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ABSTRACT

Nigeria is mixed with some of the most obstinate conflicts, most of them constructed from differences in ethnic identities, ethnic nationalism has led to conflicts about control of state power, unequal allocation of resources, citizenship issues, state collapse, economic decline and ethno-political clashes. Though, there are many studies on causes of ethnic conflict in Nigeria, little researches have been done on the linkage between ethnicity and political development of crises in Nigeria, therefore this research will cover the gap. The paper is purely conceptual based on secondary data such as text books, journals, magazines etc. The findings shows that class struggle, Resource Allocation and Control, Greedy Elite, Structural Imbalance are the causes of ethnic crises in Nigeria leading to political crises. Hence, eliminating trust, confidence and full political integration as a nation among the different ethnic nationalities, the paper recommend further studies in this direction, and also a systematic change in altitude, behavior and conduct toward these ethnic groupings,   to a more inclusive, open, transparent and credible political process to accommodate all in the Nigerian political space for peace, progress, tranquility and a sustainable democratic culture in the nation.
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1.1
Introduction
Most of the global crises are based on ethnic line which is taking many dimensions such as political, economic, and social. The composition of the global politics and the development of political crisis has brought about issues of political instability all over the globe, in Africa, the growing nature of ethnicity has greatly influenced political crisis. Somalia is the world’s most fragile state, according the Fragile States Index (FSI), the fragility of countries based on 12 social, economic and political indicators. Since 2004, it has analyzed how wars, peace accords, environmental calamities and political movements, ethnic cohension have pushed countries toward stability or closer to the brink of collapse. Somalia was ranked as the most fragile state. Civil war has caused instability and violence. The east African nation previously topped the list between 2008 and 2013. Somalia scored over nine (with 10 being the worst score) for every category in the index with demographic pressures, refugees and internally displaced persons being some of the worst problems faced by the country (World Economic Forum,2017).


Since gaining independence in 2011, the Republic of South Sudan has faced enormous challenges including famine and horrific ethnic violence, and now civil war is threatening to return. The fledgling nation came second in the index this year, falling one place from 2015. In a report the United Nations described the situation in the country as "one of the most horrendous human rights situations in the world (World Economic Forum,2017).


The Central African Republic was also given a Very High Alert status and ranked as the third most unstable state. A large number of internally displaced people, violence and high levels of poverty are among the major problems the country faces.
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Figure: 1.1 World Fragile Countries
Adapted from (World Economic Forum, 2016)

Nigerian has contributed to the degree of underdevelopment, ethnic conflict and political instability improper integration of the different ethnic grouping in the nation. (Achebe, 1993), this resentment had reflected in the political relationship among them, it is driven by contempt, rivalry, suspicion, and hatred and lingering fear of domination by the majority groups in the nation. This precarious situation is seen across nations in the African continent. There are bedeviled with incessant ethnic crisis and political violence. African politics is characterize by strong individuals rather than strong institution, unsettle political culture, weak political parties with no clear cut philosophy and ideology, only domineering individuals with selfish and greed motive and intention to ride on the back of the party for personal gains. ( Achebe, (1993)

The major political parties that developed in Nigeria were based on ethnic lines. The  Northern People’s Congress NPC was later formed and would later said, that they are not  ready for independence until 1960, while the rest of the region got self-rule in 1958. This singular action later reflected in the political and party activities of the different political parties in the nation after independence, the political parties that later emerged after the colonial master left were largely regionally and ethnic base, plaque by the fear and suspicion of the other ethnic group. It is worthy of note here therefore, that political parties in Nigeria developed from the ashes of nationalist movement, same is true across most of Africa south of the Sahara, particularly in Nigeria, they were regionally based, sectional in ideology and philosophy, they had strong  cultural and religious affinity, sentiment and motivation, hence these political parties across the nation  developed along ethnic lines with strong personality in the centre wielding political power at the expense of the entire party. It was more of a personality clash in the early days of the evolution and development of political parties in Nigeria,  Sir Ahamdu Bello of the Northern People Congress (NPC), propagating the interest of the north,  The action group (AG) and political protrusion of the Egbe Omo Oduduwa, a Yoruba cultural organization founded in 1947, largely regional  and sectional gravitating  towards the interest of the Yoruba people in the western part of the nation, led by Chief  Obafemi Awolowo, the political party dominated the  western house of assembly and the entire western politic, though  they were pocket of  other tribes and political party  in the region  such (NCNC) fighting  for votes and the endorsement of the Yoruba people,  it was grossly marginal and all to no avail the ethnic sentiment had its way in this region. Eastern Nigeria was dominated by the Igbo tribe who consolidated themselves into National Council Of Nigeria and Cameroon (NCNC) who came into being in 1944 led  Herbert Macaulay  and later by Nnamdi  Azikiwe in post-independence Nigeria. Ethnicity and the development of political parties in Nigeria are intertwined and common political leaders used this medium to propagate selfish and personal interest rather than common interest, they instigates cultural,  religious and sectional  sentiment in name of politics(Ajane, 1996).


