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ABSTRACT

This study was carried out on the  analysis of ipob agitation and the need for national restructuring in Nigeria using Ikwerre local government as case study.. Specifically, the study examined the cause of agitation of the IPOB community, know if the indigenous IPOB has caused violence in anyway to Nigeria, learn if the indigenous people of Biafra have been dissolved due to the reconstruction of Nigeria. The study employed the survey descriptive research design. A total of 50 responses were validated from the survey. From the responses obtained and analysed, the findings revealed that There are  causes of the IPOB agitation, The IPOB have  cause violence to Nigeria, The IPOB have not been dissolved, Marginalization by the government,opportunity to vote for independence, lack of resources and investment from the Nigerian government.The study recommend .south easterners feel politically and economically marginalized, and the government’s hardline stance is not helping matters. Hence the agitation for secession, therefore recommended that the Nigeria government should adopt dialogue and other diplomatic means rather than coercion,That the government should refrain from further threats of “crushing” the agitation and free unconditionally the hundreds of protestors currently imprisoned, Government should also reassure regions will be allocated with resources and developed infrastructural equitable. Efforts should be made to include all states in the scheme of things in order to reduce the feeling of marginalization, exclusion and victimization.

CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1 BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY
When a country's institutions deteriorate, warlords, terrorists, and other perpetrators seize power and use violence against civilians from other nations, as the terrorist attacks in New York, London, Madrid, Nigeria and Mumbai demonstrated.When a situation threatens national security, Nigeria act on their own initiative. However, in order for action to be effective, the approach to recovery, reconstruction, and subsequent handover must be sufficient and comprehensive.These efforts show that stability and reconstruction are only possible when organizations work together in a coordinated manner. To be effective, the chosen solution must entail more than just a single government's (or a few nations') desires being placed on a weak state. It must take into account a variety of foreign priorities when working with the host country to achieve common goals.To ensure overall well-being, it should combine dispute resolution with legal governance, policy preparation, economic reconstruction, communication improvement, educational change, and health initiatives. It would have to deal with ethnic, cultural, and religious diversity.Restoring peace and governance to countries on the verge of collapse would make a significant contribution to global security and well-being. As a result, the payoff for pursuing a multinationally integrated complete-governance approach to nation-building would be well worth the effort.(Atiku Abubakar , 2018) Nigeria's former Vice President, has indicated that true federalism and reconstruction, as demanded by various ethnic groups in the Nigeria, will resolve the threat of secession.
1.2 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
Culture disparities based on ethnic differences and ethno-religious discontents have obscured the growth of the Nigerian economy. As a result of British imperialism, the northern and southern protectorates were merged in 1914, resulting in the creation of the Nigerian State, which became independent on October 1, 1960. Ethnic politics in Nigeria is caused by a lot of factors. These factors ranging from racial marginalization, segregation, superiority, and favouritism have all led to the Nigerian state's ethno-religious crises. Despite the long-running ethno-religious conflicts, Nigeria is affected by other ethnic politics-related factors. This include ethnic separatist movements, resource regulation, and state creation. Nnamdi Kanu founded the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) separatist organization in 2012. The party wants Nigeria's South Eastern states, which are dominated by the Igbo ethnic group, to secede from Nigeria and create an autonomous nation known as Biafra. In order to do this, the party is pushing for a referendum to resolve the Biafra conflict in a civilized and inclusive manner.While their actions have largely been nonviolent, the Nigerian military has unleashed its might on the party, killing armless civilians, according to numerous Amnesty International reports. A Federal High Court in Abuja ordered the Nigerian Federal Government a temporary injunction prohibiting the party and its operations on September 20, 2017.This decision has been challenged by the group in the Nigerian court of law, The decision was seen as an injustice to the people who are demanding self-liberation from the Nigerian government's political marginalization.During the contentious proscription of IPOB against Boko Haram, whose actions have been compared to those of terrorists, the group's leader urged supporters to boycott the Anambra State general elections as a show of loyalty and loyalty to the Biafra cause. This agitation's bane, according to the party, is marginalization.According to C. N. Ogbu, all Nigerians are aware of the plight of Ndigbo in the Nigerian Federation and their cry against unparalleled marginalization after the end of the civil war. Since tens of millions of Ndigbo live and spend in Nigeria outside of Igboland, no other ethnic community has a greater stake in the Nigerian dream.But yet, they are casualties at any turn: they face risks to their life and belongings on a regular basis, as well as outright bigotry and marginalization in key fields of national concern. This has prompted Igbo youths to demand self-determination.He goes on to say that some of the reasons of marginalization in Nigeria are systemic, while others derive from administrative decisions that discriminate against some parts of the country (Ogbu, 2018:3)
1.3 OBJECTIVE OF THE STUDY
To find out the cause of agitation of the IPOB community.

To know if the indigenous IPOB has caused violence in anyway to Nigeria.
To learn if the indigenous people of Biafra have been dissolved due to the reconstruction of Nigeria.
1.4 RESEARCH QUESTIONS
I. What is the cause of the IPOB agitation?
II. Did the IPOB ever cause violence to Nigeria ?
III. Have the IPOB been dissolved?
1.5 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY
This research project will be useful to other academics, intellectuals, and students who want to do related research and also to the government.
1.6 SCOPE OF THE STUDY
The research was carried out in Ikwerre, Port Harcourt in-line with the need of reconstructing Nigeria.
1.7 LIMITATION OF STUDY
Confined data access, time frame, cultural bias conflicts, and other personal problems are some of the work's limitations.
1.8 DEFINATION OT TERMS
IPOB: The Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) is a Nigerian Biafran separatist party. Its primary goal is to hold a secession referendum in Biafra, a former British colony in Nigeria's south east.
AGITATION: Agitation is the act of starting something moving by shaking or stirring it, usually to accomplish mixing. An exhilarating or agitated mental state.

CHAPTER TWO

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

INTRODUCTION

Our focus in this chapter is to critically examine relevant literatures that would assist in explaining the research problem and furthermore recognize the efforts of scholars who had previously contributed immensely to similar research. The chapter intends to deepen the understanding of the study and close the perceived gaps.

