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Beyond Ethnicity: A Political Economy of Indigene/Settler Conflicts in Nigeria Kialee Nyisayaana Abstract The dichotomization of citizenship into indigenes and settlers in Nigeria creates variations in rights available to members of different ethnic groups who share the same national citizenship. Defined as ‘sons of the soil’, indigenes tend to have more citizenship rights and privileges than other Nigerians considered non-indigenous to a local community and are therefore settlers. Indigeneship, therefore, tends to reflect the African notion of citizenship, which emphasises group rather than individual rights. However, at the same time, this citizenship structure has been seriously contested by individuals on one hand, and socio-cultural groups on the other. These contestations have sometimes resulted violent conflicts that undermine national stability, peace and security in Nigeria. This paper raises questions about the nature of the indigene/settler contestations and notes that indigene/settler conflicts in Nigeria go beyond the claims of ethnic identity preservation. Based on primary and secondary data, the paper argues that these conflicts can be situated within the political economy of survival reinforced by the nature of the Nigerian state. Introduction The distinction between indigenes and strangers in Nigeria creates variations in rights available to members of different ethnic groups that share the same national citizenship. Considered as ‘sons of the soil’, indigenes tend to have more citizenship rights and privileges than ‘strangers’ who are defined as the ‘other’ and discriminated against as such. As a matter of state policy, for instance, employment into federal civil service in Nigeria is based on a quota system that emphasises one’s nativity rather than technical competence and merit. Similarly, admission into state government-owned universities and payment of school fees is based on the distinction between indigenes and settlers in which the former is given preference and pays less in tuition than the latter. This skewed interpretation and implementation of citizenship and its resultant exclusionary treatment engender individual human rights abuses and undermine the social significance of citizenship in Nigeria. Consequently, “claims and counterclaims over indegeneity and exclusion have been violently imposed by groups and violently opposed by victims” (Nwachukwu, 2005:237). This
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has fueled indigene/settler-based conflicts, which in some cases have been violent and deadly. The Zangon/Katab conflicts of 1984, 1992; Itsekiri/Ijaw conflict of 1997; Hausa/Igbo of 2000; Yoruba/Hausa Shagamu conflict of 1999; the Ife/Modakeke crisis of 1999 and the Aguleri and Umuleri crisis (Osaghea 2003) are notable examples. Since the return to democratic politics in 1999, Nigeria has since seen a steady rise in violence and magnitude of the indigene/settler conflicts. Between 1999 and 2002, “not less than ten thousand people were killed with over three million displaced due to indigene/settler related-violence” (Human Rights Watch 2006:1). Another account suggests that “from 1999 to 2004, over eighty identity-based conflicts erupted in Nigeria and resulted in the death of about 50, 000 people” (Alubo, 2008:28). In the Jos crisis of January 2010 over three hundred people lost their lives in three days of interethnic violence rooted in struggles over the indigeneship. The negative implications of these violent conflicts for sustainable national development, peace and security in Nigeria have brought the indigene/settler question to the fore of scholarly debates. Much of the literature on the indigene/settler discriminations and its related conflicts suggests that it can be located in the nature and dynamics of Nigeria’s ethnic politics, which promote exclusivist ethnic identities rather than national identity and national integration (Alubo, 2008; Mamdani, 2001). Equally, as noted by the Human Rights Watch (2006:1), “the essence of the distinction between indigenes and non–indigenes is to guarantee Nigeria’s more than 250 ethnic groups the power to preserve their unique identities: their culture, traditions and traditional institutions of governance by maintaining some cultural distance between themselves and other Nigerians.” For others, ethnic cleavages have been manipulated by political elites to achieve self-serving economic and political gains. Consequently, most of the indigene/settler conflicts are orchestrated by political or conflict entrepreneurs (Iroanya, 2005; Ibrahim, 1991). The foregoing analyses are correct. However, the conditions under which ethnic identities and cleavages become salient for political mobilisation into collective violence or what Osaghea and Suberu (2005:14) call the “conversion process,” remains poorly understood. As Fris (2000:12) has argued, “the conflict entrepreneur is also dependent upon a context which gives opportunities and limitations for manipulations.” Understanding the contexts of local mobilsation in terms of how collective identities emerge and are transformed is imperative. For example, why are citizens and ethnic
