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Abstract 
The cry for the ‘control’ of the oil resources within their geographical region by the 

oil producing communities of the Niger-Delta region of Nigeria has gradually 

become so loud that the Federal Government of Nigeria has been forced to offer 

various palliatives over the years. These include subventions for the oil-producing 

communities, amnesty for former Niger-Delta militants, and the establishment of 

the Niger-Delta Development Commission (NDDC), none of which however, has 

abated the cry for resource control. Instead, the more the signs of concessions from 

the Federal Government, the more pronounced becomes the perceived injustice in 

the forceful control of the resources within their region. What then is the way 

forward? This paper offers a new perspective to this old issue by using the 

Cognitive Linguistics explanations of the GIVE-Frame as an analytic tool for re-

examining the issue of oil well/oil block allocation in the region. The domains 

within which a GIVE-Event can be conceptualized include the spatio-temporal 

domain, the control domain, the force dynamic domain, and the domain of human 

interest. An application of the GIVE-frame and these domains to the allocation of 

oil blocks and oil wells in the Niger-Delta Region of Nigeria reveals a skewed 

scenario that seems to favour northern Nigeria, which on its own has no 

geographical contiguity with the Niger-Delta Region. This imbalance has 

immensely contributed to the re-emergence of the demand for resource control 

within the Niger-Delta Region, as well as to the argument that the North that 

wants to control the resources of the Niger-Delta Region does not have its 

resources being controlled from outside the North. The conclusion is that Nigeria 

needs to adopt the GIVE-Frame as template in order to achieve a balanced, fair 

and healthy management of its natural resources, including the oil blocks of the 

Niger-Delta region.  
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1. Introduction 

The discovery of crude oil in Nigeria is usually described as either a curse or a blessing, 

depending on one’s standpoint. With regard to revenue generation, it has been a blessing 

to the whole county over the years, for it has tremendously sustained the Nigerian 

economy. However, its negative environmental impact and the decades of neglect of the 

oil producing regions by the oil companies, in addition to the neglect of other sources of 

revenue generation by the Nigerian government, have all led to its also being described as 

a curse to the country. This pendulum swing of “both a curse and a blessing” can be 

confirmed in Agbaeze & Ukoha (2018: 269) who, because of this, describe the economic 

impact of oil on the Nigerian economy as “inconclusive”. In spite of this, the ever-

increasing agitation against the destruction of their environment, and the demand for the 

control of the resources within their region by the Niger-Delta indigenes is not 

inconclusive. Instead, the indigenes of the region have already come to the conclusion long 

ago, that they should take full control of the natural resources found in their region. What 

one has witnessed over the years is the effort of the Federal Government of Nigeria to 

suppress and subdue, cajole and assuage, the indigenes of the region through various 

means, but never to allow them the full control of the resources within their region. 

  

The effort to “suppress and subdue” amounts to what Tamuno (2011:ix) describes as the 

“policy of intimidation, coercion and violence”, which has guided the exploitation of the 

resources of the Niger Delta region from 1849, and was assumed to have ended in 2009 

when President Umaru Yar’ Adua granted amnesty to the Niger-Delta militants. This 

policy of intimidation can be described as a protracted violence against the people of 

Niger-Delta, from the pre-colonial to the colonial period, and to the present, but now with 

the “home grown” colonialists in charge. In Tamuno’s view, this is a “160-year war” that 

has been waged by different authorities over the years against one and the same defendant, 

till the presidential amnesty of 2009. 

 

The designation “a 160-year war” gives the impression that the war ended with the 

presidential amnesty. But this is not really the case for, as Ebiede (2018) notes, the relative 

peace and stability that followed the presidential amnesty actually led to increased oil 

production of “2.39 million barrels per day” by February 2012 (2018: 22), but reverted to 

its previous low level as a result of renewed violence by the militants. This is an indication 

that the amnesty was not as successful as one had expected, and that the war as such did 

not end with the presidential amnesty.  

