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Abstract 

 

Professor Christopher Bankole Ndubuisi Ogbogbo, as a scholar, has made his mark in Niger 

Delta/legal history. Besides this, his avid interest in and passionate zest for quality historical 

scholarship conduced to his producing a couple of essays which interrogate the current challenges 

of historical scholarship in Nigeria as well as the prospects of the historical discipline. His Ibadan 

background not only helps to fossilise his belief in the salience of history in the development of 

the country but also, ossifies his conviction on the need for undistracted devotion of the historian 

to the task of reconstructing history for advancing the material and meta-material welfare of the 

nation. Expectedly, Ogbogbo does not appear to be full of admiration for the suffixation of such 

terminologies as ‘International Studies’, ‘International Relations’, ‘Diplomatic Studies’, ‘Strategic 

Studies’, among others to History Departments in Nigerian universities. While he is willing to 

admit that such tendencies were reactions/attempts at addressing the crisis that besieged the 

discipline of History starting from the late 1970s, Ogbogbo, nonetheless, believes that such 

suffixations are not only counter-productive but also contribute to the dearth of well-baked 

historians churned out of Nigerian universities and hence, the poor quality of contemporary 

historical scholarship in Nigeria. In light of the above, this essay, relying on primary and secondary 

sources attempts to evaluate Ogbogbo’s perceptions and submissions on the above subject-matter 

and using Ogbogbo’s position as a framework, prognosticates the future of History as a course of 

study in Nigeria. 
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Introduction  

The idea of a celebratory writing in honour of an outstanding scholar has been a tradition 

at least, since the first great war of the twentieth century. While the term festschrift unmistakably 

traces its etymology to the German language, it is not clear which clime first contrived the practice 

as, in fact, the phrase liber amicorum suggests an earlier Latin ontology (Horowitz 235). What is 

perhaps more important is that festschrifts provide an opportunity for friends, colleagues and 

academic wards of a respected scholar to honour him/her for their contributions to a given field. 

The gains of the tradition of festschrifts have also not been slow in coming. We know that most 

high-achievers are modest people and are rarely known to blow their own trumpets; a festschrift 

thus provides the platform for such achievers and their contributions to be showcased and 

appreciated beyond the confines of rigid academic circles. Indeed, festschrifts are celebration 

scripts or more literally, feast-scripts.  

Professor Christopher Bankole Ndubuisi Ogbogbo, no doubt, deserves to be celebrated; his 

scholarly publications in his main areas of interest which are Niger Delta and Legal History have 

not only made seminal and insightful contributions to those areas but have also, helped to 

resuscitate public interest in History as a discipline. Besides this, Ogbogbo’s input in the struggle 

for the return of History to Nigerian primary and post-primary schools deserves a separate 

celebratory volume. He has also produced a couple of essays that examine the challenges of 

historical scholarship in Nigeria. While Ogbogbo may not be said to have been the first to write 

essays on the challenges of History as a discipline, it is worthy of note to stress here that his 

meticulous and insightful approach to the theme stands out.   

Ogbogbo sees the suffixation of such terminologies as ‘International Studies’, 

‘International Relations’, ‘Diplomatic Studies’, ‘Strategic Studies’, among others to History 

Departments in Nigerian universities as tautological, to say the least. While he is willing to admit 

that such tendencies were reactions/attempts at addressing the crisis that besieged the discipline of 

History starting from the late 1970s, Ogbogbo, nonetheless, believes that such suffixations are not 

only counter-productive but also contribute to the dearth of well-baked historians who get churned 

out of Nigerian universities and hence, the poor quality of contemporary historical scholarship in 

Nigeria.  
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This essay is a reflection of Professor Ogbogbo’s viewpoints and submissions on the 

challenges of historical scholarship in Nigeria and the way forward. The essay draws existentially 

and copiously from four sources:  First, from the proceedings of a mini-conference between 

Ogbogbo and some Members of Council of the Historical Society of Nigeria (HSN) and the staff 

members of History and International Studies Department of Nnamdi Azikiwe University, Awka, 

which took place after the valedictory service of the late Professor Chukwuka Agbodike (FHSN) 

in June 2015. The second was a one-on-one discussion with Professor Ogbogbo on the present 

theme of this discourse some few hours after the mini-conference. The third is Professor 

Ogbogbo’s presidential address at the 60th Conference of the Historical Society of Nigeria at the 

University of Abuja on 12th October 2015. The fourth source for this essay comprises journal 

articles in which our quarry addressed the subject under discussion.  