Precisely, the chapter will be considered in three sub-headings:

Conceptual Framework

Theoretical Framework

Chapter Summary

2.1
CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

Inflammatory Statements by IPOB and Ethnic Disharmony in Nigeria 
It was not until after two decades of post-civil war experience that the Nigerian state began to witness new waves of agitation from the South East which was predominantly separatist based. It was a renewed call for a Biafran state, and the overt reasons were not in tandem with that which led to the civil war in the late 1967. More so, the actors that staged managed the former separatist movement in 1967 were not the same with the latter, this speaks volume to the actualization of the struggle. Anchoring on the above, Ojukwu and Nwaorgu (2016,p.6), narrates thus: Since the return to civil rule in 1999, the Igbos have continually craved for a just society where every ethnic group can compete favourably for political power and where economic resources are equitably distributed through non-violence. Though other splinter groups, radical pseudoradical and non-radical have emerged including but not limited to; The Igbo Concerned Citizens, Igbo Elders’ Forum, Igbo Renaissance Movement, MASSOB, BZM (Biafra Zionist Movement), IPOB among others. From the above, we can deduce that in recent times thepresent Nigerian administration has continued to hound and short-change the Igbos in the scheme of things causing disharmony, hence, the call for a divided Nigeria. This is as a result of hardship, lack of holistic development in the socio-economic landscape of Nigeria, lack of youth employment, corruption in high offices and economic regression; all these are the reasons for the formation of the aforementioned separatist groups. But our focus for this study shall be one of the separatist group known as the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB). In that light, the European Asylum Support Office, EASO (2018), narrates briefly on the origin, organizational structure and activities of the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB). Accordingly, IPOB is a splinter group that grew out of MASSOB. Thus, it is imperative to note albeit in passing that MASSOB was a brand-new movement created by the end of 1999 to actualize an independent state of Biafra. Biafra Zionist Movement or Biafra Zionist Front, and in 2012, the IPOB. The leader of the splinter group IPOB is Nwannekaenyi ‘Nnamdi’ Kanu, he is the director of the London-based Radio Biafra who parted from MASSOB. He founded the IPOB in 2014. The internal structure consists of state chapters governed by coordinators, under the leadership of Nnamdi Kanu, and Uche Mefor as deputy leader. Also, a Biafra Security Service has been established and a Customary Government of Indigenous People of Biafra is in place as well. EASO (2018), sheds more light on the activities of the IPOB and also validates 
the use of inflammatory statements by her leader Nnamdi Kanu, they express that: IPOB’s activities include ‘distribution of flyers, awareness-raising amongst the population, meetings, marches, and other gatherings (such as prayer meetings).’ Like MASSOB, IPOB claims to be a non-violent organization – which the government contests. However, IPOB’s leader Nnamdi Kanu has repeatedly derogatory statements on President Muhammadu Buhari (describing him as ‘terrorist-in-chief’), and the need to arm the movement: at the World Igbo Congress in 2015, he told the audience: ‘we need guns and we need bullets’ (EASO 2018, p.11). In corroboration with EASO (2018), the use of inflammatory and incisive statements, coupled with hate speeches and rhetorical comments as a modus operandi, the Swedish Migration Agency SMA (2017), noted that: 
IPOB has occasionally resorted to violent rhetorics, not least through the transmissions of Radio Biafra. The occurrence of clashes between security forces and activists, some resulting in casualties on both sides, has also been reported during IPOB arrangements. Similarly, Owen (2016), also agreed that the first social movement on Biafran separatism to gain public attention after the Nigerian-Biafran Civil war is the non-violent social movement called the Movement for the Actualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOB) which was formed by Ralph Uwazuruike, an Indian trained lawyer. On the activities of MASSOB and the breakaway of IPOB further narrated that: Although the activities of MASSOB led to confrontations with law enforcement officers at different times and the arrest of its leader, it received little attention from international media and community. Worried that the dream for the independence of Biafra will not be realized through MASSOB, Nnamdi Kanu, a Nigerian British based in London decided to use the emerging mode of communication, social media, and online radio to drive millions of pro-Biafra independence activists, supporters, and sympathizers to his Biafran cause and created the Indigenous People of Biafra. Owen (2016) taking a similar path, Ojukwu and Nwaorgu (2016), contribute to the discussion on the use of online radio by the IPOBs as a medium for communication in a two-way reception channel comprising both the Igbos home and diaspora and the Nigerian government, they expressed: The IPOB, with the radio media being its main tool is alleged to have addressed the Federal Republic of Nigeria as a zoo and president Buhari as terrorist, evil and a pedophile in some of its radio messages. However, in a video clip, while addressing some Igbos in Diaspora at the World Igbo Congress in the US, Kanu was seen soliciting for weapons from the audience and boasted that the Biafran passports and sovereign status have been recognized by some powerful countries. It then implies that the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) has as its modus operandi, the use of social media and an online radio as a medium of mobilizing millions of Igbo indigenes both at home and in diaspora to support and advance his separatist agenda. But, his style of language in promoting the Biafran agenda is regarded as incisive and inflammatory. Also validating the arguments above, Ekpo (2018) asserts that from 2009, the new Radio Biafra aired online from London, and has drawn millions of Igbo listeners to its nationalist propaganda and also used inflammatory statements to draw the attention of the Nigerian government, he opined thus:  the director of Radio Biafra and selfproclaimed leader of the Indigenous People of Biafra, Mr. Nnamdi Kanu, decided to use provocative rhetoric and expressions, some of which are considered to be hate speech and incitement to violence and war. He continuously aired broadcasts that portrayed Nigeria as a zoo and Nigerians as animals without rationality. The banner of his radio’s Facebook page and website read: “The zoo called Nigeria." He called for the supply of arms and ammunition to wage war against the northern Hausa-Fulani people if they oppose to the independence of Biafra, stating that this time, Biafra will defeat Nigeria in war (Ekpo 2018, p.34). Although, the above extract is regarded as incisive, inflammatory and capable of spurring another civil war in the country, the fact still remains that all separatist agitations whether violent or non-violent leads to provocative statements, it is a major indicator of agitations. Hence, it was Ugorji (2017), that gave a succinct implication of the provocative statements of IPOB and its effect on the Nigeria state. Accordingly, the leaders of the sympathizers, they also confront and suppress negative sentiments directed against them by the Hausa-Fulani and others who do not support their movement. An example is the June 6, 2017 eviction notice given to the Igbos who are living in northern Nigeria by a coalition of northern youth groups under the umbrella of Arewa Youth Consultative Forum. The eviction notice enjoins all Igbos residing in all the northern states of Nigeria to move out within three months and asks Nigeria should return to the north. This group openly stated that they will engage in acts of violence against the Igbos who refuse to obey the eviction notice and relocate by October 1, 2017( Ugorji 2017, p.10). Besides, Ugorji (2017), narrated that the consequences of a renewed Biafran separatist agitation are not just limited to intra-ethnic division as advanced above, it can have other diverse implications such as:A disruption of the education system due to youth involvement in protests; threats to peace and security within the region which will prevent external or foreign investors from coming to invest in southeastern states as well as preventing tourists from traveling to the southeastern states; economic downturn; emergence of criminal networks that may hijack the non-violent movement for criminal activities; confrontations with the law enforcement that which will make the election of an Igbo president of Nigeria more difficult than ever before (Ugorji 2017, p.10). Corrobating the above, a more recent statement or propaganda also filtered into the public by the Nnamdi Kanu operated radio Biafra antagonizing the office and personality of President Muhammadu Buhari. Worthy to note is that until 2015, the activities of IPOB have been had preposterously recruited a militant group it christened Biafra Security Service (BSS) for intelligence gathering". So it was obvious that IPOB had constituted a major security nuisance but tackling it within the confines of established laws and conventions meant the group was legally untouchable. 

