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ABSTRACT

This study examines what has now turned to be a deliberate strategy of denial
against the Igbos in Nigeria’'s politics. It identifies salient issues to the full
actualization of the political aspiration of Ndigbo in Nigeria’s political space.
Marginalization has been the complaints of almost all the ethnic nationalitiesin
Nigeria. Fortunately, we have democratic groups contending for a proper
integration of all ethnic nationalities in the country. The safety, happiness and
joy of the Igbo will be completed when the deliberate bottlenecks against them
are removed; and putting in place an atmosphere conducive for achieving their
desired aspirations in an inclusive Nigeria. Based on the findings, it is
recommended among others that Ndigbo have lost the cooperative spirit and
sense of obligation to theimmediate family, village and clan which wasa hallmark
of the Igbo man before the Nigeria-Biafra war, they must learn to restrain from
the propensity of internal feud and bickering in pursuit of excessive self-
centeredness and individualism.
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INTRODUCTION

Marginalizationiswithout doubt arecurring phenomenon prevalent in thesocio-political
lifeof thelgboinNigeria. Itisnot asif there are no complaints about marginalization by
other ethnic nationalitiesin Nigeria. But the present predicament of Ndigbo can betraced
totheNigeria—Biafrawar of 1967-1970. Thewar which ended since 1970 | eft thelgbos
devastated and disorganized in unimaginabl e proportion. The lgbomen, according to
Uwaaka(2003), have particularly been madetofed vanquished. Eventhoughthephysical
formal war hasbeen ended, yet there appearsto have been moreinsdious, moreperfidious,
more destructive and dangerous‘ war’ against the Igbo. Therefore, our interest inthis
study isto unearth the strategy of denial against the Igbosin Nigeria, beit economic,
bureaucratic, structural and political space.

Commenting ontheissue, Nwankwo (2000) indststhat margindization hasbecome
an lgbo bed mate. Infact, itisnow aStateaienation and exclusion. This phenomenon has
brewed an inherent alienation of thelgbo in Nigeria, resulting in resentment and fear
(Nwabueze, 2001). Themargindization of Ndigboissointensethat no Igbo man, however
good hiscredentials can today expect to command nationwide acceptance asaleader in
the government and politicsof Nigeria. Rather, adeliberate policy of casting over board
the price-less colonial heritage of meritocracy in aninsidious bid to stem the tide of
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competition, and largely succeed in emasculating the enterprising, competitive and
geographically mobilelgboisnow invogue. The progressive principlesof merit and
competition arenow supplemented by such nebulousand retrogressivepoliciesas‘ federa
character’, ‘ quotasystem,” and State of origin’. Itistherefore, theintension of thisarticle
to bringinto focusthe specific policies, programmes and projectswhich have been devised
and adopted by successiveadministrationsin Nigeria(democratic and military) to punish
thelgbo nationfor going towar in 1967. Our analysisshall bebased on asituationwhere
onegroup marginalizesanother, which bringsabout unequal relationship. Therefore, class
analysiswill be our framework for an understanding of thiswork. Thisconcept believes
that thetake-off point for understanding the formation with interaction that goesonina
society isby first of dl understanding and andyzing the rel ationship that existsbetweenthe
various classesand meansof production.

Karl Marx, aGerman born economic philosopher, istheleading proponent of
classstructurein asociety. According to him, thehistory of dl hitherto existing society is
thehistory of classstruggle (Marx and Engdl, 1989). The Stateisamachinefor maintaining
therule of one classover another. It therefore postul atesthat the division of society into
classesislinked with private ownership of meansof production. Leninon hispart posits
that:

In an exploitative society, the term class appliesto groups of people,

onewhich can appropriatethe labour of another owing to the different

places they occupy in a definite system of social economy (Lenin,

1977).

Again, class, as seen by Ekekwe (1986) islargely agroup of peopledifferent from one
another by the placethey occupy ahistoricaly determined system of social production. In
summation, classrelationsarein other words, contradictory. It involves conflictsand
opposition. Classlacksco-existence, whichleadsto antagonism. A systematic understanding
of theabovewill help affirmwhy theintensequest for aredressing of the margindization of
thelgbo nationin Nigeriapoalitics, by the Hausa/Fulani and Yorubapower configurationsis
necessary. Thisof course, offersan explanation for the persi stent agitation by Ndigbo for
amoreegditarian posturein Nigeria spalitics. Our explanationisthat thelgbo’'sddliberate
exclusion from the commanding height of Nigeria spoliticsisdueto themarginalization
policy. Thisisbecause; marginalizationissimilar to the oppression of the poor in Karl
Marx theory of classstruggle. Thepolicy of ddliberate exclusonwhichistheorder of the
day inNigeria, resultsin classstruggle among thevariousethnic groups. Inexplaining the
application of thetheory to thiswork, Nnoli’sinterpretationsof Lasswell’spostul ation of
politicsseemsmogt suitable. Politicsinvolvesthedl ocation of socia, economicand culturd
resourcesto individuals, groups, regionsand classes (Nnoli, 2003).

