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Abstract

This study explores the intersection of Nigerian democracy and national security, analyzing the challenges
and prospects in the contemporary era. Adopting a democratic theory framework, the research examines
how democratic principles impact national security, focusing on the interplay between political stability,
governance, and security concerns in Nigeria. The study employs the secondary method of data collection,
utilizing a range of scholarly articles, government reports, and other relevant documents to analyze the state
of democracy and security in the country. the study reveals that despite the advancement of democratic
processes, Nigeria faces persistent challenges in ensuring political stability and securing its citizens. These
challenges include electoral violence, weak institutions, corruption, and inadequate law enforcement, which
undermine public trust and national security. However, the study also highlights the potential for democratic
reforms to address these issues.In conclusion, the study recommends strengthening democratic institutions,
particularly the electoral system, to ensure free, fair, and transparent elections, thereby enhancing political
legitimacy. A concerted effort must be made to tackle electoral violence, with a greater commitment to the
rule of law and accountability. This will not only strengthen democracy but also contribute to the restoration
of national security and the broader development of Nigeria.
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Introduction

Until the emergence of the Nigerian state in 1914, the entity currently known as Nigeria was made up of
different composite nationalities that to a reasonable degree enjoyed independent socio-economic and
political status. The British annexation of Lagos in 1861 marked the beginning of political penetration into
an area that eventually metamorphosed into Nigeria.

The 1914 amalgamation brought together over 250 composite nationalities sharing so much pluralities and
diversities under one nation. The differences in ethnicity, culture, language, religion, norms and values,
political and administrative structures were so wide that it was unimaginable creating a stable and viable
state out of this diverse lot.

The intersection between democracy and national security remains a critical area of concern for Nigeria, a
country characterized by its diverse socio-political and economic challenges. Since the transition to
democratic governance in 1999, Nigeria has faced significant hurdles in maintaining stability while
simultaneously promoting democratic values (Akinola, 2018). Despite the promise of democracy as a
mechanism for resolving conflicts and fostering inclusive governance, the Nigerian experience has been
fraught with security challenges that threaten its democratic consolidation (Ojo, 2020).

Democracy is often touted as the most viable system of government for ensuring national stability and
development. It provides mechanisms for the peaceful resolution of disputes, encourages political
participation, and fosters accountability. However, in Nigeria, the democratic project has been impeded by
persistent security challenges, ranging from terrorism and insurgency to ethno-religious conflicts, banditry,
and secessionist agitations (Adetula, 2019). These security threats have exposed the vulnerabilities of
Nigeria's democratic institutions and questioned their capacity to deliver good governance.
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The advent of democracy in 1999 marked the end of decades of military rule and heralded a new era of hope
and optimism. However, the subsequent years have revealed the fragility of Nigeria's democracy. In the
words of former Nigerian President Olusegun Obasanjo, “Democracy in Nigeria is a journey, not a
destination. It requires constant nurturing and vigilance to prevent it from being derailed” (Obasanjo, 2014).
This assertion highlights the precarious nature of Nigeria's democratic experiment, particularly in the face
of mounting security threats.

One of the most significant security challenges facing Nigeria is terrorism, exemplified by the activities of
Boko Haram and its splinter groups. Since 2009, the insurgency in the North-East has claimed thousands of
lives, displaced millions, and devastated local economies (Amnesty International, 2020). The government's
response, while commendable in certain respects, has often been criticized for its inefficiency and heavy-
handedness, which have sometimes exacerbated the crisis (Eze, 2021).

Additionally, the rise of banditry and kidnapping in the North-West and North-Central regions has further
strained Nigeria's security architecture. Armed groups operate with impunity, targeting both civilians and
security personnel (Shehu, 2022). The proliferation of small arms and light weapons has compounded this
problem, making it increasingly difficult for security forces to restore order (Onuoha, 2019).
Ethno-religious conflicts also pose a significant threat to Nigeria's democracy and national security. The
country’s diversity, while a source of strength, has also been a trigger for violent clashes. These conflicts are
often rooted in historical grievances, economic inequalities, and political marginalization (Usman, 2018).
The inability of successive governments to address these underlying issues has led to a cycle of violence that
undermines national cohesion.

Furthermore, the resurgence of secessionist movements in the South-East, championed by groups such as
the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB), reflects deep-seated discontent with the federal system. These
agitations underscore the need for restructuring and the equitable distribution of resources to ensure that all
regions feel adequately represented and included in the Nigerian project (Okeke, 2020).

The challenges to national security in Nigeria have had profound implications for its democratic
consolidation. Security is a prerequisite for democracy; without it, citizens cannot freely participate in the
political process, and the government cannot effectively govern (Adebayo, 2022). The Nigerian experience
demonstrates that the erosion of security leads to a corresponding erosion of democratic values, including
the rule of law, freedom of speech, and political participation (Ibrahim, 2021).