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groups easily vulnerable to mobilisation for ethnic violence? Why do people allow themselves to be manipulated in the first place? Moreover, “when the politics of indigeneity clashes with livelihoods and other relations far more central to ordinary people’s life, conflict often occurs even among the natives or indigenes themselves” (Dombrowski 2002:1063). In Nigeria, there have been ample historical instances where groups in conflict over indigeneity claims are not necessarily of different ethnic groups rather people of the same sub-ethnic communities such as the recurrent cases Ife/Modakeke and Itsekiri/Urobho conflicts (Ibrahim and Igbuzor 2002). This suggests that analysis of the indigene/settler conflicts must transcend ethnicity. The central argument of this paper is that indigene/settler-based contestations are underlined by the political economy of survival sustained by the nature of Nigeria’s post-colonial state. The paper is divided into four main parts, starting with the introduction. The second part conceptualizes the notion of indigene and settler in the practice of citizenship in Nigeria. The second part examines the nature of the Nigerian state and its implications for the persistence of indigene/settler-based discriminations and their attendant conflicts. The third part discusses the economic underpinnings of indigene/settler clashes in Nigeria and the last part is the concluding remarks. Conceptualizing who is an Indigene and who is a Stranger/Settler To effectively define the notion of indigene and settler, it is important to explain the concept of ethnicity. The concepts of ethnicity and ethnic groups are commonly used interchangeably. “Ethnicity refers to affiliation or identification with an ethnic group” (Yang, 2000:40). For Nnoli, (1978, 1995) ethnicity may be defined as a social phenomenon associated with some form of interactions between socio-cultural groups within a state. Nnoli (1995:1) further argues that ethnicity “arises when relations between groups are competitive rather than cooperative. It is characterized by cultural prejudice and political discriminations.” An ethnic group on the other hand, is a group of people who shares a common identity, language, culture and historical origins (Nnoli, 1978; Osaghea; Harff and Gurr 2004). Consequently, key markers or defining characteristics of an ethnic group are language, myth of common historical origin and culture. These markers are used in identifying or differentiating one ethnic group from the other as well as in defining who an indigene is and who is not with implications for exclusion and inclusion.
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In Nigeria, the concepts of indigene and settler are complex socio-historical constructions. According to Kraxberger (2005:24), an indigene is “a person tracing patrilocal ancestry to a particular area of Nigeria such as local government, state or traditional political domain.” In other words, “indigenes are those whose parents or any of whose grandparents were members of a community indigenous to a state” (Egwu, 1999:44). Therefore, if a person has resided in place in Nigeria for long time or was even born there, he/she is not entitled to the rights enjoyed by natives of that community unless the parents especially the father hails from the said community. This implies that the construction of indigeneship is based on consanguinity. Therefore, as primordialist scholars would argue, ethnic identity is fixed, immutable, natural and given. Yet, the particular interpretations and implementation of indigeneship in Nigeria are fraught with ambiguities and complexities especially in relation to promoting and upholding the rights and obligations associated with citizenship. Momoh (2001:1) captures the nature of this complexity in the context of the Nigerian state when he asserts “to be accepted as an indigene one is expected to be a native; and to be accepted as a citizen one is expected to be an indigene.” Similarly, Mamdani (1998:3) has argued that “from the point of view of this kind of state, every native outside of his or her own area was a settler of sorts, someone considered non-indigenous, precisely because that person had an ethnic home elsewhere, even within the same country.” The settler, therefore, cannot become an indigene because the basis of differentiation is the denial of civic citizenship rights through a political imposition of a permanent and exclusionary ethnic nature. The nature of this permanent and exclusionary character of indigene/settler categorizations is most evident in the issuance of certificates of indigeneship to Nigerians by local government authorities for purposes of local and state government identifications and their subsequent use as tools for determining differential access to opportunities between indigenes and settlers. Furthermore, there is another problematic dimension of discrimination relating to the interpretations of indigeneity that takes place at the level of the social cultural group, local government, state and federal government in Nigeria. Indigenes of Choba community, for instance, will be given preferences in taking up employment opportunities that exist in companies operating in Choba before people from other neighbouring communities such as Emohua. Yet, both Choba and Emohua communities belong to the Ikwerre ethnic nationality. Similarly, when competing for opportunities at the state government level, distinctions between indigenes
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and settlers are salient, and local government rather than cultural identification serve as the basis of geographical delineation for consideration. This kind of conceptualization of the ‘sons of the soil’ and the associated character of competition also manifests at the national level where certificates of indigeneship indicating one’s state of origin constitute the basis for preferences or discriminations. Overall, therefore, these varying interpretations and institutionalization of indigeneship and the resultant discriminations arising from these conceptualizations raise a key question: Sons of which soil, are we precisely referring to when considering who is indigenous to a community or not (Jackson 2005)? This is particularly the case given that all political communities are said to be imagined and ethnic identities are not necessarily natural and immutable but social constructions (Anderson, 1994). In fact, based on the saliency of the interests at stake and the nature of socio-political and economic dynamics, ethnic identities, whether indigene or settler-based, stand to be deconstructed, reconstructed