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Abstract
Nigeria is confronted with a range of security challenges,
including insurgency, banditry. Communal clashes, and separatist
agitations. These issues continue to undermine national stability
and development. While numerous studies have explored the
manifestations of insecurity, this paper adopts a theoretical lens to
interrogate the root causes and persistence of conflict in Nigeria. It
draws on key conflict theories-such as Structural (Marxist)
Conflict Theory, Relative Deprivation Theory, Social Identity
Theory, and Realist Power Politics-to examine how structural
inequality, political exclusion, identity-driven tensions, and
institutional fragility contributes to insecurity across different
regions. The study employs content analysis, relying on secondary
data from scholarly literature, policy documents, and media
reports. Through this approach, the paper connects theoretical
perspectives to real-world cases including Boko Haram
Insurgency, IPOB separatist movement, and widespread banditry.
The analysis underscores the value of multi-theoretical framework
in understanding Nigeria's security dynamics and recommends
theory-informed policy responses that address both structural and
identity-based dimensions of conflict.

Keywords: Conflict, Insecurity, National Security, Conflict Theories, Armed
Violence in Nigeria.

1.1 Introduction

Nigeria, which is the most populous country in Africa, is known to grappled with
persistent insecurity for close to two decades now. The complexity of the situation
ranges from dealing with Boko Haram insurgency in the North-East, the thriving cases
of'banditry and kidnapping in the North-West, the continuous farmer-herder conflicts in
the North-Central, to the worsening separatist agitations in the South-East, all of which
have underscored the paramount need to understand their theoretical underpinnings.
Concerned researchers and policymakers alike have continually turned to conflict
L
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theories in the quest to interpret the causes, manifestations, as well as possible solutions
to these insecurities which have had negative impact on the image of the country.
Theories, such as Marxist, Structural-Functionalist, and Realist perspectives, have
offered different views and explanations for the persistence and escalation of this crisis.
The Marxist theory for instance focused on class struggles and economic inequality as
the underlying root causes of these types of conflicts, while the structural-functionalist
lens prioritizes the breakdown of societal institutions. Therefore, these theories do not
only explain why such crisis occur but equally provide policy formulation and
intervention strategies to address them (Akinwale, 2010; Obi, 2015). Given the complex
and multi-dimensional insecurity landscape of Nigeria, it becomes necessary to explore
the relevance and applicability of some of these key conflict theories to contemporary
security challenges. This paper, therefore, analyzes these theories and assesses their
relevance in explaining and possibly tackling Nigeria's insecurity challenges. Recent
scholarly contributions (Okoli & Ugwu, 2019; Onuoha, 2021) also stresses the need for
theoretical clarity in understanding and responding to these evolving security threats in
the country.

1.2 Objectives of the Study

1. To examine major conflict theories and their assumptions.
ii. To explore how theoretical perspectives can inform policy responses to
insecurity in Nigeria.

1il. To highlight the strengths and limitations of applying conflict theories in Nigeria

2.1 Conceptual Review

2.1.1 Conflict

Conflict is a multifaceted and pervasive phenomenon that can manifest across various
scales, from intimate family dynamics to complex international power struggles. At a
micro-level, conflict is a daily reality in family businesses, where it arises from
"complex and interwoven relationships, non-economic motivations, and the
intertwined evolution of family, business, and ownership lifecycles" (Mismetti et al.,
2025, p. 1). The analysis of this type of conflict requires a comprehensive framework
that addresses "the who, what, where, why, when, and how" of the dispute (Mismetti et
al.,2025,p. 1).

At a broader level, conflict in political and social contexts, particularly in the form of
secessionist movements and state-level insecurity. Secessionist conflicts are a distinct
form of intra-state conflict, often involving external patrons, such as states, international
organizations, and diasporas (Biermann, 2025). Conflict in the context of "hegemony
and the rule of force" in international relations (Chomsky, 2018). For instance, state
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terror is seen as an intrinsic part of a nation's foreign policy and a means of maintaining
power (Chomsky, 2018). The Nigerian context provides a specific example, where
sources attribute conflict to factors such as insurgency, ethno-religious violence,
communal strife, and banditry (Ata-Agboni et al., 2024; Idris & Maikomo, 2023; Jarikre
& Momoh, 2024). These conflicts are often linked to a lack of institutional capacity,
understaffed law enforcement, and socio-economic issues such as poverty,
unemployment, and the proliferation of illicit arms (Ata-Agboni et al., 2024; Idris &
Maikomo, 2023; Jarikre & Momoh, 2024).