Nigeria gained full independence from Britain on 1 October 1960. Immediately following independence, vicious violence started among political parties which created chaos within the fledgling democracy. On 15 January 1966 a group of army officers, most of whom were Igbo, staged a military coup, killing many of the government ministers from the western and northern tribes. Some months later, northern forces within the military staged a countercoup, killing most of the Igbo leaders. Anti-Igbo demonstrations broke out across the country, especially in the northern part. Hundreds of Igbos was killed, while the rest fled to the southeast. 


On 26 May 1967 the Igbo-dominated southeast declared it had broken away from Nigeria to form the independent Republic of Biafra. This touched off a bloody civil war this lasted for period three years. In 1970, on the brink of widespread famine resulting from a Nigeria-imposed blockade, Biafra was forced to surrender. Following the war, the military rulers encouraged a national reconciliation, urging Nigerians to once again become a unified people. While this national reconciliation succeeded in reintegrating the Biafrans into Nigeria, it did not end the problems of ethnicity in the country. In the years that followed, Nigeria was continually threatened by disintegration due to ethnic fighting. These ethnic conflicts reached their height in the 1990s. 


After decades of military rule, elections for a new civilian president were finally held on 12 June 1993. A wealthy Yoruba Muslim named Moshood Abiola won the elections, beating the leading Hausa candidate. Abiola won support not only from his own people but from many non-Yorubas, including Hausas. This marked the first time since Nigeria's independence that Nigerians broke from ethnically based voting practices. However, the military regime had the election results annulled and Abiola imprisoned. Many commanders in the Hausa-dominated military feared losing control to a southerner. They played on the nation's old ethnic distrusts, hoping that a divided nation would be easier to control. This soon created a new ethnic crisis. The next five years saw violent protests and mass migrations as ethnic groups again retreated to their traditional homelands. 


Since 1999 to 2017, the voting behavior and election is based on ethnic politics, creating crisis. Though, there are many researches on the problems of ethnicity in Nigeria, little works have been done on linkage between ethnicity and political crisis in Nigeria therefore this research will cover the gap.

2.1
Research questions

The following research questions will guide the study:

1. What are the causes of ethnic crisis in Nigeria?

2. What are its implications on Political development of Nigeria?

3. How can be ethnic crisis curtailed in Nigeria?

3.1
Research objectives

The following research objectives will guide the study:-

1. To examines  the causes of ethnic crisis in Nigeria

2. To explore  its implications on Political development of Nigeria

3. To suggest strategic ways of curtailing ethnic crisis in Nigeria

4.1
Literature review

4.2
Conflict Theory 
(C. Wright Mills) Power for Mills “has to do with whatever decisions men make about the arrangements under which they live.  It is important to see that unlike Dahrendorf, Mills is not talking only about “authority” (“legitimately power”) or compliance: getting people to do what is commanded.  As with Pareto, Mosca, and Aron, Mills distinguishes elites and masses. For Mills, elites have power by virtue of their location in three linked key institutions (structures) in society: political, dominated by the executive power of the Federal Government, the economic, dominated by a few hundred corporations, and military. Mills rejects both the class struggle picture of the Marxists and the pluralist picture, shared by Dahrendorf and much political theory, which holds that the American system of power is “a moving balance of many competing interests. Finally, while “democracy” requires “a society of publics,” the US has become basically “a mass society” in which elite’s have the capacity to manage.


