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ABSTRACT

This paper is a philosophical assessment of théeclges of sustainability of Nigeria’s foreign poliimage
between 1960-2013. The problem which led to thgeaech was the failure of the Nigerian state tasea
permanent seat in the UN Security Council. Thiswghthat Nigeria’s image problem is clearly a treathe
country’s progress in international politics. Instiway, the paper is significant in calling attentito Nigeria’s
image problem. The central argument which this papgsed was that while the “survivability” or
“unsurvivability” of Nigeria's foreign policy imageannot be discussed without recourse to the Nigegivil
war(1966-1969), the actual challenges to sustdihakihich this paper alleges include among otléngds; -1)
prolonged years of military misrule in Nigeria, @&ntification of Africa’s interests as Nigeria’'s timal
interests, and 3) the absence of an efficient publation department in the Nigerian foreign ppliedustry for
that same purpose.

Keywords: Nigeria foreign policy image, sustainability ancattbnges.

Introduction

It is one thing to identify among other things folowing elements;- the prolonged period of naiti
misrule in Nigeria, the continuous identificatiohaodiversity of Africa’s interests as Nigeria’stiamal interests,
and the absence of an efficient public relationadipent in the Nigerian foreign policy industry, amjor
challenges to the sustainability of Nigeria's dstieeimage in the international community of natdretween
the country’s independent year of 1960 up to prieday reality in the 2013 administration by preside
Goodluck Jonathan; While this should form a majart pf our discussion in this paper; it is quit@ter thing
to argue as this paper has done, namely, thatrtilerged period of military misrule in Nigeria, titemplex
politics of the Nigerian civil war(1966-1969)whigheceded successive military rule in Nigeria, arallack of
competent ambassadors and other personnel in geild foreign policy industry; are among the meegsons
for the “unsustainability” and “unsurvivability” lyend the 1960 Balewa’'s administration, the Nigeria
independent era’s international image as the “giitfrica”. The 1960’s image of the country as @eround
“giant of Africa” soon got discontinued by the outbt of an ungodly civil war and a successive e
prolonged military rule retrospective of the fabat even at the country’s return to civilian rule May 29"
1999, successive leaders of the nation have nat¢ dapugh in terms of giving true meaning to thentgls
1960’s image as “giant of Africa”.

According to_“Nigeria-Foreign Relationstww.pointblanknews.composted, Dec. 1% 2013, ‘the
reality is such that instead of sustainability amhtinuity, the Nigerian civil war, instead, introgkd a new
problem;- the problem of internal instability intee country’s image problem’. Today, most peopktampted
to associate new forms of instability in the coynsuch as the Niger-Delta militancy, religious agtthnic
clashes in the country, and the seemingly insolpbidlem ofBoko Haraminsurgency, etc, as the perfection of
that original seed of national instability which svia the early years of the country following thelurst of the
Nigerian civil war. And as a continuation, in adulit to the image problem caused by the countrygyadly’
civil war, Oyebode Akin goes on to say in his oaliarticle,“"The Image Issue In Nigeria's Foreign Policy;
Some Matters Arising”(free post of June 16 2013), namely, that successive military rule didbetter than
added more injury to the Nigeria's image problemrmimking the Nigerian state what he referred toisnahnticle
as a “shadow of itself”. And while putting Oyeboslalescription in perspective, Y Z Yau’s article, ¢i¥a,
Message And Meaning”(Adagio Onoja, 2000;19) highiggthe point that at the return of the countrycital
rule in 1999, despite efforts by successive cinilieaders, ‘all we hear about Nigeria is a counétyaged by
war, diseases, poverty and illiteracy, etc, ahéf tountry’s ministry of foreign affair had no pigbielations
department. In this way, the statement has coneetlrat the return of the country to civil rule whiought to
eradicate the damage done by military rule to thentry’s image has itself not done well.