2.1.2 Insecurity

The concept of Insecurity generally refers to the state or condition of being open to
danger or threat and the absence of protection. In the context of nation-states, it
encompasses threats to life, property, and social order (Obasa, 2023). Insecurity
manifests in numerous forms, such as armed robbery, kidnapping, terrorism, communal
and political violence. These manifestations may differ in context but are unified by
their impact on safety, peace and development. Obasa (2023) brought to light three
broad lenses through which insecurity can be understood: the physical, structural, and
psychological. Physical insecurity here involves the immediate threats to human lives
and property. This can be seen in attacks such as the one by Boko Haram or other armed
bandits. Structural insecurity translates to systemic issues like poverty, inequality, and
unemployment which often create conditions for violence and unrest. While
Psychological insecurity is associated with the fear and anxiety experienced by people
or communities as a result of persistent threats. Scholars like Onuoha (2021) and
Akinwale (2010) posits that in Nigeria, insecurity can be both a symptom and a cause of
weak institutions, poor governance, and the uneven distribution of resources. Hence,
this complexity undoubtedly requires multi-theoretical interpretations and responses,
since there is no single cause or solution.

The concept of insecurity is linked to various factors. In the Nigerian context, it's
attributed to a range of issues, including banditry, kidnapping, insurgency, ethno-
religious conflagration, and communal strife (Ata-Agboni et al., 2024; Jarikre &
Momoh, 2022). The root causes are often identified as government failure, lack of
institutional capacity, and understaffed law enforcement agencies (Ata-Agboni et al.,
2024; Idris & Maikomo, 2023). Socio-economic issues such as a high rate of poverty,
unemployment, and the proliferation of arms also contribute significantly to the
problem (Ata-Agbonietal., 2024).

The implications of insecurity are profound and wide-ranging. Economically, it leads to
a lack of safety for investments, scares away investors, and slows down business
@
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activities, resulting in financial loss (Idris & Maikomo, 2023). Socially, insecurity can
cause psychological trauma, restrict freedom, and create mistrust among people (Idris &
Maikomo, 2023). It is imperative to also mention that insecurity can lead to severe
humanitarian crises, massive displacement of populations, and the destruction of social
infrastructure (Ata-Agboni et al., 2024). In short, the concept of insecurity, as presented,
is not merely the absence of security but a complex issue with deep-seated causes and
devastating socio-economic and psychological consequences.

2.1.3 National Security

National security, traditionally understood, refers to the safeguarding of a nation's
sovereignty, territorial integrity, and the welfare of its citizens against internal and
external threats. Over time, the concept has evolved beyond military defense to
encompass economic stability, environmental safety, cyber resilience, political stability,
and social cohesion (Baldwin, 1997). The contemporary view recognizes that national
security is multidimensional and interconnected with both traditional and non-
traditional threats.

According to Ayoob (1995), national security is fundamentally about the protection of
the state and its institutions. However, Buzan (1991) expands this definition to include
sectors such as political, societal, economic, and environmental security, arguing that
threats in any of these dimensions can compromise national stability. In Africa, and
particularly Nigeria, the idea of national security is increasingly challenged by non-state
actors, including terrorist groups, bandits, and separatist movements, which undermine
the state's monopoly on the use of force (Aghedo & Osumah, 2012).

National security in Nigeria has also been influenced by poor governance, ethno-
religious conflicts, and economic inequality. Achumba, Ighomereho, and Akpor-
Robaro (2013) argue that the inability of the state to provide essential services and
enforce law and order exacerbates insecurity, making national security not just a matter
of defense, but of human security. This aligns with the United Nations Development
Programme's (1994) shift toward human-centered security, emphasizing that citizens
must be free from fear and want to feel truly secure.