The political history of Nigeria is dotted with series of social conflicts. From ethnic, sub-ethnic, religious to political conflicts, every geopolitical zone of the country has one or more troubled spots. These conflicts are as a result of many fundamental issues. Specifically, the interplay of economic imbalance, political injustices, ethnic chauvinism, religious intolerance, and the nature of the global economy, may be considered as being responsible for these conflicts.


It is however pertinent to state that many of the protracted conflicts in present day Nigeria have their roots in the pre-colonial and colonial histories of the country.


Documentary records revealed that incidences of conflicts particularly communal conflicts predate Nigeria even as a colonial state These are evidenced in the 19thcentury internecine warfare among the Yoruba people to the southwest, the war of attrition by communities inthe deltaic areas over land and claim to resources, and the numerous wars of expansion in the middle belt area especially among the Tiv, between the Tiv and the Jukun, the Nupe and the Yoruba to the North, and also the religious wars that followed the Sokoto Jihad of 1804 and which altered the sociopolitical and religious topography of present day northern Nigeria and its neighbours.


Although, Nigeria has been spared conflict on the scale experienced by many other African countries, it experiences a mass of relatively minor conflicts. This Strategic Conflict Assessment report from the Institute for Peace and Conflict Resolution, funded by DFID, UNDP, USAID and the World Bank, aimed to develop a deeper understanding of the underlying causes of conflict in Nigeria and to develop new policy responses. It focuses on the interaction between resource competition and the corruption of the political system, and calls for action in the overall area of conflict prevention.


Conflict in Nigeria may be conceptualised as an interaction between political crisis and resource competition taking place against the background of various predisposing factors, such as rivalry between different ethnic groups:
· Government institutions play a central role in both the causation and the resolution of conflict. This is particularly related to the government's role as broker of the country's oil wealth. 

· Until now the government's response to conflict has been limited - in practice - almost entirely to suppression by the military. This has tended to exacerbate the conflict.

·  The different factors causing conflict cannot be addressed in a fair and convincing way because of prebendal politics and may therefore become deeper and more connected to each other.

· Democracy has not yet had time to develop in Nigeria, but it is seriously threatened by the violent conflict in the country. 

· The impact of international donors has so far not been very pronounced with respect to development and conflict situations; however, more donor agencies are now showing interest in working on conflict issues in Nigeria.

· The key issue is not so much gaps in the response to conflict as lack of cohesion in the response. This suggests that the real gap may be the lack of a national conflict prevention strategy.

Nigeria lacks early warning systems and there is no systematic provision for preventive responses. If problems could be addressed earlier, and through political, economic and social processes, there is a chance that violent conflict could be permanently averted. International donors should:
· Support Nigerian-led efforts at tackling the structural causes of conflict.

· Introduce conflict assessment into design of strategies and programmes, acknowledging the impact of development interventions on violent conflict, and finding opportunities for peace-building within programmes.

· Improve donor collaboration and coordination.

· Put pressure on oil companies to introduce conflict prevention measures into their operations, limit exploitation of already fragile communities and to conduct their business in an environmentally sustainable manner.

4.3
Ethnicity 

The origin of ethnicity in Nigeria is traceable to the nation’s colonial experience, particularly the amalgamation of the Northern and Southern protectorates of Nigeria in 1914. According to Osadolor (1998), the act of amalgamation was not a federal idea. Lugard did not conceive a federal state for Nigeria. In the statement of the colonial office when Lugard submitted his proposals on 9 May, 1913, it was stated that ‘Sir Lugard’s proposals contemplate a state which is impossible to classify’ (Osadolor, 1998). Because it grossly impossible to administer such a state to that extent therefore, the British colonial master hurriedly came up with amalgamation of the different ethnic nationalities for their commercial and administrative not considering the imminent and undeniable difference in culture, religion, character and socio political traditions of these ethnic grouping. 


 In the pre-colonial era and since the independence of Nigeria, ethnicity played and still playing manifest and latent roles in the body politics of Nigeria. The concept ethnicity and tribalism has always been a confused matter. Some scholars use the two concepts as though they carry the some meaning and strongly inseparable. However, it is pertinent to note that there is a difference between ethnicity and tribalism even though the difference is water-tight. Nnoli (1978:5) 


For instance sees ethnicity as a: … Social phenomenon associated with the identity of members of the largest possible competing communal groups (ethnic groups) seeking to protect and advance their interest in a political system.  The relevant communal factor may be language, culture, race religion and/or common history. Ethnicity is only one of the phenomena associated with interactions among communal groups (ethnic groups). Others include trade, diplomacy, friendship enmity, corporation, self-abnegation and self-extension. What is peculiar to ethnicity is that it involves demands by one group on other competing group (European Scientific Journal June 2013) from the definition above by Nnoli, ethnicity exists where the communal groups comprise either of: language, culture, race, religion or common history. If we go by Nnoli’s position, tribalism which has to do with a tribe is only an element that could constitute ethnicity hence ethnicity in this case is wider in context than tribalism.


