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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

There is a gap in the narrative around the renewed agitation for Biafra. Most analyses of the 
issue are mono-dimensional, reflecting one bias or the other. Furthermore, many studies on 
the subject are historically selective, placing overwhelming emphasis on the period since 
1999, thereby presenting an incomplete picture which neglects the links between the current 
agitation for Biafra and the previous experiences dating to colonial times. Moreover, there 
has not been a satisfactory attention paid to discussion of the governance issues that are at 
the heart of the renewed separatist agitation. There is therefore the need for a systematic 
inquiry to understand why the agitation has persisted, nearly 50 years after the end of the 
Nigerian civil war, the implications of the agitation, and ways it can be addressed. This study 
is designed as a knowledge building effort to analyze the various elements and dynamics 
driving the uprising, its potential risks, and possible intervention to address them. The 
main objectives of this study are: a) to explain why there is a resurgence of the agitation 
for an independent Biafran state; b) to analyze the elements driving the renewed agitation; 
c) to explore the role of Igbo leaders in the agitation; d) to examine the consequences of 
the recurrent agitation for Biafra; and e) to suggest measures and actors that could help in 
addressing the agitation.

The data used in this study were collected from four different sources, namely 
documentary sources (desk review), opinion survey using a questionnaire, interviews, and 
reports in newspapers. Data collection from documentary sources involved mapping and 
evaluation of the relevant literature on Nigerian politics and society particularly those 
relating directly to the Biafran war, its onset, termination, and post-war peace building. 
Documentary data were complemented by questionnaire-based survey of 121 respondents, 
purposively selected to reflect the various sections of the society such as Biafra supporters, 
community leaders, community members, and professionals. The survey was carried out in 
ten locations across the South East, namely Aba, Asaba, Awka, Enugu, Mbano, Nsukka, 
Owerri, Okigwe, Onitsha, and Umuahia (ten copies of questionnaire were sent by email to 
some Biafra supporters residing in Finland). Additional data were derived from interviews 
with key informants, drawn from among former Biafran soldiers, Biafra supporters, 
academics, security agents, and media practitioners. Finally, a content analysis of reports of 
three daily newspapers for the period – January 2010 to June 2015 was conducted.

To understand why agitation for a separate state of Biafra has been persistent, this study 
reviewed existing analyses. It found that extant explanations for the recurrent agitation for 
Biafra fall into three main strands: 1) those that focus on ethnic divisions and competition, 2) 
those that focus on economic frustrations, and 3) those that focus on state-society relations. 
Ethnicity based explanations perceive agitation for Biafra as a response to the failure of the 
Igbo elite to capture federal power, and “a bid for re-inclusion by political actors excluded 
from power.” Analyses focusing on economic frustration see the agitation as a struggle 
by young people expressing resentment over their deteriorating material condition. Lastly, 
the state-society relations perspective interprets the agitation as a “confrontation between 
state-led nationalism and state-seeking nationalism.”
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While existing explanations for the recurring agitation for Biafra are not necessarily 
wrong, this study notes that they are limited in three important ways. Firstly, by placing 
overwhelming emphasis on the period since 1999, they present an incomplete picture of 
Biafra separatism that neglects the links between the current agitation for Biafra and the 
previous experiences dating to colonial times. Secondly, the ethnic competition argument, 
in particular, is overly elite-driven, neglecting the perspectives and autonomous actions of 
the masses. Thirdly, as much as the economic frustration explanation of Biafran separatism 
appears interesting, its claims are not necessarily supported by empirical data.

Drawing on the evidence from the literature, this study suggests that what ties all the 
existing explanations together is the level of feeling of collective victimization in separatist 
movements. The study conceptualizes the Biafra separatist agitation as interactions between 
inclusion and collective victimization. It proposes that during periods when there is a high 
feeling of collective victimization and low sense of inclusion, separatist agitation tends 
to be high. Conversely, periods of high sense of inclusion and low feelings of collective 
victimization see low levels of separatist agitations. The study further suggests that what 
can be called Critical Moments (CM) constitute the nodal points for understanding this 
constantly swinging balance between inclusion and victimization. CM could be social 
events or actions of “historic” individuals or groups. Elections stand out among Critical 
Moments in separatist agitations, especially in a state-dominant, ethnically divided country 
like Nigeria because they congeal all the hopes and fears of group that perceive themselves 
as collectively victimized. Other Critical Moments would include recurrent events in which 
members of a group suffer personal loss or death, even if isolated.

To further elucidate its theoretical framework, this study make a distinction between 
“Push Separatism” and “Pull Separatism”. The former is associated with a feeling of not 
being wanted, while the latter is related to a feeling of being different. The study notes 
that the desire for exit in the two are quite different - while push separatism is driven by 
a feeling of necessity, pull separatism is driven by a feeling of freedom. In other words, 
push separatism arises from a sense of being expelled, while pull separatism arises from 
internal propulsion to leave. The study therefore argues that push separatism is highest in 
situations of high feelings of collective victimhood and each Critical Moment confirms the 
perception of being unwanted.

Based on available evidence in the literature, this study argues that feelings of collective 
victimization is critical in the Biafra separatist agitations. The study presents evidence 
which connects recurring separatist agitation to the Biafran war of 1967-1970, especially, 
to the following: 1) the grievances that led to the outbreak of the war, 2) grievances arising 
from how the war was fought, and 3) grievances emanating from how post-war settlement 
was implemented. That body of evidence strongly suggests that developments that occurred 
before, during and after the Biafran war engendered particularly deep grievances which 
have created a sense of communal suffering and collective victimhood among the Igbo. 
As the study shows, three major factors have helped to sustain and reinforce this sense of 
victimhood, namely: 1) certain policies and actions of the Nigerian government which are 
perceived to disadvantage the group,  2) acts of violence seen to be targeting the group,  and 
3) the rhetoric of the Igbo elites as well as those of other Nigerians.
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In analyzing the response of the Igbo to alleged victimization, this study argues that 
the Igbo elite have historically responded to the perceived victimization of the group in 
two principal ways: by advocating for either more inclusion or for more separation. The 
inclusivist approach represents the attitude of the Igbo elite who see greater political, 
economic and social inclusion of the group as the most effective way of addressing the 
group’s victimization. By contrast, radical-separatists hold that a sovereign, independent 
state of Biafra is the only solution to the victimization of the Igbo. While separatists agree 
on secession as is the only solution to Igbo victimization, they differ on how this is to be 
achieved. They propound three possible routes to sovereignty namely, armed secession, civil 
disobedience and more lately, referendum.

How then has the increasing tendency towards radical-separatism in the South East 
zone impacted on the region and the Nigerian society, in general? This study proposes 
several fundamental consequences of recurring Biafra agitation. Firstly, because of the 
frequent demonstrations by pro-Biafra activists and the clashes between them and the 
security agencies, economic activities are often disrupted in locations where these protests 
frequently occur. In addition to disruption of economic activities, pro-Biafra protests have 
a tendency to discourage investments in the South East. Thirdly, the recurring agitation for 
Biafra has specific regional and national security implications, including the chances that 
mobilization of potential protesters could escalate armed violence and worsen the existing 
levels of insecurity. At the national level, recurring agitation for Biafra can intensify existing 
security challenges, such as attacks on Igbos in Northern Nigeria and clashes between Igbo 
communities and Fulani herdsmen in the South. Fourthly, as the activities of the pro-Biafra 
movement intensify and widen, the capacity of the security agencies to handle the movement 
in a peaceful and professional manner might tend to decline, resulting in serious human 
rights violations. Fifthly, the intensification of the activities of radical-separatist groups 
such as MASSOB and IPOB has a cultural dimension which involves an increasing break 
down of existing forms of inter-generational relationships. One immediate consequence 
of this development might be further fragmentation of the Igbo society, which could 
make social consensus and cohesion difficult to achieve. Finally, the recurring agitation for 
Biafra has serious implications for political stability and democratic consolidation. With 
separatist agitations simmering in other parts of Nigeria, the persistence of the agitation for 
Biafra could become a rallying point for groups questioning the Nigerian project. Biafran 
separatism can produce a snowball effect – motivating group after group to demand for 
greater autonomy or separation.

This study maintains that mitigating the negative consequences of the recurring 
agitation for Biafra requires well thought conflict resolution strategy. However, the current 
government’s strategy for dealing with the Biafra separatist movement which focuses 
mainly on police action has not been very useful in addressing the problem. Against this 
backdrop, this study proposes the following measures to address the agitation:

1. The Nigerian government should establish an independent commission of inquiry 
to conduct a transparent, comprehensive, and impartial investigation into alleged 
unlawful killings and other human rights abuses of Biafra supporters.
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2. The Nigerian government should prosecute without delay and in accordance with 
international fair trial standards all those implicated in the killing and abuse of 
Biafran supporters.

3. The Nigerian government should conduct quick, open and fair trial of Biafra 
agitators in detention.

4. The Nigerian government should set up a high-level Peace and Reconciliation 
Commission to engage with pro-Biafra groups with a view to devising an effective 
approach to the resolution of the agitation for Biafra.

5. To support the process of reconciliation, the Nigerian government should tone 
down its threats of use of force against pro-Biafra protesters, apply force with 
utmost restraint and only in extreme situations, and prosecute violent protesters 
according to the due process of law.

6. Igbo leaders who support separation should tone down their rhetoric.
7. The governments and leaders of the five South East states should establish an 

economic revitalization scheme that would complement the interventions by 
the federal government and other stakeholders. As a first step in this direction, 
platforms on which South East leaders could meet and undertake consultation, 
such as the South East Governors’ Forum, South East Legislators’ Forum, and 
the South East Traditional Rulers Council, should be established, revived or 
strengthened. Furthermore, promising economic initiatives, such as the South East 
Nigeria Economic Commission (SENEC), should be revisited and actualized. 
The governments of the South East states should as a matter of urgency come up 
with realistic job creation plans, including measures geared towards improving the 
investment climate of the region to attract private sector enterprises.

8. Nigeria’s development partners should issue public and private statements 
denouncing excessive use of force against and human rights abuses of Biafra 
supporters, and call on the Nigeria government to hold abusive security agents 
accountable.

9. Nigeria’s development partners should provide targeted funding and technical 
assistance to support initiatives aimed at improving the economic conditions in 
the South East and addressing the grievances of pro-Biafra groups.
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Introduction

Since November 2015, the South East Nigeria, dominated by the Igbo ethnic group, 
has witnessed demonstrations by Biafran separatists. On 2 December 2015, the protests 
degenerated into violence, when two policemen and at least nine protesters, out of the 
thousands that had blocked the strategic Niger Bridge in the commercial city of Onitsha 
in Anambra State, were reportedly killed.1 Several properties including the city’s central 
mosque and eight trucks belonging to Dangote Group, a conglomerate owned by northern 
businessman Aliko Dangote, were destroyed during the protests. Since the 2 December 
2015 incident, several protesters have been reportedly killed in clashes with security forces 
in Onitsha, Aba, Port Harcourt, Owerri and Asaba.2 In June 2016, Amnesty International 
accused the Nigerian military of killing unarmed Biafra supporters in Onitsha ahead of 
their planned May 2016 commemoration of Biafra. According to Amnesty, “opening fire 
on peaceful IPOB supporters and bystanders who clearly posed no threat to anyone is 
an outrageous use of unnecessary and excessive force and resulted in multiple deaths and 
injuries”3. To be sure, there is now a history of extra-judicial killings of supporters of Biafra, 
which predate the present government. For instance, in January 2013 fifty bodies believed 
to be Biafra supporters were found afloat in the Ezu River in Anambra State.4 Still, none of 
the past and present killings have been thoroughly investigated by Nigerian governments.

The immediate trigger of the recent protests by Biafran separatists was the 19 October 
2015 arrest of Nnamdi Kanu, leader of the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) and director 
of web-based Radio Biafra, on charges of sedition, ethnic incitement and treasonable 
felony.5 The IPOB and Radio Biafra represent the most high-profile and radical movement 
for a separate State of Biafra that currently exists. The IPOB and Radio Biafra stepped-up 
a struggle championed by the Movement for Actualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra 

1  Nwanosike Onu and Chris Orji, “Two Policemen, Nine others die in Pro-Biafra Protest in 
Onitsha,” The Nation, 3 December 2015, http://thenationonlineng.net/two-policemen-nine-others-
die-in-pro-biafra-protest-in-onitsha/.
2  See for example, Sunny Nwankwo, “10 Pro-Biafra Protesters ‘die’ in Aba,” The Nation, 10 
February 2016, http://thenationonlineng.net/10-dead-20-injured-in-pro-biafra-protest/.
3  Amnesty International, “Nigeria: Killing of Unarmed pro-Biafra Supporters by Military 
must be Urgently Investigated,” 10 June 2016, 
 https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2016/06/nigeria-killing-of-unarmed-pro-biafra-sup-
porters-by-military-must-be-urgently-investigated/.
4  Emeka Mamah, Vincent Ujumadu and Ishola Balogun, “Ezu River: The unending 
mystery,” Vanguard, 5 March 2013, http://www.vanguardngr.com/2013/03/ezu-river-the-unend-
ing-mystery/.
5  For an analysis of the Nnamdi Kanu led separatist struggle, see ICG (International Crisis 
Group), Nigeria’s Biafran Separatist Upsurge, blog.crisisgroup.org/africa/2015/12/04/nigerias-bi
afran-separatist-upsurge/. For accounts of other recent separatist movements, see Kenneth Omeje, 
“Enyimba Enyi: The Comeback of Igbo Nationalism in Nigeria,” Review of African Political Econo-
my, 32(106): 628–663, 2005; and Godwin Onuoha, “Cultural Interfaces of Self-determination and 
the Rise of the Neo-Biafran Movement in Nigeria,” Review of African Political Economy, 40(137): 
428-446, 2013.
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(MASSOB) formed by Ralph Uwazuruike in 1999. Although MASSOB based its struggle 
on a non-violence pledge, its members, alleging provocation, have clashed repeatedly with 
police – these clashes have resulted to several deaths.6

A combination of state repression and internal dissent weakened MASSOB and 
introduced deep cracks in its organization. On 30 November 2015, a major faction tried to 
expel Uwazuruike, alleging that he had compromised the secessionist struggle and deviated 
into the mainstream of Nigerian politics.7  The attempted expulsion of Uwazuruike 
was preceded by the formation of another faction in September 2010 calling itself the 
Biafra Zionist Movement (BZM), later renamed the Biafran Zionist Front (BZF). On 
5 November 2012, BZF leader Benjamin Igwe Onwuka and about 100 members were 
arrested and charged with treason after the group “re-declared the Republic of Biafra” at a 
rally in Enugu.8 They were later released on bail. But on 8 March 2014, Onwuka and other 
BZF members were again arrested and placed on trial for attempting to seize an Enugu-
state-owned radio station and broadcast of another Biafra declaration.9 The detention of 
BZF members has led to a decline of the group’s activities. However, the weakening of 
MASSOB and BZF seems to have opened the way for IPOB to continue the agitation.10 
The protests by IPOB have heightened security fears and tension in the South East and 
Niger Delta regions of Nigeria, and put pressure on the Nigerian government to deal with 
the agitation.

The recent upsurge in the demand for a separate Biafran State calls for an inquiry to 
understand why the agitation has persisted, nearly 50 years after the end of the Nigerian civil 
war,11 the consequences of the recurring agitation, and possible remedies. Being the longest 
active separatist movement in Nigeria,12 the persistence of Biafra separatism is particularly 
6  In May 2008, MASSOB published the names of 2,020 members allegedly killed by the 
authorities since 1999; see Charles Onyekamuo, “MASSOB Releases List of Slain Members,” This 
Day, 13 May 2008.
7  Okodili Ndidi, “MASSOB Expels Uwazuruike, Picks New Leadership,” The Nation, 30 
November 2015, http://thenationonlineng.net/massob-expels-uwazuruike-picks-new-leadership/.
8  Chris Oji, “Pro-Biafran Group Leaders Remanded in Prison after declaring Indepen-
dence,” The Nation, 6 November 2012, http://thenationonlineng.net/pro-biafran-group-leaders-re-
manded-in-prison-after-declaring-independence/.
9  Austin Ogwuda, “Treason: Trial of Biafra Group Members Begins Today,” Vanguard, 19 
March 2015, http://www.vanguardngr.com/2015/03/treason-trial-of-biafra-group-members-be-
gins-today/.
10  Tony Adibe, “MASSOB is dying, but pro-Biafra crusade spreads dangerously,” Daily Trust, 
24 October 2015, http://www.dailytrust.com.ng/news/general/massob-is-dying-but-pro-biafra-
crusade-spreads-dangerously/116357.html.
11  There is a huge body of literature on the Biafran war, see for example Anthony H.M. 
Kirk-Greene, Crisis and Conflict in Nigeria: A Documentary Sourcebook 1966-1970, Vols. 1&2, Lon-
don: Oxford University Press, 1971; Billy Dudley, Instability and Political Order: Politics and Crisis 
in Nigeria, Ibadan: Ibadan University Press, 1973; Gavin Williams, The Origins of the Nigerian Civil 
War, Milton Keynes: Open University Press, 1983; Kenneth Post and Michael Vickers, Structure 
and Conflict in Nigeria, London: Heinemann, 1973; and Okwudiba Nnoli, Ethnic Politics in Nigeria, 
Enugu: Fourth Dimension Publishers, 1980.
12  For accounts of separatist agitations in Nigeria, see Tekena N. Tamuno, “Separatist Agi-
tations in Nigeria Since 1914,” Journal of Modern African Studies, 8(4): 563-584, 1970; John A. A. 
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interesting because it could provide insights into other separatist movements and identity-
based conflicts in Nigeria. With other past separatist movements also simmering in the 
Niger Delta and the Middle Belt, as well as the persistence of the Boko Haram insurgency, 
it is important to study these centrifugal demands in the context of their implications for 
peace building and development. This study is designed as a knowledge building effort 
to analyze the various elements and dynamics driving separatist uprising in South East 
Nigeria, its potential dangers, and possible interventions. The study begins with a review of 
the contending explanations for the persistence of Biafra separatism. It argues that perceived 
collective victimhood by the Igbos, rather than poverty and ethnic identity mobilization, 
is perhaps the most lasting impetus to the recurrence of agitations for Biafra. This does 
not mean that poverty and identity differences might not contribute to foster separatist 
feeling. Experience from elsewhere shows that they could.13 These factors, however, are not 
sufficient to explain why a sense of marginalization of the Igbo has enthused separatist 
feelings and why the Nigerian government has been unable to conclusively resolve the 
agitation for Biafra. This study examines the major ways the Igbo have responded to their 
perceived collective victimization, namely struggle for greater inclusion in Nigerian politics 
and efforts to disengage from Nigeria. It also discusses the consequences of the recurring 
agitation for Biafra, and suggests what the Nigerian government and other actors should 
do to resolve Biafra separatism.