Despite these challenges, there are prospects for improving the relationship between democracy and national
security in Nigeria. The country has made some strides in strengthening its democratic institutions, such as
the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) and the judiciary. Recent electoral reforms,
including the use of technology to enhance transparency, are steps in the right direction (INEC, 2023).
Additionally, civil society organizations and the media play a critical role in holding the government
accountable and advocating for policies that address the root causes of insecurity (Abubakar, 2022).
Moreover, regional and international cooperation offers opportunities for addressing security threats.
Nigeria’s collaboration with neighboring countries through the Multinational Joint Task Force (MNJTF) has
yielded positive results in the fight against Boko Haram (MNJTF, 2020). Similarly, partnerships with
international organizations and donor agencies can provide the resources and expertise needed to build a
more resilient security apparatus (World Bank, 2022).

While the challenges to democracy and national security in Nigeria are significant, they are not
insurmountable. By addressing the root causes of insecurity, strengthening democratic institutions, and
fostering inclusive governance, Nigeria can overcome these obstacles and realize the full potential of its
democratic experiment. The journey to achieving this goal requires collective effort, visionary leadership,
and a commitment to the principles of justice and equityFinally, the paper will expose the relationship
between democracy and development and try to locate the nexus between them and national security. It will
conclude by proffering solutions borne out of altruistic motives on how to sustain the practice of democracy
and guarantee national development.

Conceptual Clarification
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Democracy, as a political system, has evolved over centuries, with its origins often traced back to ancient
Greece, particularly in the city-state of Athens. In its most basic form, the term "democracy" is derived from
the Greek wordsdemos (the people) and kratein (rule by), which together translate to “rule by the people"
(Enemuo, 1999). This foundational idea implies that the citizens of a state hold the ultimate authority over
governmental decision-making processes, a principle that remains central to modern democratic systems.
Modern democracy, however, is not a static concept. Its development has been influenced not only by Greek
political thought but also by medieval institutions such as the British parliament and jury system, as well as
the political philosophies of the 17th century, which emphasized concepts like the equality of men, natural
rights, and the notion of sovereignty (Heater, 1964). These developments laid the groundwork for the
emergence of liberal democratic ideals, characterized by representative government, individual rights, and a
system of checks and balances. Recent historical and archaeological research has also revealed that certain
democratic principlessuch as accountability, consensus-building, and popular participation—were integral
to many pre-colonial African governance systems, thereby challenging the notion that democracy is a purely
Western construct (Osaghae, 1998).
Despite its long history, democracy as a concept does not have a universally accepted definition. As Diamond
(1988) points out, "it is much easier to identify a democracy than to define it." While various scholars have
offered their interpretations, the core features of democracy typically include meaningful competition for
power, participation in the electoral process, and respect for civil and political rights. According to Diamond,
democracy involves "meaningful and extensive competition among individuals and organized groups
(especially political parties) either directly or indirectly for the major positions of governmental power."
Additionally, it requires "popular participation in the electoral process” and a commitment to safeguarding
"the civil and political rights of the people” (Diamond, 1988). These elements reflect the ideal of a system
where power is derived from the people, and the government is held accountable through regular,
competitive elections.
One of the most influential definitions of liberal democracy is provided by Held (1993), who identifies
several key features. These include:
e Elected government: where officials are chosen through free and fair elections,
e Universal suffrage: every citizen, regardless of race, religion, class, or gender, has the right to vote,
e Freedom of conscience, information, and expression: citizens are free to express their views on
all public matters,
e The right to oppose government: all adults have the right to oppose the government, stand for
office, and form political parties, and
e Associational autonomy: individuals have the right to form independent organizations, such as
social movements, interest groups, and political parties.
These elements form the core of liberal democratic theory and emphasize both political participation and the
protection of individual rights. In theory, liberal democracy ensures the active involvement of citizens in
governance, with mechanisms for accountability and transparency.
However, as Enemuo (1999) observes, the application of democracy in practice often diverges from the
ideal. In many contemporary democracies, poverty and inequality prevent a significant portion of the
population from fully realizing their political and civic rights. In such contexts, the concentration of wealth
in the hands of a few economically privileged individuals or groups leads to an imbalance of political power.
As Enemuo suggests, "the mass of the people are unable to actualize and enjoy their political and civic
rights,” while "the economically privileged minority holds preponderant political influence." This situation
highlights the inherent contradictions within democratic systems where political equality is theoretically
guaranteed, but socio-economic inequality undermines the full participation of all citizens (Enemuo, 1999).
This paradox has led scholars like Ake (1993) to argue for the broadening of the notion of democracy to
include not just political rights but also social and economic rights. Ake contends that true democracy cannot
be realized unless it is accompanied by policies that ensure social and economic upliftment for the masses.
This broader conception of democracy takes into account the disparities in wealth and resources that can
hinder political participation and threaten the integrity of democratic systems. For democracy to be
meaningful, it must go beyond the formal processes of elections and governance to address issues such as
poverty, inequality, and social exclusion.
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Thus, the evolving definition of democracy must account for both its political and socio-economic
dimensions. In contemporary democratic discourse, there is a growing recognition that the full realization of
democratic ideals requires not only political rights but also economic empowerment, social justice, and the
creation of an inclusive society where all citizens, regardless of their socio-economic background, can
participate in and benefit from the democratic process.

