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Human rights violations and violent conflicts in the Niger Delta of Nigeria have 
elicited interest from scholars and international agencies. Although studies provide 
significant insights into the conflicts in the Niger Delta, the issue of transitional 
justice has not been adequately considered. This article examines human rights 
violations and transitional justice in the Niger Delta. It begins with the 
conceptualization of human rights violations and transitional justice. It then 
offers a historical contextualization of oil production in Nigeria and an overview 
of the human rights situation in the Niger Delta. The key argument of the article 
is that efforts to ensure peace in the Niger Delta have not been associated with an 
effective transitional justice system. Since transitional justice is a requirement for 
sustainable peace after periods of gross human rights violations and violent 
conflict, efforts should be made to put transitional justice mechanisms in place to 
punish perpetrators of human rights violations and provide redress for victims.
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Introduction

In almost every region of the world, governments violate the basic human 
rights of their citizens through the use of torture and by stifling freedom of 
speech, assembly, and religion, among other things.1 The situation is no differ-
ent in Nigeria, especially in the Niger Delta, where crude oil is produced. 
Ranked fifth globally in oil production, Nigeria has earned more than $340 
billion in oil and gas revenue since the 1970s.2 Yet 70 percent of its population 
presently lives on less than one dollar per day, 43 percent have no access to 
clean water, and insurgents in the oil- producing Niger Delta threaten the sta-
bility of the Nigerian state.3 Additionally, both military and civilian govern-
ments in Nigeria have been accused of gross human rights violations in the 
Niger Delta.4 The failure of these regimes to ensure respect for human rights 
has contributed to several cases of violent conflict.

The persistence of human rights violations and violent conflict in the Niger 
Delta since Nigeria gained independence in 1960 has led some scholars to 
describe the area as an unfortunate region. From 1966 to 1970, it was the scene 
of the Biafran War, a civil war that led to the death of about 2 million people. 
Most of these deaths occurred as a result of hunger and disease. Despite inter-
national protests, the military regime of Gen. Sani Abacha executed nine Ogo-
nis, including renowned human rights activist Kenule Saro- Wiwa, in 1995.5

The death of Gen. Abacha in 1998 led to the appointment of Gen. Abdusa-
lami Abubakar as the military head of Nigeria. Although the regime success-
fully handed over power to a civilian government, it was not free from 
accusations of gross human rights violations in the Niger Delta. For example, 
on January 4, 1999, Opia and Ikenyan, two small communities of about 500 
people each in the Warri North area of Delta State, were attacked by about 100 
armed soldiers. Human Rights Watch Report indicates that the traditional 
leader of Ikenyan, who went to negotiate with the soldiers, was killed, as was a 
seven- year- old girl. Many other persons were victimized in this incident.6

The introduction of civilian administration in Nigeria on May 29, 1999, was 
expected to improve respect for human rights in the country.7 President Oluse-
gun Obasanjo recognized the need to address past human rights violations, 
and his government initiated some actions related to transitional justice. The 
first major effort of the civilian government during this period was the inaugu-
ration of the Human Rights Violations Investigation Commission, popularly 
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known as the Oputa Panel, to investigate all cases of human rights violations 
in Nigeria and to submit a report to the federal government. This article exam-
ines actions related to transitional justice aimed at addressing past human 
rights abuses in the Niger Delta, identifying gaps and making recommenda-
tions for improvement.

Conceptual Clarification

As Kabiru S. Chafe rightly notes, “the primary requirement for debating any-
thing is to understand first and foremost the critical thing being talked about.”8 
Consequently, this section clarifies the concepts of human rights violations and 
transitional justice.

Human Rights Violations

Human rights violations occur when state or nonstate actors abuse, ignore, 
or deny basic human rights, including civil, political, cultural, social, and eco-
nomic rights. Some scholars of human rights violations have attempted to 
standardize ways to measure them. For example, Hilde Hey grouped human 
rights violations by their severity using the categories of “extremely severe,” 
“severe,” and “less severe.”9 Hey includes genocide in the category of extremely 
severe violations and gross human rights violations and acts of state repression 
in the category of severe violations.10 She argues that whereas the victims of 
gross human rights violations “need not be a collectivity, but may be individu-
als,” genocide involves “the killing of a collectivity, in whole or in part, thereby 
destroying the cultural identity of that collectivity.”11 This type of killing is often 
motivated by a group’s deep- rooted perception that the continued existence of 
individuals who belong to certain other groups may threaten the existence of 
its own collectivity. Robert Melson argues that ideology is a central theme in 
genocide and that the perpetrators’ perceptions of the victims are the cause, not 
the activities of the victims.12

