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Abstract 

Nigeria is a country with multi-ethnic state of over four hundred different ethnic nationalities. These 

multifarious groups are influenced by the tribe, culture, religion and languages. The Nation-building 

which implies fostering group cohesion and integration have not been easy to actualize due to 

ethnicity and ethnic related problems. This study is an attempt to examine the process of nation-

building in relation with the security challenges bedeviling Nigeria in recent times. The study relied 

mainly on secondary sources of data, while content analysis was fully utilized in data analysis. Also, 

extant literature was reviewed with the theory of federalism adopted as theoretical framework of an 

analysis. The study among others reveals that the problems of nation-building and security challenges 

were multi-faceted and multi-dimension of which ethnicity has manifested to poor governance and 

insecurity. Regrettably, strategies of solution that have been employed in the past to manage this 

ethnicity has rather accelerated or worsen the problem, thereby negatively affected the power of 

nation building and infested various forms of security challenges ranging from cases of abduction, 

banditry, assassination, ritual killings, rape by ethnic militia, herdsmen, terrorists group among 

others in the country. The study observed that the prevailing challenges of insecurity on Nation-

building propagate uncertainties, uneasy calm, potential threats to the ordinary citizens in the 

country. Based on this therefore, the study suggests a paradigm shift of multi-pronged solution of 

holistic broad-based consultation and dialogue among Nigerians to address the fundamental basis of 

peaceful co-existence for unity, progress and development. 

Keywords: Nation-building, Security challenges, Federalism, Ethnicity and sustainable development, 

Poor governance.  
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Introduction 

 Fundamentally speaking Nigeria as a Nation has been battling with plethora of 

security issues ranging from ethnic agitations, militancy, banditry abduction, assassination, 

ritual killings, herdsmen attacks, terrorism, insurgency among others. In fact, these security 

problems most importantly ethnic agitation, separatist demands and militancy have 

tenaciously continued to be threat to the corporate existents of the country. Ostensibly, ethnic 

nationalism has taken over national integration in the country, sparked ethnic militancy and 

separatist, agitation from various ethnic groups with its attendant consequences of threatening 

the corporate existence, configuration and peace of the country. Paul, Audu & Eri (2017) 

observed that Nigeria as a nation has from its origin sowed the seed of marginalization and 

ethnic agitations. Initially, it was the North and South dichotomy in public service 

appointments, cries of power sharing of economic and infrastructural development of 

distribution to states and local governments imbalance among others. 

 Ezeani (2018) stated that out of the 100 appointments made by President 

Muhammadu Buhari in August 2017, sixty seven 67 percent are Northerns, while a paltry, 33 

percent are Southerns (see Saturday Punch 2017). Almost all the security serving chiefs under 

Buhari’s administration are Northern extraction mainly from Katsina state. “This born to rule 

attitude of the North is the basis of Southern agitation for political restructuring of the 

Nigerian Federation.  

 Equally, Abubakar (2017) noted, this seed of disunity was sown at amalgamation and 

it is growing everyday with the waves of unrest in which erstwhile neighbors are pilled 

against each other and those assailed are told to “go home” and are expelled from specific 

geo-physical spaces. Akinola (2017) notes that ethnic squabble often result from poor 

management of differences in Nigeria configuration, the possibilities of a major conflict s 

were always evident on the contradictions of ethnicity, religion, culture and language were 

cobbled together  by the colonial master. Mamma (2017), posits that the increasing drums of 

separatism being beaten by several ethno-cultural and militant groups including the 

Movement for the Actualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOB), The Indigenous 

People of Biafra (IPOB) the Niger Delta Avengers, Movement for the Emancipation of Niger 

Delta, Northern Elders Forum, Arewa Youth Consultative Forum among others are 

irrepressible signs of the fractured state of Nigeria foundation. Furthermore, Alao and 

Michael (2017) cited on Osakwe (2017) stated that many circumstances often lead to ethnic 

conflicts in Nigeria such as; Colonial Legacy, boundary disputes, struggle for power and 

resources, struggle for citing of local government head-quarters or government institution, 

Failure of the traditional model of conflict resolution, poverty, perceived lack of sincerity and 

fair play on the part of government, manipulation of the elites in the society, ethnic and 

religious intolerance. In fact, the inability of the managers of Nigeria security to address the 

country’s security challenges has raised yet another critical question on the preparedness of 

Nigeria to attain desired political, social and economic height. It also further poses serious 

threat to the unity and co-operative existence of Nigeria as a sovereign state.  