In essence, national security today encompasses military preparedness, political
inclusiveness, economic sustainability, and social justice. A weak performance in any of
these areas often breeds conditions ripe for insecurity and instability.

115



Bilkisu Lukman, Zeenat Abdulsalam and Jamila Lukman

2.2 Theoretical Explanation

2.2.1 Social Identity Theory and its Application to the IPOB/Biafra Agitation
Social Identity Theory (SIT), as developed by Henri Tajfel and John Turner in the 1970s,
explains how individuals derive a sense of identity as a result of their membership in
social groups. The theory argues that individuals tend to classify themselves as well as
others into different social categories, be it ethnicity, religion, or nationality. Such
categorization often leads to in-group favoritism and out-group discrimination (Tajfel &
Turner, 1979).

In Nigeria today, the Biafra agitation led by the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) can
be effectively explained through the lens of Social Identity Theory. The Igbo ethnic
group, which is core to IPOB, has historically viewed itself as politically and
economically marginalized in the Nigerian federation (Uzoho, 2021). This believe has
promoted a very strong in-group solidarity among [POB members and other Igbo
communities in the country. [POB leaders have frequently reference historical
narratives of the Nigerian Civil War (1967-1970), citing economic neglect and political
exclusion as the genesis for such secession (Okoli & Nnamdi, 2020). These narratives
have promoted the psychological boundaries between the IPOB in-group and the
Nigerian federation as the out-group.

In addition, the IPOB's use of propaganda, and cultural symbols helps in shaping and
maintaining the group's identity. This strategy plays a crucial role in maintaining a
shared purpose within [POB, as well as attracts international sympathy and legitimacy
(Omede, 2022). As argued by SIT, when political structures fall short of addressing
group grievances, marginalized groups tend to resort to identity-based mobilization,
which is capable of escalating into a dangerous conflict if not managed appropriately.

Despite its strength in explaining group behavior, Social Identity Theory has been
critiqued for sometimes oversimplifying group dynamics by implying that group
identity automatically leads to discrimination.

2.2.2 RealistTheory and its Application to Nigeria

Realism remains one of the most influential theories in the study of international
relations and security studies. With roots to the works of classical philosophers such as
Hobbes, and Machiavelli, realism lays emphasis on the anarchical nature of the
international system, the centrality of states, and the supremacy of national interest and
power in state behavior (Morgenthau, 1948; Waltz, 1979). Therefore, according to
realism, the international arena lacks a central authority to enforce order, which
ultimately compels states to prioritize self-help, survival, and military might.
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Representing the core assumptions of the realist theory are the beliefs that states are
rational actors seeking to maximize power, that the international system is anarchic in
nature, and that conflict is unavoidable due to the competitive pursuit of security
(Mearsheimer, 2001). States act in an environment where trust is limited and security
challenges are common, thereby promoting arms buildup and alliance formation and
strong deterrence.

In applying realism to the security situation in Nigeria, the theory offers a solid insight
into the rationale behind the state's heavy militarization and centralization of power in
addressing different internal security challenges. For example, the persistent Boko
Haram insurgency in the northeast part of the country has been met with extensive
military operations such as “Operation Lafiya Dole,” demonstrating the state's reliance
on coercion to assert authority and uphold territorial integrity (Campbell & Harwood,
2018). Arguing from a realist perspective, this approach is necessary due to the urgent
need to neutralize non-state actors that threaten the sovereignty and survival of the state.

In addition, the state's response to separatist threats, such as those mounted by similar
movements in the southeast and southwest, reiterates the realist emphasis on
maintaining national unity through the projection of state power. Realism sees such
agitations as existential threats which ultimately requires firm state intervention to
prevent future insurrections and maintain national cohesion. Consequently, Nigeria's
involvement in regional peacekeeping missions, such as the ones in Liberia and Sierra
Leone, can be interpreted through the lens of realism, representing strategic maneuvers
to ensure regional dominance and secure national interests in West Africa (Adebajo,
2008).

