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Abstract 
Nigeria gained what seems to be political independence in 1960. This 

heralded an avalanche of hope, expectations and a determination to serve 

as a behemoth for the liberation of Africa, and all colonized people of the 

world from perpetual bondage. This optimism was predicated on the 

natural endowment of the country, especially its burgeoning human 

capital and natural resources. Regrettably, these positive attributes could 

not propel the country to the expected status. The aftermath was that the 

country entered the 21st century laden with insurmountable challenges. 

The aim of this study, therefore, is to briefly examine Nigeria’s political 

development, and some of the challenges confronting it in the 21st century. 

Data collection was solely based on secondary sources. These include 

review of extant literature, magazines, government bulletins and visit to 

some research centers like the Nigerian Institute of International Affairs, 

and the Claude Ake School of Government, University of Port Harcourt, 

Choba. It was discovered that the country has been made weak and almost 

irrelevant in the consciousness of the people, because of its use as a 

veritable instrument to satisfy the needs of the ruling class. This has made 

it impossible to mediate and confront some of the challenges confronting 

it. We recommend that the Nigerian state must of necessity possess a 

relative autonomy and be an impartial umpire to dispense justice without 

fear or favour. It should also ensure that obedience to laws and good 

governance becomes a cardinal principle of state policy.  

 

Keywords;  Relative  Autonomy,  Good  Governance,  State  Policy,  
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Introduction 

Nigeria was dragged into the orbit of colonial exploitation in the first half 

of the nineteenth century. The motivation was not informed by altruistic 

calculation or civilizing commitment, but a premeditated policy to control 

the economic resources of the continent. The industrial revolution in 

Europe engendered myriad social crises such as worsening unemployment, 

vagrancy, growing poverty, and the need for raw materials to service the 

industries. Africa became a vantage source to satisfy this economic need.  

 

The European powers were anxious to secure easy access to 

the raw materials needed to fuel the manufacturing industries 

established in Europe following the industrial revolution and 

to obtain a protected market for their manufactured goods 

(Cammack, Pool and Tordoff, 1993:18). 

 

It was, therefore, not surprising that every socio-political, economic, 

administrative and judicial action taken between December 25, 1851 to 

October 1,1960 was consciously crafted to protect and sustain the imperial 

interest of Britain. After all, Albert Sarraut, French colonial secretary of state 

in 1923 unequivocally stated that, 

 

What is the use of painting the truth? At the start colonization 

was not an act of civilization, nor was it a desire to civilize. It 

was an act of force motivated by interests. An episode in the 

vital competition which, from man to man, from group to 

group, has gone on ever increasing; the people who set out to 

seize colonies in distant  lands were thinking primarily of 

themselves, and were working for their own profits, and 

conquering for their own power (Nkrumah, 1963:1). 

 

By the time Nigeria attained political independence on October 1, 1960, a 

satellite economy with a commodity-growing peasantry had been created. 
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The externalization of the economy was reinforced by the overt 

disarticulation and disjointedness of pre-colonial social formations. More 

important was the emphatic imposition of the ideology of racism, and the 

incubation of an unhegemonic and unproductive class that envisioned 

development within the prism of capitalist logic. Unfortunately, this legacy 

of woes has continued to be the cornerstone of the country’s challenges, and 

the challenge for Africa (Maathai, 2010). For clarity of comprehension, this 

paper is divided into five sections.  This paper is  divided  into  five  sections. 

Apart from the introduction, the second section is a conceptualization of 

politics and development. The third is an examination of the nature of 

Nigerian politics, while the fourth section looks at the challenges of 

development in the 21st century. The last section is conclusion. 

 

The Concept of Politics and Development 

For the past decades or so, political struggles have become the vogue. This 

is because of the phenomenal confinement of the military to their 

constitutional role. Section 217 (21b) of the 1999 constitution as amended 

states that, the armed forces has the responsibility of “defending Nigeria 

from external aggression, maintaining its territorial integrity and securing 

its borders from violation on land, sea or air”. The military foray into 

Nigerian politics commenced from January 15, 1966 to October 1, 1979. 

After a civilian interregnum between 1980 to 1983, the military occupied the 

political space from 1984 to May 29, 1999. Within this period, they virtually 

imposed their commandist etiquette and culture of violence on the civil 

society. By the time the military vacated the political arena, they had almost 

polluted the Nigerian state with their practorian ethics and made Nigerians 

outsiders (Nwankwo, 1996) in the discussion of their affairs. The politics of 

exclusivity, hero-worship, indulgence in wishful thinking and disrespect   

for public property became acceptable norms of governance. Hence, the 

urge to be part of the political game was not necessitated by service, but to 

be part of the struggle to replace the military in the race for privatization of 

the common wealth. 
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What is this Politics?  