State Repression and IPOB Separatist Agenda in Nigeria 

There is no argument that the states have always been the custodian of law and order within any polity, as such they are saddled with the responsibility to address insurrections and agitations. On this premise, Cunningham (2003), recognized the role(s) or responsibilities of the State as not limited to maintaining of law and order, but repression when necessary. By way of conceptualization, Anisin (2015), has it that repression takes two sides which is either soft or coercive measures. He argues that repression is a central function of the state and part of its 
what circumstances or at what point is state action justified concerning social movement activities? However, one of the justifications for the use of state coercion to curb the threats of social movement activists according to Gamson and Meyer (1996), is that separatist agitators sometimes go out of control and resorts to the use of violence which will invariable become a security threat to the state. It is against this that Adigun (2018), posited that the state has been repressive to the neo-Biafra separatist agitations since the beginning of the fourth republic, he narrates that: the antagonistic attitude of the Nigerian state to neo-Biafra movement and its activities continued in varying forms even when “civilian” Presidents Umar Musa Yar’Adua and Goodluck Jonathan 
were elected in 2007 and 2011. For example, even though he was largely supported by Igbos, the Jonathan government initially refused to issue certification for a pro-Biafran movie which is based on Chimamanda Adichie’s Half of a Yellow Sun when the movie has been aired at several 
countries including Toronto International Film Festival in2014 (Adigun 2018, p.139). This is to say that the Yar’Adua/Jonathan administration adopted the social suppression as one of its tools to curb the activities of the IPOB, yet IPOB intensified her operations and agitations. But, the coming back of an exmilitary general changed the cause and nature of state repression. The State moved from a softer repressive method to a more coercive one which involves the militarization of the IPOB; Adigun (2018) confirmed that: The state also deployed its most potent instrument of violence- the military- in her attempts to curb the activities of the activists. Despite the already militarised south-east region where the state had launched “Operation Python Dance I” in the five South-East states in November 2016, the Nigerian military began Operation Python Dance II to “tackle such security problems such as armed bandits, cult clashes, communal clashes, kidnappings, cultism, farmers-herdsmen clashes, and violent secessionist agitations, in the South-East zone of the country” (Adigun 2018, p.145-146). The above validates that the deployment of troops to suppress the non-violent operations of the IPOB can be viewed as a show of force by the state in curbing its activities. Also, owing to the frequent clashes between the IPOB and security agencies, the Nigerian government declared IPOB a terrorist organization to justify the use of 
force on IPOB. Suppression was not effective as it made the IPOB leader become famous and popular. In fact, the arrest of Nnamdi Kanu increased tension in Nigeria and in the diaspora. His supporters protested in different states of the federation against his arrest. Consequently, President Buhari’s decision to order the arrest of Mr. Kanu, and the protests that followed the arrest led to a rapid spread of the pro-Biafra independence agitation. Furthermore, the activities of the Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) have continued to be tackled in various coercive manners in recent times and its implications in line with extant literature have not been positive towards quelling the agitations. For instance, Adekunle (2017), argues that the responses of the Nigerian government to Biafra have been disappointing. He cites the case of the leader of IPOB who was made a hero by holding him close two years ofincomprehensible judicial rigmarole and executive procrastination. He opined that the unlawful detention and incarceration of Nnamdi Kanu , the IPOB leader did not silence the agitations and to the chagrins of the Nigerian government and others, the issue was kept on the front burner for the entire duration of the incarceration of the IPOB leader. Unarguably, the previously little or unknown Nnamdi Kanu and the IPOB soared into global significance swallowing the popularity of its rival, the Movement for the Actualization of the Sovereign State of Biafra (MASSOB). Exercise Egwu Eke II in the South-East. Justifying these military operations, were owing to the spate of assassinations, even in religious places, attacks on security personnel and theft of weapons, kidnapping, armed banditry, violent agitations by secessionist groups, among other crimes that have recently bedeviled the South East region. In sum, the response to the IPOB activities by the state according to extant literature has rather taken a more coercive measure than any other to suppress the operations of the IPOB. The activities of the IPOB according to diverse scholars have been suppressed with the introduction of the military forces to curb and curtail the operations of the IPOB. Although the State adopted the use of propaganda by naming the IPOB as a terrorist organization to justify the use of force on a nonviolent group. However, with the different methods adopted such as the social repressive measures, leadership alienation, massive arrest and unlawful detention of members, extra-judicial killings of IPOB members to the use of propaganda and finally the militarization of IPOB operations, yet, the IPOB is still issuing threats and they are yet to be annihilated. More so, the Nigerian government under the leadership of President Muhammad Buhari in her attempt to curb or suppress the activities of IPOB engaged in the use of propaganda which is the naming of IPOB as a terrorist organization. This can be likened to giving a dog a bad name just to hang it, Ekwueme & Ugwuanyi (2018), posits that the Nigerian government through the Minister of Information and Culture, Mr. Lai Mohammed said that the IPOB was branded terrorist organization for: stockpiling weapons through funding from foreign countries, secondly, that the IPOB has lust for destruction, and its leader, Nnamdi Kanu uses divisive and inciting rhetoric such as: “If they fail to give us Biafra, Somalia will look like a paradise compared to what will happen to that‘zoo’ (Nigeria).” “I don’t want peaceful actualization of Biafra”; “We need guns and we need bullets”; “If they don’t give us Biafra, they will die” (cited in Ekwueme & Ugwuanyi 2018, p.3) More so, the federal government had different reasons for classifying the IPOB as a terrorist organization and one of 
the major reasons for proscribing a non-violent group such as the IPOB is just to ostracize them and make the society perceived it as an enemy. In another instance on why the IPOB was branded a terrorist organization, Ekwueme & Ugwuanyi (2018), reiterated the position of the military as 
thus: “All I know is that IPOB has engaged in terrorist activities, viz: clashing with the national army and attempting to seize rifles from soldiers, using weapons such as machetes, Molotov cocktails, and sticks, and mounting roadblocks to extort money from people, among others”. Similarly, they captured the statement of the presidential spokesperson, Mr. Garba Shehu, who stated that IPOB members deserved to be labeled terrorists because they have carved out a territory to themselves and have shown the willingness to invade other neighboring states (Ekwueme & Ugwuanyi 2018, p.3) It is based on the above premise that the Nigerian military high-command launched Operation Python Dance II and Exercise Egwu Eke II in the South-East. Justifying these military operations, were owing to the spate of assassinations, even in religious places, attacks on security personnel and theft of weapons, kidnapping, armed banditry, violent agitations by secessionist groups, among other crimes that have recently bedeviled the South East region. In sum, the response to the IPOB activities by the state according to extant literature has rather taken a more coercive measure than any other to suppress the operations of the IPOB. The activities of the IPOB according to diverse scholars have been suppressed with the introduction of the military forces to curb and curtail the operations of the IPOB. Although the State adopted the use of propaganda by naming the IPOB as a terrorist organization to justify the use of force on a nonissuing threats and they are yet to be annihilated. 

