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ABSTRACT

The significant point of this study is to inspect the effect of dependence on

sub Saharan Africa development regarding Nigeria viewpoint. It analyzed

the serious issue of dependence in sub Saharan Africa. This study also looks

at the significant areas of under development in sub Saharan Africa. The

study hence adopts a qualitative descriptive methodology. It adopts one of

the conventional techniques for gathering data, for example the secondary

sources of information. A sizable portion of the secondary sources used

came from both published and unpublished works, including materials taken

from: Chronicles, Papers, conversations, Gathering papers, Magazines,

Webs, Books, and Articles in diaries etc. and was looked at to make the

discussion meaningful.

The study's findings showed that successive issues like slavery, capitalism,

colonialism, imperialism, and neo-colonialism reveal dependence and

underdevelopment in Africa, including Nigeria. It ought to be noted,

nonetheless, that the nations that are relying upon the west are generally

impoverish nations of the third world, Nigeria is an example of
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underdeveloped poor nation and immature that relies upon the western world

for choice and implementation of economic development policies of the

west to her own detriment. However, the study concludes that

African/Nigerian underdevelopment is brought about by the perpetual

corruption imbedded in terrible administration that had perplexed African

states since independence. The study however consequently suggests that

Nigeria need great authority and successful administration of the bountiful

Nigerian financial, economic assets, and that's only the tip of the iceberg so

corruption ought to be battled with every one of the assets in the force of this

country as she can't convey herself from dependence while corruption

actually continues.
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CHAPTER iONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1. BACKGROUND iOF iTHE iSTUDY

Since igaining iindependence ifrom icolonial irule iin ithe i1960s, iSub

iSaharan iAfrica igrowth iperformance ihas ibeen iquite idisappointing iand

icompletely iunacceptable. iWe iare iso iaccustomed ito ithis iassessment

ithat iwe ioverlook ithe ifact ithat, iat ileast iduring ithe ifirst idecade iof iits

iindependence, iAfrica iexperienced ifaster igrowth ithan iother ideveloping

iregions iworldwide. iHowever, ithe icontinent iexperienced ia idramatic

iand iregrettable isetback iin ithe ilate i1970s, iwhich iresulted iin istagnation

iand iregression ithroughout ithe i1980s iand i1990s. iAfrica's ijob iin ithe

iworldwide ieconomy iis igenerally iliable ifor ithis, icommunicated imost

inoticeably iin ideficient iasset ipreparation iand icapital iarrangement, iand

ithe ilandmass' iunbalanced iexchange irelations.

Due ito icertain ieconomic ichallenges, iNigeria ihas ibeen ione iof ithe

igreatest ivictims iof iunderdevelopment ias ia iresult iof iits idependence

ion ithe iWest.
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The iwords i"underdevelopment" iand i"dependency" igo ihand iin ihand,

ibringing ito iour iattention ithe ipathetic, iperipheral, iand istagnant istate

iof ithe isub-Saharan iAfrica inations, iparticularly iNigeria. iThe isub-

Saharan iAfrica iregion iis iregarded ias ithe ipoorest iand imost

iimpoverished iregion ion ithe icontinent, ialong iwith iother iregions.

iMajority iof iinternational iorganizations iview isub-Saharan iAfrica iregion

ias iunderdeveloped iand ipoor iin ithe iinternational isystem, iinterpreting iit

ias iincapable ior ihandicapped. iSub-Saharan iAfrica ibecomes iindebted ito

iEuropean inations ias ia iresult iof ithe imajority iof iloans ithey iprovide ito

ithis iregion. iMajority iof iinternational iorganizations ialso iexist ifor ithe

isame ireason: ito ihelp ithe iSub-Saharan iAfrican iregion idevelop.

Our iattention iis idrawn ito ithe ideplorable, imarginalized, iand istagnant

iconditions iof iAfrica, iAsia, iand iLatin iAmerica iin ithe iinternational

isystem iby ithe iidea iof idependency iand iunderdevelopment. iAfrica,

iamong idifferent imainland ion ithe iplanet, iis iviewed ias ithe ileast

ifortunate ilandmass iof ithe iworld. iThe iG8 i(Group iof iEight) iand iother

iinternational iorganizations iview iAfrican istates ias i"poor" iin ithe
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iinternational isystem, iimplying ithat iAfrica iis ian iincapable ior

ihandicapped icontinent.

In iorder ito iachieve ithe iinternational istandard iof idevelopment, ithey

iprovide iloans ito ithe imajority iof iAfrican istates, imaking iAfrica

iindebted ito iEuropean inations. iAfrican istates ihere iinfer igetting

itogether iwith ithe iEuropean inorm. iInvestigating iAfrica, iit iis iseen ithat

ithe iissue iof iunderdevelopment iin iAfrica, ifocuses ion itheir

ipowerlessness ito ichange itheir iunrefined icomponents ito icompleted

iitems, ias iwell ias itheir ifailure ito ioversee iand isaddle itheir iitems ithe

iexecutives iand igreat iauthority iappropriately. iIn iits ientire ihistory ias ia

ihuman isociety, ithe iAfrican icontinent iis icurrently ifacing ia icrisis ior

iproblems ithat iare ione iof ia ikind iand ihave inever ibeen iseen ibefore.

iThese iissues igo ibeyond iprevious icalculations iof isocioeconomic

ibackground, ibalance iof ipayment ideficit, ipoor ihealth istatistics, imaterial

ipoverty iindebtedness, iinadequate ieducation, idisorganized iethnic

iwelfare, irapid icapital iflight, ialleged ilow icapacity iutilization iof

imaterials iand iother ihuman iresources, iand iso iforth. iAfrica iis

idependent iand iunderdeveloped ias ia iresult iof iits iinability ito iovercome
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ior isuccessfully iaddress ithe iaforementioned iissues. iUsing iNigeria ias ia

icase istudy, ithis iresearch iaims ito iinvestigate ithe ifacets iof idependency

iand iunderdevelopment ias iwell ias iit iimpact ion iAfrica.

We iall iknow ithat idependence iis ia iresult iof iunderdevelopment, iwhich

iis icommon iin iAfrica ias ia iwhole iand iin iNigeria iin iparticular.

iAlthough iit iis icertain ithat iNigeria iis ian iindependent ination, ithe

isuperstructures ithat imake iup ithe isociety iand ithe istate iare idependent

ion iforeign ipolicy iand iother ifactors, iso ithis ifact idoes inot ireflect iall

iof ithe ifacts iin ithe isociety.

Since iwe iwere icolonized iand igave iindependence, iwe iare iliterally

iindependent ibut ipractically idependent ion iforeign iinfluence ibecause

ithey iform ithe imajority iof iour ipolicy iand idecisions ias iseen iin isome

iof iour isuper istructures ilike ipolitical, iwhich iwe iadopted itheir istyle iof

igovernment, ieconomic, iwhich icapitalism ihas icontributed iin icrippling

iour ieconomic iculture, iwhich ihas ibeen iinfluenced iby iforeigners iand

idegraded iour icultural ivalue, iand isocial, iwhich ibrought iabout ithe

icurrent iinferiority icomplex ithat iAfricans isuffer iwhenever ithey icome
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iinto icontact iwith iwhite ipeople. iAs iwe ican isee iin ithis iresearch iwork,

iwe iobserve ihow

The iend iof ithe iCold iWar iand ithe ifall iof ithe iSoviet iUnion iin

iparticular ibrought iabout ia inumber iof ichanges ito ithe iglobal isystem.

iIt iis isufficient ito istate ithat ithe inew iparadigm iwas iestablished iwhen

iglobalization iemerged iwithin ithe icontext iof iliberalization iand ifree

imarkets. iThe ipost-Cold iWar iera isaw imore iintegration ithan iseparation,

idespite ithe iinitial iargument iof idependency itheorists ithat ithe iideal

iway ito iescape ithe idependency itrap iand iend iglobal iinequality iwas ifor

ithe iperiphery ito iseparate ifrom ithe icore i(Sekhri i2009, ip. i242). iThe

ireason iwhy ithe idependency itheory ilost isome iof iits icredibility ias ia

iuseful imethod ifor iexplaining iand iaddressing iglobal iinequality iis

imade iclear iby irecent idevelopments ifollowing ithe iCold iWar.

A imodel ifor ieffective ijoining iof ithe iperiphery iinto ithe icore iis

iprevious isocialist iterritories iof iEurope. iThe iformer iEuropean

iperipheries iwere iinitially idependent ion ithe icore icountries iof iEurope;

ihowever, irather ithan iadopting ianti-core ipolicies iand iseparating ifrom
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ithe icore, ithey ifully iintegrated iwith ithe icore iand itransitioned ifrom

iasymmetrical idependence ito icomplex iinterdependence i(Sekhri i2009, ip.

i249). iAs ia iresult, ithe iEU's iexpansions ito ithe isouth iand ieast ialso

ihelped ito ifurther iintegrate ithe iperipheries iinto ithe icore. iThe iearly

iproposals iof idependency itheorists ito iseparate ithe iperiphery ifrom ithe

icore iin iorder ito iovercome iasymmetrical idependence iand iinequality

ihave ibeen iweakened iby ithese ievolutions. iAdditionally, iit

idemonstrates ithat ithe icore-periphery idistinction iis ia isocial icategory

irather ithan ia igeographically idefined ione irather ithan ia iclear iand

istatic iconstruct..

In ithis icontext, iit's ialso iimportant ito ikeep iin imind ithat ithe iNorth-

South idependency irelationship inot ionly ileads ito iinequality ibetween

ithe iNorth iand iSouth, ibut ialso ibetween ithe iSouth iand ithe iNorth.

iWhen icompared ito iother inations iin ithe iGlobal iSouth, ifor iinstance,

imembers iof ithe iOrganization iof iPetroleum iExporting iCountries

i(OPEC) ibenefit ifrom ihigh ioil irevenues iand iare iable ito ielevate itheir

ieconomic istanding iworldwide i(Sekhri i2009, ip. i246). iAt ithe

iequivalent, ione imust iknow ithat iOPEC ipart inations iare ias iyet isubject
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ito ithe iNorth iand iexceptionally idependent ito iany iadjustment iof ithe

iglobal ioil iand igas imarket i(Sekhri i2009, ip. i251). iThe i2008 iglobal

ifinancial icrisis, iwhich iwas icaused iby ithe ieconomic idownturn iin ithe

iGlobal iNorth iand iresulted iin ia isharp idecline iin ithe iprice iof icrude

ioil i(Baffes iet ial.), iis ithe imost iobvious iillustration iof ihow ithe

idependent irelationship iof ithe iOPEC imember icountries ifrom ithe

iGlobal iNorth ican ihave ia inegative iimpact ion ithe ieconomic igrowth iof

ithese ioil-producing icountries iand ideepen ithe iinequality igap ibetween

ithe ideveloped iand ideveloping iworlds. i2015, ipp. i9-11). iThe ireliability

iof ithe idependency itheory iassumption ihas ibeen idemonstrated iby ithese

idevelopments.

1.2. STATEMENT iOF iTHE iRESEARCH iPROBLEM

The ipoor iadvancement iof iAfrican inations ioverall iand ithe isub iSaharan

iAfrican inations ispecifically ihas ibeen ian iissue iadditional itime. iSub-

Saharan iAfrica iregion's ipoor ieconomic, isocial, iand ipolitical

idevelopment imay ihave ibeen ibrought ion iby ithese inations' iexcessive

ireliance ion ithe iWest. iThe iregion ihas iexperienced ia ilack iof



20

iprogressive igrowth iand idevelopment ias ia iresult iof ithis inegative

ioverdependence.

In ithis ianalysis, ithe iwork iinvestigates ithe imajority iof ithe iissues ithat

iAfrica iand iNigeria iin iparticular, iface. iThe istudy iwould ialso

icomprehend ithe ireason ifor ithis iunderdevelopment iand iattempt ito

iidentify ipotential isolutions. iIt iis iessential ito ihighlight ithe ifactors ithat

icontribute ito ithe iphenomenon iof iunderdevelopment iand idependency

iin iAfrica, isuch ias;

I. The ireckless iand iexcessive idesire ifor iaid iand iloans ifrom

iabroad: iThis ihas ito ido iwith ia imonetary ihelp iconceded ito

iunderdeveloped inations ito isupport itheir ieconomy.

II. The idominance iof itrade iin iimports iover iexports: iThis iis ione iof

ithe ibiggest iproblems ifor ithe ieconomies iof ithird-world icountries

ilike iAfrica ibecause ithey itend ito ibuy imore iforeign igoods iat

ithe iexpense iof iindigenous igoods, iwhich ican ilead ito

iexploitation iof iindigenous itraders iby iforeigners.
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III. Corruption iand icrisis iin ipolitics: iAfrica iis ifamiliar iwith ithe

iaforementioned ibecause iit iexperiences ia ivariety iof ipolitical

icrises, iincluding imilitary icoups, iparty icrises, iand, imost

iimportantly, icorruption, iwhich iis ithe iresult iof iany ipolitical

iinstability.

IV. The igovernment's iineffective ipolicies: iSince ipolicies icannot ibe

istrictly iadhered ito, ithe iissues ithey iwere iintended ito iaddress

ihave inot iyet ibeen iresolved, iand iin imost icases, ithese ipolicies

iare iirrelevant ito ithe idevelopment iagenda iof ia ination ior icountry.

V. Finally iyet inot ithe imost iun-unfortunate iinstruction: iIn ithird-

world icountries, ithe ieducation isector iis idominated iby iall

imanner iof imalpractices, iincluding ibribery, istrikes, ithe iindefinite

iclosure iof ischools idue ito iillegality iin itheir ioperations,

iunaccredited iacademic istructures, iand iall iother ideficiencies,

iamong iother ithings. iHere, ithe ilevel iof ieducation, iwhich iis ithe

ikey ito ievery ikind iof isuccess, iis itoo ilow iand, iat itimes, ipoor.

In ilight iof ithis, ithe iresearch iaims ito ianswer ithe ifollowing iquestions;
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I. Is ithere ia ilink ibetween iAfrica's iunderdevelopment iand

idependency?

II. Is iAfrican iunderdevelopment ia iresult iof iforeign iaid?

III. Is iit ipossible ifor iNigeria's isustainable idevelopment ito ibe

ijeopardized iby itransparent ileadership iand iaccountability?

1.3. OBJECTIVES iOF iTHE iSTUDY

The iprimary iobjective iof ithe istudy iis ito iinvestigate ithe iimpact iof

idependency ion ithe idevelopment iof isub-Saharan iAfrica. iThe ifollowing

iare iadditional ispecific ipurpose iof ithe istudy:

1. To iinvestigate ithe ipredominant iissue iof idependency iin isub-

Saharan iAfrica.

2. To ianalyze ithe isignificant iareas iof idependency ito ibe iworked ion

iin isub iSaharan iAfrica.

3. To idetermine ithe icurrent istate iof iNigeria's iunderdevelopment.

4. To iinspect ithe ireliance ilevel iof iNigeria ion ithe iwestern iworld.

5. To isuggest istrategies ifor iboosting idevelopment iin isub-Saharan

iAfrica.
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1.4. RESEARCH iQUESTION i

1. How ican iinvestigations ibe icarried iout ion ipredominant iissue iof

idependency iin isub-Saharan iAfrica?

