition party, especially Muslim Association Party (MAP) in 1957. 

Akinterinwa (2020) regretted that, “the 1957 Deportation Act was in conflict with Kwame 

Nkrumah‟s sermon of Pan-Africanism and political unity of the continent” (p.5). Therefore, 

Alien Compliance Order of 19
th

 November, 1969 that empowered the next Ghanaian Prime 

Minister, Kofi Busia to expel over 600,000 unregistered aliens from Ghana was a 

continuation of Nkrumah‟s controversial Pan-Africanist policy. It is worthy to note that 

Ghana had economic decline following a fall in the price of cocoa in world market and the 

massive looting of the state treasury by the ruling party; Convention People‟s Party (CPP) in 

late 1960s. In order to appease the public and further continue in government, Alien 

Compliance Order was enacted on 19
th

 November, 1969. The Act ordered all aliens (mainly 

Africans) from Nigeria, Benin Republic, Togo, Cote d‟Ivoire to leave Ghana within 14 days 

or faced forceful repatriation by Ghanaian security operatives. Aremu and Ajayi (2014) 

highlighted further that the 1969 Alien Compliance Order stated that;  
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It has come to the notice of the government that several aliens, both Africans 

and non-Africans in Ghana, do not possess the requisite residence permits in 

conformity with the laws of Ghana. There are others, too, who are engaging in 

business of all kinds contrary to the terms of their visiting permits. The 

government has accordingly directed that all aliens in the first category, that is 

those without residence permits should leave Ghana, within fourteen 

days…Those in the second category should obey strictly the terms of their entry 

permits, and if there have expired they should leave Ghana forthwith… (p.177).  

The target was Nigerians who were more than 300,000 in Ghana immediately she got 

independence in 1957; though Ghanaian government defended the expulsion order on the 

ground that they were unregistered aliens and their repatriation would correct the balance of 

payment deficit, create job opportunities for Ghanaians and reduce economic crimes; 

especially smuggling of diamonds (McCaskie, 1984). The truth is that Ghana was envious of 

Nigeria‟s international profile; as the leader of black race. This envious attitude prompted 

Nigerian Prime Minister, Tafawa Balewa in 1965 to boast that, “in size, population and 

wealth, there was nothing for which Nigeria could envy Ghana” (cited in Ademola, 2016, 

p.100). Regrettably, during the Nigeria‟s civil war, “although Ghana played prominent role in 

ensuring that the war ends on time, ...the role she played was not totally unbiased…. General 

Ankrah of Ghana…referred ... Ojukwu as Head of State…” (Ademola, 2016, p.100).This and 

other incidences, especially economic meltdown (following the fall in oil price which is the 

major foreign exchange for Nigeria) and above all the massive corruption that enmeshed 

former President Shagari‟s regime triggered “Ghana must Go” in 1983. The expulsion order 

was prompt and even though other African countries such as Burkina Faso, Benin Republic, 

Cameroon, Chad, Niger and Mali among others were affected, Ghana was the target. It 

should be recalled that the executive organ did not consult parliament before expulsion order 

was effected. On 17
th

 February, 1983, the then Minister of Internal Affairs, Ali Baba 

appeared on the National Television (Nigerian Television Authority – NTA) and announced 

that all unskilled foreigners residing and working in Nigeria should leave the country on or 

before 31
st
 January 1983. Skilled workers must also leave the country on or before 28

th
 

February, 1983. Aremu (2013) hinted that;  

Some of the major reasons cited by the Nigerian government… included; 

ensuring the integrity of Nigerian immigration laws; the general economic 

recession which resulted in the reduction of foreign exchange earnings to 

Nigeria since 1981; the involvement of some foreign national from neighbouring 

countries in violent religious disturbance in Nigeria and; involvement of some 

Ghanaians in some crimes including armed robbery in Nigeria… (p.341).  

Ali Baba, also warned that “all companies found to be illegally employing aliens would be 

severely dealt with under the immigration laws… employees of federal, states and parastatals 

as well as citizens of Cameroon and Chad who had come to Nigeria before 1963 were, 

however excluded from the expulsion order” (Gravil, 1985, p.8). The truth is that Nigeria was 

implementing foreign policy of reciprocity against Ghanaians who were more than 1 million 

in Nigeria. Similarly, in 1984, General Mohammadu Buhari (rtd) promulgated Decree No. 4 

which empowered the military government to expel 300,000 Ghanaians from Nigeria 

(Ademola, 2016).Should the study suggest that Nigeria and Ghana have abandoned the 

principles of Economic Community of West African States for selfish interest? Fafowora 

Oladapo, the then Nigeria‟s Ambassador to the United Nations defended Nigerian 

government in 1983 by saying that, “contrary to what the press would have the public 

believe, the federal government‟s order was in no way precipitate and was made only after 
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due consultations with the governments of member states of ECOWAS” (Adepoju, 1984, 

p.432). Citing the Ambassador; Fafowora; Aremu (2013) posited that;  

All the government concerned agreed with the view of the federal government of 

Nigeria that the expulsion order did not in any way contravene ECOWAS 

protocols on the free movement of people, goods and services within the 

community. This is why there has been no protest from any of the governments 

concerned. … We know from our contacts with those governments that they 

fully understand the circumstances in which the order had to be made… a large 

number of immigrants had serious economic and security implications, which 

had to be carefully considered by the government in view of persistent domestic 

pressure… (pp 342 – 343).  

