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ABSTRACT

It is a fact that there is terrorism in the Oil Producing Sates of Nigeria. Daily,
pipelines are vandalized, oil wells constructions are halted, oil workersare held
hostage, lives are lost and property destroyed. The purpose of this study is to
bring into focus this ugly situation, and lay bare the plights of the Oil Producing
Sates, arising from the effects of oil exploration, socio-economic and political
problems; as well as socio-psychological problems that enabled terrorism to
strive. Factually, terrorism is rooted in the political economy, which does not
give people equal opportunity to participate in the share and distribution of
their national cake. Theirony of the whole situation is that while majority of the
people live in penury and environmental degradation, the custodians of State
political apparatus grow fat in uncontrollable affluence and wealth. Gradually,
terrorismwhich is nurtured by misery sneaks into the marrow of the society. This
study, therefore, takes a critical look at the ugly situation, identifies vent of
anger by mostly the youths of the affected areas as a result of negligence as one
of the major problemsthat have |ed to this situation. Based on this premise, itis
recommended that the Nigerian States should rise up to itsresponsibilitiesto the
Nigerian people and Oil Producing Sates in particular.
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INTRODUCTION

For someyearsnow, terrorismin the Oil Producing States of Nigeriahasbeen central in
our national discourse. Nigeriaiswithout doubt thelargest crude oil producer inAfrica
and the sixth largest within the Organi zation of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC)
(Nwankwo, 1983). Technically speaking, Nigeriahas been ableto produce 12.6 million
barrels of crude oil per day (bpd). Itisafact that crude oil export accountsfor about
97.5% of Nigeriad stotd foreign exchangeearnings(Brick, 1971). Thismeansthat Nigeria
absolutely depends on export from crude oil for her foreign revenue (Gilbert, 2004).
Theirony of thewholesituation isthat with amost sixty yearsof oil exploration,

Nigeriahasaccrued up to $500 billion net profit from the sales of thiscrude, yet the States
that lay the golden egg wallow in abject poverty (Nnoli, 1994). Thereisenvironmental
degradation, abject poverty and squalor. Malnutrition, high mortality rate, highlevel of
juveniledelinquency and poor infrastructural devel opment are now the order of the day
(Sagay, 2001). With the dominance of ignorance and inability of government to deliver
dividends of democracy to the Oil Producing States, aided with the conspiracy by the
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multinationa oil companieshas serioudy aggravated the situation. Thissituation of total
neglect, hunger unemployment and poverty hasgiven room for youth’srestivenessand
terror (Lawal, 2000). Thissituation hasalso given roomfor oil workersbeing taken as
hostages, oil wellscongtruction halted and most worrisomely, under-aged children hijacked
for ransoms, etc. Furthermore, oil bunkering, pipelinevandaization and all other formsof
terror are now becoming the order of the day (Etekpe, 2000). To the perpetrators, itisa
good riddancefor bad rubbish, asit isnow an avenue for making wealth. Therisks of
death never deter the peoplefrom scrambling to source oil fromleaking pipdlines. Itis
evident that many liveshavebeenlost intheresultant inferno that hasfollowed many of the
accidental explosionsin various partsof the Oil Producing States. These actionshave
parayzed government activitiesin the States concerned, stopped oil exploration and have
seriously damaged theimage of Nigeriaand reducing her asanest for terroristsinthe
comity of nations. Itistherefore, disheartening that whileother petroleum exporting countries
arereaping thefruitsfrom oil exploration, Nigeriaisbattling with how best to contain the
malaiseof terrorism.