Methodology

This study is based on a combination of four methods of data collection. Firstly, it derived 
data through a thorough desk review of existing literature. The review involved mapping 
and evaluation of the relevant literature that addresses questions relating to the main themes 
of the study. The review enabled us to identify information gaps that needed to be filled, 
and to appropriately formulate the research problem, develop a conceptual framework, and 
articulate the research methodology. The desk review examined the wider literature on Ni-
gerian politics and society including those relating directly to the Biafran war, as well as 
the theoretical literature on civil war onset and termination, and post-war peace building.

In addition to documentary sources, data were derived from opinion survey of 121 
respondents, purposively selected to reflect the various sections of the society such as Biafra 
supporters, community leaders, community members, and professionals. The survey was 
conducted in ten locations across the South East, namely Aba, Asaba, Awka, Enugu, Mbano, 
Nsukka, Owerri, Okigwe, Onitsha, and Umuahia (ten copies of questionnaire were sent by 
email to some Biafra supporters residing in Finland). These locations were selected based 
on an assessment of the intensity of the agitation drawn from media reports. The main 
instrument of the survey was a questionnaire containing 49 questions. The questionnaire 
elicited the respondents’ views on the reasons for renewed agitation for Biafra, their 
Ayoade, “Secession Threat as a Redressive Mechanism in Nigerian Federalism,” Publius: The Journal 
of Federalism, 3(1): 57-74, 1973; and Wale Adebanwi, “The Carpenter’s Revolt: Youth, Violence and 
the Reinvention of Culture in Nigeria,” Journal of Modern African Studies, 43(3): 339–65, 2005.
13   Paul Collier and Nicholas Sambanis, “Understanding Civil War: A New Agenda,” Journal 
of Conflict Resolution, 46(1): 3-12, 2002.
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perceptions on the issue of victimization of the Igbo, their opinions about the consequences 
of the recurrent agitation for Biafra, and their views on how the agitation could be resolved. 
The returned questionnaires were analyzed using quantitative data analysis software – 
Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS).

Interview was the third method of data collection - ten key informants including former 
Biafran soldiers, Biafra supporters, academics, security agents, and media practitioners were 
interviewed using a predetermined interview schedule. The views and perspectives garnered 
from these interviews facilitated the refinement of the study’s assumptions and provided 
evidence to interrogate these assumptions.

Finally, the study derived data from content analysis of media reports. This involved 
scrutinizing reports of three daily newspapers (The Sun, Vanguard and Guardian) for the 
period – January 2010 to June 2015 in order to draw out relevant information. The three 
newspapers were selected on the basis of their ease of access, national scope and relative 
credibility. The content analysis produced data that enabled the mapping of incidents 
involving Biafra supporters by location and date. It also yielded rich data on the activities 
of Biafra supporters, the transformation of pro-Biafra movements over time, and the 
government’s methods of handling the Biafran agitation within the period.

Overall, a number of issues could be said to be the major challenges and limitations of 
this study. In the first place, research on a very sensitive topic like this is generally known to 
be difficult. In this sense, there were serious difficulties getting willing individuals to respond 
to opinion the survey and interview. The deep sense of distrust of the security agencies 
and widely held fear of repression of Biafran supporters discouraged potential respondents 
from accepting requests for interview. Incidents such as the 30 May 2016 attacks of Biafra 
supporters in Onitsha sent many of the agitation leaders underground making it difficult 
to reach them. Where potential respondents eventually accepted requests for interviews, 
they sometimes delay the process by frequently postponing the interviews to ensure that 
they are not in any danger. As a result, the field research was serious delayed, making it 
difficult to work within proposed timelines. Finally, the sensitive nature of the study made 
it unappealing to many people, especially the women. Attempts to get the perspectives of 
women, especially those whose family members and friends are part of the struggle, were 
not productive. In all, only about 16 per cent of the entire respondents were women.

Explaining recurring agitation for Biafra

Existing explanations for recurrent agitation for Biafra fall into three main strands: 1) those 
that focus on ethnic divisions and competition, 2) those that focus economic frustration, 
and 3) those that focus on state-society relations.

Ethnic divisions and competition
Scholars of Nigerian politics have tended to focus on ethnicity and inter-ethnic competition 
for federal power to explain why agitation for Biafra tends to recur. This perspective is 
best represented by Jibrin Ibrahim’s argument that the current agitation for Biafra is led 
by the Igbo masses who feel disappointed by the failure of their elite to capture federal 
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power. According to him, the current agitation for Biafra “represents a complete fracture 
between the Igbo elite and their masses” due to the inability of the former to capture the 
Nigerian presidency, and suggests that “the fact of the matter is that the Igbo elite has a 
strong empirical basis to read Nigerian political history as one of failure and frustration for 
them…With this failure of the elite, the Igbo lumpen have seized the initiative of following 
the path of disintegration”.14

Both Victor Adetula and Olly Owen present similar accounts of the recurrence of 
Biafra separatism, although they see the elite rather than the masses as the main drivers of 
the agitation. For Adetula, in particular, the recent upsurge in Biafran separatism involves 
local elites negotiating for power - “many groups in the country have never felt represented 
by the central power. Local elites play on these emotions for their own personal gain…this 
is how local elites try to create greater political space for themselves.”15 Similarly, Owen 
claims that the recent agitations for Biafra represent “a bid for re-inclusion by political actors 
excluded from power.”16 He believes that the recent surge in Biafra separatism is engineered 
by the political elite in response to the significant realignment of power at the federal level 
following the defeat of President Goodluck Jonathan of the People’s Democratic Party 
(PDP) whom the South East offered vast support. The change of government, according to 
him, has relegated many career politicians from the region from juicy federal positions in 
Abuja, making them susceptible to use instability as a form of political leverage and channel 
of engagement with the federal government.17 While it is possible that some political actors 
see in the Biafra agitation a route to political inclusion in the aftermath of the defeat of 
President Jonathan, these arguments cannot explain the widespread agitations for Biafra 
under the Jonathan administration, as well as their systematic repression.

Okonta offers a constructivist version of the ethnic competition argument, linking 
the re-emergence of Biafra separatism to the interaction between history, institutions and 
political actors. His fundamental contention is that although Nigeria is democratizing, the 
country’s political institutions have remained largely authoritarian, constraining political 
actors, but at the same time, offering them incentives to mobilize along ethnic, as opposed 
to civic lines. These actors, according to him, are forced underground into armed dissent 
because of obstacles to their ethnic project and their inability to utilize civic strategies to 
build a winning electoral coalition due to election-rigging by the dominant ruling elite.18

14  Jibrin Ibrahim, “Resolving the Igbo Question,” Premium Times, 30 November 2015, http://
blogs.premiumtimesng.com/?p=169859.
15  Victor Adetula, “Ethnic Agitation in Nigeria,” NAI Newsletter, 30 November 2015, http://
www.nai.uu.se/news/articles/2015/11/30/140122/index.xml.
16  Olly Owen, “The New Biafrans: Historical Imagination and Structural Conflict in Ni-
geria’s Separatist Revival.” Paper presented at a seminar in the Changing Character of War series 
hosted by Pembroke College, University of Oxford, on 8 March 2016.
17  Olly Owen, “The New Biafrans,” p. 8.
18  Ike Okonta, Biafran Ghosts: The MASSOB Ethnic Militia and Nigeria’s Democratisation Pro-
cess, Discussion Paper 73, Uppsala: Nordic African Institute, 2012.
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Economic frustration
A second set of arguments for the persistence of the Biafra agitation focuses on the 
effects of economic frustration or absence of it on separatist feelings. It sees the current 
agitation for Biafra as a struggle by young people expressing resentment over their material 
condition - a condition which they face because of broader contradictions of the Nigerian 
political economy, but which they perceive as ethnic exclusion.19 The main argument of this 
perspective is that Biafra separatism is a political expression of economic frustrations of 
young people. These frustrations are, however, perceived by these agitators as resulting from 
the marginalization of the South East in national economic life. Contracting economic 
opportunities in the region, which has seen a very high level of unemployment even among 
highly educated young people, account for the proneness of the area to separatist agitations 
and insecurity.  This is deepened by a perception that other parts of the country are unduly 
privileged by the federal government. It is widely acknowledged that groups are more 
likely to rebel when they feel disadvantaged vis-à-vis other groups in the society.20 On 
the other hand, studies point to insecurity as a major disincentive to the development of 
the previously buoyant regional economy,21 thus creating a vicious circle of insecurity and 
underdevelopment.

State-society relations
The third explanation for the persistence of Biafra separatist agitation links it to the nature of 
state-society relations in Nigeria. Studies by Ukoha Ukiwo and Godwin Onuoha represent 
this perspective. Ukiwo attributes the re-emergence of Biafra separatist movement to state 
violence – defined as “any act by the state or its agents that causes physical or mental injury 
against the person or property of its law-abiding citizen or group of citizens.”22 According to 
him, the absence of state violence in the immediate post-civil war era and its rise following 
the violent military coup of 1976 explain the decline and resurgence of Biafra agitation in 
the post-war period.

Onuoha, on the other hand, attributes the reemergence of Biafra separatism to the 
opening up of Nigeria’s political space following the country’s transition to democracy in 
1999. He posits that since 1999, Nigeria’s political space has been diversified following 
the entrance of new non-state actors, such as ethno-nationalist movements, into that 
space. According to him, the post-1999 political space is characterized by “confrontation 
between state-led nationalism and state-seeking nationalism [led by non-state actors].”23 In 
the contest, the state-seeking nationalists appear to be losing out to the hegemonic state-
led nationalist project, prompting a change of strategy by ethno-nationalist groups and 

19  See Okechukwu Ibeanu, “Resolving the Igbo Non-Question: Pitfalls of Jibo’s Single Strand 
Ethnic Narrative,” Premium Times, 5 December, http://blogs.premiumtimesng.com/?p=169904.
20  Ted R. Gurr, Why Men Rebel, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1970.
21  Ukoha Ukiwo and Innocent Chukwuma, Governance and Insecurity in South-East Nigeria. 
Lagos: Malthouse, 2012.
22  Ukoha Ukiwo, “Violence, Identity Mobilization and the Reimagining of Biafra,” Africa 
Development, XXXIV(1): 9-30, 2009, p. 12.
23  Godwin Onuoha, “Contesting the Space: The ‘New Biafra’ and Ethno-Territorial Separat-
ism in South-Eastern Nigeria,” Nationalism and Ethnic Politics, 17(4): 402-422, 2011, p. 403.
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intensification of the demands for alternative spaces and parallel structures of power. The 
result of these developments is increase in separatist agitation.

Gaps in existing explanations
While existing explanations for the recurring agitation for Biafra are not necessarily wrong, 
they are limited in three important ways. Firstly, by placing overwhelming emphasis on the 
period since 1999, they present an incomplete picture of Biafra separatism which neglects 
the links between the current agitation for Biafra and the previous experiences dating to 
colonial times.

Secondly, the ethnic competition argument, in particular, is overly elite-driven, 
neglecting the perspectives and autonomous actions of the masses.24 In addition, it poses 
Biafra separatism in highly static terms, failing to account for variation in the intensity of 
the agitation over time and the factors that could lead to spikes and fall in the intensity of 
the agitation. Moreover, the idea of ethnic mobilization and manipulation does not account 
for several occasions the Biafra agitation was stoutly opposed by the Igbo elite, particularly 
under President Jonathan, who is now ironically posed as a symbol of the Biafra struggle.

Thirdly, as much as the “economic frustration” explanation of Biafra separatism appears 
interesting, its claims are not necessarily supported by empirical data. Although, in some 
respects, the development record of the South East region is worse than it was in previous 
decades, yet numerous studies have shown that the region performs at par with, or even 
better than, many other regions of Nigeria in key areas of development such as education, 
health, job creation, provision of infrastructure, and poverty reduction.25 Recent examination 
of Nigeria’s fiscal allocation record shows that five states of the region received far more 
revenue from the federation account than they contributed in 2014.26 Notwithstanding the 
existence of these facts, a deep sense of marginalization continues to exist in the region. 
The issue, therefore, may not really be about the actual material condition of life in the 
region, but about the peoples’ perception of these conditions and their expectations from 
the Nigerian State.

Finally, there is no doubt that the factors suggested by existing writings on Biafra are 
at one time or the other present in the separatist agitations, still we do not know why and 
how they result in organized agitations in the form of MASSOB, IPOB and the others. 

24  See Chidi Anselm Odinkalu, “The Igbo Question: A Response to Jibrin Ibrahim,” Pre-
mium Times, 3 December 2015, http://blogs.premiumtimesng.com/?p=169883&, and Okechukwu 
Ibeanu, “Resolving the Igbo Non-Question”.
25  National Population Commission (NPC) and ICF International, Nigeria Demographic and 
Health Survey 2013, Abuja: NPC, 2014; United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), Global Initia-
tive on Out-of-School Children: Nigeria Country Study, Abuja: UNICEF, 2012; and NBS (National 
Bureau of Statistics), Annual Abstract of Statistics 2009, Abuja: NBS, 2009.
26  A report by SB Morgen indicate that in 2014, South East states received N81.4 billion in 
federal allocation, more than twice of the N40.2 billion they would have received if they had been 
allowed to keep 100 per cent of their contribution to federation account. See SBMorgen, The Biafra 
Question: Sifting Facts from Sentiments, January 2016.
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This is particularly important because the same factors have been present in the experiences 
of some other groups in Nigeria, but have not led to organized separatist agitations. Even 
more striking is that these factors have not always led to separatist agitations in “Biafra”.

Collective victimization and separatist feelings

Evidence from the literature we surveyed appears to suggest strongly that what ties all the 
existing explanations together is the level of feeling of collective victimization in separatist 
movements. Some studies have sought to demonstrate that feelings of proneness to 
victimization correlates positively with conflicts and wars.27 However, we argue that feelings 
of collective victimization among groups in Nigeria have to be understood in the context 
of broader characteristics of the Nigerian state, particularly its tendency to be contested at 
the margins. The Nigerian state has had a history of being contested at the margins. This 
is not unconnected to its construction by colonialism as a state to be guaranteed by ethno-
elite pacts. Since these pacts are inherently unstable, the Nigerian state has frequently 
experienced conflicts fueled by communal feelings like ethnicity28, communal claims to 
natural resources, such as petroleum,29  and religion.30

Several years of military dictatorship strengthened the state as a centralized entity, with 
huge financial resources from export of petroleum controlled by the central government 
principally undergirding this strength. However, petroleum resources have had a dual albeit 
contradictory effect on the Nigerian state. They have on the one hand focused the interest 
of the elite on controlling the state and the huge resources it offers, thus intensifying 
conflicts. But on the other hand, petroleum resources have made elite pacts more feasible 
and the central state, therefore, more viable. Consequently, the Nigerian state exists as a 
precarious balance between a relatively viable central state, which is guaranteed largely by 
slush petroleum money, and fragmentation at the margins fueled by deepening feelings of 
exclusion on both class and communal grounds. Earnings from export of petroleum have 
created a dual economy that sustains exclusion and therefore fragmentation at the margins. 
One part of this economy is a booming petro-economy that underwrites “big government”, 
big government contracts, a huge imports sector and a big service sector, while the other 
part is a backward economy still dominated by peasant agriculture and a large informal 
sector. The links between these two economies are very tenuous.

Nearly two decades of uninterrupted electoral government have provided a measure of 
stability in state institutions, but have also exposed the weaknesses of elections as elite pacts 
in a country deeply fragmented along communal lines. Since political parties tend to be 
organized along the contours of communalism, each election inevitably produces outcomes 

27  See for instance Joachim Reuss and Dominik Prodohl, “A Victimological Approach to 
Causes of War,” Peace Research, 23(2 & 3): 37-48, 1991.
28  Okwudiba Nnoli Ethnic Politics in Nigeria.
29  Okechukwu Ibeanu and Robin Luckham, “Nigeria: Political Violence, Governance and 
Corporate Responsibility in a Petro-State,” in Mary Kaldo, Terry Karl and Yahia Said eds. Oil Wars, 
London: Pluto Press, 2007.
30  Jibrin Ibrahim, “Religion and Political Turbulence in Nigeria’ Journal of Modern African 
Studies, 29(1): 115-136, 1991.
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that “exclude” some sections of the elite, who purport to represent ethnic, religious and other 
communal groups, thus aggravating these contests at the margins. Political mobilization 
along communal lines, especially during elections, tends to revive longstanding feelings 
of inequities thus fueling aggressive demands for more favourable inclusion in power and 
resource distribution. These could range from localized conflicts over natural resources 
(Herders-Farmers conflicts) to separatist agitations (Biafra) and insurgencies (Boko 
Haram and Niger Delta). These contestations, rooted in feelings of exclusion and collective 
victimization, test not only the legitimacy of the state, but also its capacity to impose order, 
thus necessitating even further elite stability pacts.

Separatist agitation may be conceptualized as interactions between inclusion and 
collective victimization (Table 1). From the Table, our proposition is that during periods 
when there is a high feeling of collective victimization and low sense of inclusion, separatist 
agitation tends to be very high. Conversely, periods of high sense of inclusion and low 
feelings of collective victimization see the lowest levels of separatist agitations. What we 
call Critical Moments (CM) constitute the nodal points for understanding this constantly 
swinging balance between Inclusion and Victimization represented in Table 1. CM could 
be social events or actions of “historic” individuals or groups. What marks out CM in 
separatist agitations is their capacity to mobilize or be mobilized into feelings of collective 
group victimization, notwithstanding that they may affect only a very limited number of 
members of the group. Critical Moments become emblematic of the individual experiences 
of members of the group and their high resonance enhance their mobilizational value.

Table 1: Matrix of victimization and inclusion

Feeling oF ColleCtive viCtimization

HIGH LOW

HIGH High separatist agitation Very low separatist agitation

LOW Very high separatist agitation Low separatist agitation

Elections stand out among Critical Moments in separatist agitations, especially in a 
state-dominant, ethnically divided country like Nigeria because they congeal all the hopes 
and fears of group that perceive themselves as collectively victimized. Other Critical 
Moments would include recurrent events in which members of a group suffer personal loss 
or death, even if isolated. With developments in communications, CM are more rampant 
and more capable of leading to separatist mobilization.

We should also make a distinction between “Push Separatism” and “Pull Separatism”. 
The former is associated with a feeling of not being wanted, while the latter is associated 
with a feeling of being different. The desire for exit in the two are therefore different. While 
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push separatism is driven by a feeling of necessity, pull separatism is driven by a feeling 
of freedom; while the former is “expellant” in nature, the latter is “propellant”. In other 
words, push separatism arises from a sense of being expelled, while pull separatism arises 
from internal propulsion to leave. As such, push separatism is highest in situations of high 
feelings of collective victimhood and each Critical Moment confirms the perception of 
being unwanted.

One of the characteristics of a sense of collective victimhood is the tendency of the 
victims to project victimization as arising from interactions with outsiders. In other words, 
victim mentality forecloses the possibility of a genuine self-assessment. This explains 
the tendency of most Igbo to blame the federal government and other Nigerians for the 
predicaments of the group rather than looking at the ways in which the Igbo as a community 
or the Igbo elite as a group might have contributed to or failed to ameliorate the situation. 
To be sure, the people of the South East, like other Nigerians, have lost confidence in local 
leaders, yet they do not focus their agitation against these leaders. Instead of reading their 
problems as insider orchestrated, the Igbos prefer to pose them as outsider orchestrated, 
using each Critical Moment as a reference point to reinforce the perception of outsider 
orchestrated victimization.