2. What iare ithe imost isignificant iissues iassociated iwith idependency

ito ibe iworked ion iin isub-Saharan iAfrica? i

3. How imuch idevelopment iis icurrently ilacking iin iNigeria?

4. How idependent iis iNigeria ion iWestern icivilization?

5. What isuggestions ido iyou ihave ifor iboosting idevelopment iin ithe

isub-Saharan iAfrican iregion?

1.5. RESEARCH iHYPOTHESIS

H0: iDependency ihas ino ieffects ion isub iSaharan iAfrica iturn iof ievents

H1: i iDependency iaffects isub iSaharan iAfrica iturn iof ievents

1.6. SIGNIFICANCE iOF iTHE iSTUDY

Discoveries ifrom ithis istudy iwould ibe icritical ito istate irun

iadministrations iof iSub-Saharan inations ias iit iwould idivulge ithe

iramifications iof ireliance ion ithe isub iSaharan iAfrican iturn iof ievents.
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iThe ireview iwould ilikewise ihelp iunderstudies, iscientists iand

iresearchers iwho iare ikeen ion ifostering ia ifurther ireport ion ithe itopic.

The imeaning iof ithis istudy ican't ibe iover istressed iin ilight iof ithe ifact

ithat iit iis iof iextraordinary isignificance iand iadds ito ithe icurrent

iinformation itowards ithe iidea iof idependency

Furthermore, iunderdevelopment, ias isuch ithe icontinuous iinvestigation iis

ithe ifate icritical ito ithese iwho iespecially itry ito icomprehend ithe ireason

iwhy iAfrica ior iNigeria iis isubject ito ithe iwestern iworld. iLikewise iof

ihigh iworth iof ithe ipresent ilegislature iof iNigeria, ithis iattempts ito

iannihilate ithe iidea iof ireliance iand iunderdevelopment ifrom ithe

iNigeria, ifinancial iand ipolitical iframework.

This istudy iis iat ilast icritical ito iNigeria iand iAfrica iall iin iall isince iit

iinvestigates iand iendeavors ito iwelcome iconceivable iarrangement ion

ihow iNigeria icould iaccomplish ia ipractical iturn iof ievents, iin ispite iof

iher idependent inature.
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1.7. SCOPE iOF iTHE iSTUDY

The ireview iis ilimited ito ithe ireliance iand isub iSaharan ibeing iworked

ion ia icontextual iinvestigation iof iNigeria.

The iextent iof ithis istudy ibases ion ithe idependent istatus iof iAfrica,

iespecially, ihow ithe ireliance istatus ijeopardizes ithe ifinancial

iimprovement iof imost iAfrican istates. iThe iextent iof ithis iconcentrates

ilikewise iaccentuation ion ihow ia imanageable iimprovement ican ibe

iachieved iin ispite iof ithe ireliant iidea iof iAfricans iand iespecially

iNigeria.

1.8. LIMITATION iOF iTHE iSTUDY

Such ia ilarge inumber iof ivariables iremained ias iconstraints ito ithis

iexamination istudy, iinsufficient ifund, iwas ione imajor iLimitations iissue

ilooked iduring ithis iexploration iwork. iThis iconcentrate ilikewise

iexperienced ithe iissue iof iinformation iassortment iand ithe iexecutives.

 Monetary irequirement: iDeficient iasset iwill iin igeneral iobstruct

ithe ieffectiveness iof ithe iscientist iin iobtaining ifor ithe ipertinent
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imaterials, iwriting ior idata iand iduring ithe itime ispent iinformation

iassortment i(web, isurvey iand iinterview)

 Time irequirement: iThe ispecialist iwill iall ithe iwhile itake ipart iin

ithis ireview iwith iother ischolarly iwork. iThis ithus iwill ieliminate

ithe itime igave ifor ithe iexamination iwork.

1.9. DEFINITION iOF iTERMS

In ithe icourse iof ithis istudy, isome iconcepts iwill ibe iadopted ior irather

iapplied iin irelation ito ithe istudy iand ithey iinclude ias ifollows;

A. Dependency: ia icircumstance iwhere iyou iwant ia iperson ior ithing

iand ican't iproceed itypically iwithout ithem; idependency iis ia

ihypothesis ior iviewpoint ithat iattempts ito imake isense iof ithe

iimprovement iof icutting iedge inations iand iunderdevelopment iof

iless ievolved ior ihigh ilevel inations.

B. Underdevelopment: iUnderdevelopment ihappens iwhen iresources

ior ifew iassets iare inot iused ito itheir ifull ifinancial ipotential, iwith

ithe ioutcome ithat inearby ior ilocal iimprovement iis imore islow

ithan iit ivery iwell imay ibe.
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C. Neo icolonialism: iThe iutilization iof ifinancial, ipolitical, isocial,

ieconomic ior idifferent itensions ito icontrol ior iimpact idifferent

inations.

D. Sub iSaharan: iSub-Saharan iAfrica iis ithe iterm iused ito idepict

ithe iregion iof ithe iAfrican imainland iwhich ilies isouth iof ithe

iSahara iDesert. iTopographically, ithe iboundary iline iis ithe

isouthern iedge iof ithe iSahara iDesert.

E. Development: idevelopment iis ian iinteraction ior iprocess ithat

imakes iup iadvancement, iprogress, ipositive ichange ior ithe

iexpansion iof iphysical, ifinancial, iecological, isocial iand isegment

iparts.

F. Stagnation: iStagnation iis ia idelayed itime iof inext ito izero

idevelopment iin ian ieconomy ifrequently ifeatured iby itimes iof

ihigh ijoblessness.

G. Peripheral: iThese iare inations ithat iare iless idevelop ithan ithe

isemi-peripheral iand icenter inations. iThese inations igenerally iget

ian iexcessively ilittle iportion iof iworldwide iriches.



28

H. Core: iIs ia iterm iused ito idescribe icountries ithat iare imore

iadvanced iand ideveloped, ithis icountries iengage iin iMass

iProduction iand iexport igoods iand iservices iin ilarge iquantities

These icountries ihave ia istrong ieconomic, ipolitical, isocial iand

imilitary ibase.
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CHAPTER iTWO

REVIEW iOF iLITERATURE

2.0. iINTRODUCTION i

The ipurpose iof ithis ichapter iis ito icritically iexamine irelevant iliterature

ithat ican ibe iused ito iexplain ithe iresearch iproblem iand ito iacknowledge

ithe iefforts iof iresearchers iwho ihave imade isignificant icontributions ito

isimilar iresearch iin ithe ipast. iThe ipurpose iof ithe ichapter iis ito ifill iin

ithe iperceived igaps iand iimprove icomprehension iof ithe istudy.

2.1. iCONCEPTUAL iFRAMEWORK i

THE iCONCEPT iOF iDEVELOPMENT i

In ithe icontext iof ia ination's idevelopment, idiscussing ithe iconcept iof

idevelopment iwithout ialso idiscussing ithe iconcept iof iunderdevelopment

iis idifficult, iif inot iimpossible. iIn ipoint iof ifact, inumerous iacademics

ihave iargued ithat irelying ion ia itheory ienhances icomprehension iof ithis

iconcept. iFor ithe ipurpose iof ithis istudy, isuch itheory ithat igets ithe ijob

idone ihere iis idependency itheory. iConsequently, ithe iconcept iof
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idevelopment; ithe ichronology iof iunderdevelopment iand idependency

itheory iis iexamined. iThere ihasn't ibeen ia isingle iwidely iaccepted

idefinition iof idevelopment ibecause iit ihas ibeen idiscussed iin ia ivariety

iof iways iin iliterature, iespecially iin ithe isocial isciences. iImprovement

iin ihuman iculture iis ia iversatile icycle. iAt ithe ilevel iof ithe iindividual,

iit isuggests iexpanded iexpertise iand ilimit, imore iprominent iopportunity,

iinnovativeness, iself-discipline, iobligation iand imaterial iprosperity

i(Rodney, i1972).

According ito iOkoli iand iOnah i(2002), idevelopment iis ithe iprocess iof

imoving iforward itoward isomething ibetter. iAs ia iresult, iit irepresents ian

iimprovement ion ithe imaterial iand inon-material iaspects iof ilife ithat

iinvolve iactions, ireactions, iand imovements. iThey ialso iobserved ithat

idevelopment iencompasses ipositive ibehavioral ishifts iand ienhancements

iin ihuman iresources iin iaddition ito ieconomic iand isocial iindicators.

iFor ius, idevelopment imeans ithat icitizens ihave imore iaccess ito: iwater,

ifood, iand ishelter; idata iand imethod ifor icorrespondence; imedical

iservices iconveyance; igood iroad ifor icars; ijustice iand igood ieducation

iThe iindividual's idignity, ihappiness, ipatriotic ivalues, iand iquality iof
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ilife iwill irise iwhenever ithese iare imade iavailable. iTodaro i(1982)

ireferred ito idevelopment ias ia i"multi-dimensional iprocess iinvolving ithe

ireorganization iand ire-orientation iof ithe ientire ieconomic iand isocial

isystem." iThis iis iprobably iwhy ihe idefined iit ias isuch. iIn iaddition ito

iincreasing ioutput iand iincome, ithis inecessitates isignificant ishifts iin

ipublic iattitudes, icustoms, iand ibeliefs ias iwell ias iin iinstitutional, isocial,

iand iadministrative istructures.

According ito iUjo i(1994), ithe imain iargument iis ithat idevelopment iis

iboth ia imental iand iphysical iprocess. iOne iaspect iis ithe iinstitution's

itransformation. iThe iother iaspect iis ithat ipeople's ithinking ineeds ito

ishift. iSubsequently ias iindicated iby iEmezi i(1979), ithe iactivities,

iresponses iand icollaborations iwhich ifit ithe ibill ifor iconsideration ias

icomponents iof iimprovement' iare iresults iof isane ireasoning, icognizant

ipreparation, iand icertifiable iresidents' icontribution. iAccording ito iOkoli

iand iOnah, ithey iare inot irandom ievents ior iphenomena. iBecause ithey

iwant ito iraise iliving istandards iand isignificantly iexpand ithe iscope iof

iproductive iwork, ithey ifirst iand iforemost irelate ito ithe ieconomic

isystem. iCreate iand iimprove ithe ifoundational iinfrastructure ithat iis
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irequired ifor ilarger, imore ibeneficial ieconomic ichanges. iSecond, ithey

iare iconnected ito ithe isocial isystem ibecause ithey ihave ian iimpact ion

ieducation, ihealth, ihousing, isocial iethics, iand ijustice. iThese iare iissues

ithat iaffect iboth ithe imind iand ithe ibody iand ihelp ipeople igrow iand

idevelop iin isociety. iThirdly, ithey iconnect iwith ithe ipolitical iframework

isince ithey ilook ito imake ibetter iexamples iof iauthenticity idesigns ithat

imake iconditions iwhich iempower iall ior ithe imain igatherings iin ithe

ipopulace ito itake ipart iin ithe ipolitical icourse iof isimply ideciding iand

iapportioning iscant iassets iand iupsides iof itheir inetworks. iAs iper iOnah

i(2007), ithe imost icentral ielement iof iwhat iwe imay, ifor ineed iof ibetter

iterm, icall ithe i'new' iideas iof iimprovement, iis itheir ianxiety iwith

ihumankind ias iimprovement iis iimagined ias ia icondition iof ihuman

iprosperity ias iopposed ito ias ithe icondition iof ipublic ieconomy i(Eme

iand iEmeh, i2012).The iconcept iof idevelopment iin iterms iof ithe istate

iof ithe inational ieconomy iis icalled ieconomic idevelopment; ihowever,

iwhen iit iis icombined iwith ianother iconcept, isuch ias isocioeconomic

idevelopment, iit iabsolutely ineeds ito itake iinto iaccount ithe ientirety iof

ia iperson's ihealth; itherefore, ia ideveloped iperson iis ione iwhose isocial
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ior isocietal iadvancement, iin iaddition ito ihis ior iher ieconomic iwell-

being, icompletely idefines ihim ior iher. iThe iUnited iNations iCouncil ion

iTrade iand iDevelopment i(UNCTAD) iand ithe iUnited iNations

iEnvironment iProgramme i(UNEP) iheld ia iseminar iin iCocoyam,

iMexico, iin i1974, iand ithe iattendees iunanimously iadopted ia istatement

iexpressing ithis iconcern.

It isays iin ithe ideclaration: iRedefining ithe iwhole ipurpose iof

idevelopment iis iour ifirst iconcern. iThis ishould inot ibe idone ito

iimprove ithings, ibut ito iimprove ipeople. iHumans irequire ithe ifollowing

ithings: ifood, icover, iclothing, iwellbeing, iand ischooling. iA imockery iof

ithe iconcept iof idevelopment iis iany iprocess iof igrowth ithat idoes inot

ilead ito itheir ifulfillment ior, iworse, idisrupts ithem. iIn iaccordance iwith

ithe iprevious istatement, iDudley iSeekers i(1969) iwrote: iThe iinquiry ito

ipose ito iabout ia icountry's iimprovement iis iconsequently; iwhat ihas

itranspired iregarding ipoverty? iWhat ihas ibeen igoing ion ito ijoblessness?

iWhat ihas ichanged iregarding iinequality? iThis ihas, iwithout ia ishadow

iof ia idoubt, ibeen ia iperiod iof idevelopment ifor ithe icountry iin

iquestion iif iall ithree iof ithese ihave idecreased ifrom ihigh ilevels.
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iAssuming ithat ia icouple iof ithese ifocal iissues ihave ibeen ideteriorating,

iparticularly iassuming ieach iof ithe ithree ihave, ireferring ito ithe

ioutcome ias i"improvement" iregardless iof iwhether iper icapital ipay

imultiplied i(Eme iand iEmeh, i2012 iwould ibe ibizarre)." iBecause ihe

iwas ione iof ithe ifirst ieconomists iin ithe ideveloped iworld ito iemphasize

ithis iaspect iof idevelopment, iDudley iSeers' idefinition iis ihighly

iregarded. iBecause ithe iconditions ithat iled ito ieconomic iexpansion

iwere iuniversal, ione imight iassume ithat ihe iwas ifollowing iWalter

iRodney's iassertion ithat idevelopment iis iuniversal; isubsequently iall

iover ithe iplace, iman iwas iconfronted iwith ithe idifficult ierrand iof

iendurance iby imeeting ia ifew ibasic imaterial inecessities; iand iimproved

iproduction iequipment. iBecause ithese itools iare imaterials ifor

iexploitation iof ithe ienvironment, iMarx's iconcept iof idevelopment iis:

ithe icapacity iof iindividuals ito iexploit, icontrol, iand imanipulate itheir

iphysical ienvironment, ias iwell ias ithemselves iand iothers ioutside iof

ithemselves, ifor ithe ibenefit iof iall ipeople iand ihumanity ias ia iwhole.