A litany of interpretationshasbeen giventotheword terrorism. For asocid scientis,
aterrorist of yesterday may bethe hero of today; while ahero of yesterday may become
theterrorist of today. One person’sterrorist may be another person’sfreedom fighter
(Erida, 2007). To other liberal scholars, terrorismisamodern day barbarism or at best a
formof political violence (Oyige, 1984). Terrorismisalife-threatening action perpetrated
by palitically frustrated individual sand motivated by self appointed sub-groups (Aina,
2003). Itimpliesthe useof terrorizing method of res sting government which involvesthe
useof coerciveviolencethat isnot only illegal, but also extrajudicial in outlook (Webster,
2004). Onitspart, encyclopediaBritannicaperceivesterrorism to be asystematic use of
terror or unpredi ctableviolence against government, public or individuasto atain political
objectives (Encyclopedia, 1978). Therefore, onaglobal perspective, theimpresson given
about terrorismistokill and destroy the enemies. The understanding isthat terrorism
increasesin arithmetic progression with anincreasein deprivation, marginalization and
subjugation. At the heart of thisfeud, isthe urgent need to eulogizeviolence, hatred, arson,
suicide and the need to overcomethe enemy at all cost (Okoko, 1998).

Therefore, theboneof contentionin theenvironment of the Oil Producing Statesis
theprevailing searchintermsof resourceendowment, whichistheavailablenaturd resources
that are grossly misappropriated and cannot satisfy the yearningsand aspirations of the
inhabitants (Uchegbu, 1983). It isevident that theterroristsare nurtured gradually by
misery andwant. It growswiththeevil of poverty and strives; especialy, when the stress-
freelife of the people has collapsed (Sagay, 2003). It isevident that thewealth yielding
part of Nigerialivesin sgualor, hunger, disease, malnutrition and penury; whilethe gate
keepersof our economy and machinery of Stateand their croniesgrow fat in affluence.
Theimplicationisthat theun-profiting youths, educated unemployed fromthe Oil Producing
Statesvent their anger onthe States, dueto negligence. Thissituation hasgivenroomtoal
sortsof evil such askidnapping, raping, pipelinevandalization, maiming, destruction of
privateand public property and ultimately violence against the State.
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BACKGROUND HISTORY OF OIL EXPLORATION INNIGERIA

The petroleum industry in Nigeria and indeed the world covers the exploration and
productionof crudeail; aswell asrefining, ditributing, servicing and marketing of petroleum,
gasand other by-products. Itsdevelopment in Nigeriastarted with the exploration activities
by aGerman firm, the Nigeria Bitumen Corporation in 1908 (Uduma, 2009). Later in
1937, aprospecting licensewasgranted to Shell D’ Arcy exploration parties. Thiscompany
carried out geological survey, drilled three deep wellsin theformer Western Region of
Nigeria(lkein, 1991). Their activitieswere stopped in 1938 dueto the outbreak of the
World War 11 (Uduma, 2010). In 1946 they resumed operationsagain, and in 1951 at
[huoin present day |mo Statethey discovered oil. However, in 1956, thefirst discovery of
crudeoil incommercia quantitiesin Nigeriaby shell D’ Arcy wasat atown caled Oloibiri
inthe present day Bayelsa State.

And by 17th February, 1958, thefirst export of crudeoil |eft the shoresof Nigeria
for Amsterdam (Ikime, 2001). Therewerefurther discoveriesof oil at Afam and Boma
and thisestablished Nigeriaasan oil producing nation. In 1961, the Federa government
issued ten il prospecting licensesto five multinational companies (Huge, 2000). With
these generous concessionsfull scale onshoreand offshore expl oration began. By April,
1967, ail from Nigeriahad reached two million barrels per day (Wardley, 1979). But the
civil-war hindered thefull exploitation of thisgreat oil potentia. Infact, itisproper to say
that the civil-war was more of oil war, ascontrol of the oil wellswas paramount inthe
heartsof the combatants. To copewith thisvolumeof production, createjob opportunities
and conserveforeign exchange, government awarded contract for the construction of a
refinery at Elemein Port Harcourt, Rivers State, and thejob was completed in 1965 with
aproduction capacity of 35,000 barrels per day (bpd).

