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ABSTRACT 

The Nigeria-Cameroon conflict over the Bakassi Peninsula is territorial in nature with 
economic undertones. Although the border dispute has been lingering since after 
independence, the discovery of oil in the 1970s brought to the fore intense interests of 
both countries in the Peninsula.  Cameroon took the case to the International Court of 
Justice (ICJ) in 1994 in which the ICJ ruled in its favour in 2002. Though both countries 
accepted the verdict, pockets of violence continue to occur despite the 2006 Green Tree 
Agreement (GTA), sometimes with loss of lives on both sides. Despite the ICJ ruling 
of 2002 and the implementation of the GTA in 2006, Nigerians are still agitating for 
the reversal of the ruling. Thus the study seeks to assess Bakassi as a factor that affected 
the state to state relations between Nigeria and Cameroon and also to examine the 
grassroots dynamics of human security and how it affected their relations. The thesis 
used the systems analysis to analyze the conflict at three levels. Qualitative research 
method was used by adopting interviews, primary and secondary data. The study found 
that despite the ICJ ruling and the GTA the conflict has prevailed in subtler dimension 
till 2015 and beyond; as a result, the dispute may have been abated but not ended. The 
significance of the thesis therefore is to proffer measures for the cooperation of the two 
countries that may help improve the political and economic development of both 
countries, find possible solutions for the Bakassi people as well as stimulate rigorous 
research in this very important area of international studies. 
 

Keywords: Nigeria, Cameroon, Bakassi Peninsula, Territorial Conflict, Green Tree 
Agreement 
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ABSTRAK 

Persengketaan antara negara Nigeria dengan negara Cameroon berhubung hal 
pemilikan Semenanjung Bakasi bersifat kewilayahan serta didorong oleh aspek 
ekonomi. Meskipun pertikaian sempadan ini bermula selepas kemerdekaan, namun 
begitu penemuan sumber minyak pada dekad 1970-an menyemarakkan lagi konflik 
antara kedua-dua negara. Cameroon mengetengahkan kes ini ke Mahkamah Keadilan 
Antarabangsa (ICJ) pada tahun 1994 dan pada tahun 2002 ICJ memutuskan 
Semenanjung Bakassi diserahkan kepada Cameroon.  Walaupun kedua-dua negara akur 
dengan keputusan ini, dan meskipun kesepakatan dicapai dalam Green Tree Agreement 
(GTA) pada tahun 2006, namun perbalahan yang melibatkan kematian masih terus 
berlaku antara kedua-dua negara. Nigeria masih mengharapkan pertukaran keputusan 
walaupun keputusan telah dibuat oleh ICJ dan pelaksanaan GTA sudah dimulakan.  
Oleh yang demikian, kajian ini berhasrat untuk menilai Semenanjung Bakasi sebagai 
faktor yang mempengaruhi hubungan antara kedua-dua negara.  Kajian juga melihat 
dinamik keselamatan manusia pada tahap akar umbi dan cara dinamik ini 
mempengaruhi hubungan Nigeria dengan Cameron. Tesis ini yang mengupayakan 
kaedah berbentuk kualitatif menggunakan analisis bersistem untuk menganalisis 
konflik pada tiga tahap. Teknik temu bual digunakan untuk memperoleh data primer 
serta data sekunder. Kajian memperlihatkan bahawa meskipun terdapat perintah ICJ 
dan pelaksanaan GTA, namun konflik antara kedua-dua negara masih berlarutan 
walaupun perbalahan mungkin sudah reda. Tesis ini penting untuk menggariskan 
langkah yang boleh diambil bagi memastikan wujud kerjasama antara kedua-dua 
negara selain menambah baik pembangunan politik serta ekonomi kedua-dua negara. 
Kajian juga menyarankan penyelesaian untuk penduduk Bakasi dan menambah kosa 
penyelidikan dalam bidang yang amat penting dalam ranah pengajian antarabangsa.  
 

Kata kunci: Nigeria, Cameroon, Semenanjung Bakasi, Konflik Wilayah, Green Tree 
Agreement 
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CHAPTER ONE  

INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 Background of the Study 

Perceived as lines defined by man, boundaries which mark the geographical limits of 

a state, as well as the extent of its sovereignty are also a notable strategic feature of 

nations’ survival. This strategic significance explains why nations protectively guard 

and defend their political frontiers and boundaries. The implication of this protection 

in international relations is incessant territorial disputes among nations all over the 

continents of the world (Njuko, 2013). 

Nigeria and Cameroon are located on the West Coast of the Continent of Africa. Both 

shared common political and economic institutions as part of the then British West 

Africa. Nigeria being the bigger of the two currently has an estimated population of 

about 181 million (www.Countrymeters,2015), and covers a land area of 923,768 sq 

km extending from the Gulf of Guinea in the South to Niger and Chad Republics in 

the North. It has common border with Benin Republic on the West and the Cameroon 

Republic on the East. On the other hand, Cameroon is smaller than Nigeria both in 

population and land mass with an estimated population of 23.13 million as at 2014, 

occupying an area of 475,442 sq km (www.countrymeters, 2015).  
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APPENDICES 

Appendix A: Respondent’s Profile 

Introduction 

This section is a brief introduction to the respondents of the interview conducted for the 

benefit of this research work. Their profile with their work designation will be presented 

to avail the position of the informants in the study. The data from the interview has been 

reduced and thematic codes have been extracted. Chapters three, four and five each 

responds to the research questions and objectives of the study thereof. Therefore the 

themes are analyzed with some previous scholarly backing in conformity with the views 

of the informants within these chapters. Then the chapter six proceeds and concludes 

with discussion of findings and recommendations.  

 

The background information for the respondents is contained in this section in terms of 

their designation in their respective place of work. A total of thirteen (13) respondents 

were interviewed during the course of this research work. The respondents cover a wide 

variety of individuals from highest to the lowest in hierarchy. This was due to the nature 

of the work which involved politicians, negotiators, arbitrators, lawyers, academicians, 

diplomats, civil servants as well as the people from the grassroots. Below is a table for 

ease of understanding. 
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S/N Names of Respondents Designation 

1 Prof. Oshita Oshita Director General, National Institute of 
Peace and Conflict Resolution, Nigeria 

2 Hadiza Abba Desk officer Nigeria/Cameroon, 
National Boundary Commission, 
Nigeria 

3 Surveyor Adamu Chindo Director, International Boundary, 
National Boundary Commission, 
Nigeria 

4 Surveyor Shetimma Former Surveyor, National Boundary 
Commission, Nigeria 

5 Prof. Auwal Yadudu Member of the Nigerian legal team on 
Bakassi Peninsula dispute 

6 Farouk Tarfa Sectional Head of Cross Border 
cooperation between Nigeria and 
proximate neighbors, National 
Boundary Commission, Nigeria 

7 Dr. Muhammad Bashir Ahmad  Director General National Boundary 
Commission of Nigeria 

8 Col. Abdurrahman Dieng Head of Regional Security Division, 
ECOWAS Commission, Nigeria 
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12 Mr. Bassey trader and community leader in Ikang, 
Native of Bakassi 

13 Madam Elizabeth Ironbar Constituency representative of 
Akpabiyo LGA, native of Ikang in 
Bakassi 
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Appendix B: Interview Questions 

1. Why did Britain gave the Bakassi Peninsula to Germany despite the 1884 treaty of 

protection between her and the Kingdoms of Calabar and Lagos without consulting 

the leaders? 

2. What is the significance of the 1913 Anglo-German Treaty? 

3. When Bakassi did actually changed ownership? 

4. Why were the borders  not properly delineated? 

5. It was rumored that General Gowon of Nigeria gave the Peninsula to Cameroon as 

a token of appreciation for the role Cameroon played during the Nigerian civil war 

which led to the victory of the State over Biafra. 

6. What does the Maroua Declaration of 1975 signify? 

7. Do you think that if oil was not discovered in Bakassi, Nigeria and Cameroon would 

have ignored the Peninsula and who really won it? 

