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INTRODUCTION 

The Education in Emergencies Working Group Nigeria (EiEWGN) is a coordination structure that serves as a pressure 

group to facilitate provision of quality education opportunities that meet the physical protection, psychosocial, 

developmental and cognitive needs of people affected by emergencies. The aim is to enable structured learning to 

continue in times of acute crisis or long-term instability. 

In April 2017, the EiEWGN inaugurated the Safe Schools Declaration (SSD) sub-committee with the responsibility of 

raising awareness and implementing the SSD in Nigeria. Members of the SSD are: 

 EiEWGN lead : FME (National & International Development Partnerships Division, Secondary Education Division 

(Safe Schools Initiative)) 

 EiEWGN Co – lead : UNICEF 

 EiEWGN Co-lead : Save the Children 

 Ministry of Defence (Education Corps) 

 Plan International Nigeria 

 Talents in Children Promotions 

 Riplington Education Initiative (REI) 

 United Kingdom Department for International Development (DfID) 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Inception Workshop for the Review of the Legal Framework on the Protection of Education from Attack in Nigeria is 
a part of a comprehensive approach to implement the Safe Schools Declaration nationally. The main objective of the 
workshop is to intimate stakeholders about the research study on 'Review of the Legal Framework for the Protection of 
Education from Attack and Contextual Proposal of an Improved Framework on Securing Schools and Universities 
during Crises and Armed Conflicts’ and gather suggestions, feedback and input on how Nigeria can chart an improved 
framework implementing the Safe Schools Declaration to secure schools and universities from attack. 

During the two day workshop, there were technical sessions on ‘Protecting Education from Attack in Nigeria and Global 
Perspectives’, ‘Introduction to Legal Review Research Methodology on Protecting Education from Attack in Nigeria’, and 
‘The Right to Education - Use of Educational Institutions in Armed Conflicts and Crises by Armed Forces and Armed 
Groups’. The following topics were covered: 

         An Overview of Education under Attack, Actions and Progress in Nigeria 

         Implementation of the Safe Schools Declaration: A Global View 

         Project Framework: Objectives, Methodology & Implementation Strategy 

         A Critical Analysis of the Laws and Polices Protecting Education from Attack in Nigeria 

         Monitoring and Reporting Mechanisms (MRM) and Child Right Violations 

Discussions focused on some of the following key questions : 

 What should be the scope of a proposed policy for protecting education facilities from attacks in Nigeria? 

 Are there protocols that specify the non-use of schools as military base in the Nigeria Army code of practice, 
how might we leverage such code of practice? 

 Are there any conditions under which military is permitted to be at school environments? 

 Given the provisions in the Armed Forces Act and other international human rights and humanitarian laws, 
what are your proposals for a legal framework that can address the problems of protection of schools from 
attacks?   

 Is it possible to find a middle way in drafting a law to respond to prevention of education facilities from 
occupation without removing the protections that the community get during military occupation?  

 What are some current government policies that could be said to be inadvertently enabling attacks on 
educational establishments, particularly in times of armed conflict?  

 In what way can Nigeria quickly domesticate and codify some of the most important global protocols and 
agreements?   

 What accountability structures should be put in place as checks and balances, as well as monitoring and 

evaluation of the process to assess the effective and efficient implementation? 

 Identify ways that education facilities can protect their schools and students from attacks?  

 What internal and external structures (policies/regulations) of the educational institutions should be provided 
to coordinate, manage, and take charge in leading the initiative for protecting education from attacks? 

 Which stakeholders should be involved in the process and what would be their roles? 

 What structures exist in educational institutions to protect education from attacks and how can it be 
strengthened? 
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Among the short and achievable measures proposed by participants were: 

         The Federal Ministry of Education to play the coordinating role between agencies in the implementation of 
the SSD 
•     Urgent upgrade or maintenance of school and university facilities especially those that have been attacked 

 Establishment of SSD desks in ministries of education to monitor and enforce the SSD implementation 

         Review of the Armed Forces Act on the use of schools – it is currently being reviewed to conform to 
international best practices 

         Government should refrain from authorizing the use of schools by the military/security forces or for other 
purposes (as an IDP camp, election registration centers/polling units). Schools/universities should always be 
the last resort. 

         A national dialogue/conversation on what constitutes a Safe School using the SSD guidelines 

         Rules of engagement by security forces within the school premises 

         Prohibition of openly carrying of arms by teachers and educators (including military teachers) in 
classrooms 

         Training of pupils/students on emergency preparedness and response 

         Building resilience of students and community members (community protection mechanisms) 

         Provision of insurance services for actors/stakeholders affected by attack on education covering life, 
occupational hazards, etc.  

