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Abstract 

 Peace and security are indispensable anchor on which the growth and development of any 
nation or country is built. They are therefore very fundamental to the progress of any nation 
Nigeria as a nation, for instance, has been grappling with the problems of peace and security 
for a number of years now. The intensity of these challenges keeps on increasing by the day 
with every vital sector of the society being negatively affected; thus halting national 
development. At the bottom of these challenges is identity politics which has to do with very 
serious issues of ethnicity, intergroup relations and religion. Finding solutions to the 
problems or challenges posed to the peace and security of this country by these core issues for 
national development is, therefore, the focus of this paper. The paper addressed the problems 
of identity politics through a historical analysis of their causes and effects, and also proffer 
tangible solutions to them in order to sustain peace and security in the society for national 
development.  
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 Nigeria as a plural society is made up of over 250 different ethnic groups, and diverse 
religious organizations. After living together in relative peace for almost 100 years, this diversity in 
ethnicity and religion has suddenly become an albatross truncating intergroup relations, and 
endangering peace and security, which in turn have frustrated national development in the country.  
The tensions generated by this ethnic and religious bickering among the people in the country today 
are overwhelmingly dangerous to the survival of the entire nation as an entity. This is why the writers 
of this paper attempted a historical analysis of the causes of these problems, their implications for 
national peace, security and development, and proffered a way forward.  
 
The Conceptual Meaning of Identity Politics – Ethnicity, Intergroup Relations and Religion 
For a clearer understanding of the discussion here, it is important to attempt a brief exposition of the 
conceptual meaning of the above – mentioned terms:  
 
Identity Politics: - This can be simply defined as Politics clad in ethnicity, religion and other partisan 
attributes with serious implication for intergroup relations, peace, security and development of a state 
or country. The key issues of concern in the discussion of identity politics in this paper are – ethnicity, 
intergroup relations and religion.  
 
Ethnicity: -  This has been simply defined as the fact or state of belonging to a social group that has a 
common national or cultural tradition. Ethnicity or ethnic group has also been referred to as a socially 
defined category of people who identity with each other based on common heritage and cultural 
activities-(en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ethnic group).  

Cliffs (2013) defined ethnicity as shared cultural practices, perspectives, and distinctions that 
set apart one group of people from another. That is, ethnicity is a shared cultural heritage. According 
to him, the most common features that distinguish various ethnic groups are ancestry, a sense of 
history, language, religion and forms of dressing (www.cliffnotes.com-homessciences>sociology). 

Most countries today consist of different ethnic groups. Ideally, many countries strive for 
pluralism where people of all ethnicities and races remain distinct but maintain social equality. Cliffs 
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also argued that the United States is exceptionally diverse with people representing groups from all 
over the word, but lacking in true pluralism. He further maintains that the same could also be said of 
the former Soviet Union with its more than 100 ethnic groups, some having over a million members.  

However, Nigeria, no doubt, can be said to be a true plural society with her over 250 diverse 
indigenous ethnic groups, having their equality and fundamental human rights guaranteed under a 
Federal constitution. The problem with Nigeria is not her pluralism or multiplicity of ethnicity, but the 
subtle manipulation of this ethnic diversity by a few powerful elite group for their selfish advantage; 
which needs to be addressed urgently, which is the major concern of this paper.  
 
Intergroup Relation: Hugg and Dominic in Wikipedia, (2019) have opined that relations between 
groups, for example, those based on race, ethnicity, national, gender, age, ability, and socio-economic 
status; provide the context for everyday life. They further claim that intergroup relations frame the 
way we define ourselves and others, the way we behave, and the way in which we treat others 
(books.goole.com>psychology>social psychology). Springer in Wikipedia (2019) also sees intergroup 
relations as the way in which people in groups perceive, think about, feel  about, and act toward 
people:-link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.10). 

The classic definition of intergroup relations was originally given by Sheriff in Wikipedia 
(2019), who stated that: “Whenever individuals belonging to one group interact, collectively, with 
another group or its members in terms of their group identification, we have an instance of intergroup 
behavior” (WWW.blackwellreference.com> Business and Management). Within an organization, the 
term intergroup relations refers to both individual interactions involving members from different 
groups and the collective behavior of groups in interaction with other groups, at either the intra-or 
inter-organizational level.  

The study of intergroup relations has been given impetus in recent times due to the increasing 
conflicts in most of our societies or nations, and also the recognition of the immense importance of 
intergroup co-operation, especially in large and multi-ethnic nations like Nigeria, for example. Within 
the context of this discourse, intergroup relations can be construed to mean the various interactions 
between one group of people with another either at the ethnic, religious, political, socio-economic or 
cultural level, or even between the government and the citizens or between state and state. Given the 
overall importance of intergroup relations to the peace and security and national development of a 
country, co-operation and cordiality is all what is needed in the interaction of the different ethnic, 
religious and other interest groups to move the country forward.  
 