8. Why is border delineation a persisting problem in Africa and Nigeria/Cameroon in 

particular? 

9. Why did Cameroon choose multilateral intervention even Nigeria insisted that 

bilateral negotiation was taking place between the two countries? 

10. How was the state of conflictual relations between Nigeria and Cameroon after the 

ICJ ruling of 2002 in favour of Cameroon? 

11. To what extent did Bakassi as a factor affect the economic, political and security 

cooperation of the two countries from 2006-2015? 

12. How did the grassroots dynamics of human security affect the Nigeria/Cameroon 

relations? 

13. How do you think the personalities of Presidents Obasanjo and Paul Biya affected 

the Bakassi dispute? 
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Appendix C: Data Reduction 

D/Unit RQ1 Why was there a state of conflictual relations 
between Nigeria and Cameroon after the GTA of 

2006? 

Themes/Codes 

R1 There was tension between the two states on one hand 
and between the state and people on the other hand.  
This is so due to the disconnection between the people 
and state. 
 

Tension between 
states. 
Disconnection 
between people 
and state 

R2 There is always complain here and three  
R3 We have problem with African boundaries because we 

inherited them 
Boundary 
problem  

R4   
R5 One of the major things is even at that time the Efik 

people are fishermen, they used to go there, stay there 
for days, catch fish and come back. (They go to the 
peninsula?) They go to the peninsula and do their 
fishing activities there, they stay there for some couple 
of days, months, get their or fishes and bring it out to 
Calabar to sell, (and they are still indigenes of) they are 
still indigenes of Nigeria. 
Cameroon has been fighting over Bakassi Peninsula 
for a very long time. But unfortunately for them, even 
with the Bakassi given to them by the court yet they 
cannot go out because there is still a boundary between 
Nigeria and Cameroon, you draw it out. 
We have been having problem with Cameroon over 
our boundaries because the Anglo-German Treaty 
stopped at the point of discharge of the river Akwayafe 
to the sea, and then mentioned about Bakassi 
peninsular, there was no mention about the boundary 
line, and they haven’t got time to fix the boundary. 

 

R6 Is promotion and protection of Nigerian National 
Interest 
Nigeria shares boundaries with seven countries: 
Cameroon, Niger, Chad, Benin, Soa Tome and 
Principe, Ghana and Equatorial Guinea. The countries 
that share land boundary with Nigeria are Francophone 
countries 
When you look at the land boundaries, we are all 
surrounded by Francophone countries. These countries 
are guided by the dictates of France. They don’t take 
any major decision without consulting France. This is 
a well-known fact. So, in the case of Nigeria – 
Cameroon, especially the Bakassi peninsula, 
Presently as we are speaking, countries in the Gulf of 
Guinea are trying to extend their maritime territory. 
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They call it the extended continental shelf. Beyond the 
traditional two hundred nautical miles. So, Nigeria has 
also made a submission. Ghana has also make 
submission. So that area is the Gulf of Guinea as well. 
It presumed to have large deposit of hydrocarbon base 
on the research development that countries in the Gulf 
of Guinea have done. 
Up till now we are having problems with the traditional 
rulers. They always see the traditional boundaries as 
the main boundaries. Until the demarcation, it was the 
same with Nigeria and Cameroon. So this problem has 
always been like that. The fact that you occupied a 
space for a very long time that does not make it yours. 
The colonial boundaries are the one that the 1964, 

R7 Cameroon will never let go of the Bakassi Peninsula 
because it has always insists that it belongs to it. At 
many times, it has complained in the international fora 
and to the Nigerian government. And the Nigerian 
government at certain point in time also recognized 
Bakassi as belonging to Cameroon by actions.  
Because the colonial boundaries are artificial and 
arbitrary. Secondly, the demarcation was poorly done 
and in some places they did not.  
Indeed there is no line, only on maps. For example if 
this is country A and this is country B, with lines in 
between them, then it will be described in geographical 
terms that the boundary starts here, which could be the 
intersection of two countries, following a certain river, 
going over a certain mountain etc. 
There was no communication between Nigeria and 
Cameroon before and immediately after the ICJ ruling. 
Diplomacy was at its lowest ebb. 
Again the position of the Executive is that the GTA is 
not necessarily an agreement between the two 
countries that needed to be taken to the National 
Assembly for ratification. Because Nigeria is a 
signatory to the United Nation Charter, it is a member 
of the International Court of Justice whose legal 
luminaries had even participated in the as judges at the 
ICJ therefore  the GTA is simply an implementation 
mechanism not an agreement because it is not an 
agreement that needed to be domesticated or ratified 
by the NASS. But the NASS is saying that any 
agreement needs to be ratified and domesticated. (They 
have not ratified it?) No they have not. It is just an 
implementation mechanism there is no need to ratify 
it. 

Demarcation 
problem  
Disagreement 
between states 

R8 The place has already been delineated in such a way 
that the land is supposed to belong to Cameroon, but 
this is a situation where we have population of a 

Lack of trust 
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country in a land while the land belongs to someone 
else. 
As far as the problem is not solved at the ground level, 
the crisis can come back at any point in time. This is 
the general view I have about the situation in Bakassi. 
It is the consequences of colonial time and the division 
of the land in Africa on one hand delineation part 
where a nation finds itself in another country while its 
real desire is to live on the other side. And it becomes 
more complicated when the issue of resources came 
up. 
Lack of trust. I tried to understand what was going 
wrong between the two countries and each time we are 
try to make headway between the two countries ,we 
always face the same problem and that is the lack of 
cooperation between the two countries. They just don’t 
trust each other. 
Both Cameroon and Nigeria have oil, how come there 
is no oil in the Bakassi Peninsula. I don’t think so; one 
of the main issues for the strife of ownership of the 
Bakassi Peninsula is about resources. If it was 
absolutely poor nobody will care.  And most of the 
conflicts in Africa are somewhere somehow related to 
natural resources.   

R9 Cameroonians were claiming Bakassi. People were 
looking at the financial implication but all the same I 
think that with losing Bakassi to Cameroon things have 
never been the same. It has led to more problems 

 

R10  It is an African problem because of forceful border 
demarcation by the imperialist. It can be seen in the 
Bakassi issue where majority of the population of the 
Peninsula are Nigerians. Cameroonian leaders didn’t 
see the need to intervene on the grassroots Bakassi 
dispute because they felt it was Nigeria’s internal 
problem 

 

R11 The difficulty arises from the fact that, the people that 
are already settled there they don’t see you like one of 
them. They see you like one refugee who was just 
dumped in this area. Of course you can have equal 
rights with them. That is how they see you. They see 
you as a second class citizen. It is very difficult. You 
just have to fend for yourself in this challenging 
terrain. 
That is what I said that the elites in the state have like 
conspired. There is this conspiracy that anything 
coming in to Bakassi people is coming to nobody, so 
is for them. Bakassi has now been used as a poverty 
alleviation programme for the elites. It is as if the 
Bakassi people are not humans 

Mismanagement 
of resources 
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Something must be a motivating factor; nobody claims 
territory just for joy! The main thing is economy which 
France is behind 

R12 Bakassi that has been given to Cameroon was part of 
the Bakassi that we were driving our revenue from 
there in terms of oil. Now that they have given it 
Cameroon, seventy per cent of our revenue was lost in 
that area. Our kinsmen who were settling there have 
been displaced 

Displacement  

R13 Their land has been taken from them, their fishing 
boats have been taken from them, and they now hang 
on the sea and now become sea pirates. So, when you 
talk about affecting, it has affected a lot. We used to 
have farming and fishing settlements and they are no 
more. Those people who were displaced have come 
home they don’t have anything. 
Without that particular oil, nobody will fight over that 
land. There is a lot of oil in that land. It is a gold mine. 
Right now there are people that are drilling 
underground. They laid pipes underground deep in to 
the sea. I can authoritatively tell you that. From time to 
time you will be seeing their vessels emptying in to 
their tanks. And, our traditional leaders are involved, 
because that is what they want. 

 

 RQ2 To what extent was Bakassi a factor that 
affected the socio-economic, political and security 
cooperation of the two countries from 2006-2015? 