 Incentives for teachers willing to teach in conflict zones to ensure education continuity 
 

In the longer term: 

         Minimum National Safe School Standards and Guidelines 

         Continuous training for security agencies on rules of engagement and code of conduct when protecting 
schools and universities 

         Fast track prosecution of perpetrators as government policy 

These recommendations will go back to the SSD sub- committee that will use them to build on the SSD Action Plan 

2018 and a coordinated implementation plan. Overall, the workshop was successfully conducted in close co-operation 

the Federal Ministry of Education, PCNI, Plan International Nigeria, Save the Children, UK AID and UNICEF. 
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WORKSHOP BACKGROUND 

Education in Emergencies Working Group Nigeria (EiEWGN) is led by Federal Ministry of Education and co-led by UNICEF 

and Save the Children. This coordination structure with mandate in Education in Emergencies (EiE) was established in 

2012 and has over 86 members at national level. Attacks on education in the north east and Kano have destroyed 

hundreds of schools and many to close. In addition, teachers have been deliberately targeted and thousands forced to 

flee. Students have also been killed and abducted whilst in school and university. There have now been two incidents in 

Ogun and Lagos where students and staff were kidnapped. This illustrates that educational institutions are no longer safe 

havens. 

Nigeria was part of the first group of 37 states that “endorsed” the Safe Schools Declaration on May 29, 2015 and signed 

letter of endorsement on March 8, 2018. The goals of the Declaration include: 

• To highlight the incidence and impact of attacks on education in conflict and insecurity among key actors and 

cultivate public support for safe education. 

• To promote better systems for monitoring and reporting attacks on education. 

• To promote effective programmes and policy to protect education from attack, including prevention and response. 

• To encourage adherence to existing international law protecting education and the strengthening of international 

norms and standards as needed; and 

• To fight impunity for attacks on education by promoting and supporting a range of accountability measures. 

Endorsement means a commitment to implement the “Guidelines for Protecting Schools and Universities from Military 

Use during Armed Conflict”. 

In April 2018, the EiEWGN with funding from Save the Children and UK Aid commissioned a research study to 'Review of 

the Legal Framework for the Protection of Education from Attack and Contextual Proposal of an Improved Framework 

on Securing Schools and Universities during Crises and Armed Conflicts'. The objectives of the research study include: 

 - Reviewing the state of the Nigerian legislation (federal, state & local) with regard to the protection of schools and 

universities during crises and armed conflicts; 

- Identify existing legal gaps or gaps in the protection of schools and universities during crises and armed conflicts and in 

relation to the risk mapping developed for Nigeria and 

- Analyze potential community response mechanisms in place to attacks against schools and universities. 

To this end, the EiEWGN with the support of the following partners : Federal Ministry of Education, Presidential 

Committee on the North East Initiative, UK Aid, Plan International Nigeria, Save the Children and UNICEF held an 

Inception Workshop on May 2nd -3rd 2018 in Abuja.  
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WORKSHOP OBJECTIVES 

The main objective of the workshop was to intimate stakeholders about the research study and gather suggestions, 

feedback and input on how Nigeria can chart an improved framework implementing the Safe Schools Declaration to 

secure schools and universities from attack. The workshop also aim at the following: 

1. Raise awareness about the role of Safe Schools Declaration in protecting education from attack in Nigeria 

2. Demonstrate the growing need for a coordinated approach to protecting education from attack in Nigeria 

3. Highlight the challenges, opportunities & way forward to protect education from attack nationally 

EXPECTED OUTCOMES OF THE WORKSHOP 

The expected outcomes are as follows: 

1. Increased understanding and awareness of the Safe Schools Declaration within the Nigerian context 

2. Effective sharing of experience, knowledge and practices in support of the Safe Schools Declaration 

implementation  

3. A timeframe for follow-up actions by Federal Ministry of Education with the support of CSOs/INGOs 

PARTICIPATION 

Participation at the workshop was by invitation and recorded over 100 participants : Federal Ministry of Education, Office 

of the Vice President, Embassy of Argentina, National Defence College, Ministry of Defence, Nigerian Army, Nigerian 

Police Force, Nigerian Security and Civil Defence Corp, Ministry of Women Affairs, Economic Community of West African 

States (ECOWAS), Nigerian Red Cross, Global Coalition to Protection Education Against Attack (GCPEA), Office of Deputy 

Governor of Lagos State, Nigerian Union of Teachers, American University of Nigeria, Victim Support Fund, USAID, 

Universal Basic Education Commission, Commissioner of Education (Borno state), CLEEN Foundation, International 

Rescue Committee (IRC), UNICEF, Vice Principal of Buni Yadi,  Permanent Secretary Adamawa State Ministry of Education, 

Rector of College of Administrative and Business Studies Potiskum, National Human Rights Commission (NHRC), 

International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC), USAID and other committed CSOs and (I)NGOs.  

Stakeholders were invited if either schools, universities, educational personnel had been attacked or were based in the 

states were educational institutions/personnel had been attacked, policymakers entrusted with safeguarding students, 

staff and assets,  responsible for educational physical infrastructure, provide learning capabilities and education in 

conflict areas and emergencies. As planned, the workshop was to inform participants about the research study, provoke 

reflection and critical evaluation and challenges of protecting education from attack and further strengthen efforts.  