This study is divided into four parts. This ongoing introduction is followed by the second 

part which focuses on Ogbogbo’s viewpoints on the crisis that befell History starting from the late 

1970s and the early 1980s. The third part dwells on our quarry’s position on the suffixation of 

History Departments and the concomitant effects it has had on the quality of historical scholarship 

and the historians churned out of Nigerian universities. The last section concludes the study by 

considering the efforts at re-positioning the discipline of history. This section employs Ogbogbo’s 

position as a scaffold to prognosticate the future of historical scholarship in Nigeria.  

On the Crisis of Historical Scholarship  

 With possible exception to an article co-authored by Ochefu and Ogbogbo (73), nowhere 

else did Ogbogbo devote more attention to the crisis in which the historical scholarship found itself 

than in “Beyond Nomenclatures: Current Challenges of Historical Scholarship in Nigeria” 

(Ogbogbo, “Beyond Nomenclatures” 166). Our quarry identified three phases that historical 

scholarship had undergone in Nigeria. This may be conveniently taxonomised here as: the golden 

years, the crisis years and the era of attempts to break even. As should be expected, Ogbogbo is 

comfortably at home with the landmark achievements of the earlier years of historical scholarship 

in Nigeria. Accordingly, he sees the golden years which began in 1955, with the establishment of 

the Historical Society of Nigeria as the years of Eldorado in the historical craft. Ogbogbo maintains 

that this important period which was to last for twenty-five years, witnessed the emergence of the 
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fathers of the discipline such as K.O. Dike, S.O. Biobaku, J.C. Anene, C.C. Ifemesia, J.F.Ade 

Ajayi; as well as their first fruits who included A.E. Afigbo. O. Ikime, P.A. Igbafe, O. Uya, R.A. 

Adeleye, among others (Ogbogbo, “Beyond Nomenclatures” 168). What is perhaps more 

important is that these historians availed the proceeds of their research as a weapon with which 

colonial rule was expelled. These early historians were to, consequently, find accommodation and 

patronage with the ruling political elite. The Ibadan School of History which championed this 

cause, expectedly, had its fame and flame blaze throughout the African continent, writes Ogbogbo. 

Besides, the relevance of history, Ogbogbo tells us in his presidential address, was not only 

demonstrated in the increasing number of students that thronged the Departments of History as 

their first choice of course, but also their recognition and appointments into several administrative 

and technical positons throughout the country (Ogbogbo, “Historical Society” 7).  

 Ironically, the sweet fruits of the relevance of history turned to become one of the most 

significant enablers of the crisis that bedeviled the discipline. Ogbogbo explains that the carting 

away of trained historians into administrative works sapped the ability of these persons to re-

produce themselves or significantly expand the frontiers of the historical discipline through 

research and publications. Our quarry believes that the Nigerian government had also deliberately 

contributed to the crisis of the historical discipline by, among others, enunciating and 

implementing educational policies that are injurious to the growth of historical studies such as the 

removal of history in the curriculum of primary and junior secondary school in 1983 (Ogbogbo, 

“Historical Society” 9).  Also, by failing to reckon with the expertise of professional historians, 

the government, starting from the late 1970s, tended to have begun to look down on the role of 

historians in the overall development process (Ogbogbo, “Historical Society” 9). 

 Professor Ogbogbo, however, seemed not to have been bothered about the cause of the 

government’s disenchantment with its former darlings, professional historians – among whom, as 

we noted earlier, it had appointed men into the administrative and technical cadres of the 

machinery of governance. The remarkable thing about the question of where/when the government 

and historians’ rapport got ruptured anchors on the fact that if Nigerian historians get to find out 

where they stepped on the toes of the government, they can either make emendations, if they were 

wrong or be prepared to continue to confront the powers that be, if they have been right all along. 

