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MARITIME SURVEILLANCE AND ENFORCEMENT |
GALORE IN NIGERIA: A COMPROMISE OF STATE SOVERS-Lnon
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By

Abdulkadir O. Abdulrazaq, (Ph.d)"

Abstract _
;g:ivf;eii‘;ozog;lp?g;gﬁi u;ose:ls)omedtfiade is one qf the ‘most vital engines
over. Coastlines. tersitorial w:terir h§ lelm evelopment in recent times the world 4
ey i e w’orld g lgh seas and ports depend to a large extent on %

. ; . € domain. However, the serious threats posed to global =
order by th.e 1nte§'nat10nal terrorism, piracy, oil theft and bunkering to mention buta =
few have given rise to overriding and all important national security concerns among
the port states. In response to these challenges, some states have increased their =
strategies with the establishment of maritime security enforcement forces like &
United States Coast Guard (USCG), Nigerian Maritime Administration and Safety
Agency (NIMASA), Malaysian Maritime Enforcement Agency (MMEA) in &
Malaysia, etc. to address the problem. Conversely, Nigerian government has now =
changed the policy and firmed-out enforcement and surveillance activities in the &
entire Nigerian maritime domain to a private security company. This research &
investigates the issye of privatising enforcement and surveillance mechanisms
maritime sector in other jurisdictions to consider the appropriateness or otherwise inZ
Nigeria situation. This paper argues that the issue of maritime enforcement and$
surveillance goes beyond the activities of private individual and besides, the poli_g‘
usurps the constitutional powers of the legislature which es@ap\‘ished NIMASA
fhrough an Act of National Assembly as well as the responsibility of navy.:

paper also ointained that concession of maritime enforcement and enforcem

Privaie security company 1s 2 tote) misunderstending of the use of privale s
company N MAriime practice and by 0 doing, 1 2AnOuMS 10 2 COmpt
aationa) sovercign in the hands of privale persons Whose aniecedents A

Introduction o . =
Maritime commerce is no doubt significant in world’s economic develog

international shipping industry for a very long time in the world’s histor§
been playing major role in the world trade and economy. In fact, it has bee
that 95% of world cargo is being transported through maritime trade-lf

ports daily.The above estimation almost represents the impact of\s“' |

1 vt v~ svvven s n w1 * A\ TP WL s i we =i —m A
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in all tpe countn'?s with' advantage of the seas like Nigeria, U.S.A, Malaysia
Indonesia, Australia, Brazil to mzention but a few. No doubt, world trade is largel):
depended on maritime transport, hence maritime industries contribute in no small
measure to the world’s economy.

As cguld be expected of any other business enterprises, the issue of Asymmetric
s?curlty threats has been a serious challenge to the world’s fleet.® These range from
high sea robbery, piracy, terrorism, oil theft, etc. which at long-run affects on the
progress of the international economy. Importantly, apart from the provision of
security personnel designated to maintain peace and order as ‘well as the
enforcement and surveillance in the high seas by various governments of coastal
states, §hippers have also been engaging the service of the private security
companies as guards to their ships in the cause of navigating through seas. The
services often render by private security companies to shippers include tracking of
ships, safeguarding the ships and crew, recovery of hijacked ships, negotiation for
shippers in case of hostage, etc. Although, countries like Australia, Malaysia,
Indonesia, Singapore and even U.S are averseto the strategy on the strength that the
policy would aggravate the volatile ocean like straits of Malacca® and bringsabout
proliferation of weapons.GThe strait of Malacca is considered volatile because of
series of unrest which have been recorded in the realm. In its supposed bid to follow
suit of the practice that is mainly adopted by shippers, Nigeria government engages
the service of a private security company for the purpose of maritime enforcement
and surveillance, the move that is antithetical to the spirit of the establishment of

navy and probably the first world ever.
( 3

It is against the above background that this paper examines the concept of
privatisation and its goals in economic drive of a given country. The paper also
considers the suitability of privatisation in maritime sector especially in the light of