Dr. Musa Abdulkadir (Rector, College of Administrative and Business Studies, Potiskum, Yobe State) shared that the 

educational assets destroyed in the attack were the administrative block, five school buses burnt to ashes and staff 

quarters. In addition, ten staff cars were also set on fire.  Three years after the attacked by the insurgents, staff are still 

traumatic following the gruesome incident. He informed the participants that till date, that the singular attack has 

affected their enrolment rate. Lastly, that there has been no response from government at all levels as the College is yet 

to undergo reconstruction and have its educational assets replaced. 
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Mr. Bwashang Balami (Vice Principal, Federal Government College, Buni Yadi, Yobe State) gave a detailed account of the 

February 2014 attack. He pointed out that previous attacks had a similarity - it was always at night and seemingly targeted 

female students. However, on that fateful night - the insurgents specifically targeted the male students. In addition, the 

staff buildings, laboratory and library were also set on fire during the attack and are yet to be reconstructed. In addition, 

buildings owned by community members outside the school were also destroyed. Lastly, that the school is not opened 

and they currently share facilities with another school in the state. 

Mrs. Oyinlolu Alalade (Legal Officer, Nigerian Union of Teachers) highlighted the welfare and security of teachers given 

that many have either been killed or displaced thus affecting the deployment of teachers in conflict areas. 

There were Goodwill Messages from representatives, heads of organizations: Debbie Palmer (Head UK Department for 

International Development (Nigeria), Dr Hussaini Abdu (Country Director, Plan International Nigeria) Benjamin Foot 

(Nigeria Country Director, Save the Children), Mohammed M Fall (Country Representative, UNICEF) and Anna Ballance 

(European Union representative) who in different ways affirmed their commitments to the Safe Schools Declaration 

(SSD).  They all acknowledged the efforts of the Federal Ministry of Education (FME) and EiEWGN. 

Dr. Hammid Bobboyi (Executive Secretary of the Universal Basic Education Commission) explained that basic education 

has been the most affected by the attacks on education in the north east. He reiterate UBEC’s support to the EiEWGN in 

protecting education from attack in Nigeria. 

Mrs. Ronke Soyombo (Director General, Office of Education Quality Assurance, Lagos State) representing the Deputy 

Governor of Lagos State Dr. Adebule Oluranti gave an account of attacks on education in the state. An analysis was done 

and found out that these attacks are in the riverine communities with the kidnapping of teachers and students.  The 

Lagos State government has been able to work with waterways security. In addition, they are looking at using security 

forces, implemented the practices of using CCTV cameras and perimeter fencing in most schools. 

The workshop was formally inaugurated with a keynote address by Honorable Minister of Education, Mallam Adamu 

Adamu which was delivered by the Architect Sonny Echono , Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Education who expressed 

his delight to be a part of the workshop. He stated that education is not a luxury but a human right and a need in times 

of conflict/crisis as much as in times of peace. Further, that protecting education from attack is an issue of great 

importance and such the SSD is a welcome development. He recognized that there needs to be better collection of data 

to enable CSOs and INGOs to differentiate between number of schools used for military purposes and those that are 

attacked, looted or used as shelters by Internally Displaced Persons.  Mrs. Osisioma Nkiru (Deputy Director, National and 

International Development Partners, Education Support Services Department, Federal Ministry of Education) gave the 

vote of thanks on behalf of the FME and EIEWGN. 
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PRESENTATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS 

WEDNESDAY 2nd MAY 2018 

Technical Session: Protecting Education from Attack in Nigeria and Global Perspectives 

Moderator: Mrs Nkiru Osisioma  

Judith Giwa-Amu, Ph.D (EiEWGN Coordinator, Abuja) focused on “Introduction to Education in Emergencies Working 

Group Nigeria (EIEWGN)”. In her presentation, she iterated that the establishment of EIEWGN came at the tail of the 

flood in 2012 and subsequent enactment of EiEWGN in the 3 most affected states in the North East and across the 

country.   

She narrated that behind every humanitarian/emergency response there must be coordination which EiEWGN has the 

mandate to facilitate safe and quality education, education continuity and access to safe quality education in Nigeria in 

accordance to the internationally set minimum standard of Inter-agency Network for Education in Emergencies (INEE). 

Thus, it is important that we build resilience and more coordination in the states that are most affected by the conflict 

which necessitated establishment of EiEWGN at the state levels. She further recounted that development of a transitional 

curriculum to support children in times of emergencies and the endorsement of the Safe Schools Declaration are some 

of the achievements of EiEWGN amongst several others enumerated in her presentation. 
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Abiola Sanusi (Education Adviser, Riplington Education Initiative (REI) Chair, Sub-Committee, Safe Schools Declaration, 

EiEWGN) presented “An Overview of Education under Attack, Actions and Progress in Nigeria”. Her presentation traced 

incidents and attacks on education in Nigeria from 2009 to present. In addition, she highlighted two schools under 

military occupation in Borno and the implication of such on education. Further, she outlined some steps that Nigeria has 

undertaken in protecting education from attack.  Furthermore, she traced the advocacy efforts of the SSD sub-committee 

which led to the formal signing of the SSD.  However, Abiola further stressed the need to fast track the penalty for the 

attacks of education in Nigeria to serve as a deterrent and preventive measures. In conclusion, the successful 

implementation of SSD is very much dependent on the political will and commitment from Nigerian government. The 

support by CSO and INGOs is very clear given their active participation and support to the SSD over the past three years. 