 

All sorts of reasons have been offered for this return to violence. Some of them include the 

lack of proper training of the militants to acquire any definite skill, joblessness after the 

skill acquisition training, desire for the kind of easy access to money that they enjoyed as 
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militants, or got through the amnesty programme. According to Ebiede (2018: 23),  “the 

Nigerian government focused on facilitating cessation of hostilities and not on sustainable 

peace building” through focusing on the needs of the communities. Also, this cessation of 

hostilities was achieved through paltry financial palliatives derived from the immense 

wealth of the region. In other words, under the guise of amnesty programme, the 

government was simply giving back to the militants a paltry portion of the wealth that 

belongs to their region. The peace therefore could only last for as long as the money was 

available, and ended as soon as the money was no longer accessible.  Tension had to 

increase because the militants could witness how the oil wells in their region, which were 

the sources of the paltry sum they were given, continued to produce millions of barrels of 

oil whose positive impact does not manifest in their communities. Therefore, the 

suspended agitation for the control of the resources within their region had to continue. 

And the more the signs of concessions from the Federal Government, the more 

pronounced becomes the cry against the perceived injustice in the forceful control of the 

resources within their region from outside the region through the instrument of 

Government. This fact of being deprived of an “internal control” of the resources within 

one’s region, and the continuation of the century-old practice of an “external control”, have 

always fuelled, and shall continue to fuel, further agitations.  

 

The rest of the paper shall go into these issues as follows. Section 2 introduces Newman’s 

(1996) Cognitive Linguistics explanation of the GIVE-Frame as an analytic tool, while 

section 3 applies the tool to the issue of crude oil control and allocation in Nigeria. Section 

4 summarises and concludes the paper. 

 

2. The GIVE-Frame 

Cognitive Linguistics is a research framework whose origin and growth has witnessed the 

progress from a purely linguistic-academic discipline to a framework whose analytic tools 

have become socially relevant. Some of the analytic tools of Cognitive Linguistics include 

conceptual metaphor (Lakoff and Johnson, 1980), image schema theory (Hampe 2006), mental 

space (Fauconnier, 1994), idealized cognitive model (Lakoff, 1987), semantic frames (Fillmore, 

1985) etc. This section first introduces the analytic tool of semantic frames before going into 

Newman’s explanation of the GIVE-Frame. 

 

Frame Semantics goes back to, but actually extends, Fillmore’s case grammar. Within frame 

semantics (Fillmore 1977, 1982, 1985) meaning is seen as encyclopedic, and the meaning of 

a single word evokes various knowledge structures that relate to that word, and without 

which the comprehension of the word would be incomplete. In addition to highlighting 

individual concepts, words also add a certain perspective to how the frames are to be 

viewed. This has been illustrated by Fillmore with many lexical items, including sell and 



South-South Journal of Humanities and international Studies                      Vol.5 No.1 March, 2022 
 

The Linguistics of GIVE and the Politics of ALLOCATE in the Management of Nigeria’s Niger-Delta Crude Oil 250 

buy, both of which, for example, present a contrastive perspective to a Commercial 

Transaction Frame. The transaction is viewed through sell from the perspective of the seller, 

while with buy it is from the perspective of the buyer. Other comparable expressions that 

have been used to refer to frame include script, idealised cognitive model (ICM), gestalt, scene 

etc. Croft and Cruse’s (2004, p. 14) conclusion is that there is every justification for the 

introduction of frame semantics to linguistic analysis because the approach can account 

for a wide range of data that previously cannot be properly accounted for through a truth-

conditional semantics. 

 

One such application of the frame semantics to linguistic analysis is Newman’s (1996; 1998) 

cross-linguistic analysis of GIVE verbs and the frames they evoke. In more concrete terms 

the GIVE-Frame involves a situation “whereby a person (the GIVER) passes with the hands 

control over an object (THING) to another person (the RECIPIENT)” (Newman, 1996, p. 

1). The author sees acts of giving as basic and central to human experience, involving 

directionality, from GIVER to RECEIPENT. She also delineates various aspects of the GIVE 

predicate which she divides into four domains: the spatio-temporal domain, the control 

domain, the force dynamic domain, and the domain of human interest, which can also be 

described as some of the domains in which a GIVE-Event can take place. These domains 

are discussed below. 