Religion:-  The word religion, has been given different definitions and interpretations by various 
scholars. According to Wikipedia (2014), religion refers to the belief in and worship of a superhuman 
controlling power, especially a personal God or gods. It also defines religion as an organized 
collection of beliefs, cultural systems, and world view that relate humanity to an order of existence.  

Religion is derived from a Latin word “religion” which means a fixed relationship between 
the human self and the non human entity; the sacred, the absolute, the numinous or simply God. Thus, 
Danner in Wikipedia (2019) has stated that religion is a means of link or relationship between God 
and man. However, Durkheim in Wikipedia (2014) looks at religion purely as a social phenomenon. 
He refers to it as “a unified system of beliefs and practices to sacred things, set apart and prohibited”. 
He saw religion as a “recognition of our duties as divine command.” 

Religion has also been said to be what an individual does with his or her solitary time in the 
realm of spirituality, and a living force in every society. According to Dayo in Wikipedia (2014), 
“Religion is an important fact in every society but how well it is used is another matter entirely”. As a 
matter of fact, majority of adherents regards religion as the pattern of belief and practice through 
which man communicates with the Almighty power, which is believed to be behind the world of their 
everyday experiences.  

Many religions have narratives, symbols and sacred histories that are intended to explain the 
meaning and origin of life or the universe. From their beliefs about the cosmos and human nature, 
people derive morality, ethnic, religious law, doctrines or preferred lifestyle. What is so certain about 
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religion is that it has a transcendental hypnotic influence over its adherents. This is why people have 
been so manipulated through it.  
 
The Historical Analysis of Identity Politics and the Way Forward 
Ethnicity: This is a serious factor in Nigeria’s political and socio-economic development. The multi-
ethnic nature of the country instead of boosting her political and socio-economic development has 
rather become a clog in the wheels of her progress. The three major ethnic groups – Hausa/Fulani, 
Yoruba and Igbo – while they struggle in acrimony, violence and arrogance to perpetually control the 
leadership of the country, the other minority ethnic groups grumble and strive in silence for an 
opportunity to wrest power from them (majority ethnic groups). Thus there is an endless struggle and 
bitter political bickering in a vicious circle to control not only the political power of the country, but 
also her economic resources by all the ethnic nationalities.  

The emergence of ethnic politics in Nigeria predates her independence. According to 
Olusanya (2012), one strong factor that promoted ethnic loyalties in the country was the nature of 
colonial constitutions from the Macpherson constitution to the independence constitution. The 
development whereby the North had as many seats in the central legislature as the West and East put 
together was hardly designed to promote healthy intergroup relations. If population was the basis for 
this development, why were the west and east given equal representation, when they were not equal in 
population? In fact, it is logical to draw the conclusion that the British, who drafted those 
constitutions, wanted the then more conservative North to dominate the central legislature. Ikime 
(2016) has also argued along this point of view: 
 

Yet it must be obvious that a situation in which the constitution itself guaranteed the 
dominance of the central government by a particular region could be productive of strife and 
other developments since independence have created a political culture in which a particular 
group considers that control of Nigeria’s central government is its birthright. Naturally, other 
groups thoroughly resent this situation which is clearly one of the factors  that bedevil our 
search for true unity. 

  
The hostilities associated with the problems of co-existence during the colonial period were 

rather intensified by the politics of decolonization, especially between the three dominant ethnic 
groups in the then three regions. The reasons for the heightened mutual suspicion and hostility is not 
far-fetched. According to Ikime (2016), as the country prepared for independence, the leaders of each 
regions started to make arrangement which would ensure their selfish advantages. This competition 
for advantages produced tension, and that negatively affected intergroup relations. So, at a time when 
political leaders of the country should have laid firm foundation for the unity of the future Nigerian 
nation – state they found themselves entangled with fight  for parochial sectional interest; or 
advantages which often means interest or advantages for the three giant ethnic groups which dominate 
the Nigeria scene till date. In the aftermath, no firm foundation for the real unity at the national level 
could be laid. So, fifty-eight years after independence, no solid foundation for truly united Nigeria is 
yet to be laid, and Nigeria continues to grope along without true united Nigerians. 

