
The Misrepresentation of Nigeria
Chapter Four

Three Myths About the Formation of Nigeria
But it is not just the realities of Nigerian politics which are

misrepresented in this campaign, even the actual realities of the
country's geography and history, are twisted and distorted to
create a picture of the country and its people, which are quite
different from what they ieally u... The extent of this
misrepresentation, particularly over the last decade, has been such
that many people living outside Nigeria, Nigerians and foreigners
alike, who follow its affairs on the media, wJnder why the country
has not yet disintegrated and piunged into a bloody civil war, or,civil wars.

It is only when they hear from, or, read, those who actuailylive and work in Nigeria, and who have a stake in it, that they
begin to realize that there is a big gap, in most of the aorr.rti. uno
foreign media coverage of the country, between, what is actually
happening in it, and what is reporred atour ir. This g"t;;;;il;,
result of sensational reporting, important as that factoi is. It is also
not just the result of ignorance, important as that is also. It has
deeper roots in a distinct outlook on Nigeria and Nigerians. 

,

This outlook arises from the powerful position which three
myths about Nigeria and Nigerians huue acquired in the minds of
those reporting on Nigerian affairs, and 

"u"n 
of some of those

participating in them. These are, firstly the myth about what
happened in L9l4; the myth rhar Nigeria is an arbiirarya.r*ion or
the British; and the myth about Nigeria international boundaries.
,The myth about l9L4 is the basis Lr u number of assumptions.
Firstly, the existence of a fundamentar dichotomy il;;; th.
North and the South of Nigeria supposedly rooted in the nature of
the- 1914 amalgamation. Secondly, ihe inevitability of competirion
and conflicts between supposedly monolithic and distinctive
ethnic, groups, which are said to have existed as distinct racial
entities for millennia, and which are said to be the constituent
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units of the country. And, thirdry the supposedry inherent
antagonism between the Muslirns and the christians of Nigeria.

The misrepresentation of Niger:ia in the campaign being
conducted against its corporate existence is born tui or this
misleading outlook on the country, built on these types of false
assumptions. This outlook is made up of concepts, whlch are seen
as fixed and immutabre like the North and the South; the Muslims
and the christians and the Igbo and the yoruba, for example.
These categories, by the very way they are conceived in this
outlook, obscure the mosaic plurality of tiigeria and Nigerians and
the processes of fusions, diffusions, interm-eshing, forriations and
transformations, which have marked the history;f the peoples of
the Nigedan area for miilennia, before, and since the country,s
formation, and right up to today

we shall now seek to show how these assumptions are
fa_lse, starting with the myth of 1914, one of the most ,*iri"J uir,of Nigerian history, which forms a key parl of the griiss over_
simplification and extreme generalizution of Nigeriin rearities,
known as the North-South dichoromy.

The Myth of 1914

The North-South dichotomy has to be understood clearly,in order to grasp its significance in this outlook informing this
campaign against 

_the 
corporate existence of Nigeria. what-it is,

and what it is not, has to be very clear.

It is not being argued here, that this conception is false,
because there is no nofthem part of Nigeria und no'r".,ir-,L* pu"of Nigeria. In every space on the surfaie of the eafth, there is a
norlhern part and a southem paft, simply because of the fact of thelongitude. we even have thi compass to show us which is the
norlh and which is the south, in any room.

It is also not being proposed here that, there has not
emerged, since about the 1930s, within Nigeria, the sub-national
identities of northerners and southemers, 

-in 
Nigeria, whatever

vaded, and conflicting, cultural and political contents, different
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nomhemers and different southemers, ascri.be to these identities at
diff'erent rimes, at diffe.ent praces uni il.-oifferent plrlposes.