 Regrettably, the application of coercive measure and stick by the government to stem 

the tide has not yielded any meaningful result. Thus, a paradigm shift of proactive and 

holistic approach is needed to address the issue. This paper therefore, examines the process 

and proffer solution to handle the problem. In doing this, the work is compartmentalized into 

introduction, conceptualization of terms, theoretical framework, synthesis of findings, 

conclusion and recommendation.  
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CONCEPTUALIZATION 

SECURITY 

Security has to do with freedom from dangers or threat to a nation’s ability to protect 

and develop itself, promote its cherished values and legitimate interests and enhance the well 

being of its people. Thus, internal security could be seen as the freedom from or absence of 

those tendencies, which could undermine internal cohesion and the corporate existence of the 

nation and its ability to maintain its vital institutions for the promotion of its core values and 

socio-political and economic objectives as well as meet the legitimate aspirations of the 

people (Imobighe cited in Okolie and Onah, 2017:243).  

In other words, the presence of insecurity such as conflicts, crisis and war constitutes 

threat to lives and properties, hinders business activities and discourages local investors, all 

of which stifle and retard socio-economic development of a country (Ewetan and Urhie, 

2014). 

Accordingly, Buzan (1991) analysed security from three levels. These include 

individual, state and international levels. The sectors, which he also addresses in the article 

“New patterns of global security in the twenty-first century”, are political, military, economic 

societal and environmental. These concepts cannot adequately address the issues or security 

separately, each one is intricately and complexly linked with the next, forming a web of 

information that a security analyst must detangle to understand each concept individually in 

order to ascertain how they affect each other on the whole (Okolie and Onah, 2017). 

Technically speaking, security is a direct synonym to safety. It signifies absence of, or 

protection from, physical danger. As noted by Lerner (1964:626), cited in Okolie and Onah, 

(2017:243). 

Security is sometimes used in such phrases as state security, security risk, 

security police, etc, to denote (a) the Safety of protection, and/or (b) the 

agencies to which the safety of the state are entrusted... In a large sense, 

security is virtually identical with welfare and signifies absence of, or 

protection from, material want. 

In fact, the above postulation indicates inter alia, that security is multi-faceted and 

multidimensional in meaning, applications and projections. Thus, Lucklam (2012:2) cited in 

Okolie and Onah (2017:244) posits that; 

Security is not multi-headed, but also morally ambiguous and politically 

contested. Everything depends on who speaks in the name of security. Whose 

security are we talking about? From what are they secured? And how is their 

security protected (or neglected) 

However, in practical terms, security encompasses, but not limited to the following: 

 Freedom from hunger, want, starvation and diseases; 

 Conviction that the 'need of the stomach' are safeguarded and guaranteed; 

 Mustering of adequate security machinery in a given polity to protect the lives, 

property and investments of the citizens;         

 Guaranteeing the future of the people through responsible and responsive  

governance; 
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 Instituting adequate safeguards against oppression, suppression and alienation of 

the mass of the citizens 

 Evolving political actions that will deepen affective, ascriptive and evaluative 

orientation among the citizens; 

 Implanting statecraft, based on effective production and equitable distribution of 

socially produced wealth; and 

 Improving the residues of patriotism, solidarity and cooperative behaviours  

(Okolie, 2012:7-9, cited in Okoli and Onah, 2017:243). In consonance with the above 

contention, security is said to be multi-dimensional and multi-faceted in its 

ramification. 

NATION BUILDING  

 Nation building is described as an act of engaging the resources of the state working 

tirelessly towards building a strong nation through the democratic process or military 

hegemony (Dare, et al., 2015). In this idea; nation building denotes the process of passing 

through one challenge or the other in a nation’s bid to achieve stability. In a broader view 

offered by Jane (1996), nation building which is also known as national formulation is seen to 

represent a process of building strong nations. This implies that the aim of nation building is 

the unification of the people within the state so that it remains politically stable and viable in 

the long run.  

 For Magstadt (2009), nation building denotes the process which all the inhabitant of a 

given territory, regardless of individual, ethnic, tribal, religious or linguistic design come to 

identify with the symbols and institution of the state and share a common sense of destiny. 

Drawing from this therefore, nation building has to do with the process that involves 

everyone in a given society. The process here is targeted at bringing about the elements of 

continuity in generating the forces necessary for nation building. This phenomenon requires 

that the component elements of the nation must in their mutual interest come to identify with 

the symbols and institutions of the state (Odoemelam & Aisien, 2013). 

 In the process of nation building, the identification with the symbols and institution of 

the state enables the component elements to share a common sense of belonging. It is this 

common sense that propels members of a country to act in the best interest of their political 

system. For Nigeria however, this view is far fit on what obtains in the sense that although 

many Nigerians identify with the national anthem, the pledge, the nation flag, the coat of 

arms and the constitution, they hardly demonstrate the needed spirit of national unity 

necessary for nation building. Usually, through the process of nation building, efforts are 

glared towards keeping a nation as an indivisible entity whereas patriotism implore the 

individuals to place interest of the nation above their personal, group, ethnic or clannish 

interest (Adejumo,2014; Egwuonuonu, 2014). 