  

 

R1 Both states seems to lack the will and instruments to 
make Bakassi a better place. 

Lack of political 
will 

R2 Most of these businesses or economic activities taking 
place are done privately. Individuals benefit from it, 
the state government or the federal government. 

Economic 
importance of the 
peninsula  

R3   
R4 Both countries would benefit economically, the same 

thing, we all know about the petroleum  product   
That change must come so that both Countries would 
benefit, because most of these business taking place, 
economic activity to me say, taking place is done 
privately people gain, individual person gain from it.   

 

R5 Before the ICJ ruling, every Cameroonian is made to 
believe that Nigeria is an aggressor, is a bad neighbour 
that Nigeria want to annex Cameroonian territory and 
so on and so forth. The Nigerian side has been brain 
washed to believe that Cameroon is envious of 
Nigeria’s resources; want to take over Nigeria, ask any 
military and they will tell you that our greatest enemy 
is Cameroon. 

Personal gains  
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It is in the interest of the two countries. It has helped 
us to douse the tension and suspicion that hitherto 
existed between the two countries. We have 
implemented 90% of the boundary without any 
problem. What we have outstanding is less than 5%. 
Even the oil wells that are straddling the boundary 
which Nigeria has been exploring, peacefully without 
anything, we sat down and discussed then we drew 
agreement for joint management of the southern 
resources. This is now left for the two heads of states 
to sit down and approve. These are boundary 
management problems here and there but they are not 
causing any tension between the two countries. 

R6 Well you know Cameroon is the hegemony in the 
Central African sub-region, just like Nigeria in West 
African. So it plays a major role. There is so much 
economic important of France in Cameroon. So the 
Bakassi area in particular is presumed to have large 
deposit of hydrocarbon resources, which is central to 
economic development of nation state. So that is why 
France has so much attention on that. 
The intervention of Equatorial Guinea that Nigeria 
negotiated the Kangaza oil fields, so that blocked 
Cameroon from accessing Nigerian's oil field. If that 
agreement has not been done, Cameroon would have 
taken most of Nigerian's oil wealth. That was a very 
good development for Nigeria. One of the reasons we 
lost the case base on my analysis: One, Nigeria is a 
signatory to the International Court of Justice. Like 
Cameroon also is submitted jurisdiction to the 
International Court of Justice. Secondly, Nigeria 
attends the proceeding of ICJ. And by attending the 
proceeding of ICJ, you are bound to respect the 
outcome of the judgment. 
Tafawa Balewa in his first outing to the UN General 
Assembly said that Nigeria is not interested in 
acquiring territory but it is interested in respecting 
sovereign territory of each and every state no matter 
how small the state is. 

 

R6   
R7 The constituency in Bakassi is small, put it on top of 

the whole region which is now two regions in 
Cameroon, one based in Buya and the other one in 
Bamenda. But in the northern part, they voted 
massively to remain in northern Nigeria. That is why 
was named Sardauna province. Sardauna took his 
headquarters to those areas for some two to three 
weeks. 
For example the traditional and cultural systems across 
these two countries are the same and one. District 
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heads come to pay allegiance to the Emir whichever 
side he may be. 

R8 It is all about the will of the population, do they have 
the will to belong to Cameroon or do they feel that they 
are Nigerians. The population in Bakassi thinks that 
they belong to Nigeria, and historically they have been 
administered by Nigeria. But legally they belong to 
Cameroon. If you take the legal document the 
peninsula should be fully part of Cameroon. 
The lack of trust that has followed this issue is causing 
the two countries to lose business opportunities 
because the population living in this area is not feeling 
safe enough to develop their businesses. The security 
services are accused of violation of rights in the 
environment definitely the economy will be affected. I 
am not sure something positive will be taken from such 
a situation. Efforts should be made to make the 
environment safer and the people to feel better. 
in terms of security cooperation Bakassi peninsula has 
impacted both countries 
The interest is only the resources, which are why it is 
complicated. As long as these two countries do not 
accept to manage this area as an area of common 
interest and tried to build it, the issue will persist 
The agreement was signed but two years after the civil 
war started and until now the problem is persisting.  
And for some time they are saying that the oil is too 
heavy, there will not be much profit etc. just like the 
case of Bakassi where they are saying that there is no 
oil in commercial quantity. This is just a political talk 

Arbitration 
Facilitated 
negotiation  

R9 The Bakassi Peninsula crisis definitely affected all us 
because mainly because it is a major source of 
traveling, fishing and sea food. It also has a lot of 
history because it is an outlet that links us between 
Nigeria and Cameroon, Equatorial Guinea, Soa Tome 
and so on, so Bakassi is very key and vital to us. And 
of course most of the bulks of the oil wells in Cross 
River State are found in the Bakassi Peninsula. If you 
look at the map of Nigeria critically in spite of the 
political implication you could see that Cross River 
State actually dovetails into the peninsula. 
The paramount ruler of the Bakassi peninsula is still 
the paramount ruler of the new Bakassi you cannot that 
away from him, single handedly established the 
Bakassi micro finance bank. He is well travelled and 
in tune with his people. 
There is robbery and other vices and that is where they 
returned from security information 
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So many people have died defending the Bakassi 
Peninsula. Some have remained poor because they 
have stood against the ceding of the peninsula. 

R10 Even in Cameroon we are divided with different 
opinions. Some are for the bilateral negotiation while 
some said the legal position will be better for our 
argument and that group won and the case was taken 
to the ICJ. 

 

R11 The international community itself is not serious about 
these people. They have now dumped their fate in the 
hands of the state and the federal governments which 
nothing commendable is being done 
In a situation where basic needs are not met, where a 
government promises and is not delivering and life is 
becoming overbearing, intolerable, insalubrious what 
do you expect? These idle youth will now want to 
engage themselves in nefarious activities to make ends 
meet. They do this with the conviction that since the 
government has abandoned us-they feel they should 
carry out any activities there (piracy, militancy) and 
any other thing 

Insecurity and 
youth restiveness 

R12 That agreement was a paper work, it was not 
implemented. That is why it doesn’t have any impact. 
It was purely a paper work 

 

R13 Dissatisfaction economically, security wise-we are not 
safe, boys have become unruly. Our boys who have 
never picked up arms have now picked arms. The sea, 
we cannot fish anymore. Our people cannot go to fish 
and that is what they knew all their life. 

 

 RQ3 How did the grassroots dynamics of human 
security affected Nigeria and Cameroon relations? 

 

R1   
R2 I think the Bakassi issue has past, it has been ceded 

back. We are a peaceful people, we want a way 
forward. We’ve been asked to cede it backbit has been 
ceded back so far so good. 

 

R3   
R4 Okay, I would say on the Nigeria side in particular, we 

have team that consist of not just people like us that 
work with Boundary Commission Board, The Custom, 
The Immigration and in some area even tax force has 
formed you know should I say a committee that are 
working 

 

R5 The first problem I can say on border delineation is that 
it is an imposition on the people. They have been given 
enough by the Federal government for the resettlement 
and mind you the allocation for the Bakassi local 
government is still flowing. They claim it is for the 
New Bakassi LGA but what have you done with the 
money given to you? There is nothing to show there 
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which means someone somewhere is pocketing the 
money. 