IPOB Sit-at-Home Order and Marginalization of the Igbo in Federal Appointments 

The Indigenous People of Biafra (IPOB) emerged in 2012 with renewed campaigns for an independence of Biafran state. Through its London-based Radio Biafra station, IPOB reaches out to a growing number of disgruntled youths in the southeast and southern zones of the country. 
Nnamdi Kanu, the leader of IPOB and Director of Radio Biafra, has used the station to transmit pro-Biafran messages to his many supporters and members in and outside Nigeria. Importantly, scores of people, mostly South Easterners frequently tune in to the clandestine radio station Radio Biafra. The station broadcasts messages that constitute incitements to violent acts against the Nigerian state. For example, on 31 August 2015, the day after the military killed two and injured 30 IPOB members in Onitsha, the station aired a message that threatened violent retaliation against the military. Thus, following his arrest on the 14th of October 2015 in Lagos, and the refusal of Mohammed President Buhari led government to obey the court orders granting him bail won economic and socio-political activities. This lead to the declaration of the Sit-at-Home Order in remembrance of lost Biafran gladiators and in solidarity for the release of Nanmdi Kanu. The success of the May Sit-at-Home order emboldened the IPOB leadership to further insist that the 2017). The anticipation on the consequences of the IPOB threat has awakened critical issues for the Igbo race, top of which is the marginalization of Igbo’s in the federal appointment and key offices in Nigeria. Therefore, an indepth understanding of the tables below, help in depicting the justification on the side of Igbo in renewing their unending agitation their own independent state. National restructuring in Nigeria

Background of the Nigerian State and Politics 
but all of which are inconsistent, irreconcilable and characterised by threatening under-currents in the contexts of struggle. The annals of Nigeria‟s history has the records of the various struggles for inclusion of Nigerians in the colonial government representations; the internal struggle by the various ethno-regional nationalities to ensure their full inclusion and to avoid dominance of one by the others among themselves; the self-government motion and consequent crisis; the various constitutional developments and deadlocks; the crisis of forming coalition governments in 1959 and 1964 federal elections; the Tiv riots in the Northern Region of Nigeria; the Census crisis; the Western Regional Crisis and election; the treason trial of prominent politicians, including Chief Obafemi Awolowo; the January and July, 1966 bloody military coup and counter-coup; the Nigerian civil war; the dominance of military in national affairs; the Murtala coup of July 29, 1975; the transition to civilian democratic regimes and constitution makings; states and local governments creations of 1976; the return of the military to barracks; the president Shagari‟s economic crisis; the return of the military into politics and governance in December, 1983; the mid 1980‟s economic crisis and the Structural Adjustment Programme; the 1987 and 1991 states creations; the establishment of MAMSER, the Constituent Assembly and 1989 constitution making; the General Babangida longest and most expensive politics of transition in the history of Nigeria and its failure in 1993; the various ethno-religious conflicts, notably, the 1987 Zangon-Kataf, Kaduna State crisis; the G. G. Orkar coup of April 22, 1990; the June 12, 1993 presidential election and aftermath crisis; the involuntary withdrawal of the military in 1993; the establishment of and the attendant crisis of legitimacy of the Interim National Government; the return of the military in November, 1993; the 1994-95 Constitutional Conference; the 1996 states creation; the General Abacha regime‟s patchy politics of transition and tenure elongation; the Abdussalami transition and the return of civilian/democratic rule in 1999; the ethno-religious tension and rivalry among Nigerians leading to establishment of the various ethno-militia groups, such as the OPC, APC, MEND, MASSOB; the various resource control battles and politics, including court cases with the Federal and States Government over resource control; the general elections and legitimacy crisis of 2003, 2007 and 2011 elections; oil subsidy scams; the Niger Delta militancy; the Boko Haram insurgency; the orchestrated Fulani/Herdsmen-Farmers conflict; stupendous corruption cases and charges (Rahim & Toyin, 2018; Mohammed & Aisha, 2018; Mohammed, Aisha & Saidu, 2018). Similarly, Amaechi and Muoh (2017:22) have significantly noted the developments of the pre- independence Constitutional Conference during which the then three regions (East, North and West) reached an agreement to adopt federal system, but with gaps on issues of unity between the north and south, seats allocation in the central legislature based on population, revenue allocation on per capita, Electoral College System, and establishment of the Houses of Chiefs and Assembly. These and other issues have characterised, dominated and affected the Nigerian state and their recurrences continue to determine and undermine the unity, progress and prosperity of the Nigerian state. Additionally, these cumulatively pose more questions than answers on the feasibility and sustainability of the Nigerian state. Hence, the the calls for restructuring, national conference, national question, reforms, constitutional amendments and reverting to true federalism, among others, which are all disguised, masked or labelled with different names. It could be confidently argued that no state in the world with such heterogeneities as Nigeria and undergoing these cumulative trials, has survived secession, collapse/failure or disintegration. Thus, the submission of Baba and Aeysinghe (2017:42) that Nigeria‟s unity is faced with multi-dimensioned threats as calls for and attempts to break away/secession, insurgency, farmeherdsmen/Fulani conflict, cattle rustling, armed banditry, attacks on oil installations, religious intolerance, politics of ethnicity, religion and identity, unemployment and poverty among others. For those reasons, there have been numerous expressions of disaffection by the various elements of the Nigerian state at different times and in different dimensions, but Nigeria has miraculously survived all these and is still united, though of course with many and other emerging challenges. This, however, does not mean Nigeria will automatically continue and remain, and miraculously survive the problems in future as it would be a political and irrational miscalculation to over-stretch its luck. 