Fortunately, E.O. Akubor, possibly inspired by Ochefu and Ogbogbo’s article, and from which he 



  

Philip Afaha (ed), History Advocate: A festschrift in Honour of Professor C.B.N Ogbogbo 

(Abuja: Command Publishers, 2018). 
 

quoted profusely, have come to the rescue in attempting to discover where historians stepped on 

the toes of the ruling political elites that warranted them to declare an all-out war against history. 

Akubor contends: 

Apart from the shift from and gradual neglect of history from the late 1970 – early 

1980’s, the government at various levels from the 1980s began to wage war on 

those teaching history and related courses, as they began to feel threatened by the 

perceived emergence of   young idealists and Marxists, who stood up to them to 

condemn the loss of focus of the founding fathers of independent Nigeria.  To these 

set of people, the historians and their allies came to symbolize the revolution and 

change. To the administration, the basis of the teachings of some of the early 

universities [especially history] was too radical and uncompromising… This led to 

situation in which teachers were either threatened or were deported on the ground, 

that they were inciting students against the government or inculcating subversive 

ideas in students (9). 

 If the above avowal is valid, it sure introduces a new variable to the discourse vis ȃ vis the 

relationship of the historian with the state and the political authorities. The most crucial point to 

be underscored here is that teaching history as well as the craft of the historian is not a static 

phenomenon. It is, in fact, dynamic and rests on the nature of the relationship between history and 

society, especially those who occupy the reins of political power. If the government is not 

discharging its functions well, the historian has the onus, as it were, to point out the lessons of 

history in warning the government about where it is headed – the precipice. E.H. Carr, that great 

historian aptly underscored this fact when he posited that ‘great history is written precisely when 

the historian’s view of the past is illuminated by insights into the problems of the present’ (37) 

What is more, our quarry, Ogbogbo sees the present problems of the Nigerian state as being hugely 

deleterious to both the Nigerian citizens and importantly, historical scholarship. Ogbogbo avers:  

The character of the state and the quality of leadership since the advent of military 

rule significantly blurred our sense of values and vision as a people… That they 

[those at the corridors of power] require an explanation as to the utility of historical 

scholarship is a reflection of the crisis in which the state and the larger society have 

sunk. The perverted thinking that the promotion of science and technology must be 

to the detriment of the humanities is also partly accountable for the state of the 

historical discipline (Ogbogbo, “Beyond Nomenclatures 171).     

Additionally, Ogbogbo submits that, 

The character of leadership in a predatory state, their ineptitude, and the desire to 

subvert the judgment of history on them has encouraged the denigration of the 
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discipline by those in the corridors of power. Their misrule and nefarious actions 

while in government is an aspect of the reality that they desire to suppress. In this 

wise, history becomes a ready victim of the ruling class’ onslaught (Ogbogbo, 

“Beyond Nomenclatures 172).     

 Given the above scenario, should the historian stay hands-akimbo and mouth-ajar, with 

occasional scratching of the buttocks in the face of the onslaught by the powers that be? Ogbogbo 

does not think so. He believes in the importance of historical associations such as the Historical 

Society of Nigeria in the fight against this coup de main. We shall return to this matter latter. In 

any event, it suffices to note that, although, some critics argue that historians have not done 

anything to remedy the crisis in which their discipline was ensconced, Ogbogbo, nonetheless, 

submits that various efforts have been made by historians to salvage the situation (Ogbogbo, 

“Beyond Nomenclatures 171). To these efforts, we now turn our attention. 

On the Nomenclatures of History Departments and the Challenges of Historical Scholarship 

in Nigeria 

To Professor Ogbogbo, one of the serious challenges to the well-being of historical 

scholarship in Nigeria is the suffixations that history departments have had. Ogbogbo asserts that 

‘among the popular but meaningless appellations that have now come to be attached to the 

discipline of History are Diplomatic Studies, International Studies, International Relations, 

