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Abstract 
Nigeria as a coastal state party to the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) has 

great prospects of prosperity and national development through harnessing the nation’s petroleum resources 

as allowed under international law and relevant municipal legislation. This paper studies the reasons behind 
the non-optimal utilization of the opportunities offered by the treaty for economic growth and interrogates 

the link between the peculiar structure of Nigeria federalism and the dismal policy performance of 

harnessing and utilization of the proceeds from the exploitation of the nation’s petroleum resources for all 
round national development. In undertaking the studies, content analytical method was adopted as data were 

generated from mainly secondary sources such as official publications, articles from reputable journals, 
conference and workshop papers, newspapers, textbooks, internet materials e.t.c The Marxist social-class 

analysis is the theoretical framework of analysis upon which the study is anchored. The Marxist theory views 

the national socio-economic formation as essentially class-based, comprising the dominant class and the 

dominated class. The law is also seen as an instrument of class domination and exploitation. The findings 

revealed a number of challenges inhibiting optimal harnessing of the nation’s petroleum resources and the 
use of proceeds derived therefrom for national development and made recommendations on how to correct 

the anomalies and move the nation forward. 

 
Keywords: Federalism, law of the sea, national development, petroleum resources, restructuring. 

 

 

Introduction  

The struggle by the developing countries, dissatisfied with the Eurocentric traditional law of the sea, based 

essentially on custom, eventually led to the adoption, signature and ratification of the UNCLOS, following 

a tortuous conference that lasted from 1973 to 1982. The treaty entered into force on November 16, 1994; it 

is the centerpiece of contemporary law of the sea. 

 

The present study examines the efforts of Nigeria as a coastal nation in harnessing the petroleum resources 

within its marine domain for national development. With the help of the Marxist perspective, we identified 

the contending forces at work in Nigeria influencing diplomatic, legislative and policy initiatives aimed at 

domesticating the UNCLOS and instituting the legal architecture for harnessing and exploiting the petroleum 

resources granted under international law. The politics of the struggle to control national wealth and power 

and the distribution of the patronage and proceeds generated through the exploitation of the petroleum 

resources took North/South divide and pit the North-powered Federal Government against the state 

governments, especially the southern littoral states. It is a struggle by the dominant class bent on maintaining 

the status quo in a skewed federation that promotes its interests and the dominated class contending for 

change in the federation’s political-economic order to reflect its class needs and interest through greater 

resource control and restructuring of the entire federal system. 
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Conceptualization and Clarification of Important Terms and Concepts 

Petroleum Resources 

The term “petroleum resources” refers to the remaining recoverable hydrocarbons within the earth. Oil, 

natural gas and tar are the types of petroleum resources. Petroleum, also called crude oil, is a fossil fuel like 

coal and natural gas. Petroleum forms from remains of ancient marine organisms such as plants, algae and 

bacteria. As marine resources that form at or below the seabed, they are sometimes referred to as energy 

resources to distinguish them from living resources such as fish and marine mineral resources 

(https://www.ranken-energy.com/index.php/products-made-from-petroleum). 

Nigeria as the largest oil and gas producer in Africa is a major exporter of crude oil and petroleum products 

to India, Brazil, Spain, France and the Netherlands. The US stopped importing Nigerian petroleum as a result 

of its shale production of oil. Nigeria has a total of 159 oil fields and 1481 wells in operation. The most 

productive region of the nation is the coastal Niger Delta Basin in the Niger Delta encompassing 78 out of 

159 oil fields. Nigeria’s oil fields are usually small and scattered and as a result, an extensive pipeline 

network has been engineered to transport the crude oil. Nigeria’s petroleum is classified mostly as “light” 

and “sweet” as the oil is free from sulphur, like North Sea oil. It is the largest producer of sweet oil in 

Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC). 

Apart from the “Bonny light”, other Nigerian crudes include Escravos blend, Qua Ibo, Brass River and 

Forcados. Through the introduction of deep water drilling 50% more oil is extracted than before the new 

forms of retrieving the oil. On the other hand, natural gas reserves are well over 5,300km3, three times as 

substantial as the crude oil reserves (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/petroleum-industry-in-Nigeria). 

Petroleum resources are excluded from the purview of the blue economy which focuses mainly on internal 

waters activities and maritime trade. 