The Dilemma of restructuring

The issue of restructuring Nigeria has on one hand plunged all - the Nigerian state authorities, the elites and the general public into a dilemma. This is because there has not been any format, consensus, harmony and or common ground on what, where, when and by whom to restructure Nigeria. Rather, what obtains is a fraternised Nigeria in which its peoples, elites and state authorities have different perspectives, view and consider the restructuring in relatively opposing and conflicting directions with mainly ethno-religious, sectional, geo-regional and other personal interests over and above the Nigeria and her national interests of unity, cohesion and development; and also rhetoric (Farayibi 2017; Opadere, 2018). For the people of the Middle Belt/Central Nigeria, for example, restructuring Nigeria would mean separating them from the majority Hausa/Fulani/Muslim north, liberating them from centuries of domination, the freedom to create an Christian enclave and practice Christianity, and uplift the minority and mainly Christian tribes from the area. This restructuring is therefore seen by them as the end and success of their struggles to break away from the larger northern Nigeria and hegemony of the Hausa/Fulani and Islam which they have been resisting for centuries. For the Igbo South-East Nigeria, restructuring is an opportunity to even if not actualise their dream of Biafran state, have the opportunity of accessing national political power which they have not since the Ironsi regime was overthrown in 1966, and also exercise domineering power over the South-Eastern part of Nigeria with over-riding economic power. For the South-South/ oil rich Niger-Delta, it is an opportunity to have full (100%) control of oil resource (Adetunberu & Bello, 2018). For the North, it is viewed as a threat to the existence of Nigeria as one entity, especially with the anticipated devolution of powers, creation of state police, loss of oil revenue share, etc. To the South-West Yoruba, restructuring is viewed with regionalism, greater regional autonomy/true federalism and economic/resource control in loose federation/weak central and strong regional governments/confederation or any other decentralised arrangement, etc. On the other hand, the elites from all the geo-political parts of Nigeria have together found a safe and secured market and space for political popularity, access to state power and resources,

accommodation, relevance and to divide and rule Nigeria and Nigerians. While the Nigerian state authorities maintain caution, fear and reluctance in handling the issue for it may result in threat to the status quo and political instability as there are thorny issues that must be addressed if the restructuring is to hold. More so, the authorities are fully aware of the legal bounds in doing anything outside constitutional framework and provisions, especially those to do with Nigeria‟s divisibility and dissolubility (Section 2[1 & 2] of the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, 1999). Despite the dilemma, however, there are common but critical and sensitive issues on which the restructuring must centre around if it is to achieve a meaningful end. This article, therefore, explored the issues.
Politics of Restructuring Nigeria 
It is maintained by Richard Bourne (as cited in Verjee 2017) that „anyone who claims to understand Nigeria is either deluded, or a liar‟. While the calls for restructuring, adoption of true/fiscal federalism, etc., have been on for long in Nigeria, such have been mainly coming from those who are in the opposition, lost out in the political merchandise disadvantaged marginalised in political power and resource sharing and control; and the elites who seek their selfish class interests; while the others, including state authorities resist and turn away from the calls/agitations, except where pushed to the wall. The various regimes while in power had hardly supported the restructuring, but only play gimmicks game and pass on to subsequent incoming regimes. Many of the agitations are also partly dominated by few elites who are more concerned with popularity, politics of accommodation and interested in acquisition, control and consolidation of the state political and economic powers and resources. For the common man, it has remained the same, the various regimes have been the same with little differences and impact on the lives of the ordinary and the down trodden, except in some few cases. At a point, the politics of restructuring has on its own become a means of seeking relevance, resource allocation, political power expropriation and accommodation among the elites. To be precise, politics in Nigeria in both orientation and character, the calls/agitations for restructuring Nigeria and resistance of same, and the calls for national unity are mostly dishonestly driven to achieve certain person interests of the few (Baba & Aeysinghe, 2017; Farayibi 2017). All over the world, the ordinary fight, debate, conflict and violence in political and state affairs are left to the common men on street, in the square, ring side or over the streets. This is typical of Nigerian politicians and politics and just in line with Othman (1984) who notes that: “in any struggle for power and its spoils, there is usually a thin line between one‟s moral position and one‟s concrete material interests”. As for the leaders/elites, although they differ in interests, ideology and have weaknesses and strength, their own is to sit in the political studio, produce, direct, control, follow up and watch over the actions, while the commoners are there on the field/square acting for them, in their interests and on their behalf. Class interest and the quest for and consolidation of political and economic power and resources, and relevance are major factors influencing not only the restructuring agitations in Nigeria, but also the also the actions and reactions of the elites/political class globally (Braji, 2014b; Mohammed, 2018; Turner & Badru, 1984). Therefore, Momoh and Adejumobi (2017) see the restructuring, sovereign national conference, etc., not as the views or meaningful to the toiling people, but the elites and intellectuals feeling about toiling the people. Like many other past regimes with both lukewarm and reluctant attitudes to the calls, agitations and clamour for the restructuring, in the 2018 New Year broadcast to the nation, Nigeria‟s President, Muhammadu Buhari (as cited in Blueprint, January 1, 2018, p. 6) depicts that Nigerians are so impatient that they want to move faster than it is possible when it has to take time before a system develops and mature. He further observes that Nigeria‟s problems are more of process than the much agitated restructuring. From the other and a different perspective, there are already both legal and political debates, which may ensue to a legal battle over the constitutionality of the restructuring vis-a-vis the powers of the National Assembly, which is constitutionally established to make new, amend existing and or repeal all laws in the Federal Republic of Nigeria under clearly spelt conditions and provisions, and not ethno-regional loyalty, interests, affiliations, such as the Arewa Consultative Forum, ACF, Afenifere, Ohaneze Ndigbo, among others (Sections 4 [1-9], 47, 48 & 49 of the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, 1999). There are fears, nervousness, anxiety and mixed feelings/emotions among all the regions for losing national share of resources – North; anxiety to secede and depend on oil wealth – East; and the confidence to survive with little or without oil by the West. The entire bid/clamour for the restructuring is caught with a dilemma over what, who, where when and how to restructure. Aside the realities of the problems bedevilling the Nigerian state, there have not only been manipulations, but also crisis of confidence on the attempts by the authorities to institute mechanisms such as the conference, debate, questions, etc., relating to the restructuring. For example, Agamuo (2014) laments that the 2014 Goodluck Jonathan administration‟s National Conference was packed up with retired, weak men and women, failed politicians, and retired military officers who have over the years been recycled in such conferences and constitutions making; and also ethno-regional loyalists who are largely responsible for the failures of the Nigerian state and whose major concern was how to share national resources, but not leading Nigeria out of the troubles they had embroiled her into. Similarly, Baba and Aeysinghe (2017:43) have raised doubt on the sincerity and feasibility of the restructuring for the fact that: “The elites whose supports are required to make disintegration possible are strongly united because the unity of the country seems to be fetching them serious fortunes through corruption and injustice at the expense of the ordinary citizens”.

