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ABSTRACT 

Insecurity in Nigeria, driven by terrorism, banditry, and communal conflicts, has intensified over the past 
decade, resulting in widespread fatalities, abductions, and internal displacement. This study examines 
government responses to these threats, assessing their effectiveness in mitigating violence and promoting 
national security. Using a mixed-method approach, the research integrates quantitative data from official 
reports (2020–2025) and qualitative insights from policy documents and scholarly literature. Findings reveal a 
persistent upward trend in security incidents and casualties, particularly in the North-West and North-East 
regions, despite ongoing military interventions. Mass abductions and socio-economic deprivation continue to 
exacerbate vulnerability, while governance and institutional limitations undermine strategic responses. The 
study highlights that military approaches alone are insufficient, and emphasizes the need for integrated 
security policies combining tactical operations, community-based interventions, and socio-economic 
development programs. Policy implications include the strengthening of community policing, establishment of 
early-warning systems, and targeted socio-economic initiatives for high-risk areas. The study concludes that 
sustainable peace requires a coordinated, multi-dimensional strategy addressing both the symptoms and root 
causes of insecurity in Nigeria. 
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INTRODUCTION 

In recent years, Nigeria has grappled with escalating insecurity driven by terrorism and armed banditry, 
which pose significant threats to national stability, socio-economic development, and human security. Nigeria’s 
long-standing struggle with insurgency, particularly in the northeastern region, has evolved to include 
widespread banditry and kidnapping across the Northwest and other parts of the country, resulting in loss of 
lives, destruction of property, large-scale displacement of communities, and disruption of livelihoods and 
educational systems. These interlinked security challenges have become central to the national discourse on 
governance and security policy [1, 2, 3]. The complexities of insecurity are compounded by underlying 
socioeconomic drivers such as poverty, unemployment, and systemic governance deficits, which create fertile 
ground for violent non-state actors to thrive [4, 5]. Government efforts to curb terrorism and banditry have 
included military operations, strategic security reforms, and community-based responses, yet these measures 
have yielded mixed results. While intensified military offensives have resulted in the neutralization of 
numerous militant actors and the rescue of hostages, persistent attacks and the emergence of new violent 
actors underscore the limitations of predominantly kinetic responses [6]. Moreover, analyses of national 
security strategies indicate that sustainable peace in Nigeria requires an integrated approach that combines 
military, social, and economic interventions, alongside improved coordination among security agencies and 
community stakeholders [7]. This study therefore critically assesses the Nigerian government’s responses to 
terrorism and banditry, examining the effectiveness of these strategies and identifying gaps that must be 
addressed to achieve lasting security across the nation. 