Gisela Schmidt-Martin (Coordinator, Guidelines for Protecting Schools and Universities from Military Use during Armed 

Conflict, Global Coalition to Protect Education from Attack (GCPEA)) shared her experience on “Implementation of the 

Safe Schools Declaration: A Global View”. 

• Recent GCPEA statistics indicate that 20 or more attacks on education occurred in at least 28 countries around 

the world between 2013 and 2017. Military use has been documented in at least 29 countries. More often than not, in 

countries where military use has occurred, attacks on schools have also been reported. In Syria, according to data 

collected by the UN Monitoring and Reporting Mechanism, at least 1 in 10 schools was under military use when it was 

attacked. 

• Military use of schools and universities by armed actors carries with it a number of associated risks and can result 

in violations of international human rights and humanitarian law. For example, military use risks converting an 

educational building into a legitimate target under international humanitarian, putting students, teachers, and other staff 

at risk of attack. Military use disrupts education, depriving children of its protective benefits, and can lead to child 

recruitment and sexual exploitation and abuse. It also has a long-term impact on the capacity of the community to 

recover once conflict has ended. 

• Attacks against higher education personnel have taken place in 52 countries. 74 countries have experienced at 

least one attack on education. In at least 14 countries, attacks on education were specifically directed against women or 

girls because of their gender. 

• The new edition of the GCPEA report, Education Under Attack 2018, to be released on 10 May, profiles the 28 

most-heavily affected countries, including Nigeria. 

• The UN Security Council has repeatedly called on all states to prevent the military use of schools, in particular in 

Resolutions 2143 (2014) and 2225 (2015).  

The Safe Schools Declaration 

• The Safe Schools Declaration is an inter-governmental political commitment – championed by the governments 

of Argentina and Norway – that was opened for endorsement at the First International Conference on Safe Schools held 

in Oslo, Norway, on 29 May 2015. The Declaration provides countries the opportunity to express political support for the 

protection of students, teachers, schools, and universities during times of armed conflict; the importance of the 
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continuation of education during armed conflict; and the implementation of the Guidelines for Protecting Schools and 

Universities from Military Use during Armed Conflict.  

• 74 countries globally have endorsed the Declaration as of May 2018. The full list of current endorsees is available 

on the website of the Norway Ministry of Foreign Affairs here. 

• 20 members of the African Union have endorsed the Declaration, including several conflict-affected states that 

are taking steps to implement the commitments. 

• The United Nations Secretary General António Guterres, his Special Representative on Children and Armed 

Conflict, Virginia Gamba, and the High Commissioner for Human Rights, Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein, have each recommended 

that all states should endorse and implement the Declaration. 

• The Declaration contains a number of commitments aimed at strengthening the prevention of, and response to, 

attacks on education during armed conflict. This includes improving reporting of attacks on schools; collecting reliable 

data on attacks and military use of schools and universities; providing assistance to victims of attacks; investigating 

allegations of violations of national and international law and prosecuting perpetrators where appropriate; developing 

and promoting “conflict sensitive” approaches to education.  

• Further commitments include seeking to continue education and restore access to education faster after attack 

during armed conflict; and supporting the work of the United Nations on the children and armed conflict agenda. 

Endorsing countries also commit to use and bring into domestic policy and operational frameworks as far as possible and 

appropriate the Guidelines on Protecting Schools and Universities from Military Use during Armed Conflict. 

• Lastly, the Declaration is a framework for collaboration and exchange, as endorsing states also agree to meet on 

a regular basis to review implementation of the Declaration and use of the Guidelines. 

The Guidelines for Protecting Schools and Universities from Military Use during Armed Conflict : 

• The Guidelines are a non-binding practical tool that offers guidance to help parties to conflict to exercise restraint 

with respect to the use of schools and universities for military purposes. This helps countries better safeguard the civilian 

character of such facilities. The Guidelines draw on existing good practice found in national legislation, military doctrine, 

military trainings, jurisprudence, as well as government policies and guidance in a number of countries. They are intended 

for states that are ready to take extra steps to better protect schools, students and teachers in times of armed conflict. 