Transitional Justice

The term transitional justice has been defined in different ways. The UN’s work-
ing definition refers to “the full range of processes and mechanisms associated 
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with a society’s attempts to come to terms with a legacy of large- scale past 
abuses, in order to ensure accountability, serve justice and achieve reconcilia-
tion.”13 Naomi Roht- Arriaza defines transitional justice as the “set of practices, 
mechanisms and concerns that arise following a period of conflict, civil strife 
or repression, and that are aimed directly at confronting and dealing with past 
violations of human rights and humanitarian law.”14 The International Centre 
for Transitional Justice defines transitional justice as “the set of judicial and 
non- judicial measures that have been implemented by different countries in 
order to redress the legacies of massive human rights abuses. These measures 
include criminal prosecutions, truth commissions, reparations programs, and 
various kinds of institutional reforms.”15 This definition encapsulates more of 
the components of transitional justice than other definitions. These include a 
process to bring perpetrators of mass atrocities to justice and to punish them 
for the crimes committed; a reparation process to redress victims of atrocities 
for the harm they have suffered; a truth process to fully investigate atrocities 
so that members of the society can learn what happened during the repres-
sion/conflict, who committed the atrocities, and where the remains of the 
victims lie; and an institutional reform process to ensure that such atrocities 
do not happen again.16 Transitional justice processes have been used success-
fully in peacebuilding activities in African countries such as Rwanda and 
South Africa.

The History of Oil Production in Nigeria

Since most cases of gross human rights violations in the Niger Delta were 
associated with oil production, it is pertinent that we consider the historical 
context of the production of that commodity in Nigeria. Before the discovery 
of oil, Nigeria was known for agriculture. The development of the oil industry 
in Nigeria can be traced back to 1908, when the Nigerian Bitumen Corpora-
tion, a German company, began exploration activities in the Araromi area of 
Western Nigeria. These pioneering efforts ended in 1914 because of World 
War I. Oil- prospecting efforts resumed in 1937, when Shell D’Arcy (the fore-
runner of Shell Petroleum Development Company of Nigeria) was awarded 
the sole concessionary rights for the whole territory of Nigeria. In 1956, Shell 
discovered oil in commercial quantities at Oloibiri in the Niger Delta. In 1958, 



Human Rights Violations and Transitional Justice  91

production and export of oil from the Oloibiri field, which was located in 
present- day Bayelsa State, began with an initial production rate of 5,100 bar-
rels of crude oil per day.17 This occurred two years before Nigeria gained 
political independence.

Oil production in Nigeria since independence has been characterized by 
conflicts between multinational oil corporations and the communities where 
oil is produced. This has resulted in gross human rights violations by the gov-
ernment. Several scholars have documented and analyzed the confrontations 
related to oil production between host communities and multinational corpo-
rations, on the one hand, and host communities and the government, on the 
other. For example, Cyril I. Obi studied how oil extraction and the disposses-
sion of the people of the Niger Delta resulted in killings, the sabotage of oil 
pipelines and installations, a thriving transnational trade in stolen oil (aka ille-
gal oil bunkering) and small arms, and clashes between rival armed groups and 
between militias and government troops.18

Jedrzej Frynas also examined the major consequences of foreign oil- 
production activities in rural communities of the Niger Delta. His study pro-
vides a comprehensive overview of the environmental and social impact of oil 
operations, which have so far been little understood.19 Frynas argues that Nige-
ria’s environmental and land laws, its court system, and its law enforcement 
methods are biased in favor of multinational oil corporations. This has resulted 
in conflicts and litigations by aggrieved persons and communities.20

Rhuks Temitope Ako and Patrick Okonmah assert that because of oil pro-
duction, the Niger Delta has become characterized by violent conflicts that 
threaten both local and international economic stability and security. They 
argue that the underlying reason for restiveness is the fact that local communi-
ties are excluded from participating in the exploitation and benefits of oil pro-
duction.21 Kairn Klieman, who examined how events after Nigeria’s 
independence contributed to violent activities in the Niger Delta, shows that a 
tax battle waged by US oil companies contributed to the regional and ethnic 
tensions that led to the outbreak of the Nigerian civil war of 1967– 1970.22