Expectedly, another xenophobic reciprocity came from Ghana through enactment of Ghana 

Investment Promotion Council Act of 1994. This Act prohibits non Ghanaians from selling 

anything whatsoever in Ghana‟s market, petty trading, hawking or selling from a kiosk, 

operation of taxi services, car hire service, pool betting business lotteries, except football 

pools, operation of beauty salons and barber shops. Oladimeji (2013) added that Ghana 

Investment Promotion Council Act of 1994, exempted “an investment of foreign capital or its 

equivalent in goods worth atleast US $300,000 by way of equity capital and if the enterprise 

employs at least 10 citizens”(p.8). According to Ademola (2016), “the cordial relationship 

between the two countries suffered a setback from 2007 to 2009 and again in 2012 when 

some of the businesses owned by Nigerians in Ghana were closed by the Ghanaian authorities 

for alleged non-compliance with the 1994 investment law, which places restrictions and 

prohibits non-Ghanaian from engaging in retail business.” (p.95).  

In 2004, Olusegun Obasanjo, the former Nigerian President did not give up, despites 

ECOWAS Trade Liberalization Scheme (ETLS) which emphasis on custom union for 

member states. Nigerian government banned 96 Ghanaian products, ranging from textiles, 

garments, starch to plastics. This action affected Ghanaian businessmen who lamented that; 

“the Nigerian economy is not open to goods coming from other ECOWAS countries, 

especially Ghana…” (Oladimeji, 2013, p.4).  

In continuation of xenophobic reciprocity, Nigerian High Commission located at No. 10, 

Barnes Road Accra was demolished on 19
th

 June, 2020. The Nigerian Minister of Information 

and Culture, Lai Mohammed condemned the act in its totality and further warned that “acts of 

hostility by the Ghanaian authorities towards Nigeria and Nigerians would no longer be 

condoned” (Akinteriwa, 2020). Ghanaian government quickly responded and maintained that 

“the demolition of the property was not carried out by agent of a government but by agents of 

the property owner (Enuka & Ojukwu, 2016). Accordingly, government of Ghana apologized 

to Nigerian government and further replaced the building “at its own cost, to its original state 

for the Nigerian High Commission” (Akinteriwa, 2020, p3). Questions that require answers 

are: 

(i) Which theoretical framework can adequately explain xenophobic reciprocity and 

Nigeria-Ghana relations?  

(ii) What are the fundamental reasons for the xenophobic reciprocity in Nigeria-Ghana 

relations?   

(iii) How does xenophobic reciprocity impact on Nigeria-Ghana relations? 

Structurally, this research article is divided into sixth sections. The first section is the 

introduction, while materials and method constitute the second section. Theoretical 
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framework is the third section. The fourth section is the fundamental reasons for xenophobic 

reciprocity while the fifth section is the impacts of xenophobic reciprocity on Nigeria-Ghana 

relations. Conclusion and recommendations is the sixth section before references. 

Conceptual Clarifications  

The term xenophobic is an adjective that describes the word xenophobia. Xenophobia is 

derived from two Greek words; xenos (meaning foreigner, stranger or alien) and phobos 

(meaning fear or insecurity). In line with this English interpretation, one could describe 

xenophobia as extreme dislike or hatred for strangers and foreigners “or any other person that 

is perceived to be... outsiders, or a group of people, based on their colour, gender, ethnic 

affiliation, religion or any other ground” (UNHR, 2013 cited in Ijisakin & Fakanbi, 2019, 

P7). McDonald and Jacobs (2005) including Shisana (2008) described xenophobia “as a deep 

dislike of foreigners (cited in Yahaya, 2020 p.14). By extension, xenophobia is different from 

racism. Racism has to do with rejection or discrimination that is based on the colour of the 

skin. It is an anger against a different colour of the skin. Regrettably, the deep hatred between 

Nigerians and Ghanaians who are people of the same skin colour (black) cannot fall within 

racism but xenophobia. This is why Ijisakin and Fakanbi (2019) described it as “Negrophobia 

– fear and dislike of the black people and their culture or Afrophobia – fear and dislike for 

people of Africa and their culture” (p.7). The study prefers xenophobia to others. Xenophobia 

could lead to violence, marginalization as well as stigmatization of a citizen group. It 

involves ethnic intolerance, rejection of foreigners as well as strong feeling of citizenship. 

Those who do not belong to a citizen group are excluded and rejected from a certain society. 

International Labour Organization (1993) posited that xenophobia can be manifested through 

prejudices, attitudinal orientations and behaviour against a stranger. It is triggered by political 

incitements, declining economic conditions as well as national security; “In Africa, some of 

the evidence manifestation of xenophobia have been the exclusion of sovereign nations, 

threats of expulsion and, in other instances, violent attacks. These manifestations date as far 

back as the 1960” (Adeola, 2015, p.255).  

Furthermore, the noun reciprocity is derived from a Latin word “reciprocus” which was later 

translated into French word” reciprocite‟ and reciproque in 1766. According to Akinterinwa 

(2020), the word refers to “return actions” or “response” “reaction” or “exchange”. It is an act 

of reactive treatment. Apart from the English interpretation of the word reciprocity; in 

Geometry, it refers to mutual relationship between points and straight lines in a plane. 

Sociology of International Relations sees it as a relationship between peoples or states that 

have interdependence on one another. It involves exchange of rights, privileges as well as 

obligations. Similarly, Psychology interprets reciprocity as a manner of response while 

International Economic Relations regards it as granting of mutual advantages as specified in 

the commercial agreements among nation-states. It excludes the most favored nation clauses 

and avoids double taxation clauses (Jackson & Sorensen, 2002). According to Enuka and 

Ojukwu (2016) the concept of reciprocity is anchored on the fact that benefits, penalties and 

consequences that may be granted to a citizen of fellow state by an independent state should 

be returned. The crux of the discussion here is national interest. The national interest of a 

sovereign state is paramount to it, than international relations. It has to do with nationalism 

and state sovereignty. The desire to protect the interest of the local citizens and further 

preserve the sovereignty of the nation-state cannot be compromised at the expense of external 

relations (Ayodele, 2021).  