 According to Friedrich (1996:32), “nation building is a matter of building group 

cohesion and group loyalty for purposes of international representation and domestic 

planning irrespective of what has been the building stones of the past”. In the same vein, 

Diamond & Powel (1996:36) submit that “Nation-building implies a process whereby people 

transfer their commitment and loyalty from smaller tribes, villages, or principalities to the 

longer central political system”.  

 In a similar vein, Alesina and Reach (2015) define nation building as a process which 

leads to the formation of countries in which the citizens feel a sufficient amount of 
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commonality of interests, goals and preference so that they do not wish to separate from each 

other.  

 Nation-Building involves the process of collective identity formation with a view to 

legitimizing public power within a given territory. This is an essentially indigenous process, 

which often not only projects a meaningful future but also draws on existing traditions, 

institutions and customs, redefining them as national characteristics in order to support the 

nation’s claim to sovereignty and uniqueness (Von Bogdandy and Wolfrum, 2005). 

 The process of nation building is thus more evolutionary than   revolutionary; it is an 

internally driven, dynamic and developing process of democratic governance. It is the process 

of creating a united national consciousness which supersedes all perceived notion of class or 

partitions within the society; it is the process of creating a national identity. In the process of 

nation building, socio-cultural structuring and integration, institutional engineering and re-

engineering, and constitutional modeling and remodeling are very crucial.  

Understanding National Integration 

Duverge in Ojo (2009) sees national integration as the process of unifying a society which 

tends to make it a harmonious city, based upon an order its member regard as equitably 

harmonious.” Similarly, Jacob and Tenue, cited in Ojo (2009) refer to it as “a relationship of 

community among people within the same political entity…a state of mind or disposition to 

be cohesive, to act together, to be committed to mutual programmes.” In his own view, Ojo 

(2009) describes national integration as a process in which “members of the social system 

develop an escalating sequence of contact, cooperation, consensus and community”. 

Essentially, national integration is examined from the standpoint of the extent to which 

different parts of a society interact and complement each other in order to constitute viable 

whole. National integration is often considered to be a broad and all encompassing process 

and activity of achieving peace and stability as well as socio-economic development in a 

polity. Hence, Onifade and Imhonopi (2013) wrote: 

National Integration is seen as a process that produces an omnibus of initiatives put in 

place by a state, its representative or institutions guided by respect for the unique traditions 

and cultural background of ethnicities sharing the same polity with the goal of harmonizing 

all interests through a form of dialogue  and representation and adores sing differences that 

may be divisive and conflict using the instrument of fairness, Justices and equity in the 

sharing of resources, benefits, opportunities and responsibilities in order to guarantee 

stability, longevity and prosperity of the polity as long as the inhabitants decide to remain 

within the polity. Usara (2001) cited in Bakari (2017) defines national integration as “the 

unity of the various ethnic groups in the country or nation in such a way that they see one 

another as brothers and sisters devoid of tribal sentiments, nepotism and all other vices that 

bring polarization of the people”.  

Sustainable Development 

According to the Brundtland Commission, sustainable development is the 

development that meets the needs of the present generation without compromising the ability 

of the future generation to meet their own needs (World Commission on Environment and 

Development, 1987). The Brundtland Commission went further and highlighted three 

fundamental components of sustainable development: economic growth, environmental 

protection and social equity. It appears not straight forward, however to translate the 

Brundtland definition of sustainable development into manageable policy objectives. 
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Economists tend to translate sustainable development into non-declining per capita 

wealth while ecologists tend to address the unavoidable biophysical constraints of human 

action. Sustainable development urges the necessity of setting it three dimensions in such a 

relationship that they become mutually supporting. In practice, it is difficult to formulate such 

“win-win” policies which promote simultaneously economic, environmental and social goals. 

Nonetheless, the concept of sustainable development should force policy makers to take into 

account the impact of policies beyond their own narrow area. Policy decisions then will 

involve considering trade-offs between the three dimensions. The concept of sustainable 

development thus serves as a way of co-ordinate policies (OECD, 2001a). 

Significant statistical work on sustainable development is being carried out in many 

international and national settings, with a wide and growing body of experience in the 

measurement of sustainable development. The great work is motivated by the fact that this 

subject dominates policy agendas. The recent World Summit on sustainable development 

strongly reaffirmed the fundamental principles (The Rio Principles) and the programme of 

action (Agenda 21) for achieving sustainable development. The OECD Council Ministerial 

Meeting in May 2001 recognized subsequently the three interdependent dimensions of 

sustainable development-enhancing economic growth, promoting human and social 

development and protecting the environment-as an over aching goal of OECD governments 

and the organization (OECD,2001).  