To say that ethnic politics is the bane of Nigeria’s peace and security and of course national 
development is to say the least. The tension and bitterness generated by ethnic politics, if not checked 
timely, are capable of plunging the country into catastrophic conflicts with dire consequences for her 
corporate existence. Politicians in order to realize their selfish objectives, have deftly divided this 
country along ethnic lines. Writing on the roots of Igbo-Yoruba conflict in Nigerian politics, Uchenna 
(2013) noted that the origin of ethnic conflict in Nigerian national politics especially as it concerns the 
Igbo and Yoruba really masked a more complex struggle between interests that were non-ethnic in 
nature. He was of the view that a lot of people who practice ethnic solidarity in politics are not 
traditionalistic but employ ethnic-based strategies in their pursuit of personal and class based interests. 
Thus, from the 1950s to the 2000s, political parties like the Action Group (AG), Unity Party of 
Nigeria (UPN), Alliance for democracy (AD), Action Congress of Nigeria (ACN), were Yoruba-
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based; National Council for Nigerian Citizens (NCNC), Nigerian People’s Party (NPP), All Progress 
Grand Alliance (APGA), were Igbo-based, and the Northern People’s Congress (NPC), Great 
Nigerian People’s Party (GNPP), People’s Redemption Party (PRP), National Party of Nigeria (NPN), 
Congress for Progressive Change (CPC), All Nigerian People’s Party (ANPP),  were Hausa/Fulani-
based. 

The ethnic composition of the various afore-mentioned political parties made it difficult for 
them to acquire a national character, and therefore failed to unite the country for national 
development. Ikime (2016) made it clear that whatever the excuse for the establishment of ethnic, 
region-based political parties, the effect was not just that of inter-ethnic hostility within the regions as 
well as a majority-minority syndrome; it was also obvious that such political parties could hardly be 
expected to develop strategies for national identity – “strategies that would produce the true Nigerians 
for whom we continue to search in vain.”  

From the historical perspective, the factors which give vent to ethnic cleavages and thus act 
against the unity of the country are multi-dimensional. To a great extent, the ethnic factor was 
involved in the civil war of 1967-1970 in the country. The struggle for control of the central 
government was mainly between the three ethnic nationalities of Igbo, Yoruba and Hausa/Fulani 
which culminated in the bloody civil war.  During the war, all the other ethnic groups fought against 
the Igbo; which ended in “no victor-no vanquished”, but with heavy casualties and devastation on the 
part of the Igbo. However, 48 years after the civil war the various issues which led to the war have not 
been adequately addressed, thereby compounding the already tension-soaked ethnic conflicts in the 
country. A glaring evidence of this is the frequent agitation by MASSOB, and Ohaneze for the 
actualization of Biafran State and reparation for the Ndigbo, respectively. Umoru and Erunkie (2014) 
have noted that a document titled “Atrocities and Injustices against Ndigbo: Ohaneze demand for 
Reparation”, which was circulated with the amendment to the proposed National Intervention Fund at 
the then concluded National Conference, organized under President Goodluck Jonathan, the delegates 
said it was incalculable to put a price on the death of millions of Igbo who were killed in the civil war 
and other occasions. According to Ohaneze: “The case of the South-East, which bore the full brunt of 
the civil war for 30 months, is particularly tragic. Most of it remained a wasteland, despite General 
Gowon’s declaration of the three “Rs”, Reconstruction, Rehabilitation and Reconciliation.”  

It has also been postulated by Ikime (2016) that the civil war promoted greater ethnic 
consciousness throughout the nation. He stated that before the actual outbreak of hostilities, Ojukwu 
had called on all the Igbos in other parts of the country to return “home”. Among the returnees were 
those who had spent nearly all their lives outside Igbo land. To such persons, the reality of their 
pathetic situation was the lesson that the only really safe home was the ethnic home. This lesson was 
also learnt by other Nigerians. And many people who did not build houses in their ethnic homes 
became conscious of the fact that they had to do so, should there be any eruptions in national politics, 
they could evacuate their families to their “safe ethnic homes”. This and other cases like “abandoned 
property” in many parts of the country have actually deepened ethnic consciousness with the feeling 
that one is not really safe in any part of the country except in ones ethnic home.  

Another very strong factor which has contributed to the deepening of ethnic cleavages in our 
national politics is the manipulation of the ethnic factor by our politicians. In spite of the provisions of 
the 1979 constitution as amended in 1999, about all political parties acquiring national character, the 
ethnic factor has remained dominant in power sharing and allocation of resources. Thus the favoured 
groups at both federal and State levels have tended to manipulate the system to the advantage of their 
ethnic groups. As a nation, we are still far from the point where the good of all is the overriding goal 
of government. Our politicians still see governance as the opportunity to corner as much development 
and the “national cake” for their own particular ethnic groups to the utter frustration and neglect of 
others. As long as this trend persists, ethnic cleavages deepen and pose major challenge to peace, 
security, unity and national development. Where the game of numbers is not played in the context of 
the principle of equitable development, democracy can become a curse rather than a blessing. This 
point was abundantly expounded by Otite in Ikime (2016) when he opined that:  
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By manipulating the symbols and sentiments associated with ethnicity, and by mobilizing 
Nigerians – to behave predictably in accordance with particular sectional interest, ethnicity 
reinforces criticisms of democratic processes of government by which the majority may not 
always be right. Democratic decisions reached on the basics of sheet numbers, thus become 
tied to the differential populations of ethnic groups and to the unequal sizes of the component 
states of the federation such as Nigeria.  