 

Contemporary International Law of the Seas 
This is a body of rules and principles governing relations between all existing states and international 

organizations in relation to their activities in the use of seas, oceans and their resources. It differs essentially 

from traditional international law of the sea of the past with only ‘civilized nations’ as its subjects. According 

to Saifulin, the law of the sea is an inseparable part of general international law(1986, p. 119). The UNCLOS 

of 1982 is the centerpiece of the contemporary law of the sea. 

 

Two principal sources of international law are treaty and customary norms arising as a result of agreement 

between states. Some Western writers like Kunz, Kelson andO’Connel argue that general or universal law 

is exclusively customary law. Customary law is law created by the habitual practice of states. They argue 

that international treaty or convention is not a source of general international law, but only particular or 

special international law which is valid for some states, which are the contracting parties in the treaty. This 

conception is obsolete and does not reflect contemporary international reality. International treaties have 

now become a means of directly creating, modifying and developing norms of general international law,with 

some assistance of custom in most cases (Tunkin, 1974, p. 138). General multilateral treaties like UNCLOS 

dealing with matters of general interest to all states as a whole and having the purpose of creating general 

norms of international law now have an important role in the growing codification of the law of the nations. 

It is noteworthy that the United States has to date refused to ratify the UNCLOS but still applies and benefits 

from its provisions on the basis of custom. Most of the provisions and regimes established by UNCLOS have 

entered into customary law, with the exception of the regime of the deep seabed. 

 

National Development 

National development used to be indexed solely on national economic growth, economic statistics and 

national income.The United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) has now developed the Human 

Development Index (HDI) since 1990 to change focus from the usual economic statistics to human outcomes, 

thereby emphasizing that people and their capabilities should be the ultimate criteria for accessing the 

development of a country and not economic growth alone: https://hdr.undp.org/en.content/human-
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development-index-hdi. This instrument can stimulate debate about government policy priorities and 

question national policy choice, asking why countries with similar PCI (per capital income) end up with 

different human development outcomes, like different life expectancy and literacy levels. It also highlights 

internal discrepancies along these lines. 

HDI is actually a metric computed by the UN measuring a country’s average achievement in the three basic 

dimensions of human development: a long and healthy life (health), knowledge (education) and standard of 

living (PCI). Find below the recently released 2022 HDI figures for selected countries with HDI ranging 

from 0 to 1.0 

 

Table 1: Human Development Index (HDI) by Country 2022 

Position Country HDI 2022 Population 

1 Norway 0.957 5,511,370 

13 Canada 0.922 38,388,419 

15 United Kingdom 0.92 68,497,907 

16 United States 0.92 334,805,269 

111 South Africa 0.705 60,756,135 

126 India 0.647 1,406,631,776 

152 Ghana 0.596 32,395,450 

161 Cameroon 0.563 27,911,548 

168 Nigeria 0.534 216,746,934 

199 Niger 0.377 26,083,660 

Source: worldpopulationreview.com/country-ranking/hdi-by-country 

 

HDI is divided into four tiers: very high human development (0.8 – 1.0), high human development (0.7 – 

0.79), medium human development (0.55 –0.7) and low human development (below 0.55). Nigeria is in the 

last category. 

 

Theoretical Framework 
This study is situated within the theoretical context of social class analysis derived from the Marxian method 

of political economy (Marx, 1977, p.20).The Marxist theory analyses the class character of a capitalist 

society and the nature of class conflict and antagonism which are rooted in the struggle for the appropriation 

of surplus value between the dominant bourgeoisie and the dominated proletariat. The perpetual conflict 

marking class relations can only be resolved through intensified class struggle, the complete annihilation of 

the bourgeois class, overthrow of the capitalist system, and the enthronement of socialism. According to 

Marx, “the history of all hitherto existing societies is the history of class struggle”. (1977, p.35). 

The focus of our analysis is on the class character of the Nigerian federation, the primary influence of 

economic considerations on policy choices and legislation as well as the class – state analysis. Accordingly, 

the Nigerian federalpolitical economy is class based, comprising the dominant ruling class of the Northern-

backed federal government and the dominated class of the sub-national governments of states, particularly 

the southern littoral states. The dominant class control the skewed federation with enormous powers, oversee 

and preside over production, exchange and distribution of material wealth and rich petroleum resources of 

the country while the dominated class of marginalized state authorities particularly located in the south where 

the national wealth and petroleum assets and resources are derived from. 