R6 So, when Nigeria is surrounded with these countries, 
they have a uniform approach to dealing with Nigeria. 
The case may not only be with Cameroon, it may be 
with Chad, or Niger, as well as Benin. 
Yes, of course. But it is a known fact, respect for state 
sovereignty is very important. And then Nigeria 
happen to lost the Bakassi peninsula then its 
sovereignty lies with Cameroon. 
Right now there are some communities that are 
suppose to go to Niger and some that are suppose to 
come to Nigeria. And we have taken softly not like the 
case of the Bakassi Peninsula. 
Nigeria’s interest is more on the population and these 
populations are so much used to that place. They are so 
much used to the area. And if you talk about oil 
resources, it may be in commercial quantity like I said 
based on the discoveries, but that particular area of 
argument, the oil, Bakassi Peninsula is in the Gulf of 
Guinea entirely and Cameroon’s interest based on my 
perception doesn’t just stop in the Bakassi Peninsula, 
what they wanted was to take over Nigeria’s oil wells 
which the intervention of the Equatorial Guinea 
blocked them. They are not interested in that only 
portion of the Bakassi Peninsula. Their interest was to 
extend… (Maybe that was why they did a second 
submission immediately after the first submission in 
1994) and it didn’t see the light of the day. They went 
ahead to ask for payment of reparation (for what) that 
Nigeria has taken over its territory for a long time 

 

R7 The system allows for crisscrossing of the people 
(without any kind of document?) and there is the 1963 
agreement between Nigeria and Cameroon that allows 
people to move freely. And ECOWAS certificate too, 
you can be there for 90 days without any visa. 
Recently, Cameroon was in Nigeria to establish a joint 
security committee. With our military and security 
officials working together for a common interest. 
(What about the issues of straddling villages?) There 
are straddling villages and villages that have changed 
because as I told you the northern part was never neatly 
demarcated by the placement of boundary pillars. But 
the Boundary Commission is working on that now. 
The Boundary Commission and the Mixed 
Commission are working on it. When we conclude the 
remaining aspect of it, it will remain the transfer of 
territories, villages and towns that were found to be on 
the wrong side. 
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R7 There are differences in laws applicable. The response 
to laws in Nigeria is different from that of Cameroon. 
The way the gendarmes administer law is different 
from the way the Nigerian police work. Cameroon is 
authoritarian, law is law, and the gendarme is a law on 
its own unlike Nigerian police that are mild and nice 
sometimes. 

 

R8 When the discovery was made that Bakassi in richly 
endowed, it became a real issue between the two 
countries. It became an issue and lives were lost until 
the wisdom of the Nigerian President help to find a 
solution. But the solution was a political one. Let us 
say what has been done to the population that was 
living there. They remain a population in Bakassi who 
see themselves as Nigeria and they are obliged to 
belong to another country. 
You can sign an agreement, and when the agreement 
becomes the law amongst the parties and not reflecting 
the reality on ground, the issue`s remain as such. The 
agreement on one hand to give back the land to 
Cameroon but nothing has been done by the 
administration to sign, to make it happen. 
Yes officially it has been signed politically and the 
legal documents are supposed to be implemented 

 

R9 In terms of insecurity as well as satisfaction. Resettling 
people is most difficult thing you can do because you 
take away their natural ties, bonds ,traditional 
practices, traditional institution and even their deities 
and gods because they still have people who are 
Christians, traditional worshippers, mermaid spirit 
worshippers. 
The implementation of the GTA has given birth to 
piracy, kidnappings, robbery and other vices along this 
land. And of course as you came into Calabar they 
must have told you the recent spate of kidnappings and 
then they take them towards to the border to noman’s 
land. The gendarmes have naturally been very 
aggressive towards Nigerians. So the GTA became a 
ticket for them to do what they want. They are actually 
harassing Nigerians there. 
Yes the Cameroonian government is doing a lot of 
things about it. But what you should know is that this 
region is within the Anglophone area. Cameroon will 
close their eyes to anything happening in that area just 
to make sure that the area is fully secured and under 
their control. So these are the challenges that we are 
facing 

 

R10 Both countries have the responsibility of taking care of 
the affected people. But things are not done the way 
they should be done therefore people are still agitating. 
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R11 Well, it has been a pathetic story for most of our 
parents who have long inhabited that land right from 
time. Most of them have passed through psychological 
trauma, because they never believed that the Federal 
government of Nigeria will hand over that peninsular 
to Cameroon so to say on a platter of gold. 
And since then their lives have not been the same, 
because they have dislodged from their economic 
habitat where they had long been familiar with and 
now coming to settle in a new area where they don’t 
know too much about is a big problem them. So, it has 
been challenging for them. Most of them have passed 
away because of frustration. 

 

R12 Both are still harmoniously engaging themselves in 
different aspects of interaction, it is just the ordinary 
Bakassi man that is being really hit adversely by that 
agreement. I wouldn’t say both governments are doing 
badly. 
For the government, they feel that they have settled 
them. So whatever they like to do with themselves 
afterwards is their own business. They are no longer 
considered as key players and citizens of that place. Of 
course you know that where they are now, it was just a 
shoddy arrangements where a part of the area was 
curved out for them and named Bakassi local 
government area. 
The dissatisfaction there is these people were made to 
believe that after the handing over of that place to 
Cameroon they would be well taken care of. That is 
part of the agreement. And they were upbeat about it. 
But, the reality is the reverse. What they are now facing 
is totally different from they were promised 

Role of 
traditional rulers 
  

R13 You know the behavior of Cameroonians! They don’t 
allow people like that, you are not very free as a 
foreigner and most of them do report to us some of the 
problems they face there. 
There was nothing done by the Nigerian government! 
That one they did during the time of Obasanjo was just 
a fanfare. For now, they have now forgotten about 
them. That is why they can’t stay in that place. Some 
of them went and rent houses and try to earn a living. 
They were basically fishermen but they are now trying 
to diversify in to farming. 
The Nigerian government was not even serious about 
it! 
The situation is now tensed you cannot go there. I have 
not seen any economic impact on the lives of our 
people. 

Intimidation  
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 RQ4 To what extent has the role of personalities or 
decision makers affected the outcome of the Bakassi 

Peninsula crisis? 
 

Peace talk 
 

R1 Good governance with people centered development 
policies will go a long way in brings desired peace and 
progress 

Desire for peace  

R2 It was initially tense but with the signing of the GTA 
and its subsequent implementation the tension 
gradually subsided making way for economic social 
and political development between the two countries. 
As I have said, these meetings that we are having on 
Border, Security there are  some other issues being 
discussed, committees are being set, meetings are 
taking place for better enhancement of these things 

Negotiated peace 
agreements 
 

R3   
R4 If it is the Security, there is a committee on Security. 

Socio-economy, there is a committee on that and I 
know just said people from these affected State 

 

R5 After the judgment, we came back to the negotiating 
table.  
There was attitudinal change on both sides. Now we sit 
down and work and joke together. Over the years 
because of improved relations Cameroon has opened 
its doors to Nigeria. They ordered four Nigerian 
Airlines to fly into Cameroon right to the hinterland. 
Some of them died over time but they have the licenses 
to fly into Cameroon. Four Nigerian banks were also 
given licenses to operate in Cameroon. 
And the negotiators comprises of experts on the field 
and of the issue of discussion plus the members of the 
Commission so that an informed decision can be made. 

 

R6 Respect for internal law and treaty obligation as well 
as seeking settlement of international dispute by 
negotiation, mediation, conciliation, arbitration and 
adjudication. And the final one is the promotion of a 
just economic order. 
Promotion of international cooperation, consolidation 
of peace and elimination of discrimination in all of its 
forms 
And the third one is the respect for international law 
and treaty obligation. You said one of your core 
objectives is to respect international law, and the ICJ 
in the umbrella of the UN that is saddled with the 
responsibility of passing judgment 
The have a different system of government. 
Negotiation with them is very difficult. While at 
Nigerian level, you have the mandate of the Nigerian 
authority. Whatever you negotiate on behalf of the 
state is binding on the state. While in their case, they 
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drag their feet, every minute they go out to make calls. 
And it is only the president that gives the final 
authority. Even the ministers don’t have mandate. 
While in Nigeria, the head of the agency, whatever he 
negotiates is binding on the state. We have that 
flexibility and this is possibly why negotiations with 
all our neighbours are very slow. 
Presidents Obasanjo and Paul Biya met in Paris in the 
presence of the UN Sec. Gen. and made commitment 
to accept the outcome of the judgment. After the 
judgment they met again and set a modality that there 
should be inflammatory statement on the Bakassi 
Peninsula that will further trigger insecurity in the area. 
Then they talked on establishing mechanism for 
implementing the Nigeria/Cameroon Mixed 
Commission which is under the coordination of the UN 
secretary general for West Africa. So all these things 
were laid down. So in the process of implementing the 
judgment Nigeria thought that there will be a window 
of opportunity where it will request for either to 
request for outright sale of Bakassi or a lease.   