It is the process of making and execution of governmental 

decisions or policies, the authoritative allocation of values, or 

who gets what, when and how, the quest for power, order and 

justice, the art of influencing, manipulating and controlling 

others, a process of resolution of conflicts in the society… 

(Anifowose and  Enemuo, 1999:1-2). 

 

Weber (1947) in Anifowose and Enemuo (1999:2) noted that politics is the 

operation of the state and its institutions. It is the striving to share power or 

striving to influence the struggle for  power among individuals and groups 

within the state. Nnoli (2003:6) defined it as the governing of men and 

women. The Eastonian definition as the authoritative allocation of values is 

current among Political Scientists. The ability to allocate values 

presupposes the possession of political power, influence, authority and 

ability to apply force to enhance compliance. Hence, politics is not only the 

governing of men and women, the struggle for power, but the 

determination of who gets what, when and how ala (Laswell, 1936). It is 

against this backdrop that Nnoli (2003:5) averred that: 

 

Politics is a set of social relationships associated with a central 

body of varying legitimacy, whose function is to make and 

implement overriding decisions for the whole population, in 

the interest of the latter.  

 

A careful study of these definitions would reveal that politics involves the 

interaction of people in the society, motivated by interest with the aim of 

controlling the state. Control of state becomes a desideratum in politics. 

Athens of the 5th century B.C regarded participation in the activities of the 

Polis highly, that failure to do so means such a person is a useless character. 

This is because Aristotle declared that man is a political animal. It is against 

this background that Nnoli (2003:12) defines politics as all activities that are 
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directly or indirectly associated with the emergence, consolidation and use 

of state power.The essentiality of state power in politics is that it confers 

influence, authority and prestige on its custodians. It is seen as the zenith 

of political evolution, with a monopoly of the use of violence, has 

sovereignty and legal personality as in the 1648 Westphalian Treaty of 1648 

and the Montevideo Declaration of 1933 in Uruguay. The State is the 

director and the fulcrum of national development. In fact,  its capacity for 

good as well as evil is also enormous that failure to be in a position to wield 

it generates intense insecurity… State power is the basis of all security, the 

protector of all rights, the guarantor of all privileges, and the vehicle for the 

maintenance of any modicum of good living (Nnoli, 2003:76). To prevent 

State power degenerating to a war of all against all, and assuming a 

leviathan disposition, rules of conduct are often set so that only the best 

would emerge from the political struggle. These are called electoral rules as 

in the 2010 Electoral Act as amended. Regrettably, there is a disconnect 

between the struggles for power and obedience to the electoral rules and 

norms in Nigeria. Perhaps, this is why, Nigeria, for more than five decades, 

has not gone beyond the inhibiting development challenges.  

 

Development 

Development is commonly used by many people without any objective 

comprehension. Sometimes, they are interchangeably used with economic 

growth. This confusion influenced the United Nations Declaration of  1960s 

as the Development Decade, and set a goal of 6 percent annual growth 

(Seligson &and Smith, 2003:17),   Development  as  equated   with  economic  

growth was jettisoned in the 1980s. From the next decade, development 

acquired a new exposure and definition, centered on humanity. Simply put, 

development is the ability to conquer nature for their wellbeing. It is the 

process of enhancing   life of a people. It implies increased skills and 

capacity, greater freedom, creativity, self-discipline, responsibility and 

material wellbeing (Rodney, 2005:17). It is the understanding of the laws of 

nature and its application in the improvement of human existence and 
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happiness. The new vision of development which led to the ‘dethronement 

of GNP’ is people- centered. Amartya Sen, a 1988 Noble Laureate in 

Economics clearly stated that economic growth cannot be sensibly treated 

as an end in itself. Development has to be more concerned with enhancing 

the lives we lead and freedoms we enjoy (Todaro and Smith, 2004:17). This 

is why Streeten (1981:124) stated that: 

 

The goals of development were defined in terms of GNP as its 

growth, and other goals such as greater equality, eradication 

of poverty, meeting basic human needs, conservation of 

natural resources, abating pollution, and the enhancement of 

the environment, as well as non-material goals, were 

neglected or not emphasized sufficiently. 

  

It was the market-oriented content of development that Sen (1999), Seers 

(1969) and Adebayo (1982) relegated to the background because of its 

irrelevance, and emphasized on human and non-material needs. According 

to Seers (1969:3), in examining the concept of development, we must not 

forget to focus on: 

 

What has been happening to poverty? What has been 

happening to unemployment? What has been happening to 

inequality? If all these have declined from high levels, then 

beyond doubt, this has been a period of development for the 

country concerned. If one or two of these central problems 

have grown worse, especially if all three have, it would be 

strange to call the result ‘development’ even if per capita 

income doubled.  