Hong, N, “Maritime Trade Development in Asia; A Need for Regional Maritime Security
Cooperation in the South China Sea”, in W. Shicun and Z. Keyuan (eds), Maritime Security in the
South China Sea: Regional Implications and International Cooperation, (England, Ashgate
Publishing Ltd, 2009), 39.
*Xu, I'(, Myth and Reality: The Rise and Fall of Contemporary Maritime Piracy in the South China
Sea, in W. Shicun and Z. Keyuan (eds), Maritime Security in the South China Sea: Regional
{%g(liicctztﬁns and International Cooperation, (England, Ashgate Publishing Ltd, 2009); 84-85.

id at 41. '
SLiss, C, “The Privatisation of Maritime Security- Maritime Security in South ia:
rock and a hard place?:’ ' Working Paper No.141 Pt'Zbruary ;S(S)EI,A SIZ;ISItztl:Y:enaz
v_vm\_/ava”‘.,abr;;.r:t;gdoc.:/h!edu,gpép:nbtl_:)catlonglﬂp/m!41,p' df accessed on 6 July, 14. This material is also
i http://www japanfocus.org/-Carolin-Liss/24446 July, 14. See also N. Hong, above note 2

6 S % o0 . .
Pines, D. L,"Maritime Piracy: Changes in U.S. Law Needed to Combat This Exceptional Threat to

National Security”, Available at http:/.www.orks,bepress.com/daniel pines/2 (Viewed on 12/02/14)
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maritime practice and depicts a weak state.

Position of the 1982 UNCLO
Broadly speaking,
the exclusive right
maritime domain i

. S on.Maritime Surveillance

S e L ety st

n pursuant to the Law of the Sea Converilt(i:olr‘lns"llfliisw ;gllgc 1ttcs>

lltllnicll:rtaflr(e sutrhvelllancg and enforcement activities may extend up to 12 Nautical

les from the b'flselme. In the exercise of such sovereign right, a coastal state
enjoys the following exclusive rights with regard to undertaking monitoring and
§urvelllance activities:

1. the economic exploitation and exploration of its Exclusive Economic Zone
(EEZ) .(these activities include exploitation and exploration of living and
non-living marine resources) which may extend up to 200 nm from the

- baseline; and

R | 8 the exploitation of the sea bed and indeed sedentary species on the

! continental shelf (this may possibly extend beyond 200 nm from the baseline

in certain circumstances).

It needs be emphasised that all states are by implication have rights to undertake
surveillance and monitoring in the high seas which the coastal state must give due
regard.m However, other states must not interfere with the exercise of the freedom
of the high seas by vessels flying a foreign flag. The above supposition and exercise
of power of sovereignty gives coastal state jurisdiction to legislate domestic law for
the purpose of carrying out surveillance, monitoring and enforcement activities

within its maritime domain.

It is generally observed that since the end of World War, the issue of traditional
maritime threats which is a major role of navy has greatly reduced the world over,
but non-traditional or asymmetric threats are on the rise yearly. Asymmetric threats
often use methods, technologies and perspectives that are significantly different to

"Murphy, M.N, “Lifeline or Pipedream? Origins, Purposes, and Benefits of Automatic Identification
System, Long-Range Identification and Tracking, and Maritime Domain Awareness”, in Herbert-
Burns .R, Bateman S, Lehr P, Lloyd’s MIU Handbook of Maritime Security, (United States of
America: CRC Press, 2009), 13. See also Shicun .W and Keyuan .Z, “Maritime Security in the
Southern China Sea: Cooperation and Implications”, in Shicun .W and Keyuan .Z, (ed), Maritime
Security in the South China Sea: Regional Implications and the International Cooperation (England:
AshgatePubishing Ltd, 2010), 3. A

8 See the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), 1982, Article 2.

? Ibid, Article 56.

1 Ibid.
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those common with regular forces and thei i :
against which they fight."'On the st:rl;lgrtflarg?‘t ;Zymto mexpti(i) N ﬁakness i
= N : : etric threats arising fr
IIMI':?;II;}G ngfefs.Wth.h 1S a:ﬁ‘ectlng shippers, states like United states, Singapo(;?:1
)"1 lla, 1gfc:lr1a, Aust.ralla, .et?‘ have established a short of coast guard fo;
;/ﬁvﬁi;mgélcg r;aflcl)rcrel'l;zltfr‘glg actlyzltle;. Specifically, Malaysia established Malaysian
it rcement Agency © w ile Nigeria on its part established Nigerian
M?Iil)tll'n;]e dAdm1m.stratlon and Maritime Agency.® These two Acts empowgr the
f}? ablishe agencies 'to carry qut sprveillance and enforcement of law activities at
helr rfe:spe(;:.tlve n}antl'me domain with the assistance of other security forces, but the
changing dimension in tl}e case of Nigeria with regard to privatisation of same is
addressed and elucidated in the latter of this paper.