The Nigerian Elite Factor 
There are two broad classes in the society – the elites who are the rulers monopolising power and resource control, but few in number; and the masses who are ruled by the elites, but always larger in number (Peters, 2005:40-44; Mosca, 1939:50). The elites are the few who wield control, consolidate and manage state/societal power and resources in more or less, the interest of the ruled masses. Like many other developing states, politics and statehood in Nigeria are built and hovered around the elites who decide what is to be done, where, when, how and by who. The Nigerian elites also build their networks on patron-client pyramids which ensure both consolidation and transfer of powers from them to their cronies, loyalists and cynics, who carry out the rule on their behalf or at least in servitude to their interests (Draper & Ramsay, 2008:256). The patron-client relation centres on persons of unequal wealth, status, prestige and influence with dependence for patronage and reward with state power, support, resources and influences (Wilson, 1996:92). The patron-client relation is governed by the collective individual interests of the elites who make up a class for canvassing promoting, consolidating and protecting their collective interests, but do have internal clashes where their individual differences conflict with those of one another – intra class fractions (Mohammed, et al., 2018). The agitations for restructuring Nigeria is partly engineered by the elites, who have lost out in the power change and hand shake game over sometimes in the Nigerian politics. This has manifested in form of raising the dust for restructuring where no political accommodations are offered to such elites upon transition from one government to another or circumstances where appointments into public offices, resource (oil) allocation and control of political power and relevance are lost (Adetunberu & Bello, 2018). The affected elites then resort to politics of opposition, change and seeking relevance/accommodation, including the calls/agitation for restructuring. On the other hand, the elites vested with state powers at the same time hardly agitate or support such calls/agitations having been with the status quo. This explains why the much and incessant pressure and opposition to governance come from either the opposition, the dis-advantaged or those who feel aggrieved by the existing political and economic power structures (Mosca, 1939). To sum up the Nigerian elites character in relation politics, restructuring and unity of the Nigerian state, Baba and Aeysinghe (2017:41) conclude that: Politics in Nigeria is dishonest in manner and orientation. The calls for negotiations on the terms of national unity are dishonesty-driven. The opposition to negotiation or to call for restructuring is also dishonest. The greater part of the dishonesty is located at the level of the elite. It is precisely the problem of dishonesty that largely informs the agitation for restructuring of the country. Tied to that, political marketing is now global and the political market needs are everywhere are in the globe and all the stakeholders – governments, politicians the masses, the media, etc., adopt the tools of the market and marketing in order to design and sell products for satisfaction of the political consumers (Wymer & LessMashment, 2005:1; Baines, 2011:xxi). However, there are numerous manipulations, challenges and intricacies in the market, and sale and consumption of the political products as may be determined by the market political arena /state, consumers the public, and the marketers/suppliers politicians and government (Sarwate, 1993:80- 83). Some Nigerian political entrepreneurs have resorted to trading in the restructuring agitations in order to achieve their self-centred ends, but masked in restructuring the Nigerian state. This is typical of elites and politicians, especially in developing states – exploiting every instance, circumstance and opportunity to achieve ends/interests of state political and economic power acquisition, control and consolidation. Indeed, Nigerian elites, 
political entrepreneurs and agents have consistently employed political scheming, ethnicity and religion to achieve their targets, and thus, an un-ending demand for states and local governments‟ creations with elites‟ interests in state power and resources, which also pose other challenges to the Nigerian state (Saylor, 2016; Hislope & Mughan, 2012). 

The Critical Questions in Restructuring Nigeria 
While there are several and diverse reasons for the call/agitations for restructuring the Nigerian state, there are, similarly, critical questions which also require critical and technical answers on the restructuring agenda. These questions border on not only the scope and limitations, but also the legal status of the restructuring and extensively include: what is it to be restructured? The geography of Nigeria? The politics? The People? The state system? Who organises/conducts/regulates the restructuring? Who will represent who, what and where? What is the method of representation? What is the constitutionality or unconstitutionality of the restructuring alongside the Nigerian Constitution and its provisions on the Nigerian state in terms of laws making, repeal and amendments? What is the formula for representation of the ethnic nationalities, regions, states, zones? What will be the terms of reference for the restructuring? Whose constitutional power is it to amend/change the Nigerian constitutional laws? This indeed, are unavoidable questions which require definite and constitutionally backed answers for the restructuring to a both legally and politically binding on the Nigerian state and the citizens (Amaechi & Muoh, 2017; Rahim & Toyin, 2018:134; Sections 2, 4, 8, 47, 9[1-4] of the 1999 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria).

2.2
Theoretical framework

System theory

Systems theory is a science which has the comparative study of systems as its object. There are different types of systems: organisms (animals, humans, particularly cognitive mechanisms in organisms), machines (particularly computers), physicochemical systems, psychic systems and social systems. Such a comparative research program for heterogeneous types of systems presupposes a highly general concept of systems, for which numerous features have been proposed: the interdependency of the parts of a system; the reference of any structure and process in a system to the environments of the system; equilibrium and adaptedness and continuous re-adaptations to environmental demands as core elements of the understanding of a system; self-organization of a system as the principal way it responds to external intervention; complexity as trigger mechanism for system-formation and as the form which describes the internal network structures of connectedness among system elements.
Systems theory in an understanding related to these definitions developed in the years after 1940 on the basis of suggestions from biology (the ‘General System Theory’ of Ludwig von Bertalanffy), physiology (Walter B. Cannon, Walter Pitts, Warren McCulloch), and information theory and cybernetics (Claude Shannon, Norbert Wiener, William Ross Ashby). Particularly the idea by Shannon and Wiener to define information as a selection among alternative possibilities turned out to be a generalization transcending heterogeneous systems and pointing to systems theory as a kind of general selection theory. This was connected to the strictly binary way of operation Pitts and McCulloch postulated in a paper from 1943 for the nerve cell. This idea that at any branching of nerve cells there are only two alternative states available proved to be the most simple suggestion of how to make use of a network of cells for long chains of numerical operations. From this came the computer and at the same time more general ideas regarding the operational realities of any observing system whichsoever. Since its beginnings the social sciences were an important part of the establishment of systems theory. Jürgen Ruesch and Gregory Bateson were in 1951 the first who tried to base a social science discipline on an information and communication theory coming from cybernetics “Communication. The Social Matrix of Psychiatry”. But the two most influential suggestions were the comprehensive sociological versions of systems theory which were proposed by Talcott Parsons since the 1950s and by Niklas Luhmann since the 1970s.This study is premised on the framework of systems theory which is most suitable for studying a heterogeneous state system, federation and or a complex setting/society/set up where both the political system and its system and sub-systems are inter-dependent on each other in terms of input, output/functions, and what affects one automatically affects the other (Kirchmair, 2017). The systems theory is not limited to the natural sciences only, but also directly linked to the socio-political environment, among others, as the constituents of humankind‟s existence and survival (Stead & Stead, 2017). In the systems theory, there are interactions, connectivity, and systematic processing of demands - input and output - policies) (Easton, 1957:384). Nigeria, being a British and heterogeneous making comprises of relatively independent, but interconnected and inter-dependent parts and societies who altogether make up the state and the federation in an arrangement (system) with inter-connectivity with environment, communication, transport, economy, religion, etc., all these are parts of operationalisations of the systems theory (Baecker, 2017; Baraldi & Corsi, 2017). The factors of ethnicity, religion, region, culture, etc., all influence and shape the Nigerian system Crawford (1993). More so, Nigerian systemic structure is more properly studied and understood when its heterogeneities are taken into account in relation to the systematic formation of the state itself (McCormick, 2010:445). The systems theory here becomes appropriate and relevant in the context of Nigeria being a federation with sub-systems/structures wishing to restructure the system. Restructuring the Nigerian system is an automatic reflection of the systems theorisations as the sub-systems (component parts, multiple heterogeneities, etc.) are relatively interdependent on one another and an adjustment in one sub-systems affects/alters the system. Restructuring Nigeria, therefore entails adjustments, repositioning, of the heterogeneous constituents which in turn has an overall effect on the Nigerian state system.
Talcott Parsons (1902-1979)