One other grave danger of how ethnicity has hampered the collective guest for national unity and 
development in our country in recent times is the seemingly deadlocked National conference of 2014, 
which could not address some very sensitive national issues such as revenue allocation and derivation 
principle, because of sectional interests. Daka and Tsoka (2014) have claimed that: 

A tense atmosphere had prevailed on the floor at the resumption of pleanary  (14th July, 2014) 
as northern and southern delegates to the parley appeared at daggers drawn over the contentious issue 
(of revenue allocation and derivation), which became a bone of  contention since the beginning of the 
confab inaugurated by President Goodluck Jonathan on March 7th, 2014. 
This is once again a shattered dream at national integration and development.  
 
Intergroup Relations:-  In Nigerian, intergroup relations between the different ethnic nationalities 
are far from being cordial, and thus not conducive for national development. Olayemi and Okpeh 
(2015) have argued that intergroup relations in developing nations are always characterized by one 
form of conflicts or the other. According to them, in the Nigeria setting, it has masqueraded as 
religious, political, ethnic and even intra-ethnic conflicts. In a similar vein, in Joshua (2013) has 
posited that intergroup relations in plural societies like ours are always prone to violence, conflicts, 
instability and break-down democracies, because of segmental cleavages or division. Such cleavages 
follow lines of objective social differentiation that may be of religious, ideological, linguistic, 
regional, cultural or ethnic inclination. In such societies, (plural), political parties, interest groups, 
media groups and others, often tend to be mobilized along sectional or segmental cleavages (lijphart 
1977-3-4 quoted in Joshua (2013).  

Intergroup relations in Nigeria are fundamentally influenced by a number of factors which 
include political, socio-economic, ethnic and religious. On the political turf, our leaders have 
polarized the entire society along ethnic and religious lines in order to perpetuate their selfish interest 
which makes intergroup relations, national integration and development a mirage. Usually, the embers 
of inter-ethnic and religious distrust, suspicions, conflicts and crises are sown by politicians as a basis 
for securing the firm political control of their individual ethnic bases. Akanni (2013) has asserted that 
politicians succeed in dividing the masses along ethnic and religious lines due to increasing poverty 
which their bad policies have thrown the people into. Arguing further, he maintains that: 

Politicians are more vociferous about spreading ethnic hostilities particularly when elections 
are around the corner, just as the (2019) elections are approaching. The approaches may 
vary in details but the central goal of all politicians from all ethnic groups is to whip up 
ethnic and tribal sentiments mostly for their selfish interests on issues like marginalization, 
victimization, federal character, rotational presidency, etc.  

 Ikime (2016) identified some salient factors which inhibit cordial and mutual intergroup 
relations in the country. These factors can be categorized into two groups. The first group includes the 
passionate race to secure and consolidate personal, party and ethnic, economic and political 
opportunities. The other group includes institutional inadequacies and failures; the corruption of 
political class, and the failure to respect basic rules of the game in the zero-sum contest for power 
reinforced by the system of government and opposition; irreconcilable ethnic and regional differences 
articulated by sectional political parties; and the failure of the political leaders to meet basic 
expectations of the people including the hopes of the minority groups for separate states of their own.  

Socio-economic factors such as unprecedented high rate of unemployment, illiteracy, 
ignorance, diseases, homelessness, hopelessness, frustration, poverty all of which afflict the poor 
masses who are members of all ethnic groups across the country, also create veritable obstacles for 
intergroup relations and national development. As the adage goes “a hungry man is an angry man”. 
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Those dissatisfied with government’s failure in addressing basic issues of the society may resort to 
violent protest and agitation to drive home their point. Worst still, instead of blaming the woes of the 
society on bad leadership of the individual leaders in government, the whole of their ethnic groups are 
marked for untold questionable assaults and vituperations.  

To some extent, the copious presence of various ethnic militias and associations and their 
modus operandi for protest and agitation across the country today, depict the increasing failure of our 
government and political leaders to live up to the minimum expectations of the people. Some of these 
ethnic militias and associations include the Odua People’s Congress (OPC), Arewa Consultative 
Forum (ACF), Ijaw Youth Council (IYC), Movement for the Emancipation of the Niger Delta 
(MEND), Movement for the Actualization of Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOB), Indigenous 
People of Biafra (IPOB), Movement  for the Survival of the Ogoni People (MOSOP), just to mention 
a few. All these ethnic militia groups are all determined to fight and right the wrongs perpetrated 
against their ethnic groups by governments and other ethnic groups in the country, thereby bringing 
intergroup relations to a cross-road with dire peace and security challenges for national development. 
Joshua (2013) posits that of all the various ethnic militia groups and associations, MOSOP and 
MASSOB are more committed to the service of micro-nationalism as a way of righting perceived past 
wrongs meted out to their people by successive governments of Nigeria.  