The Marxist theory is also employed in the explanation and elucidation of the contradictions in the national 

political economy and the inevitable dialectical struggle between the forces of oppression and domination 

and those of change. Law is also seen in the study as an instrument of class domination and exploitation and 

reflective of the economic base of the society (Marx, 1984). 

 

Contemporary Law of the Sea: History, Provisions and Regimes 
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The law of the sea evolved around the sixteenth century after the breakup of the Holy Roman Empire and 

emergence of the modern state system. The doctrine of the freedom of the seas and coastal state sovereignty 

over adjacent seas contended for supremacy for many centuries until the former prevailed in the 20th 

century.At that time, the law of the sea was based on customs and practice of states. The discordant claims 

of nations on the breadth of their territorial sea ensued, with some like Britain claiming three nautical miles 

(nm) and others such as France and Italy claiming in excess, even up to six nm (Okere, 1978). 

 

The Hague Codification Conference was held in 1930 under the aegis of the League of Nations to reconcile 

arbitrary claims, resolve other contentious marine issues and codify the lawof the sea. It was however 

deadlocked. The first United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea was therefore convened in Geneva 

between February and April 1958. The conference adopted four conventions: on the Territorial Sea and the 

Contagious Sea; on the High Seas; on the Continental Shelf; and on Fishing and Conservation of the Living 

Resources of the High Seas. The second conference which held also in Geneva between March and April 

1960 failed to achieve global agreement on the breath of the territorial sea and conflicting marine claims 

continued. 

 

The shortcomings of the 1958 Geneva treaties, conflicting claims and the need for reform in the law led to 

the third conference which met between 1973 and 1982 in different cities and produced the UNCLOS of 

1982. This multilateral treaty received overwhelming global support, demonstrated through ratifications and 

entered into force on November 16, 1994. The highlights of the UNCLOS are as follows: 

(i) Marine areas within the territorial limits of a state and subject to its sovereignty. They comprise the 

internal waters and territorial sea with maximum breath of 12nm, significant for national security. In 

these areas, the coastal state exercises national jurisdiction. Resource exploitation also goes on in this 

zone. Foreign ships exercise the right of innocent passage through the territorial waters. 

(ii) Marine areas beyond the territorial limits of a coastal state where it can exercise sovereign rights to 

explore and exploit natural resources and also jurisdiction for strictly functional purposes. These include: 

(a) 200nm exclusive economic zone (EEZ) for exploitation of both living and non-living natural 

resources, without prejudice to the legal status of superjacent waters and airspace. 

(b) Continental shelf which extends to a distance of 200nm from the baselines or if the continental 

margin extends beyond that limit, to the outer edge of the continental margin up to a maximum of 

350nm (i.e extended continental shelf), after obtaining the approval of a special commission. In the 

marine zone, the coastal state exercises exclusive rights over the natural resources of the seabed and 

subsoil of the shelf without compromising with the status of superjacent waters and airspace above. 

(c) A coastal state may declare a contagious zone of 24nm for enforcement of immigration, customs 

and fiscal regulations or exclusive fishing zone (EFZ) for exploitation of fishery resources. 

(iii) High seas beyond the limits of national sovereignty, rights or jurisdiction. Here all states enjoy a 

number of maritime freedoms, including those of navigation, fishing, over flight, laying submarine 

cables and pipelines, scientific research and construction of artificial islands. 

(iv) International seabed area beyond national jurisdiction, comprising the seabed and subsoil beyond the 

seaward limit of the EEZ and the continental shelf declared to be“the common heritage of mankind”. 

(v) UNCLOS also made provisions for regimes on straits, archipelagos, islands and landlocked 

states,protection and preservation of the marine environment, marine scientific research and settlement 

of marine disputes. 

 

 

 

Nigeria: Brief Profile 

Nigeria is located on the West Coast of Africa and shares land border with the Republic of Benin to the west, 

Chad and Cameroon to the east and Niger to the north. As a coastal nation, its maritime borders lies on the 

Gulf of Guinea to the south, sharing marine borders with Benin Republic, Cameroon, Ghana, Equatorial 

Guinea and Sao Tome & Principe. 
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Nigeria’s coastline measures 853 kilometers (km) running through the littoral states of Lagos, Ogun, Ondo, 

Delta, Bayelsa, Rivers, Akwa Ibom and Cross River. Anambra state is also an oil producing state located 

outside the southern coastline. 