In this context, the Ghanaian authorities‟ action on forceful repatriation of Nigerians in 1969 

and its further enactment of 1994 Ghana Investment Promotion Council Act were for its 

national interest.  Similarly, Nigeria‟s reaction, especially the expulsion of more than 1 
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million Ghanaians in 1983 and 1984 the banning of 96 Ghanaians goods from Nigerian 

market in 2004 were triggered by national interest. Nigeria wanted to protect the state from 

criminal elements and secure jobs for its teeming youths. The same excuses were given by 

Ghana.  

Materials and Method 

This study on “Xenophobic Reciprocity and Nigeria-Ghana Relations” has a descriptive 

design that depended on secondary source (books, journal articles, monographs, internet 

materials, conference papers) of data collection. The documents were sourced from Nigerian 

libraries and internet. These were subjected to content validity before analyzed into the study 

qualitatively. The qualitative method was adopted by the researcher in order to embark on an 

in-depth study of xenophobic reciprocity as it affected Nigeria – Ghana relations. The method 

helped in strengthening the study and above all expanding the frontiers of knowledge for 

further research.  

Again, the population of the study was drawn from ECOWAS member states; Benin, Burkina 

Faso, Cape Verde, Cote d‟Ivoire, The Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Liberia, Mali, 

Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sierra Leone and Togo. However, the sample of the study is Nigeria 

and Ghana. The choice of Nigeria and Ghana is judgmental in view of the fact that these two 

countries are leading states in ECOWAS and signatories to ECOWAS protocol on free 

movement of persons, goods and services. Unfortunately, these states practice xenophobic 

reciprocity within ECOWAS. The remote causes, impacts and interventions by governments 

are unknown, therefore; this study would unravel these, and bridge gaps in extant literature.  

Relative Deprivation Theory  

Relative deprivation theory was propounded by Stouffer, an American Social Psychologist in 

1940, as an explanatory tool that helped in comparing the welfare of African American 

soldiers serving in the southern camps with African American soldiers serving in the northern 

camps during the Second World War (1939 – 1945). Stouffer (1940) embarked on rigorous 

findings and came to a conclusion that despite racial discrimination the welfare of African 

American soldiers in the southern camps was better than their counterparts in the northern 

camps. According to Stouffer (1940), relative deprivation portrays the sense of judgement 

that one or one‟s in-group is disadvantaged compared to a relevant referent; and that this 

judgement invokes feelings of anger, resentment and entitlement. Similarly, Appelgryn and 

Bornman (1996) added that, “relative deprivation arises from a subjective feeling of 

discontent based on the belief that one is getting less than one feels entitled to. When there is 

a gap between aspirations and reality, social discontent is likely to result” (p.381). Relative 

deprivation is anchored on a perception of inequality, which is a cognitive element, as well as 

a feeling of discontent, which give birth to affective element. The cognitive element is often 

associated with self-realization that deprivation occurs, while affective element is a response 

to the deprivation.  

Furthermore, the basis of the understanding of relative deprivation theory is focused on the 

concept of comparison. One needs to compare oneself with another in a similar condition; 

however social discontent comes, whenever, there is a realization that differences exist. This 

made Appelgryn and Bornman (1996) to maintained that “when these comparisons reveal a 

large gap between achievement and aspirations, people often feel sufficiently motivated to 

attempt social change, especially when comparison are made on an intergroup basis rather 

between self and others” (p.382). Relative deprivation theory assumes that those that feel 

deprived of essential needs; such as money, rights, political participation or social status, are 
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likely to organize or join social movement that targeted at obtaining those things they are 

deprived of (Merton, 1957). This assumption spurs, Stouffer (1940) to maintain further that 

individuals undergoing relative deprivation must have experienced three psychological 

processes. These psychological processes are; “(1) they first make cognitive comparisons, (2) 

then cognitive appraisals that they or their in-group are disadvantaged, and finally (3) that 

these disadvantages are seen as unfair and arouse angry resentment” (Pettigrew, 2015, P.12). 

Pettigrew (2015) equally stated that “relative deprivation theory postulates a subject that 

shapes emotions, cognitions including behaviour. It links the individual with the interpersonal 

and intergroup levels of analysis” (p.12). In addition, Runciman (1966) classified relative 

deprivation into two categories. The first is the egoistic, which anchors on individual relative 

deprivation. It is driven by an individual feeling of being treated unfairly compared to others 

in the same group. The second is fraternal which focuses on group relative deprivation. It is 

linked to massive group social movement like riot and the purpose is to effect a social 

change. Pettigrew (2015) positedthat, “feelings of group relative deprivation should be 

associated with group serving attitudes and behaviour such as collective action and outgroup 

prejudice, whereas individual relative deprivation should be associated with individual-

serving attitudes and behaviour such as academic achievement and property crime” (p.13).  

Relating these assumptions to the subject matter, Dassah (2015) cited in Yahaya (2020) 

confirmed that “xenophobia has been commonly analyzed through the constructs of relative 

deprivation” (p.13). This psychological theory, relative deprivation adequately highlights the 

connectivity between violence and economic inequalities. In other words, it is the economic 

conditions of the deprived people that spur violence.  