Navy and Security of Maritime Commerce

The transportation of over fifty thousand large ships to cross the oceans with 60
percent of all petroleum produced, almost 80 percent of world commerce and more
than elel:'en million passengers every year make the sea a means and scene of new
threats. ¥t has been stated that the function of navies the world over is the protection
of maritime commerce and foreign policy."*Hence, in spite of the deployment of
navies from the protection of maritime domain, the increasing interdependence of
economies indicates that maritime realm is more complex than ever. For this reason,
it becomes expedient that emerging countries like Nigeria strengthen their navies in
order to count on them in the event of aggression from asymmetric threats and
offering freedom and security at seas. It is important to stress that failure to equip
the Nigerian navy necessary machineries but in its stead assigning their roles to a
private security outfit, the purpose intendment of the provision of the Constitution of
the Federal Republic of Nigeria is defeated. For the avoidance of doubt, the

constitution provides that:

\
ect to an Act of the National Assembly made in that

«The Federation shall, subj
the armed forces as may be considered adequate and

behalf, equip and maintain
effective for the purpose of;

a. defending Nigeria from external aggression;

b. maintaining its teng'torial integrity and securing its borders from violation on

land, sea and air.”!

11 carrillo, J. A, et’al, “Changing Asymmetric Threats Require New Responses”, Taylor, P.D, (ed),
Perspective on Maritime Strategy: Essays from the Americas”, (United States of America, Naval War
College, 2008), 16.

12 Malaysian Maritime Enforcement Agency Act (MMEA) 2004, Section 6.

3Nigerian Maritime Administration and Safety Agency Act (NIMASA) 2007, s.1.

14 Carrillo, J. A, et'al, “Changing Asymmetric Threats Require New Responses”, Taylor, P.D, (ed),
Perspective on Maritime Strategy: Essays from the Americas”, (United States of America, Naval War

College, 2008), 16.

¥[bid at 15.
16Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria 1999 (as amended), section 217 (2) (a) and (b).
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conceptualized as g p
private sector. Hence th v 33
thereby making the j > 116 government is divested of

although literatures are often confl; : agement of such enterprises,

!nterestingly, it has been ass
Incomprehensible idea that evo

furiops response often expressed
and ideological foundations of

erted _that privatization is a nebulous and
kes serious political reactions. No wonder that
to the concept is largely due to both the political
- 1aeologic \ the concept. Sometimes, response to the idea of
privatization in a given jurisdiction is determined by economic and political position
in the world’s economy. This is because where in the world view, privatisation
would affect economic development, the response is likely to against such
arrangement by a state government.?® It is against this backdrop that a scholar
observed that the “more dependent a nation is on foreign investment, the greater the
probability that privatization will raise the prospect of diminished sovereignty and
excite the passions of nationalism”2! It 'is no doubt that such passions in certain
instances are mixed with issues of national security as the case in this paper.
Privatisation of maritime monitoring and enforcement to a private individual

through his company calls for many questions than answer.

ivatisation in Nigeria .
11:::‘;? tvlvs:stlttl):; lcase %vith most developing cour_ltries, Nige.ria as a E:ountry began.lts
privatization programme in the late 1980s with the main objectives of attrfactmg
more investment, opening up the country’s economy to mterpaﬁonal marke.tldc.)rces,

ttaining macro-economic stability, promotion of economic g‘ro.wth, building a
?)roalldergtai base system, reducing the nation’s fiscal deficits, subsidies, public sector

‘ - ; igati ial Justice”, Journal
: «privatization in Nigeria, Social Welfare, and the Obligation ot.‘ So.clal ,
"Etewb(:;nﬁ::s szlla)t:lzgt’;?;n@ollg l),a;J.37. See also R. K. Kevin, Privatization and theAFe.::'eglzé
onmicrf::nem; " An  Introduction, (December 28, 2006). vata

tWWW i 33777.pdf accessed on 17/12/13. '

18 ..fas.or SJ /c'l::’/rx;::tcizing the Delivery of Social Welfare Services: An Idea to be. Taken
B?ndlfk’" ?:'S rﬁ Kamerman and A. J. Kahn (eds), Privatizationand the Welfare State, (Princeton,

Seriously, . B. :

Princeton University Press, 1989), 98.
19Eteyibo, E, note no.12.