 

2.1.  The Spatio-Temporal Domain 

The spatio-temporal domain involves the concrete, physical act of giving that is rooted in 

our human every day experience of giving and receiving. This is illustrated in the Figure 1: 

 

 
Figure 1: The Human-Experiential Basis of GIVE-type Predicates 

 

The three boxes indicate the stages in the process of a GIVE event. The GIVER is in 

possession of THING in the first box, is handing over THING to the RECIPIENT in the 

second box, and RECIPIENT is in possession of THING in the third box. In this interaction 
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between the GIVER and the RECIPIENT, the arrow below the boxes indicates both the 

directionality as well as the time line along which THING is moved from GIVER to 

RECPIENT. For example, in the sentence ‘The teacher gave the girl a book’, the teacher is 

the GIVER, the girl the RECIPIENT, and the book the THING given, which has to move 

from GIVER to RECIPIENT. According to Newman this is the basis for the semantics of 

other GIVE predicates like award, donate, present, bestow upon, hand over and so on, and the 

above scenario can be generalized through an abstraction of the GIVE-Frame to capture 

events like “He gave me the thought…”. 

 

2.2.  The Control Domain 

The control domain involves a change in the controller of the object being given. An 

example is when the legal control of a property is given to the children as their inheritance 

before the parents or the children die. Generally, whatever is given comes within the 

RECIPIENT‘s sphere of control. Figure 2 below illustrates the transfer of THING from 

GIVER’s control domain to RECIPIENT’s control domain. 

 

 
Figure 2: The Control Domain of GIVE (Newman, 1996, p. 47) 

 

Although the sphere of control is explicit in the above figure, which can represent physical 

and legal control, the control domain itself is not always so clearly marked out in some 

circumstances. For example, I gave the oranges to our neighbour could be used to refer to a 

situation where maybe the neighbour was not around and one left the oranges on his/her 

doorstep. As a result, the oranges can be seen as having entered the RECIPIENT’s control 

domain. In other words, being physically in the immediate vicinity, even without the 

RECIPIENT actually laying hands on THING still falls within the control domain. Another 

example is something ‘coming into someone’s possession’ without any implications of the 

GIVER or the RECIPIENT being the owner. An example is when in a university the 

secretary of a department gives pens to lecturers for them to use in marking their exam 
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answer scripts. The secretary is not the owner but mainly a conduit for passing on THING. 

Hence, for something to come under the control of the RECIPIENT, the GIVER might not 

be the owner, but stands within the natural process as the required entity to convey the 

object being given. 

 

2.3. The Force Dynamic Domain 

Force dynamics is a semantic-conceptual category that goes back to Leonard Talmy (1981, 

1985, 1988, 2000); it is used to describe the interaction of entities in relation to force. The 

interaction involves two force-exerting elements that stand in different force relationships 

to each other. While the force entity that is in focus is the Agonist, the force entity that 

opposes it is the Antagonist. Force entities have intrinsic force tendencies of either towards 

rest or towards motion, and it is this difference that facilitates interaction and the exchange 

of energy. The flow of energy could result in various scenarios like one entity with a 

stronger eneergy overcoming the weaker entity and causing a change of state in the weaker 

entuty. Other scenarios could involve a release from a state, the onset of a process, or even 

the complete stoppage of a process, all of which depend on the strength of the energy flow 

in the interaction.  

 

In relating the force dynamic interaction to the GIVE scenario, one has to note that there 

the energy flow originating from the GIVER serves as the energy source, while the 

RECIPIENT serves as the energy sink that terminates the GIVE event. This path of the 

unfolding of a GIVE event is what Langacker (1991, p. 293) calls a natural path. On this path, 

GIVER and RECIPEINT are both controlling entities that could relate to THING only in a 

specific manner, with the GIVER serving as the antagonist that moves THING which as 

agonist would otherwise have remained in a steady-state, while RECIPIENT is actually 

almost always in a steady-state position because he does not have to exert himself for 

THING to come to him. The nature of this interation of the participants within a GIVE 

scenario is illustrated by Newman as follows: 

 
Figure 3: The Force Dynamics of GIVE (Newman, 1996, p 50) 
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The contributions of the participants to a GIVE scenario is played out in the force dynamics 

of the event illustrated above. The double broken arrow on the left side indicates the 

energy exertion from GIVER to move THING, while the single broken arrow on the right 

side is used to indicate lack of equivalent energy and exertion on the part of RECIPIENT. 