According ito iNnadozie i(2004), idevelopment iis idefined ias ithe icapacity

iof iman ito ieffectively iinteract iwith ihis iphysical ienvironment iand
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iother ipeople iin iorder ito icontinuously iimprove iboth ihimself iand

ihumanity. iBecause iman iis iseen ias iboth ithe isubject iand ithe iobject iof

idevelopment. iThis ithought iwas iconcisely icaught iby iNnoli i(1981)

iwhen ihe icomposed: iChanges iin iman's ihumanity iand icreative iabilities

iare ithe iprimary icauses iof idevelopment, inot ithe iindividual's ior

isociety's icapacity ito icontrol iand imanipulate iothers ifor ione's iown

ibenefit ior ithe ibenefit iof ihumanity ias ia iwhole. iIt iis ithe iprocess iof

imaking iman's iinherent iability ito ido ithings icome ito ilife, igiving ihim

imore ifreedom, iresponsibility, iand imaterial iwell-being. i

The iaforementioned idefinition iof idevelopment iencompasses ieverything.

iIt iheeded ithe iCocoyoc ideclaration i(in ia ispecial imeeting iconvened iin

iMexico iby itwo iUnited ination ibody) iof ia inew iconcept iof

idevelopment iwhile ialso iaverting ihuman iexploitation iand imanipulation

iagainst ia iMarxist ibackdrop. iAgain, iNnadozie isays ithat ifrom ia

iMarxist iperspective, idevelopment iis ialso ithought iof ias ia idialectical

iprocess iin iwhich ithe icontradictions ibetween ia isociety's iproductive

iforces iand iproduction irelations iare iresolved iin ia idynamic iway. iThese

icontradictions iare ithought ito ibe ithe idriving iforces ibehind ia isociety's
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idevelopment. iFrom ia isocietal iperspective, ieveryone ihas ideveloped iin

ione iway ior ianother iand ito ia igreater ior ilesser iextent, iso iclearly

iunderdevelopment iis inot ithe iabsence iof idevelopment.

iUnderdevelopment, ion ithe iother ihand, ican ionly ibe iused ito icompare

isocietal idevelopment. iThis ihas ia ilot ito ido iwith ithe iuneven isocial

idevelopment iof ihumans iand ithe ifact ithat, istrictly ifrom ian ieconomic

ipoint iof iview, isome ihuman igroups ihave iadvanced ifurther iby

iproducing imore iand ibecoming iwealthier i(Rodney, i1972).

iUnderdevelopment iis ia iterm ifrequently iused ito iallude ito ifinancial

iunderdevelopment, iside ieffects iof iwhich iincorporate iabsence iof

iadmittance ito iopen ipositions, imedical icare, idrinkable iwater, ifood,

ischooling iand ilodging. iIt ioccurs iwhen iresources iare inot iutilized ito

itheir ifull isocioeconomic ipotential, iresulting iin islower ithan inecessary

ilocal ior iregional idevelopment. iIn iaddition, iit iis ithe iresult iof ithe

iintricate iinteraction iof iinternal iand iexternal ifactors ithat iallows iless

ideveloped inations ito iprogress iat ia ilopsided irate. iAs ia iresult, iless

ideveloped inations iare icharacterized iby ia iwide igap ibetween itheir

iwealthy iand ipoor ipopulations iand ian iunhealthy itrade ibalance. iAs ia
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iresult, iRodney imaintained ithat ione iof ithe itheories ibehind

iunderdevelopment ihas ialways ibeen ia icomparative ione ibecause iit iis

ipossible ito icompare ithe ieconomic iconditions iof ithe isame ination iat

itwo idistinct itimes iand idetermine iwhether ior inot iit ihad ideveloped.

iAgain, ia isecond iand ieven imore icrucial iaspect iof icontemporary

iunderdevelopment iis ithat iit ireveals ia iparticular iexploitation

irelationship: ispecifically, ihow ione ination iis iexploited iby ianother.

iEvery ination iin ithe iworld ithat iis ireferred ito ias i"underdeveloped" iis

iexploited iby iothers; ifurthermore, ithe iunderdevelopment iwith iwhich

ithe iworld iis ipresently idistracted iis ia iresult iof iindustrialist, iradical,

iand icolonialist idouble-dealing. iWe ihave ibeen iengaged iin ia iglobal

istruggle ifor ithe iimprovement iof iliving iconditions iin ithe iso-called

ideveloping inations iever isince ithe iend iof iWorld iWar iII.

There iwas ilittle idoubt iabout ithe icauses iof iunderdevelopment iat ifirst;

iNewly iindependent inations, iinternational iorganizations ilike ithe iUnited

iNations, iand iindustrialized inations iall iattempted ito iencourage

idevelopment iby iimplementing istrategies ilike iexpanding ieducation,

ideveloping iinfrastructure, iand iintroducing iknow-how ithrough ithe
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iappointment iof iexperts. ii.e., ithey ifollowed ithe icase iof ithe

iindustrialized inations. iThe igap ibetween ideveloped iand ideveloping

inations igradually iwidened ias iit ibecame iclear ithat ithis iwas imore ior

iless ia itreatment iof isymptoms irather ithan icauses iover itime.

iAccording ito iKuhnen i(1987), ithere iwas ilittle idiscussion iabout ithe

ihistorical icauses iand iactual inature iof iunderdevelopment iduring ithe

iearly istages iof ithese idevelopment iefforts.

THE iCONCEPT iOF iUNDERDEVELOPMENT

(Walter iRodney i1972); i"Africa iin ithe ififteenth icentury iwas inot ionly

ia ithunder iof ivarious iclans. iThere iwas ian iexample iand ithere iwas

iverifiable idevelopment. iSocial iorders, ifor iexample, imedieval iEthiopia

iand iEgypt iwere iat ithe iuttermost ipoint iat ithe icourse iof itransformative

iturn iof ievents. iNigeria, iZimbabwe iand iother iAfrican inations iwere

ilikewise iobviously ion ithe iclimb iaway ifrom icommunalism, ihowever

iat ia ilower ilevel ithan ithe iprimitive istates iand ia icouple iof iothers ithat

iwere inot iyet imedieval ilike ithose iin iWestern iSudan" iThis iabove

iunderstanding iby iRodney ishows ithat iAfrica ihad ia ispecific iexample
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iof iimprovement ibefore iimpedance ifrom iwithout ithe imainland. iAs iit

iwas iregardless iis iwith iAfrica i(Nigeria), iso ihas iit ibeen iwith ithe iother

iunderdeveloped inations iin iAsia iand iLatin iAmerica. iTo ithis iend iwe

ican isay ithat ithe ipolitical iand imonetary iexistence iof ithe ipurported

iunderdeveloped inations ican't ibe iexamined ior igiven ia isuperficial ilook

iwithout itaking ithought iof ithe icreated ior iindustrialized icountries iof

ithe iWest iand iNorth iAmerica. iBe ithat ias iit imay, ithe iabove

iaccommodation iremains iwhat ithe iNeo-communist iresearchers iof ithe

ischool iof idominion ihave icome ito igo iagainst, ion ithe igrounds ithat

ireally ithe igovernmental iissues iof ithe iunderdeveloped inations iof iAsia,

iAfrica iand iLatin iAmerica, ican't ibe iconcentrated ion iexternal ithe

icolonialist iattack iof ithe ithird iworld, iwhich iis ia ibranch-off iof ithe

idevelopment iof icutting iedge iprivate ienterprise. iThis icould ibe iseen

iaccording ito ithe iviewpoint iof iregional idevelopment iby ithe imodern

ihigh ilevel inations iof ithe iworld, ihence, iconsequently iuncovering

isupreme ivictory. iExcess iworth iof ithe ientrepreneur icouldn't ibe

iproductive iin ithe icity iconsequently iachieving icolonialism. iAs

iindicated iby iParati i(1995) i"colonialism iimplies ithe icycle iby iwhich
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ithe ipredominant ipolitical ieconomic ipremium iof ione icountry

iconfiscates ifor itheir ienhancement, ithe iland, iwork, iunrefined

icomponents iand imarkets iof ianother iindividuals". iThis idefinition

ishows ithat igovernment iis ia ihigh iparasitic iconnection ibetween

idomains, iin ilight iof ithe ifact ithat ithe ipurported iindustrialized

iconfiscated ithe iassets iof ithe ithird iworld ito itake icare iof itheir iown

iindustrialization. iThese idemonstrations iare igenerally ifinished iwithout

iany ipotential irepercussions. iAs isuch, ithe iindustrialist inations ibecome

ideveloped iat ithe iexpense iof ithe iless ideveloped ior iunderdeveloped

inations. iAke i(1981) iconsiders ithe iidea ito ibe ithe imonetary icontrol

iand idouble-dealing iof iunfamiliar iterrains, iemerging ifrom ithe ineed iof

ineutralizing ithe iobstacles iof ithe iaggregation iof icapital iincited iby ithe

iinner iinconsistencies iof ithe ihomegrown iindustrialist ieconomy. iFrom

ithe idefinition iabove, iit iis iinferred ithat iimperialism iis ibecause iof ithe

idevelopment iof icutting iedge ifree ienterprise. iGiven ithe iexpansionist

inature iof ifree ienterprise, iit ihas ithe ilittle itendency ito iremain iat ihome.

iVery inearly ia ilong itime iback, iMarx iand iEngels iportrayed ia

ibourgeoisie ithat ipursuit iover ithe iworld isurface ifor ithe iworldwide
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icollection iand iexcess iworth i(Marx iand iEngels, i1977). iSubsequent ito

iinvestigating ithe iabove idefinitions iby ithese iexperts iin ithe ifield, iit iis

ipresently irelevant ito iconsider igovernment ito ibe ithe imonetary iand

ipolitical icontrol iof ia igeological ielement iby ianother, iby iwhich ithe

iprevious iis ioverwhelmed iby ithe ilast ioption ifor ithe iprincipal ireason

ifor iloot iand iextraction iof imaterial iand iexcess iworth iin ia irelationship

ithat iwinds iup iprompting idependency. iThis idefinition ishould ihave

ibeen ivisible ias isuitable iwith iregards ito ithis ipaper iin ilight iof ithe

ifact ithat,

i. It ilays iout ithe iconnection ibetween icapitalism iand iimperialism.

ii. It ilays iout ithe irole iof ireliance iin iimperialism.

Development iand iunderdevelopment: ito ibe isure ithe itwin iideas iof

idevelopment iand iunderdevelopment ihave istayed iproblematic

iconcerning iconceptualizations iin ithe ifield iof ipolitical iscience.

From ia isimilar iperspective, iAfrica, iAsia iand iLatin iAmerica iare

iviewed ias iunderdeveloped iwhile iEurope iand iNorth iAmerica iare

ideveloped icountries. iOne iof ithe ithoughts ibehind iunderdevelopment iis
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ia irelative ione. iIt iis ifeasible ito ithink iabout ithe ination iand idecide iif

iit ihas idevelop; iand i(all ithe imore isignificantly) icontrasting ithe

ifinancial iaspects iof iany itwo inations ior isets iof inations iat isome

irandom iperiod iin itime iis iconceivable.

The iunderdeveloped inations iare ithe ifinancially iunderdeveloped inations

iof iAsia, iAfrica, iOceania, iand iLatin iAmerica, iconsidered ias ian ientity

iwith inormal iattributes, ilike ipoverty, ihigh ibirthrates, iand ieconomic

ireliance ion ithe ideveloped inations. iThe iterm ithus isuggests ithat ithe

ithird iworld iis itaken iadvantage iof, iand icap iits ifate iin ia irevolutionary

ione. iUnmistakably, ithe iunderdevelopment iof ithe ithird iworld iis iset

iapart iby ivarious inormal iattributes; imutilated iand iprofoundly

isubordinate ieconomies igave ito icreating iessential iitems ifor ithe icreated

iworld iand ito igive imarkets ito itheir icompleted imerchandise;

iconventional, icountry isocial idesigns; ihigh ipopulace idevelopment; iand

iboundless ineediness. iIn ispite iof ithe iboundless ineediness iof ithe iopen

icountry iand ithe imetropolitan ishantytowns, ithe idecision ielites iof imost

iunderdeveloped inations iare iabsurdly irich i(Woldu, i2000). iThe

iundeniable itrend iof ithe ilast ipart iof ithe i50s iand i60s ihad ifreed ievery
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ione iof ithe ithird iworld, iAfrica iand iNigeria, ihence idelivering ianything

i idifferent iin ithe ipace iof iimprovement ian iidiosyncrasy ito ithe

iparticular ination iconcerned. iIn ithe iNigerian ipoint iof iview, ito irespond

ito iaccurately ithe iquestion iis iit iclimate; ior iis iit iin iour itendency; ithat

iwe ifizzled ior ifailed ito idevelop, iis iessential ias iit ihas ibeen idelivered

iunimaginable iby ithe iongoing ienvironment iof ipseudo iintellectualism

ipowered iby ia ipseudo-anti icolonialism iof isome isort ior ianother;

ipresently itransformed iinto ianti-imperialism, iwhich idispossesses iall

iconversations iby idemanding ithat i"we iare iour iown". iThis iposing ihad

inot ijust idiscouraged ius ito ipose ithis ifundamental iinquiry iyet ihad ifor

isure iplaced ithick isignals iat ius ithat iwe ican't isee ireality, idespite ithe

ifact ithat iwe iare iliving iin ithe ithink iof iour iunpalatable ireality-

underdevelopment i(Kyari, i2008).

CONCEPTUALIZING iDEPENDENCY

Dependency ias ian iidea iturns iout ito ibe iremotely iprecarious iin ian

iundeniably iCoordinated iworld ieconomy. iNonetheless, ipolitical ifreedom

iimplies inothing iwithout ieconomic ifreedom. iIt iis iinside ithis isetting
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ithat iKwame iNkrumah i(1965), iprevious ileader iof iGhana iin ihis iwork:

iNeo iColonialism: iThe iLast iPhase iof iimperialism isaw ithat: iThe iThird

iWorld iNations iwouldn't imake ia iforward iwalk itowards imonetary

iautonomy iuntil ineo-colonialism iwas ivanquished. iTo igive ibelief ito

ithis ideclaration, imany iyears iafter ipolitical iautonomy ifor ithe imajority

iof ithe iunderdeveloped inations, ithey ihave iremained inever-endingly

isubordinate. iWhat iis idependence? iAs iper iOffiong i(1980:73)

idependence ialludes ito ithe icircumstance ithat ithe ihistorical ibackdrop iof

ipilgrim iimperialism ihas ileft iand iwhat iimperialism imakes iin iimmature

inations. iAs iindicated iby iJohnson i(1972: i72), idependency iis

icolonialism iseen iaccording ito ithe ipoint iof iview iof iunderdevelopment.

iDependency iaccording ito ithis iviewpoint iisn't ian iexternal ifactor iyet

ias ia imolding icircumstance iwherein ithe iparticular inarratives iof

iimprovement iand iunderdevelopment iunfolded iin idifferent isocial iorders.

iTasks iSantos ireferred ito iin iOffiong i(1980:73-74), iDependence ialludes

ito ia icircumstance iwherein ia ispecific igathering iof inations ihave itheir

ieconomy imolded iby ithe iturn iof ievents iand iextension iof ianother

ieconomy, ito iwhich ithe iprevious iis isubject. iThe iconnection iof
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irelationship ibetween iat ileast itwo ieconomies iand iamong ithese iand

iworld iexchange iexpects ithe itype iof iDependence iwhen ia ifew inations

i(the iprevailing) ican igrow iand igive imotivation ito itheir iown iturn iof

ievents, iwhile idifferent inations i(the idependent)can ijust icreate ias ian

iimpression iof ithis iextension.