20 1yi . .
21 Isbtﬁr' P,The Meaning of Privatization,(Princeton University Press, 1989), p.37.
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The above process ivatisati . " . .
Olusegun Oll:asanjo :ingﬁ; zgsattlll(;nd;‘:igrlemef continued in its wax when President
divest thr . e of the Federal Government of Nigeria to
ough privatisation and commercialisat; i '
state-owned enterprises in the area of manuf ol EemEmmy aldlost: 100
financial sectors, et sich Tl of man .acturmg, productlpn, infrastructure,
s mills teleéomr;mni ct' include sectors 111.(8 cement, mac_hme tools, vehicle,
the obvious’ that some ofctallllon’-por-ts’ DOWEL, BISYAYS, etc. While o cgnnot deny
eto. w e.pnvatlzed enterprises 'hke telecommunication, hotels,
. were succe.ssful, substantially number of them like power supply, oil marketing
and reﬁnew, air transport, vehicle assemblage, etc. could not make it as they have
b.een dllly—dallylng thereby subjecting the populace to situation of helplessness. Up
tll_l th? recent time, apart from buying at exorbitant price, petrol is still unavailable in
Nigeria and Nigerians cannot boost of 2 hours uninterrupted power supply in a day.
All these have greatly affected economic wellbeing of average citizens. Although,
throughout the gamut of privatization process exemplified above, port security
monitoring and surveillance was never part of the arrangement and in fact
government in its effort to ensure adequate maritime security and safety established
the Nigerian Maritime Administration and Safety Agency through an Act of
National Assembly (NIMASA Act, 2007). However, in what appears self-serving
and ways of satisfying political cohorts, government has in recent time privatized
monitoring and surveillance in maritime domain to a private security company.

Maritime Security and Privatisation Galore in Nigeria ‘
It is not an understatement to state that it is counterproductive for a nation to be
pursuing or embark on ‘privatisation for the sake of privatisation’. Undisputedly,

22 Note that the Committee commenced actual privatization early in 1989 with the shares of Flour
Mills of Nigeria, African Petroleum, National Oil and Chemical Company, and United Nigeria
Insurance Company being issued in the market.

B See Eteyibo, E, note 12 above. In the scheme of things, there are two chapters in Nigeria’s
privatization program. The legal framework for the first chapter was provided by the Privatization
and Commercialization Decree No. 25 of 1988, which was introduced by the then head of state,
Ibrahim BadamosiBabangida (1985 — 1993) as part of the Structural Adjustment Program. The
Decree established the Technical Committee on Privatization of Public Companies (TCPC), which
was made up of eleven members drawn from both the public and private sectors, and had as its first
chairman HamzadZayyad. The second chapter, which was more or less an extension of the economic
policy initiated and vigorously pursued by the Babangida administration (in the first chapter) began

on the 20th of July 1998 with the signing of the Public Enterprises Privatization and
Commercialization Act of 1999.
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of' pri.va.ltising maritime security to an ex
prlvatlsm.g. a public enterprise which offe
opportunities (this without even consid
socially unjust.

rs thousands of the citizens, employment
ering the security implications now) is

The principle of social justice makes an obligation on the ruler to promote a level
play{ng ground for every citizen to maintain a social minimum for his living. It is the
requirement that the government should pursue economic and social policies that

-promote the quality of life which makes life to be meaningful and worthy of living

to every member of society. These obligations almost have no limitation because it
places enormous responsibilities on government and limit what the government
could do with public resources. Hence, the idea of given huge amount to a crony in
the name of security surveillance in maritime domain is baseless. It goes without
saying that government is under obligation to use public resources and funds justly,
fairly, and judiciously. This means that the principle of social justice prohibits
government from divesting state-owned enterprises as long as this undermines the

general interest of its citizens.