Security

Security is a broad and multi-dimensional concept that is often understood in various contexts, ranging from
personal well-being to national and international stability. It can be defined as a state of existence in which
individuals or societies are free from danger, fear, threats, anxiety, and uncertainty. This definition points to
a fundamental aspect of human life: the need to feel safe and protected in all areas of existence. According
to the Oxford Advanced Learner's Dictionary (2010), security refers to "the activities involved in protecting
a person against attack, danger, and anxiety." This definition highlights the dual aspect of security physical
protection against harm and emotional or psychological safety, which together form the foundation of a
secure existence.

The concept of human security goes beyond the traditional understanding of security, which is often
associated with military or state-centric concerns. Human security emphasizes the protection of individuals
from threats that could jeopardize their well-being. This includes not only physical violence but also
economic, social, environmental, and political threats. As outlined by the United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP, 1994), human security can be conceptualized as being “freedom from want and freedom
from fear.” This expanded understanding of security underscores the interconnectedness of different factors
that contribute to an individual's or group's overall safety.

In a broader sense, security transcends the mere absence of immediate threats or dangers. It involves creating
conditions that guarantee the safety of individuals and groups from a wide range of known and unknown
risks. Human security, therefore, is not only about protecting people from current threats but also ensuring
that they are safeguarded against future uncertainties. As stated by the UNDP (1994), human security "means
protecting the vital core of all human lives in ways that enhance human freedoms and human fulfillment.”
This definition highlights the importance of securing not just the physical space but also the rights and
freedoms that enable individuals to live with dignity and autonomy.

The concept of security is inherently dynamic and subjective. While physical security might be easily
measurable through the absence of violence or threats, subjective security is more difficult to quantify.
According to Baldwin (1997), the subjective sense of security is not an either-or condition but rather a
continuum, where individuals or groups can feel more or less secure, depending on the context and their
experiences. For instance, a person might feel secure in their home but insecure in a public space due to the
presence of potential threats, even if these threats are not immediately visible. Thus, the perception of
security varies from person to person and can fluctuate over time, influenced by factors such as socio-
economic conditions, political stability, and personal experiences with violence or crime.

Security, particularly in the context of national security, is often closely tied to the state's ability to protect
its citizens from external and internal threats. This includes military defense, policing, intelligence gathering,
and diplomatic efforts aimed at safeguarding a nation's borders and political integrity. National security,
however, is increasingly seen as encompassing more than just military and defense concerns. As the world
becomes more interconnected, non-traditional security threats such as cyber attacks, climate change,
pandemics, and economic instability are gaining prominence. This broader view of national security aligns
with the evolving concept of human security, which integrates economic, social, and environmental
dimensions into the security framework.

One of the key challenges in understanding security, particularly in international politics, is the question of
security dilemmas. The security dilemma occurs when one state's efforts to increase its security (such as
military build-up or fortification of borders) are perceived as a threat by other states, leading to an arms race
or escalation of conflict. According to Buzan, Waever, and de Wilde(1998), the security dilemma is a central
feature of international relations, where states' security measures are often perceived as a threat by other
states, even when those measures are intended solely for defensive purposes. This creates a cycle of
insecurity and mistrust, exacerbating tensions between states.
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Security, in this sense, becomes not only about preventing or mitigating threats but also about managing
perceptions of danger and uncertainty. Therefore, security is both an objective state of protection and a
subjective experience shaped by individuals' and societies' fears, expectations, and responses to potential
threats. This duality makes the study of security in the modern world complex and multifaceted.

Security, whether at the individual, national, or international level, is a fundamental aspect of human life and
political governance. It involves both the physical protection of individuals and societies from harm and the
psychological assurance that such harm will not occur. In the modern era, the concept of security has
expanded to include economic, social, environmental, and political dimensions, leading to the broader
understanding of human security. As a dynamic and subjective concept, security is not simply the absence
of danger but also the presence of stability, freedom, and opportunity for individuals and groups to thrive.
Whether it is framed in the context of national security or human security, ensuring a secure existence
remains one of the key objectives for governments and international organizations alike.

National Security

National Security has evolved significantly from its original conception as the mere protection of a state
against external threats to encompass a more comprehensive view that includes a wide array of internal and
external challenges. Historically, national security was defined largely in military terms: the ability of a state
to protect itself from external aggression, defend its territorial integrity, and deter enemy states from
launching attacks. This traditional view of national security was focused on the role of the military, defense
strategies, and the political will to maintain sovereignty and protect the nation's borders.