The rr{orth-South o,:roroTy goes far beyond these fa*s ofgeography and of emer.qing sub-nitionar. poriticar and curturaridentities. The xo,tr-,-soui*, ;,"rr*"ri",r"rne assumption rhar, rheFederar Repubric or xig,iu r, ur-'un,utgam of two, distincrgeographicar, curturar, eronomi., sociar and poriticar entities,namery the North and trre south. il; disrin* enriries, have
i"? 113,',: :',ll' :#..,|t :* ::p'ror, 

b.; d; ; r o geth er b y t h e B rj ti s h,

ffilr:,;,.".,o.,,.or,"r,nii",rn1i.lT.,,rff ?i,,:r.:,.j,::ffi il*
1 w o a m a, r, ::l li "tJ 

I ;, :i ? l; J, *"1 ?i 
j.' * .: ::;iil, r h e s ebur have remained ur-u*ursam "i;* "jiril..1:.*,""i:?

;$l;?,Htic 
entities, in re,-s ;i ffi #u*.ound, inrercsrs and

This conr-cnti^- ^r
a m a, g a m u, i o,'Jf i;r,T :, . "fu 

!ff [:;: ",ll,t.;,,,?i I I T,i,,,, I]standing apart from on. urortr.r. unj_navi-n, some cohesion on
ttreir own' The cororv *i'norr.roroJ';i';ort{rgrn 

Nigeda was,:i.:il,: ffii:* ;:JT*n 
or di s ti n.i'.} on i a r en ti ri-c' wh i char triu*i,"i,1*1'; il 

ry,1:T[3J,,j".'#;]i,,*,ffi,;occuparion. This .niity, *n].tr_i, fr..,, ;r]"r.nr.o as consrirutingthe south' standing oiriir.i'"i_q1-"rrrrii:"rrr,. 
from rhe ..iorth, ar

the time of the-lgil ,rr;rg*iurion, was itse',f prodr.rd by a sedesof amargamarions going uu.t ," rsglljffi;, year the oil RiversProtector"ate was amargimur.o *irt, ottrer- terrrtories nearby, *t i.t,
In i 

J!',,;I'Ail.l tJ*i# .,1 ;; ffi ;. . o u, 
1 

p_r o t r c t o ra t e
in_crude ;i-,; ;;"#;::"j::': yl:h, onry rn tls7, came rorooo,u*uig;niff 'ilf 'J:3i},!i;,.i#T#;l,i:,U,;;;
rmposed in the immediar" fi*i..land of the Cform the p.orecrorare 

or souihan lVigeriu, uo*,111:l "f 
Lagos, to

from the Colony of I-ags; 
-""'-'rr 1\lgefla, administered r.pl.ut.ly

))
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six years later, in L906, the corony of Lagos was
amalgamated with this protectorate of Southern Nigeria"to form
the Colony and protectorate of southern Nigeria, which far frombeing some cohesive coloniar entity, was,'rargery, a sphere ofinfluence, from which the tsritish kepi out oihe, European colonial
powers. The military expeditions for colonial occupution, r,"r. i,fact, continued, right up to lgl4, and beyond.

The Protectorate of Northern Nigeria, proclaimed in 1900,
was also just a sphere of influence claimed by the British. It didnot exist as a distinct entity, which could be termed, the North, upto 1914, and beyond, when military expeditions to establish itcontinued. It 

- 
was a variegated collection of the subjugated,

hitherto, largely, autonomoui, emirates of the Sokoto cutiitrut",
l!" subjugated Sheikhdom of Borno, the Igala and iukun
Kingdoms and numerous independent polities, uihich by the timeof the L9L4 amargamation cannot be said to have constituted adistinct entity standing on its own, as the North, distinct from theSouth.

This is why, the fairy taie that the Protectorate of NorthernNigeria was amargamated with the Colony and protectorate ofsouthern Nigeria because the North *u, ,oi economically viable,
which is so widely disseminated by those who craim to be abre toshow the historical origins of tir" North-south dichotomy, isfarcical, and only shows ignorance of the actual historical
evidence of that process of coionial administrative reorganization.
For, in the first place, the protectorate of Northern Nlgeria waslargely a British sphere of influence, which was, only at that verytime being occupied by the British- therefore, most of the
"*p:lg1ture by the British was on their military expeditions toestablish this protectorate.