 

The above quote suggests that a country with a widening poverty rate, 

mauled with the chains of spiral unemployment, and suffocating the basic 

freedoms of the people, but with appreciable external reserve cannot claim 
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to be on a pedestal of development. Development occurs with unhindered 

popular participation on things that concern the masses, unrestricted 

enjoyment of human freedom, capacity building and social empowerment 

which lays the foundation for the withering away of poverty, and enhanced 

happiness of the people.  

 

Any development policy that does not guarantee human freedom cannot 

sustain democratic governance, human security and is susceptible to 

‘confusion of agendas’ (Ake, 1996). It is therefore, not out of place that, the 

United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) declared in Nautt 

(2009:19) that, development is about people expanding their choices to live 

full, creative lives with freedoms and dignity. Fundamental to enlarging 

human capacity is building human capabilities. In 1991, the World 

Development Report asserted that the challenge of development is to 

improve the quality of life… it encompasses as ends in themselves better 

condition, higher standard of health, nutrition, less poverty, cleaner 

environment, more equality of opportunity, greater individual freedom 

and richer cultural life. It was in furtherance of this objective that Adedeji 

(1982:209) declared that: 

 

We need to set in motion a development process that puts the 

individual at the very center of the development effort; a 

development process that is both human and humane 

without necessarily suffering the discipline that goes with 

development, but which enhances man’s personality, a 

development process that does not alienate man from his 

society and culture but rather develops his self-confidence in 

himself and identifies his interest with those of his society and 

thereby develops his ability and willingness for self-reliance. 

 

 Political development in Nigeria, therefore, is the extent to which politics 

has been used to reduce inequality, poverty and improve the quality of life 
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of Nigerians (Todaro and Smith, 2003:17). This is the focus of the next 

section. 

 

Nature of Nigerian Politics 

Nigeria’s sovereignty on October 1, 1960 was an epochal phenomenon. It 

elicited hope, rising expectations and a drumbeat of joy in all the nooks and 

crannies of the country. This optimism was anchored on the country’s 

unrivalled human and material resources, and as the brightest star in the 

galaxy of new African states (Shraeder, 2004:120). It would be the fountain 

head for the liberation of the black race from all forms of thralldom. It was 

on this premise that Africa became the centerpiece of its foreign policy. This 

historic destiny to play a gladiatorial role in Africa and the world was 

enunciated in October 10, 1961 at the 16th session of the United Nations 

General Assembly in New York, by Dr. Jaja A. Wachukwu, Nigeria’s 

Foreign Minister. He proudly pointed out that 

 

Our foreign policy is based on three basic pillars; the concept 

that Nigeria is an African nation, it is part and parcel of the 

continent of Africa, therefore, it is completely involved in 

anything that pertains to the continent, that it cannot be 

neutral and must never be considered to be a neutralist 

country… We are independent in everything, but neutral in 

nothing that affects the destiny of Africa. The moment Africa 

is affected, we are involved we want to make it absolutely 

clear, Nigeria finds itself involved in anything affecting the 

African continent anywhere in any square inch of the African 

territory – we are involved (  Jaja  Wachukwu   Speech ,1961). 

 

Unfortunately, this became a façade. Curiously, those who assumed 

political power from the colonialists were not interested in over hauling the 

structural deformities they inherited that would make the country 

accomplish these ideals, rather they were consolidated. Instead of state 
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power serving the interest of the people, it became a stepping stone for 

primitive accumulation of wealth. The new nation states were given a 

name, flag and national anthem, and then handed over to a selected group 

of western-educated elites most of whom were sympathetic to the colonial 

administration (Maathai, 2004:44). It was this selected group that sustained 

the nationalist struggle against colonial imperialist subjugation. As they 

became the custodians of state power and the nouveaux riches, ‘they 

considered themselves qualified by natural rights to assume the position of 

rulership’ (Ekekwe, 1986:77). This was the genesis of a grand design to 

privatize state apparatus. As the state is commodified, its impartiality is 

eroded, democratic etiquette shattered and hegemonic disposition became 

the accepted norm of governance. In this scenario, politics became 

cantankerous and a game of ambush. The aftermath was that: 

 

The African (Nigerian) ruling class that emerged at the end of 

colonial rule was made up of essentially of the petty 

bourgeoisie and the comprador bourgeoisie. At 

independence, they came to power because of their political 

rather than colonial economic resources. They had political 

power but not wealth therefore, they set about seeking to 

acquire economic power as well by the manipulation of the 

state consequently, the apparatuses of the state have been 

used to build up the business enterprise of members of the 

African (Nigerian) ruling classes. The use of state power for 

the acquisition of private wealth assumes a great significance 

because of the tendency of the African (Nigerian) state to be 

partial in favour of those who control it (Nnoli, 1994:28). 