The concept of sustainable development cannot be overemphasized. Any nation 

which undermines this will only be putting its future generation at the risk of going into 

extinction for simple reason that hunger, poverty, hardship, gender inequality and eventually, 

death will take its toll on the citizenry of that nation. No wonder then, that Nigeria, realizing 

the importance of sustainable development, decided to partner with other nations in 

implementing the sustainable development agenda/goals agreed upon at the United Nations 

Summit held from 25-27 September 2015 in New York.   

At the exit of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in September 2015, the 

world leaders came together at the 70
th

 Session of the United Nations General Assembly 

(UNGAS) in New York to sign a new global partnership for development tagged Sustainable 

Development Goals (SDGs). The SDGs consist of 17 goals and 169 targets. Its main thrust is 

to build in MDGs and complete what MDGs did not achieve. The Sustainable Development 

Goals are a step further than the MDGs, because they adapt a broader view of issues than the 

Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). 

Nigeria’s SDG model takes a holistic and integrated approach to tackling poverty, 

hunger, climate change (e.g. global warming and environmental degradation) good health and 

well-being, quality education, gender equality, clean water sanitation, affordable and clean 

energy, decent work, economic growth, infrastructure, reduction in gender inequality, 

promoting peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development. Some of the 

objectives may sound elusive. For example, can a peaceful and inclusive society be 

envisioned or consumable in Nigeria given the highly polarized regions of the North, South, 

East and West in Nigeria? Nigeria’s road map to the sustainable development goals is 

designed to focus on six thematic areas, namely: policies, data management, institutions, 

partnership, communication and finance. The implementation of the SDG agenda is designed 

to be carried out in three phases and according to specific needs of each zone of the country. 

Phase 1: 2016-2020 

Phase 2: 2020-2026 
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Phase 3: 2016-2030  

(Janet McDickson (2016), the Nigerian way: https://prnigeria.com/national/sustainable 

development.) 

Methodology  

  The study relied on documentary evidence (secondary data). These were data sourced 

by extracting relevant information from other sources and previous studies. Thus, secondary 

sources serve as text books, journal, articles, and other written works sourced from libraries 

were utilized. The study made use of internet materials on insecurity, Nation-Building and 

integration as well as governance. These documents were already in the public domain. What 

the researchers did was to refine, interpret, evaluate and analyzed them. To analyze the data, 

we used content analysis tool on systematic logical deductions. This meant that we organized 

and systematized the large volumes of external data, we generated from the document 

mentioned above with a view to searching for patterns, and discerning what was relevant 

from the document. In other words, we systematically reduced the document to logical, 

meaningful and coherent interpretation on the basis of that, draw our inferences and 

conclusions.  

Theoretical Framework 

This paper is anchored on theory of federalism. The theory of federalism was 

propounded by K.C. Wheare (1964) a foremost classical writer on federalism. “Federalism 

according to Wheare, means the method of dividing powers so that general and regional 

government” However, the major assumptions of federalism are as follows:  

i. The division of power among the federating units. In other words, there is an 

irrevocable division of power between the central political units, and this division of 

power is usually enshrined in a written constitution.  

ii. There is a clear decentralization of power. This means that the political system has “at 

least two tiers or levels of government each endowed with independent legitimacy (in 

its own sphere) and a constitutionally guaranteed sphere. In the overall system, and 

possesses  its own set of  institutions, power and responsibilities (Elazar, 1985:21-22) 

iii. The power to amend the constitution resides with both levels of government acting in 

cooperation. 

iv. The existence of an independent judiciary or body to adjudicate dispute arising from 

clash of powers between the federal and state governments.  

v. The principle of non-concentration of power. This implies that “the authority for 

state/Regional and central/national government to exercise powers cannot be 

withdrawn without mutual consent” (Asobie 2001:127). This principle is fully 

guaranteed in the constitution.  

vi. Financial independence of both levels of government. This principle requires that the 

federating unit must be financially independent as financial subordination runs 

contrary to the principle of federalism.  

vii. There is the principle of territoriality. This implies that the area of authority of the 

constituent unit is territorially based. 

viii. The federal principle is a part of national culture. According to Asobie (2001:28), 

“this culture embraces a commitment to constitutionalism and a distinct preference of 

the political actors for non-concentration of power, a tradition of wide acceptance of 

popular democratic government…” In this paper, we shall examine the extent to 
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which the present Nigerian federalism conforms with the above principal attributes of 

federalism. 

ix. The Absence of marked inequalities among components units. This implies that none 

of the components units in a federation should be so large and powerful as to 

dominate others  (Ezeani, 2018) 

 This theory is applicable to this study because it exhibits the prepositions, nature and 

dynamics in which Nigeria operates as a federal system. The theory therefore showcases 

Nigerian federalism and its structural imbalance with asymmetric power relations, 

inequalities of revenue allocation, over-centralization of power among others which has 

caused the present separatists agitations and security challenges in the country.   