• The Guidelines are not intended to be legally binding, but they complement existing international humanitarian 

and human rights law. The Guidelines do not change the law – they merely facilitate compliance with the existing law by 

effecting a change in practice and behavior. They are intended to be used as a tool to raise awareness of the military use 

of schools among parties to armed conflict, and to facilitate discussions of the broader issues of protection and education 

in conflict between military forces, governments, and NGOs. It is hoped that the Guidelines will encourage a change in 

mentality towards the military use of schools and universities, through integration into military policies and doctrine, and 

application of good practice. The implementation of the Guidelines should be context-specific and tailored to individual 

states. 
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Examples of implementation by states and organizations : 

• There is good evidence that states are implementing the commitments in the Safe Schools Declaration, and that 

this is having a positive effect. States have committed to implementing the Guidelines into military documents and have 

also taken steps to change behavior on the ground. Several examples of implementation were provided during the 

presentation, as outlined below. More detail is included in the GCPEA Framework for Action, copies of which were shared 

with participants in the workshop. 

o Several endorsing states have already begun to use, or made explicit their plans to implement, the Guidelines, 

including Argentina, Chile, Ecuador, Italy, Luxembourg, New Zealand, Norway, Slovenia, Switzerland, and Uruguay.  

o In particular, New Zealand has amended its Law of Armed Conflict Manual to include explicit protection of 

education institutions. The manual stipulates that: the defense forces are only to use educational infrastructure for 

military purposes only if absolutely necessary; for the minimum time possible; and must ensure that all feasible steps are 

taken to ensure that civilians especially children are protected from the effects of attack. 

o Norway took a very pragmatic and creative approach to overcome the issue of the dual use of military 

infrastructure for civilian purposes, by inserting a cancellation clause into the leasing contracts. In the event that an 

armed conflict breaks out in Norway, the buildings are returned to exclusive military use. 

o In 2016, the United Kingdom, released a doctrine note on Human Security, which states that UN Resolution 1998 

“declares schools … off limits for both armed groups and military activities” and that “schools and other educational 

establishments must be permitted to continue their ordinary activities”.  

o In Somalia, in 2017, in the context of implementing the Declaration, AMISOM has handed a number of 

universities and educational buildings back to the authorities, rehabilitating them first, and working with partners to 

ensure the area has been demined. 

o Following the Central African Republic’s endorsement of the Declaration, the UN peacekeeping mission there 

issued a directive drawing upon the text of the Guidelines, stating that “the use of a school or university by a party to a 

conflict is not permitted.” They have since taken efforts to ensure that schools being occupied by armed groups have 

been vacated. 

o In Sudan, in July 2017, the Sudan Armed Forces circulated a command order to all divisions to prohibit the military 

use of schools and guidance on schools in areas of active conflict. A school in South Kordofan was evacuated and 

rehabilitated in August 2016, having been occupied by the Sudanese National Intelligence Security Services (NISS) since 

March 2016. It was evacuated after advocacy by the UN and the Sudanese Ministry of Education. An additional three 

schools were evacuated in April 2018. 

o The armed forces of Côte d’Ivoire have integrated modules on the rights and protection of children, including 

the six grave violations, into the trainings provided in military schools, academies and training centers, including a specific 

module on "the prohibition of occupation of schools and training institutions". The training is established in the four 

military regions of Côte d'Ivoire. A child protection cell is run by trained military personnel to lead this work. There is a 
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mechanism to monitor cases of human rights violations, including sexual violence and violations of the rights and 

protection of the child by the armed forces. 

o In Afghanistan, the Minister of Education has used their endorsement of the Declaration and Guidelines to 

advocate internally with the Ministry of Interior for the removal of military checkpoints and bases from schools and 

education centers.  

o Although Cameroon has not yet endorsed the Declaration, in November 2017, following participation in 

workshop organized by Plan International, the Minister of Basic Education of Cameroon issued a letter to the Governor 

of the Far North, calling for respect for the Declaration. This followed advocacy by UNICEF Cameroon, calling on the 

government to instruct military teachers in 9 schools in the affected zone to refrain from carrying guns in the classroom. 

o In the Democratic Republic of the Congo, non-governmental organizations are supporting the government to put 

measures in place to better protect schools from attack and military use. A pre-existing military directive prohibits the 

use of schools for military purposes. A legal review has been conducted. Moreover, when Geneva Call introduced the 

Guidelines to an armed non-state actor, they relocated their IHL trainings away from the schools where they had 

previously been held. 

o Endorsing states have also supported efforts to collect reliable, relevant data on attacks on and military use of 

schools—as called for by the Declaration. For example, endorsing states are supporting the Global Education Cluster and 

the Monitoring and Reporting Mechanism (MRM) on grave violations of children's rights in situations of armed conflict.  

o There have been several examples of efforts to seek accountability for attacks on education. For example, in 

Argentina, attacks on education may constitute a war crime. In 2000, the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former 

Yugoslavia included an unlawful attack on education institutions in the indictment of an alleged perpetrator. In April 

2017, the European Court of Human Rights issued its judgment in a case concerning the 2004 terrorist attack on a school 

in Beslan, Russian Federation. The Court found that the authorities had failed to take adequate preventive steps and they 

were ordered to pay compensation and implement a range of measures to deter such attacks in the future. In the 

International Criminal Court case against Thomas Lubanga, a school principal was considered a victim because he was 

beaten when trying to intervene in the recruitment of children as soldiers from his school, and also as the representative 

of the school itself which was destroyed. The ICC Prosecutor also made specific reference to attacks on schools in her 

request for authorization to investigate the situation in Afghanistan. She highlighted attacks on education, which may 

amount to war crimes, and particularly highlighted attacks against girls’ education, which can often have a 

disproportionate impact. 