The dominance of Nigerian politics by the Hausa-Fulani and Yoruba has seen
them controlling thecommanding height of Nigeria skey positionsin politicsand governance.
Therefore, inthe context of marginalization, it ismulti-faceted (political, economic, socid,
psychological and cultura). It isboth disheartening and agoni zing to the | gbo nation and
their sympathizersaswell. According toAja(2000), marginalization isadeliberate set
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back in development efforts, and to be structurally disadvantaged isastructura function of
development. Echoing further, Afigbo (2000) statesthat marginalizationisadeliberate
dissmpowerment of peopleinthefederation politicaly, economicaly, socidly and militarily
by another group or groupsfrom either having accessto and or taking due possession of
common key positionsand common resources, asmanifested in thepolitical, economic,
military, educationa, mediaand bureaucratic reaAlmsin Nigeria. Hefurther observesthat
by extension, it isadeliberate conscious evil which resultsin * powerlessness’, abject
powerlessness’ and organizational powerlessness(Afigbo, 2000). Itistherefore, ingructive
to statethat thisphenomenonispreva entin societieswhere component groupsarebedeviled
by unequal and antagoni st relationships.

Mar ginalization of Ndigbo befor el ndependenceto 1970

Marginalization during this period was perpetrated against al Nigeriansirrespective of
ethnic or regional affiliationsby the British colonialist. Therewereethnic and regional
rivaries, but no group(s) had the power to marginalize others. But the colonial masters
margindized al theethnic groups, which meansal ethnic groupsoperated onaleve field.
Therefore, tofight colonia induced margindization, there emerged nationdist movements
whosethrust wastofight for the restoration, protection and preservation of therightsand
privileges of these nationswithin the colonial Nigeria. Inresponseto this, Taiwo et al
(1974) posit that the nationalist movement were not to organi ze any anti-government
movement, but to thework of the government inaloyal and constitutional manner.

However, it took theintervening period of 1960-1970, for theforces of ethnic
particularism which had been artificially repressed during the colonial regime, to burst
forth, gather momentum and culminate into the crisesof 1967-1970. Inreactiontothis
ugly devel opment, Achebe (1983) observesthat the marginalization against thelgbo may
have started in 1968, when Nigeriachanged her currency. ThismadeNdigbotoloseover
50,000,000 million poundsin foreign exchange. Inisaccount, Achebe (1983) statesthat:

A banking policy was evolved which nullifies any bank account, which

had been operated during the civil-war, this had the immediate result

of pauperizing the Igbo middle class and earning a profit of 4.5 million

pounds for the government treasury.

Further, the marginalization of the Igbo could be seen from the creation of more
Satesin Nigeria. From the perspective of today, Gowon’saction could be seen aswonderful
totheEast. But, at thetime, it wasapolitical master- stroketo scatter the solidarity of the
eastern region. It wasthisthat prompted Okadigbo to remark that through the State
creation, they weretrying to severethe Efik, Ibibio, and therivers peoplefrom the gbos
and hencedestabilizetheir common resol ve, to facethe danger confronting them (Okadigbo,
2000).

Mar ginalization of Ndigbo from 1970till date

By the end of the civil war in January, 1970, the control of power and distribution of
economic resources at the center had fallen absol utely into the hands of thewar victors.
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Thediscriminationinthesitting of mgor federal government projectsin Igboland coupled
with the abandoning of many of them, also atteststo thissyndrome of marginalization.
Again, Achebe (1983) affirmsthat:

Many have tried, but hobody has quite succeeded in explaining away

the sitting of five steel mills worth N4.5 million on final completion,

with estimated employment capacity of 100,000 by 1990; only in the

North and West of Nigeria (Achebe, 1983:49)
Afurther, confirmation of thepost civil- war Ighbo marginaization, wasseenin thestting of
projectslike major industries, huge irrigation schemesand agricultural projectsto other
partsof Nigeria, deliberately excluding theIgbo heart land. It wastherefore, evident that
the cumulative consequences of thesewideranging margindizationswerequite pronounced
in the economi ¢ sector, whi ch has sentenced Ndighbo to economi ¢ penury and strangul ation.
Inlaying credencetothisugly trend, Nwakanma (2000) got it right when he statesthat:

...economic and political policies of the federal government which

limited access to political power of Easterners, especially the Igbo,

has led not only to economic hemorrhaging, but also to an economic

wasteland.
Insummation, itisthe context of thisstudy to statethat right from the Yakubu Gowon’'s
administration through to the Murtala/Obasanjo era of 1975-1979, to the Shagari
presidency of 1979-1983 and to the dictatorship of Buhari/ldiagbon of 1983-1985, upto
the Babangidaand Abacharegimes of 1985-1998, culminating into the Abdul salami
Abubakar, Olusegun Obasanjo and Umaru Yar’ Adua’ s administration of 1998-1999,
1999-2007 and 2007-2010 respectively, Ndigbo have suffered an unbelievable
discrimination in every sphere of Nigeria'ssocio-political and economic life. Theonly
exception tothisugly trend isthe Jonathan administration of 2010to 2015.