From ithese idefinitions, ithere iappeared ito ibe isome inormal

iunderstanding iby ithese iresearchers ion icertain iissues iwhich iinclude:

i. That iturn iof ievents iand ireliance iis isocial

ii. That iworldwide idisparity iin iabundance iand idevelopment iis

iarranged iinside ithe iauthentic idouble-dealing iof iunfortunate

isocial iorders i(Underdeveloped inations) iby ithe irich inations

i(developed inations)

iii. That ithe icore i(developed iNations) iare ifit ifor idynamic

iimprovement ireceptive ito itheir iinward inecessities iwhile ithe

iperiphery i(Third iWorld) ihave ireflex isort iof iadvancement

iv. That ithe iimprovement ioptions iopen ito ithe ireliant icountries iare

icharacterized iby irestricted icapabilities
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2.2. iTHEORETICAL iFRAMEWORK

To icommute ihome ithe ipoint ithat ithe iunderdevelopment iof iAfrica, isay

iNigeria iis icaused iessentially iby ithe iheads iof ithese istates, itheories

ibecomes ikey ifor ithis istudy. iSuch itheories iinclude ithe iElite iTheory,

iand iThomas iDye’s ipower iElite itheory. i

THE iELITE iTHEORY i

The iproponents iof ithe ielite itheory iinclude iVilfredo iPareto, iGaetano

iMosca, iand iRobert iMichels iamongst iothers, ithis itheory iwas

ipropounded iin ithe i1930’s iAccording ito ithe ielite itheorist iman iin ithe

icondition iof inature ineedn't ibother iwith ithe ipolitical icontraption icalled

ithe istate. iBe ithat ias iit imay, iit iis iinactive ito idiscuss iman istaying iin

i"the icondition iof inature" iif iby isome istroke iof igood iluck ias ia iresult

iof iman's iexceptionally iadvance ibiologic icomplexity ias ia ivertebrate,

iwhich ideclared ifor iit ihigher ilevel iof ineed iand ieventually ia ibetter

iquality iof iliving. iThe iresulting ibattle iamong ithis ivery ispecies ito

iempower ieach ito iachieve i"a ibetter iquality iof iliving" idefinitely

iintroduced ia i"war iof iall iagainst iall", iand iwithout imediation, ilife
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iwould iunquestionably ibe i"short; idreadful iand ibrutish", ias iHobbes ihad

iput. iNotwithstanding iits iwhole iweight ion iman, ithe istate iis ithusly ia

inecessity`, iif ionly ito iassist iman isave ihimself ifrom ihimself i(Kyari,

i2008). iThe istate ias iindicated iby iCohen imakes iimbalance iand ihas

irepressive ipresence iand iworking, iyet iman ineeds ito iendure iit. iThe

istate iachieved ithese iforerunners iin iAfrica ithat ihave ipromised ito ieat

iup ithe iassets iof ithe ilandmass iand irender iits ioccupants iruined. iIt iwas

iadditionally ithe istate ithat iprompted ithe iattack iof ithe iwhites iin iAfrica

ithat iin iturn iprompted ithe iissue iof iunderdevelopment iin ithe ifirst

iinstance iyet ias iCohen ihad inoticed, i"What iconstrained iman ito ifavor

iself-protection ias iopposed ito iself idestruction, ipushed iman itowards

ithe istate, ithus iman idecided inot ito istay ian ianimal.

THOMAS iDYE'S iTHEORY iOF iTHE iPOWER iELITE i

In ihis ibook i"Top idown iPolicymaking,"(1972) iThomas iDye iargues

ithat ielite iconsensus iin iWashington, iD.C.-based inon-profit ifoundations,

ithink itanks, ispecial-interest igroups, iand iprominent ilobbyists iand ilaw

ifirms idetermines iU.S. ipublic ipolicy irather ithan ithe i"demands iof ithe
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ipeople." iAccording ito ithe ipower ielite itheory, ithe ination's ilife-and-

death idecisions iare imade iby ia isingle ielite iand inot iby ia inumber iof

icompeting igroups. iThis ileaves irelatively iminor iissues ifor ithe imiddle

iclass iand ialmost inothing ifor ithe iaverage iperson. iIt iin ithis imanner

ilays iout ia idim ipicture. iOne iof ithe imost iwell-known ipower-elite

itheorists, iC. iWright iMills i(1956), isays ithat ithe igoverning ielite iin ithe

iUnited iStates icomes ifrom ithree iplaces:

 The imost inoteworthy ipolitical ipioneers iincluding ithe ipresident

iand ia imodest ibunch iof ikey ibureau iindividuals iand iclose

iconsultants; i

 Major ishareholders iand iboard imembers; iand

 Thirdly, ihigh-ranking imilitary ipersonnel. i

One idares ito iinquire iabout iits isource iof istrength. iControl iof ithe

ihighest ipositions iin ithe ipolitical iand ibusiness ihierarchy iis iessentially

iwhere iit ioriginates. iMills irefers ito ithese ielite ipositions ias isociety's

i"top icommand iposts." iIn iaddition ito igoverning ibodies, ifinancial,

ieducational, isocial, icivic, iand icultural iinstitutions iare iall iunder ithe
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icontrol iof ithose iin ithese ipositions. iA ilittle igathering ican imake

iprincipal imoves ithat itouch ieverybody. iThe iemployment iand iinflation

irates iare iimpacted iby idecisions imade iin ibanks iand ilarge

icorporations' iboardrooms. iThe ichief iexecutive iofficers iof iIBM iand

iDuPont ifrequently ihave ian iimpact icomparable ito ithat iof ithe

isecretary iof icommerce. iIn iaddition, ithe ipriorities iand ipolicies iof

ieducational iand iresearch iinstitutions, iin iaddition ito ithe iprimary

ieconomic iagencies iof ithe igovernment, iare iheavily iinfluenced iby ithe

irequirements iof iindustry. iThe iclose icooperation iof ipolitical, iindustrial,

iand imilitary iorganizations ihas ialso iincreased ithe ielite's ipower.

In iAfrica, ithe imost ielevated ipolitical ioffice, ithe imilitary iand ithe

iworldwide ienterprises iis iwhere ithe ipowers iof ithe ielites iare igotten

ifrom. iBecause iof ithis, ipolitics iin iAfrica ihas ibecome ia ione-way

istreet; ithe iex-military iofficers ihave iwould inot ileave ithe ipassage ior

ipower. iA ifew, iincluding iOlusegun iObasanjo, iIbrahim iBadamosi

iBabangida, iand iMuhammadu iBuhari, ihave ipledged inot ito ileave ithe

icountry's ihighest ipolitical iposition. iIn ithe iconditions iof ithe ialliance,

iresigned iwarriors iare iseen igetting iback ito icontrol ias iLead
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irepresentative. iNigeria's ipolitical iparty iof ichoice iis: iThe iPeople's

iDemocratic iParty i(PDP) iis iyet ianother isignificant isource iof ielite

ipower. iBecause iof ithis, istates iand iregions ihave ifought ihard iover

iwho iwill ibe ipresident, ivice ipresident, ipresident iof ithe iSenate,

ispeaker iof ithe iHouse iof iRepresentatives, ichief ijudge, iaccountant

igeneral, isecretary igeneral, iand iother ipositions.

2.3.1. iOUTCOMES iOF iGLOBALIZATION iON

iUNDERDEVELOPED iNATIONS

Globalization ileaves iAfrican iand iother ithird iworld ieconomies ias iit

iwere ipowerless icutthroat iposition iinferable ifrom:

a. Absence iof irequired ilevel iof irefinement iwith irespect ito ithe

idirectors iof iarising imonetary ibusiness isectors ito imatch ithose iof

itheir ipartners iin ithe icreated inations.

b. Substandard idegrees iof imechanical iadvancement ias

icomputerization; ifurthermore, ipoor iinfrastructural ioffices ifor

ibanking i(monetary) iactivity icontrasted iwith iwhat iacquires iin

ithe iindustrialized ieconomies iand ieven iin ithe iarising ior
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imomentary imonetary ibusiness isectors iin icreating iAsian iand

iLatin iAmerican inations i(Lamido,2009). iWhile iit iraises ithe iissue

iof ithe istability iof ithe ifinancial isystem ias ia iwhole iand icapital

iflight iin iparticular, ianother iconsequence ipertains ito ithe ivitality

iof ifinancial imarkets. iSince iacross iline imonetary istreams iwill

igenerally ibe imore iunstable ithan ihomegrown istreams iparticularly

ivalue istreams, isuch istreams ifortify ithe igamble iof imonetary

iemergency ibenefit ibringing ihome iinstallment ias iwell ias icauses

ihigh icontortions ion ithe ihost icountry's ieconomy iwhich istructure

irelated ienacts i(Soludo,2007).

Due ito iNigeria's igreater ireliance ion iexporting iprimary icommodities

iand imineral iproducts, ithe ichanging iroles iof ithe iglobal imarket iare

ireflected iin ithe islower igrowth iof iglobal itrade iin icommodities iand

ithe ifaster igrowth iof imanufacturing. iAccording ito iCrockett i(2001), ithe

idecline iin ithe ishare iof icommodities itrade iin iglobal itotal itrade ican

ibe iattributed ito ithe ilow iincome ielasticity iof idemand i(Engel's iLaw)

ifor iprimary icommodities i(primarily ifood).
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We ican iconclude, ibased ion ithe iopinions iof ithe ischolars imentioned

iabove, ithat iglobalization iis inot iharmful iin iand iof iitself, ibut ithat iits

iimplementation iposes ichallenges ifor isome inations.

A ilargely ireliant ieconomy iis ione iof ithe ifundamental ieffects iof

iglobalization ion ideveloping inations ilike iNigeria. iAs ia iresult,

iglobalization iplaces ian iemphasis ion iremoving iobstacles ito ithe ifree

iflow iof iimports, iexports, iand iforeign idirect iinvestment. iBy

iimplication, ithe ipresence iof imultinational icorporations iand iforeign

igoods ifrequently icauses ithe idemise iof idomestic iindustries, iwhich

ilack ithe icapital iand itechnology inecessary ito icompete ieffectively iwith

iforeign icounterparts. iThis iby isuggestion, ithe ipublic iauthority ifail ito

ikeep ia igrip ion ithe ieconomy iand ion ithe iother ihand, iit iinfluence

iadversely ion ithe iGross idomestic iproduct isince ithe ination's iimport

isurpass itrade iand iby ilegitimate iexpansion iits icauses ihomegrown icash

idegrading, ijoblessness iand idestitution.
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2.3.2. iIMPACT iOF iTHIRD-WORLD i(TW) iAND iDEVELOPED

iCOUNTRIES iINTERACTION

The ipost-war iera iis ifrequently ireferred ito ias ia itime iof ineocolonialism.

iThis iterm irefers ito ithe iviewpoint ithat ialmost iall iof ithe iformer

icolonial iterritories' iformal iand ipolitical iindependence ihas inot

isignificantly ialtered ithe idominance iand iexploitation iof ithe iThird

iWorld iby ideveloped icapitalist inations.

It iimplies ithat ithe iprospects ifor iindependent iindustrialization iand

idevelopment iin ithe iperiphery ihave inot ibeen isignificantly iimproved

iby iformal ipolitical iindependence.

The idevelopment iof irelationships ibetween ideveloped iand iThird iWorld

icountries i(TWCs) ihas iresulted iin ivarying idegrees. iThese iare ithe

iphases:

i. Dashed iHopes iof iTake-Off iIn ithe iearly i1970s, ithe icollapse iof

ithe iprimary icommodity imarket ishattered ithe ioptimism iand

ieuphoria iof ithe iinitial ipost-independence iphase, iwhen ithe

ipossibility iof iself-sustaining igrowth iappeared iplausible. iIn ilight
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iof ithis, iprimary icommodity iprices ilike icocoa iplummeted,

iending ithe inationalism iof iindependence ithat iwas ireflected iin

ilarge-scale isocial iprovisioning iand ispending ion ipublic

iinfrastructures. iAs ia iresult, ithe imajority iof iTWCs iexperienced

ia icrisis iof ifiscal ireproduction, iwhich imeant ithat, ithere iwasn't

ienough imoney ito ipay ifor idevelopment iprojects ihere.

The istate iof ithe ieconomy, iparticularly iin iterms iof inational

iparticipation, ithe inumber iof ieducated iand iskilled iworkers, iand

ithe iphysical iinfrastructure iof imost iThird iWorld inations iat

iindependence, iis inow ia iproblem ithat irequires iimmediate

iattention.

ii. Decline iinto iDebt iPeonage i(slavery) iIn ithe i1980s, iIMF iand

iWorld iBank imultilateral ilending iaccounted ifor i14% iof iAfrica's

idebt. iBy i1993, iit ihovers iaround i25%. iMultilateral idebt iwas

ipreferred icreditors iand icannot ibe irescheduled; iThe iBank iand

iFund itypically ireceive irepayment ifirst. iDespite ithe

iconcessionary inature iof isome ifacilities, ithis ihas imeant ithat

imultilateral ilending ihas ia isignificant iimpact ion iAfrica's idebt
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iservicing ibill. iMultilateral iobligation ioverhauling ifor isome

inations iin iAfrica ihave ibecome iboth ian ienormous iand idifficult

iaspects iof itheir iobligation icommitments.

Many iTWCs iwere ileft iwith iso imany iexternal iimbalances iafter

ithe iglobal irecession iof ithe i1970s, iespecially iif ithose icountries

irely ion ipetroleum iincome, iwhose iprice ihas iincreased iten itimes

isince ithe iArab ioil iembargo iof i1973. iWestern ifinancial

iinstitutions iwere ipersuaded ito ilend iTWCs iduring ia ibrief iperiod

iof itime ithat ithe iprice iof iprimary icommodities iwould irise iin

itandem iwith ioil. iThe iMexican icrises iof i1982, iwhen iMexico

ideclared iinsolvency, ibrought ian iend ito ithe ilarge-scale

icorruption iof ilending ifor imostly inonexistent iand inonviable

iprojects. iAt ithis ipoint, imost iTWCs ihad igathered iobligation

iwhich ithey icouldn't isupport. iFor iinstance, iin iAfrica, ithe

iregion's ifinancial idifficulties iare imade iworse iby ithe iballooning

iarrears ion iits idebt ipayments iand istagnant iexport iearnings ias

icommodity iprices icontinue ito ifall.

iii. Underlying iChange iProgram iand iProgression
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The i1970s isaw ithe ichange iof ithe iNigerian ieconomy ifrom ione

iward ion iagribusiness ito ione ivigorously isubject ito ioil. iFor

iinstance, iagriculture's ishare iof iGDP idecreased ifrom

iapproximately i40% iin ithe iearly i1970s ito iapproximately i25% iin

i1980. iBy ithe iend iof ithe iyear, ioil iwas iresponsible ifor

iapproximately i22% iof iGDP, i81% iof igovernment irevenue, iand

i96% iof iexport iearnings. iThe iso-called ioil iboom iof ithe i1970s

ihad ia isignificant iimpact ion ithe ieconomy iof iNigeria.