or reconfirmed whenever fixity or change is called for (Yang 2000; Peterson 2005). Constructivist analysis of ethnicity, therefore, suggests that collective identities are never stable; rather they constantly evolve. Method of Data Collection This study is a qualitative study that relied on primary and secondary data. Using purposive sampling technique, in-depth interview was conducted in 2010 with Nigerians from different ethnic backgrounds residing in Port Harcourt to collect data. The research participants included victims of indigene/settler-based discriminations and conflicts such as the Aro Ikwerre residing in Igwuruta Port Harcourt. Observations were also made of the two-day demonstrations organized and embarked upon by the Choba people in 2010 who demanded for the appointment of an indigene of Choba community as the Vice-Chancellor of the University of Port Harcourt. The claims of the Choba community were based on the fact that as a host community to the University of Port Harcourt, they deserve to be given preference in the appointment of the Vice-Chancellor, not least, because since the University was established on their ‘soil’ ‘their son’ has not occupied the Vice-Chancellorship position. Interview data and observations were also supplemented with secondary data sources such as books, journal articles and newspaper publications. Given the historical and descriptive nature of the subject of inquiry, we find the historical method of data analysis particularly relevant for the study.
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This method is useful in understanding a phenomenon in terms of determining its processes of growth and dynamics of internal change in time perspective. Anikpo (1986:36) contends that “the historical method deals with the dynamic processes and therefore very useful in understanding social phenomena because the dynamic elements which it brings to light tend to reveal more of the basic principles necessary for comprehending any phenomenon.” In this regard, the method enables the researcher to subject the development of indigene/settler phenomenon to historical analysis in order to understand its trends in time perspective. Egwu (1999:22) suggests that an investigation into the factors that transform ethnic interactions will be “meaningful if it is rooted in some historical accounts to enable us understand the changing patterns of inter-group relations embracing the entire spectrum of conflict and cooperation.” In doing so, Anikpo 1986:37) argues that “the regularities and internal consistencies that point to specific explanatory principles are brought to sharper focus.” Historical analysis enables us to observe trend and patterns of the indigene/settler-based conflicts, and understand the extent to which these conflicts are socioeconomic and political than ethnic in time and space. The Historical Evolution of the Indigene/Settler Dichotomy in Nigeria The indigene/settler dichotomy dates back to British colonialism. According to Eke (1975), Nnoli (1978) and Coleman (1986), the British colonial authorities adopted different strategies and policies such as indirect rule not only to gain legitimacy but also to keep the people perpetually divided in order maximize the gains of colonial exploitations. By emphasizing localism and separate socio-cultural, economic and political development among the divergent ethnic groups, the indirect rule policy created and sustained the logic of binary citizenship: ‘indigenes’ and ‘settlers’ thereby sharpening the identity fault line, ethnic difference and identity politics among the people. The creation of the Sabon Gari residential quarters in cities like Kano, Zaria and Jos as reservations for the Igbo, Yoruba and other non-Hausa ethnic groups who were regarded as ‘strangers’ limited contact and social integration with the ‘indigenous’ populations. As Nnoli (1978:4) notes “initially both the Southern and Northern migrants lived in the Sabon Garis and got along well to the embarrassment of the colonialists before they were separated and compelled to live in another section of the city”. In fact, Mustapha (2006:4) has shown that the Sabon Gari quarters were actually “designated as ‘native foreigners’ by the British colonial administration.” Similarly, the prevention of Christian missionary activities in the North by British colonial authorities was designed primarily to
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undermine the transnational bonding and social integration impacts of religion on Nigeria (Coleman, 1986). These segregationist policies were further underpinned by the promulgation of the Land and Native Ordinance Act of 1910. By this Act, customary “land tenure was organised in a manner that recreated title in land as exclusive to native communities and inalienable hence all strangers were defined as without a traditional access to land” (Nwachukwu, 2005:244). The colonial Native authority administration, therefore, identified ethnicity with land. This underlined “the origins of a person or persons in a different ‘soil’ altogether with implications for exclusion” (Jackson, 2005:99). Furthermore, the introduction of the Northernisation Policy by the Northern regional government in 1954 also marked a major success of British divide and rule politics. By the Northernisation policy, non-native Hausas living in Northern Nigeria and who were employed in the civil service of the Northern Regional government became targets for discriminations. Consequently, the Igbos and Yorubas, holding administrative positions in the civil service in the Northern regional government, were subsequently retrenched and asked to go ‘home’ because they were ‘strangers and not sons of the soil. Since the 1950s to-date, the indigene/settler distinction had deepened. In fact, localised notion of citizenship rooted in the concept of the ‘sons of the soil’ defines structures of social relations in Nigeria. Attempts to promote social