As that traveller and keen observer of African colonial
affairs, E.D.Morel, pointed out in his book Nigeria its people-and
ir: TrPt-"ms, publiitreo in 19r 1, our of a totaT annual expenditureof s305,000 by the coroniar administration in the protectorate ofNorthern Nigeria, in the years 1906-1909, the sum of f,260,000,
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that is 85vo of the annuar expenditure, was *ititury expenditure.This military expenditur. *u, on the Royar west African FrontierForce, whose imperiar militaf *rp.irriirriti* exrended farbevond rhe prorec rorare, as i rs n*, *lk;il;t;; ;j# ;:i-"ilorrstates categorically that:

To say, therefore, that Norrhern Nigeria is costing
the British taxpayer a quarter of a iillio,n'L yro, o,more ,s tu make q statement which ,J not inaccordance with the fact....let this ;r";;; [toNorthe_y Nigerial uiier this amalgamation becancelled and let the imperial goveiment in tn,other 

-.hand foot the bill for the mi;litaryexpenditu.re " tpp.20S-209 I .

E.D. Morel arso dismi::ro the widespread fabrication thatthe Protectorate of No'thern Nigeria was.r.ig"a with the colonyand Protectorate of South".n Nig"ria because the budget of theformer was in deficit, as it was poorer and, therefore, had a lowerrevenue and had to be bailed ouiby,t 
",irt ". southern corony andprotecrorate. He pointed our rhar this situ"ri* li ura*"#Lt.i,had an obvious cause. The southern colony and protectorateextended to the coast and its ,d;i;;;;i;, corecred a, thecustom dues on the sea-borne export and import trade of the twoprotectorates' He said that the Protectorut" or r.rorttrern Ni-geria

A vast protectorate shut off from the seaboard byanother less than four timis its size having nocoastrine, qnd the custom dues on ,iore trade arecollected by the latter (p"190)
In fact, as various academic studies have shown, theeconomic and the fiscar poricies of the British, before 1914, andafter, were driven by the knowredge that ,h" ,*o protectoratesformed a largely compact entity, t^7rri.r, .ouia ,o, be profitablyrured and exproited in britirh,, ;;r;i;ir,Jrirrr, if they were norbrought together.. 

Th" imperativ", 1r economic and politicalgeography which led to the amargamation oitgq:, which created
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the Niger coast protector-ate; foilowed by that in 1900 whichcreared the protectorate of Southem Nigeria; folrowed by ttrat or1906 which created the corony and protectorate of southernI'{igeria, was what also led to the amalgamation of tgll,whichcreated the Colony and protectorate of Nfueria.
It is in order to deny these imperatives of economic andpolitical geography, which ied to rhe formation of Nigeria thatthese sedes of amargamations culminating i, io 14 areignored and 

:a huge myth built around 1914. The failricarion of this myrh of1914 goes back ro the time whe.1 *.tting noftherners againstsouthemers became one of the cardinar poriicat strategies of theBrjtish,par.ticularlyinordertocontainandscattertheNigerian
nationalist movemenr red by the NCNC, which in 1944_rqio^g;imassive nationwide support forits .rmprign rl, inorpendence andfor "one Nigeria", to thi great discomfort ir the British.

It is, therefore, not true that Nigeria is an amargam of two :distinct entities, the Nofth and the Soith thrown together by theBritishin1914,Iargelybecausetrrexlnrri,a"poo.erreVenueand
had to be baired out. 

- yvvrvr rsvtrrlus l----

The Myth of Nigeria,s Arbitrary Creation
J'F.Ade Ajayi, Emeritus professor of History at theuniversity of Ibadan and E.J.Aiagoa, professor of History at theuniversity of port Harcourt draw attention to the geographicalcompactness of Nigeria. It was this compactness, which in theiight of Britainrs economic and strategic r"i.."rt made these sedesof amaigamations,. en_ding up with Nigeria in Lgr4, imperative.The two distinguished *f,ot*rs also bring out facts which lead tothe conclusions that, like air countries in the worrd, Nigeria isindeed a geographical expression, and at that cruciai geographicarlevel of human existen.", it is not an arbitrary creation, for therewere sound geographicar factors favouring its formation. In theirjoint chapter in the book, Groundwork" or uigu.ian History,published by Heinemann for the Histori.rr io.i.ty of Nigeria, in1980, and edited by obaro Ikime, they pointed out that:

a
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Nigeria is not ! self_corttairtecl geograpltical
'[!il,;;!i'u,,:,:;,of, -""-" 

op''ii,,,, of ts- ttorcters,

N r g * iln t' i I i r, "'i, nf, n i 
o 
"' !,ii,' iJ i ),, r,i,u 

r r,,,, 

I If ,e'cour,gecr greater movettrert artcr irteractiort oJ.peopres witrtin 
-it 

than with-p-eopre outsicre it. Trrccontpctctness ct
rhe^f irstir",,,"r"ij,i,i[',Xi,':,::!i-r:;';ril:,{::i;;i,
cutcl tlte Forest Zone wfti",l* i,"rtJl,r,rfugtransitional Miclclte Belt io,rnirorca by the JosPlateau.". (pp224_ZZSi 

wvttt

And, that:

The seconcr factor er.tgertcrerirtg corttpactness rmsbeen tlte esseittial urity of the ,iirr, ,yrten?s. Nigeriais reaily rhe basir, 
"i:* ;;,r"; ;i;rr souttt of rheBussa rapicrs with tie Ben,e, therfirittutaries ancrtl,te enonnoL$ clelta spreaclirtg oul irtto severalcreeks and lagoorts. rle yrtitl,";;;"r" watetwaysencolraged a network_ o7 ,rioiio"'riro withirt thebasin' The river networks"p*riira'"iout^ 

of cot,ttactbetween peopre ,uui,rg across,trte nortrt ancr soutrtaxis ancl supplernewii
recogrtile east orra *.,!, -it' 

Accorclingly, on, ,rrr,ri
icteai as we, as,or'iyfil':;;,::{;rff:;:r::i,
alreacly sugses_tert by the ,rg,r;*i; zotxes. It isbecattse of this ,onrporr,rr* that crespite theforruttous tnatxner in whirl, ii, 

"pliitrtrot 
urti4t ofNigeria came tu be acltievecl,' 

":uiturolty anclecononica'y Nigeria was not reary art arbitrarycre atiort ( pp. 2 2a _22 5 ).
The Myths about Nigeria,s Boundaries

.."u,io,j: #tl,]l ," not only that Nigeria is nor an arbitrary
i n, e m a r i o ,; ;",#J.i:l 

4, :f,li i:F; lifl:l;,"., f,1,l:} xoften misrepresented to be. e, ,rr. 1ut"' l.c.anrne, professor of

ffis,

26



History at the university of Ibadan, when that university was
leading the rest of the world in breaking new paths in the study of
history, the boundaries of Nigeria were, like all political
boundaries, all over the world, and throughout history, artificial,
but they were not arbitrary. Anene expllined that, all political
boundaries are artificial, because they are political demarcaiions of
tenitory made by political authorities for political purposes, and
not by natural, or, cultural processes, even if some;.y coincide
with some geographical feature, or, patterns of cultural geography.
In his perceptive and meticulous study, The International
Boundaries of Nigeria, 1895-1900: The Framework of An
Emergent Nation, published in 1970, Anene concluded that:

....no objective criticism of the bounclarie,s of
Nigeria should leave out of account the realitirt iy
political and economic conditions which prevailed
in the boundary zones at the time the boundaries
emerged...If the results of the negotiations are
viewed against the backgrouncl of these conditiorts
one cannot escape the conclusiort that the
boundaries represented, to a suprisirtg degree, the
realities which existed at that time.

Those who are attacking the basis of the corporate
existence of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, refuse to face up to
the solid evidence in the writings of Nigerian scholars of world
renown, such as Anene, Ajayi and Alagoa, which bring out clearly
the rational foundations on which the Nigerian nation-state exists.
Instead, they disseminate a culture of irrationality, of the evasion
of the truth, of compound ignorance and intellectual mediocrity,
with which no sustained political stability, or, economic and social
development can be attained.
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