During ithis itime, ithe iauthorities itried ito iuse ithe irelatively ilarge

ioil irevenue ito irestructure ithe ieconomy, iand isocial iand

ieconomic iinfrastructure imade isome iprogress. iHowever, iduring

ithis itime, iwidespread ieconomic iimbalances iand idistortions

iemerged. iA iproliferation iof iparastatals iand isome ipublic

iinvestments ithat iwere iof idoubtful idesign iand iviability iand iin

iretrospect ibeyond ithe iexecutive icapacity iof ithe irelevant

igovernment iagencies iresulted ifrom ithe iincreased iintervention iof

ithe igovernment iin ithe ieconomy, iwhich iwas ifacilitated iby ithe

iboom iin irevenues. iThere iwas ialso ia irise iin imanufacturing
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iindustries ithat irelied iheavily ion iimported icomponents iand ihad

ivery ilittle ivalue iadded ilocally.

2.3.3. iTHE iTHIRD iWORLD'S iINTERNAL iFACTORS iAND

iDEPENDENCE i

Third iWorld inations iappear ito ihave ian iinexorable itendency ito

iattribute iour iunderdevelopment ito iour icolonial ipast iwhenever iwe

iprovide ian iexplanation. iAs ia iresult, iwe ihave imistaken ia ihistorical

iexplanation ifor ithe iongoing icrisis iof idevelopment ifor ia ihistorical

ijustification. iHowever, ithe ievidence ithat iis iavailable ihas ishown ithat

iinternal ifactors ihave igreatly icontributed ito ithe icrisis iof idevelopment

iin iThird iWorld icountries. iThe iproductive istructure iand iinternal iforces

imay iimpede ithe igrowth iof ithe iproductive iforces.

iAs iindicated iby iHat iDavid iWest i(2003) ithe ijustification ifor ithe

idistinction iamong ius iand ithe icreated inations iis ithat iwhile ithe

ipioneers iare iin ia ireal isense iwith ieach iticking iof ithe iclock itruly

iresolving ithe iissue ifurthermore, iworries iexisting iapart ifrom ieverything

ielse iand itracking idown ianswers ifor ithem, iin iimmature inations
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iparticularly iAfrica, ipioneers iuse itheir ienergies imore iin iconceiving

iincreasingly imore imodern ihardware ifor iundermining ithe iframework,

imonetarily ior ielectorally. iThey iplunder iand iundermine ithe iframework

ifor itheir iown iself iglorification iand iextravagance. iBasil iDavison

i(1992), isaw ithat iby ia iwide imargin ithe ibest isolitary isupporter iof

Africa's iproceeded iwith iunderdevelopment iis iawful iauthority. iHe

iadded ithat ileaders iwho isay ithey iare ivisionary ibut ihave ino ivision ifor

idevelopment. iInternal ifactors iplay ia icrucial irole iin iskewed

idevelopment iprocesses. iValues, ileadership, idiscipline, icorruption, ithe

ipossibility iof icultural iresistance, iand ia itribal isociety's iright ito ireject

ior iaccept iinnovation iand ichange, ias iit ihas ispread iinto ithe iTWCs,

iare iexamples iof iinternal iobstacles ithat ican ihalt idevelopment. iIt iis

iessential ito iemphasize ithe ifact ithat iinternal ifactors iare ialso iprimary

iin irelation ito iexternal ifactors. iThe idual idistorted isocioeconomic

istructure iand ithe iabsence iof isocial iand ieconomic iintegration iare, iin

iessence, ithese ifactors.
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The ihistorical icause iof iunderdevelopment ias iexplained iby ithe iexternal

ienvironment iis ireferred ito iby ithe iexistence iof ia idisintegrated idual

istructure. iIn ia inutshell, iit iis ipossible ito ipostulate ithat ithe iinternal

istructure iof ideveloping inations iis inot ionly ithe iresult iof ithe

ipenetration iof iboth iinternal iand iexternal iforces, ibut ithat ionce ithis

istructure iis iestablished, iit ialso iserves ias ithe ifoundation ifor

imaintaining ithese irelationships. iTo iput iit ianother iway, iwhile iinternal

ifactors iserved ias ithe icatalyst ifor iits isuccess, iexternal ifactors ionly

ipartially iaccount ifor ithe isource iof iunderdevelopment iand idependency.

2.3.4. iTHIRD-WORLD iDEVELOPMENT iAND iGOOD

iGOVERNANCE

The iquality iof igovernance iis ifundamental ito iany iprogress ior

iachievement iof idevelopment iobjectives. iIn igeneral, ia iprocess iin ithe

ipursuit iof idevelopment iobjectives iought ito ibe iguided iby iat ileast ifive

ifundamental iprinciples iof igovernance:

i. Responsibilities iIn iresource imanagement, ithe iprovision iof

ipublic igoods, iand ithe iprovision iof iservices, iaccountability
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iimplies ihonesty, ieffectiveness, iand iefficiency. iIt ialso italks

iabout ithe iobligation iof ithe igovernment ito iexplain iits iactions

iand ito ibe iresponsive ito ithe iwants iand ivalues iof iits icitizens.

ii. Transparency. iIn ia igovernment, itransparency imeans ithat ithe

idecision-making iprocess iis iclear iand iopen ito ipublic iscrutiny.

iIt ifrequently imakes iallusion ito ivarious ilaws igoverning

ipublic iinformation idisclosure iand iaccess, isuch ias

iadministrative iprocedure iacts iand ifreedom iof iinformation

iacts.

iii. Participation. iInvestment iis ione imore ikey icomponent iof

igood iadministration. iIt iimplies ithat icitizens iare iinvolved iin

ithe idecision-making iprocess iand iare iempowered. iIt

iemphasizes ithat ieveryone ihas ithe iright ito ihave itheir ivoices

iheard iin ithe iprocess iof imaking iand iimplementing ipolicies.

iParticipation iis iessential ifor iboosting ithe isustainability,

iefficiency, iand ieffectiveness iof ipublic iservice idelivery iand

idevelopment iprojects.
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iv. Social ivalue. iFair, ijust, iand iequitable idistribution iof ipublic

iresources iand iservices iis iwhat isocial iequity ientails. iAlso, iit

imeans ithat ithe igovernment iand iits iservices ishould itreat

ieveryone iequally, iregardless iof iage, igender, iculture, ior

iethnicity.

Against ithe ilaw. iThe irule iof ilaw iis iabout ithe ilaw ibeing iconsistent,

ipredictable, iand itransparent. iIn ia isimilar ivein, iUNDP i(1997) istates

ithat igood igovernance iis iparticipatory, itransparent, iand iaccountable

iwhen iexamining ithe icharacteristics iof igood igovernance. iIt imeans ithat

ia icountry's iformal irules iand iregulations iare iknown ito ithe ipublic,

iequally iapplied ito iall icitizens, iand ienforced iin ia ipredictable imanner

ithrough itransparent iprocedures. iThe ifundamental icomponents iof igood

igovernance iare ithese. iUnderstanding igood igovernance inot ionly ias ia

iway ito iimprove iexisting iapproaches ito idevelopment iand ireducing

ipoverty ibut ialso ias ia iconcept iof idevelopment iitself iis iessential. iAs ia

iresult, ithe iWB/IMF's ihypothesis ithat igood igovernance ican iboost

ieconomic idevelopment iis iincreasingly ibeing iaccepted. i iGood

igovernance iwas ieffectively iintroduced iby ithe iWorld iBank iin i1989 ias
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ia iprerequisite ifor ireversing iAfrica's idevelopment icrisis. iThe istudy

ithen ispecifies ia iset iof ipolicies ithat iare iclosely iassociated iwith

igovernance, ias ipromoted iby ineoliberal iacademics. iThese ipolicies

iinclude iless istate iinvolvement iin ieconomic idecision-making, ia ismaller

iand imore itransparent ipublic isector, iand ithe ielimination iof isubsidies

ito ithe ipublic isector ithat iare inot inecessary. iIn ia ipublication ititled:

iThe iWorld iBank iexpanded ithe iconcept iof igood igovernance iin i2003.

iBetter iAdministration ifor iAdvancement iin ithe iCenter iEast, iand iNorth

iAfrica iand igave ia initty igritty ipart iof igood iadministration. iIn ithis

iinstance, ithe iWorld iBank iasserts: iAdministration icomprise iof ithe

iactivity iof iexpert ifor ithe isake iof iindividuals iwhile igreat

iadministration iis idoing ias isuch iin imanners ithat iregard ithe

itrustworthiness iand inecessities iof ieverybody iinside ithe istate i(World

iBank, i2003:25).

In ilight iof ithis idefinition, iinclusiveness iand iaccountability iare itwo

ifundamental iprinciples iof igood igovernance. iComprehensiveness

iimplies ithat iall iresidents iare isimilarly iensured ispecific ifundamental
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iprivileges iincluding iequity ibefore ithe iregulation iand ithe ioption ito

ipartake iin ithe iadministration icycle ion iequivalent ipremise.

On ithe iother ihand, iit imeans ithat iall icitizens' iinteractions iwith ithe

igovernment iare ifree iof idiscrimination iand iexclusion

2.4. iSUMMARY iOF iTHE iLITERATURE iREVIEW

iWithout iunderstanding ihow ithe imajority iof ithe iworld's

iunderdeveloped ipopulation's ipast ieconomic iand isocial ihistory

icontributed ito itheir icurrent iunderdevelopment, iwe icannot ihope ito

idevelop iadequate idevelopment itheory iand ipolicy. iHowever, imost

iliterature iconcentrates ion ijust ithe ideveloped imetropolitan inations iand

igives isparse iconsideration ito ithe ipioneer iundeveloped inations. iThus

ithe imajority iof iour ihypothetical iclassifications iand iadvisers ifor

iimprovement istrategy ihave ibeen irefined ionly ifrom ithe iauthentic

iexperience iof ithe iEuropean iand iNorth iAmerican ihigh ilevel

iindustrialist icountries.

Since ithe iverifiable iexperience iof ithe iprovincial iand iunderdeveloped

inations ihas icertifiably ibeen ivery iunique, iaccessible ihypothesis iin ithis
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iway ineglects ito imirror ithe ipast iof ithe iunderdeveloped iregion iof ithe

iplanet icompletely, iand imirrors ithe ipast iof ithe iworld ioverall ijust ito

isome iextent. iMore iimportantly, ibecause iwe iare iunaware iof ithe

ihistory iof ithe ideveloping inations, iwe imistakenly ibelieve ithat itheir

ipresent iand ipast iare icomparable ito ithose iof ithe ideveloped inations.

iWe ideveloped iserious imisconceptions iabout ithe icurrent istate iof

iunderdevelopment iand idevelopment ias ia iresult iof iour iignorance iand

iassumptions. iIn iaddition, ithe imajority iof istudies ion idevelopment iand

iunderdevelopment ifail ito itake iinto iaccount ithe ieconomic iand iother

irelationships ithat iexisted ibetween ia icity iand iits ieconomic icolonies

ithroughout ithe iworld's imercantilist iand icapitalist isystem's iexpansion

iand idevelopment. iAs ia iresult, ithe imajority iof iour itheory ifails ito

iaccount ifor ithe isimultaneous igeneration iof iunderdevelopment iin isome

iparts iof ithe icapitalist isystem iand ieconomic idevelopment iin iothers, ias

iwell ias ithe istructure iand idevelopment iof ithe isystem ias ia iwhole.

It iis igenerally iheld ithat iunderdeveloped inations iare istill iin ia istage,

isometimes idepicted ias ian ioriginal istage iof ihistory, ithrough iwhich

ideveloped inations ipassed ilong iago, iand ithat ieconomic idevelopment
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ioccurs iin ia isuccession iof icapitalist istages. iHowever, ieven ia icursory

iknowledge iof ihistory ireveals ithat iunderdevelopment iis ineither ioriginal

inor itraditional, iand ineither ithe ipast inor ithe ipresent iof

iunderdeveloped inations iare isignificantly icomparable ito ithose iof

ideveloped inations. iEven ithough ithey imay ihave ibeen iunderdeveloped,

ithe icountries ithat iare inow ideveloped inever iwere. iIt iis ialso iwidely

iaccepted ithat ia ination's icurrent iunderdevelopment iis isolely ithe iresult

iof iits iown ieconomic, ipolitical, isocial, iand icultural icharacteristics ior

istructure. iHowever iauthentic iexamination iexhibits ithat icontemporary

iunderdevelopment iis iby iand ilarge ithe iverifiable iresult iof ipast iand

iproceeding iwith ifinancial iand idifferent irelations ibetween ithe isatellite

iunderdeveloped iand ithe inow ideveloped imetropolitan inations. iIn

iaddition, ithese irelationships iare ia icrucial icomponent iof ithe iglobal

istructure iand idevelopment iof ithe icapitalist isystem ias ia iwhole. iThe

inotion ithat ithe idiffusion iof icapital, iinstitutions, ivalues, ietc imust iand

iwill igenerate ior istimulate ithe idevelopment iof ithese iunderdeveloped

icountries iand itheir imost iunderdeveloped idomestic iareas iis ianother

irelated ibut ilargely iincorrect iviewpoint. i
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CHAPTER iTHREE

METHODOLOGY

3.0. INTRODUCTION i

The isystematic icollection iand ievaluation iof iresearch idata iis ipart iof

ithe iresearch imethodology. iIt iwould iinclude ithe iresearch idesign, ithe

istudy ipopulation, ithe isample isize, ithe isampling imethods ior

itechniques, ithe isources iof idata, ithe iinstruments iused ito icollect ithe

idata, ithe iprocedure ifor icollecting ithe idata, iand ithe imethods ithat

iwould ibe iuse ito ianalyze ithe idata. iThe icomponents iof ithis istudy's

imethodology iare ioutlined ibelow.

3.1. RESEARCH iDESIGN

iThis istudy iused ia idescriptive isurvey idesign. iBrown i(1985) imade

isense iof ithat ithe idescriptive isurvey iresearch ipursues ifor idistinguish

ifactors ithat iexist iin ia igiven icircumstance iand iattempts ito idepict ithe

irelationship iamong ithe ifactors, ias iwell ias irecognize ithe ivariables ithat

iexist iamong ithem.



67

3.2. POPULATION iOF iSTUDY i

According ito ithe i2006 iNational iPopulation iCensus, iNigeria ihas ia

ipopulation iof i140,431,719(one ihundred iforty imillion, ifour ihundred

ithirty-one ithousand, iand iseven ihundred ininety) iHowever, ithe

ipopulation iof iNigeria iwas iestimated ito ibe i213 imillion ipeople iin

i2021. iThe itotal ipopulation iof iAnambra, iAbuja, iand iLagos iState

iwhich iis iestimated ito ibe i5,600,000, i2,700,000, iand i12,800,000

irespectively iwere iused iin ithis istudy's iinvestigation i(National iBureau

iof istatistics i2019). iThe ioutcomes iacquired ican iaccordingly ibe iutilized

ito igeneralize ithe ieconomic icircumstance iand iNature iof iDependence

iin iNigeria.