cohesion and ethnic integration in Nigeria through different policies and institutions such as the Federal Character Commission have failed woefully. More recently, particularly in 2014, the National Conference instituted by the Goodluck Jonathan-led federal government was bold enough to recommend the abrogation of the indigene/settler distinction in Nigeria. However, the Jonathan government was unable to translate the recommendations of the Conference into policy structures by amending the Nigerian constitution accordingly. Many have argued that President Jonathan instituted the National Conference as a diversionary strategy and that the Conference was not intended to work. The National Conference, for instance, was instituted barely less than a year to the end of the administration, which was further complicated by the president’s preoccupation with his re-election political campaigns in 2015 to remain in office and control the state. Thus, President Jonathan abandoned the implementation of the entire Report of the national political conference until about a month to the expiration of his tenure when he submitted it to the national assembly for consideration. With no time left, the National
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Assembly also abandoned the consideration of the Report, leading to the ultimate of failure of the Conference. This failure raises questions not only about the nature of leadership in Nigeria, but also about the nature of the Nigerian state in the perpetuation of the indigene/settler dichotomy. How has the nature of the Nigerian state contributed to the persistence of native/stranger phenomenon is the preoccupation of the section that follows. The Nature of Nigeria’s post-colonial State and the Persistence of Indigene/settler Conflicts Geschiere and Jackson (2005:3-6) have argued that “the conflicts built around autochthony have to be seen in a broader context of belonging because it seems rather to compound a basic socioeconomic insecurity in relations to the nature of African states.” This point about the nature of the state has also been stressed by Omotola (2006:276) who notes that “the distinction between the settler and native has been ingrained in the structure and nature of the state in Africa and reinforced by political practices.” However, this nature of the state has not been well clarified especially in relation to how it contributes to the persistence of the indigene/settler-based contestations in Nigeria. First and foremost, it has to be noted that Nigeria emerged from British colonization as a peripheral and weak state and its post-colonial economy assumed a neo-colonial character. Second, the Nigerian state plays a predominant role in the process of production, distribution, exchange, and consumption of material goods by the society. Together, this nature and character of the Nigerian state makes it a site of contestation and oppression. As Okonta (2008:4) has noted, “the battle to control the state or have access to its resources has been particularly fierce and acute on one hand between contending political elites, and on the other, between and among the various socio-cultural groups and communities in the country.” This is because the state serves as a means for primitive accumulation of wealth by political elites. On the part of the socio-cultural and ethnic groups, it is also a means accessing and controlling state resources. This has been most noticeable in the demand for states creation by ethnic groups in Nigeria. The predominant assumption in Nigeria is that creation of states is a means of realizing citizenships rights and entitlements including the provision of job opportunities for the people. As Alubo cited in (Alubo 2008:19) has argued, another strategy used by ethnic communities is the “demand for new local councils or states which would provide news spaces for the fuller realization of citizenships rights and entitlements.” To some extent, this is correct. However, one clearly observable pattern in the creation of state in Nigeria since 1967 is that such exercise has amounted to carving out a geographical space or fiefdom for
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particular ethnic indigenes rather than citizens. As Nwachukwu (2005:245) has observed, “the process of state creation in Nigeria is steeped in the politics of indigeneity.” For example, Section 8 of the 1999 constitution requires that a proposal for state creation must be approved by a referendum in which at least two-thirds majority of the people of the area where the demand for creation of state originated from. Based on this constitutional provision, Ben Nwabueze cited in (Nwachukwu, 2005:245) argues that the provision defines “state creation as a process of interest to which only indigenes of a particular area, which does not include all Nigerian citizens.” He further notes that the provision uses the words “people of the area rather than people in the area.” Thus, state and local government creations have not satisfied the claims and complaints of marginalization by people both within the minority and majority groups. Rather, it has often ended up creating another set of settlers in the emerging or new states who in turn also demand for their own state. This underlies the logic of the unending circle of demands for new states by ethnic groups in Nigeria. This suggests that state creation will remain an unviable option for redressing the issue of indigene/settler dichotomy and its associated inclusions and exclusions. Closely related to the demand for state, ethnic groups or states in Nigeria have demanded that key political appointments be reserved for indigenes of the states or particular ethnic groups. This is particularly the case with the appointment of Vice-Chancellors of Federal Universities in Nigeria. In 2009, the insistence by the Binis that their son must be appointed the ViceChancellor of the University of Benin paralysed the activities