Secondary evidence, which indicate that feelings of collective victimization are critical 
in the Biafra separatist agitations, are abound in the literature. In the following sections, 
we present evidence, which connects recurring separatist agitation to the Biafran war of 
1967-1970, especially, to the following: 1) the grievances that led to the outbreak of the 
war, 2) grievances arising from how the war was fought, and 3) grievances emanating from 
how post-war settlement was implemented. That body of evidence strongly suggest that 
developments that occurred before, during and after the Biafran war engendered particularly 
deep grievances which have created a sense of collective communal suffering and collective 
victimhood among the Igbo.31 Three major factors have helped to sustain and reinforce this 
sense of victimhood, namely: 1) certain policies and actions of the Nigerian government 
which are perceived to disadvantage the group,32 2) acts of violence seen to be targeting the 
group,33 and 3) the rhetoric of the Igbo elites as well as those of other Nigerians.34

31  There are three main foundations for the development of a sense of victimhood: 1) a reali-
zation of harm experienced either directly or indirectly, 2) a social recognition of an act as illegitimate 
harm, and 3) an attempt to maintain victimhood status. See Daniel Bar-Tal, Lily Chernyak-Hai, 
Noa Schori and Ayelet Gundar, “A Sense of Self-perceived Collective Victimhood in Intractable 
Conflicts,” International Review of the Red Cross, 91(874): 229-258, 2009.
32  Studies maintain that present disadvantage of groups that perceive themselves as histor-
ically victimized may intensify perceptions of ongoing victimizations. See, for example, Johanna 
Ray Vollhardt, “Collective Victimization,” in Linda R. Tropp ed., The Oxford Handbook of Intergroup 
Conflict, New York, 2012.
33  Scholars argue that groups who focus on their collective memory of victimization and view 
themselves as victims are prone to assume a sense of victimhood in new situations in which they are 
harmed. See, Daniel Bar-Tal et al., “A Sense of Self-perceived Collective Victimhood,” p.238.
34  Axel Harneit-Sievers nicely articulated the notion of “community of suffering” and “com-
munity of victims” in his book Constructions of Belonging: Igbo Communities and the Nigerian State in 
the Twentieth Century, Rochester, NY: University of Rochester Press, 2006. For other formulations 
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The Igbo frame their victimhood around direct and indirect experiences of perceived 
victimization and sustain this posture through their personal and group repertoire.35 A 
distinguished author of Igbo origin, Chinua Achebe, identifies shared resentment of Igbo 
by other Nigerians as the basis of the feeling of collective victimhood among the group. He 
claimed that:

Nigerians of all other ethnic groups will probably achieve consensus on no other matter 
than their common resentment of the Igbo… Modern Nigerian history has been 
marked by sporadic eruptions of anti-Igbo feeling of more or less serious import; but it 
was not until 1966-7 when it swept through Northern Nigeria like “a flood of deadly 
hate” that the Igbo first questioned the concept of Nigeria.36

Various presentations and publications by the Igbo elite offer the impression that “the Igbo 
is fundamentally rejected as a group – a group which, in consequence, rejected Nigeria 
itself.”37 They identify acts of victimization against the Igbo to include physical harm, 
economic disempowerment, and political marginalization. These acts of victimization have 
spanned three main historical periods - before, during, and after the Biafran war.

Victimization before the Biafran war
The feeling of collective victimization by the Igbo community was cultivated in the early 
years of Nigeria’s political development. Several years before Nigeria’s independence in 
1960, a prominent Igbo leader and renowned nationalist, Nnamdi Azikiwe, accused the 
British colonialists of masterminding acts of systematic discrimination against the Igbo. In 
a presidential address to the Igbo State Assembly in 1949, Zik as he is popularly known, 
highlighted the Igbo predicament by asserting that: “it would appear that God has specially 
created the Ibo people to suffer persecution and be victimized because of their resolute will 
to live.” He enumerated acts of discrimination against the Igbo as follows:

Socially, the British Press has not been sparing in describing us as “the most hated in 
Nigeria...” Politically, you have seen with your own eyes how four million people were 
disenfranchised by the British, for decades, because of our alleged backwardness…
On the economic plane, I cannot sufficiently impress you because you are too familiar 
with the victimization which is our fate. Look at our roads; how many of them are 
tarred, compared, for example, with the roads in other parts of the country? How many 
of our towns, for example, have complete postal, telegraph, telephone and wireless 
services, compared to towns in other areas of Nigeria? How many have pipe-borne 

of the concept of victimization and collective victimhood, see Nancy Spalding, “A Cultural Expla-
nation of Collapse into Civil War: Escalation of Tension in Nigeria,” Culture and Psychology, 6(1): 
51-87, 2000 and Masi Noor, Nurit Shnabel, Samer Halabi and Arie Nadler, “When Suffering Be-
gets Suffering: The Psychology of Competitive Victimhood Between Adversarial Groups in Violent 
Conflicts,” Personality and Social Psychology Review, 16(4): 351–374, 2012.
35  Scholars see victimization as a dynamic social process divided into several stages that will 
culminate in the acquiring of a victim status by an individual or a group. This process requires an 
experience of a harmful act and then suffering, removal of self-responsibility for the suffering, ascrip-
tion of causes for the harmful act and specification of expected responses and behaviours. See, Daniel 
Bar-Tal et al., “A Sense of Self-perceived Collective Victimhood,” p.233.
36  Chinua Achebe, The Trouble with Nigeria, Enugu: Fourth Dimension, 1983, p. 45.
37  Axel Harneit-Sievers makes this point in Constructions of Belonging, p. 124-125.
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water supplies? How many have electricity undertakings? Does not the Ibo tax-payer 
fulfill his civic duty? Why, then, must he be a victim of studied official victimization?38

In 1945, the animosities that have been growing between the Igbo and other ethnic 
communities erupted into violence. The October 1945 riot in Jos, in which at least two 
people were killed, many others injured, and considerable number of properties destroyed, 
constitutes the first major inter-ethnic violence involving the Igbo. Leonard Plotnicov’s 
investigation of the incident concludes that the crucial elements underlying the attack 
include increased inter-ethnic contact and competition stemming from the growth of Igbo 
population in the city, frustration arising from economic difficulties of that period, and 
status insecurity caused by rising prominence of the Igbo as a result of the nationalist 
activities of Igbo activists such as Nnamdi Azikiwe.39 As the Biafran leadership tried to 
establish during the civil war, the Jos riot provided a pattern for the subsequent attacks 
against the Igbo in various parts of Nigeria.40

Eight years after the Jos riot, the Igbo in Kano were again attacked in a fresh violent 
incident. The Kano riots which began on 16 May 1953 and lasted for four days, was a 
more serious violent encounter than what was experienced in Jos. The immediate trigger 
of the attacks was the decision of the Action Group (AG) to hold a rally in Kano on 16 
May as part of a northern tour to campaign for national self-government in 1956, but 
underlying the violence were longer term resentments of southerners, especially the Igbo, 
living in Northern Nigeria; resentments further provoked by the self-government debate in 
the House of Representatives and its aftermath.41 Although the AG was predominantly a 
“Yoruba party” and its supporters in Kano were essentially Yoruba settlers, once the violence 
erupted, it rapidly became straightforward attacks against the Igbo, who had become the 
traditional victim of Northern hostility because they were the major socio-economic 
competitors of the Hausa.42 An official government report on the incident puts the casualty 
figures at 46 dead and 205 injured. The dead and injured were mostly Igbo and Northerners 
– there were no recorded Yoruba fatalities and only seven Yoruba were admitted to the 
hospital.43

38  Nnamdi Azikiwe, ZIK: Selected Speeches of Dr Nnamdi Azikiwe, Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 1961, pp. 242-245.
39  Leonard Plotnicov, “An Early Nigerian Civil Disturbance: The 1945 Hausa-Ibo Riot in 
Jos,” Journal of Modern African Studies, 9(2): 297-305, 1971.
40  Government of Eastern Nigeria, Nigerian Pogrom: The Organized Massacre of Eastern Nige-
rians, Enugu: Ministry of Information, 1966.
41  For accounts of the self-government debate and its aftermath, see Martin Lynn, “The 
Nigerian Self-government Crisis of 1953 and the Colonial Office,” Journal of Imperial and Com-
monwealth History, 34(2): 245–261, 2006; Kalu Ezera, Constitutional Developments in Nigeria, Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 1960; James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism, 
Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1958.
42  Okwudiba Nnoli, Ethnic Politics in Nigeria, pp. 236-7.
43  See CO 554/428, no 24, 21 May 1953, [Kano riots]: inward savingram no 1192 from Sir J 
Macpherson to Mr. Lyttelton giving details of the disturbances in Kano, in Martin Lynn ed. British 
Documents on End of Empire: Nigeria Vol. 1, London: The Stationery Office, 2001, pp. 582-3.
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The Kano attacks of 1953 were emblematic of the more serious attacks against the Igbo 
population in Northern Nigeria thirteen years later. In 1966, a wave of targeted attacks 
against the Igbo population mainly in Northern Nigeria occurred in the aftermath of the 15 
January 1966 coup and 29 July 1966 counter-coup. These attacks are now widely known as 
the “1966 Igbo pogrom.” The attacks began on 29 May 1966 after peaceful demonstration 
by students of Ahmadu Bello University Zaria against the unification decree enacted by 
the military government escalated into violent action against the Igbo. The attacks quickly 
spread across several Northern cities and towns. At end of the incident, over 3,000 Igbo 
were reportedly killed or wounded. Exactly two months after the May killings, a massacre 
of Igbo officers and men in the Nigerian armed forces took place. By 9 August 1966, 
when the killings halted temporarily, 27 Igbo officers, 12 non-Igbo officers, 154 men of 
“other ranks” from Eastern region, and 17 from Western and Mid-Western regions had 
been killed and many others injured.44 Again, two months after the July massacre, a more 
destructive pogrom ensued in the North and other parts of the country where Northern 
soldiers were stationed. Various accounts indicated that over 50,000 Igbo were killed 
between 29 September and end of November 1966.45

One consequence of the 1966 pogrom is the repatriation of about 2 million people, 
many of whom were in destitute condition (wounded, injured, degraded, and bereft of 
their physical possessions), to the Eastern Region, and to the Igbo areas in particular. The 
return of the Igbo to their homeland in turn led to a sudden increase in the population of 
the already highly densely populated areas of the Eastern Region and pressure on already 
stretched resources of the area. The flight of Igbo migrants cut off a substantial source 
of remittances to the Igbo communities – “those who were in large measure dependent 
on the more affluent migrants were suddenly obliged to accommodate and cater for the 
migrants who had returned in poverty.46 With the return of “Igbo refugees,” “the inter-
human network that cut across regional boundaries was severed, and with it, lingering sense 
and feeling of unity between the Igbo and the rest of Nigerians.”47 The 1966 pogrom and 
the immense population displacement it caused were, therefore, contributory factors in the 
development of separatist feelings that eventuated in the declaration of Biafran secession.

44  Robin Luckham, The Nigerian Military, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1971, 
pp. 76-77.
45  Contending accounts of the 1966 pogrom can be found in the propaganda publications 
of the Nigerian and Biafran governments see for example, Federal Ministry of Information, The 
Collapse of a Rebellion and Prospects of Lasting Peace, Lagos: Federal Ministry of Information, (no 
date) and Ministry of Information Eastern Nigeria, Nigerian Crisis 1966: Eastern Nigeria Viewpoint, 
Enugu: Government Printer, 1966; for other accounts of the incident, see Billy Dudley, Instability 
and Political Order, pp. 130-143, 164-170.
46  Ukpabi Asika, “Rehabilitation and Resettlement,” in A. A. Ayida and H. M. A. Onitiri 
eds., Reconstruction and Development in Nigeria, Ibadan: Oxford University Press, 1971, pp. 633-4.
47  Okwudiba Nnoli, Ethnic Politics in Nigeria, p. 245.
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Victimization during the Biafran war
The civil war literature looks at how wars were fought in determining whether they are likely 
to recur. In one of the most incisive studies of civil war recurrence, Barbara Walter suggests 
that wars that inflict high costs on combatants and their supporters could exacerbate 
animosity and create a strong desire for retribution even after the wars ends. She adds that 
grievances and divisions arising from such wars may be so intense that they are unlikely to 
subside even well into the future.48 In a related study, Kalyvas found that group or personal 
vengeance was a recurrent motive for participation in such wars.49 In this sense, one could 
argue that the immense losses and suffering borne by the Igbo during the civil war, the deep 
grievances and divisions created by the war, and the desire for retribution in the post-war 
era are contributory factors to the repeated agitation for separation.

The Biafran war was extremely costly for the Igbo. The war was essentially fought in 
the Biafran territory, mainly in Igboland, with enormous wanton destruction of lives and 
properties, and massive displacement of people. Because of the vicious way in which the 
war was conducted, many Igbos perceive the war as a continuation of the mass killing of the 
pre-war era. In fact, the Biafran leadership tried as much as possible to pose the conflict as 
a war of ethnic survival, and widespread fear of genocide has been identified as one of the 
factors that provided the motivation for prolongation of the war.50 The atrocities committed 
by the Nigerian soldiers during the war and their disregard for restraints of war conventions 
are seen as indications of deep-seated hatred of the Igbo. Throughout the period of the 
war, Nigerian soldiers were accused of concentrating their attacks on civilian targets. The 
Biafran government made a strong case of civilian massacres in cities and towns like Aba, 
Onitsha, Calabar, Uyo, Oji River, Okigwe, and Asaba.51 The Asaba massacre of October 
1967, which was well documented by several media reports, articles and books, stands out 
as an undisputed case of mass killing by the Nigerian troops.52 It is estimated that more 
than 700 men and boys were killed by Nigerian soldiers during the massacre.53

48  Barbara F. Walter, “Does Conflict Beget Conflict? Explaining Recurring Civil War,” Jour-
nal of Peace Research, 41(3): 371-388, 2004.
49  Stathis N. Kalyvas, The Logic of Violence in Civil War: Theory and Preliminary Results, Estu-
dio/Working Paper 2000/151, Center for Advanced Study in the Social Sciences, Madrid, 2000.
50  Axel Harneit-Sievers, “Beyond Biafra,” p. 7.
51  See L. N. Aneke, The Untold Story of the Nigeria-Biafra War, New York: Triumph Publish-
ing, 2007; and Chima J. Korieh, “Biafra and the Discourse on the Igbo Genocide,” Journal of Asian 
and African Studies, 48(6): 727–740, 2013.
52  See for example, Emma Okocha, Blood on the Niger, New York: TriAtlantic Books, 2006; 
Stanley I. Okafor, “The Nigerian Army and the ‘Liberation’ of Asaba: A Personal Narrative,” in Eg-
hosa E. Osaghae and Ebere Onwudiwe and Rotimi Suberu eds., The Nigerian Civil War and Its Af-
termath, Ibadan: John Archers, 2002; Nwanne W. Okafor, Victimization During the Nigerian Civil 
War: A Focus on the Asaba Massacre, Master of Victimology and Criminal Justice Thesis, Tilburg 
University, 2014. 
53  See S. Elizabeth Bird and Fraser Ottanelli, “The History and Legacy of Asaba, Nigeria, 
Massacres,” African Studies Review, 54(3): pp. 1-26, 2011.
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In addition to concentrating attacks on civilian targets, the Nigerian soldiers were 
accused of indiscriminate destruction of their targets, rape and dehumanization of women, 
and maltreatment of war prisoners. The Oha-na-eze Ndi Igbo claims that: 

One of the factors that compelled Nigeria to draw a Code of Conduct for her soldiers 
was international outcry against the reckless killings. Before proclamation of the Code 
of Conduct, the International Red Cross had lodged protests with the Federal Military 
Authority in January 1968 and March 1968, with regard to the inhuman excesses of its 
army concerning treatment of Biafran prisoners of war and civilian population.54

Because the establishment of a Code of Conduct for Nigerian soldiers was essentially aimed 
at easing the pressure by the international human rights community, the Code did not 
largely alter the methods of the Nigerian troops on the ground - communities continued to 
report violation of international conventions on war by the soldiers.55

The Igbo suffered the most severe losses during the civil war as a result of mass starvation 
and death following the enclosure of Biafra by the Nigerian troops between 1968 and 1969. 
With the dislocations caused by the 1966 pogrom and the war, the Igbo lost their food 
producing areas. The situation of the Igbo population was made worse by Nigeria’s war-
time policy which holds that starvation is a legitimate instrument of warfare. The policy 
ensured that foreign aid, particularly food donations, was prevented from reaching Biafra. 
With deliberate denial of food to Biafra, the area was then confronted by food shortages, 
hunger, malnutrition, disease and death of millions of people, especially children.56 This 
remarkable war experience incised in the hearts of many Igbo a deep sense of communal 
suffering and collective victimization.

Victimization after the Biafran war
Enduring post-war peace depends largely on the degree to which combatants are able to 
reconcile war related grievances through post-war settlement. Scholars such as Ted Gurr 

54  See See Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo, The Violations of Human and Civil Rights of Ndi Igbo in the 
Federation of Nigeria (1966-1999): A Call for Reparations and Appropriate Restitution. Memorandum 
submitted to the Human Rights Violations Investigation Panel, 1999, p. 22.
55  In 1968, the Nigerian government invited an International Observer Team made up of 
representatives from Canada, Poland, Sweden, United Kingdom, the Organization of African Unity, 
and UN Secretary General, to investigate the Biafran charges of genocide. In its report, the Team 
declared that “observers have neither seen nor heard any evidence of act of genocide perpetrated 
by Federal troops against either the Ibo tribe or against any other tribe of the Federation” – see, No 
Genocide: Final Report of the First Phase from 5th October to 10th December by the Organization of African 
Unity Observers in Nigeria December, 1968, Lagos: Federal Ministry of Information, 1968, p. 6. The 
findings of the Team has been challenged by many – see for example, Suzanne Cronje, The world and 
Nigeria: The Diplomatic History of the Biafran War 1967-1970, London: Sidgwick and Jackson, 1972. 
Cronje’s conclusion is that the observers were anything but impartial umpires - that they were first 
and foremost propagandists.
56  Nathaniel H. Goetz, Humanitarian Issues in the Biafra Conflict, Geneva: UNHCR, 2001; 
Marc-Antoine Pérouse de Montclos, “Humanitarian Aid and the Biafra War: Lessons not Learned,” 
Africa Development, XXXIV(1): 69–82, 2009; Laurie S. Wiseberg, “Humanitarian Intervention: Les-
sons from the Nigerian CivilWar,” Human Rights Journal, 7(1): 61–98, 1974.
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and Charles Tilly argue that governments which are willing to address and settle key 
rebel grievances are more likely to avoid renewed agitation than governments that leave 
important grievances unresolved.57 In other words, effective post-war settlement is critical 
in bringing about enduring peace. Post-war settlement in Nigeria cannot be said to be 
effective as it was not based on any clear plan; but rather, on the rhetoric of “No victor, No 
vanquished” and “Reconciliation, Reconstruction, and Reintegration” (the 3Rs) put forward 
by the Nigerian government.