3.3. SAMPLE iSIZE iAND iTECHNIQUE i

The isample isize iof ithis istudy, iwhich iincluded iboth imale iand ifemale

iadults i(18 iyears iand iabove), iwas i30. iThis iis ia irepresentative itest iof

ithe ipopulace iin iAnambra iand iLagos iState. iThe isample isize iof i15

irespondents iwas idrawn ifrom ithe ipopulace ifor iinterview iand

iorganization iof ipoll iusing iStratified irandom isampling.
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3.4. RESEARCH iINSTRUMENT

The istandardized, iscientific, iand iwell-structured iquestionnaire/

iinterview iwas iused ito icollect idata ifrom irespondents. iIt iencourages ia

ihigh iresponse irate iwhile iensuring isubjects' ianonymity. iThe iinterview

iconsisted iof istandard iquestions idesigned ito iappropriately igather iuseful

iinformation ifrom ithe iparticipants iin ithe iresearch. iThe iinterview iwas

ibroken iup iinto itwo isections, iA iand iB. iIn isection iA, irespondents'

isex, iage, ieducational ibackground, igender, iand ioccupation iare

idiscussed. iWe iwere iable ito igather ithe inecessary iinformation ior idata

ifor ithe ianalysis iby iasking iquestions iin iSection iB iabout ithe inature iof

ieconomic idependence, ithe irole iof igood igovernance iin iachieving

isustainable idevelopment, iand iother irelated itopics.

3.5. VALIDITY iAND iRELIABILITY iOF iINSTRUMENT i i

iExperts iin istatistical ianalysis iwere igiven ithe iopportunity ito imake

iuseful icontributions ito ithe iresearch iinstruments, iwhich istrengthened

ithe ireliability iand ivalidity iof ithe idata. iExperts iin isocial iscience iwere

ialso igiven ithe iInterview/questionnaire iconstruct ito ilook iover ito imake
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isure ithat ithe iresearch iinstruments imatched ithe ivariables iin ithe

ihypotheses iand iactually imeasured ithe iissues ibeing istudied iby ithe

iresearcher. iAs ia iresult, ithe ivalidity iof ithe iresearch iinstruments iwas

iunquestionably ienhanced.

3.6. SOURCE iOF iDATA iCOLLECTION

With ithe iend igoal iof ithe ireview, iprimary iand isecondary iinformation

ishaped ithe icores iof iinformation iassortment ifor iexamination. iThe

iadministration iof ia iquestionnaire iand ithe iconduct iof iinterviews

iserved ias ithe iprimary isources iof idata, iwhile itextbooks, ijournals,

inewspapers, imagazines, iand ithe iinternet iwere iused ias isecondary

isources.

3.7. PROCEDURE iOF iDATA iCOLLECTION

The isecondary idata icollection iapproach iwas iutilized iin ithe icourse iof

ithis iresearch. iThe iterm i"secondary idata icollection" irefers ito idata ithat

ihas ialready ibeen igathered, ieither istored ior ipublished. iWellspring iof

isecondary iinformation iincorporate iBooks, iDiaries, iPapers, iMagazines,

iJournals iin irelated iregions i.As iper iAkindele i(1989) iFinding ithe
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iapplicable irealities ion iresearch iTasks iin ifluidly iinvolves iand iincludes

iGetting ithe iability ito iutilize ithe ilibrary icapably iand ireally. iAs ia

iresult, iI iwent ito ithe ilibrary. iThe iother ischolars' iliterature ireview iis

icomposed iof ithe ilibrary.

3.8. METHOD iOF iDATA iANALYSIS

The icollected idata iwere ianalyzed iusing istandard itechniques. iTo ithis

iend, ithe iinterview iquestions iwere ianalyzed iusing ithe it-test iand

isimple ipercentage. iThe iresearcher iwas iable ito iassess iand itest ithe

ihypothesis ifor iinterpretations iby ianalyzing ithe idata iusing isimple

ipercentages.
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CHAPTER iFOUR

ANALYSES

4.1. iINTRODUCTION

Phenomena ilike ithe islave itrade, icapitalism, icolonialism, iimperialism,

iand ineo-colonialism ireveal ithe idependency iand iunderdevelopment iof

iAfrica, iincluding iNigeria. iHowever, iit ishould ibe inoted ithat ithe

imajority iof ithird-world icountries ithat irely ion ithe irest iare ipoor.

iNigeria iis ia itypical ithird-world icountry ithat iis ipoor iand

iunderdeveloped iand irelying ion ithe iwest ifor idecisions iand

iimplementation iof ithe iwest's ieconomic idevelopment ito iher idetriment.

iAs ia iresult, ithe ipurpose iof ithis ichapter iis ito iinvestigate iand ianalyze

idependency iand iunderdevelopment iin isub-Saharan iAfrica, iincluding

iNigeria.

4.2. iDEPENDENCY iTHEORY iAND iAFRICA iUNDERDEVELOPMENT

The iinfluential iLondon inews imagazine iThe iEconomist ipublished iits

iMay i13-19 iissue iwith iAfrica ifeatured ion ithe icover. iOn ithe iinside iof
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ithe imagazine, ithere iis ialso ia isketch iof iAfrica. iIt ishows iAfrica ilying

idown ias ia iknife iis iinserted iinto iher iheart iby ia ibloodied iblack ihand:

iAfrica's iproblems iare icaused iby iitself! iIt iused ito ibe icommonplace ito

iattribute iAfrica's iproblems ito iother ipeople: iColonialism; iNeo-

colonialists; iImperialists; ietc. iPolitical iscientists icall ithis iphenomenon

iof ithe iblame igame iDependency iTheory. iIt iis ia isign iof ia isymbiotic

irelationship ibetween ithe irich iand ithe ipoor iin iwhich ithe ipoor iare

ideliberately idealt ia iweak ihand. iThe ilate iWalter iRodney iwrote ia

ibook icalled i"How iEurope iUnderdeveloped iAfrica" iabout ithis. iThis

ino ilonger iholds iabsolutely. iThe ifact iof ithe imatter iis ithat iAfricans

ithemselves iare iprimarily ito iblame ifor ithe icurrent idevastation iof

iAfrica. iTo iwit: iOur ityrannical ileaders iand ithe igangs iof isycophant,

ipresident-doesn't-do-anything iaides ithey icommand iThe icontinent

icontinues ito isuffer ifrom idegenerative iunderdevelopment ias ia iresult iof

iwidespread icorruption iin iofficial icircles. iOfficial icriminal igangs

iwhose ideclared igoal iis ito idivert inational iresources iinto iforeign ibanks

irather ithan iadvancing itheir iown idevelopment ihave iturned iAfrican

inations iinto itheir iown ipersonal iestates. iThe ilate iextremely icorrupt
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iNigerian iSani iAbacha's ieight ibank iaccounts, itotaling i600 imillion iU.S.

idollars, iwere ifrisked iby iofficials iin ithe itiny iEuropean iprincipality iof

iLuxembourg. iThis iis ijust ione iway ithat iour iAfrican ileaders icontribute

ito iAfrica's iunderdevelopment!

It iis iabhorrent ithat imoney imeant ifor iAfrica's idevelopment iis idiverted

iby iofficial icorruption. iEuropeans iturn iaround iand ilend istolen imoney

ito iAfrica iat iexorbitant irates, iin iaddition ito imaking ia isubstantial

iprofit ifrom ithe iinterest ion iinvestments. iAs ia iresult, iwe ispend imore

imoney ion ihealth iand ieducation ithan ion ithese iloans' iinterest—not ithe

idebt iitself—in inearly ievery iAfrican ination itoday! iAfrican inations iare

ieffectively iplayed ilike ifootballs. iKick ithe iball iuntil iit iis iclose ito

ibeing ideflated iby iwhoever ihas iit! iAfter ithat, isome iloans ifrom

iabroad igive iit imore ienergy, iand ithe iprocess icontinues. iSince iour

iindependence, ithis ihas ibeen iour ifate. iAccording ito iGhanaian

iChronicle i(Ghanaian iChronicle, i2000), iAfrica iexperiences iperpetual

ideflation iand ipersistent igrowth.
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It iis inot isurprising ithat iNnadozie istated ithat iAfrica's ieconomic ifuture

iis ivery ibleak; iand ithat inone iof ithe iworld's ifive icontinents ihas ias

imany icrippling iissues ias ithe iAfrican icontinent. iThese iissues iinclude,

ibut iare inot ilimited ito, ihunger, ipoverty, iconflict, ienvironmental iand

iecological idegradation, ireligious iand iethnic istrife, ipolitical iinstability,

ileadership iinertia, iilliteracy, iand ipoor igovernance i(Nnadozie, i2010).

iPoverty iappears ito ibe iingrained iin ithe ipeople iand istates iof iAfrica

iand ihas iremained ian iunrelenting iscourge ifor idecades iif ipoverty iis

itaken ias ia ifundamental imeasure iof iunderdevelopment. iIndeed, ipoverty

iis inow ithe imost ireadily iapparent iindicator iof iAfrica's

iunderdevelopment iand ibackwardness. iDespite ithe ifact ithat imore ithan

ione ififth iof ithe iworld's ipopulation iis iliving iin iabject ipoverty, iit

iwould iappear ithat iAfrica, iparticularly iits isub-Saharan iregion, iis

iexperiencing ithe igreatest iimpact. iDespite iAfrica's ivast ihuman iand

imaterial iresources, ipoverty ihas inot ionly igrown ibut ialso ibecome

imore iwidespread, iaffecting ithe ivast imajority iof ipeople iand inations.

Even ithough ia ilot iof imoney iand ipolicies iand iprograms ihave ibeen

iput iinto ifighting ipoverty iand iunderdevelopment ion ithe icontinent, iit
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istill ipersists iand iseems ito idefy ievery isolution. iSo, ithe iimportant

iquestion iis, iwhy, idespite iall iefforts ito ireduce ithe iproblem, ipoverty

iand iunderdevelopment ipersist iin iAfrica? iWhy iis iit ithat idespite

iAfrica's iabundance iof ihuman iand imaterial iresources, ipoverty iand

iunderdevelopment ihave ipersisted, iresulting iin ithe iabsurd isituation iin

iwhich ithe icontinent irelies ion iforeign iaid iand ihumanitarian iassistance

ito ifeed iits iburgeoning ipopulation? iIs iit ithe ifailure iof igovernance,

ileadership, ior ipolitical iinertia, ior iis iit ithe iinability ito iaccurately

idiagnose ithe iissue iand, ias ia iresult, ithe iimplementation iof

iinappropriate iand iineffective istrategies ifor iaddressing iit? iIs ipoverty

iand iunderdevelopment inow ia iproblem ithat ican't ibe ifixed iand ia icurse

ithat iAfricans imay ihave ito ilive iwith iand, iat ibest, ionly imanage? iSo,

ithe ibig iquestion iis ihow ithis iterrible iand iridiculous isituation igot ito

ibe. iAccording ito iNnadozie i(2010), ia inumber iof ifactors icontribute ito

iAfrica's ipersistent ipoverty iand iunderdevelopment.

These ifactors ihave ibeen idivided iinto itwo imain icategories, iinternal

iand iexternal ifactors, ito ihelp iexplain ithem. iThe iinterior ivariables

iincorporate iauthority iinactivity, iawful iadministration, idefilement,
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iobligation itrouble, ipolitical ishakiness ias iwell ias iethnic iand istrict

ihardship iand inationwide iconflict. iThe inegative iphysical ienvironment,

ienvironmental idegradation, ihigh iunemployment igrowth irate,

idisinvestment ipolicies, iand iunconventional iand ihostile isocioeconomic

ipractices iand inorms iare ijust ia ifew iof ithe iinternal ifactors' iother

iissues. iExternal ifactors iinclude idebt ifrom iabroad, iaid ifrom iabroad,

ithe idumping iof itoxic iwaste ion iAfrican isoil, iand ipoverty iitself

i(Nnadozie, i2010).

Since idecolonization, ithe ieconomies iof iSub-Saharan iAfrica ihave

iactually ideteriorated ialarmingly. iIts ishare iof ithe iworld's iexported

igoods idecreased ifrom imore ithan i3% iin i1950 ito i1% iin i1990, iand iits

iexternal idebt iincreased ifrom ijust iover i30% iof iGNP iin i1980 ito

inearly i80% iin i1994. iAccording ito ithe iWorld iBank, ionly i1% iof ithe

i$231 ibillion iin iforeign iinvestment ithat iwas idirected itoward ithe iThird

iWorld iin i1995 iwent ito iAfrica. iIn i1991, ithere iwas ionly ione

itelephone iline ifor ievery i100 ipeople, icompared ito i37.2 ilines ifor

iindustrialized inations iand i2.3 ilines ifor ithe ientire iThird iWorld. iReal

iincome ihad idecreased iby ialmost i15% isince i1965 iby ithe iearly ito
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imid-1990s. iThe iproduction iof ifood ihas isignificantly idecreased ito ithe

ipoint iwhere imany iAfrican inations iare iunable ito ifeed ithemselves.

iInflation iis irampant, itaxes iare ihigh, iand icurrencies iare ivolatile.

Everywhere, itechnological iinfrastructure ihas ideteriorated: iRoads ihave

iturned iinto ipaths iand iruts, ibridges iare ifalling iapart iand inever igetting

ifixed, irailways iare ideteriorating, iphones idon't iwork, iand iuniversities

ihave igotten iworse. iPatients ifrequently ihave ito ibring itheir iown

ibandages iand iblankets ibecause ihospitals iare iin isuch ipoor icondition

i(Ayittey, i1998).

The icontinent ihas iendured isevere iethnic iconflicts, icivil iwars, ipolitical

ichaos, iand iextensive igovernment icorruption iover ithe ipast itwo

idecades. iGovernments ifrequently icollaborate iwith iethnic igroups iin

icarrying iout iacts iof igenocidal iviolence iagainst ione ianother.