Privatising Maritime Security: A Compromise of State Sovereignty .
It is not an exaggeration that the level of insecurity in maritime domain is on the rise

despite high deployment of navy. For example, Arabian Peninsula and Somali-

sourced piracy off the Horn of Africa, Gulf of {&den remain problematic regardless
of unprecedented presence of navy force. This because of all 439 at.tacks .that
occurred at the high seas in 2011 alone, 236 V\;&sls reportedly happened in African
vicinity and this represents 53% the world over. Also, there was economic loss to

24 [bid.
25 Isbée the International Maritime Bureau, Piracy and Armed Robbery at Sea: Annual Report, 2011

(London: International Chamber of Commerce, 2012). See The Economic Cost of Somali Piracy,
20/1, One Earth Future Foundation Working Paper, 2012, available online at
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. / ger. 1he commufative of the
EXISling arrangement is between shippers and private security companies and not

that the government en :
: gage the private secur; . il
enforcement of the law in the maritlrnP e domsaxczcns  eognics tar aRering Bic

privatization of maritime sury

Ei;};; elznge a;::;asguer;lzrllltaggh activities at all as the case in the Nigeria’s situation.
Asia oo nese pnva.te: security companies by shippers, South-east

g Vernments_, .Internatlonal Maritime Organization (IMO), etc. are strongly
OPPO.Sed to the a.ct1v1ties of the private security companies in their maritime domain
as this was considered likely to escalate the already volatile reagion27 and same thing
applicable n U.S on the fear of proliferation of weapons.?® According to them,
private security companies carry weapons in the course of safeguarding the ships of
their hirer based on the agreement between them and where shout out ensue between
them and pirates, it could be disastrous. More so, the exigency of weapons carrying
by private companies brings about infiltration of the region with weapons thereby
threatened their sovereignty of over the straits.?’

In fact the dimension of the federal government of Nigeria on the issue is
worrisome, maritime surveillance and enforcement have been firmed-out to Global
West Vessel Specialist Agency (GWVSA), a private security company owned and
controlled by Chief Government Ekpemukpolo (a.k.a Tompolo), an ex-militant in
Nigeria whose antecedent ranges from oil bunkering to kidnapping of expatriate to
mention but a few. The perspective of engaging private security company on
maritime security has been misunderstood and misapplied in Nigeria. Although,
private security companies in maritime domain is not a new phenomenon because
private company like Glenn Defense Marine (Asia) was established as far back as
1946.3%The emergence of private security companies in recent time in the region was
sequel to the 9/11 2001 attack. Even still, what is obtainable in some part of Asia
and other jurisdictions like Australia could not be regarded as privatization of
surveillance and enforcement of maritime security. It is on record that South-east

http://oceansbeyondpiracy.org/sites/default/files/economic_cost of piracy 2011 (Viewed on
17/12/12), pp.10-11. :

%6 Ibid.

L iss, C, note 5 above.

28 pines, D.L, note 6 above.

¥Ibid. See also Hong, N, note 2 above at 43,
% iss, C, note 22 above.
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Asia homes important sea-lane like the straits of Malacca and criminal activiies like
piracys hijacking, lfldnappmg, etc. have brought about security concern to
governments and shippers. For this reasons, shippers who wish to increase their
security in the cause of traversing seas engage the services of private security
companies to avert any ensuing fraud and other maritime insecurity. For example
Exxon Mobil was attacked in 2001 and the company was forced to close Hooin
business for four months. The same thing goes for Supper Ferry 40 in which more
than 100 people lost their lives to an attack.*'Some private security companies like
Hart is based in U.S and UK and some of them do not even have permanent staff,
hence shippers’ client based agreement is the fulcrum of its operation. Some of the
companies are owned by ex-military personnel unlike Nigerian ex-militant. The
private security companies render services like tracking of their clients’ ships,
training of crew, provision of security personnel to escort ships, investigation and
recovery of missing or hijacked ship, negotiation with attackers in the case of
kidnapping and hostage of crews, etc. :

The privatization of maritime surveillance and enforcement to a private security
company is not the solution to maritime and port insecurity, rather government
needs to exhibit some kind of expansion and modernization of its maritime agencies.
It was maintained that Navy as a government agency would have essential rol.es to
play in safeguarding the nation maritime zones and should therefortf device a
strategy to increase security especially with regard to traditional security threats,
while internal security should be the business of the police.**The questions .that. need
to be asked with respect to privatization of maritime and port security in Nigeria are
captured as follows: :

1. Since the government has privatised port and maritime surveillance and
enforcement, what would now constitute the constitutional roles of the
Nigerian Navy and the likes?