R7 The Executive was satisfied but not the legislature. The 
Executive was satisfied with the judgment, accepted it 
and implemented it. But the Legislature is 
complaining. Who commits the nation, what of the 
government is the personification of the state? The 
Executive. 
It was tensed at the beginning because Nigeria 
announced that it was not going to accept it. But that 
was done perhaps to cool the tempers within the nation. 
But later she accepted the ruling. At that time 
Cameroon was preparing for any eventuality. So was 
Nigeria. But subsequently, the tension reduces due to 
series of activities such as setting up of the Mixed 
Commission. 

 

R7 It was reconstituted in December 2002 and it started 
working in November 2003. The commission brought 
the countries to the table. Initially Cameroon refused 
to seat with Nigeria for negotiations. (It was ready to 
go war?) No it was ready to go the ICJ. The last 
meeting between Nigeria and Cameroon before the ICJ 
was in 1992. 
Last year, the former senate leader was in the news that 
National Boundary Commission has given 4 local 
governments to Cameroon. and I was called to the 
public hearing and it turned out that he only made a 
fool of himself.( why did he make such a statement) I 
later came to know that he was losing ground 
politically, seeking for re-nomination, so he had to 
make that  noise. That is the nature of the Nigeria state, 
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it is only in Nigeria that a prominent person can make 
such statement and go scot free. 

R8 Some steps have been made by the two countries 
mainly by President Obasanjo to give Cameroon the 
right to exercise their sovereignty on the Peninsula. 
And I think that this is a typical matter of delineation 
of border on side and on the other side is about the 
struggles that are intervening among African Countries 
on management of resources. The first aspect is how 
Bakassi found itself in the hand of Cameroon. You can 
see that this part of Africa has been gradually occupied 
by the same people that are living in Nigeria in terms 
of cultures, languages. 
What Nigeria and Cameroon should do is to take 
advantage of the Peninsula and work together 

 

R9 Obasanjo made so much money from that. But I still 
want to tell you that that GTA will one day break 

 

R10 One of the Barrister and member of the Nigerian 
delegation from Egypt was a very good specialist in 
international law, wrote a book on boundary in Africa 
where he mentioned that Bakassi was Cameroonian 
territory. But now being in the Nigerian delegation he 
has tried to defend an opposite position. Then one of 
the presiding judges reminded him on his position of 
the book and now he is trying to defend a different 
view 
Bakassi was considered as part of Cameroon just like 
Nigeria was considering it as part of her territory. The 
people used to be one before the demarcation with 
same culture. Therefore most of the people of the 
Peninsula are Nigeria and Cameroon respects that 
The Cameroonian head of state has tried to manage his 
relations with Nigeria with a certain element of force. 
Let me mention the position of Cameroon during the 
Nigerian civil war. Cameroon stood for the Nigerian 
state. Gowon went to Cameroon during the 1975 
Maroua declaration and kind of re-enforced the 1913 
Anglo-German treaty. 
The statute of ICJ gave the option of appeal but you 
have met two or three conditions. You tried to do that.  
I appreciated the attitude of your Head of State, 
Jonathan, because he was firm on this matter. 
The deputy governor of the immediate past 
government of Cross Rivers came to discuss the aspect 
of human rights of the Nigerian population regarding 
Bakassi that we have to take into account since Nigeria 
has withdrawn its troops and handed over Bakassi to 
Cameroon, Cameroon will have to take into account 
the Nigerians who have decided to remain in Bakassi. 
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The UN decided on the Cameroonity of Bakassi, they 
decided that the population has an alternative, they can 
either choose to be Cameroonian or Nigeria but 
whatever they decide they have go with the law of 
where they choose. 

R11 I will say the government has not keenly looked at the 
affairs of the Bakassi people. Though they have made 
moves and have given out some financial assistance 
but, I would not really blame the federal government, 
but our state elites here have much to say concerning 
Bakassi. Because often times, this money comes and 
you don’t get to see what our elites do with the money 
in the place. 
The traditional leaders have been very active towards 
communicating the plight of the Bakassi people to the 
state government, to the federal government and the 
international community. However, what they often 
get as feedback is not encouraging. I can say that it 
looks as if the Bakassi people have been forgotten. 
During that period you saw some local elites going to 
Abuja, coming back smiling. It was something that 
they objected to. They had already programmed this 
thing. They had already worked behind closed doors 
and had some shady agreements and so on for their 
own good. Before we knew it, Obasanjo was now 
confident that he had the support of the people that 
matter in that area. So he could now say his mind as if 
it was coming from him unilaterally. It was not so.  The 
local elites had already connived with him and it all 
worked out the way they planned it to be. And that is 
why most of them were enriched by that transaction 
alone.   
We all know that Paul Biya is just a middle man. The 
real people who instigated him to make the agitations 
for Bakassi were the French. The French were behind 
all what you saw played out. Biya is just a stooge, an 
instrument used. 

Bad governance  

R12 They lost their lands and everything. People have been 
talking and writing, even the last national assembly 
picked up the matter that they should return the place 
to them. Jonathan tried but the law does not permit him 
that is why he could not do anything about it. Nothing 
has been done to them. Some houses were built at a 
place at Ekang where they called Bakassi now. 
The community leaders can only talk because I have 
not seen any impact of their intervention. Apart from 
the local government training which I told you about 
where we trained the women in knitting, weaving, 
sewing and hair dressing. 

People lose their 
land  
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13 Cameroonian themselves don’t even give opportunity 
for if there is any peace that would Nothing that they 
put in that agreement is operative. 
The two of them also knew what they were looking for. 
Obasanjo knew what he was looking for. I hope that is 
out! You know Baba now. 
 

Selfish Interest 
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Appendix D Various Treaties that shaped the course of the conflict 

S/N DATES TREATY/ACCORD/ 

DECLARATION/ACT 

CONTENT 

1 1862-1884 Treaty of protection 
between the British, 
Germans and the Native 
monarchs 

That the Bristish and Germans would 
protect all territories under the Obong of 
Calabar, King of Lagos, Chiefs Akwa 
and Bell of Douala and Bimba 

2 1884-1885 Final Berlin Act The conference made provision of the 
“Final Berlin Act”, a legal document 
authorizing the superpowers to take 
ownership of African territories as long 
as they had informed each other of their 
intention to occupy. 

3 April 12 
1913 

Anglo-German Treaty 
(signed in Obokum) 

Anglo-German boundary between 
Nigeria and the Cameroons from Yola to 
the Cross River. 

4 August 14 
1970 

First Yaoundé 
Declaration 

To delimit both maritime and land 
boundaries in 3 stages respectively. 

5 March 26 
1971 

Second Yaoundé 
Declaration 

To delimit the Nigeria/Cameroon 
boundary in accordance with the terms 
of the Yaoundé Declaration of 14 
August, 1970. 

6 March 1 
1974 

Kano Accord Addition of 2 kilometers on either side 
of the line joining Fairway buoy to 
buoys Nos.1,2,3 existing on Chart 
3433,as an area free from all oil 
prospecting activities. 

7 April 1 
1975 

Maroua Declaration Nigeria and Cameroon agreed to extend 
the delineation of the maritime boundary 
between the Admiralty Chart No.3433 
annexed to this Declaration 
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8 June 12 
2006 

Green Tree Agreement Withdrawal of Nigerian troops from 
Bakassi and implementation of the 2002 
ICJ ruling 

Source: Compiled by the researcher. 
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Appendix E: Agreement concerning the Demarcation for the Anglo-German 

Boundary between Nigeria and Cameroons from Yola to the Cross 

River. With 8 accompanying maps. Signed at Obokun, April 12, 

1913. 