Between 1970 and 1978, Nigeriaexperienced an upsurgeaveraging yearly increase
of 23.4 percent (Okoko, 1998). Thusin 1978, the Warri refinery wasofficially opened
with atotal capacity standing at 100,000 barrels per day (bpd) (Harrison, 1987). By
1979, Nigeria srefining capacity stood at 160,000 barrels (Aminu, 1994). Again, the
continued demand for the black gold led to the building of athird refinery at Kadunain
1978 withaninitia capacity of 100,000bpd with apotential capacity of 260,000 (bpd).
Today, aforth refinery hasbeen built in Port Harcourt with apromise by government to
build more (Watt, 2008).

However, it should beremarked that by 1961/62 other companies such asMobil,
Gulf, Texaco, Agip and EL F had appeared on the Nigeriaoil market. Though theinitial
guantity was small, within adecade after the outbreak of civil war, the production had
reached about 2 million barrels per day (bpd) (1kein, 1991). Nigeriasmultaneoudy rose
asamajor world producer of crudeoil. Thefollowing year, Nigeriajoined OPEC thereby
turning the attention of government to creating attractive environmenta law andincentives
tobringininvestment in oil exploration to maximizerevenue. Theemergent dataindicate
that oil revenueaonewasN196.4min 1970 and by 1974 it had plummeted to N4133.8m
(Chinwehu, 1994). According to Babangida, oil constituted about 25.9% of thetotal
revenuein 1970, and the share, by 1974 had risen to 80.8% (Babangida, 1993). It has
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been estimated that between 1990 and 2000 Nigeriagot about $199.35. Thislargesum
of money physically changed thefortunesof the country (Aina, 1986). Nigeriabecamethe
6th exporter of petroleum intheworldwith profound externalization and dependent economy
(George, 1996). Muultinational oil companiesand thoseintheoil servicing sector became
influentia inthecountry’soil business. With thisdevel opment, onecan now say that Nigeria
hasarrived asamajor oil producer intheworld.

The Petroleum Profit Tax Ordinance of 1959 givesthe Multinationa Corporation
someconcess onsintax, which enhanced their profit margin; whilethe petroleum ownership
and control of all oil under or upon any land in Nigeriato the State. Other legislations
include land use decree of 1978, the Oil Pipeline Decree of 1990 and Oil Navigable
Water Decree of 1974 (Godwin, 2001). All these decreeswere not only anti-people, but
it protectstheinterest of multinationa oil companies. Thecomplementary rdationshipwith
theoil companiesisenhanced against theinterest of Oil Producing States. It istherefore,
important to state herethat since the start of exploration activitiesof oil in Nigeriafrom
1908 to date; more controversies have been generated asthefederal government policy
of deregulation in the oil sector isbeing implemented. To hasten the appropriation of
petrol-wedlth, thefederal government, during thereign of military inNigeria, promulgated
anumber of draconian decreeswhich completely alienated the peoplefrom participating
inthe consumption of resourcescoming fromtheir States(Ake, 1981). Theexclusion over
theyearsprovided avenuefor intrigues, bickering, anger, contestation and youth restiveness,
particularly within the Oil Producing States (Dasman and Olagunju, 1978).

Thelmpact of Oil Exploration and Terrorism on theOil Producing Sates

The controversy surrounding oil explorationinthe Oil Producing Stateshasbeen avery
critical issue. Thisisso because the present socio-economic and political imperatives
prevaent inthecountry aremanifestationsof itscolonid tutelage. Thepost colonia Nigerian
Statesemerged as an appendage of the colony. The government became anti peopleand
partial because of lack of relativeautonomy, legitimacy and power to command therespect
of the people. On the other hand, the dubious attitude of the comprador ruling classwho
seestheapparatus of Statesasaninstrument to enhancing their economic fortunethereby
relied onleviathan principlesof coercion, rather than hegemony and consensusinddivering
dividendsof democracy (Uchegbu, 1983).