The preponderance of ethnic militia and associations in the different regions of the country 
underscores the prevailing bad leadership and government compounded by endemic corruption and 
politics of winners-take-all ideological position of government, which has permanently excluded 
some sections of the society from sharing in the dividends of democracy. Buttressing this point 
further, Stan (2015) asserted that:   

Successive elections in African countries have produced the same kinds of political realities. 
This is because political identification on the part of the citizenry is usually based on ethnic 
factors, religious affinity and personal gratification that one derives from aligning with any 
politician. Voting is not done on the basis of issues because there are no policy options or 
viable alternative or oppositions to ruling governments in Africa. What have emerged are 
structuring of patron – client relations between the politicians and the people who support 
their political aspiration, with the subsequent neglect of the interest of those outside the 
ruling party’s political circumference. 
The aforementioned anomalies and many other do not augur well for intergroup relations, 

national integration and development since they are recipes for endless militant agitations, protests 
and conflicts with their attendant peace and security challenges for the country. Other issues that pose 
serious threat to intergroup relations, national integration and development in the country include: the 
quest of the Nigeria Delta Oil rich minorities for a greater share of oil rents, local autonomy and 
compensation for the pollution of their environment; the quest of the minorities of southern Nigeria 
and their allies in other parts of the country for political restructuring according to the principles of 
true federalism; the equitable sharing of power and resources among all the ethnic groups in Nigeria, 
and an end to the plunder and pollution of the Niger Delta which still remains one of the most 
underdeveloped and environmentally degraded regions in the country (Obi 2012). Except these issues 
are properly addressed, the peace and security of not only the region but of the entire country are at 
stake.  

On a more serious note, lack of true historical understanding among the different ethnic 
groups or nationalities in the country of their real background and identities or natural affinities, has 
created various misconceptions about their relations. This is certainly a source of mutual suspicion, 
distrust, hatred and hostility among them. This point was aptly captured in Ikime (2016) when he 
stressed that the various ethnic nationalities instead of “the requisite helpful knowledge” used “blatant 
misconception and alienating stereotypes” in referring to one another in their relations. By these, the 
Hausa/Fulani is Gambari (a fool) in the south; the Yoruba is tricky and untrustworthy; the Igbo is all 
grabbing and fiercely ethnic (including Yamiri in the north); the Bini wicked and dangerous; the 
Urhobo Sobo Wayo; the Ijo irrational and highly temperamental, the list is by no means exhaustive. 
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According to Ifemesia “these stereotypes not only prevent us from knowing the real peoples, they 
make cordial intergroup relations difficult to promote and so retard national development. 
     
Religion: Religion is one of the most easily contrived or manipulated media by the politicians in their 
subtle dealing with the gullible members of the society in order to achieve their selfish interests. This 
is understandable in the light of the unquestionable intrinsic nature of religion, and its spiritual 
influence on human life. This is why Ekpu in Wikipedia (2014) commenting on the influence of 
religion as the opium of the people opined that “religion is the pivot of most people’s lives. And 
because it strives to preserve the obedience of its adherents and sometimes to provoke their will to 
revolt, it is a powerful instrument for good and ill.” 

The point has already been made that Nigeria is a plural society, and it has diverse religions- 
Christianity, Islam and traditional religion being the major ones. In the contemporary Nigerian 
politics, the adherent of these major religion, especially Christianity and Islam, have been so propped 
up in clandestine animosity and hostility by politicians in order to actualize their selfish goals. That 
this is so, is well noted by Ikime (2016) in his observation: “a rather recent but significant 
development in intergroup relations is the hardening of religious lines. The religious riots that have 
occurred in the country in the last few years are one manifestation of this fact.” One of the main 
points of disagreement between the Muslims and the Christians in the country is that while Muslims 
are pressing for an Islamic state-a theocratic nation like the Sokoto caliphate that was, the Christians 
are insisting on a secular state. Another point of disagreement is that the Muslims also want to hold to 
the control of political and economic power in the country perpetually which the Christians 
vehemently try to resist, because of fear of transforming the country into an Islamic state at the 
slightest available opportunity. The clash of interest between the Muslims and the Christians in the 
country translate into conflict between the predominantly Muslim North and the predominantly 
Christian South, orchestrated and exploited by the politicians of both divides to achieve their 
inordinate selfish interest; especially as elections are close by.  The dimension and ferocity of these 
conflicts have never overwhelmed the entire country before as they have been in recent times. The 
climax of these is the emergence of a dreaded Islamic sect in the North of the country, known as Boko 
Harm and Fulani Herdsmen.  