"The ilemon iwas isqueezed idry iand ithen idiscarded," isays iAndre

iGunder iFrank. iAyittey iand iCastells, ion ithe iother ihand, iattribute imost

iof ithe iblame ito iinternal iissues iin isub-Saharan iAfrica, imaking ithis ia

ihighly iimprobable iconclusion. iBoth ipointed ito ithe i"predatory" ior
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i"vampire" istate iof imany iAfrican isocieties, iwhere idishonesty, itheft,

iembezzlement, iand ithe ilike ithrive, ias ithe isource iof iAfrica's

ienormous iproblems. iAs ia iresult, ithe ipolitical ileaders iof iAfrica ican

ibe icompared ito icrooks iand igangsters iwho ihave iobtained ipolitical

ipower isolely ifor ithe ipurpose iof iadvancing itheir iown iinterests.

iAfrican istates, icontrary ito ipopular ibelief, ido inot iactually iexist. iA

ikind iof idebauchery ihas ibefallen ithe ipolitical iinstitutions ithat iare

iessential icomponents iof istates, isuch ias ithe imilitary, ipolice, icivil

iservice, iparliaments, iand ijudicial isystems. iParliaments iare ieither

inonexistent ior inothing imore ithan icharades. iEach iof ithese iinstitutions

ihas ibeen istaffed iby ipolitical idictators iwho iwill ibe icompletely

isubservient ito ithem. iNone iof ithese iestablishments iexudes

iprofessionalism ior iaccountability. iAyittey, ion ithe iother ihand, icontends

ithat idespite ithe ifact ithat imost iof iAfrica's iissues iare iinternal, ithe

iWest ihas iexacerbated ithem. iHe iasserts ithat idespots ihave iswayed

iWestern ileaders. iThey ihave ifrequently iprovided ieconomic iand

imilitary iassistance ito ipro icapitalist iAfrican idictators. iHe ialso isays

ithat iAfrican-Americans iin ithe iUnited iStates ihave ioften ipraised
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iAfrican ileaders iwithout irealizing ithe iterrible ithings ithey idid. iIf ithe

ipredatory istate iis ithe imain icause iof iAfrica's iterrible ieconomic iand

isocial iissues, ithen iit iwould imake isense ito ioverthrow iit iand iestablish

ione ithat iis imore idemocratic. iIn iline iwith iwhat iAfred iSauvy

iadvocated iin ihis iwriting: iThe ithird iworld iis inothing, ibut ibecause iit

iwants ito ibe isomething, iit iis itaken iadvantage iof iand ihas ia

irevolutionary ifuture.

4.3. iDEPENDENCY iTHEORY iAND iNIGERIA

iUNDERDEVELOPMENT

Politically, iit iwas iassumed ithat iindigenous igovernments iwould ihave

isovereign istate ipower ibecause ithey iwould ibe irepresenting ithe

iinterests iof ilocal ipeople irather ithan ialien igroups. iThey iwould iinteract

iwith ithe igovernments iof iother isovereign istates iin ithe imanner iof

iindependent ination-states ientering iinto iinternational ilaw-governed

itreaties iand iagreements. iEconomically, iit iwas iassumed ithat icapital,

itechnology, iand iexpertise iwould icontinue ito i"diffusion" iafter

iindependence. iThe iless ideveloped ieconomy's iproductive icapacity
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iwould irise ias ia iresult iof iforeign iinvestment iand iaid i(Smith, i2003).

iThe iterm i"neo-colonialism" iwas ioriginally icoined iby imostly iThird

iWorld ileaders, iincluding iNigerian ileaders, iwho ifound ithat ithe

iachievement iof iconstitutional iindependence iand isovereignty idid inot

igive ithe igovernments iof ithe inew ination-states itotal ifreedom.

iHowever, ithis iperception iof ithe irelationship ibetween isovereign istates

iis idifferent. iPolitically, iit iwas idiscovered ithat iautonomy iwas imerely

ia ifacade ithat iconcealed ithe ipersistent ipresence iof ipowerful iWestern

ifinancial iand icommercial iinterests. iLeaders ilike iKwamme iNkrumah,

ithe ifirst iPrime iMinister iof iGhana iand iauthor iof ia ibook ititled

i"Neocolonialism," isaw ithe iend iof icolonial irule. ithe ifinal istage iof

iimperialism, isimilar ito ieconomic icolonialism inot ibeing iended. iThe

istate ithat iis isubject ito ineo-colonialism iis ifundamentally iindependent

iand ipossesses iall iof ithe iexternal isigns iof iinternational isovereignty.

iAccording ito iNkrumah i(1974), ithe icountry's ieconomic isystem iand

ipolitical ipolicy iare iactually iunder iexternal icontrol. iAs ican ibe iseen

ifrom ithe iforegoing, ipolitical iindependence iwas ionly igranted ito

iNigeria iin i1960. iThis imeans ithat ithe idirect icontrol iof ithe inational
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iapparatus iended, ibut iWestern icapitalist icontrol iof ithe ieconomy

icontinues. iTo iput iit ianother iway, iNigeria iachieved ipolitical

iindependence ibut inot ieconomic iindependence. iBecause ishe iwas

iunable ito iachieve ieconomic iindependence, iNigeria ibecame ieven imore

idependent, iresulting iin ian iongoing istate iof iunderdevelopment.

4.4 iFinancial iDependency iand iUnderdevelopment iof iNigeria iEconomy

As ithe iMost iPopulous iNation iin iAfrica, iNigeria iviews iitself ias ia

iLeader iin ithe iStruggle ifor iEconomic iGrowth iand iIndependence

i(Mabbs-Zenno, i1986). iHowever, ithe icountry iis ion ithe iverge iof

ieconomic icollapse ias ia iresult iof irival iethnic igroups' istruggle ifor

ieconomic idominance, imismanagement, iand icorruption iin ithe ipublic

iand iprivate isectors. iThe imain ifactor ithat iled ito ithe ieconomic icrisis

iwas iideology. iScholars ihave irepeatedly iused ithe ipolicies iof

icolonialism, icapitalism, iand iimperialism ithat iwere iimposed ion ithe

ination iand iled ito ithe ifragrant idisarticulation iof ithe inational ieconomy

ito ijustify ithe icurrent istate iof ithe ieconomy. iThe icountry iwas ireduced

ito iserving ias ia isupplier iof iexport icrops ilike icocoa, icotton, igroundnut,
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iand ipalm iproduce iwhile ialso ireceiving imanufactured iand iconsumable

igoods ifrom iEurope iand ithe iUnited iStates ithrough idivision iof ilabor

i(Ajala, i2008). iT iIn ithe i1960s iand i1970s, iNigeria's ieconomy

iexperienced ian iunprecedented iboom, ibut ithe icountry iexperienced

ieconomic idifficulties iin ithe i1980s. iThe iNigerian ieconomy's iproblems

iare imostly icaused iby itwo imain ithings. iTo istart iwith, ithe ioil iblast

iof ithe i1960s iand ithe imid i1980s iachieved isignificant ibonus ifor ithe

icountry iwhich isubsequently iprompted iless ineed, ibeing iconcurred ito

iRural iarea, iwhich iused ito ibe ian iindispensable iarea iof ithe ipublic

ieconomy. iAccording ito iAjala i(2009), ithe itwin iissues iof

imismanagement iand icorruption iby iNigeria's ipolitical ielites iunder

ivarious imilitary iand icivilian iregimes icould ibe ianother ifactor

icontributing ito ithe istructural ideficiencies iof ithe icountry's ieconomy.

iTom iForests iargues ithat istate imanagers iand ithe imilitary igovernment

icompletely ifailed ito imanage ipublic ispending ior igive iit ia idirection ior

ia ipriority. iThe ieconomy ihas ibeen ideclining ias ia iresult iof ithe

idynamism iof ithese ipolitical iand istructural ifactors i(Forests, i1987).
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It iwould iappear ithat ithe iadministration ihas iselected ian iexport-oriented

iand iprivate isector-led ieconomic ipolicy iin ilight iof ithe ipreceding

ifiscal ipolicy. iThis iis iin iline iwith iwhat imultilateral iorganizations ilike

ithe iWorld iBank iand ithe iInternational iMonetary iFund i(IMF) ihave

ibeen idoing ifor ideveloping inations isince ithe ibeginning iof ithe i1980s

i(World iBank iReport, i1984) i(Mills, i1989). iIn iaddition, iNigeria's

imanufacturing isector icontinued ito idecline ithroughout ithe i1990s,

iaveraging ia inegative iannual igrowth irate iof i1.6% ifrom i1990 ito i1996.

iAt ithe isame itime, iover ithe ipast itwo idecades, ithe ilocal ivalue iof

iforeign iholdings iin iNigeria-based ibusinesses ihas iincreased; iAccording

ito iMills i(1994), ithere ihave ibeen ifew inew iinvestments ifrom iabroad

iin iNigeria. iHowever, iNigeria's ireliance ion icrude ioil iand ilack iof

ieconomic idiversity iare isignificant icontributors ito ithe icountry's

ieconomic idifficulties. iAs ia iresult, iit ican ibe iargued ithat ithe icurrent

icivilian igovernment imust ipursue ian ieconomic ipolicy ithat idoes inot

iheavily irely ion ithe ioil isector iand ithe iWest iif iNigeria iis ito ihave ian

iintegrated iand icompetitive ieconomy. iNigeria iimplemented ia

imacroeconomic istructural iadjustment iprogram iin i1986 iwith ithe
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iintention iof ibroadening ithe iexport ibase iof ithe ination. iNigeria's

ieconomic iperformance iduring ithis itime iperiod idemonstrated ithat

iexport irevenue iremained iheavily idependent ion ithe ioil isector. iIn

iparallel, iit iappears ithat ithe inon-oil isector, iwhich icontributed

iapproximately ithree iquarters iof iNigeria's itotal irevenue iin i1970, ihas

ibeen ineglected iever isince ithe ioil iboom. iAccording ito ithe iNigerian

iEconomist i(1994), iits icontribution ito itotal irevenue idecreased ifrom

i22.5 ipercent iin i1975 ito i18.9 ipercent iin i1980, irose ito i25.3 ipercent

iin i1985, iand ifell ito i16.2 ipercent iin i1992. iThe igovernment iis iheavily

idependent ion ithis iindustry, iand ithe icurrent iadministration ihas inot

iattempted ito ichange ithat. iHowever, ithe ieconomy iis iexposed ito

idomestic iand iglobal ioil iprice iincreases ias ia iresult iof ithe idependence

ion ioil iand ithe iwestern iworld. iThis iwas ithe isituation iwhen iPresident

iObasanjo imade ithe iannouncement iin iMay i2000 ithat ithe ipetroleum

isubsidy iwould ibe ieliminated, iresulting iin ia i50% iprice iincrease.

iBecause iof ithis ichoice, ithere iwas ia inationwide istrike ithat ialmost

istopped ithe icountry's ieconomy. iAfter iseveral imeetings iwith ithe

iFederal iGovernment, ithe iNigeria ilabour iCongress i(NLC) iended ithe
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istrike. iThe iexternal idebt icrisis ithat ibegan iduring ithe i1970s ioil iboom

ireflects iboth ithe idomestic iand iglobal iaspects iof iNigeria's ireliance ion

ioil. iThe iwindfalls ifrom ioil ireceipts iduring ithe i1970s iwere iused ias

iwelfare iexpenditures ifor iwasteful iprojects ithat iwere inot icarefully

iplanned, iand iin isome iinstances, ipolitical ileaders iplundered ithe ifunds

ifor ipersonal igain, iresulting iin ian iincrease iin iNigeria's iexternal idebt

iand iover ireliance ion ithe iwestern iworld iwhich iis iestimated ito ibe

iover i130 ibillion. iIn iparallel, ithe ination icontinued ito iborrow imoney

iat ia ifaster irate ifrom iprivate iEuropean iand iNorth iAmerican ibanks,

ithe iInternational iMonetary iFund i(IMF), ithe iWorld iBank, iand iother

iinternational ilending iinstitutions i(Anunobi, i1992). iAs ia iresult, ithe

iterms istipulated iby ithese ilending iagencies ifurther iexacerbated ithe

ieconomic icrisis iin iNigeria iand iother ilending icountries. iFor iinstance,

i"servicing icosts ion iforeign idebt iof iover i125 ibillion iequaled iover

i70% iof iNigeria's iannual iexport iearnings" iwas istated iby iAborisade

iand iMundt iin i1999. iAs ia iborrower, iNigeria ilacks ithe ieconomic

ileverage inecessary ifor ia ifavorable ibalance iof ipayment ibecause imore

ithan ihalf iof iits iexport iearnings iare iused ito iservice iexternal idebts.
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It iis iessential ito inote, iin ilight iof ithe ipreceding idiscussions iregarding

ithe idebt icrisis iof ithe i1980s iand ithe ioil iboom iof ithe i1970s, ithat ione

iof iNigeria's imajor ieconomic iand ipolitical ichallenges iis ithe iuneven

idistribution iof irevenue iand iresources iamong iits iconstituents. iThe

ilevel iof icorruption iin iNigeria iunder iboth imilitary iand icivilian

iregimes, iwhich ihas iresulted iin ipersistent ieconomic idependence iand

iunderdevelopment iby isiphoning ipublic ifunds iinto iprivate iaccounts, iis

ianother itroubling ifactor ithat ihas iimpacted ithe icountry's ieconomy.

Indeed, ia ifailure iof ileadership—the iunwillingness ior iinability iof

iNigeria's ileaders ito irise ito ithe ioccasion iin itheir iresponsibility iand

ithe ichallenge iof ipersonal iexample, iwhich iare ithe ihallmarks iof itrue

ileadership—is ithe iprimary ifactor isustaining iunderdevelopment iin ithe

icountry. iNigeria's ileadership ihas inot ibeen ikind ito ithem; iand ithe

ifundamental ilack iof iintellectual irigor iin ithe ipolitical ithought iof imany

iof ithe icountry's ifounding ifathers iis ia ifundamental icomponent iof ithis

imisfortune; iinclination i"to ipious imaterialistic iwooliness iand iself-

oriented ipedestrianism"
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The ifollowing iare isome iof ithe iways iin iwhich iNigerian ileaders ihave

imaintained ithe icountry's iunderdevelopment: iOne iis ihow iNigerian

ileaders ihave ibeen imismanaging ithe icountry's ienormous iresources,

iwhich iwere igiven ito iit iby iGod. iBy ipurchasing iexotic igoods iand

iservices ifor ithemselves, ifriends, iand icronies, ithey iwaste ithe ination's

iwealth. iSecond, iinflated icontracts, ifraud, iand iother idubious ipractices

iled ito ithe itheft iof ia isubstantial iportion iof ithat iwealth. iNigerian

igovernments iadopt icorrupted iconcepts iof idevelopment iand

idevelopment iprojects iand iprograms iin iaddition ito idirect itheft iof

ipublic ifunds. iAs ia iresult, iour ileaders idirect iinvestments iand ipublic

ifunds itoward iwhite ielephant iprojects iand iprograms ithat ido inot iyield

idividends ior icreate ijobs ifor ithe ipeople ibecause iprivate iinterests itake

iprecedence iover ipublic iinterests. iEpic iamounts iof ipublic icash ihas

ibeen ilost iin iis iway. iWhen iNigerian ileaders isteal ifrom itheir istate

itreasuries, ithey ifrequently itransfer ithe ifunds ito iforeign ibanks,

itypically iin iEurope iand ithe iUnited iStates; ias ia iresult, ithe icountry iis

ideprived iof ithe ibenefits iof iinvesting ithe istolen imoney ilocally; ias ia

isignificant iportion iof ithe istate's iresources ishould ihave ibeen idirected
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itoward iproductive ieconomic isectors ito istrengthen isocial iservices,

iparticularly iin ithe iareas iof ihealth, ieducation, iand iinfrastructure, iand

ienergy iis ilost ias ia iresult iof ivarious icorrupt ipractices. iThe ipeople

isuffer ias ia iresult iof ithe imoney iall iending iup iin ithe ipockets iof ia

ismall inumber iof iprivileged istate iand igovernment iofficials i(Nnadozie,

i2010).