 

2.4. The Domain of Human Interest 

The domain of human interest has to do with the extent to which the participants are 

advantaged or disadvantaged in a GIVE event. The ACT OF GIVING could be to the 

benefit of the RECIPIENT, in which case it is positive and can be described as benefactive 

(as in ‘She gave him some money’), or it could be to the detriment of the RECIPIENT, in 

which case it is adversative (as in ‘She gave him a dosage of some poison’). In Figure 4 below 

the arrow head points to the top part of the vertical line when the outcome is benefactive, 

while it is adversative when the arrow head points to the lower part. 

 

 
Figure 4: The Human Interest Domain of GIVE (Newman, 1996,p. 52) 

 

In the Domain of Human Interest, the GIVER can be described as the advantaged, he is a 

self-acting energy source that decides the direction of the flow of the energy. But one could 

ask here: if the GIVER always end up with less and less of the overall size of the THING 

than he had before he started the GIVING ACT, does it not mean that the GIVER is also 

disadvantaged? This is especially the interesting aspect that shall also be dealt with in the 

next section on resource allocation in Nigeria. But for now, it suffices to cite Newman’s 

explanation of the effect of giving on the GIVER: 

 

My representation of the domain of human interest reflects the typical 

scenario, not the atypical. One could add information, too, about the effect 

of the act on the GIVER to make representation more complete, but in the 

case of GIVE there seems to be little one can say about the effect of the act 

on the GIVER. The GIVER ends up with less than what he/she started out 
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with, but that does not mean the GIVER is necessarily disadvantaged in 

any way. (Newman 1996 :52) 

3.  

4. The GIVE Scenario in Nigeria’s Oil Block Allocation  

The connection between the GIVE scenario explained in section 2 above and Nigeria’s oil 

block/oil wells allocation might not be so apparent until one compares the verb allocate 

with other GIVE-Type predicates mentioned in section 2.1., like award, donate, present, 

bestow upon, hand over. The verb most often used to describe the process of handling 

Nigeria’s oil is allocate, which has the same conceptual content as any other GIVE-Type 

predicate. Hence, it should be possible to highlight the activities and processes connected 

with ALLOCATE in the same manner as has been done for GIVE. This shall be done below, 

before going into the application of the GIVE-Frame to resource control and allocation in 

Nigeria.  

 

3.1 The Semantics of Allocate 

One does not need to go far to confirm the common conceptual content of the verbs allocate 

and give, because most GIVE-Type predicates often involve the use of the GIVE-frame or 

even the verb give to explain or define their meanings. This also applies to the verb allocate, 

whose dictionary explanations are presented below. For the purpose of this paper the 

explanations are from three monolingual dictionaries. Only the first definition/explanation 

in each dictionary is selected; no effort is made to take up the sub-definitions in the 

dictionaries, because they are more or less “figurative” realizations of the first definition.  

Additional dictionaries are not considered so as not to over flog the obvious. 

 

Oxford Advanced Learners Dictionary: 

(2001): “to distribute something officially to somebody/something for a special purpose” 

(2010): “to hand sth to sb so that they can look at it, use it or keep it for a time” 

Macmillan English Dictionary (2005)  

“to officially give something to someone, or decide that something can be used for a 

specific purpose” 

Encarta World English Dictionary (1999) 

“GIVE OR EARMARK SOMETHING: to give something to a particular person, or set 

something aside for a particular purpose, when dividing something between different 

people or projects. SHARE OUT: to share out or divide up something between a number 

of different people or projects.” 

Table 1. The Definitions of allocate in Three Dictionaries  
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Apart from Oxford Advanced Learner’s Dictionary, the others included the verb give in their 

definitions of allocate, which is a confirmation of the semantic similarity between give and 

allocate. Also the directionality of the events expressed through both verbs are the same; 

hence, one can speak of their having a similar natural path. This is summarised below by 

replacing GIVE with ALLOCATE in the figures that were used to explain the semantics of 

GIVE: 

 

a. Allocate in the Spatio-Temporal Domain 

 

b. Allocate in the Control Domain 

 

  

c.  Allocate in the Force-Dynamic Domain 

 

d.  Allocate in the Domain of Human 

Interest 

 
Figure 5: The Various Domains of ALLOCATE 

 

Within the spatio-temporal domain (Figure 5a) the same physical transfer of THING from 