As Art (2001) notes, the early focus on national security was primarily about safeguarding the state from
external aggression—ensuring that the nation had the capability to prevent an attack or, in cases where
conflict was inevitable, to withstand it and preserve its territorial integrity. This perspective led to the
emphasis on military preparedness, weapons development, and diplomatic efforts to form alliances that could
deter threats from other states.

However, as global dynamics and the nature of threats have evolved, the concept of national security has
broadened. In the late 20th and early 21st centuries, scholars and political leaders began to realize that
security cannot be solely defined by military strength and defense capabilities. Internal security, which
involves maintaining peace and order within a nation’s borders, became just as crucial as the external defense
of the state. This shift acknowledged that threats such as civil unrest, political instability, and societal
divisions posed a significant risk to national security. Security agencies such as the police, intelligence
services, and other law enforcement bodies within a nation's borders became central to the concept of
national security, particularly in addressing domestic challenges.

In modern societies, the scope of national security includes both traditional military threats and a wide array
of societal crises that undermine the stability and integrity of the state. Issues such as youth unemployment,
poverty, hunger, and social inequality are increasingly recognized as factors that can destabilize a nation and
create fertile ground for insecurity. These social problems, when left unaddressed, can lead to civil unrest,
protests, riots, and the rise of extremist groups, all of which threaten the peace and tranquility of society. In
this regard, national security has shifted towards a more holistic approach that encompasses both human
security and state security, reflecting a recognition of the interdependence of political, economic, and social
stability.

Terrorism, piracy, illegal oil bunkering, and kidnapping for ransom, especially in countries with significant
resource wealth like Nigeria, have further complicated the national security landscape. These forms of crime
often involve both domestic actors and international networks that exploit weak governance structures and
the lack of effective law enforcement. Additionally, issues like religious intolerance, ethnic conflicts, and
inter-communal violence continue to pose serious threats to national unity and peace. These challenges are
often fueled by historical grievances, economic disparities, and political marginalization.

The protection of the environment has also become a critical component of national security in the
contemporary era. As Art (2001) points out, national security now extends to the safeguarding of natural
resources and the environment. Issues such as environmental degradation, including deforestation,
desertification, and global warming, pose significant threats not only to the physical environment but also to
national security. For example, the destruction of the environment can lead to resource scarcity, displacing
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populations, increasing competition for water and land, and ultimately contributing to conflict. These
environmental threats, therefore, must be addressed as part of the broader framework of national security.
Additionally, the globalization of threats has prompted calls for greater international cooperation on issues
of collective security. In the face of transnational challenges like cyber-attacks, pandemics, and terrorist
networks, states can no longer rely solely on national defense strategies. The revival of international
institutions such as the United Nations and the strengthening of regional security organizations are seen as
vital components in addressing the collective security challenges of the modern era. The idea of collective
security advocates for countries to unite in addressing threats that transcend national borders and require
cooperative efforts to mitigate risks to global peace and stability.

As national security continues to evolve, there is growing recognition that the traditional focus on military
threats must be supplemented by policies that address the root causes of insecurity within societies. This
includes investments in socio-economic development, the protection of human rights, good governance, and
environmental sustainability. A well-rounded national security strategy must also foster a secure and resilient
society that can withstand internal and external shocks while ensuring that all citizens have access to the
resources and opportunities necessary for a dignified life.

Theoretical Framework

The Democratic Peace Theory, first articulated by Immanuel Kant in his 1795 essay Perpetual Peace and
further developed by scholars such as Michael Doyle, proposes that democracies are less likely to engage in
violent conflict, whether with other democracies or within their borders. The theory suggests that democratic
governance creates a culture of accountability, inclusivity, and transparency, fostering conditions conducive
to peace and stability. This theoretical framework is highly relevant for examining the relationship between
democracy and national security in Nigeria, providing a lens through which to understand ongoing
challenges and future opportunities.

The Democratic Peace Theory is grounded in several key assumptions that explain its applicability to
democratic states and their approach to national security. First, democratic institutions promote
accountability by establishing checks and balances that curtail the arbitrary use of power and encourage non-
violent conflict resolution. Additionally, citizen participation in governance through elections and civic
engagement provides a platform for addressing grievances within the political system, reducing the
likelihood of unrest. Democracies also tend to foster economic and political interdependence, which reduces
the incentives for conflict by promoting cooperation. Furthermore, democratic cultures emphasize dialogue,
compromise, and respect for human rights, creating a normative framework that discourages the use of
violence as a means of resolving disputes.

In applying this theory to Nigerian democracy and national security, it is evident that while the country has
embraced democratic governance since 1999, numerous challenges persist. Ethno-religious divisions within
Nigeria's diverse population often fuel tensions, leading to communal clashes and political instability. The
presence of weak institutions plagued by corruption, inefficiency, and politicization undermines the rule of
law, hindering the effective governance required for robust national security measures.