o Following the attack on Garissa University in Kenya in 2015, the university has put in place a range of protective 

measures, including perimeter fencing, biometric access control, CCTV cameras, and a security checkpoint outside the 

university’s entrance. 

o Related to the commitment to develop, adopt, and promote conflict-sensitive approaches to education, South 

Sudan’s Ministry of Education is working with UNICEF and UNESCO to integrate conflict-sensitive education into their 

policies. 
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o As an example of ensuring the continuation of education during armed conflict, in Niger, alternative education is 

delivered via a radio program for children who cannot travel to school due to insecurity.  

o Endorsing states have consistently raised the Declaration or Guidelines in international, regional, and national 

discussions on children and armed conflict, protection of civilians, women, peace, and security, and other relevant topics.  

o In October 2017, Italy, France, Sweden, and Uruguay hosted an Arria Formula meeting on attacks no education 

at the UN Security Council, at which Joy Bishara shared her experience of escaping kidnapping by Boko Haram. 

o Endorsing states have also committed to meet on a regular basis, to review and share practices regarding the 

implementation of the Declaration and Guidelines. For example, in November 2016, Norway, Sierra Leone, and Zambia 

co-hosted a regional workshop focused on the implementation of the Guidelines by African Union states. Representatives 

from ministries of defense and education and the national armed forces of 14 of the 17 endorsing African states met to 

exchange practices and experiences. 

• At the regional level, the African Union has incorporated the Declaration into many relevant agendas. For 

example, the Peace and Security Council has recognized the Declaration as a framework for cooperation on protection 

of education and has urged all AU members to endorse in several of its decisions. The Declaration has been linked to 

discussions on ending child, early, and forced marriage and preventing the recruitment of child soldiers. The AU 

Continental Education Strategy 2016-2025 highlights the threat posed to education by attacks on schools and calls for 

conflict-sensitive education policy to be introduced as a means of healing rather than dividing communities. 

• The International Committee of the Red Cross has stated: “The ICRC supported the process of drafting the 

Guidelines by contributing to the substance of the document [...] We consider that the Guidelines are not legally binding 

in themselves and that they do not propose to change existing law. We understand them as intended to lead to a shift in 

behavior in practice that may lead to a reduction in the military use of schools and universities [...] We consider that the 

Guidelines can provide valuable practical guidance for those involved in the planning and execution of military operations 

in relation to decisions over military use and targeting of institutions dedicated to education. We therefore also 

encourage our staff to consider using the Guidelines as a reference, among others, and have actively disseminated the 

Guidelines among our delegations." The ICRC has also expressed its readiness to provide technical guidance to states on 

implementation of the Guidelines. 

• The UN Department of Peacekeeping Mission Operations places an outright ban on military use by peacekeepers, 

a standard that goes beyond the Guidelines, and that all UN peacekeepers have already committed to adhere to. In June 

2017, DPKO released its new Child Protection Policy, which has extensive sections on the military use of schools and 

includes the Declaration and Guidelines as a reference under international norms and standards on children’s rights. 

Implementation by Nigeria : 

• Nigeria has begun implementing several measures to enhance school security, such as: constructing ditches 

around schools; installing security lighting throughout school compounds; deploying armed military personnel to carry 

out vehicular and foot patrols; and setting up roadblocks on access roads. Acknowledging, as stated in the Guidelines, 

that the presence of military personnel within schools could place children at risk, roadblocks are positioned in the area 

surrounding schools rather than within school compounds. 
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• Nigeria participated as a speaker in the GCPEA Addis Ababa workshop in November 2016 and attended the 

Buenos Aires Conference on Safe Schools in March 2017. Mrs. Maria Mark, the Director of Education in the Ministry of 

Defense, represented Nigeria at both events and shared details of implementation of the Safe Schools Initiative which is 

in line with the Safe Schools Declaration. For example, students have been relocated from high-risk areas in the Student 

Transfer Program, and, in places where education is being provided by members of the armed forces, they have agreed 

to put an end to the practice of carrying weapons to class. The Federal Government of Nigeria has been working closely 

with the EiEWGN and this cooperation will deepen following the signing of the Safe Schools Declaration by the Federal 

Minister for Education.  

• Nigeria is the co-chair of the newly-formed Group of Friends on Children and Armed Conflict at the African Union, 

together with Liberia, another state that has endorsed the Safe Schools Declaration. There is scope for Nigeria to take a 

leadership position on the issue of attacks on and military use of schools at the AU using this mechanism. 

• Nigeria has provided some strong examples of good practice on protecting schools, students, and teachers from 

attack, and should highlight its endorsement and implementation of the Safe Schools Declaration in relevant national, 

regional, and international fora. 

• Nigeria has the potential to become an international and regional leader on the Safe Schools Declaration. There 

are a range of further actions that Nigeria can take to improve protection of education, including changes to legislation, 

military manuals, rules of engagement, doctrine, and military training to incorporate the Guidelines.  