 

Gradually, Nigerians were chained to a new form of exploitation, 

dictatorship and undemocratic governance. This was the scenario in the 

civilian era from 1960 to 1966.  The custodians of state power were neither 

united in their Pan-Nigerian vision, nor visualized the country’s problems 
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within a common political canopy. Rather, they were blinded by the virus 

of primordial sensibility, whose profound negative effect was the 

stultification of all efforts of development, and deepening suspicion. 

Therefore, politics became a fierce battle to ‘protect’ and ‘defend’ the rights 

of regional and extol ethnic consciousness. Apart from its utter regressive 

character, ethnic loyalty is an obstacle to democracy because it leads to the 

substitution of ethnic interests for the national interest (Nnoli, 1994:10), and 

more importantly a tool frequently used by the bourgeois class to bifurcate 

the solidarity of the governed. Apart from the differing spread of western 

education in the country, some of the official statements credited to the 

rulers gave a signal of ethnic intolerance. In 1948 at Aba, Dr. Nnamdi 

Azikiwe, then President of Ibo State Union, declared that: 

 

It would appear that the God of Africa has created the Ibo 

nation to lead the children of Africa from the bondage of the 

ages. The martial prowess of the Ibo nation at all stages of 

human history has enabled them not only to conquer others 

but to also adopt themselves to the role of preserver. The Ibo 

nation cannot shirk its responsibilities from it manifest 

destiny (Akani, 2004:57). 

 

This was immediately interpreted by Chief Obafemi Awolowo as a 

premeditated policy, to corrode the self- respect of the Yoruba people as a 

group, to build up the Ibos as a master race, to magnify his vaunted 

contributions to the nationalist struggles, to dwarf and misrepresent the 

achievements of his contemporaries (Awo, 1960:135). Chief Awolowo also 

revealed that ‘… because of the known antagonism between Azikiwe and 

me, and because of the former’s barbaric utterances, I entertain fears 

occasionally that under an Ibo NCNC totalitarianism in an independent 

Nigeria, I may be made to undergo torture and suffering (Awolowo, 

1985:184). Just as the acrimonious relationship among the rulers was 

gathering momentum, Chief Anthony Enahoro, Action Group (AG) party 
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member in the House of Representatives, tabled a motion on March 31, 

1953. He called on the House to accept ‘as a primary political objective the 

attainment of self- government for Nigeria in 1956…’ This motion is an 

invitation to the Honourable members of this House to associate the highest 

legislature of our land with the expressed desire of the people of this 

country, whose views we all represent, for political autonomy in 1956. It 

seeks to provide representatives from all parts of the country with an 

opportunity to exchange views on the most burning question of our time. 

It is an invitation to the House to make a declaration of objective with 

regard to Nigerian freedom (Okafor, 1981:168). This motion was rejected by 

the Northern members. They felt that with independence in 1956, their 

educational vulnerability would make it possible for them to be dwarfed 

by their counterparts from other regions. Hence, Sir Ahmadu Bello, 

Sardauna of Sokoto amended the date with ‘as soon as practicable’. He also 

remarked that ‘the mistake of 1914 has come to light and I should like to go 

no further’ (Sklar, 1963:128). The rejection of independence by the 

bourgeois class of northern extraction earned them names like imperialist 

stooges and reactionaries.  

 

The aftermath of this development was the 1953 crisis which led to the 

death of many people. This was a revenge treatment masterminded by the 

Northern People’s Congress (NPC) against members of AG when they went 

to Kano for campaign  and  to explain the motif of the self-government 

motion. The Kano crisis laid the background for the eight-point programme 

and the Northernization policy. In 1958, the regional Public Service 

Commission explained that ‘if a qualified northerner is available, he is 

given priority in recruitment, if no northerner is available, an expatriate 

may be recruited or a non-northerner on contract terms’ (Amunwo, Agbaje, 

Suberu and Herault, 1998:59). Before the 1959 federal election which was 

won by NPC, Ahmadu Bello had stated that, 
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Even if my party fails to get the required majority in the next 

federal elections, it will not enter into any agreement or 

coalition with the NCNC… the Ibos have not been true 

friends of the north and never will be (Akani, 2004:60). 

 

Shortly after Nigeria’s political independence, Sir Ahmadu Bello, Premier 

of Northern region asserted that: 

 

The new nation called Nigeria should be an estate of our great 

grandfather, Othman Dan Fodio. We must ruthlessly prevent 

a change of power. We use the minorities in the North as 

willing tools and the South as a conquered territory and never 

allow them to rule over us and never allow them to have 

control over their future (Bello, 1960). 