Strategic Studies, etc.’ (Ogbogbo, “Historical Society” 11). Among the deleterious effects of this 

trend, according to our quarry, is the re-orientation of the historical discipline that this situation 

fosters. Consequently, ‘there is [has] been a serious pull towards the international relations and 

diplomacy’ (Ogbogbo, “Beyond Nomenclatures 173).  Besides these two factors, Ogbogbo still 

discovers that the additions of these addendums to history departments have led to cases where 

non-historians now lecture in the departments of history under the guise that they teach the other 

components that is yoked with History. Ogbogbo elucidates his submission further when he noted 

that the suffixations to history, like the Social Studies experiment at the secondary school level is 

fraught with dangers that are capable of harming the study of history in the long run (Ogbogbo, 

“Historical Society” 11). Our quarry’s distaste for the yoking of history with myriads of other 

independent and quasi-disciplines could be gleaned from the fact that in his presidential inaugural 

lecture at the 60th Congress of the Historical Society of Nigeria, he devoted 9 out of 22 pages 
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(representing 40 per cent) to addressing the plethora of implications of the new nomenclatures of 

history departments on historical scholarship in Nigeria.  

Ogbogbo, as he informed this present writer, sees the suffixations discussed above to have 

extenuated the quality of historical research in Nigeria. This is because, according to him, the 

students have the agony of choice of either having to major in history or, as he puts it, ‘in the 

meaningless suffixes’ (Personal Interview). The question of the methodology employed in the 

curriculum of the synchronous history departments did not escape the query of our quarry. He 

notes:  

When historians abandon the methodology of their discipline, the end product is 

certainly not historical scholarship. What distinguishes a discipline from another is 

essentially the methodology. It is the methodological inadequacy that gives non-

historians the confidence to negotiate a space in our departments of history. I have 

seen a lot of strange cultures permeate what disguises as historical studies. A 

number of the supposed history graduates from these double-barreled departments 

have exhibited very weak knowledge of historiography (Ogbogbo, “Historical 

Society” 12).   

Consequently, Ogbogbo dismisses the graduates of these double-barreled departments as 

second class historians. This is not unrelated to his experience at Ibadan where the double-barreled 

graduates ‘who flaunt high-falutin qualifications find it difficult to cope with the Masters Degree 

Programme in History’. Their exposure to historiography’, writes Ogbogbo, ‘is either very 

minimal or non-existent…even after they have spent an extra semester trying to remedy the 

observed deficiencies, it remains apparent that they should not be considered as first choice in ones 

[sic] search for a historian’ (Ogbogbo, “Beyond Nomenclatures 174).    

There appears to be a flaw in Ogbogbo’s arguments when he holds on one hand that ‘in 

terms of course content, not much has changed’ (Ogbogbo, “Historical Society” 12).  and on the 

other hand, that the ‘tokunbo’ knowledge peddled by non-historians who teach the allied suffixes 

in departments of have history have affected the production of sound history graduate students 

who in turn, qualify to become lecturers and thus, recycle the same knowledge (Ogbogbo, “Beyond 

Nomenclatures 174). However, this minor contradiction does not obviate the salience of 

Ogbogbo’s viewpoints. What is perhaps more important is the question of how to re-invent the 

study of history in Nigeria. This is because, if we agree with Ogbogbo that graduates of these 

double-barreled departments cannot be considered as first choice in one’s search of a historian, 
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and given that about ninety five per cent of Nigerian universities offer History with one of those 

terminologies mentioned above, it follows logically that about ninety-five per cent of history 

graduates in Nigeria since the early 1990s have double-barreled and ‘highfalutin qualifications’.  

The conclusion, therefore, is that this high number of history graduates cannot be anyone’s first 

choice in search for a historian.  

A perfunctory reading of the above submission would appear to suggest that historical 

scholarship is on the verge of extinction. While this may not be true, Ogbogbo’s position to the 

extent that not very well though-out adaptations and adoptions portends danger for historical 

studies in Nigeria appear to be very well in order. However, it must be noted that the problem is 

not so much about the change in the nomenclatures of history departments than it is for historians 

to re-position their crafts by specialising in areas that address societal aspirations and challenges. 

Instead of recycling some stale themes and over-flogging others, historians have to include courses 

that address today’s challenges. As Ugwuja and Mbalisi have argued:  

The change in the names of history departments in Nigerian universities would not 

have been necessary if the earlier historians had diversified the discipline enough. 