Ethnicity in the words of Nnoli above shows that it does not yet exist until a demand is made by one group to seek for advantage and benefits for its group relative to what another group is seemingly enjoying. In support of this argument of the difference between ethnicity and tribalism, Eteng (2004:45) says that: An ethnic group, however, is not necessarily linguistically or culturally, homogeneous, insofar as it often subsumes sub-cultural, linguistic, dialectic occupational and class differences, depending on the prevailing level of socio-economic development and cultural differentiation. Similarly, according to Thomson (2000:60) a basic definition of ethnicity is a community of people who have the conviction that they have a common identity and common fate based on issues of origin, kinship, ties, traditions, cultural uniqueness, a shared history and possibly a shared language.

 
In this sense, an ethnic group is much like the imagined community of the nation. Ethnicity, however, focuses more on sentiments of origin and descent, rather than the geographical considerations of a nation. From the definition above, ethnicity obvious is a smaller community found within a larger society which of cause is the implication of Thomson “imagined community of the nation”. So, it has to do with a unique group behavior seeking for favor restrictive to its group members.  Ethnicity involves the display of sentiments in bias to a special set of group one belongs to


In concord to the foregoing, Omu (1996:170) says that ethnicity applies to the consciousness of belonging to, identifying with, and being loyal to a social group distinguished by shared cultural traditions, a common language, in-group sentiment and self-identity.  On the whole, ethnicity has to do with a unique group with distinct and peculiar features which are sources of common ties on which the feeling of sentiment and emotion is being expressed in protest or support of an action taken against or in favor of such a group. In sum, ethnicity is the deliberate and consciousness of tracing of one’s identity to a particular ethnic group and allowing such feeling to determine the way one relates with people and things, ethnicity creates the brackets of ‘we’ ‘they’ ‘ours’, ‘theirs’ feeling. Ethnicity makes it very difficult for different ethnic groups to agree on anything. As Otite (1990) observed and quite rightly too, that the ethnic virus has been one of the most important causes of social crisis and political instability in Nigeria; and ethnicity has been perceived in general as a major obstacle to the overall political and economic development of the country.


 Nnoli (1978) defined ethnicity as a "social phenomenon associated with interactions among members of different ethnic groups." He further explained that ethnic groups are social formations distinguished by the communal character of their boundaries and that an ethnic group may not necessarily linguistically or culturally homogenous. Osaghae (1995) defined ethnicity as the employment of mobilization of ethnic identity and difference to gain advantage in situations of competition, conflict or co- operation.  However, Azeez (2004) views ethnicity as a sense of people hood that has its foundation in the combined remembrance of past experience and common aspiration. Nigeria is a plural society and it is made up of over 250 ethnic groups with many sub-groups three ethnic groups - Yoruba, Hausa and Igbo - dominate the political landscape. All other ethnic groups are swept under the carpet. This has created sub-nationalism.  Ekeh(1973) has argued that ethnicity has flourished because the Nigerian elite who inherited the colonial state have conceptualized development as transferring resources from the civil public to the primordial pubic it is against this background that this writer would x-ray in a laconic manner the interplay of ethnicity in the body politics of Nigeria in pre-independence era and from independence till date.
5.1
Methodology