of the institution for over six months. The Ikwerre ethnic nationality also in February 2010 embarked on a two-day demonstration, blocking the gates of the University of Port Harcourt and frustrating academic activities because their son had not been appointed Vice-Chancellor of the institution since its founding in 1975 despite being the host community. Some of the placards of the indigeneship agitators who were largely illiterate women, read “No Ikwerre VC, No University of Port Harcourt.” Although the Ikwerre people lost the Vice-chancellorship position to the Okrikas, it is almost a given that only those from Rivers State will occupy the office of the ViceChancellorship at the University of Port Harcourt. While the Nigerian Constitution provides for federal spread in political appointment, restricting the headship of universities in Nigeria to indigenes of host communities or host states diminishes its role as universal centres of excellence, a role that the challenges and imperatives of a fast globalsing world has made it much more compelling than ever before. Unfortunately, this has become the trend
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since the 1990s. Alubo (2004:147) has shown that, “since about 1995, the headship of virtually all federal educational institutions such as Federal Government Colleges, including the ‘unity’ schools, Polytechnics, Colleges of Education, Universities and Research Institutions have gone to indigenes, often in complete disregard of other criteria such as seniority and experience.” The major implication of this entrenched pattern of appointments in Nigeria is that it not only reinforces the indigene/settler dichotomy but it also weakens the capacity and legitimacy of the state to promote inclusive citizenship. This is because it shifts the focus of the citizens away from the state to their ethnic leaders or local elites thus strengthening ethnic ties and group solidarity. As Nnoli (1978: 176) has noted, “most Nigerians have come to believe that unless their ‘own men’ are in government they are unable to secure those socio-economic amenities that are disbursed by the government.” Ultimately, this thinking and practices incapacitate the state from providing a common bond for the people through the tie of citizenship, with equal rights, privileges, and obligations, thereby underlining the persistence of the indigene/settler division. Another way the Nigerian state entrenches the dichotomy between natives and strangers and its associated conflicts is that it restricts the democratic and political participation space to the former in Nigeria. By prioritizing the element of indigeneity in the application of the federal character principle over the years, the state has not only redefined the notion of citizenship but has also promoted and perpetuated state legalization of difference among the citizens. The Nigerian constitution provides that for any Nigerian to be appointed to the office of a Minister in the Federal Republic of Nigeria, he or she must be an indigene of a state. Emphasis is on indigeneship not citizenship and competence. In this regard, “one’s length of residency in a community is immaterial in the determinations of indigeneity as basis for application of the federal character principle” (Nwachukwu, 2005:249). Similarly, Nigerian citizens residing in states other than their “states of origin” are skewed in political participation in the affairs of their resident state because the law categorizes them as non-indigenes. With the exception of Lagos state where non-indigenes were elected into local government councils and the state legislative assembly in the 2015 general elections, in many states in Nigeria non-indigenes can only vote for candidates at elections in their states of residency; they cannot stand for elective positions irrespective of their length of stay in their resident states. In the United States, especially since the Fourteen Amendment no states can deny
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citizenship rights to Americans residing in states other than their states of origin. The nature and character of the Nigerian state therefore has implications for the perpetuation of the indigene/settler crisis in Nigeria. Economics Underpinnings of Indigene/settler Conflicts in Nigeria The indigene/settler conflicts in Nigeria tend to reflect a struggle for land resources, livelihoods and economic survival, rather than the preservation of ethnic and cultural identity. Historically, land, for instance, has been and remains a major source of the indigene/settler conflicts in Nigeria. The Zango/Kataf conflict and the recurrent cases of indigene/settler-based violent conflicts in Jos Plateau state are examples. Evidence from the Niger Delta also suggests that beyond ethnicity, the dynamics, patterns and sources of indigene/settler struggles are socio-economic. The discovery of oil in commercial quantity in the Niger Delta and its predominant role in the political economy of Nigeria has intensified and reinforced indigene/settlerbased violent community struggles over the control of oil bearing lands in the region. Courson (2007)’s observation of the long-standing indigeneship struggles over the ownership of Warri local government council among the Ishekiri, Urohbo and Izon is particularly relevant. Courson has this to say: Controlling Warri is thus about the ways in which indigenous groups can claim access to land rights (and hence oil rents) and to political institutions (local governments) which can grant them rights to the revenue allocation process. Owning Warri is thus a fierce competition for gaining access to oil rents (Courson, 2007:9). Therefore, “the tendency to invent and reinvent ethnicity in relation to the booms and busts of the oil economy in the Niger Delta has become commonplace in the region” (Obi cited in Watts 2004:6) to the point that communities are increasingly being ‘imagined’ and parcelised in relation to oil. A key aim is to convert territoriality and resources into economic and political power. Watts (2003) has found that the new politics of oil in the Niger Delta has produced struggles over governable spaces expressed mainly in the patterns of chieftaincy, indigeneity, and community nationalism. “These struggles had led to spatial polarization, fragmented boundaries and ethnic identities among communities in the region, which in turn produced forms of rule and identity that are unruly, violent and contradictory” (Watts, 2003: 17-26). Again, within the same ethnic groups in Nigeria, the indigene/settler contestations have become endemic, suggesting that such struggles are not primarily driven by ethnic prejudice