The applicability of relative deprivation theory could be further explained within the context 

of xenophobic reciprocity and Nigeria – Ghana relations. In 1960s, Ghana was migrant 

destination in Africa. Citizens of Nigeria, Togo, Cote d‟Ivoire, Benin Republic, Chad, 

Senegal, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Niger flooded that country, as plantation workers, 

commercial traders, private security personnel among others, due to cocoa boom. The 

African migrants in Ghana were well paid, and their families saw Ghana as „home‟. Some 

established their cocoa farms and acquired property in the major cities like Kumasi, Accra, 

Tamale etc. Adepoju (2011) confirmed that, “until the 1960s Ghana‟s high per capital income 

made the country the “Gold Coast” for thousands of immigrants from Togo, Nigeria and 

Burkina Faso” (p.300). Regrettably, immediately recession set-in following the fall in price 

of cocoa at the international market, Kofi Busia the new Prime Minister that took over from 

Kwame Nkrumah in October 1969 could not accommodate non-Ghanaians in his country. 

Kofi Busia refused to mention the massive corruption, which he inherited from Kwame 

Nkrumah as the major cause of unemployment in Ghana, rather attributed it to African 

migrants who were ironically contributing positively to that same economy, thereby 

confirming relative deprivation theory. As Aremu (2014) posited;  

While the alien population occupied important positions in Ghana‟s economy, it 

was ironical that over 600,000 Ghanaian citizens were reported to be on the list 

of unemployed citizens in their own country. Since all the previous 

administrations could not alter the seemingly lopsided pattern of economic 

growth, the new government of… Kofi Busia was determined to ensure that the 

“Citizen of Ghana play a far bigger role in the commercial and industrial life of 

the country” (p.178).  

Relatively, Nigeria had a buoyant economy in 1970s following the oil boom. The oil boom 

changed the fortune of the country that had just recovered from bloody civil war. Nigeria 

became a country of destination for African migrants who were jobless in their home states. 
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Coincidently, ECOWAS protocol on free movement of persons, goods and services, which 

Nigeria was a signatory had taken off since 1975. This became an opportunity for African 

migrants to troop into Nigeria. Some normalized their residence permits with Nigeria 

Immigration Service, while others came into the country through porous borders. Adepoju 

(2011) highlighted again that;  

By the mid-1970s, Nigeria had become a country of immigration as the oil-led 

expansion of road and building, construction, infrastructure, education and allied 

sectors attracted workers both skilled and unskilled, from Ghana, Togo, Benin, 

Cameroon, Niger and Chad. These workers entered the country through official 

and unofficial routes, and by 1982, numbered about 2.5 million… the 

deteriorating economic situation in Ghana gave rise to and sustained the exodus 

of both skilled and unskilled persons, both men and women (p.301). 

Regrettably, this exodus did not last long. Like Ghana, economic recession set-in following 

the fall of oil price at the international market. Corruption was also a factor, but the former 

President of Nigeria, Shehu Shagari saw the African migrants as scapegoats that were 

responsible for the unemployment and general economic hardship, which Nigerians 

experienced in 1980s hence conforming relative deprivation theory. President Shagari (1982) 

further maintained that;  

…illegal immigrants were tolerated by Nigeria for humanitarian reasons, but it 

soon became clear that the activities of many of these immigrants ran counter to 

the national interest of Nigeria… it was soon discovered that most of the 

workers in our factories were illegal aliens.  The trend was extended into many 

professions including teaching, to such an extent that within a short period, even 

the roadside mechanics, tailors and domestic servants were largely illegal aliens. 

There was public outcry about the alarming development and the government 

had to do something at once to control the situation (cited in Gary - Tounkara, 

2015, p.2).  

Expectedly, the only thing Shagaris‟ government did was to forcefully expelled 3.2 million 

illegal aliens, which Ghanians were more than 700,000. Nigeria economy did not improve 

despite the expulsion, rather deteriorated more than ever before, despite oil revenue. Gary – 

Tounkara (2015) further added that, “Whereas the populace was hoping that oil revenues 

would be used to improve living conditions and fund the necessary diversification of the 

economy, instead petrodollars were used to finance an unproductive and clienteles system 

benefitting the President and his political allies from the National Party of Nigeria..”(p.3). 

This was one of the reasons Major General Muhammadu Buhari (rtd) took over the 

government through military coup on 31
st
 December, 1983 even though he did not perform 

differently from late Shehu Shagari. Major General Buhari (rtd) further expelled about 

300,000 Ghanaians in 1985 despite international condemnations and the ECOWAS protocol, 

which Nigeria is a signatory. 

Fundamental Reasons for Xenophobic Reciprocity in Nigeria-Ghana Relation 

Economic challenges; especially poverty and unemployment have been identified by most 

scholars (Idris, 2016, Aremu, 2013, Yahaya, 2020, Mustapha, 2021) as the major factors that 

trigger xenophobic reciprocity in Nigeria and Ghana relation. Unarguably, Pan-Africanist 

posture of the Ghanaian‟s first Prime Minister, Kwame Nkrumah opened door for all 

Africans; especially Nigerians, Ivorian, Beninoise, Senegalese, Togolese, Chadians. 

Cameroonians among others to troop into Ghana. Ghana was seen as a second home for these 
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foreigners. Some of the foreigners acquired building, farms and investment in Ghana. 

Therefore, returning back to their mother land became a problem. Regrettably, Ghanaian 

economy was pressurized to the extent that citizens were faced with the problems of poverty 

and employment. Even after the implementation of Alien Compliance Order of 1969, 

Ghanaian economy was still in bad shape. As Awoonor (1990) recorded:  

Inflation rose to 116.5% and the value of workers‟ wages fell to 20%... in 1970. 