Technical Session: Introduction to Legal Review Research Methodology on Protecting Education from Attack in Nigeria 

Moderator: Magdalene Anene-Maidoh (Consultant) Education Data, Research and Evaluation in Nigeria (EDOREN) 

The first presenter was Ndidi Nwaneri, Ph.D (Executive Director, The Association for Research on Civil Societies in Africa) 

and her presentation centred on “Project Framework: Objectives, Methodology & Implementation Strategy”. She 

highlighted the legal review research methodology which included desk research, inception Workshop and interviews 

with key stakeholders across the value chain involved in and impacted by the project (Military, CSOs, Academia, NASS, 

etc.). She stressed that there must be some level of rationale behind any idea(s) and strategies we may suggest during 

the group discussions. What are their pros and cons? Lastly, she softened the minds of stakeholders that the long term 

effect or plan is to provide materials that could be used for political advocacy and legislation even as the Armed forces 

Act is currently being amended in the national assembly.   

The second presenter was Abiola Akiyode –Afolabi, Ph.D (Department of Public Law, University of Lagos) on “A Critical 

Analysis of the Laws and Polices Protecting Education from Attack in Nigeria”. She immediately pointed out the need 

to back the laws to get the relevance for more effectiveness as the nature and dimension of attacks in education is on 

the increase. In her presentation, a pop-up question was whether there is existing legal framework for the protection of 

education from attacks in Nigeria. Follow-up was made in an approach that the legal framework regulating the protection 

of education from attacks in Nigeria fall into three different categories: relevant international frameworks binding on 

Nigeria; relevant regional frameworks to which Nigeria is a party and domestic frameworks. She continued that there is 

a great need to firm up our laws and effectively implement the already made polices, laws and regulations not reinventing 

the wheel by making new laws. Also, that there should be a more encompassing approach in addressing education in 
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emergency in Nigeria which could prevent or act as early warning to some causes of attack in education. These include, 

conflicts, internal displacements, situation of refugees who cross the international borders, attacks from organized 

criminal gangs, cult related violence in schools. Lastly, she highlighted that some international laws could rebound at the 

domestic level and an example is the African charter. 

Feedback from Participants 

This was followed by questions from participants and the presenters were really engaging. One of the highlights amongst 

many others from the session was that some participants especially from schools/universities in the North-East stressed 

the need for military in and around their premises. The military personnel in the audience reiterated that they being in 

schools is not ideal but are given approval by the state governments. Further, that schools are mostly the only available 

facilities that can accommodate them. Furthermore, discussions focused on the need for military teachers in conflict 

zones to have parameters outlining non-military responsibility.  

 

BREAKOUT GROUP DISCUSSIONS (MIXED GROUPS) 

Security 
 

Question 

1. What is the global best practice for securing schools from military occupation, and how can 
we replicate it in Nigeria? 

2. Are there protocols that specify the non-use of schools as military base in the Nigeria Army 
code of practice, how might we leverage such code of practice? 

3. Are there any conditions under which military is permitted to be at school environments? 

GROUP 1 

Responses  Not aware of any practice for securing schools from military occupation, Although the best 
practice most suitable to our environment and situation should be used/adopted  

 Alternative spaces should be provided by the government so that the military can camp in 
the open fields educational facilities;  

 The military should be well equipped during an operation in times of conflict 
 

Group 2 

Responses 1. Best Practices 
a) International laws which serve as global legal framework on military occupation (articles 

51 and 52 of ap1, art. 4(3)(a), APII, GCIV) 
b) Limited time within which military can occupy a place, especially a school 
c) Rules of engagement within the school premises 
d) Security and safety policies in schools 
e) Distance between military camps and school premises 
f) Military would not occupy without conflict or breakdown of law and order, and when 

they do, it must be after permission and within the confines of international humanitarian 
laws (IHL) and international law 

2. Protocols that specify the non-use of schools as military base in the Nigeria army code of 
practice, how might we leverage such code of practice? 
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a) Signatory to IHL which Nigeria is bound to do   
b) Military is subjected to military authority 
c) Domestication through the Armed Forces Act 
d) Development of army code of conduct 
e) Military rules of engagement also provides guidelines 
f) Conditions under which military is permitted to be at school environments 
g) Military exigencies, especially when there is breakdown of law and order 

Group 3 

Responses 1. Yes, there are Argentina, USA, India and the law can be replicated with slight modification to 
suit our peculiar circumstances  

2. The armed forces act section 215-220 called billeting on occupation of schools by the military 
can be modified 

3. The condition is only during emergencies  and security issues  
 

 

Group 4 

Responses 1. Advocacy  and sensitization to the government to keep military out of school 
2. Early warning  
3. No condition 

Group 5 

Responses 1. The following: 
i. Military checkpoints 20metres before schools 
ii. Training military without the use of arms 
iii. In as much as the schools are fenced most times the military build tents in front of the school 

and do perimeter patrol around school 
iv. The few experiences military occupy schools in the north east 
v. Global best practices would be the use of para-military without arms e.g Man’O war 
vi. The use of security post, fencing perimeter with the use of CCTV 
vii. The practice for military occupation is by permission from state government 
2. Combatant and non-combatant 
3. Yes, the military get permission and when there are emergency situation and soldiers were 

there are emergency situations and soldiers were deployed to teach. 
 