148



Journal of Law, Policy and Globalization www.iiste.org
ISSN 2224-3240 (Paper) ISSN 2224-3259 (Online) l'—,i,!
Vol.26, 2014 IIS E

Consequently, this paper has been written to ateo@ rebirth of Nigeria’'s foreign policy
image(domestic image as a nation) together witfoitsign policy industry to the extent that Nigesiaall, once
again, be put at the centre of world politics beasgt was on its independent date of 1960, nama€lgiant” and
“true representative” of Africa in the internatidrtmmmunity of nations. Other arguments advancedihere
here summarized as follows;

1) That a global look at things and not merely talancursory glance at the Nigerian situation revees
the international image of any country duly comsés the domestic determinant of the country’s
foreign policy strength or weaknesses before ttexmational community of nations.

2) That in respect to our particular situation witke tNigerian state, the country was apt to acquire fo
itself and in the early years of the country’s ipeledence in 1960, a formidable name and image,
namely, as an all-round “giant of Africa” by virtué achievement of the country’s ‘afrocentric’ faye
policy industry.

3) That this amiable image soon got shattered by uléen outburst of an ungodly civil war in 1966 and
that while it was further destroyed by prolongeditarly rule in the country, civilian or post-milita
rule has tended to compound the Nigerian imagelg@nolby focusing indirectly on priority policies or
developmental policies, such as job creation, raten directly facing the country’s dwindling ineg
before the international comity of nations.

However, for us to adequately understanel ¢thallenges to the sustainability of Nigeria’s6Q'8
independent image as an all-round “giant of Afritestween the Balewa’'s regime of 1960 to the Jamath
Goodluck’s administration of 2013; it is imperatitheat this work should clear the cloudy contentho$ paper
through a historical and theoretical expositionhaf problem as here captured below
Theoretical And Historical Overview Of Nigeria's Foreign Policy And The Sustainability Of Nigeria’'s
Foreign Policy Image In Theoretical ~ and Histoical Perspective
Pre-Independent/Independent Era; Nigeria’s ForeignPolicy Industry; and Nigeria’s External or Foreign
Image Projection
Prior to Nigeria's independence, in 1960, it wapassible to speak of Nigeria’'s external image. ¢hentry’s
foreign policy as a whole was subsumed under theigo policy objectives of Britain. But this did hitast
indefinitely; the situation received a new leaséfeing announcement of Oct®'1.960 as date for the country’s
independence from colonial Britain. The new chajkerfor the nation was as it still is today, namehe
challenge of evolving at independence, a foreigitpandustry with a dual focus of ensuring botle tivelfare
of the nation and that of the international comrtybly means of securing the welfare of the Africamtinent.
As Jonathan Ajare would argue in his artictRegional Voluntarism:The Sustainability of Africa’
Afrocentrism”, (ir.info/2013/07/19/regional.....), the situatiomrthg the pre-independent/independent era was
such that;

Before independence, Nigeria's Africa’s leaderghipential[and foreign policy drive] was anticipated

[at two levels] internationally and domestically[thus] Nigeria's nationalist and first presidenttbé

country, Dr. Nnamdi Azikiwe, referred to such [aatlpolicy image] as a Nigerian-African vision; a

symbol of Nigeria’s inseparability from Africa.

In another development, the country’s O¢t.1960’s Prime Minister, Sir. Abubakar Tafawa Balewapported
this aforementioned pre-independent and indeperaimitation in a lyrical piece where he mentiorfaastthat
for the same sake of running an Nigerian-Africad an African-Nigerian foreign policy objective(ii

“Nigeria would speak for Africa” by virtue of it®feign policy formation.