Talcott Parsons had been influenced by equilibrium ideas from physiology (Cannon), the system/environment-thinking of the Harvard physiologist Lawrence Henderson, and the duality of information and energy Norbert Wiener had proposed. From these materials he developed a sociological systems theory. Social systems are related either to the internal environment of other social systems or to external non-social environments (psychic, biological, cultural environments). Furthermore they differ in the way they refer to time: they are either oriented towards realizations in the future or to need satisfactions in the present instrumental or consummatory. From these two distinctions internal and external and instrumental/consummatory Parsons derived four possibilities for the formation of systems: there are adaptive systems combining external reference and future orientation, e.g. the economy, secondly systems which are specialized on goal-attainment internal orientation, future, e.g. the polity, thirdly systems focused on integration of system elements internal orientation, present time, e.g. the society conceived as a community, fourthly systems which are responsible for the maintenance of long-term patterns external reference, present time, e.g. cultural institutions in society. There is one further aspect which Parsons adds to this elementary distinction of four types of systems. He distinguishes among these four system types systems in which a primacy of the transfer of information obtains all cultural institutions and systems from systems which are focused on transfers of energy e.g. the adaptive economic system. Information rich systems control energetical systems. These, on the other hand, are thought as conditioning factors which limit the scope of information-rich systems. This argument was taken from Norbert Wiener and Parsons derived from it a bidirectional hierarchy of conditions and control which interrelated all types of systems. On the basis of these elementary distinctions Parsons worked for further three decades on a social theory which identified in any concrete social system these four universal functional aspects adaptation, goal-attainment, integration, pattern maintenance which often constitute autonomous subsystems of the respective system. In an analogy to economics he then added input/output-analysis. Systems and subsystems are interrelated via the input and output of resources which are either the result or the precondition of ongoing system processes. Among these resources are the cognitive and motivational resources of participants, and the rights and values which are attributed to them. These different types of resources are transferred in exchange processes between systems. For analyzing these exchange processes going on between systems, without which systems would never be able to procure the resources they need for their functioning, Talcott Parsons created a theory about media of exchange. Parsons started again with an analogy to economics in theorizing about media of exchange. He postulated that there is first of all money in its economic function as a medium of exchange, well-known to economists. Then he added power and argued that it is best understood when analyzed as analogous to money, as an exchange medium which mediates the transfer of resources (decisions, support, responsibility etc.) important in political processes. And after having written theories for power and money, Talcott Parsons added further media of exchange for input/output-processes between systems, among which influence and value commitments play an especially prominent role on the level of societal exchanges. In continuing this work on media of exchange between systems which he did for decades, Parsons affirmed once more the cognitive starting point of systems theory in the 1940s: Systems theory as an interdisciplinary endeavour making use of intellectual resources as well from the sciences as from the humanities, and which as such is always focused on strategies for comparing heterogeneous systems and diverse system processes.
2.3
SUMMARY

In this review the researcher has sampled the opinions and views of several authors and scholars on analysis of ipob agitation and the need for national restructuring in Nigeria The works of scholars who conducted theoretical  studies have been reviewed also. The chapter has made clear the relevant literature.
CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1
AREA OF STUDY

The Ikwerre  are one of the Igbo subgroups in Rivers State. The majority of Ikwerre people considered themselves as part of the larger Igbo group. Traditional history has classified Ikwerre into seven groups called "Ikwerre Essa". They are Elele, Isiokpo, Rumuji, Ernohua, Choba, Aluu Igwuruta and Obio group. This division was recognized by Forde and Jones; (1950) in their ethnographic study of the Igbo and Ibibo speaking peoples of South Eastern Nigeria. It was also in line with this grouping that seven customary Courts were established in Ikwerre during the Colonial administration. These Courts were located at Elele, Isiokpo, Rumuji, Emohua, Choba, Aluu and Obio in Ikwerreland.

3.2
RESEARCH DESIGN

Research designs are perceived to be an overall strategy adopted by the researcher whereby different components of the study are integrated in a logical manner to effectively address a research problem. In this study, the researcher employed the survey research design. This is due to the nature of the study whereby the opinion and views of people are sampled.
3.3
POPULATION OF THE STUDY

According to Udoyen (2019), a study population is a group of elements or individuals as the case may be, who share similar characteristics. These similar features can include location, gender, age, sex or specific interest. The emphasis on study population is that it constitute of individuals or elements that are homogeneous in description. 

This study was carried out to examine Ipob agitation and the need for national restructuring in Nigeria. Indigenes of Ikwerre local government area of  Rivers state  comprising of elders, chiefs, youths, cleric-men, and politician, form the population of the study.
3.4
SAMPLE SIZE DETERMINATION

A study sample is simply a systematic selected part of a population that infers its result on the population. In essence, it is that part of a whole that represents the whole and its members share characteristics in like similitude (Udoyen, 2019). In this study, the researcher adopted the convenient sampling method to determine the sample size. 
3.5
SAMPLE SIZE SELECTION TECHNIQUE AND PROCEDURE

According to Nwana (2005), sampling techniques are procedures adopted to systematically select the chosen sample in a specified away under controls. This research work adopted the convenience sampling technique in selecting the respondents from the total population.