Thelack of capabilitiesto democratize and ensuretransformatory processinthe
society has been responsiblefor the backwardness and suffering of the people which
trandateinto margindlization, domination, exploitation and regressions (Saro-Wiwa, 1993).
Inthefaceof thistragedy, force becameaninstrument for legitimacy and appropriation of
resources. Thisiswhy quiteoftenthe Nigerian Statedignswith themultinationa corporations
to usemaximum force against innocent and defensal ess peoplefor protesting against their
precariousand pathetic condition (Brume, 2000). In addition, lawsand other conventions
areinventedto consolidate statesand primordia divisioninvented and militarization of the
politicd inditution. By thetimeNigeriastarted earning money fromail, it wasclear that this
acquisitiveand predatory classin charge of the State apparatuswould not useit for good
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purposesother than their own sdfishend (Amune, 1979). It isthereforeinteresting to note
that when oil wasdiscovered in Oloibiri in 1956, the agrarian industry began to die out
(Philips, 1975). By 1970, when Nigeriaexperienced an unprecedented oil boom aspetrol-
dollarsflowed fredly into the country, Nigeriamade moremoney intheoil industry than it
could spend. It was on the basis of this boom that the various gigantic projects were
initiated. Thesewere: four billion second devel opment plan of 1970-74; hosting of Festival
of Artsand Culture (FESTAC) of 1977, World Scout Jamboree and Operation Feed the
Nation (OFN) of 1976, were some of the pipes that drained the oil revenue into the
pocket of Comprador ruling classand their alies. Sincethen, the Oil Producing Stateshas
been contributing themajor wealth for thewell being of Nigeria(Akain, 2004).
Theexploration of oil has been associated with terrible environmental hazards
which haveleft dmost nothing for the people€ seconomic and socid existence. Itisnow a
total negation and alienation of theinhabitants. Thishasbeen themajor cause of agitation
of concerned eitesand youthsof the Oil Producing Statesfor self determinationwhich has
attracted battering from the high and mighty in Nigeria. The people have been passing
through suffocating and depl orabl e conditionsarising from theemission of seismictoxin
caused by exploratory and drilling activities of oil companies. Thisdeplorable condition
prompted Saro-Wiwato posit that:
Mangrove forest have fallen to toxicity of oil and are being replaced
by anxious nypa palms, the rainforest has fallen to the axe of the
multinational companies, all wild lives dead, marine life is gone, the
farmlands have been rendered useless by acid - rain and the once
beautiful Ogoni country side is no longer a source of fresh and green
vegetation (Saro-Wiwa, 1999:16).
Inlinewith the above unfortunate condition and the mindless grinding to ahalt of the
peopl€e sfuture, hasgiven birth to many environmenta agitators, freedom fighters, human
rightsactivists, nationalists, etc., to protest for the restoration of the peoples’ right and
restoretheir meansof veritablelivelihood. Particularly, so patheticisthe Ogoni casein
Rivers State and gruesome execution of Kenule Saro-Wiwaand hiskinsmen by thejoint
conspiracy of theAbachamilitary junta, Shell Petroleum Devel opment Corporation and
other oil multinational sthat rai sed eyebrowsand condemnation arecasesin point (Akain,
2004). To halt thisugly situation of abject poverty, negligence, deliberate destruction of
agrarianand agueticlifeinthe Oil Producing Statesthat has propelled peopleinto forming
res stant movementsto agitatefor therestoration of peoples’ life, payment of compensations,
mandate oil companiestoimplement their corporatesocia responsbilitiesand helpinthe
development of theinfrastructureof thehost Oil Producing States(Akain, 1992). However,
it should benoted that over the past decades, the Nigerian government has beenresponding
tothecriss, rearingitshead in the areathrough various commissions (Augustine, 1990).
Theseinclude: Willink Commission of 1957, the Oil Mineral ProducingAreaDevel opment
Commission (OMPADEC) 1992 and theNiger DeltaDevel opment Commission (NDDC)
of 2000. Itisunfortunatethat all thesecommissionsappear to beeffortsinfutility. Presently,
thefedera government launched anew road map tagged the Niger DeltaRegion Master
Plan (NDRDMP) on March 27, 2007. The Obasanjo administrationin Nigeriathen, had
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promised to makethe security of livesand property inthe Oil Producing Statesits major
priorities, whileensuring that infrastructura facilitiesand unemployment will adequately be
tackled. Yet, till theend of histenure, nothing waseventually done.