The point, however, is that even before the cotmindependence in 1960, Nigeria had as a natipireabto
run a foreign policy industry whose dual objectivesuld consist in the welfare and image of the ¢ouas well
as the welfare and image of the international conitpwia its priority focus on the African contingrand in
the thinking of most people, this dual vision utitié advent of an ungodly civil war and succesaniéary rule

in Nigeria, was strongly adhered to. The only casidn one can reach from this preamble is thatentiie
outburst of the Nigerian civil war duly initiatetid image problem with the Nigerian state, the araadf an
amiable foreign policy for itself by the Nigerianat is centered around the country’s achievemént a
independence.

Independent And Post-Independent Era; Nigeria’'s Foeign Policy; And Nigeria's External Image

Although the first and primary foreign policy pramxement in Nigeria came after the country’s indeleaice
on Oct. %', 1960, the issue of acquisition of an amiableifprgolicy image, however, transcended the coustry’
independent date. Reference is to be here madespect of Udumage John Green’s argument in hislgrti
“The Problem Of Re-defining Nigeria’s National Imésts In The Context of Global Diplomacy”,
www.pointblanknews.com(posted Ded, 2013), that ‘the story of Nigeria's internatiomatognition as an all-
round giant of Africa is one which transcends irefegence and goes forth to the birth of the OAU ay 25",
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1963; and it goes also to the fact that the orgdioia on its own provided the requisite platform fieaking for
itself as a country the true image of the counsngiant of Africa’. Udumage’s excerpt are quiteoimhative as
he explains in his own words as follows;
The formation of the OAU on May #51963[provided a platform which] enabled Nigega[acquire
for itself an external image of high repute sincallowed the nation’s foreign policy drive to] pan
end to colonial rule in Africa....... secure the unifytloe continent...... destroy the evil of apartheid rule
in South Africa.....and contribute[meaningfully] tbet UN Peace-Keeping Mission[outside the shores
of Africa to as far as Bosnia in the Balkans]
To say much on the subject is to express the faadtit is one thing to assert as Udumage John Ghesn
asserted, namely, that the question of Nigeria'sifm policy image goes back to the early yeathefcountry’'s
independent era; at the same time, we need natlthéa know that Nigeria's foreign image as thétfg of
Africa’ would not have been possible without theuety’s landmark achievements during its early geafr
independence as a country. The country at this liwee out a foreign policy objective which, alttgiuit was
afrocentric in nature, concerned itself with issaés global scale aware that whatever affectspame of the
world affects Africa; it is therefore not surprigirthat the foreign policy vitality of Nigeria's daryears of
independence earned the country not only the narmalso a global respect for the Nigerian statéhasgiant
of Africa’. Consequently, the questions which remfdr us the true issues in this paper are two,atganihow
Nigeria’s independent image got basterdized andriigility of the country to recover this foreigoligy based
1960’s independent image.
Nigeria’s Civil War Era And The Creation Of Nigeria’s Foreign Policy Image Problem
The actual problem with the Nigerian state wouldtia thinking of most people not consist in theeBa's
creation of a foreign policy image which was admil®y all and sundry but its sustainability or suabhility
beyond the civil war and the Gowan'’s administratibat fought the war. Any other country could hakie
Nigeria, become the giant of Africa through its ge&eeping operation and foreign policy achievernsaamt
other contributions to the international communitigvertheless, the real problem with the lack actainability
or survivability of Nigeria’s good image beyond tBalewa’s administration is in the thinking of theernet
blog, www.mungabe.conin its online article“Nigeria-Foreign Relations”, posted Dec. '8 2013, reflected in
the fact that by proceeding to introduce into Niglsrimage problem a new question of internal ib#itg, the
Nigerian civil war(1966-1969) and the Gowan'’s adistiiation that fought the war is to be seen asranmhich
‘marks a distinct break in the Nigerian foreignlippindustry. Thus, commenting on how the civilivand the
Gowan’s administration which fought the war bothdmaligeria a “shadow of itself” while marking a titiet
break in the Nigerian foreign policy industry, ticle has explained as follows;