The Undersigned, Captain W. V. Nugent, Commissioner of His Britannic Majesty, and 

Oberleutnant H. Detzner, Commissioner of His Majesty the German Emperor, being 

appointed by their respective Governments to mark out a definite boundary between 

Nigeria and the Cameroons from Yola to the Cross River, in accordance with the 

Agreement of the 6th October, 1909,have agreed to adopt the boundary shown on the 

accompanying map in 8 sheets, subject to the subsequent approval of their 

Governments. 

 

Article 1: From Pillar 1, at a point a quarter of a mile north-west of Pillar 17 (the last 

pillar of the Yola-Chad demarcation), the boundary runs in a straight line through 

Pillars 2 and 3 to Pillar 4, whence it runs in a straight line to Pillar 5, distant about 480 

yards south-east of Pillar 4. Thence it runs in a straight line to Pillar 6, and from there 

in a straight line through Pillars 7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14 and 15 to Pillar 16 on top of the 

Jebeni Hill, whence it runs in a straight line through Pillar 17 to Pillar 18, situated on 

Maio M’Bulo (German Mao Bulo) at a point where that river bends to the east, about 

13/8 miles from Pillar 17. 

 

Article 2: From Pillar 18 the boundary follows the thalweg of the Maio M’Bulo up-

stream until it reaches Pillar 19, at the junction of this river with the Maio Gerra 

(German Djerra). Thence it follows the thalweg of the Maio Gerra up-stream until it 

reaches Pillar 20 situated near the head of this tributary. 
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Article 3: From Pillar 20 the boundary runs in a straight line to Pillar 21 on the top of 

a high hill Dakka, and thence south-west in a straight line to Pillar 22, close to the main 

road over the Gambio Pass, and from here it follows the thalweg of one of the tributaries 

of the Maio Kam to Pillar 23, where the same road crosses this tributary. Thence it 

follows the thalweg of the Maio Kam to Pillar 24 at the junction of the Maio Kirimi 

with the Maio Kam. 

 

Article 4: From Pillar 24 the boundary continues in a straight line to Pillar 25 on the 

top of a hill about 21/4 miles distant from Pillar 24 in a south-south-easterly direction, 

and from here in a straight line to Pillar 26, a large stone on top of a his Hos Ji-kaussum 

(German Dschekussum) about 3 miles south-west of Pillar 25, and from Pillar 26 on in 

a straight line to Pillar 27, a large stone on top of Hos Nagga, a hill on the north bank 

of the Maio Moodu (German Mudu), and from there in a straight line to Pillar 28 on 

top of a prominent isolated hill on the right bank of the Maio Lumen. From Pillar 28 

the boundary runs in a straight line to Pillar 29 on the highest point of the Shina ridge 

(German Hoss-Schina).  

From Pillar 29 the crest of the Shina ridge forms the boundary, which passes through 

Pillar 30 to 31 on the south and of this ridge, and then runs in a straight line to Pillar 

33, the highest point of Hos Tukurua itself, from there in a straight line to Pillar 34, the 

highest point of Hos Shekussum, and from this point in a straight line to Pillar 35 on 

top of Hos Pabun. 

 



246 
 

Article 5: From Pillar 35 the boundary runs in a straight line in a south-westerly 

direction through Pillar 36 (distant about 3 miles south of the isolated hill Kunassim) 

to Pillar 37 on top of the hill, trigonometrically point 1352. 

Article 6: From Pillar 37 the boundary runs in a straight line through Pillar 38 on the 

Maiful-Karbabi road, Pillar 39 on the north bank of the River Teraba (German Taraba), 

Pillar 40 on the south bank of this river, Pillar 41 on the Beli-Karbabi road, to Pillar 42 

on the summit of the great isolated mountain Hos Kun (Dushin Beli) (German Hoss-

Bali). 

 

Article 7: From Pillar 42 the boundary runs in a straight line through Pillar 43 near the 

junction of the roads Beli-Abschirschir and Bakuudi-Gaschaka, to Pillar 44 on the north 

bank of the Maio Gazabu (German Abaschirschir). 

 

Article 8: From Pillar 44 the boundary follows the thalweg of the Maio Gazabu for 

about 11/2 miles to Pillar 45 at the junction of the of the Maio Mum with the Maio 

Gazabu, and here follows the thalweg of the Maio Mum to a point near its source, where 

is Pillar 46.  

 

Article 9: From Pillar 46 the boundary runs in a straight line through Pillar 47, on a 

plateau about 1 mile north-east of Damia, to Pillar 48 on top of the same plateau. 

 

Article 10: From Pillar 48 it runs in a straight line through Pillar 49 on the Didou 

(German Didan)-Kwossa road and from there in a straight line through the Pillars 50, 

51, 52 and 53 to 54 on the north bank of Maio Sung, about 13/4 miles east of Oodi Hill, 
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thence in a straight line to Pillar 55 on Maio Tati, at a point where that river bends in a 

south-south westerly direction. 

 

Article 11: From Pillar 55 the boundary follows the thalweg of the Maio Tati to Pillar 

56 at the junction of that river with the Rafin Donga (Donga River), and from here it 

follows the thalweg of the Rafin Donga to Pillar 57 at the junction of the Maio Tutua 

with the Rafin Donga, and from here it follows the thalweg of the Maio Tutua up-

stream, passing Pillar 58 on the Kentu-Donga road, to Pillar 60 on top of the isolated 

foothill of the Wanya Mountains (German Wanga-Gebirges) between the two head-

waters of the Tutua River. 

 

Article 12: From Pillar 60 the boundary runs in a straight line across the Wanya 

Mountains to the source of a small tributary of the Gamana River. It now follows the 

thalweg of this tributary, passing Pillar 61 on a small read running along the foot of the 

Wanya Mountains, Pillar 62, and Pillar 63 on the Kentu-Lissam road, to Pillar 64 at the 

junction of this tributary with Gamana River. 

 

Article 13: From Pillar 64 on the north bank of the Gamana River, the boundary runs 

in a straight line, through Pillar 65 on the south bank of the same river, Pillar 66 on the 

top of the most westerly spur of the Hos. Ningua. Pillar 67 where it crossed by a 

southern tributary of the Gamana River, Pillar 68, on the Burba-Takum road, Pillar 69 

on the eastern spur of a large isolated hill, Pillar 70 on top of prominent high, rocky 

point Pillar 71 on a road between Burba and the Lissam country, Pillar 72 on a read 

between Lissam and Big Lutu (German Gross-Lutu), Pillar 73 on a low hill which is a 
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prominent landmark, Pillar 74 at the fork of the Lissam –Big Lutu and Takum-Big Lutu 

roads, to Pillar 75 on a road running in a westerly direction from Big Lutu.  

 

Article 14: From Pillar 75 the boundary runs in a straight line to Pillar 76 on top of a 

high ridge and from there in a s straight line to Pillar 77 on top of a high hill close to 

the Little Lutu (German Klein-Lutu)- Chippon (German Coupon) road, and from there 

in a straight line to Pillar 78 on the Big Chippon (German Gross Coupon)- Ngami road, 

and from there in a straight line to Pillar 79 on top of the high mountain range north of 

the Katina Valley, and from there in a straight line to Pillar 80 on the Ngadi-Small 

Chippon (German Klein-Schupon) road, and from there in a straight line to Pillar 81 on 

the north bank of the Katsena River. 

 

Article 15: From Pillar 81 the boundary runs in a straight line through Pillar 82 on the 

south bank of the Katsena River, to Pillar 83 on top of the hill, trigonometrical point 

1672. From Pillar 83 the boundary runs in a straight line through Pillar 84 on the 

Gaiama-(German Gayama) Ngadi road between, Pillar 85 on another road between 

Ngadi and Gaiama, Pillar 86 on a road along the north bank of the River Wom, to Pillar 

87 on the Wom River itself. 

 

Article 16: From Pillar 87 the boundary follows the thalweg of the River Wom to Pillar 

88 at the junction of the Rivers Wom and Imba (German Metschum), and thence it 

follows the thalweg of the Imba (Metschum) River up-stream to Pillar 89 at the point 

of junction of the river with a tributary called the Mazan River.  
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From Pillar 89 it follows the thalweg of this tributary up to a small watershed, and then 

follows the thalweg of the River Awa to its junction with the Maquari River (German 

Mequer), then along the thalweg of the Mauari River itself to Pillar 91 at the place 

where the Rivers Maguari (Mequer) and Morn (German Moan) up-stream to Pillar 92 

at the junction of this river with the Ihi River. 