Realism is often criticized for being overly state-centric and neglecting domestic
politics, global institutions, and the social and economic dimensions of security. This
limits its capacity to explain internal conflicts driven by deeper societal factors. But
despite the criticisms that realism underplays the role of ideology, identity, and
economic factors in shaping state behavior, its assumptions are undoubtedly relevant in
explaining Nigeria's security policy and state-centric responses to crisis and insecurity.
Therefore, realism offers a valuable framework for understanding Nigeria's security
blueprint, especially the prioritization of sovereignty, power projection, and deterrence
in the face of complex and multifaceted internal threats.

2.2.3 Marxist/Structural Conflict Theory and its Application the Niger Delta
Militancy

Marxist/Structural Conflict Theory, as formulated by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels,
offers a framework for understanding society as a system fundamentally driven by
conflict stemming from its economic structure (Binte Mohd Sedek, 2018). The core
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tenet of this theory is that "the entirety of written history amounts to the struggle
between opposing classes" (Binte Mohd Sedek, 2018, p. 1). Marx and Engels argue that
in the capitalist epoch, this class struggle simplifies into a clear antagonism between two
primary groups: the Bourgeoisie (the ruling class that owns the means of production)
and the Proletariat (the working class). The conflict is inherent because the
Bourgeoisie's power and wealth are derived from the exploitation of the Proletariat's
labor (Binte Mohd Sedek, 2018).

The theory posits that capitalism, while creating immense productive capacity, also
produces the very conditions for its own downfall. Marx predicted that the relentless
pursuit of profit would lead to recurring economic crises, which, in turn, would intensify
the exploitation of the working class (Binte Mohd Sedek, 2018). As a result of their
shared exploitation and deteriorating living conditions, the Proletariat would develop a
class consciousness, a shared awareness of their common interests and their position in
the class structure. This awakening would ultimately incite a revolution aimed at
overthrowing the capitalist system (Allan, 2006).

The Niger Delta militancy in Nigeria can be effectively analyzed through the lens of
Marxist/structural conflict theory (Marx & Engels, 1848). This framework posits that
conflict is an inherent outcome of the social and economic structure of a society,
specifically the struggle between different classes for control of resources. In the context
of the Niger Delta, the state and multinational oil corporations represent the dominant
class, or bourgeoisie, which owns and controls the means of oil production. The
indigenous communities, whose land and environment have been exploited for this
resource, represent the subordinate class, or proletariat.

The core of the conflict is the unequal distribution of oil wealth. The vast profits
generated by oil extraction are not equitably shared with the local communities, leading
to widespread poverty and a devastated environment. The militants' demands for
"resource control" and "environmental justice" directly reflect the Marxist idea of a
struggle for control over the means of production. From this perspective, the violence
and unrest are not random acts but a direct response to the "naked, shameless, direct,
brutal exploitation" of the proletariat by the powerful elite (Arblaster, 1975). The state's
military presence and actions are seen as a tool of the bourgeoisie, used to suppress
dissent and maintain the exploitative status quo.

Structural conflict theory is frequently critiqued for placing excessive emphasis on class
and economic dynamics, to the point of neglecting other vital influences such as culture,
cooperation, individual agency, and non-economic forms of inequality
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2.2.4 Relative Deprivation Theory and its Application to the Boko Haram Insurgency
Relative Deprivation Theory provides a conceptual framework for analyzing the origins
of social and identity crises, by focusing on a person's or group's subjective feeling of
deprivation rather than an objective state of poverty (Salehi, 2025). The theory, as
advanced by Runciman (1966), is based on the idea that an individual or group feels
deprived when they compare their own situation (e.g., income, status, rights) to that of a
relevant reference group and perceive that they are unfairly disadvantaged. This feeling
is not a measure of absolute lack but of a perceived discrepancy between what they have
and what they feel they are entitled to base on their comparisons (Chakravarty &
Chakraborty, 1984).