Although the policy of “No victor, No vanquished” allowed general amnesty to the 
secessionists and ensured that the widespread fear of post-war genocide did not materialize, 
it prevented any critical look into the past, especially in the form of a meaningful discussion 
of the pre-war and war time grievances.58 On the other hand, the 3Rs which represent an 
expression of the Nigerian government’s desire to rehabilitate war-affected persons and 
infrastructure and to reintegrate Biafra into the Nigerian society were poorly implemented. 
The relief and rehabilitation programme was handled at two levels – the Nigerian Red 
Cross was authorized to deal with all private foreign donations and direct field operations, 
while the National Commission for Rehabilitation was responsible for handling all official 
foreign relief assistance. The post-war relief operation suffered from poor organization and 
serious lack of resources,59 making it difficult for the government to carry out direct person-
to-person relief on any meaningful basis.60 This development forced the government to 
focus more broadly on national reconstruction as a way of creating conducive economic and 
social environment for speedy adjustment and recovery.

The failure of the Nigerian government to adequately address the humanitarian disaster 
caused by the war in the Igbo area has been construed by some people as a continuation 
of the government’s victimization policy.61 Against the backdrop of the insufficiency of 
its supplies, the government’s decision to reject aid from countries and humanitarian 
organizations perceived to have aided Biafra during the war was seen as a mark of its 
insensitivity to the plight of Biafrans.62 Individuals such as the former Biafran leader, 
Chukwuemeka Ojukwu, accused the Nigerian government of not showing genuine interest 
in reconciling with the separatists. He asserted a few months after the war that:

What we have today is a white-imposed solution to satisfy white economic interests. 
There has been no solution to the problems that divide the two countries. The war was 
supposedly fought for unity; let Nigeria proceed and unite. Reports so far indicate a 

57  Ted R. Gurr, Why Men Rebel; Charles Tilly, From Mobilization to Revolution, Reading, 
MA: Addison-Wesley, 1978. 
58  Under the policy, the Nigerian government declined to hold any victory celebrations or 
parades, to build war monuments, or to award battle honours or promotions for service in battle. On 
the other hand, it tried to put aside the tragedies associated with the war by avoiding any official 
engagement with the past. See John J. Stremlau, The International Politics of the Nigerian Civil War, 
1967-1970, Princeton: Princeton University Press. 1977, p. 371.
59  Only £10 million was earmarked for resettlement and rehabilitation in the Second Nation-
al Development Plan out of £1,596 million budgeted for public expenditure, see Building the New 
Nigeria: National Development Plan, 1970-74, Lagos: The Ideal Printing Works, no date, p. 14. 
60  Allison A. Ayida, Reflections on Nigerian Development, Lagos: Malthouse, 1987, 194-5.
61  See Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo, The Violations of Human and Civil Rights of Ndi Igbo, p. 26.
62  John D. Jorre, The Nigerian Civil War, London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1972, p. 403.
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marked reluctance or unwillingness on the partof the federating force to federate. The 
basic needs of the people are not met; no food, no medicine, no shelter, no money. 
Pledges made during and after [the war] are not fulfilled. I know that here I enter 
into controversy. There have been reports and denials about the true situation. I think 
uncertainty creates a most unfortunate situation, because all it can do is prolong the 
feeling of insecurity and hamper the progress of necessary reconstruction.63

The design of the post-war reconstruction programme indicates that the Nigerian 
government did not plan to focus on the reconstruction of the Igbo areas which were 
the main theatre of war. The reconstruction programme was broadly formulated and 
embedded in the Second National Development Plan (1970-74). Although reconstruction 
of war damaged facilities was a guiding factor in prioritization of projects in the plan, 
the reconstruction focused on the economy as a whole “in order to correct the generally 
accepted weaknesses of past (economic development) and present (war-time financial) 
policies.”64 Such a broad-based strategy removed attention from the extremely needy Igbo 
areas. The £400 million budget announced by the East Central State for reconstruction of 
war damages was not fully implemented because the federal government did not release 
substantial part of its share based on claims of lack of money. Even when the financial 
fortunes of the federal government improved tremendously as a result of the oil boom of 
1973-74, “the government used little of the oil revenue to directly fund reconstruction 
projects.”65

Indeed, the main grievance of the pre-war and war-time period was the mass killing 
and destruction of properties of the Igbo population. This grievance persists in the post-
war period, and has become aggravated following perennial killing of Igbo residents of 
Northern Nigeria. In a persuasive analysis, Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo argued that similar to the 
situation of the Igbo during the 1953 Kano riots, the group has been made the favorite 
scape-goats of the various ethnic, political and religious conflicts in post-war Nigeria. The 
organization listed ten violent encounters between 1980 and 1993 in which the Igbo were 
killed and their properties looted or destroyed, regardless of whether or not an Igbo was 
involved in the conflict.66

Since the 1970s, the core of Igbo grievances has moved beyond the question of insecurity 
of lives and properties to economic disempowerment and political marginalization. There 
are several economic policies and actions of the government which are perceived to be 
punitive and designed to economically disempower the Igbo. Widely cited examples of 
these policies include the decision to exchange Biafran for Nigerian currency only for a 
specified lump sum, regardless of the amount of currency owned by an individual. Another 
is the auction of foreign owned enterprises to Nigerians through the indigenization policy 
of 1972. The policy is seen as unfavorable because it came at a time when the Igbo were just 

63  Excerpts from Ojukwu’s Interview with Frederick Forsyth (reported by The Sunday Tele-
graph, 4 October 1970), reprinted in Tekena N. Tamuno and Samson C. Ukpabi eds. Nigeria Since 
Independence: The First 25 Years, Vol. VI – The Civil War Years, Ibadan: Heinemann, 1989, p. 82. 
64  A. Akene Ayida, “Development Objectives,” in A. A. Ayida and H. M. A. Onitiri eds., 
Reconstruction and Development in Nigeria, Ibadan: Oxford University Press, 1971, pp. 17-18.
65  Axel Harneit-Sievers, “Beyond Biafra,” p. 7.
66  Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo, The Violations of Human and Civil Rights of Ndi Igbo, p. 39.
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coming out of a devastating war and lacked the resources to acquire shares in the auctioned 
companies.67

The issue of “abandoned property” – regarding the takeover of Igbo-owned real estate 
by “indigenes”, especially by minority groups in Port Harcourt after the war, with little or 
no compensation – is perhaps the most outstanding symbol of post-war injustice against 
the Igbo.68 The 1976 boundary adjustment exercise which excised and transferred mineral-
rich areas of Igboland like Ndoni/Egbema and parts of Ndoki South of Imo River to 
neighboring Rivers and Cross River (now Akwa Ibom) States is also seen as a major act of 
economic disempowerment.69 Lastly, 
Igbo leaders point to the seeming unwillingness of the federal government to invest in the 
infrastructural development in Igboland as a glaring example of economic disempowerment. 
70 They perceive the action as a continuation of the government’s reluctance to reconstruct 
war damaged infrastructure in the area.

Political marginalization is the last form of victimization against the Igbo in the post-
war period. There are two main dimensions to the claims of Igbo political marginalization. 
The first is the purported deliberate exclusion of the Igbo elite from top political positions 
at the federal level. The Igbo elite have used every available opportunity to make a case 
against the seeming calculated effort to make the Igbo “second class citizens” by denying 
them representation in key appointive positions in the country.71 The second dimension to 
the claims of Igbo political marginalization touches on the issue of states creation. Since 
the 1970s when states became the basic units of sharing federal resources and amenities, 
the Igbo elite have repeatedly argued that the area has been grossly shortchanged in state 
creation exercise.72 Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo, in particular, has claimed that the Igbo which “rank 
in population with the Yoruba of South West zone and Hausa/Fulani of North West zone 
have continued to be allocated a number of states pointedly lower than the shares of these 
zones.”73

67  Chibuzo S. A. Ogbuagu, “The Nigerian Indigenization Policy: Nationalism or Pragma-
tism?” African Affairs, 82(327): 241-266, 1983.
68  For a discussion of the issue of “abandoned property” in the academic literature, see Tekena 
N. Tamuno, “Patriotism and Statism in the Rivers State, Nigeria,” African Affairs, 71(284): 264-281, 
1972; and S. O. Okafor, “The Port Harcourt Issue: A Note on Dr. Tamuno’s Article,” African Affairs, 
72(286): 73-75, 1973.
69  Okere S. Nwosu, “The National Question: Issues and Lessons of Boundary Adjustment 
in Nigeria - The Ndoki Case,” Journal of Third World Studies, 15(2):  (1998): 79-101.
70  Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo, The Violations of Human and Civil Rights of Ndi Igbo, p. 40.
71  See for example, Press Statement by the Igbo-Speaking Delegates to the National Consti-
tutional Conference, Abuja, on 11 January, 1995 published as Appendix III in T. Uzodinma Nwala, 
Nigeria: Path to Unity and Stability, Nsukka: Niger Books and Publishing Co., 1997; United Progres-
sive Grand Alliance (UPGA), A New Era for Ndi-Igbo: The Enugu Declaration, July 28th, 2011.
72  See F.J. Ellah, The Unfinished Motion on Creation of States in Nigeria, Port Harcourt: Chief 
J.W. Ellah Sons & Co., 1982; Rotimi T. Suberu, “The Struggle for New States in Nigeria, 1976-
1990,” African Affairs, 90(361): 499-522, 1991.
73  Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo, The Violations of Human and Civil Rights of Ndi Igbo, p. 33-34.
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What the foregoing does show is that there has been a consistent case for Igbo 
victimization spanning several decades. Even in the midst of the mutual claims of 
marginalization by various groups in post-war Nigeria,74 the Igbo have successfully 
differentiated their case by pointing to a historical trend in the group’s victimization in 
modern Nigeria. Chinua Achebe’s assertion that “the civil war gave Nigeria a perfect and 
legitimate excuse to cast the Igbo in the role of treasonable felon, a wrecker of the nation,”75 
buttresses the sentiments of many Igbo who see acts of victimization against the group as 
a form of war reparation. On one hand, this feeling provides a basis for the persistence of 
Igbo grievances and animosities, while on the other hand it serves as a glaring indication 
of the failure of post-war settlement in Nigeria. The overall result of all these is that many 
Igbo people, in the words of James O’Connell, remain “secessionists at heart” even though 
they accepted the Biafran defeat.76

Responses to perceived victimization

Historically, the Igbo have adopted two broad responses to the perceived victimization of 
the group - the first response can be described as mainstream-inclusivism, while the other 
can be referred to as radical-separatism.

Mainstream-inclusivism
Mainstream-inclusivism represents the attitude of the Igbo people who see greater political, 
economic and social inclusion of the group as the most effective way of addressing the 
group’s victimization. Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo offers the most rounded conceptualization of this 
approach by framing its core guiding principle. Contrary to the aggressively confrontational 
and abrasive “nzogbu nzogbu” approach, mainstream-inclusivism is guided by the Igbo 
notion of Ako-na-uche, which implies the application of wisdom, common sense, sound 
judgement and restraint in dealing with all issues and situations to achieve desired results.77 
This approach underscores the need for dialogue at appropriate times, to be silent rather 
than being unduly vocal and provocative, as well as the need to cultivate friendship instead 
of enmity.

Since the 1970s, the Igbo elite have used organizations such as the Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo 
to push for greater inclusion in Nigeria’s socio-political and economic life.78 In framing the 

74  Minabere Ibelema, “Nigeria: The Politics of Marginalization,” Current History, 99(633-
641): 211-214, 2000.
75  Chinua Achebe, The Trouble with Nigeria, p. 45.
76  James O’Connell, “The Ending of the Nigerian Civil War: Victory, Defeat, and the Chang-
ing of Coalitions,” in Roy Licklider ed. Stopping the Killing: How Civil Wars End, New York: New 
York University Press, 1993, p. 199.
77  J. O. Irukwu, Nation Building and Ethnic Organizations: The Case of Ohaneze in Nigeria, 
Ibadan: Spectrum, 2007, p. 247.
78  Other mainstream Igbo organizations include Aka Ikenga, Mkpoko Igbo, Eastern Man-
date Union (EMU), Odenigbo Forum, South East Movement (SEM), Igbo National Assembly 
(INA), Ndi Igbo Liberation Forum, Igbo Salvation Front (ISF), Igbo Redemption Council (IRC), 
Igbo People’s Congress (IPC) and the IgboQuestion Movement (IQM).
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Igbo agenda, Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo has prioritized equality of states in all zones and creation 
of additional state for South East zone, the issue of “true federalism” as a national stabilizing 
factor, the question power shift with emphasis on the election of a Nigerian president of 
Igbo extraction, and economic development of the South East zone. The organization has 
identified a number of strategies required to mainstream the Igbo agenda in contemporary 
Nigerian politics. The strategies include:

a) Reinventing the pre-civil war Igbo spirit and values, especially the spirit of genuine 
national reconciliation based on the Igbo idea of Egbe belu Ugo belu (or justice 
for all).

b) Encouraging the emergence of good leaders and quality leadership
c) Promoting positive attitude to money, including rejection of all forms of abuse of 

money
d) Cultivating good manners, respect for ourselves and others, decency and better 

human relations
e) Rigorous application of the Igbo concept of Ako-na-uche
f) Placing emphasis on the principle of justice for all in the relationship between 

Ndigbo and other Nigerians
g) The use of deeper, subtle and more acute political sense
Although mainstream-inclusivism is clearly the dominant political strategy of the 

post-war Igbo elites, its usage predates the post-war period. For instance, when the Igbo 
residents of Jos were attacked by their Hausa neighbors in 1945, the Jos branch of the Igbo 
Central Union adopted the mainstream-inclusive approach to address the problem. The 
union reacted to the attacks by seeking legal redress and exploring ways of preventing Igbo 
migrants from provoking the hostility of their host communities, including warning Igbo 
migrants to desist from behavior that could likely lead to a riot.79   

Besides cultural organizations such as the Igbo Central Union and Ohaneze-Ndi-
Igbo, several Igbo personalities have been staunch advocates of mainstream-inclusivism. 
One of those figures is the former President of Nigeria, Nnamdi Azikiwe. Azikiwe was 
clear-mindedly opposed to ethnic separatism and violence as means of addressing Igbo 
victimization. In 1949, at the heat of his opposition to Igbo victimization, he counselled 
the Igbo to assert their right to self-determination, but to do so “as a unit of a prospective 
Federal Commonwealth of Nigeria and the Cameroons,” along with other nationalities 
asserting their right to self-determination “each as separate as the fingers, but united with 
others as a part of the same hand.”80

In 1954, when Action Group (AG), the leading party in the Western Region, demanded 
the recognition in the Nigerian constitution of the right of secession, Zik led his party - the 
National Council of Nigeria and Cameroons (NCNC) – to stand in vehement opposition 
to the proposal. In a statement he released on the issue as leader of the NCNC, Azikiwe 
justified the rejection of the right of secession proposal on four grounds: 1) Secession from 
a federation is incompatible with federalism, 2) Secession from a federation is an illegal 
act, 3) Secession from a federation is an invitation to anarchy, and 4) Secession from the 
Nigerian Federation between now and 1956 would be suicidal. In general, he considered 
79  Leonard Plotnicov, “An Early Nigerian Civil Disturbance,” pp. 304-305.
80  Nnamdi Azikiwe, ZIK: Selected Speeches, pp. 245-246.
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perpetuity as a core element of federalism, and for him, “any attempt to secede will make 
perpetuity impossible.”81  

As an Igbo leader, Azikiwe faced the greatest test of his mainstream-inclusive viewpoint 
during the Biafran war. At that time, many Igbo elite supported Biafran secession, but 
Azikiwe standing on his avowed moderate stance, maintained his opposition to secession 
and war - to the disgust of many of his kith and kin.82 In a pamphlet he published in 1969, 
Azikiwe criticized the elite for misleading the masses into war, arguing that:

One of the tragedies of the present civil war is the emotional involvement of many 
patriots, including intellectuals and university students… In view of my political past, 
I have vested interest not only in the preservation of the precious lives of the men and 
women of all the various linguistic groups that constitute Nigeria and Biafra, but I also 
have a duty to my conscience and to humanity to expose evil and not condone it.83

In another statement, he defended his opposition to secession and war, asserting: “for thirty-
five years, I have associated myself with other compatriots in the vanguard of the nationalist 
struggle for freedom in our country. Thus I have a vested interest in the preservation of the 
precious lives of our people. I cannot join in destroying our people.”84

Having rejected separation and war as the remedies to the Igbo predicament, Azikiwe 
suggested an immediate solution: “the civil war should be ended as soon as possible… This 
appears to me to be the most prudent thing for any leader of consequence to advocate and 
to work for its attainment.”85 He challenged the people on both sides of the war to press 
their leaders to seek solutions to the conflict on the conference table: 

Wisdom counsels that all Ibo and non-Ibo who are now adversely affected and are 
suffering privations as a result of the civil war, should have a second thoughts and urge 
their leaders to go to the conference table and negotiate for a just and honorable peace 
which shall give them a respectable place in Nigeria as worthy citizens of one united 
country.86

To further contain the suffering caused by the war, he called for the intervention of the 
United Nations (UN) to ensure:

Total arms embargo; armistice embracing cessation of hostilities on land, sea and air 
revocation of blockages including economic and administrative sanctions establishment 
of an international peace force, to act for and on behalf of the Security Council to 
assume administration of the war zones, to demobilize troops engaged in war zones, to 
conduct a plebiscite to ascertain the wishes of the inhabitants of the war zones whether 
they want one Nigeria or a divided Nigeria.87

81  Nnamdi Azikiwe, ZIK: Selected Speeches, pp. 126-7.
82  Lambert Ejiofor, “Azikiwe and the Nigerian Civil War,” in Michael S.O. Olisa and 
Odinchezo M. Ikejiani-Clark eds., Azikiwe and the African Revolution, Onitsha: Africana-Fep, 1989.
83  Nnamdi Azikiwe, Origins of the Nigerian Civil War, Lagos: Nigerian National Press, 1969, 
p. 16.
84  Nnamdi Azikiwe, Impression of my Visit to Lagos: A Press Conference, London, 25 August 
1969, p. 4.
85  Nnamdi Azikiwe, Impression of my Visit to Lagos, p. 3. 
86  Nnamdi Azikiwe, Impression of my Visit to Lagos, p. 4.
87  Nnamdi Azikiwe, Peace Proposals for Ending the Nigerian Civil War, London: Colusco, 
1969, p. 22.
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Throughout his political career, Azikiwe tried to maintain a balance between his position 
as an Igbo leader, on one hand and his posture as a moderate and Nigerian nationalist, on 
the other hand. He effectively used his political philosophy, which focused on building 
bridges across socio-political divides and cultivating political friendship among people 
of different ethnic nationalities, to advance the mainstream-inclusive thinking. After the 
controversial 1959 elections, Azikiwe spearheaded the NPC/NCNC alliance that brought 
many Igbo elite into the mainstream of the first independent government of Nigeria. In the 
Second Republic (1979-1983), he, again, pushed for an alliance between the National Party 
of Nigeria (NPN) and his Nigerian Peoples’ Party (NPP), after a dismal performance of 
his party in the federal elections. That alliance opened up expanded opportunities for Igbo 
representation in the Second Republic government.