CONCLUSIONAND RECOMMENDATIONS

Thelingering terrorismin the Oil Producing States has economic undertone asthey are
historically determined. It resultsfrom the political economy that showsgreater inequality
and disparity intermsof opportunity and participation in the share of commonwealth on
equa terms. Whilethe wealth generating centre of the country grow in penury and squalor
thosewho control the State apparatuslivein absolute affluence. Theensuring relationship
becomesexploitative, antagonistic and proneto violence of unimaginable proportion. This
ishighly facilitated by the character of theNigerian Stateswhichisdistortionary, tribaigtic,
nepotic, feudalistic and poorly organized (Ake, 1989). Accordingto Ikein (2002), asthe
ruling classs phoned Stateresources, the MNC hasbeen drilling oil sincethediscovery of
oil inNigeria. And thereisno evidence of plansfor aproper development of the host
States. Thisparticular part of Nigeriaiscompletely lacking and barrenin essential amenities,
like good drinking water, € ectricity and good road network.

Therefore, thereisthe urgent need for provision of basic amenities. Oncethese
inhibiting socio-economicimpedimentsare phased out, terrorismin the Oil Producing
Stateswould certainly remain adream of the past. Thiswill ultimately restore normalcy,
growth of commerce, industrialization and promote hospitality. Put together, it will help
redeem the battered image of Nigeriainthe comity of nations. Itisafact that over the
yearsthe Nigerian government has been responding to the problemsin the Oil Producing
States, without properly achieving their objective. Thiswork isstrongly of theview that
therearekey suggestionswhich could turnthetidefor better in coping with theterrorism
that isplaguing the Oil Producing Statesin Nigeria. Inthefirst place, it isnecessary to
review the Land OwnershipAct withaview to alowing ownersof land to be stakehol ders
of what isavailableintheir aress.

Furthermore, thereistheneed for an equitable distribution of projectsinthesix
geo-palitica zonesin Nigeria, particularly among the Oil Producing States, thiswill helpin
achievingatruly developed Nigeria. Again, the new roadmap tagged Oil Producing States
development master plan should befully implemented without further delay to easethe
heightened tensioninthe Oil Producing States. Furthermore, the Nigerian States should
riseuptoitsresponsbilitiesto the Nigerian peopleand Oil Producing Statesin particular.
Again, obnoxiouspractices, empty and unredlistic solutionsand high rate of unemployment
should be properly addressed. It isclear and disheartening that most youthsin the Oil
Producing States are unemployed, evenwhen they areempl oyablewith requisiteacademic
qualifications. The Oil Producing States militants should be encouraged to embrace
education and desist from thinking that their problemswill be solved through collective
violenceand organized terrorism. It hasbeen observed that the haphazard and uncoordinated
method of terrorist attack adopted by the youths has exacerbated rather than ameliorated
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theproblems. Themilitantsshould lay down al wegpons. Also, al formsof hostagetaking
should bediscontinued, whilethosein captivity should bereleased without delay. Thiswill
enable oil workersto go back and continue production. Thetotal cooperation by youths
fromtheOil Producing Stateswill go along way in abating organized crimesand terrorism
whichwill invariably usher in peace, economic stability, political growth and sustainable
devel opment. Furthermore, the educated dlites, the academia, leaders of thought, religious
leaders and concerned patriotsfrom the Oil Producing States should intervenefor peace
toreign.
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