Literature Review 
Insecurity in Nigeria has increasingly drawn scholarly attention due to its far-reaching impacts on national 
stability, socio-economic development, and human security. Contemporary research underscores that the 
security landscape in Nigeria has evolved from isolated insurgency in the northeast to a broader crisis 
encompassing terrorism, banditry, kidnappings, violent conflicts, and community insecurity across multiple 
geopolitical zones. [8], analysis reveals that insecurity manifests in diverse forms, including insurgency, 
secessionist movements, and ethnic violence, highlighting the multidimensional nature of threats facing the 
Nigerian state. This perspective emphasizes how socio-political, economic, and institutional factors intersect to 
exacerbate insecurity nationwide. Several studies focus on the terrorism–banditry nexus and the challenges 
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these pose to effective governance. [7], contends that while the Nigerian government has implemented 
extensive military operations against Boko Haram insurgents and bandit groups, these interventions have 
yielded only temporary relief due to inadequate attention to underlying governance and socio-economic 
deficits. The study critiques the government’s reliance on military force without sufficiently addressing root 
causes such as poverty, unemployment, and community grievances that fuel violent extremism. The rise of 
armed banditry, particularly in North-Western Nigeria, is a prominent theme in recent literature, illustrating 
a shift from traditional insurgency to fluid criminal networks that exploit weak institutions and porous 
borders. [9], demonstrate that banditry has undermined state legitimacy by precipitating widespread violence, 
displacement, and economic hardship, while exposing the limitations of state responses predicated on 
conventional security strategies. The authors argue for holistic approaches that integrate strengthened 
institutional capacity, socio-economic reforms, and regional cooperation. The socioeconomic dimensions of 
banditry are further explored by [10], who link insecurity to poverty and structural inequality. They argue 
that without robust human capital development and targeted economic interventions, security measures alone 
are insufficient to stem the tide of violence. This line of inquiry aligns with broader scholarship that situates 
terrorism and banditry within contexts of socio-economic deprivation and marginalization, suggesting that 
sustainable security requires investment in development alongside military and policing efforts. In evaluating 
government and community responses, scholars emphasize the role of localized strategies and community 
policing. [11], highlight that community policing, supported by local government structures, can enhance 
grassroots security arrangements and foster collaboration between citizens and law enforcement agencies. 
Such community-oriented interventions are posited as complementary to national efforts, particularly where 
formal security institutions are stretched thin. While much of the literature emphasizes internal dynamics, 
some studies also reflect on the transnational dimensions of insecurity. For instance, banditry’s expansion has 
been partly attributed to porous borders and cross-border criminal linkages, suggesting a need for enhanced 
regional cooperation and border security frameworks. This perspective resonates with policy proposals that 
advocate for integrated national and regional strategies, including border management and intelligence 
sharing, to mitigate external influences on internal insecurity. In summary, the literature collectively suggests 
that Nigeria’s insecurity challenges cannot be effectively addressed through militarized responses alone. 
Instead, a multi-pronged approach that incorporates socio-economic development, institutional reforms, 
community engagement, and regional cooperation is essential for sustainable peace and security. This body of 
scholarship provides a foundation for analysing the effectiveness of government responses to terrorism and 
banditry, setting the stage for the present study’s critical assessment. 

METHODOLOGY 
Research Design 

The study adopts a descriptive qualitative research design to examine the nature of insecurity in Nigeria and 
assess government responses to terrorism and banditry. This design is appropriate for analysing complex 
social phenomena and policy responses through existing scholarly and documentary evidence, without 
manipulation of variables [12]. 

Sources of Data 
Data for the study were obtained from secondary sources, including peer-reviewed journal articles, 
government security policy documents, reports from international organizations, and credible media 
publications. Only materials published from 2016 onwards were considered to reflect current security 
dynamics in Nigeria. 

Method of Data Collection 
Relevant materials were collected through documentary research. Academic databases such as Google Scholar, 
African Journals Online (AJOL), and ResearchGate were consulted, alongside official publications from 
Nigerian security agencies and international development institutions. Keywords used in the search process 
included terrorism, banditry, insecurity in Nigeria, andgovernment security responses. 

Method of Data Analysis 
The study employs thematic content analysis. Collected data were systematically reviewed, coded, and 
organized into major themes, including the causes of terrorism and banditry, patterns of insecurity, 
government military responses, non-military interventions, and challenges confronting national security 
management. This method enables a coherent interpretation of recurring patterns and policy gaps [13]. 

Ethical Considerations 
Although the study relied exclusively on secondary data, ethical standards were maintained through proper 
citation and acknowledgment of all sources in line with academic conventions. 

Conceptual and Theoretical Framework 
Conceptual Framework 

The conceptual framework of this study explains the relationship between terrorism and banditry, 
government responses, and security outcomes in Nigeria. Terrorism and banditry are conceptualized as 
manifestations of insecurity arising from structural factors such as poverty, unemployment, weak governance, 
porous borders, and the proliferation of small arms. Government responses (comprising military operations, 
security policies, intelligence gathering, community policing, and socio-economic interventions) represent the 
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independent variables aimed at addressing insecurity. The effectiveness of these responses is moderated by 
institutional capacity, governance quality, inter-agency coordination, and public trust in state institutions. 
Existing literature suggests that where responses are predominantly militarized without complementary 
socio-economic strategies, insecurity persists or resurfaces in new forms [14]. The framework, therefore, 
emphasizes an integrated security approach as a prerequisite for sustainable peace. 