GIVER/ALLOCATOR to RECIPIENT takes place, and the allocated THING is moved into 

the control domain of the RECIPIENT (Figure 5b). The ALLOCATOR also exerts more 

energy than the RECIPIENT by initiating the allocation process (Figure 5c), while the effect 

on the RECIPIENT is benefactive (5d). The major difference between the two verbs give 

and allocate is that ALLOCATE connotes ‘official/formal’ and ‘according to plan’, while 

GIVE is neutral in that regard. When related to Nigeria, the Federal Government of Nigeria 

consistently uses the verb allocate, and the government is also the official ALLOCATOR 

who, in controlling the nation’s natural resources, has the official power to make decisions 

on the control and allocation of the resources. This is as far as officialdom goes. However, 

the actual allocation process in Nigeria tells an entirely different story, when examined 

from the perspective of the four domains in which the GIVE-Frame is realized. 
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3.2 The Spatio-Temporal Domain of Oil Allocation in Nigeria 

The Niger-Delta region, the main source of Nigeria’s crude oil, originally consisted of the 

three states: Bayelsa State, Delta State, and Rivers States. In 2002, President Obasanjo 

added Abia, Akwa-Ibom, Cross River, Edo, Imo and Ondo to the region because of the 

discovery of commercial quantity of oil deposits in these states. Also with the more recent 

discovery and exploration of oil in Anambra State, the state now also belongs to the oil-

producing states. Nevertheless, this does not detract from the fact that the core oil 

producing states of Bayelsa, Delta and Rivers have endured the worst environmental 

degradation for decades, both before and after the inclusion of the other states into the 

Niger-Delta region. 

 

The concept of physical POSSESSION of some material object is important in the spatio-

temporal domain, because it is from such a perspective that the possessor naturally derives 

the right to GIVE.  The prototypical attributes of POSSESSION have been summarized by 

Heine (1997) as follows: 

 

I  The possessor is a human being. 

II  The possessee is a concrete item.  

III   The possessor has the right to make use of the possessee. 

IV   Possessor and possessee are in spatial proximity. 

V    Possession has no conceivable temporal limit. 
 (Heine’s 1997: 39)  

 

Deriving from the above and relating it to the GIVE-Frame within the context of Nigeria’s 

oil industry, the POSSESSOR of the resources is not the same as the ALLOCATOR of the 

resources. The POSSESSOR is made up of the oil producing communities. Their attributes 

as POSSESSOR include being concrete human beings, in spatial proximity to the oil resources, 

and have no temporal limitation with regard to their habitation of the location. With these 

attributes they can fully function as GIVER. On the other hand, the Federal Government 

of Nigeria, which only functions as the ALLOCATOR and not the GIVER, is made up of 

human beings that are not in natural proximity to the oil resources, and whose habitation 

of the location is temporal, because it is restricted to mainly official visits to the region with 

regard to the GIVER oil communities and the Nigerian Government, the POSSESSEE is a 

concrete OBJECT: the oil wells and oil blocks within the Niger-Delta region of Nigeria; and 

the RECIPIENT is made up of individuals and foreign or local companies.  

 

Only the Federal Government of Nigeria, through its organ of the Nigerian National 

Petroleum Corporation (NNPC), executes the physical allocation of the oil wells and blocks, 

in addition to the “disbursement” of the financial resources accruing from it. This makes 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bayelsa_State
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the Federal Government of Nigeria to be fully responsible for every single issue arising 

from this region of the country in connection with the oil resources. Consequently, the 

government cannot downplay or divert attention from this responsibility; and any effort 

to do so remains futile. The geographical expansion of the Niger-Delta region is illustrative 

of this responsibility. For example, while the enormous environmental damage to the 

region caused by the oil companies has tremendously reduced the habitable land mass in 

the three core Niger-Delta states, the addition of the six new states to the region has 

increased the land mass of the oil producing region. The new land mass greatly diminishes 

the visibility of the existing environmental degradation within the core Niger-Delta region. 

Nevertheless, it does not simultaneously diminish the responsibility of the Nigerian 

Federal Government to those core states; after all, they have been (and still are) the 

epicentres of environmental degradation before the inclusion of the new states to the oil 

producing states. 