2 In the case of traditional maritime security threat from other state, what roles

: can private outfit play to subvert the threat? o o

3, Does a private security outfit capable of protecting national security arising
from port and maritime borders?

4. Is it wise and reasonable for a government to concession its national security
to private individual?

3 Would privatising maritime security in the hand of private individual not

amount to country compromising its sovereignty to such individual?

3 :
Ibid.
’Bateman, S, “Naval Balance in South-East Asia- Search for Stability”,

May, 2005). Malaysia, Philippine and Singapore have long established
navy responsible for the sea

Jane Defense Weekly, (11%
maritime agencies with the
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8mms, safe havens for terrori izati
&~ st organiza an in
ties.**The Nigeria gove gatizations and breeding grounds for bio-errorism

:m;l;nk;ee.ds to share tl.le experience from countries
B e with scas ond sty ot erican, Malaysia, etc. who appeared more
L —— € maritime .domam is much higher. The government
e ing security and .survelllance in port and maritime domain as a
y -ompensating political cronies as this will spell a doom for entire country
because 1t 1s a matter of national security that must not be compromised. ’

tate has been said to be a political association that establishes sovereign

P ST ———

S

isdiction within a given territorial boarders and thus exercises authority through

cies and institution.>*States are established for the common good of people and
] geﬁt of the community. Hence, this value of the state is reinforced by its capaci

~provide essential service that will promote common good for the people. .
owever, the question that comes to mind is, Is Nigeria statehas the capacity to

nder all these services for the common good of the people?This paper analyses the

sue of privatization of maritime security enforcement vis-a-vis state’s

sponsibility. On the main responsibilities of state, a scholar observed as follows:
ation-states exist to provide a decentralized method of delivering political (public)

* goods to persons living within designated parameters(boarders). They organize and
~ channel interests of their people, often but not exclusivelyin furtherance of national
©  goals and values. Theybuffers or manipulate externalforces and influences,
- champion the localor particular concerns of their adherents,and mediate between the
I constraints and challenges of their international arena andthe dynamism of their own

internal economic, political, and social realities.>

B0ttaway, M and Mair, S, “State at Risk and Failed States: Putting Security First”, Policy Outlook,
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace: Democracy and Rule of Law Project (2004). See also
S. Patrick, “Weak States and Global Threats: Fact or Fiction™? , The Washington Quarterly, Volume

29, (2) 2006.
34 gee Akume, A.T. andDahida, D.P., “External Intrusion and the Failed State Question: Is Nigeria

:%eally a Failed State?” Centre Point Journal, Vol.16, No.1 (2013), p.124.

Ibid. '

36 See Rotberg, R.I,“Failed States, Collapsed States, Weak States: Causes and Indicators”, Rotberg,
R.L, (ed), When States Fail: Causes and Consequences, (New Jersey: Princeton University Press,
2004). See also Akume, A.T. andDahida, D.P., note 29 above at p.125.
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Therefore, the jnat:
the bt € Inability

.g.hest show or act of i

! 1 G r is in the process failing, the public facilities become
Increasingly decrep{t and neglected; corruption flourishes; such failed states offer
unpatrolled economic opportunity only for a privileged few with access to state
power; there is declining real national and per capital levels of annual GDP; the stat
cannot shelter its own from or during climate challenges resulting in disasters, food
shortages and widespread hunger; A states loses legitimacy.¥

It is on record that at the end of the Cold War, securitisation of Africa continent took
new dimension that was characterised by large number of specialised private
companies rendering police and military services that were hitherto the preservation
of the state.>® This development represents the existence of a terrain of African weak
regimes thereby changing the focus of state leaders’ vis-3-vis their
nesponsibilit:ies.3 Customarily, the means to violence and recourses are within the
exclusiveness of state and this differentiates it from other social formations. What is
even more worrisome is that privatization of security happened in accordance with

traditional mercenary activities taking a corporate form and fishing in the troubled
waters of Africa.