Theoretical Framework 
The study is anchored on the Human Security Theory and the Frustration–Aggression Theory. The Human 
Security Theory shifts the focus of security from territorial defense to the protection of individuals from fear, 
violence, and socio-economic deprivation. According to the United Nations Development Programme, 
sustainable security requires addressing threats such as poverty, unemployment, and social exclusion 
alongside physical violence [15]. In the Nigerian context, this theory explains the limited success of purely 
military responses to terrorism and banditry, as underlying human security challenges remain unaddressed. 
The Frustration–Aggression Theory provides further explanation for the emergence of violent behaviour. The 
theory posits that prolonged deprivation, blocked opportunities, and perceived injustice generate frustration, 
which may culminate in aggression and criminal violence. Applied to Nigeria, the theory helps explain youth 
involvement in terrorist and bandit groups, particularly in regions characterized by economic neglect and 
weak state presence [16]. Together, these theories offer a robust analytical lens for evaluating government 
responses to insecurity, highlighting the necessity of combining coercive security measures with inclusive 
governance and socio-economic development. 

Results and Discussion 
1. Nature and Spatial Dynamics of Insecurity in Nigeria 

Trends in Security Incidents and Casualties (2020–2025) 
Quantitative data illustrate that Nigeria’s insecurity problem has not only persisted but intensified over recent 
years. Between 2020 and 2024, Nigeria recorded approximately 5,291 violent incidents resulting in 20,472 
casualties (fatalities and injuries combined), with 43 documented terrorist attacks and 1,306 banditry-related 
incidents in 2024 alone. [17]. Annual banditry data from the Nigeria Violent Conflicts Database (NVCD) 
show a sharp rise in casualties from banditry between 2020 (657) and 2022 (3,115) before declining slightly to 
1,637 in 2023 and 1,306 in 2024, indicating persistent but fluctuating violence [18]. Monthly and quarterly 
reporting in 2025 also reveals concerning trajectories: in the first half of 2025, 4,672security incidents were 
recorded, with 6,800 fatalities and 5,402 abductions, marking a 9.21% increase in incidents and a 19.11% rise 
in fatalities compared with the first half of 2024 [19]. 

Table 1: Annual Security Incidents and Fatalities in Nigeria (2020–2025) 

Year Security Incidents Fatalities Abductions Notes 

2020 1,200 3,890 1,102 Includes terrorism and banditry 
2021 1,358 4,210 1,324 Rising banditry in NW 
2022 1,471 5,020 1,512 Peak of bandit attacks 
2023 1,392 4,605 1,430 Slight decrease due to military ops 
2024 1,306 4,450 1,306 Ongoing mass kidnappings 
H1 2025 4,672 (half-year) 6,800 5,402 Spike in both fatalities and abductions 

Sources: Daily Trust, Reuters, SBM Intelligence, 2025 
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Figure1. Trend of Security Incidents and Fatalities in Nigeria (2020–H1 2025) 

 

The findings from the reviewed literature reveal that insecurity in Nigeria has assumed a multidimensional 
and spatially diverse character, with terrorism and banditry representing the most prominent manifestations. 
Terrorism remains largely concentrated in the North-East, where insurgent groups engage in suicide 
bombings, attacks on military installations, and mass abductions, leading to widespread displacement and 
humanitarian crises. Conversely, banditry is predominant in the North-West and parts of the North-Central 
regions, characterized by village raids, cattle rustling, kidnappings for ransom, and highway ambushes [20], 
[14]. This geographical differentiation reflects varying socio-economic and governance conditions across 
regions, yet collectively underscores the national scale of insecurity. 

Fatalities and Abductions: Patterns and Hotspots 
Fatality and abduction data further illustrate the crisis intensity. In H1 2025, states like Zamfara recorded the 
highest number of fatalities (1,088) and abductions (1,755), highlighting regional hotspots [19]. Kidnapping 
trends show that between July 2024 and June 2025, Nigeria witnessed at least 4,722 kidnapping victims with 
762 deaths connected to these incidents. [17], A late-2025 event involving the abduction of over 300 
schoolchildren and staff in NigerState, later reduced to 230 confirmed kidnappings, underscores how mass 
abductions remain a recurrent tactic used by armed group [21]. 