Economic inequalities and widespread unemployment exacerbate insecurity by creating conditions that are
conducive to insurgencies, banditry, and social unrest. Groups such as Boko Haram and ISWAP have
exploited governance gaps to perpetuate violence, posing significant threats to national security. Similarly,
flawed electoral processes often result in disputes and disenfranchisement, threatening the stability of
democratic institutions and eroding public trust in governance.

Despite these challenges, the Democratic Peace Theory offers a framework for addressing Nigeria's
intertwined issues of democracy and national security. Strengthening democratic institutions to ensure
accountability, fostering inclusive economic growth to address disparities, and promoting a culture of
dialogue and respect for human rights are key pathways for improving both governance and security. By
aligning its policies with the principles of democratic peace, Nigeria can create the conditions necessary for
a more stable and secure society.

Democracy and National Security in the Contemporary Era: A Nexus
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In the contemporary era, liberal democracy as practiced predominantly in Western nations—has solidified
its position as the preferred form of governance, largely due to its ability to address a broad array of social,
economic, and political challenges. This model transcends its origins as a political system to encompass
various aspects of societal governance. Initially focused on political freedoms and rights, liberal democracy
now permeates issues such as economic inequality, poverty, unemployment, environmental challenges,
gender disparity, and public health crises. Its foundation is built on the principles of universal suffrage, equal
voting rights, political and social liberties, and the assurance of accountability, negotiation, and compromise.
Today, liberal democracy has evolved into an ideological system that addresses socio-economic
complexities by ensuring individual freedoms, public participation in governance, and protection against
state overreach. It also lays the groundwork for socio-economic development by fostering an environment
conducive to addressing poverty, reducing inequalities, and promoting sustainable livelihoods. Beyond
governance, it seeks to build a just society where every citizen has the opportunity to thrive. As the world’s
most practiced and preferred model, liberal democracy has effectively embedded itself as a way of life, not
only defining political governance but also shaping social relations and economic policies in the globalized
world.

The connection between democracy and national development is profound and multifaceted. At the core of
liberal democracy lies a commitment to rule of law, political order, and individual liberty all of which are
essential for achieving sustainable development. In democratic societies, the legal framework ensures that
justice is upheld, human rights are respected, and civil liberties are protected. This foundation is crucial for
creating an environment where innovation, growth, and development can flourish. For instance, societies
that embrace these democratic principles are less susceptible to the corrosive effects of corruption, impunity,
and authoritarian practices that often hinder development.

In contrast, societies that lack democratic norms and practices are prone to instability, inefficiencies, and
stagnation. The absence of a legal framework or political freedoms often results in the erosion of trust in
public institutions, the rise of authoritarian regimes, and the escalation of political violence. Without the
checks and balances inherent in democratic systems, societies face mass uprisings, social unrest, and a failure
to address critical development needs, such as healthcare, education, and infrastructure. In essence, a stable
democratic environment provides the platform upon which all other dimensions of development be they
economic, social, or political are built.

National security, as traditionally understood, involves the defense of a nation’s sovereignty through military
might and the maintenance of internal law and order. However, in the contemporary context, national
security must extend beyond these narrow confines. True security encompasses broader socio-economic and
political factors that contribute to the overall stability of a country. National security, therefore, is the
capacity of a state to eliminate or mitigate conditions that breed fear, instability, and human suffering. These
conditions include poverty, unemployment, healthcare crises, food insecurity, and environmental disasters
problems that have the potential to destabilize both the nation and its citizens.

In democratic systems, national security should include poverty alleviation, human capital development,
healthcare improvements, environmental protection, and infrastructure development. These are the building
blocks of a secure and stable society. When governments implement policies that address these core issues,
citizens are less likely to experience social unrest, economic deprivation, or violence. In this regard,
democracy driven development directly contributes to national security by addressing the root causes of
insecurity and building societal resilience.

Nigeria’s transition to democracy in 1999 was a significant turning point in its political history, marking the
end of decades of military dictatorship. This transition, however, has not been without challenges. Despite
the optimism surrounding the return to civilian rule, Nigeria’s democratic experiment has faced persistent
obstacles particularly in the realms of institutional stability, ethno-religious divisions, and economic
inequalities. The legacy of military rule left the country with weakened institutions, rampant corruption, and
deep social tensions, which have continued to undermine democratic consolidation.

The ethno-religious divides in Nigeria have fueled communal violence and political instability. Political
leaders, seeking to maintain power, often exploit these divisions for electoral gain, leading to violent clashes
and a fragmented society. This, in turn, undermines the democratic process, as identity politics overshadows
national unity. Additionally, Nigeria’s democratic progress has been hindered by weak institutions,
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characterized by corruption and inefficiency, which have eroded the public’s trust in government and created
fertile ground for criminality and insurgency.