The study is purely conceptual in nature, secondary data were sourced from Newspapers, Magazines, text books, etc.
6.1
Factors That Amplified Ethnicity and Ethnic Politics  
The truth still remains that there are various factors that amplified ethnicity and indeed ethnic politics in Nigeria in particular and in Africa in general most of these are inherent in the composition and cooperate existence of the various nation in Africa due to the colonial experience in the past and subsequent political arrangement that later followed after independence.  Azeez (2004) views ethnicity as a sense of people hood that has its foundation in the combined remembrance of past experience and common aspiration. These in many ways contradict the reality on ground. Many countries on the African continent have people who do not share common goals and aspiration with their fellow compatriots, there are constant agitating for self-determination and independence because of marginalization and segregation in the same country, again major factors that amplified ethnicity and ethnic politics can be said to include:   
Power Struggle This particular factor had been one of the major causes responsible for the fueling of ethnicity and ethnic politics in the system and in many African nations. The quest for political power had created a higher degree of contestation among the various ethnic groupings in nations across the African continent, particularly in Nigeria; these ethnic extractions are always in perpetual suspicion of one another, fear and constant doubts, thereby creating tension and deep resentment. Power struggle among and within the various ethnic nationalities creates deep hostility, hatred and resentment that will eventually result to violence and war in the system. The implication of this was that Nigerian federalism lacked the requisite foundation for a formidable federal system, the resultant effect of which is loyalty to ethnic groups rather than loyalty to the nation.  In a circumstance of mutual suspicion and fear of domination, competition for power among ethnic groups becomes unavoidable. 


And it is on the basis of this fear of domination that formation of political parties in Nigeria always reflects a strong dose of ethnicism. Colonialism left behind for Nigeria a non-hegemonic state that further aggravated the crisis of ethnicism in the nation as contended by Salawu and Hassan 2010.  This is clearly pointed out by Osaghae (2001) when he writes that. The pervasiveness of ethnic politics in the country is taken to be symptomatic of aggravated crisis of legitimacy that has engulfed the state, and is explained in terms of the proven efficacy of the ethnic strategy, the weakness of alternative identities and political units, the prevailing milieu of lawlessness that has enveloped the country’s political landscape, and the inability of the state to act as an effective agency of distributive justice. In essence therefore power struggle is at the heart of ethnicity and ethnic politics in the Nigerian state and instrumentality of its propagation is the platform of the political parties.

In a similar work, Aluko (2003) identifies the Legacy of Colonialism and monopoly of power by the major ethnic groups and their consequent marginalization of the minority groups as major factors promoting ethnic nationalism in Nigeria. Other causes of ethnicism identified include poverty of leadership in terms of forging national integration among the multiple ethnic nationalities in the country (Babangida, 2002). Babangida argues further that mass poverty and unemployment creates alienation and insecurity, which in turn encourage Nigerians to experience and prefer accommodation within the social insurance system of ethnic nationalities. Further identified causes of ethnic problems in Nigeria have to do with competition for employment and political exploitation. The former has been caused by the ever increasing number of school leavers who now troop to the urban centre in search of jobs, which many a time is not found. And where such jobs are found they are given according to ethnic affiliation. 


The latter has to do with politicians who manipulate ethnic loyalties in order to increase their winning chance at the polls. This aspect of ethnicism in the Nigerian situation has set one ethnic group against another with immeasurable consequences. manifestation of ethnic politics has   grave Implications for the survival of  Nigerian sate  The effort made so far in this paper has been to show that the inter-ethnic relations in Nigeria has been one of conflict largely caused by ethnic chauvinism, which manifests in form of ethnic nationalism. There is no doubt that this has implications for the survival of democracy in Nigeria and indeed in the African continent in general. The question to answer here is how does ethnicity  and the resultant ethnic politics affect political parties in the Nigerian state, the simple answer is  power struggle among these ethnic grouping. Each seeking to undo and outdo each other in the bid to secure power at the detriment of one another and also    

Resource Allocation and Control 
This is  another major areas through which ethnicity and ethnic politics is  demonstrated, people  of  different background and linage  engaged in political violence and social crisis  in an attempt to allocate , control and management  resources in their locality, this menace become a major challenge toward national  unity and peace in certain area of nation, particularly in the Niger delta region and other sensitive area across the African continent hence,   the perception and feeling of neglect and exploitation create agitation and a feeling of insecurity in these area thereby leading societal violence and crisis. Resource control and allocation are factor that fuel ethnicity and ethnic politics across the African continent, many political violence and social unrest stem from the frustration and quest to control one’s resources or out of the feeling or the perceived feeling of deprivation and marginalization of resource control and allocation, these feeling of frustration and marginalization is translated into violence or social imbalance. (Azeez, 2004). Many of the ethnic violence are triggered by the desire to control resources found in the locality of these ethnic grouping, Nigeria represent a clear example, their  claimed stem from their assertion that while their community remain underdeveloped, other areas without resources are the ones benefiting from their own resources. To extent therefore resource control and allocation has become an instrument of ethnic and political divide in most of the African nation particularly in Nigeria and beyond. (Salahu, 2010). 