 

Article 17: From Pillar 92 the boundary runs in a straight line through Pillar 93 on the 

Iturubu-Habe road, Pillar 94 on top of a flat hill 13/4 miles south-west of Pillar 92, Pillar 

95 on a ridge 13/4 miles south-west of Pillar 94, to pillar 96, at a point on the Mokamon 

(Nkwam) River, where this river bends to the north and is joined by a tributary from 

the east. 

 

From Pillar 96 the boundary runs in a straight line to Pillar 97 on top of a high hill, 

trigonometrical point 2341, and from there in a straight line through Pillar 98 on the 

Maiatura-Ndiri (German Ndile) road Pillar 98A  on the Maiatura-Ngale road, Pillar 99 

on the Maiatur-Aningay (German Aninge) road, to Pillar 100 at the junction of the 

Amiri and Mahana (German Mahane) Rivers. 

 

Article 18: From Pillar 100 the boundary follows the thalweg of the Amiri River up-

stream as far as the source of the western head-water, crosses the watershed, and then 

follows the thalweg of the Magbe River, passing the Pillar 101 where the Aliketti-

(German Aligetti) Okwa road crosses this river, to Pillar 102 at the junction of the River 

Magbe with River Oyi (German Oji). 
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Article 19: From Pillar 102 the boundary runs in a straight line through Pillar 103 on 

the Okwa-Obonyi (German Oboni) road, to the highest point of large twin-peaked hill, 

which is a natural boundary-mark, and from here in a straight through Pillar 104 on the 

left bank of the Oyi (Oji) River, to Pillar 105 on the Anebir (German Anjibir) River, at 

the point where the Obonui-(Oboni) Bashu (German Baschu) road crosses this river. 

 

Article 20: From Pillar 105 the boundary follows the thalweg of the Anebir (Anjibir) 

River to Pillar 106 on its left bank. From Pillar 106  the boundary  is a straight line 

through Pillar 107,108 on the Bashu-(Baschu)Bodam road, to Pillar 109 on the left bank 

of the Okon River, and thence it runs in a straight line through Pillar 110 on the Abo-

Bodam road, Pillar 113 on the Baje- (German Badje) Danare road, to Pillar 113A about 

6 miles distant from Pillar 113.  

 

Article 21: From Pillar 113A the boundary runs in a straight line to Pillar 114 at a bend 

in the Cross River about 21/2 miles up-stream from Obokum on the north bank of this 

river. All the pillars consist of iron poles cemented into concrete  blocks, each block 

being marked with the number of the pillar, the date and arrows showing the directions 

of the nest pillars. 

 

In case the above description of the boundary does not agree exactly with the boundary 

as shown on the maps accompanying the present Agreement, and which are regarded 

as forming an integral part thereof, it is expressly understood that the position of the 

boundary as shown on the maps shall decide any dispute.  
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Signed in duplicate originals, each being in English and German, at Obokum, this 

twelfth day of April, 1913.  

 

H. Detzner, Oberleutnant, German Commissioner and W.V Nugent, Captain 

British Commissioner.  
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Appendix F: The Maroua Declaration - 1975 

During the meeting held at Maroua from May 30th to June 1st 1975, the two Heads of 

State of Cameroon and Nigeria agreed to extend the delineation of the maritime 

boundary between the two Countries from Point 12 to Point G on the Admiralty Chart 

No. 3433 annexed to this Declaration. 

 

The Delineated boundary adopted by the two Heads of State is defined as follows: 

 

From Point 12 (Longitude 08o 24′ 38″ E and Latitude 04o 31’ 26” N) situated at the end 

of the line of the maritime boundary adopted by the two Heads of State on April 4, 

1971, the boundary lines runs due West along a line parallel to and three miles from the 

straight line joining Tom Shot Point and Sandy Point up to a Point A Longitude 08o 24′ 

24″ E and Latitude 04o 31’ 2o” N. thence from Point A along a straight line to Point A1 

Longitude 08o 24’ 24” and Latitude 04o 31’ 20” N which is one kilometre East of Buoy 

No.3. the maritime boundary then continues along the same straight line to a Point B 

Longitude 08o 26’ 32” Latitude 04 o 24’ 10” N one Kilometre East of Buoy No. 2. Then 

from Point B the maritime boundary continues due South through Point C Longitude 

08 o 22’ 41” E Latitude 04o 23’ 28” N one kilometre East of Buoy No. 1 to a Point D 

Longitude 08o 22’ 41” E Latitude 04o 20’ 00” N where it intersects Latitude 04o 20’. 

 

From Point D the maritime boundary runs in a South-Westerly direction to a Point E 

Longitude 08o 19’ 32” N which is 550 metres from the straight line joining the Fairway 

Buoy and Buoy No. 1. From Point E the maritime boundary runs in a South-Easterly 

direction to Point F Longitude 08o 22’ 19” E Latitude 04o 18’ 46” N one kilometre East 

of Fairway Buoy. 
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Then from Point F Longitude 08o 22’ 19’ E Latitude 04o 18’ 46” N the maritime 

boundary runs Southerly parallel to the Meridian 08o 25’ 00” N as shown on the 

Admiralty Chart No. 3433.  

 

The two Heads of State further re-affirmed their commitment to freedom and security 

of navigation in the Calabar/Cross River channel of ships of the two countries as 

defined by International Treaties and Conventions. 

 

Done at Maroua this day of June, 1975 

Signed by El Hadj Ahmadou Ahidjo (President of United Republic of Cameroon) and 

General Yakubu Gowon (Head of the Federal Military Government, Commander-in-

Chief of the Armed Forces of the Federal Republic of Nigeria) 

 

ANNEX 

From President of Cameroon: The President of the Republic, 12 June, 1975 (No. A 

31/f-CAB/PRUC). 

I have the honour of drawing your esteemed attention to an error which slipped in the 

definition of the co-ordinates of point B on the line drawn with mutual agreement on 

Chart 3433 and described in the Maroua Declaration. 

Infact, the real co-ordinates of point B on the line are as follows: B. Longitude: 8o 24’ 

10” and Latitude: 4o 26’ 32” N. The error results from the fact that at point B our experts 
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inadvertently recorded the last two figures (minutes and seconds) of the latitude for the 

longitude and vice versa.  

On my part, I believe that your reply, recognizing the existence of this error and 

confirming that the real co-ordinates of point B are correct, could be considered, on the 

same grounds as this letter, as valid annexes to the Maroua Declaration.  However, I 

am ready to examine other suggestion which Your Excellency may advance with a view 

to correcting this error. 

Please accept, Mr. President and Dear Brother, the assurances of my highest fraternal 

consideration and esteem. 

Signed: El Hadj Ahmadou Ahidjo (United Republic of Cameroon) 

Response from Nigeria:  

Ref. No: SH. 1882/S.13. 17th July, 1975 

 

My Dear President and Brother, 

I thank you for your letter of 12th June on the subject of the Maroua Declaration, and 

for your kindness in pointing out the error which occurred in the definition of the co-

ordinated of point B on the line drawn on chart 3433.  

On careful examination, y experts have formal that there was indeed an error, and I 

hereby confirm that the correct reading should be as follows: 
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“The Maritime boundary then continues along the same straight line to a point B 

Longitude 08o 24’ 10” E Latitude 04o 26’ 32” N one kilometer East of Buoy No. 2”. I 

also agree that your letter No. A 31/f-CAB,PRUC of 12th June and my reply should be 

considered as valid annexes to the Maroua Declaration. 

May I take this opportunity to express again my gratitude and appreciation to you,your 

government, local authority and the people of Maroua for the generous hospitality, 

fraternal welcome and the many courtesies extended to me and members of my 

delegation during our visit to Maroua.  