Plethora of Ethnic Militias in Nigeria 

Lysias (2013) has defined ethnic militancy as an act by a group that resort  to attending and 

projecting the supposed enters of their ethnicities in other words, ethnic militancy emerged as 

a result of the perceived imbalances and marginalization of some ethnic groups by the 

Nigeria state.  

 However, Osabiya (2015) identified some of the ethnic militias to include: Movement   

for Actualization of Niger Delta (MAND), Movement for the Survival of Ogoni People 

(MOSOP), Odua People’s Congress (OPC), the Egbesu Boys the Niger Delta Volunteer 

Force, Movement for the Sovereign State of Biafra (MOSSOB) as well as Boko Haram. 

 Odua People’s Congress (OPC); Nolte (2007) posited that the Odua People’s 

Congress was formed after the annulled presidential election of a Yoruba in1993. The OPC 

was founded within the explicit political   aim of safeguarding Yoruba ethno-nationalist 

interests, vis-à-vis the state. By fighting crime, the state institutions perceived to be 

implicated in the perpetration of crime, including the police and military, the OPC’s 

vigilantes have undermined and challenged the state’s security institutions.  

 Ogewale (2012) posited that the Oodua People’s Congress was formed by a group of 

Yoruba elites and artisans which included Ori, Frednick Fasehua (its first national leader); 

Aaie Gani Adam (15
th

 Aare Ona Kankanfo of Yoruba land), Ibrahim Atanda Idowu 

Abobanawo among others.  

Movement for the Actualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOB) and 

Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) 

The Movement for the actualization of Biafra (MASSOB) was founded in (1999) by 

an Indian trained lawyer Ralph Uwazurike, while the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) a 

separatist Organization was founded in (2012) by Nnamdi Kanu. These groups agitations 

were mainly for the liberation, and emancipation of Biafra as a sovereign nation. IPOB has 

recently launched a para-military body known as the “Eastern Security Network” which is a 

militant group; (Lasse and Dirk, 2004, and Allison, 2017) 

Niger Delta Avengers (NDA) 

Resources control, allocation of revenue, environmental degradation and the neglects 

of the people of the Niger Delta are some of the challenges in the region covering the “nine 

oil-producing states of Nigeria; Abia, Akwa-Ibom, Bayelsa, Cross-Rivers, Delta, Edo, Imo, 

Ondo and Rivers states within a total land area of about 75,000 km
2 

and 185 local 

government areas” (UNDP, 2006a).   
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The group announced its existence in March 2016. The groups have threatened to 

disrupt Nigeria’s economy if their aims are not met. The NDA claims its members are “young 

educated, well-travelled and educated in east Europe “(BBC, 2017). Today the group 

continues to threaten the peace and stability of the region with several attacks. 

Boko Haram 

Boko Haram is a militant Islamic sect based in Northern Nigeria. It is otherwise 

known as jama’atu Ahis summa lidda Gwati wal-jahid, that is, “people committed to the 

propagation of the Prophet Mohammed’s teachings and Jihad”. The actual date when the 

extremist sect evolved is still a subject of controversy. Different security agencies have 

indicated that the Boko Haram started around 2003, the group has been existing since 1995. It 

probably maintained a shadowy existence until around 1999 when Mustapha Modu Jon, 

commonly called Mohammed Yusuf, assumed the leadership of the group (Daniyibo, 2009). 

The Boko Haram militant in Nigeria has had a lot of socio-political and economic 

consequences in Nigeria, but it has exposed the failing of the Nigerian state. The deadly 

Islamic terrorist sect embarked on suicide bombing, kidnapping, and all kinds of atrocities all 

in the bid to impose extreme Islamic ideas on Nigeria which has cost more than 4,000 lives, 

displaced close to a million, destroyed hundreds of schools and government buildings and 

devasted an already ravaged economy in the North East, one of Nigeria’s poorest regions 

(Durutoye, 2015)  

Miyetti Allah 

The Organization is also called Miyetti Allah cattle Breeders Association of Nigeria 

(MACBAN). Kuna and Jibrin (2015) noted that the organization was founded in the early 

1970s with Kaduna as its headquarters and they became operational in 1979 while members 

terrorized civilians such as farmers in Nigeria since 2015. According to Kanam (n,d), the 

group regulates grazing activities and reduce incidence of conflicts between farmers and 

herdsman with both formal and informal local meeting for fostering most collective actions. 

He also posited that the group is the earliest and most renowned and widespread pastoralists 

organization in Nigeria.  