 

The 1963 census manipulation, ultra divisive ethnic evocation, the 

unimaginable deviousness and fraudulence that characterized the 1964 

federal and 1965 western region elections, and the act of vendetta 

epitomized in the imprisonment of Chief Awolowo, presided over by the 

Prime Minister, Alhaji Tafawa Belewa are suggestive of a ruling class that 

do not possess the capacity to surmount the contradictions of nation-

building. Indeed, the sinister jamboree to outwit each other politically 

inevitably led to the emergence of the military on January 15, 1966. 

Commenting on the rancorous disposition of the ruling class, Akani 

(2004:59) noted that: 

 

The first generation of ruling elites were prompted to 

systematically dismantle the ill-suited democratic political 

systems left behind by the former colonial powers and replace 

them with more authoritarian forms of governance based on 

centralization of power and personal rule. 
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Justifying the reason for their emergence, Major Chukwuma  Nzeogwu 

stated that ‘our enemies are the political profiteers, swindlers… the tribalist, 

the nepotist, those that make the country big for nothing before 

international circles, those that have corrupted our society and put the 

Nigerian political calendar back by words and deeds’ (Akani, 2001:41). 

 

The forceful takeover of political power by the military in 1966 was hailed 

by many political observers because of its avowed intent to halt the socio-

political misdirection. This optimism was anchored on the assumption of 

technical competence, professionalism, high discipline and nationalists 

bent of the military institution supposedly the building blocks of a 

‘development oriented leadership’ (Ehwarieme, 1999:56). In spite of the 

vaunted claims of the military to sanitize the country, they were not 

immune from the lingering contradictions. Unfortunately, as soon as they 

consolidated their powers, the soldiers marched out on a straight path 

towards their vision of a good society. But the vision became more elusive 

the closer they come towards it (Jemibewon, 1998:71). The frequency of 

coups in the country portrays the elusiveness and hypocrisy of the military 

vision. Akani (2019:165-8) noted that between January , 1966 to 1997, 

Nigeria recorded eleven coup d’etat including the phantom ones and one 

hundred and forty-eight casualties; the most deadly being that of April 20, 

1990 led by Major Gideon Orkar, with sixty-eight casualties. It is on record 

that soon after consolidating political power, the military faction of the 

Nigerian bourgeoisie, renounced their puritanical ideals and relapsed into 

authoritarianism, exacerbated ethnic parochialism, and introduced a 

political culture which incubated brigandage, juvenile delinquency and 

mindless basterdization of critical thinking. Ademoyega (1981), Dudley 

(1982), Obikeze and Anthony (2003), Nwankwo (1996) and Okonta and 

Douglas (2000) have extensively discussed the militarization of Nigerian 

politics. Obikeze and Anthony (2004:194-5) declare that: 
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The ascendancy of the military is one of the great tragedies of 

Africa (Nigeria), for the military is nothing than a highly 

specialized apparatus of violence whose salience begins when 

sociability has become impossible, and when civilized values 

no longer apply, when we must take to the killing fields. That 

is why military rule is inherently and inevitably de-civilizing. 

It is difficult to think of anything that the military can do fully 

to promote democracy or development except to disengage 

from politics. 

 

Since democracy and development cannot blossom in a militarized milieu, 

it is not strange to surmise that the military bequeathed to Nigerians a 

democratization of poverty, corruption, underdevelopment and the 

corruption of development. General Yakubu Gowon became the Head of 

State following the gruesome killing of General Aguiyi Ironsi. General 

Gowon was confronted with enormous socio-political contradictions which 

degenerated to a brutal and bloody civil war from 1967 to 1970.  General 

Gowon’s inability to hand over power to civilians in spite of his avowed 

commitment to do so in 1976 precipitated his overthrow by General 

Murtala Mohammed on July 29, 1975. The sudden death of General 

Mohammed in a bloody coup led to his death on February 13, 1976. He was 

immediately succeeded by General Olusegun Obasanjo. By the time 

General Obasanjo handed over power to Alhaji Shehu Shagari on October 

1, 1979, it was predictable that Alhaji Shagari would fail considering the 

teetering and visceral nature of the country’s political economy. As a rentier 

state that solely depends on collection of rents from multinational 

companies for survival, President Shagari and his cohorts did not leave any 

one in doubt about their innate desire to intensify the looting spree 

inherited from the military. In fact, it was a season of import all 

‘importables’. By 1981, two years into the new civilian government of  Ahaji 

Shagari, monthly imports were running on average of over N1 billion. In 

that year, food imports alone stood at over N2.1 billion out of a total import 
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bill of more than N12.7 billion. Exports declined as the country’s export 

revenues fell by N3.16 billion in 1981 (Jega and Farris, 2010:28). Not even 

the Economic Stabilization Act of 1982 which introduced austerity 

measures could shield President Shagari from the coup of December 31, 

1983 led by General Mhuammadu Buhari. From 1983 to May 29, 1999, the 

baton of rulership like a relay race passed to four military Generals; 

Mohammadu Buhari, Ibrahim Babangida, Sani Abacha and Abdulsalami 

Abubakar. Depsite General Buhari’s populist commitment to fight 

indiscipline through the War Against Indiscipline (WAI), his high-

mindedness, draconian decrees and warped appreciation of Nigeria’s 

political economy precipitated a regime violence which eventually led to its 

overthrow on August 27, 1985 by General Babangida and his men. 