  

3.3   The Control Domain in Oil Well Allocation in Nigeria 

Control is a natural consequence of possession, because it is only what one possesses that 

one controls. Consequently, it is also what one possesses that one can give, and no one can 

give what he does not have. Within the GIVE-Frame, there are two spheres of control: the 

ALLOCATOR’s sphere of control and the RECIPIENT’s sphere of control. Whatever 

OBJECT/THING is allocated by the ALLOCATOR moves into the RECIPIENT’s sphere of 

control.  

 

The indigenes of the Niger-Delta region have the oil resources within their physical sphere 

of control, and as such are the POSSESSORS. However, they are not the ALLOCATORS, 

because through the Nigerian Constitution the Federal Government of Nigeria in Aso 

Rock, Abuja, is the ‘legal allocator’ of all-natural resources in the country. There is a strong 

feeling that the Northern Nigerians who do not live within the vicinity of the oil wells are 

being favoured by the government in the allocation. Furthermore, as the North is presently 

heading the administration of the Federal Government through President Mohammadu 

Buhari, the North has become the ALLOCATOR. But, according to Eghweree, the ethnic 

group that controls Aso Rock, the North, operates a system of political patronage that goes 

against every sense of equity and fairness (Eghweree 2021: 271). This can be confirmed in 

the appointments of mainly northerners into top managerial positions in the oil industry 

some years ago by President Buhari, to the neglect of the indigenes of the various oil 

producing states, especially the Niger-Delta region. Even in the most recent transformation 

of the NNPC into a limited liability company, the North still retains control of the 

company, because it holds 24 out of the 40 top positions in the company 

(https://hallmarknews.com/north-retains-hold-on-new-oil-company/) 

https://hallmarknews.com/north-retains-hold-on-new-oil-company/
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Going by the GIVE-Frame, the indigenes of the Niger-Delta region who are the 

POSSESSOR, and in whose physical sphere of control the natural resources reside, are 

literally dispossessed on two counts. The first is that they cannot decide whom the Federal 

Government should allocate the resources in their land. The second and most unjust is the 

fact that they have no top positions in the administrative set up of the NNPC; instead, it is 

the North, through the instrument of the top northern managers appointed by President 

Mohammadu Buhari, that remain in control. The northern top managers, in their decision-

making capacity, function as “official ALLOCATOR”, but not as the “natural GIVER”. 

Nevertheless, the Federal Government has through them administratively brought 

Nigeria’s oil and gas sector within the sphere of control of the North. The natural topology 

of the GIVE-Frame does not support this. 

 

3.4   The Force-Dynamic Domain  

The natural path of the energy flow in a GIVE-Frame is from the GIVER, the energy source, 

to the RECIPIENT, the energy sink, that terminates the GIVE event. This should also apply 

in the event involving ALLOCATION. As such the RECIPIENT does not need to make as 

much effort in retaining the allocated OBJECT as the ALLOCATOR in giving/releasing it. 

Hence, greater force exertion is required of the ALLOCATOR than the RECEIPIENT.  

 

The reality within the Niger-Delta region is that the allocation itself seems to point in the 

opposite direction; for here, contrary to the ease on the part of the recipient in a natural 

topology of the GIVE-Frame, it is more difficult for the RECIPIENT to retain the allocated 

object within his control domain for the following reasons. The first is that the allocated 

THING (oil block) cannot geographically move/relocate to the vicinity of the RECIPIENT. 

The Federal Government tries to go round this obstacle by physically relocating crude oil 

to the North through laying hundreds of miles of pipelines from the Niger-Delta region to 

the Kaduna refinery located in northern Nigeria. As this approach has not been working 

out as planned, the second approach is the “administrative relocation” of northerners to 

the Niger-Delta Region by appointing them into the top managerial positions in the 

Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation (NNPC). This action has led to the NNPC being 

seen as becoming “northernised” and losing its pan-Nigerian outlook (Onyekakeyah 

2020). That is also why its name has been mockingly changed from Nigerian National 

Petroleum Corporation (NNPC) to Northern Nigerian Petroleum Corporation (NNPC) 

(Oluwasanmi 2020). Either ways,  i.e. whether through oil pipeline to the North or through 

administrative relocation of Northerners to the Niger-Delta region, Nigeria’s oil industry 

has come under the control domain of northern Nigerians.  