The civil war[and its Gowan’s administration] markgistinct break in Nigeria’s foreign policy. The
action of various countries and international bediring the [said] civil war[however, brought]
increased awareness about Gowan'’s policy alignméthin and outside Africa...... white-dominated
African countries[just like what Britain and US @idsupported the course of the Biafra
nation....[consequently]Nigeria [for the first timi]jrned to the Soviet Union for arms[thereby turning
Nigeria’s Balewa’s non-alignment objective of theyétian foreign policy up-side-down]
Thus, the question which immediately arises froemdbnduct of the civil war and the way-about of @mvan’s
government is that of how the impact of the civdrvand the conduct of Gowan’s government affeceNis
external image as a country? To address the guedtigerians as well as the international commuihigl
expected after the civil war that the Gowan’s adstiation would engage in a ‘comprehensive’ imalgaig-up.
But there was little or nothing to show that th&l ggovernment was interested in repairing the aytsmexternal
image as much as it was interested in empoweriiggri over the other African states. The body laigguof
the Gowan'’s administration rather indicated a fcommitment to strengthen Nigeria’s lordship overied,
hence, it headed for the establishment of ECOWAS$915 thereby maintaining by means of ECOWAS as a
platform Nigeria’s political control over Africa stead of embarking on a comprehensive image clpaasuhe
world had expected. Apart from the formation of BEAS other interests of the administration which ever
those of re-populating a decimated Nigerian army @building of physical infrastructures in theuatry etc
did not in clear terms include an agenda for répgiNigeria’s external image. In particular, while post-war
government embarked on massive state creation tboshabilize internal politics and facilitate infteuctural
development; it went on to establish the Nationaluth Service Corps(NYSC) in 1973 aimed at injecting
educated officers into the Nigerian army whilehie same process of filling up the army populatidmcty at the
end of the civil war was already decimated beyoondds.
Less attention was paid by the Gowon’'s governmenNigeria’s external image; and apart from thig th
Gowan’s administration as a whole seemed to hasaedi that the seed of instability which the outkrefan
ungodly civil war had sown would continue unintgried by anybody. This has been said from the backgt
that when Britain and the US broke relations wiilyé¥ia as a way of discouraging the proceed ofNiyerian
civil war; the Gowan’s government in power at theet abandon these members of the allied West aadelde
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for an alliance with Communist Russia who suppiBavan’s government with weapons to sustain the thar;
Gowan’s government did so in exchange for Niger@is Ajaokutalron Ore. In this way, it may be said that
the inability of Gowon's government to adequatebaldwith the up-crop of ethnic and military polgicather
than administrative negligence of the Gowan’s goremnt is to be seen as a factor which sowed an¢psted
of instability against Nigeria’s foreign policy ima at independence in 1960. What most people hawe id to
draw a connection between present-day forms odliigty such as Niger-Delta Militancy, religiousdethnic
tensions, Fulani Cattle Insurgency éwuko HaramExtremism as off-shoots of the unsolved problematfonal
instability created by the Nigerian civil war.
Successive Military Regimes And Nigeria’'s Externalmage Problem
As Ruben Abati duly explains in his editorial aeictitled, “Obasanjo’s Foreign Policy”,(The Guandja
Aug.29"1999), successive military rule as a whole didless than take advantage of Nigeria's afrocentric
foreign policy objectives to keep themselves in poand to build personal CVs out of the countrgufnes. In
the thinking of Abati as most people would agreis itlear that successive military rule in Nigenas neither
interested in the people’s fortunes nor in savimgdountry’s dwindling image from total collapse.the words
of his excerpt Abati went on to express this opinioline with opinion held by countless Nigeriassfollows;
In my opinion[Abati goes on speaking]successivafary]dictatorships in Nigeria have[done no better
than]used the African cornerstone[that is, Nigariafrocentric foreign policy industry as a platfdon
lure like-minded African regimes to support thempoapular rule. This[according to Abati] is the priz
that Nigerians had to pay for supporting the maegryg of military dictatorship in the country.