Research show that this theory is particularly useful for understanding how group
identity, whether religious, ethnic, or national, can become a source of societal security
and a cause of conflict (Salehi, 2025). When a group perceives that it is being
systematically deprived relative to another group in terms of resources, power, or
recognition, this can lead to the politicization of that group's identity. The feeling of
being unjustly left behind or excluded can then serve as a powerful motivator for
collective action, mobilization, and, in some cases, violent conflict (Salehi, 2025).

The theory distinguishes between the objective reality of poverty and the subjective
experience of deprivation. While an individual or group may not be in a state of absolute
poverty, they can still experience a deep sense of relative deprivation if they feel
marginalized or excluded from the benefits enjoyed by others (McLachlan, 1987). This
perspective is significant because it suggests that poverty is not just about a lack of
material goods but is also a matter of social exclusion and the inability to participate in a
"socially accepted lifestyle" (McLachlan, 1987). It also indicates that this theory
provides a quantitative and qualitative method for measuring the feeling of deprivation,
which can be used by researchers to understand the dynamics of social tension and the
potential for unrest (Chakravarty & Chakraborty, 1984). It highlights how comparisons
within a society are a key driver of social dissatisfaction and conflict.

The Boko Haram insurgency and the broader issue of youth radicalism in Nigeria can be
explained by relative deprivation theory (Runciman, 1966). This theory argues that
feelings of deprivation are not a result of absolute poverty but of a subjective
comparison with a reference group that is perceived to have more. In the context of the
insurgency, many youths in Nigeria's northern states experience a deep sense of relative
deprivation. While they may not be living in the most extreme poverty, they see the
wealth, opportunities, and political powers enjoyed by others both within Nigeria and
globally and feel that they are unfairly excluded from these benefits.
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This feeling of being deprived of what they believe they are entitled to such as
education, employment, and political inclusion creates a strong psychological and
social basis for radicalization. The shared sense of injustice and marginalization
transforms into collective anger and frustration, which can be easily channeled into a
social movement like Boko Haram. The insurgency offers a radical and violent solution
to these perceived injustices, promising a new social and political order that would
address the grievances of the marginalized youth. The radicalization of these youths is
thus a direct consequence of the politicization of their shared identity and the collective
feeling of being relatively deprived (Salehi et al., 2025).

While this theory effectively illustrates how perceived inequality fuels conflict, it can
fall into the ecological fallacy, assuming macro-level dissatisfaction directly translates
to individual or group violence, despite widespread evidence that not all aggrieved
groups resort to conflict

3.1  Methodology

This study adopts a qualitative research design, relying on secondary data. The data used
were obtained through a content analysis of existing literature, which includes academic
journals, books, credible media reports, and policy documents. Sources were selected
based on their academic credibility and relevance to the key themes of insecurity,
conflict, violence, and national security. The analysis centered on understanding how
various conflict theories have been applied or can be applied to Nigeria's security
challenges, especially in relation to insurgency, armed banditry, secessionist
movements, and communal clashes. This approach allows for an in-depth, interpretive
understanding of theoretical applications to real-world scenarios.

3.2  Empirical Review

Empirical studies on Nigeria's security landscape consistently demonstrate that the
country's various conflicts are not isolated incidents but are deeply rooted in structural,
identity, and socio-economic pathologies. This section reviews existing research that
validates the theoretical frameworks previously discussed, connecting empirical data to
the real-world manifestations of insurgency, separatism, and armed violence.

Studies into the Boko Haram insurgency in North-East Nigeria provides strong
empirical support for Relative Deprivation Theory. A study by King (2025) utilizing
surveys and elite interviews in the Northeast found a direct causal link between regional
underdevelopment and the rise of insurgency. The findings suggest that the perceived
disparity in development between the Northeast and other geopolitical zones served as a
primary driver for youth radicalization. Similarly, David (2024) observed that while
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religious ideology is a prominent recruitment tool, the group's resilience is
fundamentally rooted in a "greed-need-creed" spectrum, where socio-economic "need"
manifested as poverty and political disenfranchisement provides the necessary
environment for extremist growth. Empirical data from 2018 corroborates this,
indicating that crisis and strife among the region's diverse ethnic and religious groups
have been exacerbated by counter-terrorism policies that prioritize kinetic (military)
action while neglecting the underlying social and psychological variables of identity
and belonging (Nwagboso, 2018)