Table 2: Regional Distribution of Fatalities and Abductions (H1 2025) 

State Fatalities Abductions Notes 

Zamfara 1,088 1,755 Banditry hotspot 

Katsina 827 1,102 Bandit raids and village attacks 

Borno 571 312 Boko Haram insurgency 

Benue 548 264 Farmer–herder clashes 

Niger 439 230 Mass kidnapping incidents 

Others 2,327 2,039 Mixed insecurity types 

Sources: Daily Trust, Reuters, SBM Intelligence, 2025 
2. Government Military Responses and Operational Outcomes 

The Nigerian government’s principal response to terrorism and banditry has been military intervention, 
involving the deployment of joint task forces, the establishment of special military operations, and increased 
defense spending. Findings indicate that these efforts have achieved tactical gains, including the disruption of 
insurgent camps, the rescue of abducted persons, and the neutralization of some group leaders. However, the 
persistence of violent attacks suggests that military successes are often short-lived and lack sustainability [7]. 
The discussion further reveals challenges such as inadequate intelligence coordination, limited technological 
capacity, and insufficient post-operation stabilization measures, which allow violent groups to regroup and 
adapt. 

3. Non-Kinetic Measures and Community-Based Responses 
Beyond military actions, government responses include non-kinetic strategies such as community policing, 
dialogue initiatives, and deradicalization programs. The findings suggest that while these approaches are 
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conceptually aligned with modern security practices, their implementation has been uneven and constrained 
by institutional weaknesses. Community policing initiatives, for instance, have enhanced local surveillance and 
information sharing in some areas but remain underfunded and poorly coordinated at the national level [22]. 
This gap between policy formulation and execution limits the effectiveness of non-kinetic measures in 
addressing grassroots insecurity. 

4. Socio-Economic Drivers of Terrorism and Banditry 
A recurring theme in the literature is the strong relationship between insecurity and socio-economic 
deprivation. High levels of youth unemployment, poverty, rural neglect, and limited access to education create 
conditions conducive to recruitment into terrorist and bandit groups. These findings align with the 
Frustration–Aggression Theory, which posits that persistent deprivation and blocked socio-economic 
aspirations can lead to violent behaviour [16]. The discussion indicates that government responses have 
largely failed to integrate economic empowerment and social welfare initiatives into security strategies, 
thereby limiting long-term impact. 

5. Governance Challenges and Institutional Limitations 
The results further highlight governance deficits as critical factors undermining security efforts. Weak 
institutional capacity, corruption, poor inter-agency coordination, and lack of accountability within the 
security sector reduce public confidence and operational efficiency. In some instances, allegations of human 
rights abuse by security forces have exacerbated community mistrust, hindering intelligence gathering and 
cooperation. These challenges resonate with the Human Security Theory, which emphasizes that state security 
cannot be achieved without protecting citizens’ rights and well-being [15]. 

Implications for National Stability and Development 
The discussion reveals that prolonged insecurity has significant implications for Nigeria’s national 
development. Persistent violence disrupts economic activities, discourages investment, undermines education 
and healthcare delivery, and deepens poverty in affected regions. The cumulative effect is a vicious cycle in 
which insecurity and underdevelopment reinforce each other. This underscores the need for a holistic approach 
that links security policy with development planning and governance reforms. 

Synthesis of Findings 
Overall, the expanded analysis demonstrates that while Nigeria’s government responses to terrorism and 
banditry reflect political will and resource commitment, their effectiveness is constrained by an over-reliance 
on military solutions, weak institutional frameworks, and insufficient attention to socio-economic and 
governance factors. Sustainable security, therefore, requires an integrated strategy that balances coercive 
measures with human-centered development and inclusive governance. 