A cursory look at the above groups shows that a common factor that runs across these groups 

is lawlessness. They engaged in arbitrary arrest, harassment, torture and extra-judicial killings 

by taking laws into their own hands. Loyalty to ethnic nationalities and “Godfathers” comes 

first before the Nigerian state, no wonder the government response was to crack down on 

these groups. But in the face of political marginalization, lack of democratic dividends 

insecurity and absence of human development cracking down on militias and trying their 

leaders for treason may not be the solution, if the Nigerian government fails to address the 

structural imbalances, the needs and agitations of these groups and the problems facing 

Nigeria today, otherwise it would be counterproductive and these militias would become 

martyrs and recruit more followers.  

Causes of Insecurity in Nigeria 

Many scholars have identified several causes of insecurity in Nigeria that are inimical 

to socio-economic and sustainable development (Ezeani, 2018; Ewetan and Urhie, 2014; Ali, 

2013; Onyishi, 2011; Okorie, 2011; Slawa, 2010). They posited that the insecurity in Nigeria is 

on the increase and it has been compounded by the rising wave of terrorism since the country 

returned to democratic rule in 1999. Although, the incursion of the military into governance 

and the consequent imposition of military command structure on the federation no doubt led 
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to the overwhelming dominance of the federal government that distributes national resources to 

lower levels of government at its own whims and caprices. 

Ethno-Religious Conflicts  

Bishop Kukah on his Easter message titled: Nigeria: before our glory depart; said: 

“Taunted by Boko Haram, ravaged by bandits, kidnappers, armed robbers, and other 

merchants of death across the nation, there is collective fear as to whether Nigeria’s glory is 

about to depart”(Kukah,2021). He further stated that Retired military and intelligence officers 

lament over what has become of their glorious profession, as they watch the humiliation of 

our military personnel; traumatized citizens are tortured daily by bandits.  Elaborating the 

above issues, Kukah posited that North-east is currently boiling with continuous attack by 

Boko-haram terrorists. There is no peace in the South-east and South-south either; following 

the invasion of Fulani herdsmen and their constant killing of Nigerians. The suspicion and 

distrust among ethnic groups in the country is seriously responsible for security crisis in the 

country. Ethno-religious conflicts recur among the various groups when there is lack of 

cordiality, mutual suspicion and fear and these have caused conflicts and religious clashes 

between the two dominant religions (Islam and Christianity), and thus, have become a major 

security challenge that affects Nigeria (Salawu, 2010, Achumba, Ighonereho and Akpan-

Robaro, 2013). Equally, ethno-religious conflicts have emerged as a result of trend and 

particularistic forms of political consciousness and identity structured around the political 

system (Igbuzor, 2011). 

 The implication is that in all parts of Nigeria, ethno-religious crisis have assumed 

alarming rates. It has occurred in places like Shagamu (Ogun State), Lagos, Abia, Kano, 

Bauchi, Nassarawa, Taraba, Benue, Ebonyi, Enugu, Kadunna, Jos, Kebbi and Niger State 

respectively. Groups and communities who had over the years lived together in peace and 

harmony now take up arms against each other in gruesome war over scarce resources, power, 

land, chieftaincy, local government councils, control of markets among others. These ethno-

religious identities have become disintegrative and destructive social  elements 

threatening the peace, stability and development in Nigeria (Onyishi, 2011). 

Lack of Institutional Capacity 

  The breakdown of institutional infrastructures had made governance to be shaky and has 

created a pool of frustrated people who are ignited easily by any event to be violent. The 

incapacity of government to deliver public services and provide basic needs for the masses has 

given rise to security challenges (Ali, 2013).Contributing on security challenges in Nigeria, 

Ortom, the Governor of Benue State, in a lecture organized by the Nigeria Union of Journalist 

posits “that the terror franchise is responsible for killings, rape, public executions, bombings of 

public and private property and places of worship, robbery and mass abduction of the Chibok 

girls (2012), Damabak school children (2015), and the Dapchi girls (2018), including Leah 

Sharibu, who is still in custody. The group was responsible for the bombing of the building of 

the United Nations Office in Abuja and has killed more 30,000 people and displaced three 

million people. He further stated that banditry, insurgency, armed herdsmen, abduction for 

ransom, cattle rusting and illegal gold mining activities had continue to drive insecurity in the 

North West geo-political zone due to poor institutional capacity (Vanguard May, 2021). 