Currently, petroleum production and export play a dominant role in Nige-
ria’s economy and account for about 90 percent of her gross earnings. This 
dominant role has pushed agriculture, the traditional mainstay of the economy 
since the 1950s and 1960s, to the background.23
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Overview of Human Rights Violations in the Niger Delta

Over the years, the federal government of Nigeria and various multinational oil 
corporations have extracted oil from the Niger Delta without giving adequate 
attention to the welfare of the people of the region. The people of the Niger 
Delta complain that they have not seen adequate benefits. Instead, oil produc-
tion has cost them dearly in terms of environmental degradation and under-
development. As a result, residents of this region have engaged in various forms 
of campaigns and protests against the Nigerian government and the oil com-
panies. Without fail, both civilian and military regimes have responded to these 
protests with military repression and gross human rights violations. For exam-
ple, military repression in Ogoni and Odi communities of the Niger Delta 
resulted in thousands of deaths, rape, and illegal detentions.24

What follows are specific cases of gross human rights violation in the Niger 
Delta.

Asaba Massacre

During the Nigerian civil war in 1967, federal troops chasing a retreating Biaf-
ran army entered Asaba, a community on the west bank of the River Niger. 
They killed at least 1,000 civilians, destroyed property, and left the town in 
ruins. Subsequent histories of the Nigerian civil war barely mention the mas-
sacre because the federal government suppressed news of the atrocities.25 
According to the testimony of eyewitnesses, as troops entered Asaba on Octo-
ber 5, 1967, soldiers began “searching houses, looting, demanding money, and 
rounding up boys and men accused of being Biafran sympathizers, then shoot-
ing them on the spot or taking them in groups to execute [them] elsewhere. In 
some cases, soldiers were seeking specific individuals, who were executed, 
while others report indiscriminate group killings, and a horrific episode when 
youths were lined up, ordered to dig a grave, stand in it[,]and be shot.”26

Human Rights Violations in Ogoni

In December 1992, the conflict between Ogonis and the oil- producing com-
panies became more intense. The use of violence by both parties increased, 
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gradually coming to a point where the Movement for the Survival of Ogoni 
People (MOSOP) gave an ultimatum to the oil companies: activists demanded 
about $10 billion in accumulated royalties, damages, and compensation and the 
“immediate stoppage” of environmental degradation. They also demanded that 
negotiations begin for a mutual agreement on all future drilling. The Ogonis 
threatened to take mass action to disrupt the oil companies’ operations if they 
failed to comply with their demands. With this act, the Ogonis shifted the focus 
of their actions from an unresponsive federal government to the oil companies 
operating in their own region.27

The rationale for this assignment of responsibility was that the oil compa-
nies were accruing all the benefits from extracting the natural wealth of the 
Ogoni community and the central government was not responding requests for 
help. MOSOP asserted that the Ogoni people were a separate nation and 
demanded that Ogoni people control their own affairs. They also demanded the 
right to control and use a fair proportion of Ogoni economic resources for 
Ogoni development.28 The Ogonis made specific complaints about the dispos-
session of their natural resources and the degradation of their environment to 
the Shell Petroleum Development Company and the Nigerian government. 
MOSOP pointed out that Shell’s oil exploration activities in Ogoniland since 
1958 had been carried out with reckless disregard for the environment and the 
natural resources of the area. The activists argued that it seemed as if Shell was 
deliberately prosecuting an ecological war on the Ogoni people, a phenomenon 
it described as committing genocide that would eventually result in the extinc-
tion of the Ogoni people.29

Military repression escalated in May 1994. On May 21, soldiers and mobile 
policemen appeared in most Ogoni villages. On that day, four Ogoni chiefs (all 
of whom were on the conservative side of a schism within MOSOP over strat-
egy) were brutally murdered. Even though Ken Saro- Wiwa, the head of the 
opposing faction, had been denied entry to Ogoniland on the day of the mur-
ders, he was detained in connection with the killings.30 That month, the mili-
tary regime of Gen. Sani Abacha arrested and accused nine activists from the 
movement (including Saro- Wiwa) of incitement to murder following the 
deaths of the four Ogoni chiefs. These activists became known as the Ogoni 
Nine. Saro- Wiwa and his comrades denied the charges, but they were impris-
oned for over a year before being found guilty. On November 10, 1995, they 
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were sentenced to death by a specially convened tribunal whose members Gen. 
Abacha had selected. The activists were denied due process and were hanged 
by the Nigerian state.31