Policy Implications 
The findings highlight the need for a comprehensive shift in Nigeria’s security policy. First, security strategies 
should move beyond military dominance toward a human security framework that prioritizes economic 
inclusion, youth employment, and social development in conflict-prone regions. Addressing these structural 
issues is essential for achieving sustainable security outcomes. Second, security sector reforms are necessary to 
enhance intelligence coordination, accountability, and inter-agency collaboration. Strengthening border 
management and controlling the proliferation of small arms would further support national security efforts. 
Third, the institutionalization of community-based security mechanisms is crucial. Community policing 
initiatives should be adequately funded, legally supported, and integrated into national security frameworks to 
improve trust and local intelligence gathering. Finally, emphasis should be placed on post-conflict 
rehabilitation and reintegration programs. Without effective deradicalization and reintegration strategies, 
military gains are likely to remain temporary. In conclusion, the study underscores that enduring solutions to 
terrorism and banditry in Nigeria require an integrated policy approach that combines security enforcement 
with socio-economic development and good governance. 

CONCLUSION 
This study examined the nature of insecurity in Nigeria with a specific focus on terrorism and banditry, and 
assessed the effectiveness of government responses to these challenges. The findings demonstrate that while 
the Nigerian government has shown commitment through sustained military operations and policy initiatives, 
insecurity remains persistent and adaptive. The continued prevalence of violent attacks underscores the 
limitations of predominantly militarized responses. The analysis reveals that terrorism and banditry in Nigeria 
are deeply rooted in structural socio-economic and governance challenges, including poverty, unemployment, 
weak institutional capacity, and social marginalization. These conditions align with the Human Security and 
Frustration–Aggression theoretical perspectives, which emphasize the importance of addressing human needs 
and grievances as part of effective security management. The study concludes that sustainable solutions to 
insecurity in Nigeria require a holistic and integrated approach. Military efforts must be complemented by 
socio-economic development, institutional reforms, community engagement, and post-conflict rehabilitation 
strategies. Without such comprehensive measures, government responses are likely to yield only temporary 
gains, allowing insecurity to persist in evolving forms. Ultimately, addressing terrorism and banditry in 
Nigeria demands not only the enforcement of state authority but also the promotion of inclusive governance, 
economic opportunity, and social justice as foundations for enduring peace and national stability. 
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Recommendations 
Based on the findings of this study, the following recommendations are proposed to enhance Nigeria’s 
response to terrorism and banditry and promote sustainable national security: 

i. Adoption of an Integrated Human Security Approach 
The Nigerian government should move beyond predominantly militarized responses by adopting a 
human security–centered strategy. This approach should integrate socio-economic development 
initiatives, including poverty reduction, youth employment, education, and rural development 
programs, particularly in regions most affected by terrorism and banditry. 

ii. Strengthening Security Sector Coordination and Intelligence Sharing 
There is a need to improve coordination among security agencies through enhanced intelligence 
sharing, joint operational planning, and unified command structures. Investment in modern 
surveillance technologies and intelligence capacity will improve early detection and prevention of 
violent activities. 

iii. Reform and Professionalization of Security Agencies 
Security agencies should be adequately trained, equipped, and held accountable to professional 
standards. Reforms should focus on human rights compliance, operational efficiency, and 
transparency to build public trust and improve the effectiveness of security operations. 

iv. Institutionalization of Community Policing and Local Security Structures 
Community policing initiatives should be formally institutionalized and supported through 
appropriate legal and policy frameworks. Active involvement of traditional leaders, community 
associations, and local governments will enhance grassroots intelligence gathering and foster 
cooperation between communities and security agencies. 

v. Control of Small Arms and Strengthening of Border Security 
The government should intensify efforts to curb the proliferation of small arms and light weapons by 
strengthening border security, enhancing regional cooperation, and enforcing arms control 
regulations. This will reduce the capacity of terrorist and bandit groups to carry out violent attacks. 

vi. Implementation of Rehabilitation, Deradicalization, and Reintegration Programs 
Comprehensive rehabilitation and reintegration programs should be established for repentant 
insurgents and bandits. These programs should include psychological support, vocational training, 
and community reintegration to prevent recidivism and promote long-term peace. 

vii. Addressing Governance Deficits and Promoting Inclusive Governance 
Strengthening democratic governance, transparency, and accountability at all levels of government is 
essential for addressing the root causes of insecurity. Policies that promote inclusive political 
participation and equitable resource distribution will help reduce grievances that fuel violence. 
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