Unemployment 

 The recent report released by the National Bureau of Statistics (NBS) is a cause for 

worrying concern. The NBS report shows that a 20 month interval on the nation's 
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unemployment rate, unemployment rose to 27.1% in the second quarter of 2020 from 23.1% 

recorded in third quarter (Q3) 2018. The NBS in its "Labour force statistics 

unemployment and underemployment report" noted that unemployment rate among young 

people 15-34 years was 34.9% while underemployment for the same group rose to 28.2% 

from 25.7% in third quarter (Q3) 2018. The report added, the number of persons in the labour 

force (people within ages 15-64 who are able and willing to work) was estimated to be 

80,291,894. It was 11.3% less than the number of persons in third quarter (Q3) 2018 (NBS, 

2020) 

Furthermore, an appraisal of unemployed youth’s percentage (in a population of about 

200 million) according to Worldometer, an online data provider showed an alarming trend as the 

number exceeds the populations of South African countries. Alarmingly, unemployment 

(34.9%) and underemployment (28.1%) rates among youths totaled 63% thus, placing 

Nigeria, uncomfortably ahead among the worst cases globally. Others in its league are 

Lesotho (28.2%), Swaziland (26.5), occupied Palestinian territories (26.4%) and 

Mozambique (24.8). In addition, countries with the lowest unemployment rates at the end of 

2019 are Qatar (0.1%), Cambodia (0.3) Niger (0.4%), Belarus (0.5), Laos (0.7), Myanmar 

(0.8), Bahran (1.2%), Tonga (1.2), Thailand (1.4%), Kuwait (2.0%), for the world's largest, 

economies, the unemployment levels are Japan (2.4%), India (3.5%), Germany (3.6), United 

Kingdom (3.9%), United States (4.1%), China (4.8%), Canada(5.9)France (8.6%) and Italy 

(10.4%). (http:www.woiidometers.infor/demographics/Nigeria-demographicsl). The National 

Bureau of Statistics (NBS) indicated that Imo State recorded the highest rate of 

unemployment with 48.7% followed by Akwa-lbom and Rivers with 45.2% and 43.7% 

respectively. The report is worrisome as it poses a threat to security, governance and peaceful 

co-existence and development. The large number of youths who are unemployed is capable of 

undermining democratic practice as they constitute a serious threat if engaged by the political 

class for clandestine activities (Ebiziem, et al, 2020). 

Poverty  

Poverty is one of the major factors to insecurity. However, existing scholars are not 

yet settled on whether poverty causes crimes, insecurity and terrorism or not. In fact , 

there exists at the moment a predominance of literature, which argues that 

conditions of poverty either predispose someone to crimes and terrorist activities or 

enhance the goals of terrorism (White Head, 2007; Aftab, 2008, and Ibaba, 2013; Raimi 

& Akubor, 2015). The above scholars were of the view that poverty standing alone cannot 

cause terrorism but can be a strong contributory factor to the menace of  insecurity and 

terrorism. However, (Pizza,2011) was of the view that poverty and economic inequality 

do cause insecurity and terrorism, a claim he demonstrated with the list of 10 countries 

worst hit by terrorists events using Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capital and Human 

Development Index (HDI) (Ibaba, 2013). Besides, Ibaba (2013), observed that poverty 

can hardly be disconnected from domestic insecurity. He stated that poverty without 

freedom and good governance can support terrorism, just as poverty within the context of 

a failed, fragile or failing state may trigger insecurity and terrorism. 

The question that remains is whether poverty coincides with other factors in 

Nigeria to trigger insecurity. The position of the study on the issue is an emphatic yes! 

For instance, scholars like Raimi & Akubor, (2015) Ibeh, (2013) Seidu, (2013) Osaghae 

(2013) Ojolo, (2013) Nweze (2004), have assiduously attributed poverty with 

inequalities arising from bad governance and has given room for security challenges in 

Nigeria.   
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Weak Security System 

 A cursory look at the security Agencies in Nigeria shows the existence of following: 

Nigeria Police Force, a creation of the 1999 Constitution, amended, under section 214; State 

Security Service (SSS), created in the Nation Security Agencies Act (Cap N74 L.F.N., 2004). 

Armed Forces of The Federation provided under section 217 of the 1999 constitution, as 

amended, among others. However, these bodies most often perform below expectation on 

related security matters. This occurs from inadequate equipments, both in terms of weaponry 

and capacity training. Also, the attitudinal and poor behavioral disposition of personnel. In 

fact, some personnel assigned to deal with given security situations lack the expertise and 

equipment to handle the situation. Equally, some personnel sometimes were influenced by 

ethnic, religious or communal sentiment or their personal interest to serve their ethnic people, 

rather than the national, most often they undermine the interest of the nation by becoming 

saboteurs and leaking vital security information aiding and abetting criminals to acquire 

weapons or to escape the long arm of the law as currently witnessed in the North-East of 

Nigeria (Akuul, 2011;  Adebanjoko  and Okorie, 2014; Oparaku, Nwaneri, and Egbe, 2017). 