The negative industrial growth rate reached as high as 30% while transport 

sector virtually collapsed... Railway freight which registered 1,137,000 tons in 

1976 stood at 566,000 in 1981. In terms of prices, a bottle of palm-oil rose from 

0.39 Cedis in 1979 to ₤41.30 in 1981 and gari rose from 0.24 Cedis a Pan in 

1976 to ₤14.35 Cedis (cited in Aremu, 2013, p.344). 

Despite the fact that foreigners were forced out of Ghana in 1969, Ghanaian economy did not 

recover. Oduro and Aryee (2003) added that, “extreme poverty... is very high in Ghana. In 

1998/99, over 25% of the population could not meet their basic nutrition needs. About 59% 

of the people living in the rural savannah zone were classified as extremely poor compared to 

2% of those living in Accra...” (p.23). This is compounded by the fact that Ghana depends on 

a single sources of foreign exchange. The main export that brings foreign exchange to the 

country is cocoa. Unfortunately, between 1950 and 1970, the world witnessed global decline 

in the price of Cocoa. Ghanaian government decided to abandon 8% of the state farms, raised 

the prices of goods, devalued Cedi and increased interest rate. It was hoped that these 

measures would correct the balanced of payment deficit, reduce inflation and create wealth 

for the nation. McCaskie (1984) decried that, “the decision to abandon... farms not only 

pushed the prices of food items but also succeeded in increasing the unemployment rate to 

9000 representing 94% increase of unemployed Ghanaians. Responding to these economic 

challenges “Busia government... banned non-Ghanaians from Petty trading and on 19 

November 1969... announced the expulsion of aliens (cited in Aremu & Ajay, 2014, p.179). 

The intention of the government was to create wealth and provide job opportunities for the 

Ghanaians. As Amin (1974) argued “... by relieving aliens of their jobs through expulsion, 

many Ghanaians would be gainfully employed... lead to reduction of poverty... improved 

standard of living for average Ghanaians... these particular reasons provide solid justifications 

for the expulsion of aliens in 1969” (p.76).  

Similarly, Nigeria witnessed oil boom in 1970s. the nation was wealthy, hence became the 

migrant destination in Africa. Aliens from Ghana, Togo, Chad, Niger, Cameroon, Mali, and 

Senegal flooded the country in search of job opportunities. Nigeria‟s economic growth was 

globally acknowledged. Yahaya (2020) added that:  

This reflected much in the expansion of public investment, though on costly 

infrastructural projects, internally-driven industrial policy and expectedly a 

dominant economy in Africa... this made Nigeria a toast of other African 

countries and a haven for greener pasture. It was in the light of this, that many 

nationals of neighbouring West African countries particularly Ghanaians 

migrated to Nigeria in search of better life (p.8).  

Regrettably this happiness did not last long. The global economic recession of 1980s affected 

Nigeria‟s economy negatively. Instead of oil boom, Nigeria experienced oil doom in 1980s. 

National Centre for Emergency Crisis and Disasters Management Authority (2013) recalled 

that, “... the oil doom of the 1980s left the country with economic decline, increasing 

unemployment, galloping inflation, worsening balance of payment, debilitating debt burden 

and increasing unsustainable fiscal deficits, high incidence of poverty among others” (cited in 
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Yahaya, 2020, p.18). However, this economic crisis continues till date, Nigeria is yet to 

recover. Poverty affects all the 36 states of the federation. The situation in northern Nigeria is 

worse than southern part of the country. Added to this, is the fact that poverty in Nigeria is a 

product of bad governance. As International Crisis Group (2014) argued:  

Poverty has been increasing despite relatively strong economic growth; 112.5 

million – over 70 percent of the population – are classified as poor and 

absolutely poor. Sokoto state in the northwest has the highest poverty rate (86.4 

percent), Niger State in North Central, the lowest (43 percent). The North East, 

Boko Haram‟s main operational field, has the worst poverty rate of the six 

official zone.  

Unemployment; the twin sister of poverty is a major headache Nigerian government is 

currently facing. Asfura-Heim and McQuaid (2015) pointed at decaying infrastructure, 

chronic energy shortages and an influx of imported products from other countries (which led 

to the closure of Nigerian industries) threw millions of Nigerian youths into labour markets. 

“Finding employment has largely become a matter of one‟s ability to leverage patron-client 

relationships and state connections” (Asfura-Heim & McQuaid, 2015, p.17). The 

consequences of youth unemployment are enormous. Nwagwu (2014) argued that, “... youth 

unemployment and unemployment are naturally grave, and these are manifested in the ever 

growing pockets of conflicts, youth restiveness and militancy...” (p.27). Even Olukayode 

(2016) also posited that:  

Society already has expectations for individuals and established means of 

achieving them. However, when the means are limited as the youth 

unemployment is 46.5 percent in 2011, people are forced to achieve the goals 

through illegal means to fulfill societal expectations... as the period of 

joblessness increases and feelings of frustration intensify, there is a greater 

probability that the individual or people will resort to illegitimate activities in 

order to actualize their expectation in the society (p.10). 

Nigerian governments of 1983 and 1984 could not wait until citizens embark on civil 

disobedience over poverty and unemployment before embarking on action. The then Minister 

of Internal Affairs, Ali Baba attributed the expulsion to “... the general economic recession 

which resulted in the reduction of foreign exchange earning to Nigeria since 1981...” (p.341). 