 

General Babangida’s false messianic mission, perfidious manipulation of 

the interminable transition to civil rule programme, cancellation of the June 

12, 1993 federal election and the introduction of International Monetary 

Fund and World Bank (IMF/WB) dictated Structural Adjustment 

Programme (SAP), maximally sapped the economic energy of Nigerians 

and asphyxiated the Nigerian economy. The regime’s external adventurism 

in Liberia cost the country the sum of $55 billion and Nigerian soldiers 

constituted over 75 percent of the military personnel involved in the war 

(Jega and Farris, 2010:67). General Abacha who sacked the Head of Interim 

Government, Chief Ernest Shonekan on November 17, 1993 died on June 8, 

1998. This facilitated the handover of power to civilians by General 

Abubakar on May 29, 1999. Nzimiro (1996:109) lamented that: 

 

The increase in the number of the Alibaba millionaires was 

distressing among the military and the civilian population so 

that the military supposed to be the corrective group to 

engineer change sank into deep moral and material morass. 

Few of them paid little attention to the ideas that the boss 
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propounded internal contradictions were inherent and ran 

open when the boss left.  

 

More than fifteen years after General Abacha died, Nigeria is still battling 

to recover 183 million Euros stolen by his Government, and sadly, from 

1999 to the 21st century, nothing significantly has changed from the financial 

recklessness and corrupt past. Akani (2001), Nwankwo (1999), Falola and 

Ihonvbere (1985) have pointed at various times how the Nigerian state has 

become a trigger of corrupt practices. Today, controllers of state apparatus 

are in a frenzy to enrich themselves without respect to national laws. These 

can be gleaned from the unimaginable rot in the Nigerian National 

Petroleum Company (NNPC), the ongoing probe of the Niger Delta 

Development Commission (NDDC), and by the National Assembly and the 

probe of Mr. Ibrahim Magu, Economic and Financial Crime Commission 

(EFCC) Chairman by the Presidential Panel.  While NNPC is yet to account 

for the 450 barrels of oil allocated to it per day, the fuel subsidy has become 

a metaphor for sleaze racketeering. Nigeria is touted as the giant of Africa, 

with more than 187 trillion cubic meters of gas, making it the seventh largest 

reserve of natural gas in the world, a reserve of 36 billion barrels of oil, 

producing 2.5 million barrels of oil per day, making it the world’s eighth 

largest oil producer. At a market price of $105.58 per barrel, as well as 

plentiful surplus of coal and the potential to develop a vigorous 

hydroelectric resource (Taylor, 2010:73), yet it is adrift. 

 

It is paradoxical that a country endowed with these abundant resources 

does not have a functioning refinery at full capacity. Instead, it is 

comfortable importing petroleum products to the tune of $15.898 billion or 

N2.54 trillion, and a fuel subsidy of $6billion or N960 billion (Guardian 

Newspaper, October 9, 2013). In fact, ‘many of the oil importers, in 

connivance with government functionaries, have behaved in the manner of 

cartels with vested interest in ensuring that refineries do not actually 

function’ (Mailafia, 2010:181). This season of anomie and unbridled graft 
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has set in motion a consumerist and squandermania consciousness that has 

become synonymous to our national life. This explains the mismanagement 

of more than $600 billion realized from the sale of oil from 1958 to 2003, and 

between June 1999 and May 2007, which spans the eight year rule of 

President Olusegun Obasanjo, the three tiers of government shared a total 

of N16,447 trillion without much to show in respect of grassroots 

development (Oyovbaire, 2008:171). 

 

Indeed, a major chunk of this amount went to recurrent expenditures, and 

unwanted ostentation of the ruling class. It is no more a secret that 25% of 

the national budget is spent on the 469 members of the National Assembly. 

According to Dr. Ahmed Lemu, Chairman of the Investigation Panel on the 

2011 election and Civic disturbances, 

 

What the legislators take from the public coffers under the 

guise of allowances, whether in terms of their oversight 

function or traveling or any other allowance cannot be 

justified (Lemu, 2013). 