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but economic agendas. Overall, in these conflicts, the ‘indigenes’ or ‘settlers’ as the case may be often deploy local idiom, local history and local symbols among others to provide inspiration and legitimacy for struggles over sources of livelihoods such as land, fishing, farming, grazing, market spaces among others. In other words, what the struggle over land by either the indigenes or settlers attempts to amplify is a particular form of sameness or difference defined in cultural terms (Egwu, 1999; Gore and Pratten 2003:223; Adebanwi 2007). At the individual level, indigeneship may reflect different dynamics and issues altogether. Nigerians do deploy indigeneity to pursue essentially personal and private goals at the expense of group identity preservation. Some Nigerians sometimes construct and reconstruct their ethnic identity based on rational economic calculations of cost benefit analysis of the interests at stake. It is not uncommon to observe that some people seeking employment in Nigeria especially in national institutions located outside of their ethnic states of origin falsify their certificates of indigeneship in order to get jobs. In this way, economic considerations and the desire to take advantage of opportunities trump rigidly-held communal identity, thus contradicting the strong corporate character that tends to underline the principle of indigeneship in Nigeria. The import of this is that the perception of economic insecurity plays a key role in how people make use of ethnicity as a livelihood and coping strategy in Nigeria. Bayart (2005) has also found that in Rwanda, self interest calculations, in some cases influenced the Hutus in saving some Tutsis during the 1994 Rwandan genocide. It is important, therefore, to understand that the identities individual adopt, as Okamura (cited in Osaghae, 2003:61) has argued, “tend to be situational, their invocation is based on the saliency and perception of the situation.” These contradictory practices of indigeneship in Nigeria not only complicate the understanding of the construction and protection of ethnic identity but also highlight the problems of managing the relationship between individual identity and collective identity and their role in engendering ethnic violence. As Mama (2001:14-15) points out, “somehow we seem unable to get an analytical handle on the complicated relationship between the production of individual identities and communal identities. This is because in constructing or reconstructing the indigene/settler identities, the terrain expands or narrows, depending on the stakes (Alubo 2006).
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Conclusion The indigene/settler divide and its attendant discriminations generate ethnic tensions and conflicts that pose a threat to political and social cohesion in Nigeria. Indigenes are regarded as sons of the soil in Nigeria while those whose parents are not indigenous to a community are considered as strangers. By this classification, indigenes are better placed culturally and constitutionally to access and enjoy citizenship rights and privileges than the so-called settlers or strangers who are defined as the ‘other’ and discriminated against as such. This study has examined the social determinants and the contexts that influence individual and group construction of indigeneship rights and belongingness in Nigeria and their implications for discriminations and indigene/settler-based contestations. The study argues that that while ethnopolitical claims do provide the triggers for the indigene/settler conflicts in Nigeria, their roots lie in the political economy of survival sustained by the nature of Nigeria’s postcolonial state. Gore and Pratten (2003:223) have observed that “in most of the major urban centres in Nigeria faced with intense competition over land, accommodation and economic opportunities, distinctions between ‘indigene’ or ‘sons of the soils’ and ‘strangers’ have become commonplace and such localised collective identities are important means of laying claim to and securing rights to resources and economic transactions.” Therefore, the indigene/settler politics and its related “policies often mask attacks on livelihoods, entitlements to land, political participation and other human rights” (Nwachukwu, 2005:236). Some Nigerians sometimes construct and reconstruct their ethnic identity based on rational economic calculations of cost benefit analysis of the interests at stake. It is not uncommon to observe that some Nigerians seeking employment in Nigeria especially in national institutions located outside of their ethnic states of origin falsify their certificates of indigeneship in order to get jobs. In this way, economic considerations and the desire to take advantage of opportunities trump rigidly-held communal identity, thus contradicting the strong corporate character that tends to underline the principle of indigeneship in Nigeria. Yet, state policies, laws and practices that discriminate against Nigerians in equal economic and political participation in the affairs of their resident states tend to entrench indigene/settler phenomenon and its related conflicts in Nigeria.