Mainstream-inclusivism received the greatest boost in the post-war period following 
the return of the Biafran leader, Chukwuemeka Odimegwu Ojukwu, to Nigeria in 1982 
after 12 years exile and his joining of the National Party of Nigeria (NPN), a mainstream, 
moderate “Northern party”. The association of this icon of radical-separatism with the 
NPN signaled a significant shift in the attitude of the Igbo elite to Nigerian politics.

Politically, mainstream-inclusivism has had two distinct strands based on their sense 
of what constitutes inclusion. The first strand supports the strengthening of the federal 
government, but creating opportunities for more balanced representation of the Igbos in it. 
The second strand favours loose federalism in which more powers are given to the states. 
These two tendencies found their strongest expressions in the Second Republic, particularly 
after Ojukwu returned from exile to join the NPN, which pitched him in direct opposition 
to Nnamdi Azikiwe and his Nigerian People’s Party (NPP), which had acquired a ring of 
the Igbo party. This was an ironic reversal of positions, considering their positions during the 
civil war. Since then, the “strong integration” and “loose integration” strands have persisted. 
However, these positions are not tightly bounded as mainstream-inclusivists move from 
one position to another.

Radical-separatism
Radical-separatists contest the inclusivism response, whether as strong or loose integration. 
They hold that a sovereign, independent state of Biafra is the only solution to the 
victimization of the Igbos. The inclination of the Igbo towards separatism draws from a 
widely held notion among Nigerians, especially in the pre-war period, that secession is a 
legitimate and necessary response to perceived acts of injustice or fear of ethno-regional 
domination. Tekena Tamuno aptly demonstrated in his 1970 article that the belief in the 
legitimacy of secession has deep roots in Nigerian political thought.88 Many groups in 
Nigeria have expressed separatist viewpoints at various stages of the country’s political 
development. However, one of the ironies of Nigerian political history, as Charles Nixon 
observed, is that it was the Easterners who had given secession the least consideration in 
the past that eventually put the idea into practice, and have championed it till today.89

88  Tekena Tamuno, “Separatist Agitations in Nigeria.”
89  Charles R. Nixon, “Self-Determination: The Nigeria/Biafra Case,” World Politics, 24(4): pp. 
473-497, 1972.



23

The first time the Igbo elite nursed the idea of separation was in 1964. Against the 
backdrop of the animosities stirred up by the 1962 AG crisis, 1963 census controversy and 
the 1964 federal elections controversy, M.I. Okpara leader of the NCNC which controlled 
the Eastern Region, expressed the desire of the Region to secede from the Nigerian 
federation.90 Other NCNC leaders including the then Nigerian President, Nnamdi 
Azikiwe and Premier of the Mid-West Region, Dennis Osadebay, promptly disassociated 
themselves from the talk of secession, claiming that it was Okpara’s idea.91 But in 1965, 
following the controversial Western Regional elections which squared up Northern and 
Southern political alliances, the idea of secession gained more support of Igbo politicians. 
The call for the secession of the Eastern Region from the Federation “without any further 
delay” by N.A Frank Opigo, then NCNC member of the Federal House of Representatives, 
was a vivid expression of a growing separatist sentiment among Igbo politicians.92

Radical-separatist thinking was decisive in shaping the support for Biafran secession 
by various sections of the Igbo society. Charles Nixon argued that in embracing the idea of 
a separate Biafran State, leaders of the Eastern Region were convinced that:

1. The security of their lives and property could not be maintained if they were subject 
to the control of the Nigerian government as then constituted.

2. Orderly processes of negotiation aimed at the reestablishment of a workable 
pattern of political relationships between the Eastern Region and the rest of the 
country has been effectively frustrated by the central government and could not be 
fruitfully be resumed.

3. Secession was widely recognized throughout Nigeria as a politically legitimate 
step, and would be acquiesced in, if not actually supported and/or imitated, by the 
rest of Nigeria.

4. The move to independence has overwhelming popular support in the Eastern 
Region.93

Of the four points outlined above, the first – threat to security of lives and property of the 
people of Eastern Region – is obviously the core and the most enduring. Ethnic relations 
experts believe that acts of interethnic violence serve as “a very important agency of 
socialization into the ethnic scheme of things.”94 Such acts of violence, more than any other 
factor, leaves behind the longest lasting bitter memories of interethnic relations. Successive 
acts of violence against the Igbo built on each other to heighten the feeling of ethnic 
exclusiveness, insecurity and hostility. It is then not surprising that insecurity of lives and 
property of the people of Eastern Region is the strongest argument for secession by Biafra 
supporters. In the 1960s, the claim was made by Biafra supporters that:

The essence of government is for the good of the governed. As long as the government 
fulfills its duties it can lay claim to the loyalty of the governed. But when the government 

90  Tekena Tamuno, Separatist Agitations in Nigeria,” p. 574.
91  Ibid.
92  Ibid.
93  Charles R. Nixon, “Self-Determination,” p. 476.
94  Okwudiba Nnoli, Ethnic Politics in Nigeria, p. 246.
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forsakes its duties, it also forfeits its claim to the people’s loyalty. Biafrans have 
established a new government which they have empowered to protect them against all 
aggressors.95

The present-day radical-separatists have restated the above argument to justify the current 
agitation for separation. On 22 May 2000, the Movement for the Actualization of the 
Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOB) hoisted the green-red-black flag of the defunct 
Republic of Biafra at the commercial city of Aba to symbolize the commencement of its 
struggle for a separate Biafran State. In a statement at the occasion, MASSOB leader, 
Ralph Uwazuruike, explained the basis of their struggle as follows:

As you may remember, about 33 years ago, there arose the need to save our people 
from total annihilation. That attempt could not materialize. Rather, we lost over one 
million of our people, in the process. Today, we are yet face with a similar situation. The 
unprovoked and organized killing of our people in Nigeria have remained unabated.96

The current situation and that of 1967 may not be as similar as Uwazurike claimed, 
especially in terms of the scope and spread of violent attacks against the Igbo, however the 
continuous threat to security of lives and property of Igbo people evokes the same feelings 
of victimhood and political extremism that existed in the past.

While pre-war and post-war radical-separatists are united by their response to the 
question of the security of lives and property of the Igbo, the two groups differ in terms 
of the level of elite buy in to their struggle, the use of government resources to advance 
their cause, and the role of Igbo diaspora in their struggles. Radical-separatist thinking in 
the pre-war period was championed by crème de la crème of the Igbo society.  The calls 
for secession of the Eastern Region in 1964 and 1965 were made by the Premier of the 
Eastern Region and a member of the Federal House of Representatives, respectively. The 
secession of 1967 was, according to Gowon, “planned and executed by the elite comprising 
some ex-politicians, university intellectuals, senior civil servants and, I regret to say, military 
officers.”97 Billy Dudley agrees with Gowon, maintaining that “there was a consensus among 
the academics, the educated elite, and the governmental leaders, specifically the Ibo leaders 
in government,” in favour of a bid for secession.98 The elite makeup of the pre-war radical-
separatists stands in stark contrast to the composition of the post-war radical-separatists 
who are drawn largely from the middle and lower classes - mostly young people who were 
radicalized by a sense of victimization relating to disadvantages in their professions and 
trades, inability to find employment, and other forms of discrimination which they interpret 
to be the result of their ethnic identity. 

The second major difference between pre-war and post-war radical-separatists 
relates to the extent to which government resources were used in advancing the idea at 
any particular time. The fact that the key advocates of radical-separatism in the pre-war 
period were governmental leaders enabled them to utilize government resources to pursue 

95  Cited in Tekena Tamuno, Separatist Agitations in Nigeria,” p. 581.
96  See published text of declaration by Chief Ralph Uwazuruike, leader of the Movement for 
the Actualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra, MASSOB, during the symbolic hoisting of the 
Biafra flag in Aba, Abia State, Nigeria, on Monday, 22 May 2000.
97  Cited in Tekena Tamuno, Separatist Agitations in Nigeria,” p. 579.
98  Billy Dudley, Instability and Political Order, p. 148-149.
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their agenda. The non-involvement of governmental leaders in post-war radical-separatist 
struggle makes it hard to mobilize using government structures and machinery. Because of 
the non-involvement of the Igbo elite in post-war separatist movement and the inability 
of the movement to use governmental resources in their struggles, there is an increasing 
tendency for the post-war radical-separatists to antagonize the Igbo elites for failing to 
use the resources at their disposal to either stand up against Igbo victimizers or alleviate 
suffering of the Igbo population.

Lastly, perhaps due to the limited involvement of the Igbo elite with the radical-
separatist ideas, post-war separatist have been forced to seek and to receive support from 
the diaspora. The Igbo diaspora, many of whom are still nostalgic about a separate state 
of Biafra, are believed to be providing the separatist with technical and financial support, 
particularly with regard to propagation of the group’s philosophy and activities through 
various web-based channels. The widened role of the Igbo diaspora in advancing radical-
separatism in the post-war era differs from the limited role played by the same group in 
support of radical-separatism during the pre-war period.

While post-war radical-separatists agree on separation as is the only solution to 
Igbo victimization, they differ on how this is to be achieved. Post-war radical-separatists 
propound three possible routes to sovereignty namely, armed secession, civil disobedience 
and more lately, referendum.

Consequences of the recurring agitation for Biafra

How then has the increasing tendency towards radical-separatism in the South East zone 
impacted on the region and the Nigerian society, in general? There are several fundamental 
consequences of recurring Biafran agitation for the region and the nation. Firstly, because of 
the frequent demonstrations by pro-Biafra activists and the clashes between them and the 
security agencies, economic activities are often disrupted in locations where these protests 
occur. Although no study has put a figure on the extent of these economic disruptions, 
data derived from our survey indicate that 62.8 per cent of the respondents believe that 
increasing agitation for Biafra disrupts economic activities – they rank disruption of 
economic activities as the most serious consequence of renewed agitation for Biafra (see 
Figure 1).

The tendency for pro-Biafra protests to disrupt economic activities is understandable 
considering that most of the protests occurred in the major commercial areas of the South 
East. The media analysis of pro-Biafra protests indicates that 16 incidents involving pro-
Biafra separatists were reported in two national dailies (The Sun Newspaper and Vanguard 
Newspaper) between 28 March 2014 and 14 June 2016. Of these, eight incidents occurred 
in Onitsha, while five took place in Aba; other cities in the South East and South South 
such as Asaba, Port Harcourt, Abakaliki, Enugu, Ikom and Yenagoa, recorded one to three 
incidents.99

99  See Compilation of Incidents involving pro-Biafra Separatists in Appendix.
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Related to the problem of disruption of economic activities is the issue of discouragement 
of investments in the South East. As shown in Figure 1, respondents to our survey ranked 
this problem as one of the first three consequences of the renewed agitation for Biafra. 
Since the last two decades, the South East has been struggling with a declining economy. 
Poverty rate in the region has jumped from 34.2 per cent in 2004 to 58.7 per cent in 2010.100 
While poverty rate in all regions of Nigeria has increased in the past two decades, the 
degree at which the number of poor in the South East spiraled is indicative of the plunge 
in the region’s economic prosperity. The decline in the economic fortune of the South East 
reflect on the number of publicly quoted companies in the region, which is the least in 
Nigeria.101 With the absence of formal enterprises, the South East’s economy is essentially 
informal, employing less number of graduates than other regions. The informal nature 
of the South East economy has a link with the Biafra war. The war forced many formal 
businesses out of the zone and following the indigenization of many of these businesses 
and the transfer of their ownership to individuals from other parts of Nigeria, not many 
companies considered it expedient to return to the South East.102 The economic depression 
of the late 1970s and 1980s stifled the remaining formal businesses and frustrated attempts 
by Igbo entrepreneurs to sustain formal businesses in the area.103 With increasing hostilities 
between Biafra separatists and Nigerian authorities, the investment climate in the South 
East could be made more unfriendly, discouraging potential investors from directing their 
resources to the area.

Figure 1: Consequences of the renewed agitation for Biafra

100  See JICA ( Japan International Cooperation Agency), Federal Republic of Nigeria: Study for 
Poverty Profile - Final Report, Abuja: JICA, 2011; NBS (National Statistics Bureau), Nigeria Poverty 
Profile 2010, Abuja: NBS, 2012.
101  AOAV (Action on Armed Violence), “The Violent Road: Nigeria’s South East,” 12 De-
cember 2013, aoav.org.uk /2013/the-violent-road-nigeria-south-east/.
102  One example of companies that never resumed business in Eastern Nigeria after the civil 
war is Chief Adeola Odutola’s tyre-retreading plant at Onitsha; see Tom Forrest, Makers and the 
Making of Nigerian Private Enterprise, Ibadan: Spectrum, 1995, p. 62.
103  Olanrewaju A. Olutayo, “The Igbo Entrepreneur in the Political Economy of Nigeria,” 
African Study Monographs, 20(3): 147-174, 1999.
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The third consequence of the recurring agitation for Biafra is its tendency to affect 
regional and national security. The increasing capacity of the radical-separatists to mobilize 
potential protesters could fuel armed violence and worsen the existing levels of insecurity 
in the region. In the first three decades after the civil war, the problems of armed robbery 
and carjacking were the most serious forms of security challenges in the South East.104 
However, since the late 1990s, these problems have been worsened by spike in kidnapping 
and other forms of armed banditry as well as the more persistent low-grade struggle 
between vigilante and criminal networks.105 In the early 2000s, vigilante violence became 
widespread in the region, with the most prominent militant vigilante group, the Bakassi 
Boys, active in the major commercial centers.106 There is a strong potential for the increasing 
separatist agitation in the South East to further complicate the security situation in the 
region by providing a basis for potential criminals to become part of the protesters, and 
switch easily from being Biafra protesters to armed bandits. Anecdotal evidence points to 
this possibility as some pro-Biafra protesters have been identified as former members of the 
Bakassi Boys and other armed groups who are bussed from one location to the other to lead 
the protests.107 Without any stable means of livelihood, these protesters could constitute 
serious threats to security in the region.

At the national level, recurring agitation for Biafra can intensify existing security 
challenges. Nigeria ranks, on several global indices, as one of the countries that are most 
severely affected by violence and insecurity in the world.108 Security challenges in Nigeria 
manifest in multi-faceted ways, but the most disturbing form of insecurity is inter-
communal, political and sectarian violence. As discussed earlier, the Igbo community, mainly 
in Northern Nigeria, is usually the victims of these recurrent attacks,109 and this has created 
a deep sense of disaffection among the Igbo which can be exploited by the Biafra separatists. 

104 Stephen Ekpenyong, “Social Inequalities, Collusion and Armed Robbery in Nigerian Cit-
ies,” British Journal of Criminology, 29(1): 21-34, 1989; Marenin Otwin and Michael D. Reisig, “’A 
General Theory of Crime’ and Patterns of Crime in Nigeria,” Journal of Criminal Justice, 23(6): 501-
518, 1995.
105 Daniel J. Smith, “Ritual Killing, 419, and Fast Wealth: Inequality and the Popular Imagina-
tion in Southeastern Nigeria,” American Ethnologist, 28(4): 803–26, 2001; AOAV (Action on Armed 
Violence), “The Violent Road: Nigeria’s South East.”
106 The activities of the Bakassi Boys are well documented. See for example, Ukoha Ukiwo, 
“Deus ex machina or Frankenstein Monster: The Changing Roles of Bakassi Boys in Eastern Ni-
geria,” Democracy and Development: A Journal of West African Affairs, 3(1): 39-51, 2002; HRW (Hu-
man Rights Watch), Bakassi Boys: The Legitimization of Murder and Torture, Report 14(5a), New 
York: HRW, 2002; Johannes Harnischfeger, “The Bakassi Boys: Fighting Crime in Nigeria,” Jour-
nal of Modern African Studies, 41(1): 23-49, 2003; Daniel J. Smith, “The Bakassi Boys: Vigilan-
tism, Violence and Political Imagination in Nigeria,” Current Anthropology, 19(3): 429-455, 2004; 
Kate Meagher, “Hijacking Civil Society: The Inside Story of the Bakassi Boys Vigilante Group of 
South-Eastern Nigeria,” Journal of Modern African Studies, 45(1): 89-115, 2007.
107  Informal conversation with key informant (Identity withheld).
108  AOAV (Action on Armed Violence), “The Violent Road.”
109  The recent attacks by suspected Fulani-Herdsmen on some Igbo communities, with Nim-
bo community in Enugu State being the most notable case, have introduced a new pattern in which 
the Igbo were attacked within the Igbo area.
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As inter-communal violence involving the Igbo continue to recur, Biafra separatists could 
utilize such attacks as basis to mobilize support, intensify their struggles, and attempt to 
launch reprisal attacks. Considering that the Nigerian security forces has proved incapable 
of preventing inter-communal violence, forcing state governments to explore alternative 
security measures,110 the intervention of the Biafra separatists is reasonably likely.