Although it is quite clear that Ruben Abati in thlBove extract did not clarify whether he was bydugorial
caption commenting on Obasanjo’s foreign policyaaMilitary Head of States in 1979 or commenting on
Obasanjo’s foreign policies as a Civilian Presidant999;the one thing that goes without argumerthat at
some times successive military leaders took adgmnof Nigeria’s afrocentric foreign policies tostin their
interests in power and at other times they madeotisentinental organizations such as;-OAU, ECOWsS
ECOMOG, etc, to lure like-minded African leadersstgpport their military dictatorship in the countAgainst
these two suggestions it may as well be said teainhage problem which successive military ruldligeria left
uncorrected was that of poor human rights recotghoRpo Ebenezer on this makes a strong case fapdbe
human right record of successive military rule ilgétia where he held thus in his articl€hallenges Facing
Nigeria’s Foreign Policy In the Next Millenniumivvw.africa.ulf.edu/asa/V3/V3i3a/6.htmj
When Ruben Abati mentioned that[successive militatg, especially, the Abacha and the]Babangida’s
military regimes [which were at all times notoridies their poor human right records did no lessiha
gave a lethal blow to Nigeria’'s image[abroad]andNigeria’s foreign policy in particular...Abati gave
a further example with financial waste.....[all of iain he said were coming] at the hills of such am er
in which the world makes democracy, human rights..financial accountability... or transparency the
essential determinants of good governance[in aoptry).
The public execution of Ogoni 9 on Oct."0995 by (late)Gen Abacha adds up to the well knbelfeve that
successive military rule did in many ways spendeaigdeal of time and resources showing their vemlent in
what could be described a poor human right recevdn at that, much is to be said about militarg inlrespect
of core economic interests such as financial caiwaplooting and mismanagement of public fundsyug,hwith
corruption, poor human right record and abuse afigrpit was practically impossible the Nigeriantstas
having a good image in the international commubityhations. In this way, when Oyebode Akin saichia
article, “The Image Issue In Nigeria's Foreign Bgli Some  Matters  Arising”,
(www.nigeriavillagesquare.com/article/t...), said tttacombination of Nigeria’s civil war and the poged
period of military rule that followed it did no liet than made Nigeria a “shadow of itself’, Oyebsdessertion
here quoted can clearly be understood, especalit,relates to Nigeria's external image.
Post-Military(Civilian)rule in Nigeria And its Fail ures to sustain Nigeria’s External Image
The general expectation was that successive civili@amocracies would, following the return of theucioy
from military rule to civilian rule on May 291999, put right the country’s external image alsebattered and
shattered by the ravages of the Nigerian civil aaa by successive military misrule in the counfy.Oyebode
Akin puts it in his, “The Image Issue In Nigerid&ereign Policy: Some Matters Arising”(ibid), thausition is
such that at the time;
It was generally acknowledge that the Nigerianlaiar[and the prolonged period of military misrule
that followed itlenabled the emergence of an eveenk....in Nigeria's foreign policy relation with
other powers....[this] it made the Nigerian statedmee a ‘shadow of itself'...... [subsequently]great
stock [began to be] placed on the up-coming adnatiens[following the return to civil rule on May
29",1999] in terms of refurbishing Nigeria's foreigmlizy industry, especially, Nigeria's vantage
image as the political giant of Africa.
Yet, despite global expectations relating to thénfppthat Nigeria’'s return to civil rule would guarae the
Nigerian state a credible foreign image, the ss@gmed to have taken an opposite turn. Insteachftaming
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consistency, continuity and compatibility with tBalewa’s foreign policy image which regards Nigemmthe
true giant of Africa, it may be said correctly tisaccessive democracies in Nigeria have tendedrtgpound the
issue by diverting attention to establishment adnitly policies which can only lead to national éé&pment and
nothing more. The situation as Kelechi Anyanwu blzdr Maxim Uzuata’sStart Afresh Nigeria'{free post of
Wed. Nov,24,2013), explains is one in which democratic leadens put in so much in terms of job creation,
youth empowerment, food security and infrastructnséead of a genuine fight against corruption astability
which among other things cleanses a country’s inadgead.