The Destruction of Odi

In November 1999, the federal government of Nigeria declared a state of emer-
gency in Odi as part of an attempt to track down some youths who were alleged 
to have kidnapped and killed twelve policemen. Later, thousands of military 
personnel invaded the community and unleashed a heavy bombardment of 
artillery, grenade launchers, mortar bombs, and other sophisticated weapons. 
The assault was no different from a typical invasion of enemy territory in real 
warfare.32 The military’s invasion of Odi resulted in the deaths of many people 
and the destruction of much property. Many citizens of Odi were bundled onto 
trucks and taken to military barracks in Elele in Port Harcourt and Warri as 
prisoners of war.33

Operation Restore Hope Raid on Odioma

Odioma is a small community in Bayelsa State. On February 19, 2005, security 
forces called the Joint Task Force invaded the community. The aim of the raid 
was to stop a communal conflict in Odioma and apprehend local militia who 
were alleged to have been involved in the killing of twelve people. Over a period 
of four days, the Joint Task Force destroyed 80 percent of the houses in the com-
munity using gunboats and machine guns.34

Human Rights Violations in Gbaramatu Kingdom

The people of the Gbaramatu Kingdom were caught in the cross- fire between the 
Joint Task Force and armed groups in May 2009. Thousands of people fled 
their communities and were unable to return to their homes.35 The Joint Task 
Force’s offensive began on May 13 after it was reported that the task force had 
been attacked by armed groups in Delta State. The Joint Task Force conducted 
land and air strikes on communities across local government areas in the south 
and southwest of the city of Warri, where the Nigerian government believed the 
camps of the armed groups were located. Hundreds of people were killed.36
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Motives for Human Rights Violations in the Niger Delta

Scholars have identified several motives for human rights violations. In the 
view of Emilie Hafner- Burton and colleagues, conflicts such as war and politi-
cal dissent create particular opportunities and incentives for abuse.37 The cen-
tral insight about violent conflict is that it creates cycles of human rights abuse 
that are difficult to interrupt. Societies at war are much more likely than those 
at peace to witness atrocities; cultures of violence tend to reproduce violence.38 
Often women are among the most vulnerable to abuse, especially sexual vio-
lence.39 Sexual violence in times of conflict can be premeditated and strategic: 
security forces consciously organize and carry out campaigns of rape of women 
and girls as a weapon of war.

Other times, sexual violence during wartime is the result of lack of diligence 
on the part of security forces. During violent conflicts, security forces operate 
in an environment where the media is prevented from reporting certain actions 
of security forces such as rape. They use violence against women to satisfy their 
own motives, not to pursue an organized strategic goal sanctioned by their 
leaders. Sexual violence against women is highly correlated with the presence 
of violent civil conflict and large numbers of military personnel and with polit-
ical environments characterized by high levels of corruption and inadequate 
policing and governance.40

The motives for human rights violations in the Niger Delta are similar to the 
reasons identified above. The desire of the federal government of Nigeria to 
repress dissent or attempts by aggrieved people in the Niger Delta to stop oil 
production have often led to gross human rights violations, especially by secu-
rity forces. The decisions of Nigerian military and civilian political regimes to 
violate human rights in the Niger Delta have been based on their perception 
that the regime has the ability to command obedience. Repression or violation 
of human rights is one way to reduce an internal threat to a regime’s rule. 
Remarking on the effects of repression on violent conflicts in the Niger Delta, 
Cyril Obi stated that what began as a local protest in the Niger Delta escalated 
to resistance that attracted international attention.41

The earliest attempt to protest against the activities of the Nigerian state 
related to oil exploitation took place in February 1966, when an ethnic minor-
ity Ijaw radical, Adaka Boro, led a group of youths called the Niger Delta Vol-
unteer Force in an unsuccessful attempt to secede from Nigeria and establish a 
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Niger Delta republic. The federal government quashed this effort. The spirit of 
the bravery and exploits of Adaka Boro in furthering the cause of Ijaw freedom 
was rekindled in the 1990s following the formation of MOSOP. This moved the 
struggle to its next phase in the 1990s, when it presented the Ogoni Bill of 
Rights to the government, which demanded local autonomy and control of the 
oil in Ogoniland. MOSOP waged an effective international campaign against 
Shell in response to its exploitative and polluting activities in Ogoniland, which 
threatened the survival of the people.42