Salient Indicator sof M ar ginalization against Ndigbo

Marginalization does not take an automatic form of disempowerment of ethnic group or
territory by thosewho control the center of power, authority and resources. Inpractice, it
appearssubtleand hiddenyet, marginaizationisrea . Going by experience, public policies
arenot formulated from the stand point of objectivity and overdl nationd interest or onthe
basis of justice, fair play and equity. Rather, it isfrom the point of parochial ethnic
cond derationssuch that theethnic groupswhose membersdominated thefedera government
sinceindependence and especidly sincetheend of theNigeria-Biafrawar haspersstently
swvungthepoalitical pendulumtotheir favour. Without mincingwords, Ndigbo have suffered
tremendous marginalization through clearly designed and well-crafted state policiesal of
which haveleft them emascul ated, psychologically battered, drained and unsure, socialy
harassed, economically and materially dispossessed and pauperized. Itisagainst this
background that thiswork attemptsan exposition of thesdient indicatorsof marginaization
againgt Ndigbo withinthe context of Nigeria spolitics. Theseindicatorsinclude:

Palitical emasculation: Theability to stabilize Nigeria'sunity depends highly onthe
extent towhichthelgbo areintegrated in Nigeria. Thisisthemost fundamental of al the
instrument of marginalization. Itistheinstrument that has been used to excludethelgbo
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effectively from being key playersin theformation and execution of mgor policy decisons
inNigeria

The politics of State creation: State creation in Nigeriahas been as controversia an
issueasthepoalitical actorsthemselves. The State creation instrument has been used to
emasculate and clip thewingsof thelgbo. That iswhy onewonderstherational e behind
thelumping together into one Statein 1967 by Gowon, one of thetripodsthat make up
Nigeria. Also, the State creation exercise of |brahim Babangidawas|opsided in favour of
the Hausas. So also wasthat of Abacha’ sregime during hisown State creation exercise.
The Hausasadwaysmaintain ahigher number of Statesto haveapolitical advantageabove
the Igbo in particular and the South in general. Inthelight of the above, Ojukwuinan
interview observesthat the personwho has political power decidestheway country goes
(Ojukwu, 2001). Therefore, the purpose of thisstrategy issimply to dipossess, pauperize
and indeed marginalizethelgbo, and reducetheir relevancein Nigeria

Discrimination in federal appointments: It is a fact that the Igbos have enough
manpower to aspirefor any political leadershipin Nigeria. Also, the utmost permanent
occupation of the presidency by the Hausa/Yorubais seemingly immutable. A critical
gppraisa of theappointiveand e ective positionsinthefederd level pointsto aprerogative
right for certain ethnic groupsin Nigeria. Instances abound, the office of the President of
the Federation, Chairman and Directorsof federal parastatal s, commanding structures of
variousmilitary ingtalations, havebeen specificdly left for the Hausas, Fulanisand Yorubas.
Thetablebelow illustratesthe deliberate dide against the lgbo.

Table 1: Composition of highest decision making bodiesof thegovernancein Nigeriaon
thebasisof regionsof origin (figuresin percentage)

SN Regime North West East
1 Bdewa (Cabinet) 373 373 254
2 Irons (SMC) 50 333 16.7
3 Gowon (SMC) 60 0] 0%
4 Gowon (Cabinet) a7 a7 168
5 Murtal a/Obasanjo (Cabinet) v\ K9] 2

6 Shagari (Cabinet) 375 25 2
7 Buhari (SMC) 611 2715 2

8 Babangida (AFRC -1985 Set) 50 367 133
9 Babangida(AFRC-1991 Set) 545 364 91
10 Babangida (AFRC-1992 Set) 556 338 56
u Shonekon (ING) 479 312 209
12 Abacha (PRC) 63 27 9
13 Abubakar (PRC) 6 % 9
14 Obasanjo (Cabinet) 565 5 195
15 Yar’ Adua(Cabinet) 645 125 3
16 Jonathan (Cabinet) 2 325 475