Other Challenges To The Sustainability Of Nigeria’sForeign Policy Image As A Contemporary

Reality
The question which arises from the foregoing i¢ tifavhether the implementation of priority polisjestrictly
so speaking, translates into the sustainabilitys#® Most people would agree with the argumertiggaper,
namely, that priority or developmental policies eigrlead to questions of national development ardtHis
reason they are not likely a direct fight againstraption, misappropriation, abuse of office andioral
instability which up to this day continue to disfig Nigeria’s image; the first question, howeverthis; ‘how
have successive democracies fought this virusérptirson of corruption before the international camity?,
the second, ‘some may look at it as insignificyatt, how have Nigerian ambassadors, embassies thed o
personnel in the public relation department of Nayje foreign policy industry tried to sell Nigelsaimage
abroad? The two questions were raised, apart fnraroqged military rule in Nigeria which has alreabgen
discussed, constitute the second and the thirdecttpds to the question of sustainability, hencey thre to be
here discussed.

Absence of An Efficient Public Relations Personnéh the Nigerian Foreign Policy Industry
Ordinarily, the effort of successive civilian regimin Nigeria ought to have produced the sort ahelgic
image required to validate the country’s extern@ge as the 1960 giant of Africa. But even in aspedere
past and present democracies have done their thest,best has not been complemented by men irigiore
missions and other members of the public relatd@artment in Nigeria’s foreign policy industry.€élkituation
as explained by YZ Yau in his article, Media, Megs&nd Meaning”’(Adagbo Onoja, 1999-2000; 19), eacly
pathetic, and according to this excerpt in whichuYas extensively quoting the British High Comnossr in
Nigeria;

Nigeria clearly has a public relations problem @iagl as the world hears only of the failure of
NEPA Supply and NITEL Communication, 419, Inter-coomal violence and expatriate
kidnapping in the country.
In this way, the failure of the country to also jex alongside the good name and image of the cpuaises a
big question about Nigeria’s foreign ministry as/lole and about diplomats and other men of thedtrgiun
foreign missions? The question which the realitgges is this;’ does it mean there is no good ttonaglso be
told about the Nigerian state? It is this gross amabs failure that Adagbo Onoja laments in theofilhg
lines(ibid);

As an image-maker of a country, the ministry ofefgn affairs is[in Nigeria] usually entrusted ireth

hands of not just party faithful but keen politicatactitioner. This[act] has become even more

significant[as a reality] especially in the [curfeara of globalization and [at a time like thishan

Nigeria has[fullyJcome out of many years of a mudnd traumatic[era of]military misrule.

Continuous identification of africa’s interests AsNigeria’'s National Interests

Another challenge, this time, the third challengeirig Nigeria’'s image problem is the exchange afeNa’s
welfare for an African welfare that is in most caig®t reciprocated. This posture, the wrong idieatiion of
Africa’s foreign image as core of Nigeria’s natibmaterests, has throughout its history made thgeNan
foreign policy focus the building of Africa’s exteal image rather than the saving of Nigeria's endéimage or
both. Although this be wrong, it is to be understdimm the background of which Jonathan Ajare tedisn his
article, “Regional Voluntarism:The Sustainability of NigegaAfrocentrism{free post of July 192012), that
Nigeria’s foreign policy industry as a whole wasthaut of the fear of the marginalization of Afriga the
international community rather than the protectafnNigeria's welfare among the comity of nationsodfl
people are therefore conditioned to think fromfthregoing that it is for this reason that some grant men in
Nigeria’s foreign policy industry such as Hon. Siudemido(former minister of foreign affairs), haveewed
Nigeria’s foreign policy industry and Nigeria’s agtion of sustainability as a paradox rather tharoamalcy.
While exposing the minister’s position on this, AaaOnoja has in his “Playing the Foreign PolicicRiVol.1,