Instead of responding to these demands, the state crushed MOSOP’s resis-
tance and revolution, largely through the use of military force and the hanging 
of the Ogoni Nine in November 1995.43

Attempts to Create Transitional Justice in Nigeria

Political leaders in Nigeria have attempted to create transitional justice, 
although they have faced major setbacks. During the Abacha regime (1993– 
1998), several human rights activists who opposed Gen. Abacha’s policies were 
detained without trial or jailed. Many other persons, chiefly members of the 
press, were also jailed. Allegations of coups and countercoups were common 
during this regime. In 1995, in the face of mounting local and international 
criticism and sanctions in some cases for wanton human rights violations, Gen. 
Abacha’s regime established the National Human Rights Commission (NHRC). 
Decree 22 of 1995 established a Governing Council for the NHRC commis-
sion that was vested with the responsibility of discharging the functions of the 
commission.

The council consists of a chair; one representative each from the Federal 
Ministry of Justice, the Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and the Federal Min-
istry of Internal Affairs; three representatives of registered human rights orga-
nizations in Nigeria; two attorneys; three representatives of the media; three 
other persons who represent a variety of interests; and an executive secretary. 
The commission is given the responsibility of dealing with all matters relat-
ing to the protection of human rights as guaranteed by the Constitution of 
the Federal Republic of Nigeria, the African Charter on Human and People’s 
Rights, the UN Charter, the UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
and other international treaties on human rights to which Nigeria is a signa-
tory. The commission is also responsible for monitoring and investigating all 
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cases of alleged human rights violations in Nigeria and making appropriate 
recommendations.

It is important to note that the presence of the commission did not reduce 
human rights violations by Abacha’s regime. This is because it lacked the power 
to render binding decisions or to compel actions or cooperation from individu-
als or public and private agencies. The regime abruptly ended when Gen. Aba-
cha died suddenly of a heart attack in June 1998. Gen. Abdusalami Abubarkar 
was appointed to replace him. The Abubarkar regime carried out a program of 
transition to civil rule that brought Chief Olusegun Obasanjo to power as Nige-
ria’s civilian president on May 29, 1999.

Following the inauguration of civilian government in 1999, President 
Obasanjo demonstrated a serious commitment to safeguarding human rights 
by establishing the Human Rights Violations Investigation Commission, headed 
by Justice Chukwudifu Oputa, to review cases of human rights violations dat-
ing back to Nigeria’s independence in 1960. After it was given legal backing, 
the commission had a late start because of financial constraints. The Ford 
Foundation gave the commission a grant of $400,000 to solve the problem. The 
Human Rights Violation Investigation Commission, which sat from June 1999 
to May 2002, received approximately 11,000 petitions for redress by alleged 
victims of human rights abuses, especially from the Niger Delta. Interestingly, 
8,000 of those petitions came from the Ogonis.44

The Human Rights Violations Investigation Commission submitted its 
report to the federal government of Nigeria in 2005.45 However, the federal gov-
ernment refused to release the report, citing a Supreme Court ruling that the 
law under which the commission had been set up had no support under the 
1999 Constitution.46 The court ruled that the 1999 Constitution made no pro-
vision for tribunals of inquiry, as the 1963 Constitution had done. This deci-
sion withdrew the investigative powers of the commission and ruled that the 
power to establish “tribunals of inquiry” belonged to the states, not the federal 
authority.47 The judgment was delivered in an appeal involving Chief Gani 
Fawehinmi, Justice Chukwudifu Oputa (retired), and the Human Rights Viola-
tions Investigation Commission as appellants versus Gen. Ibrahim Babangida, 
Brig. Gen. A. K. Togun, and Brig. Gen. Halilu Akilu as respondents.48

Nigerians, including legal scholars, have criticized the decision to withhold 
the report as a means of supressing the truth.49 The report has been unofficially 
released online by civil society organizations in Nigeria and abroad. As a result 
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of the Supreme Court decision about the constitutionality of the Human 
Rights Violations Investigation Commission, state governments in Nigeria 
have introduced truth and reconciliation commissions to address human rights 
abuses. These include the Rivers State Truth and Reconciliation Commission, 
established in November 2007; the Osun State Truth and Reconciliation Com-
mission, established in February 2011; and the Ogun State Truth and Recon-
ciliation Committee, established in September 2011.50