 

Officially the population of the country is 140,003,542 as at 2006 (and 216,746,934 by current estimates) 

with a land mass of 923,768 square km and an inland waterways of 8,575km traversing Rivers Niger and 

Benue and other smaller rivers and creeks. Nigeria therefore has the potentials of a maritime power, with 

strategic interest in maritime affairs, and having a rich oil and gas industry accounting for about 9% of the 

country’s real Gross Domestic Product (GDP) in 2019, over 95% export earnings and 40% of government 

revenues (https://www.statista.com/statistics/1165865/contribution-of-oil-sector-to-gdp-in-nigeria/). 

Nigeria operates a federal system of government on account of its huge population, ethnic diversity and other 

circumstances, with three level of government:federal, state and local governments.It became a state party 

to the UNCLOS on August 14, 1986. Nigeria is the largest oil and gas producer in Africa and has been a 

member of OPEC since 1971. The Nigerian economy is heavily dependent on the oil and gas sector. 

 

Domestication of the Law of the Sea through Municipal Legislation in Nigeria 

Domestication of an international treaty is the process of incorporating the provisions of a treaty into the 

extant laws of a country to give it the force of the law in that country. 

Nigeria as a coastal state party to the UNCLOS has a lot of compelling economic, development, security, 

environmental and strategic reasons to domesticate the provisions of the UNCLOS and international 

customary law of the sea in the country for its use and application. The nation is equally endowed witha 

maritime domain over which it can exercise certain rights and obligations contained in the convention. 

According to the dualist wisdom, no international agreement or treaty can have the force of law in Nigeria 

unless and until a municipal legal instrument is passed by the National Assembly to give effect to the 

provisions of that treaty. Mere signature or ratification of a treaty is insufficient until domestication is 

effected.  The Nigerian constitution clarifies and confirms the position of the Nigerian law in its section 

12(1) and (2). 

At independence on October 1, 1960, Nigeria signed an agreement (Exchange of Notes) with Britain on 

devolution of British treaties affecting the new nation signed on her behalf by the colonial authorities before 

independence. Accordingly, Nigeria agreed to all obligations and benefits accruing from such treaties 

previously enjoyed by Britain (Ajomo, 1978). In line with the agreement, Nigeria on June 26, 1961 deposited 

an instrument with the Secretary-General of the UN acceding to three out of the four Geneva law of the sea 

treaties.It only acceded to the fourth treaty, the Convention on the Continental Shelf, on May 28, 1971, due 

possibly to lack of appreciation on the shelf’s economic potentials at the time and its grouse with that treaty’s 

exploitability concept.  

 

The Geneva treaties defined the direction of Nigeria’s municipal legislation on the law of sea in the 1960s 

up to even after the adoption of the UNCLOS in 1982, and influenced the trend of the Nigeria’s state practice 

on oceanic matters. Nigeria issued the Territorial Waters Decree on April 8, 1967 (now Territorial Waters 

Act) which extended the breath of the country’s territorial sea from three nm to twelve nm. The Act was 

amended on August 26, 1971 to further extend the territorial sea to thirty miles. This extravagant Nigerian 

claim continued even after the advent of the UNCLOS of 1982, notwithstanding, Nigeria’s ratification of 

same in 1986 and the treaty coming into force in 1994 (Ijalaiye, D.A., 1972). Several writers criticized the 

claim pointing out that the treaty should not only serve as an instrument of state policy but also a constraint 

to policy (Nnalue, 2004). The Act was however amended in 1998 reverting to the twelve nm breadth. 

The only Nigerian legislation on the continental shelf is the Petroleum Decree of November 27, 1969 (now 

Act) that defined Nigeria’s continental shelf following the wordings of 1958 Convention on the Continental 

Shelf, which only emphasized depth (200 meters or where its natural resources are capable of exploitation, 

at any depth) and not that of the UNCLOS. The latter introduced the geographical and distance criteria which 

favours Nigeria.Nigeria’s new Petroleum Industry Act (PIA) 2021, which repealed the extant Petroleum Act 

2004, created an array of provisions and innovations for the legal, governance, regulatory and fiscal 
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framework for the nation’s petroleum industry. It is however silent on the issue of refining the definition of 

Nigeria’s continent shelf. It only mentioned in its section 1 that: 

“The property and ownership of petroleum within Nigeria and its territorial 

waters, continental shelf and exclusive economic zone is vested in the 

Government of the Federation of Nigeria”. 