Ethnicity as a Tool in the Hands of Greedy Elite

 As noted earlier most of the political leaders and politician alike use ethnic politics and indeed ethnicity as an instrument of political advancement, ethnic sentiment is usually deployed to win votes and other political consideration as the expense of the nation. The use of ethnicity as a political tool had long history in Nigerian political experience, elites vis-as-vis politician capitalize on the frosty relationships among the various ethnic groupings in the system to advance their political career. These groups of people use ethnicity and ethnic politics to systematically divide the people against so as to remain in power. (Omu, 1996)

Another interesting manifestation of ethnic politics in Nigeria is the administrative division of the country into three regions. Each of these regions is dominated by one of the three ethnic groupings thereby reinforcing the popular philosophy of three-player of ethnic game. Many things have been affected by this tri-polar pattern. Particularly interesting was the move for self-government, which if attained would usher in a democratic government in Nigeria. The north was unwilling to see a self-rule at the centre. (Odinukaoze, 2011).


 The position taken by the north on this issue was indeed another expression of fear of domination. The north then felt that the enlightened south could use their advantage position to marginalize its people to extent they delayed self-rule until independence in 1960.  The whole point here therefore ethnic remains a major challenge in the advancement and development of the Nigerian project. Fear and domination of the major tribe in Nigeria still remain a major challenge to the full and proper integration of the Nigerian state. (Ray, 2002).
Structural Imbalance

In any society ethnicity and ethnic politic thrive effectively when there are structural imbalances in that society particularly in areas such as population, distribution of economy wealth, political positions, ethnicity divide a nation , its create segregation  and separation instead  of integration  of the various ethnic grouping in the society, it is canker worm that slow undermine the progress of any society. Ethnic group is an informal interest group whose members are distinct from the members of other ethnic groups within the larger society because they share kinship, religious and linguistics ties (Cohen, 1974). This means that ethnic groups are social formations, which are distinguished by the communal character of their boundaries (Nnoli, 1978). 


Hence imbalance exist between and among these ethnic setting and each group seek to protect and guide their respective interest at the expense of the other, thereby creating socio cultural and political distinction to the detriment of the larger community. In all political activities in Nigeria and most of the African state, the factor of ethnicity is reflected. It is particularly obvious in areas like voting, distribution of political offices, employment and government general patronage of the citizens, even in education, they seek to regulate the amount and the number slot allocated to a particular ethnic grouping in the university and other institution of higher learning. (Herks, 2000).

6.1
Conclusion

 The paper  concludes, that ethnicity  impacts negatively on the Nigerian political system, that it constitute a major source of political violence and killings usually as a result of disagreement among and within these ethnic  groups, which always is  about their  group and personal  interests. is these disagreements among or within  these ethnic groups or elites in the various ethnic groupings ventilating or  projecting   issues in the front burner of the nation’s polity, it bring social insecurity and political instability which in the long run terminate possible progress, development and growth that may occur.

7.1
Recommendations 

The paper further recommends the adoption and creation of a credible electoral process to accommodate people of all creed, race, ethnicity, religious, economic, political, and social standing in the society. These will among other things, allow for peace, stability, and tranquility in the nation as a whole, it will also eliminate poverty, underdevelopment, corruption, economic depression, political instability and social insecurity. 


Furthermore, government on its part and as part of its social responsibility and contract to its citizenry should engage in massive political education and social enlightenment to bring its citizens to the knowledge, consciousness and the political awareness of their rights and duties in the system. The paper recommend  religious tolerance and improvement in the economic status  of all various ethnic grouping in the society  further  study in this area and also  good governance across the length and breadth of  the Nigeria  society in particular and across the African continent in general .


 This will among other things stem the ethnicity menace in the nation, political education through traditional and modern means of communication will go a long way in enlightening the people about the dangers of   ethnicity in the country, more so politician should eschew ethnic sentiment in their political activities, rather should foster peace and mutual co-existence and cooperation among the peoples.
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