 

There are 54 committees in the Senate of 109 members, House of 

Representatives of 360 members has 84 committees making it a total of 138 

Committees in the National Assembly. This contrast to that of the United 

States’s Senate of 100 members with 21 committees, and the same number 

for the 435 member House of Representatives, excluding 4 Joint 

Committees. Obviously, the cost of running these two democratic 

institutions cannot be the same. It cannot be acceptable no matter how it is 

rationalized that the minimum wage is N18,000.00 per month now 

(N30,000.00) per month, yet a Senator earns N15.2 million per month and 

N10.6 million for the House of Representatives (Albert ,Danijibo, Isola and 

Faleti., 2011:95). It is disheartening that the 9th National Assembly has 

concluded arrangement to buy 400 cars of 2020 model Toyota Camry which 

would cost almost N5.5 billion, even as the country is battling with the 
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coronavirus pandemic. Indeed, this is a country of paradox, consistently 

inconsistent, and lip-service adherence to laws is a norm. This clearly 

explains the expenditure of a colossal sum of N255 million bullet proof cars 

for a Minister of Aviation, at a time when the country is unable to fulfill its 

basic responsibilities to the people. What does this pale scenario portend 

for development in Nigeria.  

 

The Challenge of Development in the 21st Century 

The 21st century can appropriately be christened as a New World Order, the 

era of globalization with the universalization of interaction, knowledge and 

markets. These have ‘villagized’  the  world where competitive advantage 

largely determines survival in this fast moving world. On the other hand, 

as national boundaries are dissolved, and socio-economic competition is 

intensified, some disruptive countries, increasing inequalities and 

exclusion are engendered. This is the challenge facing many African states 

including Nigeria. Nevertheless, Nigeria’s human and material potentials 

have the propensity to overcome these challenges and be on the path of 

development. Regrettably, this has remained a dream. Right from the 1960s 

to the   first  two   decades  of  the new  millennium , politics have become 

overfly antagonistic to development and democratic values. Therefore, one 

is not perturbed that Nigeria entered the 21st century with a basket of 

achievements replete with a tale of woes, official deceit, and deification of 

appearances and deepening human insecurity. In spite of the vaunted 

wealth of the country, unemployment is on  the  increase with  incidence  of 

poverty, incidence of poverty grand corruption and violent death have 

become deadly challenges to Nigerian development. Their existence have 

heightened the eclipse of human development enhancing indicators. It is 

hypocritical that in spite of official condemnation of corruption by 

successive governments, the phenomenon has continued to deepen into the 

country’s socio-economic political marrows. The recent revelations by the 

Economic and Financial Crime Commission shows that the country has 

been losing huge sum of money meant for development to corruption. 
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According to Adanikin (2020), the former EFCC Mr Ibrahim Magu stated 

that the commission recovered the sum of N980 billion fund, secured 2,240 

convictions in the past five years. This was at the eve of the Democracy and 

Anti-corruption Day Celebration, while about 126 mansions were forfeited. 

Magu (2018) stated that some of the convictions included 103 in 2015, 194 

in 2016 and 189 in 2017. These were emphasized by President Mohammad 

Buhari when he stated during the 2020 June 12 celebration that 1,400 

convictions were made and the Anti-corruption Agencies recovered the 

sum of N800 billion. This money is being ploughed into development 

infrastructural projects (President   Muhammadu Buhari Presidential 

Broadcast, 2020). Regrettably, the huge amount recovered from treasury 

looters has not improved the quality of existence of Nigerians. It has also 

not propelled a humane development agenda that would place the basic 

needs of the people first, right from the federal,State to Local Government 

levels. The activities   of fundamentalist and lawless groups like Boko 

Haram and Herdsmen have inflicted unimaginable sorrow and pain on 

Nigerians, especially of Northern extraction. Since 2002 when Mohammed 

Yussuf in Maiduguri expressed his manifesto to attack everything Western, 

to 2019, Nigerians especially the North -East have not known peace. Boko 

Haram is committed to the establishment of an Islamic Caliplate in Nigeria 

(West Africa). They also pay allegiance to the terrorist Islamic State (IS). 

From 2016 to 2017, they carried out more than 297 attacks in four West 

African countries.(see table  1) 
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Table 1: Boko Haram Attacks in Nigeria (2016-2017) 

Year Country No 

2016 Nigeria 80 

Cameroon 26 

Chad 3 

Niger 18 

Total 127 

2017 Nigeria 109 

Cameroon 32 

Chad 2 

Niger 7 

Total 150 

 Grand Total 127 + 150 = 297 

 

          Source: BBC News Report, January 25, 2018 

 

We can see that Nigeria has the heaviest attacks within the period, followed 

by Cameroon. These attacks did not go without inflicting casualties and 

pain on the countries, especially Nigeria. Wilson (2018) noted that within 

the past five years, the group has killed more than 20,000 people and 

displaced   many people mostly from the North -East. 