Nigeria’s Exclusive Economic Zone Decree 1978, now Act, is based on the customary law and the 

international consensus at the time on the regime of the EEZ. The Act provides for the establishment of an 

EEZ of Nigeria, delimits the zone at 200 nm from the baselines, and regulates certain activities within the 

zone. This Act needs revision to bring it in line with the provisions of the UNCLOS (Okere, 1984). 

 

Prospects and Challenges in Harnessing Nigeria’s Petroleum Resources for National Development 

Contemporary law of the sea opened up an assortment of opportunities for coastal states to exploit for their 

national development. As a coastal state party to the UNCLOS, Nigeria has great prospects in harnessing the 

nation’s petroleum resources for socio-economic development, rebuild its critical infrastructures, empower 

all the tiers of government, improve the citizens living standards and improve its rating on the HDI. 

 

However, the reverse has been the situation in many cases. The major challenge is lack of broad political 

consensus on the structure of the Nigeria federation and the texture of fiscal federalism.From the standpoint 

of Marxist class analysis, the politics for the control of national wealth and power, and resource control in 

particular, is an antagonistic class struggle between the dominant class of Northern-backed federal 

government and the dominated class of sub-national governments, particularly the oil-rich littoral states. The 

dominant federal government has over the years increased its powers at the expense of sub-national units of 

the federation, thanks to the successive military governments headed by generals of Northern extraction 

except in one case. The contradiction is that southern Nigeria hosts the federation’s oil and gas resources, 

international waterways and littoral ports. The nation’s geography and geology which places the petroleum 

assets in one part of the country sets up the south for political conflict with the North and the federal 

government over resource control. 

 

In a move to strengthen federal powers, Gen. Yakubu Gowon’s military government promulgated the 

Petroleum Decree in 1969 that dismantled the existing revenue allocation system which had divided revenue 

from oil taxes equally between federal and state governments, and instituted an allocation formula in which 

the federal government controlled the distribution of revenue to the subnational units. 

To further gain more control over the petroleum industry, the federal military government in 1971 

nationalized the oil industry, created the Nigerian National Oil Corporation (NNOC), acquired 51% stakes 

in the industry, and continued to consolidate its domination and weaponization of the nation’s petroleum 

resources in the next several decades. The oil boom of the 1970s transformed the political economy of 

petroleum into a hotbed of patronage and corruption, which further strengthened the federal government. 

Moreover, in 1979, the NNOC was merged with the Ministry of Petroleum to form the Nigerian National 

Petroleum Corporation (NNPC) to exert more power over the allocation of concessions and gained 60% 

participation in the oil industry. The Second Republic civil government of Alhaji Shehu Shagari passed the 

Revenue Act of 1982 which gave 80% of the proceeds to the federal government. In 1984, the military 

government reduced it to 55% with 32.5% and 10% going to the states and local governments, respectively 

(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/petroleum-industry-in-Nigeria). 

In addition, the federal government has used the law as an instrument of class domination. Each of the laws 

under review stresses the federal might in its provisions. Even the Constitution of the Federal Republic of 

Nigeria 1979 (as amended) was crafted to give so much powers to the federal government at the expense of 

the constituent units. Section 44(3) of the Constitution provides thus; 

“Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this section, the entire property in and 

control of the minerals, mineral oils and natural gas in under or upon any land in 

Nigeria or in under or upon the territorial waters and the Exclusive Economic Zone 
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of Nigeria shall vest in the Government of the Federation and shall be managed in 

such manner as may be prescribed by the National Assembly”. 

The federal government took the eight littoral states of Akwa Ibom, Bayelsa, Cross River, Delta, Lagos, 

Ogun, Ondo and Rivers to the Supreme Court, in the case of Attorney General of the Federation v Attorney-

General of Abia State & 35 Ors in 2001 to resolve the dispute between it and the eight states as to the 

southern or seaward boundary of each of these states. In its ruling of April 5, 2002, the court held that the 

seaward boundary of a littoral state for revenue purposes is the low water mark of the land surface or the 

seaward limits of internal waters within the state, rejecting the contention of the eight littoral defendant states 

that their boundary extends to the territorial waters, EEZ and continental shelf boundaries of Nigeria. The 

latter were thus denied any share of revenue derived from their offshore oil endowment. 

The court ruling ignited academic critics and agitations from the states concerned for greater resource control 

and removal of dichotomy in the national revenue sharing process between proceeds from onshore and 

offshore exploitation of natural resources (Egede, 2005). 