The 9/11 terrorist insurgence specifically had far reaching impact on global security
architecture and shaping of global politics.Rita Abrahamsen and Michael C
Williams while making their report in Sierra Leone noted that:

While the recent conflict (1991-2002) provides the immediate context for the
expansion of private security provision, the use of private security has a long history

7Ibid at p. 127-128.

% 8.J. Ndlovu-Gatsheni S.J and Ojskorotu,V, “Surveillance Over a Zone of Conflict: Africom and

the Politics of Securitisation of Africa”, The Jowrnal of Pan African Studies, vol.3, no.6, (March

2010), p.95. See also RK Kevin Kosar, R,  Privatization and the Federal Government: An
P

Introduction December 28, 2006. Available atwww / accessed on
17/12/13).
* Ibid.
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In Sierrg Leone. Ag earl

subsi diary, was ol Y as 1936 the Sierra Leone Selection Trust, a De Beers

its diamond conce(s):il:d to field a private ‘security force’ of 35 armed men to patrol
government hireq (. Sn u:h the I'(ono area. Much later, in April 1995, the Strasser
United Front (RUF) anOu African Executive Outcomes to fight the Revolutionary
Tamary 1997, Bot. ';h arrangement t%lat was continued by President Kabbah until
of its elite hays g ehi extre'lctlon of Sierra Leone’s mineral wealth and the survival
intermationgl @i :lS stor}cally been crucially dependent on the involvement of
s private security actors, a relationshipwhich continues, albeit in
ent ways, in the current post-conflict situation.*

E:IIIIIIC:Illly, the issue of maritime mopitorix}g and surveill.ance by private security
pany appears to be an extreme displaying of weak Nigerian state but what its
Wezf.k.ness requires is not enforcement and surveillance of maritime sovereignty by
political crony, hence the humanitarian rehabilitation in this regard will spell doom
for the country. This kind of arrangement has been said to be a dangerous
ph.enomenon.lf conceptualised from a security perspective.Therefore, the idea of
private security company carrying enforcement activities in maritime is not more
than survival technique.

Taking a cue from the United States, much of the debate in recent time over law
enforcement privatisation has been centered on prisons and from the information
available from the Department of Justice, approximately 1.5 million prisoners or 7%
of total prison population is serving different sentence.*! The supporters of Rick
Scott, the Florida’ governor believed that privatisation has the benefits of reported
cost savings outweighing the possible limitations but critics have pointed out that
privately run prisons reduce essential services to inmates so that they can maximise

profits and in some occasions similar to “a historically racist practice of the old

Confederate South.*

Conclusion ;
It has been established in this paper that privatisation no doubt as a policy might be

somewhat good for developed nations but in the perspective of concession of the
entire maritime domain to the control and monitoring of a private security company
pose danger and it is a compromise of state sovereignty. It has been established in
this paper that the Nigerian situation is informed as a way of satisfying political
cohorts because it has not been done in the best interest of public. It has also been

“gendick, M, Jr.,“ Privatisation the Delivery of Social Welfare Services: An Idea to be Taken
Seriously”, in Privatising and the Welfare State, Sheila B. Kamerman and Alfred J. Khan, (eds),
SPri.nceton, N.J; Princeton University Press), 98.

! See Neighborhood watch programs, security services, and police privatization, available at
http://www.policeone.com/Officer-Safe Jarticles/5634628-Neibourhood-watch-programs-security-

services-and-police-privatisation/ accessed on 25/09/14.
2 1bid.
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privatizati ings or better service. In
some case tion does not always lead to cost savings I

SOVethte ts, Private firms have had significantly higher cost overruns than
ﬁnns“nhn Ot agencies in the performance of services. In other instances, private
Privas: ave performed work that has been criticized as being grossly inadequate.

1vatization of the Nigerian maritime domain has been shown as ill-intentioned and

lgtz)he;enﬂy inimical to good governance and likely to do the nation more harms than
od.
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