On 17
th

 January 1983, late President Shagari ordered all aliens residing in Nigeria illegally to 

leave with immediate effect. Those whose documents have expired were asked to regularize 

it within two weeks, or face immediate expulsion. The illegal aliens from Ghana, Togo, 

Niger, Benin Republic, Chad, Cameroon, Senegal, including Mali that left Nigeria in 1983 

were more than 1.5 million people. In 1984, the then Head of State, Major General 

Mohammadu Buhari who took over from President Shagari through coup d‟ eta, continued 

with the policy, hence expelled 300 Ghanaians.” By expelling foreigners, the objective was to 

reduce unemployment among Nigerian citizens and to stifle major source of smuggling and 

criminality” (Gary-Tounkara, 2015, p.29).  

Criminality has been another factor presented by government of Busia to justify the expulsion 

of Nigerians from Ghana in 1969. According to Olaniyi (1971), prior to the expulsion, about 

90 percent of criminals in Ghanaian prisons were aliens. Therefore, “expulsion order was not 

contemplated as an attack on Ghana‟s alien community, but was rather aimed at reducing the 

number of undesirable elements in Ghana” (Aremu& Ajayi, 2014, p.178). This corroborated 

the opinion of McCaskie (1984) on the ground that it “purify the country and curb 

lawlessness and crime” (p.410). Nigerian government also attributed criminality as important 
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factor that prompted Shagari‟s government to expel aliens from Nigeria in 1983. Ali Baba, 

the then Minister of Internal Affairs insisted that foreigners from Ghana, Togo, Niger and 

Chad involved in criminal and malicious acts. Coincidentally, the expulsion order was 

effected during the period of Islamic religious movement (Maitatsine) led by a Cameroonian, 

Mohammad Marwa. The entire north eastern and north western Nigeria was enmeshed in 

religious crisis. Aliens from Cameroon, Niger, Chad, Mali, Ghana, Senegal were attracted to 

Salafi-ideology through Marwa‟s sermon. These foreigners partook effectively in Kano 

religious crisis instigated by Marwa in 1982. In order to contend with the religious crisis, 

government of Shagari used expulsion as an instrument of its foreign policy. Aremu (2013) 

confirmed that, “...the major reason cited by the Nigerian government for the expulsion of 

illegal aliens... in January 1983 included... the involvement of some foreign nationals from 

neighbouring countries in violent religious disturbances in Nigeria and involvement of some 

Ghanaians in some crimes; including armed robbery in Nigeria” (p.341).  

It should be recalled that, in western Nigeria, especially Lagos, Oyo and Osun State, most 

armed robber apprehended by security operatives were aliens. In the same vein, illegal 

mining activities perpetrated by aliens from Guinea, Niger, Mali, Senegal, Cameroon, Chad, 

including Ghana have been discovered in plateau, Nasarawa and Taraba State of Nigeria. 

Foreigners collaborate with local criminals in executing their nefarious activities. According 

to Adetula (2015) “cases of criminal violence in cities and urban centres such as Jalingo, 

Jimeta, Yola, Gashua, Dikwa, Mubi, Gembu, Damaturu and Maiduguri are increasingly 

linked with the presence of immigrants in these communities” (p.10). Therefore, the 

expulsion of 700,000 Ghanaians, 180,000 Nigeriens, 120,000 Cameroonians, 150,000 

Chadians, 5,000 Togolese, 5,000 Beninoise, a host of others in 1983, had led to 60 percent 

reductions in crimes, according to Ali Baba (Gary – Tounkara, 2015).  

Impact Analysis of Xenophobic Reciprocity on Nigeria-Ghana Relations 

The bilateral relations between Nigeria and Ghana could be traced back to the colonial era. 

The two state were colonized by Britain. They shared similar experience on indirect rule, and 

had identical struggle towards decolonialization. It should be recalled that Nigerian Hausas 

assisted British government to conquer the Ashanti Empire and laid the foundation for the 

Gold Coasts Colonial Army (Aluko, 1976). Though Kwame Nkrumah belonged to the 

Casablanca group (radical) and Tafawa Balewa was a full member of Monrovia group 

(conservative), the main objective of the two leaders during the formative stage of the 

Organization of African Unity was the total independence of the black race (Olaniyi, 1971). 

The unity of African States was also paramount throughout the period of their struggle. 

Tafawa Balewa, for instance, believed that, “African unity could be achieved by taking 

practical steps in economic, cultural cooperation, and by trying first to get Africans to 

understand themselves before embarking on the more complicated and more difficult 

arrangement of political union” (Olaniyan, 2005, p. 404).  

Kwame Nkrumah of Ghana canvassed for political union, liberation of the continent from all 

forms of imperialist domination as well as advancing the course of Pan Africanism in Africa. 

“Nkrumah placed the agenda of African unity on the front burner of his struggle which made 

him to be regarded as... the greatest Africa advocate and theoretician of Pan-Africanism” 

(Omeile, 2004, p.124). Nigerians, Senegalese, Togolese, Beninoise, Chadian, Cameroonian, 

Malians; among others that trooped into Ghana immediately after her independence in 1957 

were welcomed into that country based on the principle of Pan Africanism. Even when 

Nigerians were forcefully repatriated by Nkrumah‟s successor, Kofi Busia, Aremu (2014) 

posited that, “both states engage in collaboration to fight colonial rule in African continent 

through activities of African liberation committee...” (p.24).  
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Furthermore, the expulsion of Ghanaians in 1983 and 1984 which government of Ghana 

termed it “reciprocity” was not enough to destroy the bilateral relations which had been 

nurtured by Kwame Nkrumah and Tafawa Balewa since independence. Hence, immediately 

General Babangida (rtd) took over power from General Buhari (rtd) through bloodless coup, 

Flight Lieutenant Jerry Rawlings the then Ghanaian Head of State paid official visit to 

Nigeria.  “The two leaders discussed a wide range of issues focusing on peace and prosperity 

within West Africa, bilateral trade, and the transition to democracy in both countries 

(Ihonvbere, 1991). General Babangida reciprocated, this gesture, through similar official visit 

to Ghana which “... Provisional National Defence Council (PNDC) hailed as a watershed in 

Ghana-Nigeria relations” (Ihonvbere, 1991). Regrettably, the democratic process which the 

two Head of States promised each other was partly achieved. Ghana returned back to 

democratic rule, with late Jerry Rawlings as the President in August1994, while Nigeria‟s 3
rd

 

Republic was truncated by another military rule led by late General Sani Abacha in 1993. 