As noted by Heater (1964), democracy thrives on principles of equality, liberty, and the rule of lawprinciples
that remain fragile in Nigeria’s context. These weaknesses are compounded by the corruption endemic in
Nigerian politics. Okowa (1996) underscores how corruption has exacerbated socio-economic instability,
undermined the values of democracy and threatened national security. Godfatherismwhere political leaders
owe allegiance to powerful figures in exchange for supportfurther distorts the democratic process, as money
politics takes precedence over genuine electoral competition, thereby perpetuating a cycle of misgovernance.
Corruption in Nigeria has far-reaching implications for both national security and democratic health. Okowa
(1996) argues that corruption destabilizes society, as it undermines public trust, weakens governance
structures, and hampers the effectiveness of institutions meant to protect citizens and maintain order. The
problem is further compounded by godfatherism and money politics, which distort electoral processes and
perpetuate the dominance of political elites over the needs of the general population. As Ukhun (2004) notes,
these practices undermine genuine democratic governance, reduce accountability, and foster a political
culture that prioritizes personal gain over public service.

This cycle of corruption and electoral malpractice contributes to Nigeria’s national security challenges. The
resulting poor governance has led to inadequate responses to pressing issues such as insurgency, banditry,
and political violence. The lack of effective leadership and the failure to address economic inequalities have
contributed to widespread disillusionment among citizens, particularly the youth, who are increasingly
drawn into violent groups and insurgencies like Boko Haram and ISWAP. These groups exploit the political
and economic vulnerabilities created by corruption and poor governance to destabilize the nation.

The relationship between democracy and national security in the contemporary era is clear: a robust
democratic system is essential for achieving a stable and secure society. While Nigeria’s democratic journey
is fraught with challenges, it holds the potential to address the root causes of insecurity and lay the foundation
for sustainable development. By deepening democratic practices, strengthening institutions, and tackling
socio-economic inequalities, Nigeria can create a more secure and prosperous futurealigning its governance
with the aspirations of its people and contributing to broader global peace and stability.

Nigerian Security and Its Impact on National Economy

Nigeria, Africa's most populous nation and one of its largest economies, has long struggled with insecurity
that has had profound implications for its socio-economic development. The connection between national
security and economic growth is well-documented, with insecurity often leading to disruptions in daily life,
stunted economic activities, and a diminished investor confidence. In the Nigerian context, the impact of
insecurity on the national economy cannot be overstated, as it hampers productivity, damages infrastructure,
and increases the costs of doing business. This article examines the relationship between insecurity and
economic performance in Nigeria, highlighting key sectors affected by the escalating security challenges.
National security is traditionally defined as the protection of a nation from threats to its sovereignty,
territorial integrity, and citizens’ wellbeing. However, in the context of modern economies, it also includes
factors such as social stability, political order, and economic security. Nigeria’s economic performance is
inextricably linked to its security environment. When the state is unable to protect its citizens and maintain
law and order, it creates an environment where economic activities are disrupted, investment is deterred, and
the general quality of life declines.

The impact of insecurity on the economy manifests in several ways. One of the most visible is the disruption
of economic activities due to violence, banditry, insurgency, and communal clashes. In northern Nigeria, for
instance, the activities of groups such as Boko Haram and ISWAP have displaced millions, destroyed
infrastructure, and severely hampered agricultural production. Agriculture, a key sector in Nigeria, has been
particularly affected by the insurgency. According to the World Bank (2021), conflict in the northeastern
part of the country has led to the abandonment of farmlands and has created a food insecurity crisis that has
impacted millions of Nigerians, reducing both national productivity and household incomes.

Nigeria’s insurgency problems, particularly in the northern and southeastern regions, have had a devastating
economic effect. The Boko Haram insurgency, which has raged since 2009, has led to the destruction of
infrastructure, including roads, schools, and hospitals, further isolating affected regions from broader
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economic activities. In addition to the destruction of infrastructure, the insurgency has forced millions to flee
their homes, creating a refugee crisis. The economic costs of this displacement are significant, as displaced
populations often lack access to basic services, which further strains the economy.

Banditry, particularly in the northern parts of Nigeria, has exacerbated the problem. Armed groups targeting
rural communities for cattle rustling, kKidnapping, and extortion have displaced farmers and disrupted
agricultural production. According to Akinyemi (2022), the economic loss from cattle rustling alone amounts
to billions of dollars annually, with farmers unable to tend to their crops or transport goods to markets.
Moreover, these conflicts often deter foreign direct investment (FDI). Investors tend to shy away from
regions plagued by insecurity due to the risks posed to their operations. A study by Okunola (2021) highlights
that insecurity in Nigeria has led to a decline in FDI, particularly in sectors like manufacturing, oil, and gas,
which are vital to the Nigerian economy. The Nigerian economy, heavily dependent on oil exports, has
suffered from fluctuating global oil prices exacerbated by internal instability.