While the activities of the pro-Biafra movements intensify and widen, the capacity of 
the security agencies to handle the movement in a peaceful and professional manner might 
decline. There is substantial evidence that the Nigerian authorities have used excessive force 
including killings, incarceration, and harassment in an attempt to suppress the separatist 
groups. In May 2008, MASSOB alleged that the authorities have killed 2,020 of its members 
since 1999.111 Recently, Amnesty International issued a report in which it provided details 
of how the Nigerian security forces killed at least 40 unarmed people and injured more than 
50 others, in an operation conducted between 29 and 30 May 2016 apparently to prevent 
a march by IPOB members ahead of Biafra commemoration events in Onitsha, Anambra 
State.112 Events such as the Onitsha killings raise serious questions about Nigeria’s capacity 
to respect its international human rights commitments, which require, among other things, 
the protection of the right to peaceful assembly and association, the right of freedom of 
expression, as well as the requirement that law enforcement officials must, as far as possible, 
apply nonviolent means. The handling of the pro-Biafra movement, together with other 
cases of human rights violations by Nigerian security agencies, has severely tarnished 
Nigeria’s human rights record.113

Fifthly, the intensification of the activities of radical-separatist groups such as 
MASSOB and IPOB has a cultural dimension which involves an increasing break down 
of existing forms of inter-generational relationship. Since the 1970s, the “Igbo cause” has 
been championed by elite-led organizations formed by the “older generation,” seeking 
mainstream-inclusivism. However, with the rise of radical-separatist groups since 1999, 
existing forms of cultural and inter-generational relations are being redefined. Mainstream 
organizations, such as Ohaneze-Ndi-Igbo and Aka Ikenga, have declined as, if not 
ceased to be, the dominant voice that speaks for the entire group. As Godwin Onuoha 
observed, radical youth movements like MASSOB are “currently upturning, recreating and 
challenging certain traditional norms of power and authority which are vested in elite-

110   Recently, it was reported that Abia State government has revived and approved the deploy-
ment of its vigilant outfit, the Bakassi Boys, to all rural communities of the State to protect the rural 
communities from attacks by groups such as the Fulani-Herdsmen; see Anayo Okoli, “Herdsmen 
Attack: Abia Govt Revives Bakassi Boys to Guard Rural Communities,” Vanguard, 7 May 2016, 
http://www.vanguardngr.com/2016/05/herdsmen-attack-abia-govt-revives-bakassi-boys-guard-
rural-communities/.
111  Charles Onyekamuo, “MASSOB Releases List of Slain Members.”
112  Amnesty International, “Nigeria: Killing of Unarmed pro-Biafra Supporters.”
113  See for example, Amnesty International, “Nigeria: Human Rights Violations by the Mili-
tary continue in the Absence of Accountability for Crimes under International Law,” Written State-
ment to the 32nd Session of the UN Human Rights Council (13 June – 1 July 2016), 6 June 2016 
(AFR 44/4203/2016).
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led Igbo organizations like the Ohanaeze-Ndi-Igbo.”114 This development feeds into the 
broader Nigerian context where youth-based groups, youth revolt and agitations currently 
play a critical role in Nigeria’s political process, with far-reaching implications for exercise 
of power and authority, social cohesion, and peace building.115 One immediate consequence 
of this development might be further fragmentation of the Igbo society, which could make 
consensus building on several issues extremely difficult to achieve. The fragmentation of 
Igbo society is easily perceptible in the breakdown in patterns of behavior and patterns 
of authority in the family. In many families, opinions increasingly vary along generational 
lines on the most effective way of tackling the Igbo predicament. While many in the older 
generation would prefer to address the Igbo predicament through a non-confrontational 
approach, a lot of young people are inclined to the radical approach. Above all, many parents 
and older relatives are losing the capacity to direct the younger ones on the “right approach” 
in dealing with the Igbo predicament.” It is possible that this pattern of inter-generational 
relations could escalate into a breakdown of social cohesion in the near future.

Finally, the recurring agitation for Biafra has serious implications for political stability 
and democratic consolidation. With separatist agitations simmering in other parts 
of Nigeria, the persistence of the agitation for Biafra could become a rallying point for 
groups questioning the Nigerian project. Biafra separatism can produce a snowball effect 
– motivating group after group to demand for greater autonomy or separation. This might 
create a basis for democratic breakdown. There have been attempts in the past by pro-
Biafra separatists to connect their struggle to the struggles of other groups dissatisfied 
the Nigerian state as currently constituted. Such alliances have given rise to new groups 
challenging the Nigerian project and agitating for separation. A good example of such 
groups is the Lower Niger Congress (LNC) which describes itself as “a platform by which 
willing peoples of the Ethnic Nations of the old Eastern Region and the old Mid-Western 
Region, seek to federate themselves into a cohesive, values-driven, systems-based political 
bloc.”116 In 2015, the LNC issued a five-point mandate calling for, among other things, a 
referendum to decide whether the people of the two regions would wish to continue to 
be part of Nigeria.117 As separatist agitation intensifies, it is likely that separatist groups 
would proliferate. The combined activities of these groups could raise the risk of inter-
ethnic disaffection, destabilize Nigeria’s fledgling democracy and further deepen the crisis 
of confidence among government and ethnic groups across the country. 

114  Godwin Onuoha, “The Politics of ‘Hope’ and ‘Despair’: Generational Dimensions to Igbo 
Nationalism in Post-Civil War Nigeria,” African Sociological Review, 18(1): 2-26, 2014.
115  Wale Adebanwi, “The Carpenter’s Revolt;” Cyril Obi, Generational Dimensions to Strug-
gles for Resource Control in the Niger Delta: Prospects for the Nation-State Project in Nigeria, Dakar: 
CODESRIA, 2006; Insa Nolte, “Identity and Violence: The Politics of Youth in Ijebu-Remo, Nige-
ria,” Journal of Modern African Studies, 42(1): 61-89, 2004.
116  Lower Niger Congress, “Country-Wide Rejection of the Unitary 1999 Constitution 
as basis of Nigeria; Options and Processes for Reconstruction: Federation or Independent Units; 
Amendments or Sovereign Conference,” Statement issued in Port Harcourt, 20 December 2012.
117  Ann Godwin, “Lower Niger Congress wants referendum,” The Guardian, 28 April 2015, 
http://guardian.ng/news/lower-niger-congress-wants-referendum/.
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The government’s response to Biafra separatism

The government’s strategy for dealing with the Biafra separatist movement has focused 
mainly on police action, most times, involving excessive use of force. This point reflected 
clearly in the opinions of majority of our survey respondents who were asked to outline the 
current government’s response to Biafra separatism (see Box 1).

Box 1: Views of some respondents on the government’s response to Biafra separatism
What do you see as the current strategies of the government for dealing with the renewed 
agitation for Biafra?
•	Arrest, unlawful detention and imprisonment of agitators.
•	Harassment and use of force and intimidation by government security agents.
•	Current government strategy towards Igbo self-determination is episodic and erratic, instead 

of programmatic and conceptual. Repression and proscription are inferior to systemic 
revaluation.

•	Excessive military brutality, unprovoked shooting of unarmed and peaceful protesters. 
•	Dialogue.
•	Extra-judicial killing of IPOB and MASSOB members and innocent citizens.
•	Government does not have any plans, they are just killing Biafrans.
•	Government has no strategy other than the use of force.
•	Government has refused to negotiate or dialogue with the Igbos, rather it is using violence.
•	Government have turned deaf ears to the agitation and has resorted to the use of force and 

absolute violence against the agitators.
•	Government uses arrests, intimidation and killing of members of MASSOB and IPOB.
•	Government gradual step to neutralize us is making economic hardship more pronounced in 

the South East and it is frustrating Biafrans.
•	Harassment of freedom fighters using with police and army.
•	 I don’t believe the government is making much effort at ending the grievance of the Igbos. If 

they make better efforts, it would end quickly.
•	 I don’t see the Government doing anything meaningful to calm the whole situation apart 

the use of military forces to kill the protestors.
•	 I don’t think that the government is doing anything, they are just busy killing the protesters 

and it only makes the situation worse.
•	 Infiltration of IPOB camps in Biafra land by DSS agents, killing of unarmed peaceful 

protesters and incarceration of IPOB members
•	Operation shoot at sight.
•	Rather than seek solution through dialogue, federal government has resorted to brutal force. 

Worse is the fact that the same government and its security agents keep denying the killings, 
against hard evidence.

•	The agitation has been peaceful, but the government is instigating violence by using force. 
The military action against peaceful protesters will make them more aggressive.

•	The government is not taking the agitation serious, so it is not doing anything serious to 
address their demands.
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Due to pressure mounted by human rights groups, the Nigerian government has tried 
to apply its strategy of police action with restraint - breaking up some rallies peacefully, 
arresting scores of protesters and charging up to 137 people as at 1 December.118 Yet, 
evidence of excessive use of force against Biafra supporters by security agencies abounds. A 
report by Journalist, Emmanuel Mayah, indicates that between August 2015 and February 
2016, about 170 unarmed citizens were shot dead or critically injured while about 400 
others were arrested, charged or detained without trial.119 Several human rights groups such 
as the Civil Liberties Organization (CLO), the Intersociety for Civil Liberties & Rule of 
Law, Amnesty International, Center for Human Rights & Peace Advocacy (CHRPA), 
and Forum for Justice have also documented cases of harassment, torture, inhuman and 
degrading treatment, disappearances, abductions, and extra-judicial killings of suspected 
members of pro-Biafra separatist movements.

As Figure 2 shows, an overwhelming majority of our survey respondents think that use 
of force is not an effective policy towards Biafra separatists, and that the approach has not 
succeeded and would not succeed in stemming the recurring agitation for Biafra.

Figure 2: Views of survey respondents on the efficacy of the current government strategy 
towards Biafra separatism.

We share the views of the respondents based on the reasoning that repression will likely 
harden the protesters resolve. As the pro-Biafra separatists perpetuate the notion that the 
ordeal of the protesters typifies the victimization of Igbo people, more sympathizers will be 
attracted to the separatist movement. This situation would throw up a serious dilemma for 
the government, where continued repression of Biafra supporters might lead to increased 
protests and chaos while, on the other hand, the government cannot discontinue police 
action for fear of what would result from uncontrolled protests.
118  ICG, “Nigeria’s Biafran Separatist Upsurge.”
119  Emmanuel Mayah, “Special Report: Inside the Massive Extrajudicial Killings in Nige-
ria’s South-East,” Premium Times, 8 June 2016, http://www.premiumtimesng.com/investigationspe-
cial-reports/204902-special-report-inside-massive-extrajudicial-killings-nigerias-south-east.html.
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Public perception of what should be done

To gain a sense of what the public think would be the solution to Biafran separatism, we 
asked our survey respondents to outline what they want the various stakeholders, including 
governments at various levels, leaders, CSOs and international development partners, to do 
in the short and long term to address the agitation for Biafra. Below is a cross-section views 
presented by the respondents.

Box 2: Views of some survey respondents on what the government should do to address 
Biafra separatism.

What would you want governments at federal, state and local levels to do to address the 
agitation for Biafra?

Short term measures
•	Accommodate non-violent protests, set up ad hoc committees at local, regional and federal 

levels to dialogue with Biafra agitators.
•	Address the issues of marginalization.
•	Address the social decay in the system in the terms of infrastructures, organize town hall 

meetings to discuss with them.
•	Biafran independence - allow Biafra to be. Those who want to be Nigerians should belong to 

Nigeria.
•	Appointment of Igbos into sensitive positions.
•	Dialogue with agitators, give Igbos key appointments in the federal government.
•	Dialogue with Igbos, release of all unlawfully detained leaders, protesters and agitators.
•	Federal government should dialogue with the leaders of Biafra and immediately, and 

unconditionally release of Nnamdi Kanu and all other pro-Biafra agitators (MASSOB and 
IPOB) unlawfully arrested and detained.

•	Dialogue with IPOB in an open and honest manner.
•	Federal government should conduct/grant a referendum to the people of South East.
•	Address the IPOB and listen to their demands.
•	Federal government should negotiate with Igbos and engage Igbo youths in productive 
•	Infrastructural rehabilitation in South East, equal opportunities in government appointments, 

jobs, military and university enrolment. ventures.
•	Implement the recommendations of the 2015 national conference.
•	Listen to the grievances of the Igbos and also dialogue on the ways to address those 

grievances.
•	Provision of basic amenities and job opportunities.
•	Round table discussion with Biafran leader, Ralph Uwazuruike.
•	The marriage between northern and southern Nigeria has irretrievably broken down. The best 

option is divorce, which gives birth to Biafra republic.
•	The federal government must give Igbos a sense of belonging by allowing the Igbos to produce 

the president.
•	Stop killing of Igbos and bring meaningful development to the people of South East.
•	They should set up a solid structure for the proper governance of all the regions in the country, 

and also focus on understanding and meeting the varying needs and interest of the people of 
South East and other regions in the country.

•	Recognize the right to agitate and stop the killing and arrest of agitators.
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What would you want governments at federal, state and local levels to do to address the 
agitation for Biafra?

Long term measures
•	Address the issue of marginalization.
•	Adopt a confederacy, so that all the regions can be independent.
•	All levels of government must work towards organizing a free, fair and credible referendum to 

determine whether the Igbos want to remain part of Nigeria or not.
•	Articulate positive policies and actions towards the development of South East.
•	Allow Biafra to be independent.
•	Federal government should implement the agreement of the 2015 CONFAB.
•	Address the issue of marginalization.
•	Adopt a confederacy, so that all the regions can be independent.
•	All levels of government must work towards organizing a free, fair and credible referendum to 

determine whether the Igbos want to remain part of Nigeria or not.
•	Articulate positive policies and actions towards the development of South East.
•	Allow Biafra to be independent.
•	Federal government should implement the agreement of the 2015 CONFAB.
•	Government at all levels should focus on human capital development. Many of these agitators 

and protesters who are being killed by police and army should be economically empowered, 
that way, many of them will be kept off the streets.

•	Give Igbos opportunity to equally rule and represent the people.
•	Political restructuring, true federalism or even confederacy. Nigeria does not need a strong 

center and weak regions because of diversity and mutual bigotry.
•	Release Nnamdi Kanu and allow Biafrans to decide their future.
•	States and LGs do not have much to do, it is the federal government, and the only viable 

option for the federal government is to let Biafra go, noting else can bring a permanent 
solution.

Responses in Box 2 indicate that the respondents believe that dialogue and inclusion 
are the critical measures required to tackle Biafra separatism. Many respondents want 
the federal government, in particular, to immediately initiate honest an open discussions 
with the Biafra separatists to understand their grievances. On the long term, respondents 
want the government to take measures that will ensure greater inclusion of the people 
of South East in the Nigerian society. The specific inclusion strategies suggested by the 
respondents include working out a clear plan for economic development of the area as 
well as the adoption of specific economic empowerment programme targeting youths in 
the area. A few respondents want the government to take immediate measures to pacify 
pro-Biafra agitators such as unconditional release of all Biafra supporters detained by 
the security agencies. Others want the government to call for a referendum as a way of 
peacefully resolving the question of Biafra separatism. Yet, some respondents would like the 
government to accede to the agitation for Biafra. In the words of one respondent: “allow 
Biafra to be. Those who want to be Nigerians should belong to Nigeria.”

As for Igbo leaders, the respondents want them, in the short term, to create the basis for 
dialogue between the Biafra separatists and the government (see Box 3). One respondent 
suggested that political leaders, especially those in the National Assembly, should bring 
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up the issue of Biafra agitation for deliberation on the floor of the Assembly. On the long 
term, some respondents want the leaders to push for greater inclusion of the South East 
in Nigerian society, for example, by formulating a development agenda that would solve 
the problem “once and for all.” Other respondents do not see inclusion as an effective 
solution, rather they want political leaders to support the Biafra separatist movement. As 
one respondent puts it, “Igbo leaders should rally round pro-Biafra activists to ensure the 
actualization of the Biafran state.”

Box 3: Views of some respondents on what the leaders should do to address Biafra 
separatism

What would you want political leaders and leaders of thought to do to address the agitation 
for Biafra?

Short term measures
•	Address the masses through grassroots outreach and divert their attention to other things like 

agriculture.
•	Advice the federal government to drop the military approach.
•	Advocate for peace, equity and justice. They should mediate between the government and 

IPOB.
•	They should prevail on federal government to immediately release Nnamdi Kanu and other 

people that are in detention due to their agitation for the independence of Biafra.
•	Apply a developmental measure that would solve the problem once and for all time.
•	Assist in the movement of the masses towards the restoration of Biafra.
•	Dialogue with the agitators.
•	Rally round Chief Ralph Uwazuruike for actualization of Biafra.
•	Many of them are anti-Biafra because they are benefiting from the status quo of corruption. 

Thus, they cannot proffer any solution.
•	Organize seminars and town hall meetings to enlighten people, demand a public hearing on 

the killings at Onitsha and Asaba, pan-Igbo groups should seek redress in court.
•	Political leaders especially those in the National Assembly should bring up the issue of Biafra 

agitation for debate on the floors of the 2 chambers.
•	Engage federal government, and stop the deadening silence and speak out against injustice, 

oppression and genocide. All political leaders in the country must appreciate the potency of 
the Biafra agitation to destroy the country completely if not well addressed.

•	Listen to stakeholders and put things on ground to give the south easterners sense of 
belonging.

•	Interface between the government and the people to help solve the problem.
•	They should enlighten the people and make them understand that their grievance can be 

resolved through dialogue and not violence.
•	They should repent and stop deceiving the people they claim to lead. They should stop keeping 

silent, they must start speaking the truth and nothing but the truth.
•	They should unite and negotiate with the agitators, they should empower the young people 

and keep them gainfully employed.
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What would you want political leaders and leaders of thought to do to address the agitation 
for Biafra?

Long term measures
•	Assist the Biafra struggle. They should support the Biafra agitation for independence, recog-

nize the rights and freedom of South East.
•	Dialogue with IPOB and release detained members of the movement.
•	Reintegrate the South East properly and provide for the people, economically and otherwise.
•	Call for referendum.
•	Champion the course for dialogue.
•	Educate their constituents on the prospects of the Biafran republic. 
•	Political leaders from the South East should return all the stolen public funds in their custody 

and channel them to the agitation for Biafra.
•	Give us freedom like what happened in the European Union.
•	Political leaders who have eaten our tomorrow for their today must voluntarily vomit them 

before the people would lynch them, and all the recovered funds should be channeled to infra-
structural and agricultural development.

•	They have lost their position in the struggle for Biafra, but if they decide to join the struggle 
now, we may be merciful and consider them, that is all we can do under the circumstances.

•	They should build a sustainable relationship with their constituents. There should be in con-
stant interaction, leading to harmonization of interest and effective representation at all levels 
of government. That way, Igbos will not be alienated.

•	They should deliver on their electioneering promises and stop eating the future of the people. 
Shun corruption and use public resources for public good.

•	They should desist from instigating the people, especially youths, to agitate.
•	They should identify with the interest and aspirations of the people.
•	Join voices with IPOB and MASSOB to address issues of marginalization.
•	Sensitize and mobilize the people for a peaceful resolution of the issue.

Responses recorded in Boxes 4 and 5 relate to what the respondents want the CSOs and 
Nigeria’s development partners to do. Most of the respondents would like the two groups 
to play stronger advocacy role to resolve the Biafra separatism. The advocacy role suggested 
by the respondents has four distinct dimensions. The first is human rights advocacy, and this 
entails persuading the government to “stop the killing of Biafra agitators,” release detained 
Biafra supporters, and avoid the excessive use of force in dealing with pro-Biafra protesters. 
One respondent specifically implored the groups to “always speak out against violence, 
genocide and all forms injustice.” The second form of advocacy proposed by the respondents 
is peace advocacy, involving promotion of peace and dialogue by CSOs and development 
agencies. The respondents further want CSOs and development partners to advocate for 
broader inclusion of the South East in Nigerian society and for political restructuring in 
the country. In this direction, one respondent urged CSOs and development partners to 
“pressurize federal government to adopt a confederacy.” Lastly, some respondents wants 
CSOs and development partners to “support Biafra’s independence” as a permanent solution 
to separatist agitation. Those that share this view want the CSOs, in particular, to educate 
the populace on how to engage in peaceful separatist agitation.
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Box 4: Views of some respondents on what the CSOs should do to address Biafra 
separatism.

What would you want CSOs, including CBOs and FBOs, to do to address the agitation for 
Biafra?