Agreed that J.C. Anene, S. O. Agbi and a few others ventured into boundary studies 

and international history, the majority of the older hue of Nigerian historians simply 

worked on inter-group relations with the-soon-to be disappointed assumption that 

as historians, their ultimate task was to use the knowledge of history to weld 

Nigerian peoples together (7).  

The late Professor Monday B. Abasiattai in his presidential inaugural lecture in 1999 in 

Abuja, was to bemoan the conservative stance of historical scholarship and consequently, canvased 

for expansion of the frontiers of the discipline. Besides, Ogbogbo, our quarry, loathes the 

suffixations of history departments only because he believes that they affect the quality of 

historical scholarship. If, therefore, the deleterious dimension of the trend is carefully traced and 

expunged, Ogbogbo may become rest assured that his beloved historical discipline is back to better 

days. Fortunately, Ogbogbo himself has begun the first step in this task by leading the struggle for 

the return of history to primary and junior secondary schools. The return of history to the lower 

rungs of our educational system is a good thing but we must also think the thoughts of the time. 

For, in fact, every generation must battle with its peculiar challenges. While remaining true to 

basics of their craft, historians should learn that in an age of unceasing globalisation, continuous 

adaptions and restructurings are inevitable and key to survival. 
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Conclusion: On the Efforts at Re-Positioning the Discipline of History  

  On his assumption of the presidency of the Historical Society of Nigeria (HSN), Professor 

Ogbogbo did promise to do everything within his power to bring back the teaching and learning 

of history to Nigerian primary and junior secondary schools – a subject removed from the 

curriculum of Nigerian education since 1983. In less than three years, Ogbogbo as president of the 

society, engaged the machineries which enabled the government to re-introduce history in those 

educational levels in Nigeria. This feat elevates the man, Ogbogbo, to what the Igbo call Oka Omee 

(a man of his words). It is also, needful to recognise the efforts of Ogbogbo’s predecessors in 

office, Professors Monday Abasiattai, Yakubu Ochefu and Olayemi Akinwumi, who for many 

years before Ogbogbo’s presidency set the motion for the return of history rolling. While this 

achievement (the return of history) is crucial and, in fact, marks a watershed in the efforts to re-

position the historical discipline in Nigeria, it is not yet uhuru for historians. More work requires 

to be done. Professor Ogbogbo recognises that several battles still require to be fought and won, if 

history is to get out of the woods. 

 Ochefu and Ogbogbo, factors the role of historical societies in the task of re-positioning 

history in Nigeria. On this score, it is posited that,  

Historical societies are structures from which members of the societies promote 

their interest in historical scholarship. They provide the structures and organization 

for the continued and conducive plying of the historian’s craft in the finest traditions 

of the discipline. For instance, through its annual conferences, the Historical 

Society of Nigeria gathers its members to focus their intellectual energies on 

burning national issues that have continued to threaten the Nigerian state and by 

implication constitute an obstacle to development. The conferences seek to 

historically deepen understanding of the issues chosen for interrogation. The 

expectation is that the outcome of the conference will guide policy-makers (81). 

However, beyond conferences, symposia and publications, the Historical Society of 

Nigeria has to work towards becoming a regulator of the quality of the historical discipline in 

Nigeria. Like the American Historical Association did in 1896, the society should develop and 

push for implementation of a national standard for university admission requirements in the field 

of History as well as how history should be taught and importantly, how History should relate with 

other disciplines, especially the social sciences.  
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Finally, historians should begin to respond to the challenges of the discipline by 

formulating and expanding the frontiers of the discipline. The tradition of studying History in 

Nigerian universities under three traditional perspectives – social, economic and political history 

should be re-considered. Olawale Albert has, at Ibadan, demonstrated how useful historical 

scholarship is to understanding peace and conflict resolution. If one may ask: how many Nigerian 

departments of history specialise in environmental history, military history, sports history, public 

history, among others? This present writer agrees with C.B.N. Ogbogbo that ‘the earlier we woke 

up to the responsibility of dreaming new dreams and having the will and drive to actualize them, 

the better for our profession and ultimately, our country (Ogbogbo, “Beyond Nomenclatures 176).    
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