Another attempt to establish transitional justice in Nigeria is the Federal 
High Court’s order that the federal government pay reparations to the people 
of Odi. Odi is one of the communities that suffered gross human rights viola-
tions during the civilian administration of President Olusegun Obasanjo. After 
a long period of court cases, in February 2013, the Federal High Court ordered 
the federal government to pay 37.6 billion naira to the people of Odi. In his 
judgment, Justice Lambi Akanbi condemned the government for its “brazen 
violation of the fundamental human rights of the victims to movement, life and 
to own property and live peacefully in their ancestral home.”51 The federal gov-
ernment has completed payments to Odi (although not the exact sum stipu-
lated by the court) as reparation for the military’s invasion and destruction of 
the community in 1999.

Problems Associated with Transitional Justice  
in the Niger Delta

The Human Rights Violations Investigation Commission of 1999 was expected 
to foster reconciliation and prevent future violations of human rights. Unfor-
tunately, these objectives were not achieved because of certain challenges.

One of the major challenges associated with attempts to establish transi-
tional justice in Nigeria is the failure of some perpetrators of gross human 
rights violations to appear and testify before the Human Rights Violations 
Investigation Commission. There were no consequences for the perpetrators 
who refused to appear and no decisive effort was made to ensure that such per-
sons accounted for their actions. Former military leaders were among those 
who failed to appear before the human rights investigation tribunals. This had 
adverse effects on truth telling and reconciliation because the purpose of the 
tribunal was to establish the truth and forge reconciliation.
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Another challenge is the failure of the government to release and act on the 
reports of human rights investigations. After the government suppressed the 
report of the Human Rights Violations Investigation Commission of 1999, 
none of the commission’s recommendations were put into effect. This raises the 
question of why the federal government set up a human rights investigation 
commission when it did not have the jurisdiction to do so. The answer could 
be related to the problem of adherence to the rule of law in Nigeria. Another 
reason might be insincerity on the part of the federal government: shortly after 
the Human Rights Violations Investigation Commission was set up, Chief 
Olusegun Obasanjo engaged in one of the worst cases of human rights viola-
tion in Nigeria when he gave instructions to the armed forces to destroy the 
Odi and Odioma communities in Bayelsa State.

The 1999 Human Rights Violations Investigation Commission would have 
been a great milestone in the area of transitional justice in Nigeria. Because it 
was disbanded, reconciliation could not be ensured because the commission’s 
recommendations were not implemented. The most important recommenda-
tion of the commission regarding transitional justice is that all victims of 
human rights violations in Nigeria during the period of military rule should be 
compensated. Additionally, it recommended that perpetrators of human rights 
violations should be punished. The transitional justice focus of the commission 
would have been successful if the government had complied with the recom-
mendations and taken appropriate actions to hold violators accountable and 
compensate the victims.

Conclusion

The failure of the government to ensure a successful transitional justice pro-
gram in Nigeria has contributed to the persistence of gross human rights viola-
tions in Nigeria. As a result, victims of atrocities continue to live with the 
painful memories of the past without redress. Since transitional justice is a 
key requirement for positive peace, effective transitional justice programs 
should be a priority for the federal government. Despite the fact that there is 
relative peace in the Niger Delta today, reconciliation processes have not been 
put in place in most oil- producing communities there. In some cases, citi-
zens have seen ex- militants who were involved in violent confrontations with 
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multinational companies and the government as threats, especially in areas 
where oil is produced.

Sustainable peace can be ensured in the Niger Delta through the establish-
ment of platforms, forums, and organized consultative meetings as instruments 
for reconciling diverse groups, sectors, and interests. In the absence of effective 
government- sponsored structures for dialogue, negotiations, and the recon-
struction of broken relationships within and between communities and ethnic 
groups or between communities and the oil companies and oil- servicing com-
panies, such mechanisms could be established in the private sector. Since transi-
tional justice is a requirement for sustainable peace after periods of gross human 
rights violations and violent conflict, efforts should be made to put transitional 
justice mechanisms in place to punish perpetrators of human rights violations 
and provide redress for victims. Additionally, the federal government should 
embark on activities to develop the infrastructure of the Niger Delta. In addi-
tion, those who have received money from the oil companies and from the Nige-
rian government but have failed to use those funds for the desired purposes 
should be investigated and appropriate actions should be taken against them.
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