126



Kialee Nyayaana



Works Cited Adebanwi, W. (2007). “Territoriality and the Discourse of Ethnic Groups' Clashes.” Nationalism and Ethnic Politics, 13, (2). Alubo, O. (2008). “The Public Space in Nigeria: Politics of Power, Gender, and Exclusion.” CODESRIA working Paper. Alubo, O (2006). Nigeria: Ethnic Conflicts and Citizenship Crises in the Central Region Ibadan: PEFS. Alubo, O. (2004). “Citizenship and Nation Making in Nigeria: New Challenges and Contestations.” Identity, Culture and Politics 15, (1-2). Bayart, J. (2005). The Illusion of Cultural Identity. The University of Chicago Press. Coleman, J.S. (1986). Background to Nigerian Nationalism Benin City: Broburg and Wistrom Courson, E. E. (2007). “The Burden of Social Deprivation and Political Militancy in Gbaramatu Clan, Warri South West LGA Delta State, Nigeria.” Working Paper No. 15, Institute of International Studies, University of California, Berkeley, United States Institute of Peace, Washington D.C. Dombrowski, K., (2002). “The Praxis of Indigenism and Alaska Native Timber Politics.” American Anthropologist, 104, (4). Egwu, S. (1999). The Agrarian Question, Politics and Ethnicity in Nigeria. Port Harcourt: Centre for Advance Social Sciences Eke, P.P. (1975). “Colonialism and the Two Publics in Africa: A Theoretical Statement” Comparative Studies in Society and History, 17, (1). Friis, K. (2000). “From Liminars to Others: Securitsation through Myths.” Peace and Conflict Studies. 7, (2). Geschiere, P. and Jackson, S. (2006). “Autochthony and the Crisis of Citizenship: Democratisation, Decentralisation, and the Politics of Belonging” African Studies Review, 49, (2). Gore, C., & Pratten, D. (2003). “The Politics of Plunder: The Rhetoric of Order and Disorder in Southern Nigeria.” African Affairs 102, (407). Harff, B. and Gurr, T. R., (2004). Ethnic Conflict in World Politics. Colorado: Westview Human Rights Report (2006). “They Do Not own this Place": Government Discrimination Against "non-indigenes" in Nigeria. Volume 18, Issue 3 (A), New York: Human Rights Watch Ibrahim, J., (1991). “Religion and Political Turbulence in Nigeria.” Journal of Modern African Studies 29, (1). Ibrahim, J. & Igbuzor (2002). “Memorandum submitted to the Presidential Committee on Provisions and Practice on Citizenship and Rights in Nigeria.” Available at http://www.cdd.org.uk/cfcr/citizen.htm retrieved June 4, 2009.



Beyond Ethnicity: A Political Economy of Indigene/Settler ……….



127



Iroanya, R.O. (2005). “Citizenship-indigeneship Contradictions and Resource Control in Africa: A case for the African tradition of Ubuntu.” Paper presented at the 7th Annual Africa Day Conference at the University of Pretoria, South Africa. Jackson, S. (2005). “Sons of Which Soil? The Language and Politics of Autochthony in Eastern D.R. Congo.” African Studies Review, 49, (2). Kraxberger, B. (2005). “Strangers, Indigenes and Settlers: Contested Geographies of Citizenship in Nigeria.” Space and Polity, 9 (1). Mamdani, M. (2010). “Lack of National Citizenship, Africa’s Major Problem.” The Punch, Tuesday March 23, 17, (20). Mamdani, M. (1998). “When does a Settler become a Native? Reflections of the Colonial Roots of Citizenship in Equatorial and South Africa.” Text of an Inaugural Lecture as A C Jordan Professor of African Studies, University of Cape Town, May 13 Mama, A. (2001). “Challenging Subjects: Gender and Power in African Contexts.” Discussion Paper 12 Uppsala: Nordiska Afrikainstitute Momoh, A. (2001). Even Birds have a Home: The Social Pathologies of Citizenship in Nigeria. Lagos: EMPARC Mustapha, A.R. (2006). “Ethnic Structure, Inequality and Governance in the Public Sector Nigeria.” Democracy, Governance and Human rights Programme Paper Number 24 Nnoli, O. (1978). Ethnic Politics in Nigeria. Enugu: Fourth Dimension Publishers Nnoli, O. (1978). Ethnicity and Development in Nigeria. Aldershot: Ashgate Publishing Limited. Nwachukwu, I. (2005). “The Challenge of Local Citizenship for Human Rights in Nigeria.” African Journal of International and Comparative Law, 13, (13). Obi, C., (2004). “Nigeria: Democracy on Trial.” Text of lecture organized by the Swedish Devlopment Forum, Stockholm, September 14, 2004 Omotola, J. S. (2008). “Political Globalization and Citizenship: New Sources of Security Threats in Africa.” Journal of African Law, 52 (2). Osaghae, E. (2003). “Explaining the Changing Patterns of Ethnic Politics in Nigeria.”Nationalism and Ethnic Politics” 9, (3). Osaghae, E. E. & Suberu, R. (2005). “A History of Identities, Violence and Stability in Nigeria.” Centre for Research on Inequality, Human security and Ethnicity, CRISE Working Paper No. 6, University of Oxford. Peterson, R.A. (2005). “In Search of Authenticity.” Journal of Management Studies, 42 (2). Watts, M. (2003). “Development and Governmentality” Singapore Journal of Tropical Geography, 24, (1). Yang, P.Q. (2000). From Ethnic Studies: Issues and Approaches. New York: State University of New York Press.



