 

And how does one ensure that the oil industry continues to remain within the control 

domain of the North?  Through the use of force: either in the form of military interventions 
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and suppression of the indigenous communities, or through the provision of personal 

security outfit for the appointed top managers and the RECIPIENTs of oil blocks by the 

Federal Government. In both instances more energy is being exerted, greater than would 

have been the case in a simple transfer of crude oil negotiated with the oil producing 

communities as the POSSESSOR and GIVER. The oil communities’ fight and struggle is 

simply to bring the oil blocks back into their control domain, because the blocks are within 

their physical vicinity and spatio-temporal neighbourhood. The struggle is further 

intensified by the fact that the act of allocating the oil blocks do not originate from them, 

the rightful owners of the land. Consequently, the force-dynamics of the allocation process 

is a dislocation of the natural topology of the GIVE-Frame and as such does not follow the 

‘natural path’ of the energy flow in a GIVE-Frame. 

 

3.5   The Domain of Human Interest 

The domain of human interest involves the ways in which the participants in a GIVE-Event 

are advantaged or disadvantaged. Typically, the object passed on is usually to the benefit 

of the RECIPIENT. Nevertheless, Newman points out that in a typical GIVE-Event “the 

GIVER ends up with less than what he/she started out with, but that does not mean the 

GIVER is necessarily disadvantaged in any way” (Newman 1996 :52). In relating this 

typical scenario to the oil industry in Nigeria, one would expect that the ALLOCATOR of 

Nigeria’s crude oil, the Federal Government, is also not “necessarily disadvantaged in any 

way”. In other words, to whose interest (advantage/disadvantage) does oil allocation in 

Nigeria take place? 

 

The results of the oil allocations over the decades, culminating in the present dispensation, 

seem to indicate that both the Federal Government and the Niger-Delta Region, as well as 

the whole country, are cumulatively disadvantaged; but not the North. For the individual 

northern RECIPIENT of the oil allocation, there is a direct “personal” advantage, similar 

to the personal advantages of those appointed by the Federal Government into top 

managerial positions. There is therefore no doubt that the North hopes for the ultimate 

advantage through a total control of Nigeria’s oil industry. The indirect effect however is 

adversative to the North, because the northern RECIPIENT, as a result of the un-earned 

allocation, must not exert himself to exploit the resources within his own spatio-temporal 

vicinity and control domain to the benefit of his region. It is therefore not surprising that 

the North continues to lose its own land mass to terrorist groups like the Boko Haram, 

while it continues to exert itself to control the natural resources of the South, especially the 

oil resources. 
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4.  Summary and Conclusion 

This paper is an endeavour to use the semantics of GIVE to stir our natural sense of balance, 

because in the ordinary everyday human affairs, a healthy sense of balance is what is 

needed to always ensure that a GIVER actually gives the right THING to a RECIPIENT. 

This good sense of balance and equity is seriously needed in present day Nigeria, where 

the greed of the politician and tribal and ethnic nepotism are unhinging the balance of 

natural resources in the country. It is hoped that this paper would induce those involved 

in governing the country to move away from the orientation of using official bureaucracy 

to act as ALLOCATORS of what does not belong to them, to RECIPIENTs that do not have 

the natural claim to receiving them. Such a good sense of balance and equity would surely 

contribute immensely to good governance in Nigeria. 

 

References 

Agbaeze, E.K. & Ukoha, Kalu (2018). Oil a Blessing or a Curse: The Nigerian Experience. 

European Journal of Social Sciences, 56(3) pp.262-270. 

Croft, W. & Cruse, A. (2004). Cognitive linguistics. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Tarila Marclint Ebiede (2017). Instability in Nigeria’s Niger Delta: The Post Amnesty 

Programme and Sustainable Peace-Building.  Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung Peace and 

Security Centre of Competence Sub-Saharan Africa. Dakar-Fann, Senegal 

Eghweree, O.C. (2021). Justice and Inclusive Governance in Nigeria: Rethinking the Niger 

Delta Problem. Icheke Journal, 19(4), pp. 271-294. 

Fauconnier, G. (1994). Mental spaces: aspects of meaning construction in natural language, 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  

Fillmore, C. J. (1977). Scenes-and-frames semantics. In Zampolli, A. (Ed.), Linguistic 

Structures Processing (pp. 55-81). Amsterdam: North-Holland. 