The resurgence of Biafra agitation in the South-East, led primarily by the Indigenous
People of Biafra (IPOB), has been extensively analyzed through the lens of Social
Identity Theory. Empirical research reveals that the group's leadership successfully
employs "identity construction" strategies, such as polarization and the "us versus them"
dichotomy, to legitimize their cause and foster in-group solidarity against a perceived
exclusionary Nigerian state. Studies conducted between 2021 and 2023 indicate that the
activities of IPOB, particularly following the establishment of its armed wing, the
Eastern Security Network (ESN), led to a 59 percent surge in attacks and a 344 percent
increase in fatalities in the region (Nkasi, 2021) These findings suggest that when
horizontal legitimacy the shared identity between different groups in a society is
challenged, societal polarization deepens, leading to violent confrontations between the
state and identity-based movements.

The Niger Delta militancy serves as a classic empirical case for Marxist/Structural
Conflict Theory. Study by Agbai and Ogbuku (2022) highlights that the conflict is
driven by a fundamental clash of interests over "resource control" and "territorial
marking," where the state and multinational oil corporations are perceived as the
exploitative "bourgeoisie". Empirical analysis suggests that despite various amnesty
initiatives, the underlying structural issues such as environmental degradation and
uneven resource distribution remain unaddressed, leading to a "militia capitalism"
where ex-militant leaders navigate a complex relationship with the federal government
while the broader population remains impoverished (Ejovi and Iweriebor, 2025). This
confirms the Marxist assumption that conflict is an inherent outcome of a society's
economic structure and the struggle for control over the means of production.

The contemporary wave of banditry in North-West Nigeria has been empirically linked
to Realist concerns regarding state sovereignty and institutional failure. A 2024 baseline
study involving nearly 3,000 community members in Katsina, Zamfara, and Sokoto
states found that bandit attacks rose by 731 percent between 2018 and 2022 (Nkwatoh,
and Hiikyaa, 2024). The research underscores that these groups operate in "ungoverned
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spaces" vast, under-policed forestlands which highlights the fragility of the Nigerian
state and its inability to maintain a monopoly on the use of force. Furthermore, studies
have shown that banditry has a significant negative effect on educational and socio-
economic activities, with the state's weak security architecture failing to provide the
"physical security" necessary for national development.

4.1  Discussion of Findings
The findings of the study are presented below in relation to the research objectives,
ensuring that each objective is addressed systematically.

4.1.1 Conflict Theories and Their Assumptions

The study reviewed four key conflict theories relevant to Nigeria's insecurity: Social
Identity Theory, Realist Theory, Marxist/Structural Conflict Theory, and Relative
Deprivation Theory. Social Identity Theory argues that intergroup categorization
promotes in-group favoritism and out-group hostility, which can escalate into violence
(Tajfel & Turner, 1979). Realist Theory emphasizes that states act in pursuit of power
and security, leading to competition and conflict when resources are scarce
(Morgenthau, 1948). Marxist/Structural Conflict Theory underscores structural
inequalities and class struggles as drivers of violence (Marx & Engels, 1848/1976).
Relative Deprivation Theory suggests that perceived inequality between groups, rather
than absolute poverty, fuels grievances and unrest (Gurr, 1970). Empirically, these
assumptions are validated by the "greed-need-creed" spectrum, where socio-economic
needs and identity-driven creeds create the environment for extremist growth and
systemic instability. These theoretical assumptions provide a strong foundation for
analyzing the roots of Nigeria's insecurity.