The operations of these religious sects, especially the killing and destruction of lives and 
property of Christians and other groups leave much to be desired about the corporate existence of the 
country. The sinister and devilish activities of Boko Haram and Fulani Herdsmen have not only 
brought the animosity and distrust between Muslims and Christians to the fore, but have also called to 
question the very basis for the unification of northern and southern Nigeria (Nukueye and Ehimatie 
2015). The escalating and unabating murderous activities of these religious sects have not only 
dwarfed the security apparatus of the entire nation, but have also exposed the present federal 
government to ridicule and state of helplessness and hopelessness; thereby compounding the peace 
and security challenges for the whole country.  

There is no doubt that Boko Haram is an off-shoot of Maitastsine that once ravaged the 
northern part of the country in the 1980s (Nukueye 2013). Since the inception of the activities of 
Boko Haram and Fulani Herdsmen in the country, thousands of lives have been lost; property worth 
millions of naira destroyed; a lot of villages and towns sacked or displaced with their inhabitants; the 
economy and means of revenue of the North greatly destroyed; important projects and infrastructural 
development obstructed; free movement and association restricted; kidnapping of school children 
especially 276 female students of Government Secondary School Chibok since April 2014, leading to 
the closure of many schools in the North East of the country (Kingsley Ndahi, Luka and Tare 2014 
and Aldoghie 2014). The activities of Boko Haram and Fulani Herdsmen and their effects may well 
be a subject of discussion in another paper, but suffice it to say that they are not only retrogressive to 
the modern Nigerian State, but also capable of causing its total disintegration in an extra violent 
manner ant atmosphere. One very clear fact about the emergence of Boko Haram and Fulani 
Herdsmen and its metamorphosis into a full blown terrorist sect, is that it is politically motivated to 
create disaffections, hatred and conflicts between Muslims and Christians in the country for selfish 
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political gains.  The fact that Boko Haram and Fulani Herdsmen are a political contraption is perhaps 
evidenced by their murderous and indiscriminate destruction of lives and property, and the fact that no 
proactive and serious attempts have been made by both the federal and state governments to bring the 
sects and their activities to a timely end. That the political class have found an easy and a willing 
alliance in the youths of this country, to manipulate for the destruction of lives and property and other 
despicable acts of violence, is not surprising at all. Unemployment, poverty, unequal distribution of 
wealth, illiteracy, ignorance, diseases, oppression, injustice are rife in every section of the country, 
which are as a result of bad governance, bad politics, corruption and a faulty federal structure. In all of 
these, the youths of this country are mostly the direct victims; no wonder they are easily lured into 
criminal activities, including terrorism for survival.  
 The harsh implication of the activities of Boko Haram and Fulani Herdsmen and other 
political sponsored religious groups in the country today are the present serious peace and security 
challenges which have also created terrible impasse in our intergroup relations, national integration 
and national development. The threat of Boko Haram and Fulani Herdsmen, though is presently being 
curtailed largely by the President Buhari’s Administration, is viciously pervasive throughout the 
country. Indeed, the fear of Boko Haram and Fulani Herdsmen is now the beginning of wisdom of 
survival in Nigeria! 
 
The Way Forward 
 The multi-ethnic and multi-religious nature of Nigeria is a product of her history. The fact that 
we have lived together for over a century with minimum friction is a fact of our historical origin that 
we must try to deeply understand and exploit in order to forge progressively ahead. Our multi-ethnic 
and multi-religious background is not the issue, the main issue is that successive governments in the 
country have adopted a winner-take-all ideology and therefore involved in lopsided development, 
which has seen large sections of our society excluded and impoverished. If we must have a united 
Nigeria where cordial intergroup relations, peace and security of lives and property are guaranteed, 
there must be a deliberate policy of government to recognize the rights of all ethnic groups in the 
country to a just and fair share of the nation’s resources; that the status of any citizen shall not be 
determined on the basis of his place of birth or his religion; that government exists for all the citizens 
of the country and not for a selected group. Thus, Ikime (2016) has noted that: “we have thus far 
manipulated the ethnic…. and religious factors in a manner which has militated against the evolution 
of a truly united nation. Let us now opt for new strategies that will throw up real Nigerians for 
Nigeria.” 