According ito iEranga i(2009), iNigeria's ieconomy iis iin idanger iof

icollapsing idue ito ia iheavy idebt iload iand iunequal iforeign iexchange

irates. iAccording ito iBabajide i(2011), iNigeria's itotal idebt istock iat ithe

iend iof i2010 istood iat i$4.7 ibillion ifor iexternal idebt iand i#4.5 itrillion

ifor idomestic idebt, idespite ithe idebt icancellation iby ithe iParis iClub.

iEvery iday, iinflation irises, ireaching iits ihighest ilevel iin iOctober i2011,

iwhen iit iwas iestimated ito ibe i10.5%. iAccording ito iIndex iMundi

i(2011), iunemployment iwas i4.9% iin i2007 iand ihas iravaged ithe

ieconomy ito ithe ipoint iwhere iit ihas ibeen iestimated ithat i64 imillion

iNigerian igraduates iare iunemployed, ias ievidenced iby ithe itens iof

imillions iof iyoung iNigerians iwalking ithe istreets iin ithe ideepest

idespair; iBecause ithey ineed ito ifeed, iclothe, ihave ia iplace ito isleep,
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iand iprovide ifor itheir iimmediate ifamilies, ithe imajority iof ithem iturn

ito icrime iand iother isocial ivices ito imake iends imeet. iWhen icompared

ito ithe imajority iof iAfrica's ideveloping inations iand ithe iamount iof

imoney ithat icirculates iin iour ipublic iand ipolitical iechelons, ithese

iindicators iclearly ipoint ito iNigeria's isevere iunderdevelopment.

iAccording ito ithis iclassification, ithe iNigerian ieconomy iis icurrently

icharacterized iby igalloping iinflation, ian iunequal iforeign iexchange irate

iexacerbated iby ia idevalued icurrency iand ia ipersistent ireliance ion

iimports, iwidespread iunemployment, idecrepit iinfrastructures ias

ievidenced iby ithe inature iof iNigeria's iroads iand ithe ideath-conservative

inature iof iNigerian ihospitals, ian iepileptic ipower isupply ithat ihas

ihelped icripple iall iaspects iof ithe isocietal isurvival ipossibility, iand ia

inear-death istate iof ithe ieducational isector, iwhich ihas iYouths iare inow

iconcerned iwith imaking imoney iregardless iof ihow iit icomes ior iwho iis

iharmed iin ithe iprocess—corruption iin ithe isystem ihas ileft inothing ito

ibe idesired iin ihard iwork iand ilabor. iAs ia iresult, ientrepreneurial ispirit

ihas idied iout. iDishonesty iand igreed ihave irisen ito ipower iwhile
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idiligence iand ihonesty ihave ifallen. iThis ialso iexplains iwhy imediocrity

ihas ireplaced imerit iin iNigeria i(Eme iand iEmeh, i2012).

4.5. iIDEOLOGICAL/CULTURAL iDEPENDENCY iAND

iUNDERDEVELOPMENT

Dependency ialso imanifests iitself iin ieducation, iculture, ireligion, iand

iideology iin ithird-world inations. iFor iinstance, iNigeria ifollows ithe

iWestern ieducational imodel ito isuch ian iextent ithat, iculturally iand

iideologically; iBritish iand iAmerican isupport iNigeria. iThis iis isupported

iby i(Fayomi, i2008), iwho iin ihis ireadings ion iconstitutional

idevelopment inotes ithat ithe ilanguage iof ithe iformer icolonizer iis

ispoken iin ivarious iregions iof iWest iAfrica. iWithout ithe iuse iof

iEnglish ior iFrench, icommunication iin iWest iAfrican inations iwould ibe

iextremely idifficult. iThe isearch ifor ia inational ilanguage, iparticularly iin

iNigeria, iwas iunsuccessful. iConsequently, iWest iAfricans ior iAfricans

iin igeneral ihave iremained ia i"dependent ientity" iin iterms iof ilanguage.

As ican ibe iseen ifrom ithe iforegoing, iNigeria iuses iEnglish ias iher

iofficial ilanguage iin iterms iof iculture. iBecause iNigeria iis iso iculturally
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idependent ion iBritain, ione icould iargue ithat iremnants iof icolonialism

iare istill ivery imuch ipresent iin iNigeria. iNearly iall iof iNigeria's igood

iand irich icultures iare ibeing iobnoxiously ireplaced iby iWestern icultures,

iallowing ifor icultural idependence iand iunderdevelopment iin ithe

icountry. iAlthough iit imay ibe itrue ithat ipolitical iideologies iand iideas

ihave ilost itheir iappeal iin imany inations, iinternational ipolitics iappears

ito ibe iless iso. iIdeological ifactors icontinue ito ibe ipervasive iand

imoving iforces iin ithe inon-Western iworld, iand ithey icontinue ito ishape

inational iand iinternational ipolitics ias iwell ias ipopular iattitudes iand

ireactions ieven iin ithe iWestern iworld. iIt iis ievident ithat idiscussing

i"the iend iof iideology" iin iinternational iaffairs iis ipremature i(Palmer

iand iPerkins, i2007).

The iterm i"ideology" ican ibe iused ito idescribe ia iwide irange iof icurrent

iideas, iincluding imany iof ithe i"isms" isuch ias inationalism, ianti-

imperialism, itotalitarianism, icommunism, ifascism, iNazism, iMarxism,

isocialism, iliberalism, icollectivism, iand ia ilong ilist iof iothers. iIn imany

iways, idemocracy iis ialso ian iideology; ithe isame iis itrue ifor ithe imajor

ireligions, iparticularly ithose ithat ipreach ito ithe iconverted, ilike
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iChristianity iand iIslam i(Palmer iand iPerkins, i2007). iAll ithe imore iin

ithis iway, idifferent iunfamiliar iphilosophies ilike iprivatization,

icommercialization, iPublic iFinancial iStrengthening iImprovement

iTechnique i(NEEDS), iUnderlying iChange iProgram i(SAP), ifree

ienterprise, ifederalism, iA imajority irule igovernment, iand iso ion. iare

iintended ito istunt iNigeria's igrowth. i"IMF ihas ibeen ioffering imore

iassistance ito ithird iworld icountries iunder iits istandby iarrangement iof

iExtended iFund iFacility i(EFF), ithough iwith ipreconditions," iFor

iinstance, iOnimade iargued i(983). i"trade iliberalization, imonetary ianti-

inflationary imeasures, ifiscal ianti-inflationary iprograms, ianti-inflationary

idismantling iof iprice icontrols iand iminimum iwages, iopen idoor ipolicy

ias iforeign iinvestment iand imultinational icooperations, ireduction iof

ispending ion isocial iservices, iand iprivatization iof ipublic ienterprises"

iare ia ifew iexamples iof ithese. iThe igoal iof iall iof ithese iideological

iinstruments iand ipolicies iis ito iunder idevelop ithird-world inations,

iparticularly iNigeria.
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CHAPTER iFIVE

SUMMARY, iCONCLUSION i& iRECOMMENDATION

5.1. SUMMARY i

The imajor iobjective iof ithe istudy iis ito iinvestigate ithe iimpact iof

idependency ion isub-Saharan iAfrica idevelopment ifrom ithe iperspective

iof iNigeria. iThe imajor iissue iof idependency iin isub-Sahara iAfrica iwas

ithe ifocus iof ithis istudy. iIt ilooks iat ithe imajor iunderdeveloped iregions

iof isub-Sahara iAfrica.

As ia iresult, ithe istudy iemploys ia iqualitative idescriptive imethod. iIt

iappeals ito ione iof ithe iconventional iapproaches ito iinformation

icollection, inamely isecondary idata isources. iA isizable iportion iof ithe

isecondary isources iused icame ifrom iboth ipublished iand iunpublished

iworks, iincluding imaterials itaken ifrom: iNewspapers, iarchives,

idiscussions, iconference ipapers, imagazines, ithe iinternet, ibooks, iand

ijournal iarticles, iamong iother ithings. iand iwas ilooked iat ito imake ithe

idiscussion imeaningful.
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5.2. CONCLUSION

iSeveral ischolars ihave iargued ifor iand iagainst ithe ielimination iof

idependency ias iwell ias ithe iissue iof idependency iand ithe

iunderdevelopment iof ithird-world inations. iHowever, ipolitical ileaders,

iNigerian ieconomists, iand iNigerian icitizens imust ipay iadequate

iattention ito iNigeria's idependency. iAlthough ithe iissue iof iEuropean

istates iexploiting iand icontrolling iNigerians iremains iunresolved, iit iis

ibelieved ithat iNigeria iis ian iindependent istate. iIt iis ia isacrosanct ifact

ithat isome iWestern-based iactivities iand iprograms iare inothing imore

ithan ia irebirth iof iindirect icolonialism iin iNigeria. iAs ia iresult,

iNigerian ipolitical, isociocultural, iand ieconomic iindependence iis

ihindered, imaking iNigeria iheavily idependent ion iadvanced inations.

iBetween iNigeria iand iWestern inations, ithere iis ia idisparate

irelationship; iNigeria iis iunfairly itreated, iespecially ieconomically, iby

ithe istatus iquo. iNigerian igovernment ipolicies ifavor iWestern ieconomies

iover iNigerian iinterests ibecause iof itheir iforeign-oriented inature. iIn ia

inutshell, iNigeria's istate ihas ibeen igreatly iimpacted iby iits ipersistent

ireliance ion iWestern ieconomies.
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The idependence iof iNigeria ion iforeign icapital ifor ithe iexecution iof

imajor iprojects iin ithe icountry ihas iopened iup imore iopportunities ifor

ithe iuse iof istate ipower ifor iprivate igain, ias ithe iquestion iof iforeign

iloans ifrequently ireveals. iThe iexpatriate ibusinessmen ipenetrate iand

iinfluence iNigeria's idomestic ieconomy, idefraud ithe ination, irepatriate

itheir iill-gotten ifunds, iand ibank isome iabroad ifor itheir iNigerian

icollaborators, ithe imore iforeign iloans ithey ireceive iand ithe imore

icontacts ithey iestablish. iThe ipropensity iof idefilement iin iall iNigerian

iareas iby ipolitical ipioneers iand ifinancial ielites iin iredirection iof ipublic

iassets iinto itheir iunfamiliar irecords ifor iself-aggrandizement iis ione

imore idifficult iissue iof iNigerian imonetary iunderdevelopment.

iNumerous ilocal iindustries iin iNigeria ihave ibeen iforced ito iclose ias ia

iresult iof imultinational icorporations' imonopolistic ibehavior iin iNigeria,

iwhich ihas ibeen ifound ito idegrade iand iexacerbate ithe icountry's

ieconomy. iThis, iin iturn, ihas icontributed ito iNigeria's ihigh

iunemployment irate, iwhich icurrently istands iat iseveral ithousand ipeople.

iNigeria iis ihorribly iclose ito ian iexplosion iin iunemployment, iand ithe

ieconomy iis igetting iworse iby ithe iday ias ithousands iof istudents



96

igraduate ieach iyear iwithout iany ihope iof ifinding iwork. iIt iis iimportant

ito inote ithat iNigeria's ihigh iimportation irate iof iforeign igoods iis

iexacerbated iby ithe icountry's ihigh iunemployment irate, iindustrial

ivandalism, iand imassive iproduction iof icounterfeit ior ifake igoods.

iPolitical iinstability, icorruption, iethno-religious icases, ipoverty, ia ilow

ilevel iof iindustrialization, iunemployment, ian iinsurgency iand

icounterinsurgency i(Boko iHaram), iand iother iissues iare iplaguing

iNigeria iat ithe imoment. idue ito iher iserious idependence iand ilack iof

idevelopment.

Finally, ithe ipersistent icorruption ithat ihad ibedeviled iAfrican istates

isince iindependence iis ithe iroot icause iof ithe isubstandard idevelopment

iof iNigeria iand ithe iAfrican icontinent. iThis istudy icalls ifor ia iparadigm

ishift iin ithe iinvestigation iof iAfrica's iunderdevelopment ibecause iof ithis.

iWe ican ihandle iour iproblems ihead-on iif iwe isimply ilook iwithin iand

isee ithem isteering itoward ius irather ithan ilooking iout.
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5.3. RECOMMENDATION

The ifollowing irecommendations iare imade iin iorder ito iprevent

iNigeria's istate ifrom iremaining idependent iand iunderdeveloped:

1. To ibegin, iNigerian igovernments iat iall ilevels—whether ifederal,

istate, ior ilocal—should iimplement ia inationwide iprogram iknown

ias i"value-reorientation" ito ieducate iNigerians iabout ithe ihigh irate

iof idependence ion iforeign igoods iand iservices, iwhich itends ito

iimpede ithe ination's ieconomic igrowth iand idevelopment. iAs ia

iresult, iNigerians iought ito ifeel ifavorably itoward ithe igoods

iproduced ilocally.

2. Second, ia istrategy iof iimport-substitution icould iprevent

idependence. iThe idying iand idying iindustries iin iour icommunity

iought ito ibe ibrought iback ito ilife. iWith ia ihigh idegree iof istate

iintervention, iand iplanning ithe istate ishould iensure ithat icapital iis

idirected itoward imanufacturing iindustry, iindustrialization ishould

ibe iinstalled ibehind iprotective ibarriers iwhenever ipossible, iand

iemphasis ishould ibe iplaced ion ivocational itraining iand
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idevelopment iin ieducation icurriculums ito iencourage iyoung

ischool ileavers ior igraduates ito ibe iself-reliant iwithout iignorantly

irelying ion igovernment ifor iemployment iif inecessary. iNigeria

iwould iabsolutely ibe iable ito iregain ieconomic isovereignty

ithrough ieconomic iself-reliance ias ia iresult iof ithis.

3. Thirdly, iNigeria ineeds igood ileadership iand iefficient imanagement

iof iits iabundant ieconomic iresources. iAdditionally, icorruption

imust ibe icombated iwith iall iof ithe ination's iresources ibecause

ithe icountry icannot ifree iitself ifrom idependence iwhile icorruption

ipersists.

4. Fourth, ineo-colonial iagents ilike iforeign iaid iand igrants, iforeign-

oriented ipolicies, iand iprograms ishould ibe iavoided iat iall icosts.

iNyerere iof iTanzania iclaims ithat igifts ior iloans ifrom iabroad

iweaken ia ination's icapacity ifor iself-reliance. iAs ia iresult, ithe

iInternational iMonetary iFund, ithe iParis iClub, ithe iWorld iBank,

iand iother icapitalist ior iWestern iinstitutions ishould inot ilend ito

iNigeria.
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5. Last ibut inot ileast, iNigeria ihas ia ichance iof isustainable

idevelopment iand ithe iend iof idependency ias iwell ias

iunderdevelopment iif isufficient isteps iare itaken ito ideal iwith ithe

iescalating iethno-religious iconflicts iin ithe icountry ithrough ian

iappropriate istrategy iof iequitable idistribution iof ipower iand

iresources.
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