Asymmetric Power Relations 

One of the greatest challenges facing Nigeria Security and Governance is problem 

of asymmetric power relationship between and among the disparate components units in 

the country. This has generated mutual accusation and counter accusation of domination 

and marginalization by the southerner part of the country, particularly the South-East and 

the South-South. However, since the fourth republic, the leadership distribution among the 

political zones in the country has rotated among the South-West by Obasanjo, May 29, 

1999-May 29, 2007; North West, Yar’ Adua, May 29, 2007-May 5, 2010; South – South 

Jonathan, May 6, 2010, and May 29, 2015; North-West, Buhari, May 29, 2015 till date, 

while South-East has no presidential slot given to her in the leadership distribution. This 

structural imbalance which is unfair and unjust has continued to raise agitations for 

restructuring of the polity (Ezeani, 2018). 

Porous Borders 

 In fact, a factor which has enhanced insecurity in Nigeria is the porous frontiers of 

the country where individual movements are uncontrolled. The porosity of Nigeria's 

borders has serious security implications for the country (Nwadialor, 2011). Given the 

porous borders as well as the weak security system, weapons come easily into Nigeria from 

other countries such as Niger, Chad, Republic of Benin and Cameroon respectively. 

Available information shows that these migrants are mostly the perpetrators of crimes in 

the country (Ogbonnaya and Ehigimouse 2013).Corroborating on the porous nature of the 

country border, former Head of State of Nigeria and Chairman of the National Peace 

Committee Abdulsalami Abubakar said that over six million arms were now in circulation in 

Nigeria with over 80,000 killed in recent years (Vanguard Editorial, May 1, 2021). 

Terrorism  

Today, terrorism is one of the fundamental sources of insecurity in Nigeria and its 

primary bases and sources of support have generally been located on religious fanaticism 

and intolerance. In fact, Nigeria has lost more than 50,000 lives in the Northern region since 

2009 to the insurgency of this famous sect, Boko Haram which has been ravaging the 

northern region of the country (Obialor 2015; Nwazor, 2013). Terrorism is a global 

phenomenon and it is ravaging the whole world. It has been defined by Sampson and 
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Onuoha as "the premeditated use of violence by individuals or group to cause fear, 

destruction or death especially against unarmed targets, property or infrastructure in a state 

intended to compel those in authority to respond to the demands and expectations of 

individuals or group behind such violent acts". Equally, some foreign observers have linked 

terrorism in Nigeria to a number of factors which include political conflict, unbalanced 

development that involves inequalities, religious/ethnic distrust, poor governance linked to 

leadership failure and high level of corruption (Oparaku, Nwaneri, and Egbe, 2017). 

Similarly, the security situation between 2012 and 2020 in Nigeria obviously took 

different dimensions. This period, however, witnessed a consistent pressure on government by 

the increasing attacks by the Boko Haram group, mayhem by the Islamic assassins, the 

Fulani herdsmen, increasing spate of kidnapping in South-East geo-political zone among 

others.  

The Effects of Insecurity     

The effects of insecurity are multi-dimensional including losses of investment which 

in turn discourages potential domestic and international investors, destruction of critical 

infrastructure, human resource decimation through hostage-taking, kidnapping and genocide; 

disruption of human capital development through the kidnapping of students in educational 

institutions, disruption of economic activities through theft, armed robbery, assassination, 

ritual killing and numerous fraudulent activities amongst others, all constitute threats and 

have implications for Nigeria corporate existence (Warren, 2020; Ezirim & Okoye,2018; 

Obialor, 2015; Oluwole etal, 2014).  

Notwithstanding the fact that the country has been going through some levels of bad 

governance as a result of maladministration, corruption and ineptitude of successive 

government in the country, ethnic militancy and agitations distract people in governance and 

weaken national integration. The resources that would have been used for the provision of 

basic amenities to people, fight scourge of diseases, checkmate the activities of  criminal 

elements in the country, mitigate the impacts of climate change among others are diverted 

towards curtailing ethnic militants and in some cases diverted for personal use in the name of 

procuring arms and ammunition. 

Conclusion  

Having explored pertinent issues that  necessitated this study and examined the  underlying 

dynamics and challenges of insecurity on Nation-building and integrations; this paper has 

successfully unfolded the nexus between insecurity on Nation-building and integration and 

further demonstrated that the state is the only institution that is saddled with the responsibility 

to impose and maintain order and at liberty to use its coercive apparatus, whenever and 

whatever it  deems necessary when analyzed critically, it has been observed that, insecurity is 

multidimensional  variables  that requires a holistic approach in tackling. From our 

discussions, we observed that of ethnic based favouritism to concomitant misrule coupled 

with environment characterized by weak state performance have brought peculiar, frustration 

and poverty among the youths that have decided to take up arms against the state in spite 

pressures put in to lessen it by government, the menace of insecurity has worryingly 

persisted. Therefore the nation structural imbalance has resulted in agitation for self 

determination, resource control, restructuring among others.    
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