 

Nigeria tops 12 other countries with 10.5 million children out of school and 

this account for 47% of the global out of school children. In July, 2013, our 

universities were close because of a strike action for education 

improvement embarked upon by the Academic Staff Union of Universities 

(ASUU). Since the Corona Virus pandemic, universities and schools have 

remained closed in March, 2020. When centers of learning have been 

stagnated through ant-learning policies, the foundation for economic and 

technical revolution becomes a mirage. A critical look at the election in the 

country from 1959 to 2019 will reveal that they were mainly marred by 
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terror, brazen disrespect of electoral regulations and destruction of life and 

property with impunity. Apart from the destruction of properties, it is 

estimated that over 10,000 Nigerians have lost their lives in electoral 

violence five years after the return to civil rule (Albert, Dayibo, Isola and 

Faleti, 2011:226). The Boko Haram insurgency has killed more than 3,400 

Nigerians, excluding students recently killed in their hostels. A research 

conducted by the Institute of Academic Freedom in Nigeria (IAFN), 

revealed that more than 514 students were killed in Nigerian universities 

from 1971 to 2010, and 13 academic staff as a result of cult related activities. 

The oil induced wealth in the country has become a curse for the majority, 

especially the region of wealth production. Since the late 1950s oil has 

become the mainstay of Nigerian economy. Hence the mindboggling and 

legendry corruption being perpetuated by the ruling class is centered on 

petrodollars. Paradoxically, in their haste to outwit each other in the pirate 

accumulation of wealth, they have consciously neglected the areas of this 

wealth production. Consequently, the region which was adjudged to be 

‘backward, neglected and poor’ by the Commission headed by Sir Henry 

Willink in 1958, has remained the same for many decades. Poisonous 

chemicals like carcinogens, benzene, chlorofluorocarbons and Green House 

Gases (GHGs) like Carbon Dioxide (CO2), benzopyrene, toluene are flared  

into  the  environment  at  will. While chlorofluorocarbons facilitate the 

puncturing of the ozone layer, other chemicals that enhance biological 

disorder are pumped into the atmosphere at random. The emergence of 

dreaded diseases like ebola, HIV/AIDS and coronavirus are not 

unconnected with the materialistic disruption of the environment. The 

toxicity of the entire environment causes acid rain, gradual destruction of 

corrugated iron roofs and climate change. The Intergovernmental Panel on 

Climate Change reported  that more than a quarter of all gas flaring 

worldwide happens in sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) and around 20 billion 

cubic meters of gas flared each year are from the Niger Delta (Carmody, 

2011:115). 
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Correspondingly, these have given rise to despair, despondency, rising 

frustration and the sound of deafening echoes of militancy and combative 

aggressiveness. Although, some concerted efforts have been made by 

successive governments so that Nigerians can live in bliss contentment. 

Sadly, these have been scuttled by policy inconsistencies, instability, policy 

reversals and conflict of macroeconomic policy goals (Akano and Familoni, 

2006:24). The aftermath is that they only scratch the surface, raise 

expectations without fulfillment, and in most cases pave way for massive 

privatization of public wealth. 

 

Conclusion  

Nigeria’s political odyssey since political independence has unmistakably 

demonstrated that it is anti-development. This explains why the country’s 

macroeconomic performance has not registered any appreciable 

sustainability. Therefore, as politics continue to produce those whose 

manifest destiny is to occupy state power for munificence and rabid 

materialism, Nigeria’s ‘Eldorado’ will be a bolt from the blue. In other 

words, Nigeria’s undevelopment can be squarely located on its politics. 

Reflecting on the genesis of the country’s socio-economic failure, it becomes 

clear that: 

 

The problem is not so much that development has failed as 

that it was never really on the agenda in the first place. By all 

indications, political conditions in (Nigeria) are the greatest 

impediment to development… (Nigerian) politics has been 

constituted to prevent the pursuit of development and the 

emergence of relevant and effective development paradigm 

and programmes (Ake, 1996:1). 

 

It is these rulers who are product of these political conditions that have 

remained opportunistic and plastic in their commitment to development. 

Therefore, Nigerian politics must be completely transformed to produce 
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leaders and followers who can become the beach-head of development. 

They must demonstrate an avowed commitment to democratic grounding, 

human flourishing, unreservedly shun hero-worship, and rise beyond 

primordial sensibilities. These are viruses that contaminate leadership and 

bring development to nadir. Nigerians must resolutely rise up and in no 

uncertain terms demand that the custodians of State power must do what 

is needful to provoke sustainable development. The current political effort 

of pandering to official deceit, tightly blind fold, hypnotize and veil the 

magnitude of fraudulence in the country.  This  must  be  roundly   rejected  

by  the    followership.      Time  has  come  for  the    bourgeois  class  to  be  

accountable,  transparent  and   jettison  their  criminal  fixation  on  political  

power. This  is  because  an  undemocratic  and  corrupt  leadership  cannot  

be  a  catalyst  for  development. 
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