4.1.2 Theoretical Perspectives and Policy Responses to Insecurity

The theories provide distinct but complementary policy insights. Social Identity Theory
suggests that policies promoting intergroup dialogue, inclusive governance, and nation-
building can reduce identity-based tensions. Empirically, the surge in fatalities linked to
the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) and the Eastern Security Network (ESN)
specifically a documented 344% increase in deaths alongside a 59% rise in attacks
following the network's formation underscores the danger of failing to address identity
constructions through inclusive political dialogue (Nkasi, 2021). Realist perspectives
imply that strengthening state security institutions and maintaining territorial integrity
are crucial. However, empirical data on banditry in "ungoverned spaces" shows a
dramatic 731% rise in attacks between 2018 and 2022, suggesting that a purely realist
military approach is insufficient without addressing the state's institutional fragility and
its inability to maintain a monopoly on the use of force (King, 2025).
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Marxist/Structural Conflict Theory highlights the need for redistributive policies and
equitable resource allocation to reduce class-based grievances. This is supported by
empirical findings in the Niger Delta, where "militia capitalism" persists because the
structural issues of environmental degradation and uneven wealth distribution remain
unresolved. In this region, ex-militant leaders navigate complex relationships with the
federal government as "allies of the state," while the broader population remains
impoverished (Ejovi & Iweriebor, 2025). Relative Deprivation Theory informs the
design of social and empowerment programs that address inequality. Empirical research
in the North-East confirms that perceived regional underdevelopment and socio-
economic "need" where studies show approximately 70% of northern residents live
below $1 per day are primary drivers for radicalization, necessitating policies that
prioritize social and psychological variables over mere kinetic action (Alozieuwa, 2012;
Nwagboso, 2018).

4.1.3 Strengths and Limitations of Applying Conflict Theories in Nigeria

Each theory offers explanatory power but also has limitations in addressing Nigeria's
complex insecurity. Social Identity Theory effectively explains ethnic and religious
violence but underplays economic and political structures. Realist Theory stresses state
survival and military strength but neglects internal grievances and social justice; this
limitation is evident in the failure of state-centric responses to curb the proliferation of
illicit arms and rural unrest (Adewuyi, Salami & Dogara, 2021). Marxist/Structural
Conflict Theory strongly critiques inequality and state oppression but may
overemphasize class while ignoring cultural dimensions. Relative Deprivation Theory
captures the role of perceived injustice but struggles to explain why some deprived
groups mobilize violently while others do not. Empirically, the complexity of Nigeria's
insecurity requires a multi-theoretical framework because no single theory can account
for the convergence of jihadist groups, criminal networks, and structural poverty
(Itumo, Udeuhele & Aro, 2017).

5.0 Conclusion and Recommendations

5.1  Conclusion

This study concludes that Nigeria's security crisis is not merely a series of isolated
criminal events but a systemic failure rooted in structural, identity, and socio-economic
pathologies. The application of conflict theories reveals that while the state focuses on
the symptoms of insecurity through military force, the root causes such as perceived
marginalization, extreme poverty, and the breakdown of local governance remain
largely unaddressed. The persistent surge in violence across the country suggests that a
purely state-centric, kinetic approach is insufficient. For Nigeria to achieve lasting
stability, the national security framework must evolve from a focus on territorial defense
L
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to a broader strategy of human security that prioritizes the socio-economic well-being
and political inclusion of all citizens.

5.2 Recommendations

1. Adopt a Holistic Security Paradigm: The government should transition from a
military-heavy response to an Integrative Security Strategy. This approach
should combine traditional defense with social interventions that address the
underlying drivers of radicalization and crime.

2. Institutionalize Inclusive Governance: To dismantle the identity-driven
tensions fueled by "us-versus-them" narratives, there must be a deliberate effort
to ensure equitable political representation and the protection of minority rights
atall levels of government.

3. Implement Targeted Poverty Alleviation: Since regional inequality is a
primary driver of conflict, the government should launch massive, localized
economic empowerment programs in the most volatile regions to reduce the
pool of vulnerable citizens available for recruitment by insurgent groups.

4. Decentralize and Strengthen Law Enforcement: To eliminate ungoverned
spaces currently occupied by bandits and terrorists, the government must
overhaul the internal security architecture, focusing on community-centered
policing and better intelligence gathering in rural areas.

5. Pursue Sincere Structural Reforms: Lasting peace requires addressing the
structural grievances related to resource control and environmental justice.
Transparent resource management and the restoration of livelihoods in conflict-
affected regions are essential to ending the cycle of militancy.
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