 

The federal government after much pressure adopted a political solution through the enactment of Revenue 

Allocation (Abolition of Dichotomy in the Application of the Principle of Derivation) Act 2004. The Act 

provides that 200 meter isobath of water depth contiguous to a littoral state is deemed to be part of that state 

for the purpose of computing the revenue accruing to the state from the Federation Account. In reaction, 

twenty-one inland states mainly from Northern Nigeria rose up in challenge of the new law. 

Other challenges and bottlenecks standing in the way of harnessing petroleum resources for national 

development includes the unjust treatment and environmental degradation of the host communities where 

the oil and gas assets are located. Past neglect led to tension in the Niger Delta in the early 1990s between 

the host communities/ethnic groups and foreign oil companies and the federal government, and eventually 

to armed conflict, with attendant loss of human lives and destruction of oil infrastructure, until it was resolved 

significantly by the administrations of Alhaji Umaru Yar’Adua and Dr. Goodluck Jonathan. The PIA of 2021 

created the Host Community Development Trust Fund (HCDTF) to foster sustainable prosperity in the host 

communities and enhance harmonious coexistence between them and the oil companies. Critics however 

claim that the new law might exacerbate lingering North/South disagreement by its provisions which appear 

to be promoting the interests of the North to the detriment of the south. They point out that the 3% 

contribution to the host communities fund is insufficient while the 30% of the now commercialized Nigeria 

National Petroleum Company (NNPC) Ltd’s profit contribution in addition to 10% of rents on prospectors 

and mining leases to the Frontier Basin Development Fund is considered unfair. The latter is viewed as 

resource transfer to the North to fund exploration for new crude oil deposits in the North.The North-

dominated National Assembly cut down the 10% contribution demanded by the host communities to 3% 

(Nwuke, 2021). 

 

Other challenges are the present domination of onshore oil activities by indigenous companies (80% North-

owned); declining investment in Nigeria’s petroleum sector caused by climate change concerns and 

discovery of oil deposits in other parts of West Africa and the world; natural gas flaring; illegal crude oil 

sales; suspicious oil refining policy; and marine boundary disputes usually caused by overlapping claims 

between adjacent or opposite states for territorial sea, EEZ and continental shelves. Rapid settlement of these 

disputes is of key importance for peaceful coexistence of Nigeria with its neighbours. Nigeria and Cameroon 

contested for ownership of the oil-rich Bakasi peninsula and the ICJ’s on March 29, 1994 ruled in favour of 

Cameroon in the case of Land and Marine Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria (Cameroon v. Nigeria: 
Equatorial Guinea intervening). Furthermore, as observed by Agbakoba, most of the laws on natural 

resources exploitation are archaic and ill-suited for the challenges of the modern world (May, 2006). 

 

Conclusion and Recommendations 

Nigeria’s failure to utilize the opportunities offered by nature and policy to harness its petroleum resources 

for national development is located in the lack of broad democratic consensus on the acceptable structure of 

the federation and fiscal federation. The solution lies in restructuring of the federation so that the federating 
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units, whether oil-producing or not, have more autonomy and taxation powers regarding natural resources 

produced within their boundaries to enable them bring rapid economic development through adequate 

provision of social and economic infrastructure for their citizens. Restructuring will entail devolution of 

excess powers from the centre to the states and will lead to a healthy competition among the states. It will 

facilitate diversification of the economy such that agricultural states, for example, will not be waiting for 

distribution of oil money from Abuja but improve their internal revenue capacity through agricultural 

development and export of their products. 

 

The reforms will help Nigeria adapt to a future without fossil fuels.Instead of funding frontier exploration 

for new oil deposits, attention should focus on research for development of new energy sources. The nation 

should resist the oil refining cartel and invest on increasing capacity for oil refining and encourage private 

refineries like the Dangote refinery instead of refining oversees at huge cost. 

To deal with marine boundary disputes, the National Boundary Commission should quickly conclude its 

delimitation of Nigeria’s maritime boundaries in collaboration with its neighbours. The Nigeria and Sao 

Tome and Principe’s successful Joint Development Zone should serve as a model for joint management of 

shared resources where there are overlapping claims with neighbours. Finally, existing laws on ocean 

resources be reviewed to update them. In particular, Nigeria should amend the EEZ Act to align it with the 

UNCLOS dispensation and assure the international community of guaranteed freedom of navigation and 

overflight over its EEZ. 
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