Despite the autocratic nature of Abacha‟s government. “... the Ghanaian President visited 

Nigeria three time to discuss the peace process in Liberia and measures to restore democracy 

in that country” (Ekanem, 2014, p.211). It should be recalled that Ghana did not disappoint 

Nigeria throughout the period of her sanction by Commonwealth of Nations. Nigeria was 

expelled from Commonwealth of Nations on 27
th

 October 1997, following the execution of 

Ken Saro Wiwa and Ogoni 9 by late Sani Abacha. Majority of Ogonis that escaped state 

brutality were hosted in Ghana. Ghanaian airports were used by Nigerians to travel to United 

Kingdom, Canada, Australia among other countries. Ekanem (2014) recalled that, “Nigeria 

had to rely on... Ghana to plead on its behalf for the lifting of the suspension” (p.213).  

Though the suspension was lifted in 1999, following Ghana‟s intervention and the successful 

transition to democratic rule championed by Abacha‟s successor, General Abdulsalami 

Abubakar, Nigeria-Ghana relations suffered a little set back. The enactment of Ghana 

Investment Promotion Council Act of 1994 led to the closure of Nigerian businesses in that 

country. President Obasanjo retaliatory measure of banning 96 Ghanaian products in Nigerian 

markets in 2004, affected trade relations between the two African states. Businessmen from 

Ghana complained bitterly that, “Nigerian economy is not open to goods coming from other 

ECOWAS countries, especially certain Ghanaian products” (Efe, 2014, p.4). In the same 

vein, Nigeria‟s businessmen residing in Ghana equally lamented that, “Ghanaian authorities 

asked us to pay so many levies which are impacting negatively on our business. Not only 

that, you have to employ a Ghanaian in your company... It is believed that a lot of Ghanaians 

are not too comfortable with the fact that a large chunk of investment in Ghana are owned by 

Nigerians...” (Oladimeji, 2013, p.8). Former President Goodluck Jonathan that came to power 

in 2010, following the death of President Yaradu‟a, did not lift the ban on the 96 Ghanaian 

products. Reacting to the ban on the 96 Ghanaian products, former President of Ghana, John 

Mahama stated: 

I believe that Nigeria has certain kind of responsibility in West Africa, because 

it is the largest economy and the most populous country and Nigeria has 

nothing to fear from Ghana in terms of competition. Nigeria has nothing to fear 

from Cote D‟Ivoire in terms of competition. Nigeria has nothing to fear of 

Benin or Togo or Niger in terms of competition and yet year in, year out, there 

is a prohibition list (cited in Efe, 2014, p.20). 

The variation in Nigeria-Ghana Trade relations between 2007 and 2011 is summarized in 

figure 1 below. 
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YEAR EXPORTS IMPORTS VALUE OF 

TRADE 

BALANCE OF 

TRADE 

 N N N N 

2007 109,596,845,194 8,950,463,578 118,547,308,772 100,646,381,616 

2008 217,742,088,484 5,340,778,779 213,082,867,263 212,401,309,705 

2009 45,189,329,329 4,007,686,831 49,206,016,160 41,181,642,498 

2010 66,490,328,468 986,154,855 6,747,643,323 65,504,173,613 

2011 137,537,443,486 79,180,619,977 216,718,063,463 58,356,823,509 

Source: Bilateral Trade Division, Federal Ministry of Trade and Investment, Abuja 2013. 

The table above indicates the total trade volume between Nigeria and Ghana. It decreased 

from N118,547,308,772 in 2007 to N49,206,016,160 and N6,747,643,323 in 2009 and 2010 

accordingly. Nigeria‟s export to Ghana also declined from N217,742,088,484 in 2008 to 

N45,189,329,329 and N66,490,328,468 in 2009 and 2010 accordingly. Most importantly, 

Nigeria‟s imports from Ghana also decreased from N8,950,463,578 in 2007 to 

N5,340,778,779, N400,768,831 and N986,154,588 in 2008, 2009, including 2010 

respectively. This decline could be attributed to import restriction on 96 Ghanaian products 

imposed by President Obasanjo‟s regime which President Jonathan continued throughout his 

tenure. 

In order to strengthen trade relations between Nigeria and Ghana, following complaints from 

business communities from both sides, a conference tagged” Ghana-Nigeria Business 

Council Chief Executive Officer Forum” was held in Abuja on 18
th

 February 2022. Rashid 

Bawa, the Ghanaian High Commissioner to Nigeria, maintained that, “since Ghana and 

Nigeria were two big economies within the south region, it was high time that both countries 

formalize the engagement in order to take full advantage of potential between both 

countries.” (Kazeem, 2022, p.2). Geoffry Onyeama, Nigeria‟s Minister of Foreign Affairs 

regretted the past relationship between Nigeria and Ghana and added that the forum was 

organized by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs”, in the area of economic diplomacy, to further 

improve... relations in the economic field with Ghana and other countries within the African 

countries” (Kazeem, 2022, p.2).  