1999-2000) I, 1999-2000;32), quotes the ministedolsws;

The first thing[we must know] is that the foreigalipy objective of any nation is driven by the watis

national interest[unlike that of Nigeria which cntes to be driven by Africa’s interest, thus]...if

Americans[says the minister] do not see us Nigsramnbeing all that important[since we do not see o

own worth as a nation], then, this is something yaust understand.
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The minister was here calling attention to the daxreof indirect rather than the direct nationaénetst objective
of the Nigerian state. It is this sacrifice of Niigeés own image in search of a good image for Afnichich got in
the way of politics when Nigeria lost her ticketasAfrican representative in the UN Security Callog virtue
of its African-centered foreign policy industry. tAbugh many people still believe that this was atenaof
international bias and global politics against biaekground that the very refusal to grant Nigerjgeananent
seat in the UN Security Council bothered on Nigeripoor image as a nation before the international
community.
Commentary and Evaluation of Nigeria’s Foreign Polcy Image  Ordinarily, there ought to have been no
link between Nigeria’'s foreign policy objectivesdathe judgment of the international community or th
performance of Nigeria’s domestic image since unberinternational law, findings reveal that, thectline of
sovereignty allows the policies of any nation tiRelesive rights of sovereignty and non-interferebgenations.
But two things according to Adagio Onoja,(ibidhetphenomenon of globalization and the current exsigion
the realists conception of statehood, may betsdie responsible. According to Onoja;
Nigeria like other African countries have been giayg with challenges posed by liberal universalism
and globalization, both of which are now settingits to the old logic of statehood[based on the
doctrine of sovereignty which gives the state soqaey over the international community]....[In this
way]in Nigeria, there emerges the need for a syatembalancing between the demands of
globalization and the realists requirements [ofestaod].
Stating the issue otherwise, Nigeria’'s foreign imaghich got battered by the civil war and by miljtaule in
the country, has since fallen short of global stadd let alone sustaining the realists understgndfra giant
nation or more so a sort of giant who should regmean entire continent in the international comityui©n our
own we see the Nigerian state as the giant of Afrithis is in virtue of its foreign policy and h&863
achievements through her foreign policy objectivEise paradox, however, is that back home in Nigdra
country is only surviving on old glories. Will ihén be in the best interest of Nigerians to scispministry of
foreign affairs or undertake a reform in total daaul of the industry? And is the Nigerian imagehbeon not
also inclusive as a leadership problem? If so, vidat that would best define the link between fight for
corruption, Nigeria’'s public or external image atite weakness of Nigeria’s foreign policy industiyfiese and
other mind-teasers are the central questions suling the question of sustainability of Nigeriatsdign policy
image which this research as a whole tried to expos
Recommendation and Conclusion
This means that on the question of sustainabilftNigeria’'s foreign policy image, it is to be sdildat the
country’s once upon a time’s image is not the $tdiry. After achieving sovereignty the next thisga acquire
dignity. This means that Nigeria needed more thayihéng else the sort of dignity befitting a coynthat be
seen as the giant of a continent to enable itisele international community and back home be ablattract
direct foreign investment. Hence, to sustain it®Q9 independent image for these purposes thisareise
recommends the following;passion, practical knowledge, caution and possibiles. The question of
sustainability is a question about which the pecmtel leadership of Nigeria ought to passionate The
practical knowledge has been lacking, both among military and civiliaters, that the external image of any
nation constitutes the domestic determinant of ¢bentry’s foreign policy strength in the internaiad
community. It is therefore clear that Nigeria has maded withcaution in respect of its foreign image. It must
now start afresh, subsequently viewing the achieveraf a good foreign policy image as bothezessityand a
possibility.
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