Logically, the persistence of most of the mutual suspicions and distrust in our national life is 
borne out of ignorance. The historical understanding of our background must help to wipe off this 
ignorance. Here, Ifemesia in Ikime (2016) has asserted that:  

Intergroup relations would be advanced if culture groups know enough about the 
backgrounds and antecedents of their neighbors; for that would enable the one to know the 
merits and defects of the other and so they can tolerate one another and interact with the 
minimum of friction and conflict.  
In order to reduce the scourge of ethnic and religious conflicts which threaten the peace and 

security of the country, the government at all levels must as a matter of urgency take drastic measures 
to address unemployment, poverty, unequal distribution of wealth, illiteracy, ignorance and disease, 
which mostly affect the youths. This, they can do by building industries to create more jobs, introduce 
various youth empowerment programmes, funding education at various levels, and equipping our 
hospitals and making all of these easily accessible to everybody including the youths in order to 
safeguard them against the evil machinations of bad politicians. The fact that unemployment and 
illiteracy are important factors in most conflicts in northern Nigeria is well noted by Akinlade (2013). 
According to him:  

The obvious cause of conflict from North-west, North-central and North-east, is joblessness 
on the part of the youth. Rather than addressing this trend, more workers are retrenched as 
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seen in textile industries, banks and some privatized companies. If northern Nigeria must 
know peace, the scourge of “almajiri” must be addressed.  

Another fundamental issue to be addressed is the faulty structure of our federalism which concentrates 
power at the centre and leaves the grassroots at the mercy of utter neglect and poverty. There must be 
devolution of powers which will guarantee autonomy for local government councils, with the right 
priorities and the right people in power. This will bring government and the dividends of democracy 
closer to the people (Asagba, 2013).  

Furthermore, the resolution of the religious conflicts in the country is a collective 
responsibility of both the government and the citizenry. From the historical perspective, religion had 
never been an issue of conflict in our pre-colonial, colonial and early post-colonial past until lately. 
Hence the 1979 constitution as amended in 1999 made Nigeria a secular state, where everyone has the 
right to practice any religion of his or her calling. The Nigerian constitution guarantees the freedom of 
worship and association, which we all must respect in order to maintain cordial intergroup relations in 
the country.  

In addition, there must be a bold and genuine attempt by government to convene a Sovereign 
National Conference, where all the vexatious issues militating against our cordial intergroup relations, 
peace, security and national development must be addressed by elected representatives of the people. 
This is urgently necessary in order to prevent the country from waging another bloody civil war, and 
to encourage national development in an atmosphere devoid of intrigues. It is instructive to note that 
there was a concluded National Conference in the country in 2014, but there is serious fear that it 
might be scuttled by some groups or it might end up the way of other previous conferences in the 
country.  

There is also the need for all Nigerians to embrace the culture of dialogue and tolerance as a 
useful medium of resolving religious and ethnic conflicts in the country. This point is aptly buttressed 
by Stan (2015) when he stated that:  

Many wars are fought today in Africa because of the failure of individuals and groups to rise 
above their narrow interests to the greater good of society. Africans must embrace once more 
the wisdom of the village palaver, where people gather to discuss their problems and to find 
ways to solving them in an atmosphere of friendship and love. The situation where African 
ethnic groups are consistently fighting each other or where religious groups are hostile to 
each other, betrays a failure of dialogue.  

There must also be dialogue among different religious groups in the country; an ecumenical initiatives 
to find a common ground and common elements in their faith to create a better understanding and 
sincere reconciliation.We must get rid of the attitude of prejudice, hostility, distrust, mutual 
condemnation, invectives, discrimination, and other acts of intolerance, which inhibit good mutual 
initiatives among Christians, Muslims and other religious groups in the country.  

Government must urgently take proactive actions in arresting the menace of Boko Haram, 
Fulani Herdsmen and other religious conflicts which have made the country unsafe for both her 
citizens and foreigners who are doing business here. This can be done by equipping the army and 
other security agents with modern sophisticated weapons and other logistics, thus raising their morale 
and level of commitment towards providing adequate security for the country. The politicians must 
also be made to play politics according o the rules of the game, by prosecuting and sanctioning those 
found wanting. Finally to crown the following discussion, let us ponder over the words of Martin 
Luther King Jnr in one of his sermons as follows:  

When evil men plot, good men must plan. When evil men burn and bomb, good men must 
build and bind. When evil men shout ugly words of hatred, good men must commit themselves 
to glorious love; where evil men would seek to perpetuate an unjust status quo, good men 
must seek to bring into being a real order of justice (quoted in Stan 2015). 

 
Conclusion  
 From the preceding analysis, it is quite clear that Nigeria is under a very serious siege, where 
peace and security are greatly threatened owing to the effects of identity politics. It is only, when the 
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challenges of peace and security are adequately tackled in the country that we can have national 
development. It is therefore the responsibility of both the government and all stakeholders to resolve 
all issues concerning identity politics, that is, the causes and effects, in order to ensure peace and 
security, and of course national development in this country.  
 