This conference resulted in positive impact. Presently, nearly all the major cities in Ghana 

(Accra, Tamale, Kumasi etc) are flooded with Nigerian businesses. Nigerian Banks such as 

Zenith Bank, Access Bank, Energy Bank, United Bank for Africa, Guaranty Trust Banks 

among others are in Accra, Tamale and Kumasi. Globacom, a Nigerian Giant 

Telecommunication industry is everywhere in that country while Forte Oil, Sahara Energy, 

Oando are currently exploiting oil and gas in Ghana. Apart from China, Nigeria‟s investment 

in Ghana is second to none. In fact, “... in spite of the intricacies and complex nature of the 

Nigeria-Ghana relations they remain close allies and partners within the ECOWAS sub-

region and the need for them to work to accelerate economic integration in the region cannot 

be overemphasized” (Ademola, 2016, p.101).Even the demolition of Nigerian High 

Commission located at No. 10, Barnes Ruad, Accra by Thomas D. Hardy, a private citizen 

following the inability of Nigerian government to fulfill its part of obligation on 19
th

 June, 

2020 did not bring diplomatic row between Nigeria and Ghana. Ghanaian President, Akufo-

Addo personally called Nigerian President, Mohammadu Buhari and apologized. The 

government of Ghana bore the cost of restoration of the diplomatic building to its original 

state. “it goes without saying that decades of mutual collaboration between the two countries 

have strengthened the bonds of sisterly affection and solidarity. Neither country has anything 

to gain from a thaw in diplomatic relation” (Kehinde, 2020, p.3). 
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Conclusion and Recommendations 

Findings have identified poverty, unemployment and criminality as the fundamental reasons 

for xenophobic reciprocity in Nigeria-Ghana relations. In addition, Alien Compliance Order 

of 1969, Nigeria Immigration Law of 1983, Nigerian Military Expulsion Order of 1984 

(Decree No. 4), Ghana Investment Promotion Council Act of 1994, Presidential Prohibition 

Order on 96 Ghanaian Products of 2004, even demolition of Nigeria High Commission in 

2020 did not affect the bilateral relations between Nigeria and Ghana, even though private 

citizens suffered untold hardship as a result of these policies. Unarguably, Xenophobic 

reciprocity has prevented smooth relationship between the two African states, though, it has 

not resulted in diplomatic boycott according to findings. In order to prevent future 

xenophobic reciprocity in Nigeria-Ghana relations, the study hereby recommends:  

(i) Good Governance: Economic challenges which the two countries experienced since 

independence triggered xenophobic reciprocity. Even criminalities which Ghanaians 

and Nigerians governments mentioned in the study, came as a result of poverty and 

unemployment. In Nigeria, the federal government has initiated poverty alleviation 

programmes such as N‟power, Traders Money, Market Money, Anchor Borrowers 

Scheme. Ghana has also adopted poverty Reduction Strategy since 1997. The 

objective is to reduce both urban and rural poverty in Ghana. Regrettably, the poverty 

alleviation programmes of both countries have not been impacted positively on the 

poor which is the target population, rather the rich are beneficiaries. Recent report of 

National Bureau of Statistics which alerted the world that 133 million Nigerians of an 

estimated population of about 200 million people are multi-dimensionally poor is 

worrisome. The problem is not foreigners living in Nigeria, rather that of leadership. 

Leaders should be ready to tackle poverty headlong and create job opportunities for 

teaming youths. This would lead to absence of economic grievance and reduction in 

crimes.  

As International Crisis Group (2014) added, “government needs to pursue urgently a 

more comprehensive strategy that targets the economic, social and cultural roots of 

crisis” (p.42). Therefore, expulsion of foreigners would not stop criminality, reduce 

poverty nor create job opportunity. Good governance is the answer. 

(ii) Constructive Engagement: Nigeria and Ghana are the leading nations in West 

Africa. In terms of peace keeping they lead other African countries. They were 

responsible for the restoration of democratic regimes in Liberia, Serra Leone, Mali, 

Cote d‟Ivoire, The Gambia among others. The gains the two countries have recorded 

would be eroded if they involve in diplomatic row. Smaller African countries that rely 

on them whenever need for leadership arises, must surely lose confidence in them and 

look for assistance outside African States. On the part of Nigeria, Ayodele (2021), 

asserted that, “Nigeria as a country has been retrained to apply... within West Africa... 

policy of good neighbourliness... principles of constructive engagement rather than 

applying the policy of reciprocity...” (p.46). Ghana should also do same. Principle of 

constructive engagement would surely bring peace and foster development for the 

entire sub region. The two countries need dialogue not retaliation as principle of 

reciprocity requires.  

(iii) Economic Cooperation: Presently, the world is a global village. The survival of one 

nation depends on another. Globalization has made it easy for economic integration. 

Nigeria and Ghana should not be exempted. It is unfortunate that the two countries are 

signatories to ECOWAS and AFCFTA (African Continental Free Trade Area), yet 
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they are practicing economic nationalism. Economic nationalism has hinder growth 

and stagnate development throughout the entire African region. Nigeria and Ghana 

must be sincere to one another and abide by the principle of ECOWAS and AFCFTA. 

The framers of ECOWAS and AFCFTA principles prioritized economic integration in 

line with modern era. This corroborated Ademola‟s (2016) opinion that, “modern era 

is that of globalization and integration since it creates larger markets and fosters 

economic of large scale production” (p.102).  
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