In this study, the researcher adopted the convenient sampling method to determine the sample size. Out of all the entire population of elders,chiefs, youth,cleric-men,and politician in Ikwerre local government area, the researcher conveniently selected 50 out of the overall population as the sample size which comprise of 10 persons each from the selected population making a total sum of 50  respondents as the sample size for this study. According to Torty (2021), a sample of convenience is the terminology used to describe a sample in which elements have been selected from the target population on the basis of their accessibility or convenience to the researcher.
3.6 
RESEARCH INSTRUMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

The research instrument used in this study is the questionnaire. A survey containing series of questions were administered to the enrolled participants. The questionnaire was divided into two sections, the first section enquired about the responses demographic or personal data while the second sections were in line with the study objectives, aimed at providing answers to the research questions. Participants were required to respond by placing a tick at the appropriate column. The questionnaire was personally administered by the researcher.
3.7
METHOD OF DATA COLLECTION

Two methods of data collection which are primary source and secondary source were used to collect data. The primary sources was the use of questionnaires, while the secondary sources include textbooks, internet, journals, published and unpublished articles and government publications.
3.8
METHOD OF DATA ANALYSIS

The responses were analysed using the frequency tables, which provided answers to the research questions. 

3.9
VALIDITY OF THE STUDY

Validity referred here is the degree or extent to which an instrument actually measures what is intended to measure. An instrument is valid to the extent that is tailored to achieve the research objectives. The researcher constructed the questionnaire for the study and submitted to the project supervisor who used his intellectual knowledge to critically, analytically and logically examine the instruments relevance of the contents and statements and then made the instrument valid for the study.
3.10
RELIABILITY OF THE STUDY

The reliability of the research instrument was determined. The Pearson Correlation Coefficient was used to determine the reliability of the instrument. A co-efficient value of 0.68 indicated that the research instrument was relatively reliable. According to (Taber, 2017) the range of a reasonable reliability is between 0.67 and 0.87.
3.11
ETHICAL CONSIDERATION

he study was approved by the Project Committee of the Department.  Informed consent was obtained from all study participants before they were enrolled in the study. Permission was sought from the relevant authorities to carry out the study. Date to visit the place of study for questionnaire distribution was put in place in advance.

CHAPTER FOUR

DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents the analysis of data derived through the questionnaire and key informant interview administered on the respondents in the study area. The analysis and interpretation were derived from the findings of the study. The data analysis depicts the simple frequency and percentage of the respondents as well as interpretation of the information gathered. A total of fifty (50) questionnaires were administered to respondents of which all were returned and validated for the analysis.
4.1
DATA PRESENTATION

Table 4.1: Demographic data of respondents

	Demographic information
	Frequency
	percent

	Gender

Male
	
	

	
	40
	90%

	Female
	10
	10%

	Age
	
	

	20-25
	5
	10%

	25-30
	5
	10%

	30-45
	20
	40%

	45-65
	10
	20%

	65+
	10
	20%

	Marital status
	
	

	married
	20
	40%

	single
	15
	30%

	divorced
	10
	20%

	separated
	5
	10%


Source: Field Survey, 2021

4.2
ANSWERING RESEARCH QUESTIONS

Question 1: What is the cause of the IPOB agitation?
Table 4.2:  Respondent on question 1

	Options
	Yes
	No
	Total %

	Marginalization by the government
	50

(100%)
	00
	50

(100%)

	opportunity to vote for independence.
	50

(100%)
	00
	50

(100%)

	lack of resources and investment from the Nigerian government.
	50

(100%)
	00
	50

(100%)


Field Survey, 2021

From the responses obtained as expressed in the table above, all the respondents constituting 100% said yes in all the options provided. There was no record of no.

Question 2: Did the IPOB ever cause violence to Nigeria 

Table 4.3:  Respondent on question 2

	Options
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Yes
	40
	60

	No
	00
	00

	Undecided
	10
	40

	Total
	50
	100


Field Survey, 2021

From the responses obtained as expressed in the table above, All the respondents constituting 60% said yes. There was no record of no. While 40% were undecided.

Question 3: Have the IPOB been dissolved?

Table 4.4:  Respondent on question 3

	Options
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Yes
	00
	00

	No
	50
	100

	Undecided
	00
	00

	Total
	50
	100


Field Survey, 2021

From the responses obtained as expressed in the table above, all the respondents constituting 0% said yes. 100% said no while 0% were undecided. 

CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION

5.1
SUMMARY

In this study, our focus was the  analysis of IPOB agitation and the need for national restructuring in Nigeria using Ikwerre people  as a case study. The study specifically was aimed at highlighting  the cause of the IPOB agitation, if the IPOB ever cause violence to Nigeria, if the IPOB been dissolved.

The study adopted the survey research design and randomly enrolled participants in the study. A total of 50 responses were validated from the enrolled participants where all respondent are drawn from elders, chiefs, youths, cleric-men, and politician from Ikwerre

5.2
CONCLUSION

Based on the finding of this study, the following conclusions were made:

There are  causes of the IPOB agitation

The IPOB have  cause violence to Nigeria 

The IPOB have not been dissolved

Marginalization by the government

opportunity to vote for independence.

lack of resources and investment from the Nigerian government.

5.3
RECOMMENDATION

Based on the responses obtained, the researcher proffers the following recommendations:

south easterners feel politically and economically marginalized, and the government’s hardline stance is not helping matters. Hence the agitation for secession , therefore recommended that the Nigeria government should adopt dialogue and other diplomatic means rather than coercion. 

That the government should refrain from further threats of “crushing” the agitation and free unconditionally the hundreds of protestors currently imprisoned. 

Government should also reassure regions will be allocated with resources and developed infrastructural equitable. Efforts should be made to include all states in the scheme of things in order to reduce the feeling of marginalization, exclusion and victimization.
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QUESTIONNAIRE

PLEASE TICK [√] YOUR MOST PREFERRED CHOICE AND AVOID TICKING TWICE ON A QUESTION

SECTION A

PERSONAL INFORMATION

Gender

Male [  ]


Female [  ]

Age 

20-25
[  ]

25-30
[  ]

35-45
[  ]

45-60 [  ]

60 and above [  ]

Marital Status

Single
[  ]

Married [  ]

Separated [  ]

Widowed [  ]

Question 1: What is the cause of the IPOB agitation?
Table 4.2:  Respondent on question 1

	Options
	Yes
	No

	Marginalization by the government
	
	

	opportunity to vote for independence.
	
	

	lack of resources and investment from the Nigerian government.
	
	


Question 2: Did the IPOB ever cause violence to Nigeria 

	Options
	Please tick

	Yes
	

	No
	

	Undecided
	


Question 3: Have the IPOB been dissolved?

	Options
	Please tick

	Yes
	

	No
	

	Undecided
	