Fillmore, C. J. (1982). Frame semantics. In The Linguistic Society of Korea, (Eds.), Linguistics 

in the morning calm (pp. 111-37). Seoul: Hanshin.  

Fillmore, C. J. (1985). Frames and the semantics of understanding. Quaderni di Semantica, 

Vol. 6(2), 222-254. 

Geeraerts, D. & Cuyckens, H. (2007). Introducing cognitive linguistics. In Geeraerts, D. & 

Cuyckens, H. (eds.), The oxford handbook of cognitive linguistics (pp. 3-21). Oxford: 

Oxford University Press.  

Hart, C. (2005). Analysing political discourse: toward a cognitive approach. Critical 

Discourse Studies, 2 (2), 189-194. 

Hampe, B. (Ed.) (2006). From perception to meaning: image schemas in cognitive linguistics. 

Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter. 

Johnson, M. (1987). The body in the mind: the bodily basis of meaning, imagination and reason. 

Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 



South-South Journal of Humanities and international Studies                      Vol.5 No.1 March, 2022 
 

The Linguistics of GIVE and the Politics of ALLOCATE in the Management of Nigeria’s Niger-Delta Crude Oil 261 

Huckin, T. (2002). Critical discourse analysis and the discourse of condescension. In Barten 

E. & Stygall, G. (Eds.), Discourse studies in composition (Chapter 7). 

http://www.writing.ucsb.edu/wrconf08/Pdf_Articles/Huckin_Article.pdf 

Lakoff, G. and Johnson, M. (1980). Metaphors we live by. Chicago: University of Chicago 

Press. 

Lakoff, G. (1987). Women, fire and dangerous things: what categories reveal about the mind, 

Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

Lakoff, G. (1992). Metaphors and war: the metaphor system used to justify the Gulf War. 

In 

Pütz, M. (Ed.), Thirty years of linguistic evolution. Studies in honour of René Dirven on the 

occasion of his sixtieth birthday, Amsterdam: John Benjamins.  

Lakoff, G. & Johnson, M. (1999). Philosophy in the flesh, Chicago: University of Chicago 

Press. 

Langacker, R.W. (1987). Foundations of cognitive grammar, Vol. I. Theoretical pre-requisites. 

Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

Langacker, R.W. (1991). Foundations of Cognitive Grammar, Vol 2. Descriptive applications. 

Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

Newman, J. (1996). Give: a cognitive linguistic study. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter. 

Newman, J. (ed.) (1998). The linguistics of giving. Amsterdam & Philadelphia: John 

Benjamins. 

Onyekakeyah, Luke (2020). Appointments: Is this Northern Nigeria Petroleum 

Corporation?  https://m.guardian.ng/opinion/appointments-is-this-northern-

nigeria-petroleum-corporation-nnpc/(Published: June 2, 2020, 3.06 am; accessed: 

1st November, 2020) 

Oluwasanmi, Bayo (2020). Northern Nigera Petroleum Company. 

http://saharareporters.com/2020/06/01/northern-nigeria-petroleum-company-

bayo-oluwasanmi(Published: June 1, 2020; accessed: 1st November, 2020) 

Stockwell, P. (2000). Towards a critical cognitive linguistics. 

eprints.nottingham.ac.uk/23/0/CRITCOG.PDF 

Talmy, L. (1981). Force Dynamics. Paper presented at Conference on Language and Mental 

Imagery. May 1981, University of California, Berkeley. 

Talmy, L. (1985). Force dynamics in language and thought. Cognitive Science, 12(1), 49-100. 

Talmy, L. (1988). Force dynamics in language and thought. Regional Meetings, Chicago 

Linguistic Society, 21, 293-337. 

 

 

https://m.guardian.ng/opinion/appointments-is-this-northern-nigeria-petroleum-corporation-nnpc/
https://m.guardian.ng/opinion/appointments-is-this-northern-nigeria-petroleum-corporation-nnpc/
http://saharareporters.com/2020/06/01/northern-nigeria-petroleum-company-bayo-oluwasanmi
http://saharareporters.com/2020/06/01/northern-nigeria-petroleum-company-bayo-oluwasanmi