Short term measures
•	Mount pressure on government for a referendum, to determine if Biafrans want to leave or 

stay in Nigeria, as done in civilized world.
•	Speak out against the marginalization of Biafra people.
•	Publicize the killings of the innocent Biafrans by the federal troops. They should look into the 

killing of Igbo and report their findings to international organizations.
•	They should have meetings with MASSOB and other agitators.
•	They should investigate the real issues surrounding the agitation and state the truth
•	Advice the federal government to stop the killing of Biafran agitators.
•	They should bring the problem to the United Nations, this will help to get peace. Draw the 

attention of the United Nations and international community to halt the ongoing killing spree 
of innocent Biafra protesters by Buhari’s administration.

•	Advocate and prevail on federal government to immediately release Nnamdi Kanu and 
thousands of others who were unlawfully arrested and detained for peace to reign and also 
work to make sure that Biafran rights to self-determination is respected.

•	CBOs, CSOs and FBOs appear to be overshadowed by the current government. They are no 
longer standing for the rights of the masses.

•	Educate the people, focus on human development, and keep the boys busy with work that is 
sustainable and profitable. They should embark on the public awareness campaigns to reorient 
the south east population.

•	Condemn government’s approach, injustice, in dealing with the agitators. CSOs should protest 
and condemn in strong terms, the genocide that is going on in the south east. FBOs should 
speak the truth and fight for it. FBOs should protest against the killings and oppression, 
CSOs should continue to condemn military extra-judicial killings of unarmed protesters.

•	They should create more awareness on the need of Biafra. They should join voices to ask the 
Nigerian government to give us Biafra.

•	Encourage agitators to maintain a peaceful approach to their course.
•	Maintain their presence during protest to ensure it doesn’t turn violence.
•	FBOs and CSOs should stop keeping quiet about what is going on in the South East, CBOs 

should engage in grassroots sensitization of the people.
•	Preach for peace and encourage dialogue.

Long term measures
•	Call on the United Nations to conduct referendum to determine the mind of Igbos in the 

incompatible marriage in Nigeria.
•	Always speak out against violence, genocide and all forms of injustice. Condemn in strong 

terms, the gross human rights abuse.
•	Engage the people through dialogue and help keep the youths busy.
•	They should be in the vanguard of protecting the agitators and other vulnerable people, they 

should publicize the killings by Nigerian army, and make the international community to 
punish them.
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What would you want CSOs, including CBOs and FBOs, to do to address the agitation for 
Biafra?
•	FBOs should be proactive in social, political and economic debates or struggles, rather than 

sitting on the fence. They should liaise with CSOs and CBOs to educate the masses and 
mobilize them for a lawful and peaceful agitation.

•	Support Biafra’s independence.
•	Prevail on federal government to release Nnamdi Kanu, advice the Nigerian government to 

allow Biafrans decide their future.
•	They should visit local communities and interact with the people and pass the people’s 

grievances to the government.
•	They should ensure that those that violated human rights are brought to justice.
•	Continuously engage the people especially the youth of the South East and help empower 

them through education and job creation. Organize seminar, workshop, enlightenment 
programmes to sensitize them on ways to eschew violence.

•	Publicize worldwide the ill-treatment being afflicted on Biafrans.

Alongside advocacy, some respondents want CSOs and development partners to investigate 
human rights abuses in the South East, monitor how the government is handling the 
pro-Biafra agitation, and ensure that perpetrators of human right abuses are brought to 
justice. Others want the groups to study the “real issues around the agitations,” and press 
the federal government to call for a referendum.

Box 5: Views of some respondents on what Nigeria’s development partners should do to 
address Biafra separatism.

What would you want international development agencies to do to address the agitation for 
Biafra?

Short term measures
•	Add their voice to achieve Biafra.
•	Ask the federal government to stop the intimidation, killings of unarmed Biafra 

agitators and release Nnamdi Kanu and others unconditionally.
•	They should find out the fundamental truth of the agitation and pressurize the 

federal government to call for referendum.
•	Caution the federal government on the high rate of killing of innocent people and 

members of Biafra.
•	Condemn the massacre of the Igbos (agitators and innocent people).
•	Deploy development programmes, aids, grants, FDIs and other developmental 

instruments to the South East region to promote infrastructural and human capital 
development.

•	Intervene in the ongoing annihilation of Igbos by the Buhari administration.
•	They should investigate the real issues around the agitations, it is not enough to bring 

development if justice and peace are not guaranteed, and the investment will be 
destroyed.

•	Pressurize federal government to adopt a confederacy.
•	To help in granting independence to Biafra, to recognize the rights of Biafrans.
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What would you want international development agencies to do to address the agitation for 
Biafra?

Long term measures
•	Assist in granting Biafrans their freedom.
•	Conduct a referendum to determine the views of Igbo on their membership in Nige-

ria.
•	Discourage government from using unnecessary force against the people.
•	Monitor how the government handles this issues so as to avoid killing of innocent 

people.
•	Use their position and prevail on the federal government to grant independence to 

Biafra.
•	Partner with NGOs and responsible state and local governments in the South East 

towards the rehabilitation of the region.

Policy implications of the study

Five major issues derivable from this study have serious policy implications. They are as 
follows:

1. Critical Moments – Critical Moments have a defining influence on separatist 
feelings. To a large extent, the sense of collective victimhood which underlies 
separatist feelings is reinforced by Critical Moments. What the foregoing implies 
is that policy makers should set up mechanisms for proper monitoring of Critical 
Moments through an effective early warning system.

2. Push separatism – What distinguishes the struggle for Biafra from other struggles 
against the Nigerian State is the tendency of Biafra supporters to pose their agitation 
as a response to the rejection by Nigeria. Biafra supporters interpret many of the 
Critical Moments as indicators of the tendency among other Nigerians to reject 
the people of the South East. To address this kind of sentiment, a well-thought 
out national reconciliation programme needs to be established. The purpose of the 
programme would be to heal the wounds of the past and bring back all those who 
feel a sense of rejection in the Nigerian State.

3. Human rights violations – Any effort to address the renewed agitation for Biafra 
may not be totally effective unless violation of the rights of Biafra supporters 
are controlled and past human rights violations investigated and addressed. The 
continued violation of the rights of Biafra supporters might embolden them and 
offer them a basis to appeal for wider support.

4. Inter-generational relations – The widening inter-generational differences in South 
East Nigeria and its potential to further fragment the society call for concern. The 
breakdown of inter-generational relations holds serious consequences for social 
cohesion, peace building and development. The government and other actors can 
respond to this development by undertaking serious confidence building measures 
such as regular interaction and dialogue between leaders of the South East states 
and the people, particularly, the youths.
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5. Economic frustration – Frustrations arising from blocked economic opportunities 
both within and outside the South East are part of the critical elements underlying 
the deep sense of collective victimhood and separatist feeling among the people of 
the region. Addressing the renewed agitation for Biafra entails development of well-
thought out economic revitalization programme involving the government as well 
as the private sector.

Recommendations

1. The Nigerian government should establish an independent commission of 
inquiry to conduct a transparent, comprehensive, and impartial investigation into 
alleged unlawful killings and other human rights abuses of Biafra supporters. The 
Commission should include, among others, representatives of the pro-Biafra groups 
such as MASSOB and IPOB, international and national human rights groups, and 
the UN Special Rapporteur on Extra-Judicial Killings. The investigation should 
focus on determining:
•	 The identity of all those that were allegedly killed or abused and the 

circumstances under which their human rights were violated; and
•	 The identity of those that were directly involved in the killings and abuses and 

the circumstances under which the alleged violations of human rights were 
carried out.

2. The Nigerian government should prosecute without delay and in accordance with 
international fair trial standards all those implicated in the killing and abuse of 
Biafra supporters.

3. The Nigerian government should conduct quick, open and fair trial of Biafra 
agitators in detention.

4. The Nigerian government should set up a high-level Peace and Reconciliation 
Commission to engage with pro-Biafra groups with a view to devising an effective 
approach to the resolution of the agitation for Biafra. The Commission should 
undertake consultations with state governments and other relevant stakeholders 
with a view of encouraging them to buy into the peace initiative and identify the 
specific role they would play in the reconciliation process. The core objectives of the 
Commission should include:
•	 To provide a platform for pro-Biafra groups to express their grievances, and for 

the government to channel them to the appropriate quarters for redress.
•	 To relate the relevant grievances to the government’s reform programme, 

including legal and constitutional reforms.
•	 To develop a compendium of quick intervention measures by different actors 

including federal, state, and local governments, to address the grievances 
underlying the agitation for Biafra.

•	 To formulate mechanisms for monitoring and evaluating how redressive 
measures recommended are implemented.
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5. To support the process of reconciliation, the Nigerian government should tone 
down its threats of use of force against pro-Biafra protesters, apply force with 
utmost restraint and only in extreme situations, and prosecute violent protesters 
according to the due process of law.

6. The governments and leaders of the five South East states should establish an 
economic revitalization scheme that would complement the interventions by 
the federal government and other stakeholders. As a first step in this direction, 
platforms on which South East leaders could meet and undertake consultation, 
such as the South East Governors’ Forum, South East Legislators’ Forum, and 
the South East Traditional Rulers Council, should be established, revived or 
strengthened. Furthermore, promising economic initiatives, such as the South East 
Nigeria Economic Commission (SENEC), should be revisited and actualized. 
The governments of the South East states should as a matter of urgency come up 
with realistic job creation plans, including measures geared towards improving the 
investment climate of the region to attract private sector enterprises.

7. Nigeria’s development partners should issue public and private statements 
denouncing excessive use of force against and human rights abuses of pro-Biafra 
supporters, and call on the Nigeria government to hold abusive security agents 
accountable.

8. Nigeria’s development partners should provide targeted funding and technical 
assistance to support initiatives aimed at improving the economic conditions in 
the South East and addressing the grievances of pro-Biafra groups.

9. In an environment of tense partisanship, the agitation for Biafra could become a 
basis for partisan mobilization. Partisan political interests could hijack the agitation 
and use it to achieve political ends. Party leaders should therefore be thoughtful in 
the way they engage with the issue of Biafra separatism. In particular, they should 
moderate their rhetoric and engage in speech acts that promote peace rather than 
fuel the agitation. Furthermore, they should increasingly move towards bi-partisan 
position on issues raised by Biafra agitators. 

10. Igbo leaders who support separation should tone down their rhetoric.
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APPENDIX

COMPILATION OF MEDIA REPORTS ON AGITATION FOR BIAFRA

S/N Source(s) of 
Information

Location  of 
Incident/
Issue

Description of  Incident/Issue

2016

1
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 18 
July 2016

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Leader of Biafra Independence Movement (BIM), 
Ralph Uwazuruike, said that pro-Biafra struggle is still 
waxing from strength to strength despite incarcera-
tions and clampdown on the agitators

2
Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 14 
July 2016

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

The Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) said efforts 
by the federal government to set up committee to look 
into their agitations without the release of their leader 
Nnamdi Kanu will be fruitless

3
Daily Sun, 
Friday, 8 July 
2016

Nkpor, Idemili 
South LGA, 
Anambra 
State

Igbo Women Worldwide conducted a traditional mass 
burial for pro-Biafra protesters killed during the Biafra 
Day Celebration in May 2016 at Nkpor

4
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 20 
June 2016

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

IPOB pledged support for the Niger Delta Avengers 
claiming that the militant group is “fighting for the 
freedom of the South East people”.

5
Saturday Sun, 
Saturday, 18 
June 2016

IPOB National Coordinator, Chidiebere Onwudiwe, 
said no amount of repression by security agencies will 
stop the group from continuing their “freedom fight”. 

6
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 15 
June 2016

Ikom, Cross 
River State The JTF and police arrested 10 leaders of MASSOB

7
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday 1 
June 2016

Abuja

House of Representatives mandated its Committees 
on Human Rights, National Security and Intelligence 
to investigate alleged killing of pro-Biafra protesters by 
security agents

8
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday 1 
June 2016

Abuja IGP orders immediate arrest and disbarment of IPOB 
members in Anambra and Delta states.

9
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 1 
June 2016

Abuja

Deputy Senate President, Ike Ekweremadu, con-
demned the killing of pro-Biafra protesters by security 
agents and called on the Senate to treat the issue under 
matter of urgent national importance

10
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 1 
June 2016

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Ohanaeze Youth Council (OYC) threatened to drag 
the Nigerian Army to the International Criminal 
Court at The Hague for alleged genocide
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Information

Location  of 
Incident/
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Description of  Incident/Issue

11
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 1 
June 2016

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Enugu State Police Command arraigned 13 suspected 
Biafra supporters to Enugu North Magistrate’s Court 
on charges of belonging to unlawful society and taking 
part in an unlawful assembly

12
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 1 
June 2016

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

Ebonyi State Police Command charged 92 MAS-
SOB members to magistrate’s court for belonging to 
unlawful society and possession of items calling for the 
declaration of Biafra

13
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 1 
June 2016

Owerri, Imo 
State

Imo State Police Command said it had released all 
the citizens arrested in Owerri alongside members of 
IPOB and MASSOB

14
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 1 
June 2016

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

IPOB condemned the killing of its unarmed members 
and other pro-Biafra agitators at Nkpor and Onitsha. 
It denied allegations that its members used weapons 
against the police.

15
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 1 
June 2016

Abuja
Inspector-General of Police (IGP), Solomon  Arase, 
directed immediate disarming of members of pro-Bi-
afra groups operating with firearms

16
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 1 
June 2016

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

82nd Division of the Nigerian Army confirmed that 
its officers killed five pro-Biafra protesters, wounded 
eight, and arrested nine others. The Division main-
tained that its officers acted in self-defense.

17
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 20 
January 2016

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Ohanaeze Youth Council (OYC) condemned the 
frequent killings of pro-Biafra protesters by security 
agencies.

18
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 20 
January 2016

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Enugu State Police Command arrested eight pro-Bi-
afra protesters for “conducting themselves in a manner 
likely to breach public peace”.

19
Vanguard, 
Wednesday, 20 
January 2016

Umuahia, 
Abia State

Magistrate’s Court in Umuahia granted bail to 26 
pro-Biafra protesters charged with conspiracy to com-
mit felony and belonging to an unlawful society

20
Vanguard, 
Tuesday, 19 
January 2016

Aba, Abia 
State

A joint team of police and the army killed 8 people 
and injured about 30 others during a protest for the 
release of Nnamdi Kanu

21
Vanguard, 
Tuesday, 19 
January 2016

Asaba, Delta 
State

Pro-Biafra protesters demanding the release of IPOB 
leader, Nnamdi Kanu, marched through major streets 
in Asaba disrupting vehicular movement
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2015

1

Saturday Sun, 
Saturday, 19 
December 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Security agents killed five Biafra supporters celebrating 
the release of IPOB leader, Nnamdi Kanu, during a 
clash.

2
The Guardian, 
Friday, 18 De-
cember 2015

Abuja
Federal High Court Abuja granted IPOB leader, 
Nnamdi Kanu, an unconditional release after hearing a 
bail application filed by the activist

3
The Guardian, 
Friday, 18 De-
cember 2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Soldiers allegedly killed five IPOB members and 
injured 30 others celebrating purported news of the 
release of IPOB leader, Nnamdi Kanu

4

The Guardian, 
Thursday, 17 
December 
2015

Alaba, Lagos 
State

IPOB members disrupted vehicular movement and 
economic activities at the Alaba International Market, 
Ojo LGA, Lagos State

5
Vanguard, 
Friday, 11 De-
cember 2015

Enugu, Enugu 
State

MASSOB said it will not participate in any dialogue 
with the federal government unless IPOB leader, 
Nnamdi Kanu, is released and made part of the dia-
logue. The group maintained that any dialogue without 
Nnamdi Kanu would not yield fruits. 

6

Sunday Van-
guard, Sunday, 
6 December 
2015

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

Police arrested four MASSOB members during a 
protest by Biafra supporters in Abakaliki

7

Sunday Van-
guard, Sunday, 
6 December 
2015

Enugu, Enugu 
State

MASSOB warned Igbo leaders not to represent the 
group in any dialogue with the federal government, 
stating that “any Igbo leader who represents the group 
in any meeting with the federal government without 
its consent will be disgraced”.

8

Sunday Van-
guard, Sunday, 
6 December 
2015

Abuja
Nigerian military said it intervened in pro-Biafra pro-
tests because the protesters violently attacked innocent 
citizens.

9

Vanguard, 
Thursday, 3 
December 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Protesting IPOB members blocked the Niger Bridge, 
obstructing vehicular movements in and out of Onit-
sha

10

Vanguard, 
Thursday, 3 
December 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

The Joint Task Force ( JTF) killed nine of the pro-
testers and injured 18 others, while two police officers 
were reportedly killed during a protest
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11

Vanguard, 
Thursday, 3 
December 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Inspector General of Police disclosed that about 137 
pro-Biafra protesters have been arrested and were 
undergoing prosecution

12

The Guardian, 
Thursday, 3 
December 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Soldiers allegedly killed four IPOB members in an 
attempt to break protest by the group

13

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 24 
November 
2016

Abuja
Federal High Court Abuja granted the Department 
of State Security an order to detain IPOB leader, 
Nnamdi Kanu, for another 90 days

14

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 24 
November 
2016

Aba, Abia 
State

Biafra supporters marched the streets of Aba in 
support of detained IPOB leader, Nnamdi Kanu.

15

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 24 
November 
2016

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB organized a protest march in support of 
detained IPOB leader, Nnamdi Kanu. 

16

Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 19 
November 
2016

Aba, Abia 
State

Biafra supporters called for closed down of markets in 
Aba in solidarity with detained IPOB leader, Nnamdi 
Kanu.

17

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 17 
November 
2016

Ikeja, Lagos 
State

Nigerian military advised Biafra supporters to desist 
from such acts of felony and warned that the force will 
use minimal force to prevent pro-Biafra protests.

18

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 17 
November 
2016

Umuahia, 
Abia State

Pro-Biafra protesters marched through major streets of 
Umuahia to protest the continuing detention of IPOB 
leader, Nnamdi Kanu. Among the protesters were 
mother and sister of the detained activist. 

19

Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 
11 November 
2015

Port Harcourt, 
Rivers State

Soldiers shot at least three pro-Biafra supporters 
protesting in Port Harcourt. Rivers State government 
condemned demonstrations by the pro-Biafra group 
and asked  the police to assist in maintaining peace

20

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 10 
November 
2015

Aba, Abia 
State

A large number of  IPOB supporters locked down Aba 
in protest against the continued detention of Nnamdi 
Kanu
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21

The Guard-
ian,  Tuesday, 
10 November 
2015

Owerri, Imo 
State

Governor of Imo State, Rochas Okorocha, said he had 
taken steps to arrange a meeting of South East gover-
nors and chieftains of the Ohaneze Ndigbo to address 
the pro-Biafra agitation

22

The Guard-
ian,  Tuesday, 
10 November 
2015

Aba, Abia 
State

Pro-Biafra protesters organized a football match in 
Aba and marched through major street of the city 
wearing T-shirts marked Biafra

23
Sunday Sun, 
Sunday, 8 No-
vember 2015

Aba, Abia 
State

IPOB members marched round major streets of Aba 
in protest over continued detention of their leader

24
Sunday Sun, 
Sunday, 8 No-
vember 2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

IPOB members marched through major streets in 
Onitsha demanding the release of their leader, Nnamdi 
Kanu.