Source: Nnamani (2013:48)
It should however, benoted that itisonly the Jonathan’sadministration that hasnot complied
implementing thelopsided cabinet structure of hispredecessorsin officeagainst Ndigbo.
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Rather, hisadministration has demonstrated enormous zeal, unanimity of purpose and
more proactivein reintegration of Ndigbo and thereby hasplayed amoreinclusivepolitics
inNigeria

Military neutralization: Inthelogic of thevictoriouscoalition, military neutrdizationis
found to bethefina strategy to Igbo possibleresurgence. To neutraizethe lgbo militarily,
thepolicy of “accordingtothem”, only token presenceintheNigerianarmy wasaccordingly
adopted. Thelowly presenceof thelgbointhemilitary hierarchy hasbeen theabsorption
of only anegligiblenumber of the Nigerian army officesof Igbo origin.

Sel ective Development: The seaportsof Calabar and Port Harcourt which areclosethe
Igbo have been excluded from aserious devel opment attention to promoteimport-export
activities. No reason is cogent enough. Today many importerstravel to Lagosto clear
their goods. More so occasional ban onimportation of second hand vehi cles (Tokunbo)
and stockfish (okporoko) areintended to marginalize the Igbo. Thequestionto ask is,
why the OgutaLake hasnot been transformed into aninternationa segport and thedredging
of River Niger at Onitsha

Educational Policy: Thiswasanother deliberate weapon of denial against Ndigbo. The
introduction of quotapolicy of admission, establishment of unity schools; and thedenia of
accesstoinfradiructure, indructional materids, funds, curriculumetc., wasto achievestunted
advancement of Ndigbo into occupying key positionsinour publiclife.

CONCLUSIONAND RECOMMENDATIONS

Marginalization has been the complaint of amost all the ethnic nationalitiesin Nigeria
including Ndigbo. Fortunately, we have democratic groups contending for a proper
integration of al ethnic nationaitiesinthe country. The safety, happinessand joy of Ndigbo
will becompletewhenthedeliberate conspiracy against their aspirationsisremoved. This
phenomenon hasaffected the senseof commonidentity among thelgbos, both asindividuas
and asanation. Ndigbo must learn to restrain from the propensity of internal feud and
bickeringin pursuit of excessve self-centerednessand individualism, they havelost the
cooperativespirit and sense of obligation totheimmediatefamily, village and clanwhich
wasahalmark of thelgbo man beforethe Nigeria-Biafrawar. Inthisregard, thereisthe
needfor thereviva of theold spirit. The outcomeof this, coupled with the complexitiesof
apost war Nigeriaand anew democratic culturein Nigeriademandsthat an Igbo man
should begiventheopportunity to bethe president of anew Nigeria. Itisafter this, that we
can safely say that the civil-war isindeed now over. If weareto trust, hope and have
confidencein aunited Nigeria, justice, equity and fairness should not only be done, but
should manifestly be seen to have been done. Itison thisbasisthat thisresearch makesthe
following recommendationsfor amajor government policy that will help neutralizethis
obnoxiouspolicy.

Resourcecontrol: Thedemand by the oil producing Statesfor the control of themineral
resourceslocated intheir territory istoo fundamental in nature and for radica departure
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from the existing arrangement isnot to be within the contempl ation of the government’s
power of congtitutional amendment. Therefore, our positionisfor thefederal government
to sustain thispolicy of resourcescontrol for theoil producing Statesin Nigeria.

Thereligiousneutrality of the state: Hardly had any other issue threatened the unity
and stability of Nigeriamore than that of the freedom of worship. The adoption and
implementation of the Sharialaw and itsintegrationin Nigeria s Constitution amount to
affrontsand infringements on the fundamental rights of the citizensasenshrinedinthe
Constitution. Hence, religion should be made personal affair rather than the State.
Consequently, government should only play theregulatory role.

Rotational presidency: Weare here confronted with anissue of justiceand equity. The
office of the president should be allowed to rotate between the north and the south or
between thesix geo-political zones. Theinequity of itshaving been monopolizedlargely by
onesection of the country during the past fifty-five yearshasto be properly re-examined

Restructuring of Nigeria’'s Federal System: Nigeria's federal system should be
restructured. Thefedera system based onthesix geo-palitical zonesshould bere-organized
asmay benecessary; whileat the sametime, retaining the a ready existing Satesasunitsof
thefederation. Furthermore, efforts should be madeto evolveamoregenera ly-accepted
formulaof sharing our common revenue.

Deliberate politicsof internal discord and conflict: Thedeliberate policy of making
theworld see Ndigbo as peoplethat cannot hold key positionsin politicsand government
isnot acceptable. Thisevidently manifested itself during the Obasanjo administration of
1999-2007, when he deliberately all owed hisgovernment to havefive senate presidents
of Igbo extraction.
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