Accept, Dear President and Brother, the renewed assurances of my highest 

consideration and fraternal esteem.  

 

Yours most sincerely  

General Yakubu Gowon (Federal Republic of Nigeria) 
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Appendix G: Kano Declaration On Maritime Border Ist September, 1974 

In the interest of continued amity and fraternity between their two countries and 

peoples, the two Heads of State declared a corridor 3 kilometers on either side of the 

line joining Fairway buoy Nos. 1, 2, 3 existing on Chart 3433, as an area free from all 

oil prospecting activities. 

Done at Kano, the 1st day of September, 1974 

 

Signed by General Yakubu Gowon (Federal Military Government of Nigeria) and El 

Hadj  
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Appendix G: Agreement between the Republic of Cameroon and yhe Federal 

Republic of Nigeria Concerning the Modalities of Withdrawal and 

Transfer of Authority in the Bakassi Peninsula 

 

The Republic of Cameroon (hereinafter referred to  as “Cameroon”) and the Federal 

Republic of Nigeria (hereinafter referred to as “Nigeria”), 

Article 1: Nigeria recognizes the sovereignty of Cameroon over the Bakassi Peninsula 

in accordance with the judgment of the International Court of Justice of 10 October 

2002 in the matter of the Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria. 

Cameroon and Nigeria recognize the land and maritime boundary between the two 

countries as delineated by the Court and commit themselves to continuing the process 

of implementation already begun. 

Article 2: Nigeria agrees to withdraw all its armed forces from the Bakassi Peninsula 

within sixty days of the date of the signing of this Agreement. If exceptional 

circumstances so require, the Secretary-General of the United Nations may extend the 

period, as necessary, for a further period not exceeding a total of thirty days. This 

withdrawal shall be conducted in accordance with the modalities envisaged in Annex I 

to this Agreement. 

Article 3: 1.  Cameroon, after the transfer of authority to it by Nigeria, guarantees to 

Nigerian nationals living in the Bakassi Peninsula the exercise of the fundamental rights 

and freedoms enshrined in international human rights law and in other relevant 

provisions of international law. 

2. in particular Cameroon shall: 
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a) Not force Nigerian nationals living in the Bakassi Peninsula to leave the Zone 

or to change their nationality; 

b) Respect their culture, language and beliefs; 

c) Respect their right to continue their agricultural and fishing activities; 

d) Protect their property and their customary land rights; 

e) Not levy in any discriminatory manner any taxes and other dues on Nigerian 

nationals living in the Zone; and  

f) Take every necessary measure to protect Nigerian nationals living in the Zone 

from any harassment or harm. 

Article 4: Annex I and the map contained in Annex II to this Agreement shall constitute 

an integral part thereof. No part of this Agreement shall be interpreted as a renunciation 

by Cameroon of its sovereignty over any part of its territory. 

Article 5: This Agreement shall be implemented in good faith by the Parties, with the 

good offices of the Secretary-General of the United Nations, the Federal Republic of 

Germany, the French Republic, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 

Ireland and the United States of America. 

Article 6: 1.A Follow-up Committee to monitor the implementation of this Agreement 

is hereby established. It shall be composed of representatives of Cameron, Nigeria, the 

United Nations and the witness States. The Committee shall monitor the 

implementation of the Agreement by the Parties with the assistance of the United 

Nations observers of the Mixed Commission. 

2. The Follow-up Committee shall settle an dispute regarding the interpretation and 

implementation of this Agreement.  

3. The activities of the Follow-up Committee shall settle any dispute regarding the 

interpretation and implementation of this Agreement. 
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Article 7: This Agreement shall in no way be construed as an interpretation or 

modification of the judgment of the International Court of Justice of 10 October 2002, 

for which the Agreement only sets out the modalities of implementation. 

Article 8: This Agreement is concluded in English and French, both texts being equally 

authentic. 

 

Done at Greentree, New York, on 12 June 2006.  
For the Republic of Cameroon: Paul Biya, President 
For the Federal Republic of Nigeria: Olusegun Obasanjo, President 
Witnesses for the United Nations 
For the Federal Republic of Germany 
For the United States of America 
For the French Republic 
For the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
 
 
Annex I 

Zone in question of the Bakassi Peninsula 

1. In order to prepare the Nigerian nationals living in the zone in question of the 

Bakassi Peninsula (hereinafter referred “the Zone”) for the transfer of authority 

to Cameroon, the Zone shall temporarily be subject to a special status as laid 

down in this Annex. For the purpose of this Annex, the details of the 

delimitation of the Zone are set out in the attached map (Annex II) 

2. a) Cameroon shall allow Nigeria to keep its civil administration and a police 

force necessary for the maintenance of law and order in the Zone for a non-

renewable period of two years from the time of the withdrawal of the Nigerian 

forces. At the end of this period, Nigeria shall withdraw its administration and 

its police force and Cameroon shall take over the administration of the Zone. 
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b) The United Nations and the witness States shall be invited to attend the 

ceremony of the transfer of authority. 

3.   For the duration of this period, Nigeria shall: 

a) not conduct or allow the conduct of any activities in the Zone which would 

prejudice    Cameroon’s peace or security; 

b)  take every necessary ensure, under the supervision of the United Nations 

observers of the Cameroon-Nigeria Mixed Commission, to stop any transfer or 

influx of its nationals in the Zone; 

c) not engage in any activity in the Zone which would complicate or hinder the 

transfer of   authority to Cameroon; 

d) equip its police force in the Zone with only the light equipment strictly 

necessary for the maintenance of law and order and for personal defence; 

e) guarantee to Cameroonian nationals wishing to return to their village in the 

Zone the exercise of their rights; 

f) not conduct or continue the exploitation of natural resources in the sub-soil of 

the Zone, or to engage in any other activity harmful to the environment; 

g) take every necessary measure to prevent any change in land-property rights; and 

h) not position any armed forces in the Zone. 

4. Following the transfer of authority over the Zone to Cameroon, the latter shall 

apply to the Zone a special transitional regime for a non-renewable period of 

five years. 

In the application of the special transitional regime, Cameroon shall: 
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a)   facilitate the exercise of the rights of Nigerian nationals living in the Zone and 

access by Nigerian civil authorities to the Nigerian population living in the 

Zone; 

b)  not apply its customs or immigration laws to Nigerian nationals living in the 

Zone on their direct return from Nigeria for the purpose of exercising their 

activities; 

c)  allow officers and uniformed personnel of the Nigerian police access to the 

Zone, in cooperation with the Cameroonian police, with the minimum of 

formalities when dealing with inquiries into crimes and offences or other 

incidents exclusively concerning Nigerian nationals; and  

d)  allow innocent passage in the territorial waters of the Zone to civilian ships 

sailing under the Nigerian flag, consistent with the provisions of this 

Agreement, to the exclusion of Nigerian warships. 

5.  At the end of the special transitional regime, Cameroon shall fully exercise its 

rights of sovereignty over the Zone. 

6.  In accordance with paragraph 4 of this Annex, any acquisition of land in the 

Zone by Nigerian nationals not resident in the Zone at the time of the signature 

of this Agreement shall be perfected only in accordance with the laws and 

regulations of Cameroon. 
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Appendix H : Construction of New Bakassi Resettlement Area 
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Appendix I: Pictures from Data Collection 

At National Boundary Commission with the Field Officer on International Boundaries, 
Farouk Tarfa. 
 

 

 

Bakassi Peninsula (Source: National Boundary Commission, Nigeria) 
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At the Institute of Peace 

and Conflict 

Resolution, Abuja, 

Nigeria 
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With Director Survey, Dr. Chindo, National Boundary Commission, Nigeria. 

 

 

Bakassi Peninsula (Source: National Boundary Commission Nigeria) 

 

Bakassi Peninsula (Source: National Boundary Commission Nigeria) 
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At National Boundary Commission Nigeria, with the MD, Dr. Ahmad. 

 

Demarcation Map from 1913 Anglo-German Treaty 
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Demarcation Map from 1913 Anglo-German Treaty 
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Appendix J: Map of Bakassi Peninsula 
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