[image: POLITICAL ECONOMY RESEARCH INSTITUTE]
POLITICAL ECONOMY RESEARCH INSTITUTE












[image: The Political Economy of - SSRN papers]
The Political Economy of - SSRN papers












[image: Carbon Geography: The Political Economy of ... - CiteSeerX]
Carbon Geography: The Political Economy of ... - CiteSeerX












[image: International Political Economy]
International Political Economy












[image: pdf-149\the-brics-and-beyond-the-international-political-economy-of ...]
pdf-149\the-brics-and-beyond-the-international-political-economy-of ...












[image: pdf-022\the-handbook-of-political-economy-of-communications ...]
pdf-022\the-handbook-of-political-economy-of-communications ...












[image: From Political Economy to Freakonomics.pdf]
From Political Economy to Freakonomics.pdf












[image: political economy research institute]
political economy research institute












[image: PDF Global Political Economy Full Pages]
PDF Global Political Economy Full Pages















Beyond Ethnicity_A Political Economy of Indigene_Settler Conflicts ...






has fueled indigene/settler-based conflicts, which in some cases have been. violent and ... collective violence or what Osaghea and Suberu (2005:14) call the ... Beyond Ethnicity_A Political Economy of Indigene_Settler Conflicts in Nigeria.pdf. 






 Download PDF 



















 451KB Sizes
 3 Downloads
 384 Views








 Report























Recommend Documents







[image: alt]





POLITICAL ECONOMY RESEARCH INSTITUTE 

... (2006), Egger and. Egger (2006), and Mann (2004). 5 ...... Schultze, Charles L. (2004), â€œOffshoring, Import Competition and the Jobless Recoveryâ€�,. Brookings ...














[image: alt]





The Political Economy of - SSRN papers 

Jul 21, 2017 - This evidence is consistent with the idea that with inelastic demand, competition entails narrower productive inefficiencies but also.














[image: alt]





Carbon Geography: The Political Economy of ... - CiteSeerX 

will face a higher carbon bill under a cap and trade system than liberal, rich, urban areas. This compounds the ..... Tracking the geography of such final consumers and asset owners is very. 17 Carbon pricing in the energy ..... on voting in the 110t














[image: alt]





International Political Economy 

Multinational companies: â€¢ Gilpin, Robert (1975) U.S. Power and ... Beth A. Simmons (eds) Handbook of International Relations, 2nd edition (London: SAGE). 5 ...














[image: alt]





pdf-149\the-brics-and-beyond-the-international-political-economy-of ... 

... apps below to open or edit this item. pdf-149\the-brics-and-beyond-the-international-political ... rld-order-the-international-political-economy-of-new.pdf.














[image: alt]





pdf-022\the-handbook-of-political-economy-of-communications ... 

... has many benefits for. you? Page 3 of 6. pdf-022\the-handbook-of-political-economy-of-commun ... l-handbooks-in-media-and-communication-research.pdf.














[image: alt]





From Political Economy to Freakonomics.pdf 

Economics and Reality. Tony Lawson. Page 3 of 389. From Political Economy to Freakonomics.pdf. From Political Economy to Freakonomics.pdf. Open. Extract.














[image: alt]





political economy research institute 

Department of Economics and Political Economy Research Institute. University of ... Flight from Sub-Saharan Africa: Implications for Macroeconomic Management and. Growthâ€� ...... Global Economic Prospects 2006: Economic Implications of.














[image: alt]





PDF Global Political Economy Full Pages 

Global Political Economy
Download at => https://pdfkulonline13e1.blogspot.com/0199570817
Global Political Economy pdf download, Global Political Economy audiobook download, Global Political Economy read online, Global Political Economy epub, Glob


























×
Report Beyond Ethnicity_A Political Economy of Indigene_Settler Conflicts ...





Your name




Email




Reason
-Select Reason-
Pornographic
Defamatory
Illegal/Unlawful
Spam
Other Terms Of Service Violation
File a copyright complaint





Description















Close
Save changes















×
Sign In






Email




Password







 Remember Password 
Forgot Password?




Sign In



















Information

	About Us
	Privacy Policy
	Terms and Service
	Copyright
	Contact Us





Follow us

	

 Facebook


	

 Twitter


	

 Google Plus







Newsletter























Copyright © 2024 P.PDFKUL.COM. All rights reserved.
