25
Sunday Sun, 
Sunday, 8 No-
vember 2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Civil Liberties Organization condemned the killing of 
unarmed people by security agents during a pro-Biafra 
protest in Onitsha

26

Saturday Sun,  
Saturday 7 
November 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

State vigilante group killed one pro-Biafra protester 
and injured three others during demonstration orga-
nized by IPOB

27

Saturday Sun,  
Saturday 7 
November 
2015

Yenagoa, 
Bayelsa State

Police arrested about 100 MASSOB members Mbia-
ma as they were protesting the continued detention of 
IPOB leader, Nnamdi Kanu

28

The Guard-
ian,   Saturday, 
7 November 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

The Police  restrained over 20,000 IPOB members 
who gathered at Chief Odumegwu Ojukwu’s statue 
by Niger Bridge Head chanting and dancing Biafran 
songs

29
The Guardian, 
7 November 
2015

Yenagoa, 
Bayelsa State

Bayelsa State Police Command arrested 83 members 
of IPOB member, amongst them 78 males and 5 
females

30

Daily Sun, 
Monday, 2 
November 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

National Treasurer of Ohaneze Ndigbo, Damian 
Okeke Ogene called on the federal government to 
negotiate with MASSOB stating that his organization 
does not have control over the group

31
Sunday Sun, 
Sunday, 1 No-
vember 2015

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Secretary General of Ohaneze Ndigbo, Joe Nwaorgu, 
said the continued agitation for Biafra indicates that 
“all is not well” – dissatisfaction of the Igbo with “how 
Nigeria has been going on since after the war”
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32
Sunday Sun, 
Sunday, 1 No-
vember 2015

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

Campaign for Democracy (CD) urged President 
Muhammadu Buhari to set up Commission of Inquiry 
to investigate alleged killing of 2,338 MASSOB 
members since the formation of the movement in 
1999

33

Sunday Van-
guard, Sunday, 
25 October 
2015

Port Harcourt, 
Rivers State

Rivers State Police Command charged 20 pro-Biafra 
protesters to a magistrate court for treasonable felony

34

Sunday Van-
guard, Sunday, 
25 October 
2015

Umuahia, 
Abia State

Police used teargas to disperse a group of women 
protesting the arrest of IPOB leader, Nnamdi Kanu

35
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 21 
October 2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Police killed four IPOB members and injured 15 
others during a protest organized by the group

36
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 21 
October 2015

Port Harcourt, 
Rivers State

Pro-Biafra protesters disrupted vehicular and human 
traffic as the marched through major streets of Port 
Harcourt, Oyingbo and Ogoni 

37
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 21 
October 2015

Asaba, Delta 
State

Security agents prevented pro-Biafra protesters from 
gaining access to the Government House during a 
demonstration by the group

38

Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 17 
September 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Police arrested 18 MASSOB members for allegedly 
holding a parish priest hostage and forcing him to 
conduct mass to mark MASSOB anniversary

39

Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 17 
September 
2015

Umuahia, 
Abia State

Campaign for Democracy (CD) demanded the release 
of more than 40 MASSOB members arrested by the 
police during an anniversary thanksgiving service in 
Onitsha

40

Daily Sun, 
Monday, 14 
September 
2015

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Police killed two MASSOB members and arrested 
about 200 others during MASSOB anniversary 
celebration

41
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 1 
July 2015

MASSOB gave the Nigeria police three-day 
ultimatum to release all its members detained across 
the country

42
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 1 
July 2015

Nsukka, Enu-
gu State

Police arrested MASSOB members with Biafran/
MASSOB plate numbers
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43
The Guardia, 
Tuesday, 19  
May 2015

Enugu, Enugu 
State

MASSOB appealed to President Goodluck Jonathan 
to order the release of 35 of its members detained at 
Enugu, Awka, and Onitsha prisons

44 Daily Sun, 14 
March 2015

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

Police used  teargas to disrupt protest by MASSOB 
members demanding the resignation of INEC 
Chairman, Attahiru Jega

45 Daily Sun, 14 
March 2015

Aba, Abia 
State

Soldiers used  horse whip to beat MASSOB members 
during a protest to  demand for the resignation of 
INEC Chairman, Attahiru Jega

46 Daily Sun, 14 
March 2015

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Protest by MASSOB members demanding the 
resignation of INEC Chairman, Attahiru Jega, 
disrupted vehicular movement

47 Daily Sun, 5 
March 2015

Awka , Anam-
bra State

Officers from Nigeria Police,  Achalla Division, Awka 
North LGA raided the offices of MASSOB and 
carted away items belonging to the group

2014

1
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 25 
August 2014

Owerri, Imo 
State

MASSOB warned police against defying a court order 
to arrest of its leader, Ralph Uwazurike

2
Saturday Sun, 
Saturday, 23 
August 2014

Owerri, Imo 
State

An Owerri High Court granted an injunction 
restraining the Police from arresting MASSOB leader, 
Ralph Uwazurike.

3
Daily Sun, Fri-
day, 22 August 
2014

Owerri, Imo 
State

Imo State Police Command summoned MASSOB 
leader, Ralph Uwazuruike, to explain the disturbances 
by MASSOB members that led to the death of four 
people

4
Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 21 
August 2014

Okwe, Onui-
mo LGA, Imo 
State

Four people were killed following a clash between rival 
factions of MASSOB

5
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 4 
August 2014

Aba, Abia 
State

MASSOB called on the federal government to pay 
reparation to the Igbo for the massacre they suffered 
during the Biafran civil war

6
Saturday Sun, 
Saturday, 31 
May 2014

Owerri, Imo 
State

Large number of Biafra supporters gathered at Owerri 
to commemorate Biafran Day

7
The Nation, 
Thursday, 17 
April 2014

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB advised Ndigbo in the North to return to 
the South East as the North is no longer safe. The 
group expressed concern that persons posing as Fulani 
herdsmen have invaded Onitsha and its environs. 
Meanwhile, an Onitsha Chief Magistrate Court 
granted bail to nine MASSOB members
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8
The Nation, 
Tuesday, 1 
April 2014

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Five Biafra Zionist Movement members were 
arraigned at Enugu Magistrate Court in connection 
with the attack on Enugu Government House on 8 
March 2014

9
The Nation,  
Tuesday, 25 
March 2014

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Enugu State Police Command declared leader of 
Biafra Zionist Federation (BZF), Ben Onwuka, 
wanted for treasonable felony in connection with the 
invasion of Enugu State Government House

10
The Nation,  
Tuesday, 18 
March 2014

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

Ebonyi State High Court Abakaliki ordered the police 
to pay MASSOB the sum of two million Naira in 
compensation for illegally raiding its office

11
The Nation, 
Wednesday, 12 
March 2014

Enugu, Enugu 
State

MASSOB denied claims by the Police that it carried 
out attacks at Enugu Government House

12
The Nation, 
Tuesday, 11 
March 2014

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Enugu State Police Commissioner said the attempted 
invasion of Enugu State Government House was 
carried out by MASSOB

13
The Nation, 
Sunday, 9 
March 2014

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Security agents killed one person and arrested three 
other following attempts by armed men to invade the 
Enugu State Government House 

14
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 12 
February 2014

Nnewi, Anam-
bra State

MASSO said it has developed a blueprint for the 
realization of new Biafran government

15
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 10 
February 2014

Aba, Abia 
state

MASSOB members protested indiscriminate arrests 
and unlawful detention by the police

16
The Nation, 
Wednesday, 29 
January 2014

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB members and traders  clashed at the 
Mgbuka Market resulting in injury and hospitalization 
of six people

17
The Nation, 
Tuesday, 21 
January 2014

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB demanded the release of bodies of three of 
its members allegedly killed by soldiers during a raid 
on its office at Onitsha-Owerri Road

2013

1
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 15 
July 2013

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

One person was allegedly killed while several others 
were injured when MASSOB members invaded the 
torture camp of the AIYO

2
Sunday Sun, 
Sunday, 9 June 
2013

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Two MASSOB members killed and several others 
wounded when the police tried to forcefully break the 
movement’s sit-at-home order
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3
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 5 
June 2013

Idemili LGA, 
Anambra 
State

Ten MASSOB members holding rally to mobilize 
support for the 8 June sit-at-home order were injured 
and arrested by the police

4
Saturday Sun,  
Saturday, 11 
May 2013

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

Nine MASSOB members who were among the 14 
arrested at Nkwoagu near Abakaliki were charged for 
alleged conspiracy to commit felony and remanded in 
Abakaliki federal prisons

5
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 8 
May 2013

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

14 MASSOB members travelling to Okwe in Okigwe 
LGA for their national meeting were reportedly 
arrested  by soldiers  at a check point in Nkwoagu 
along Abakaliki-Afikpo Road and were later moved to 
SCID Abakaliki 

6
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 24 
April 2013

Onitsha 
North, Anam-
bra State

MASSOB disclosed that over 20 of its members were 
arrested by security agents in Oyi LGA while having 
their normal meeting

7
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 24 
April 2013

Onitsha 
North, Anam-
bra State

MASSOB threatened to “shut down the country” 
if the federal government makes good its threat 
to prosecute its leader, Ralph Uwazuruike, with 
treasonable offence

8
Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 23 
April 2013

Enugu, Enugu 
State

MASSOB declared 8 June every year as sit-at-home 
day to mark what it termed the unlawful slaughtering 
of Igbo people in Nigeria

9
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 22 
April 2013

Awka, Anam-
bra State

Alliance for Igbo Youths (AIY) said Nigeria will 
experience mayhem if MASSOB leader, Ralph 
Uwazurike, is tried for treason

10
Saturday Sun,  
Saturday, 20 
April 2013

Abuja

The Supreme Court rejected an appeal by MASSOB 
seeking the nullification of treason charges against 
leader of the movement, Ralph Uwazuruike, and six 
other members of the group

11
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 17 
April 2013

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

12 people were injured following a fight between 
MASSOB members and members of the Association 
of Igbo Youth (AIYO) in Anambra State

12
Saturday Sun,  
Saturday, 30 
March 2013

Umuahia, 
Abia State

MASSOB said two out of four of their members 
abducted during a police raid in their office in Ajata 
Okwuru area of Ibeku, Umuahia North LGA, Abia 
State are still missing

13 Daily Sun, 30 
March 2013

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

A clashed between members of the Association of 
Igbo Youths (AIYO) and MASSOB members result in 
disruption of public peace. The altercation was resolved 
following the intervention of security agents
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14
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 27 
March 2013

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

MASSOB declared the sit-at-home protest on 8 June 
each year in the entire area of Biafra

15
Daily sun, 
Tuesday, 26 
March 2013

Nsukka, Enu-
gu State

MASSOB leaders in Nsukka area, Kenneth Fidelis 
and Omeke James, said agitation for a separate Biafran 
nation is strictly based on the challenges facing the 
Igbo nation as a result of the killings in the North

16
Daily Sun,  
Wednesday, 20 
March 2013

Umuahia, 
Abia State

Following the arrest of four MASSOB members by 
Abia State Police Command, leaders and members 
of the movement stormed Umuahia demanding the 
release, within 24 hours, of their detained members

17
Saturday Sun,  
Saturday, 9 
March 2013

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB declared 8 June 2013 as Biafra public 
holiday in memory of “Apo 6” killed at Abuja

18
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 13 
February 2013

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB stated that bodies found floating on Ezu 
River in Awka North LGA were those of its members

19
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 13 
February 2013

Awka North 
LGA, Anam-
bra State

MASSOB threatened to drag Anambra State Police 
Command before the International Court of Justice 
(ICJ) over alleged killing of their members

20
Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 12 
February 2013

Awka North 
LGA, Anam-
bra State

Police denied allegations by MASSOB that corpses 
found at Ezu River were those of members of the 
movement

21
Daily Sun, Fri-
day, 25 January 
2013

Awka North 
LGA, Anam-
bra State

Four more bodies suspected to be those of MASSOB 
members surfaced on Ezu River, two days after police 
evacuated 18 bodies floating on the river

22
Daily Sun, Fri-
day, 25 January 
2013

Enugu, Enugu 
State

Biafra Zionist Movement (BZM)  leader, Ben 
Onwuka, announced his intention to inaugurate 
Biafran government on 20 February 2013

23
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 7 
January 2013

Owerri, Imo 
State

Parents and relations of the popular Apo 6 victims of  
extra-judicially by the police visited MASSOB leader, 
Ralph Uwazurike, and complained about difficulties of 
obtaining justice for their slain relatives

24
Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 1 
January 2013

Aba, Abia 
State

MASSOB warned the police against indiscriminate 
arrest of its members during the yuletide
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2012

1

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 25 
September 
2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

The new Commander of 302 Artillery Regiment of 
the Nigerian Army, Lt. Col. Taritimiye Gagariga, said 
MASSOB is an illegal organization and wondered 
why such a group could make demands and issue 
warning to soldiers

2

Daily Sun, 
Friday, 21 Sep-
tember 2012

Enugu, Enugu 
state

Biafra Zionist Movement (BZM) said it is determined 
to go ahead with the 5 November declarations of 
the Republic of Biafra, and that the date will not be 
changed

3

Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 20 
September 
2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra state

Soldiers attached to the 302 Artillery Regiment, 
Onitsha allegedly stormed a hospital where MASSOB 
members were receiving treatment and beat them 
up. Following the incident, MASSOB warned the 
Nigerian Army to desist from attacking its members

4

Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 
5 September 
2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB demanded the release of four of its 
members, including the regional administrator, Chief 
Arinze Igbani, arrested by the security agents. The 
group warned soldiers in Onitsha not to provoke its 
members.

5

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 4 
September 
2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB appealed to federal government to release 
six of its members jailed for six months each by an 
Asaba Chief Magistrate Court

6
Saturday Sun,  
Saturday, 21 
July 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB raised alarm over an alleged plot by agents 
of Anambra State government to attack its members 
and burn Biafran flag

7
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 18 
July 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB disassociated itself from plans by a pro-
Biafra group, Biafran Zionist Movement, to declare a 
sovereign Biafran Republic on 5 November 2012

8
Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 12 
July 2012

Awka, Anam-
bra State

Four MASSOB members were released after nine days 
of detention in police and prison custody. The men 
were released on bail granted by Federal High Court 
Awka

9
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 11 
July 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

6 people were wounded and one Mitsubishi bus set 
ablaze following a clash between  MASSOB members 
and Anambra State Special Task Force against street 
trading, known as Ndi Mpiawazu

10
Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 3 
July2012

Owerri, Imo 
State

MASSOB said over 200 Igbos have been killed in 
Kano and Kaduna states within the last two months. 
The movement wants the killings to stop
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11
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 27 
June 2012

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

MASSOB called the Nigerian Army and Ebonyi State 
government to stop the beating of its members by 
army officers

12
Daily Sun, 
Friday, 8 June 
2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB called for the release of four members 
arrested by the police on murder charges

13
Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 7 
June 2012

Nnewi, Anam-
bra State

MASSOB threatened to unleashed mayhem of Boko 
Haram proportions, if security agents continue to 
detain their members after 48 hours. The group said 40 
members, as well as buses and motorcycles belonging 
to it were detained at the Special Anti-Robbery Squad 
(SARS).

14
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 6 
June 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

11 MASSOB members were killed and up to 500 
others arrested following a raid on the groups offices 
by the police and State Security Services

15
Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 29 
May 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB  accused the police of braking into their 
warehouse located at 80 Awka road Onitsha and 
looting their belongings

16
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 28 
May 2012

Aba, Abia 
State

19 MASSOB members were arrested by the police 
for allegedly attempting to disrupt Children’s Day 
celebration

17
Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 24 
May 2012

Nsukka, Enu-
gu State

Five MASSOB members were arrested at Ofulonu 
Junction along Ogurugu Road for allegedly 
performing the duties of traffic wardens

18
Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 22 
May 2012

Ezzamgbo,  
Ohaukwu 
LGA, Ebonyi 
State

Three MASSOB members were declared missing 
and one seriously wounded after an attack by persons 
alleged to be members of a vigilance outfit from 
Obodo-Akpu in Ezzamgbo community

19
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 14 
May 2012

Asaba, Delta 
State

Following the conviction of six MASSOB members 
to six months imprisonment by an Asaba Magistrate 
Court, the group threatened to declare nationwide 
demonstrations to press for the release of its convicted 
members

20
Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 10 
May 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB instituted legal action against Anambra 
State Police Command for allegedly killing some of its 
members. The group condemned the recent conviction 
of its members by an Asaba Magistrate Court

21
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 9 
May 2012

Abakaliki, 
Ebony State

Following growing insecurity in Ebonyi State, 
MASSOB said it has deployed men to strengthen 
security in the state. It gave hoodlums in the state 
48-hours to leave or face strong action by the group 
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22
Daily Sun, 
Thursday, 26 
April 2012

Awka, Anam-
bra State

MASSOB advised hoodlums residing in Awka to 
leave the capital city or be ready to face their doom

23
Sunday Sun, 
Sunday, 5 Feb-
ruary 2012

Asaba, Delta 
State

Nine MASSOB members who were on solidarity visit 
to a detained  fellow member were arrested by the 
police for wearing the organization’s regalia

24
Daily Sun, Fri-
day, 27 January 
2012

Abakaliki, 
Ebonyi State

MASSOB warned that violent repression of the group 
by the Nigerian military might force it to adopt violent 
tactics in self-defense

25
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 25 
January 2012

Enugu, Enugu 
State

82 Division of Nigerian Army denied reports that its 
men killed three MASOOB members and arrested 46 
others in Onitsha

26
Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 24 
January 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB gave the Nigerian army 48-hour ultimatum 
to release its members arrested by the force.

27
Daily Sun, 
Monday, 23 
January 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

MASSOB said soldiers killed three of its members on 
their way to attend planning meeting for the burial of 
late Biafran leader, Chukwuemeka Ojukwu. The group 
also alleged that 46 others were arrested at a different 
location in Onitsha.

28
Daily Sun, 
Wednesday, 18 
January 2012

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Anambra State Police Command arrested 23 
MASSOB members chanting freedom songs. The 
Command said it had concluded arrangement to 
charge the men to court  for unlawful protest

2011

1

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 31 
May 2011

Owerri, Imo 
State

Three MASSOB members were killed and about 70 
buses were destroyed during protest to mark the 44th 
anniversary of the declaration of Biafra. No fewer than 
300 MASSOB members were reportedly arrested by 
the police following the incident.

2

Daily Sun, 
Tuesday, 19 
April 2011

Owerri, Imo 
State

MASSOB said it will avenge the death of Igbos killed 
in Northern Nigeria following the 2011 post-election 
violence. The group frowned at the violence which 
followed the presidential election. 

3
Saturday Sun,  
Saturday, 22 
January 2011

Onitsha, 
Anambra 
State

Over 100 MASSOB members were arrested by the 
police. The policemen swooped on the MASSOB 
members bearing the movement’s  flag and banners
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