Recommendations 
The following recommendations will be of great assistance towards resolving the issues of identity 
politics in the country: 
1. A deep understanding of our historical antecedents in respect of our emergence as an entity 
must be encouraged by all.  
2. The culture of dialogue and tolerance of our individual difference and religious beliefs for 
cordial intergroup relations must be embraced by all stakeholders.  
3. An all-inclusive representative government of all ethnic nationalities must be put in place in 
the country.  
4. Equal distribution of political power and resources of the country, and even development of 
all the sections or regions must be deliberate policy of government at all levels.  
5. Government at all levels must create jobs, fund and develop education and the health sectors 
in order to reduce unemployment, poverty, ignorance and disease afflicting the people, especially the 
youth.  
6. Government must be fast, firm and proactive in bringing to an end the criminal activities of 
Boko Haram, Fulani Herdsmen and other groups for the peace and security of the country.  
7. Government must prosecute and sanction politicians who still practice ethno-religious 
politics.  
8. There should be the convention of a Sovereign National Conference in the country to address 
all serious issues affecting our national unity and development.  
9. Devolution of power in the country is strongly recommended in order to deconcentrate 
powers at the centre, and strengthen political autonomy of local government councils for grassroots 
development.  
 
 

References 
Abubakar, M. et al (2014), “Military Arrest 486 Suspected Boko Haran Members in Abia”,  
 The Guardian June, 17 pp 1 & 4. 
 
Aidoghie, P. (2014), “Insecurity Hindered my Work in Northern Nigeria-German  
 Envoyu”, Sunday Sun, July 12 p.7. 
 
Asagba, M. (2013), “Good Local Government still a Mirage in Nigeria”, Vanguard August  
 P. 34. 
 
Akanni, I. (2013), “Bad Leadership Bane of Ethnic conflict in Nigeria”, Text of address at Inter 

Ethnic Youth Conference Organized by The Patriotic Vanguard, Airport Hotel,Ikeja, Lagos 
December 26. 

 
Daka, T. and Tsoka, K. (2014), “Confab refers Revenue Allocation log jam to Government, The 

Guardian, July 15 P. 7 
 
Danner, D. (2019), “Christianity and the Political development of Nigeria.” Wikipedia. 
 
Dayo, B. (2014), “ Religion, the New Dictionary”. Wikipedia. 
 
Ekpu, R.C. (2014), “Opium of the People”. Wikipedia. 

Nukueye John Edeki and Rev. F. C. Emeni 



11 

 

 

Nigerian Academic Forum Volume 26 No. 1, March, 2019. ISSN: 1596-3306 

 
Ikime, O. (2016),  History, The Historian and The Nations-the Voice of a Nigerian Historian, 
 Ibadan. Heinemann Educ. Books (Nig).  
 
Joshua, S. (2013) Democracy and Violent Conflicts in Nigeria. In African Journals Online (PDF). 

https://www.ajol-info>articles>down... 
 
Kingsley, O. Ndahi, M., Luka, B. and Tare, Y. (12014), “School Girls Abduction: 4 Battalions 

Mobilize for Sambisa Forest”, Vanguard May 2,P.9. 
 
Nukueye, J. and Ehimatie, A (2015), “Lessons of History as an Important Guide for Conflict 

Resolution in Nigeria”. In Journal of Teacher Perspective (JOTEP) Vol. 9. No. 2. 
 
Nukueye, J. (2013), “History Education for Peace and National Development in Nigerian”.  In 

Journal of Research and Production Vol. 22 No. 1 (213). 
 
Obi, C. (2012), “Oil and the Politicis of Transitions in Nigeria”.  In Omuoha, B. and Fadakinte 

(eds)Transition Politics in Nigeria 1970-1990. Ikeja-Lagos. Malthans Press Ltd. 
 
Olayemi and Okpeh (2015) Intergroup Relations in the 19th and 20th Century Nigeria. Markurdi. 

Aboki Publishers 
 
Olusanya, G. (2012), “Constitutional Development in Nigeria 1861-1960”. In Ikime (ed.) 

Groundwork of Nigeria History. Ibadan. Heinemann Educ. Books (Nig) Plc. 
 
Stan, I. (2015) The Face of Africa: Looking Beyond the Shadows. Ibadan. Spectrum Books Ltd.  
 
Uchenna N. (2013) “Charting a New Political Direction for Nigeria”. Vanguard, May 2, P. 54.  
 
Umoru, N. Levinus, N. Erunkie, J. (2014)” 44 Years after Igbo Demand N2.6trn Reparation over 

Civil War”. Vanguard, July 15, PP 1 & 3. 
  
 

Addressing Identity Politics-Ethnicity, Intergroup Relations and Religion-As a Means of Tackling the 
Challenges for Peace and Security in Nigeria for National Development – A Historical Analysis 
 