The link between security and infrastructure development is another crucial area where insecurity directly
affects the economy. Nigeria’s infrastructure, particularly in the transport and energy sectors, is already
underdeveloped. The absence of a secure environment to undertake large-scale infrastructure projects has
stunted the country’s growth potential. Kwara (2021) argues that the insecurity created by insurgency groups
and criminal gangs significantly delays infrastructure projects, with companies unwilling to operate in high-
risk areas. Infrastructure such as roads, railways, and electricity grids is vital to economic activities, but the
inability to develop these sectors due to security concerns perpetuates the cycle of underdevelopment.

The Nigerian oil and gas sector, which forms the backbone of the country’s economy, has also been severely
affected by insecurity. Oil pipelines, especially in the Niger Delta, are frequently attacked by militants and
criminal gangs, disrupting production and leading to losses in revenue. As Nwankwo (2020) points out, the
persistent pipeline vandalism and attacks on oil installations have led to a decline in oil output and,
consequently, a reduction in government revenue, which is heavily reliant on oil exports. This has led to a
weakened state capacity to fund critical development projects and deliver public services.

Another major dimension of insecurity in Nigeria is political instability, often manifested through electoral
violence, political assassinations, and post-election unrest. The political environment in Nigeria is frequently
tense, especially during election periods, leading to violence and insecurity. According to Ogunyemi (2023),
political violence in Nigeria often disrupts business activities, particularly in urban areas, causing short-term
economic setbacks. Investors become reluctant to make long-term investments in areas where political
violence and unrest are prevalent.

Additionally, the high incidence of armed robbery and kidnapping has led to a higher cost of security for
businesses and individuals alike. Many businesses are now forced to divert resources into security measures,
including private security, technology, and insurance, which increases operating costs. These added expenses
often trickle down to consumers, increasing the cost of goods and services in an already fragile economy.
Poverty and unemployment are both causes and consequences of insecurity in Nigeria. High rates of poverty
and unemployment often lead to social unrest, as large numbers of young Nigerians, particularly in the
northern regions, are drawn to violent extremism and criminal activities as alternatives to joblessness.
Akinbode (2021) highlights that the lack of economic opportunities for the youth, coupled with inadequate
access to education, drives many into the hands of insurgent groups and criminal organizations.

The rising level of youth unemployment, currently estimated at over 40% (International Labour
Organization, 2021), is a key factor in the growing insecurity in Nigeria. As more young people become
disenfranchised, they are more likely to join criminal or militant groups, perpetuating the cycle of violence
and further exacerbating the economic crisis.

Prospects and Challenges of Democracy and National Security in Nigeria

Since Nigeria's transition to democracy in 1999, the country has embarked on a complex journey marked by
the interplay of political stability, national security, and economic development. Nigeria’s adoption of a
multi-party democratic system created opportunities for broad political participation and public engagement,
offering a platform for diverse political actors to influence governance. However, the deep-seated challenges
the country faces such as insecurity, corruption, and socio-economic inequality—highlight the complicated
relationship between democracy and national security. While democracy holds the promise of fostering
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stability and progress, Nigeria’s experience suggests that the full benefits of democratic governance are yet
to be realized, due to various structural and socio-economic hurdles (Akinola, 2018).

Democracy, as practiced in Nigeria, offers citizens the opportunity to engage in the political process, express
their views, and hold leaders accountable through regular elections. The multi-party system, in theory, allows
for greater political pluralism, representation of diverse interests, and ensures that power is not concentrated
in a single entity. These democratic principles, such as political inclusion and the protection of individual
liberties, are seen as fundamental in creating a peaceful and prosperous society. In theory, democracy should
pave the way for the rule of law, respect for human rights, and efficient governance. However, the challenges
Nigeria faces, particularly regarding national security, have hindered the realization of these ideals (Suberu,
2015).

National security, which is inextricably linked to the political and economic stability of a nation, is a core
component of any democratic society. In Nigeria, however, insecurity has become a pervasive issue that
undermines democratic consolidation. The security challenges facing Nigeria include a broad spectrum of
threats: insurgency, terrorism, ethnic and religious violence, armed robbery, kidnapping, and the
proliferation of militia groups. The rise of terrorist organizations such as Boko Haram in the North-East,
coupled with banditry and inter-communal conflicts in other parts of the country, has created an atmosphere
of fear and uncertainty. The inability of the government to effectively address these security challenges has
raised questions about the state's capacity to protect its citizens and maintain order (Ibrahim, 2017).

A key factor in understanding the relationship between democracy and national security in Nigeria is
recognizing that the country’s security challenges are often deeply rooted in socio-economic inequalities and
political failures. Nigeria’s political landscape is characterized by a competition for resources among its
diverse ethnic and regional groups. These conflicts over resource control, coupled with historical grievances,
often manifest in violent clashes. Furthermore, the economic disparity between regions—especially between
the oil-rich Niger Delta and the northern parts of the country—has fueled dissatisfaction and unrest. These
socio-economic and political inequalities have undermined national unity, which, in turn, has compromised
the country’s security framework (Otite, 2009).

The challenges of insecurity are further compounded by corruption within the security forces and other state
institutions. The Nigerian security apparatus, which is expected to maintain law and order, has sometimes
been accused of inefficiency, corruption, and even complicity with criminal organizations. In some instances,
elements of the military and police have been involved in illegal activities, which further erodes the public’s
trust in government institutions. The prevalence of corruption not only weakens the security forces’ ability
to combat threats but also undermines the democratic principles of accountability and transparency (Olowu,
2016).

Despite these challenges, democracy offers significant prospects for addressing Nigeria’s security issues. A
democratic system, when functioning properly, can promote good governance, human rights, and social
justice key components that contribute to long-term national security. For instance, democratic governance
facilitates the equitable distribution of resources, ensures that the voices of marginalized groups are heard,
and promotes the rule of law. These are crucial steps in addressing the root causes of insecurity, such as
poverty, unemployment, and political exclusion.

Furthermore, democracy can strengthen national security by fostering political stability and social cohesion.
By allowing citizens to participate in the political process, a democratic system creates an environment where
conflicts can be resolved through dialogue rather than violence. In a well-functioning democracy, institutions
are accountable to the people, and the rule of law is upheld, both of which contribute to reducing insecurity.
Additionally, the creation of transparent and accountable institutions within the security sector can enhance
the effectiveness of law enforcement and military agencies, thus improving the country’s ability to address
security threats.

However, the realization of these prospects requires overcoming significant obstacles. The prevalence of
corruption in the political system, weak institutions, and the inability to effectively address socio-economic
inequalities all present formidable challenges to the successful integration of democracy with national
security. Moreover, the lack of political will to implement critical reforms, both within the security sector
and the broader governance framework, continues to undermine the efforts to create a secure and stable
nation.
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Another challenge lies in the nation’s electoral process, which has often been marred by violence,
manipulation, and voter intimidation. Electoral violence not only destabilizes the political environment but
also perpetuates a cycle of disillusionment and apathy among the populace. In a democracy, free and fair
elections are essential for legitimizing government institutions, but when elections are tainted by violence
and corruption, they further alienate the public and increase insecurity.

Despite these setbacks, there are reasons to remain hopeful about the future of Nigeria’s democracy and
national security. The country has made progress in some areas, such as the strengthening of civil society
organizations, efforts to address corruption, and the gradual improvement of the security forces’ capabilities.
Moreover, there is a growing recognition among Nigerians that lasting peace and security can only be
achieved through a more inclusive and accountable democratic process.

Conclusion

Nigeria's democratic journey since 1999 has been marked by significant strides in political participation and
governance, but it has also faced considerable challenges, particularly in the realm of national security. The
interplay between democracy and national security remains central to the nation's stability and progress.
Despite the promise of democracy to foster political pluralism, human rights, and governance accountability,
Nigeria continues to struggle with various security threats, including insurgency, terrorism, ethnic violence,
and organized crime. These security issues, deeply rooted in socio-economic disparities, political instability,
and weak institutions, have undermined the consolidation of democracy and hindered national development.
The challenges faced by Nigeria in integrating democracy with national security are not insurmountable, but
they require comprehensive reforms and sustained efforts across various sectors of governance. The
country’s political system, though democratic in form, is often marred by corruption, electoral violence, and
a lack of effective governance, which undermines the legitimacy of democratic institutions and weakens the
state’s capacity to ensure security. However, the potential of Nigeria’s democracy to address these issues
exists, provided that both political leaders and citizens recognize the interdependence of democracy and
national security.

Recommendations

1. Strengthening Democratic Institutions: To address the challenges of national security, Nigeria
must strengthen its democratic institutions. This includes reforming the electoral system to ensure
free, fair, and transparent elections, thereby enhancing political legitimacy. Electoral violence must
be tackled with greater commitment to rule of law and accountability.

2. Security Sector Reforms: The security forces, which are critical to the maintenance of law and
order, must undergo significant reforms. This includes modernizing the military and police to be
more effective in countering threats, improving training, and ensuring professionalism.
Transparency and accountability in the security sector should also be prioritized to combat
corruption and ensure public trust.

3. Addressing Socio-economic Inequality: A major driver of insecurity in Nigeria is socio-economic
inequality. The government must invest in poverty reduction programs, job creation, and economic
development, particularly in underserved regions. Addressing the root causes of violence and
insurgency requires ensuring equitable resource distribution and providing opportunities for
marginalized groups.

4. Promoting National Unity: Nigeria’s diverse ethnic and religious composition requires a concerted
effort to promote national unity. There should be an emphasis on building social cohesion through
dialogue, education, and policies that encourage inclusivity. The government should prioritize
policies that foster inter-ethnic and inter-religious harmony, ensuring that no group feels excluded
from the national project.
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