Group 6 

Responses 1. Not enough knowledge from the group to make informed decisions  
2. None  
3. Yes there are; 

a. Insurgency  
b. Natural disaster  
c. Terrorist attack  
d. Abduction 
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Policy Question 

1. What are some current government policies that could be said to be inadvertently 
enabling attacks on educational establishments, particularly in times of armed conflict? 

2. What policies should be put in place to dissuade such practices? 

GROUP 1 

Responses 1. Setting up of military checkpoint miles from school environment including sensitizations, 
advocacy visits to the military leaders on why they should not occupy educational facilities  

2. There are no specific policies for the military to or not to use our schools as base except on 
request. Advocacy visits to policy makers for awareness of the impact of military occupations 
in schools 

Group 2 

Responses Current government policies that could be said to be inadvertently enabling attacks on educational 
establishments, particularly in times of armed conflict. 

1. While there are no written policies, there are practices that inadvertently enable attacks on 
educational establishments e.g. occupation of schools by military personnel, IDPs, etc. 

Policies to be put in place to dissuade such practices  
1. Fast track the passage of the national policy on IDPs  
2. Policy of non-occupation of military personnel in schools 
3. Policies on physical security of the school like perimeter fencing, gate, security post that is at 

a distance from schools, muster points, exit routes, etc. 
4. Security situation review and relevant actions 
5. Policy on non-allocation of schools for staging military bases as a first resort 
6. Policy on schools submitting a security plan for the school 

Group 3 

Responses 1. Bureaucratic bottlenecks, Lack of implementation of existing policies e.g. Perimeter fencing 
of schools  

2. Decentralization of powers during emergencies and conflict situations. Monitoring and 
evaluation should be strengthened to ensure policy implementation  

Group 4 

Responses 1. Use of schools as IDP camps  
2. State governments inviting the military to occupy schools. Find alternative space for IDPs 

not schools  

Group 5 

Responses 1. Military permission is schools and their presence in schools make the school a target and also 
the presence of arms in schools expose them to violence and aggressiveness – students want 
to model after soldiers. 

2. Policies to discourage the use of arms in schools 
i. Quality assurance policy to monitor and to separate the entity from the ministry of 

education 
ii. Child protection policy and safe guarding 

Group 6 
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Responses 1. No existing policy that we are aware  of but there are practices such as the 
declaration of state of emergency which encourages the military to take over during 
an emergency 

2. Ensuring community response strategy or structure. Effective and timely 
dissemination of information 

 

Legal 
 

Question 

1. Enumerate some national laws that should be put in place to dissuade attacks of educational 
establishments in times of conflict? 

2. In what way can Nigeria quickly domesticate and codify some of the most important global 
protocols and agreements?   

3. How are such laws implemented and defended?  
 

GROUP 1 

Responses There are no conditions but permission given within a time frame  

Group 2 

Responses 1. National laws to dissuade attacks of education establishments in times of conflict 
2. The following: 

a. Review of the Armed Forces Act 
b. Review of the UBE act  
c. Review of the Child Rights Act 

3. Development of a national law that specifically addresses attacks on educational 
establishments. The efforts should be led by the ministry of justice, and supported by other 
ministries and institutions especially in terms of enlightenment and sensitization 

Group 3 

Responses 1. Implementation of SSD at the 3 levels of government: federal, state and local  
2. Advocacy , sensitization and capacity building  
3. Present for legislation at both the national and assembly, CBOs and CSOs 

Group 4 

Responses 1. Child Rights Act : the Nigeria constitution section 18 ch. 2 states that education is a 
fundamental human right  

2. By advocating to the federal and state governments 
3. Legal enforcement – led by FME with the support of (I)NGOs  

Group 5 

Responses 1. The armed forces act should be amended 
2. Advocacy tool, education, child protection, conducive learning, environment 
3. Establishment of task force group bringing together protection education 

Group 6 

Responses 1. Not aware of any existing laws 
2. To defend and implement we must engage with stakeholders e.g. SBMC, the 

community and students 
3. To discuss the way forward and also create awareness 
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CSOs/INGOs 
 

Question 

1. How have other countries domesticated some of these international agreements and 
protocols? 

2. What are some infractions or issues noted?  
3. What has been the experience of INGOs in creating awareness of some of the shortcomings 

and challenges in implementing or enforcing some of these treaties or laws?  
4. What should be done to strengthen and locally adapt Nigeria’s experience to meet global 

best practices?  

GROUP 1 

Responses Nil 

Group 2 

Responses How has other countries domesticated and international agreements and protocol. 
1. CSOs conducting training of key stakeholders 
2. Advocacy 

Infractions 
a. Lack of full compliance with IHL rules 

Experiences 
1. Security 
2. Funding 
3. Access 
4. Lack of political will 

Strengthening 
1. Sensitization  
2. Advocacy 
3. Training and capacity building 

Group 3 

Responses 1. By buying into it, endorsing, signing and implementing it  
By enforcing it through enactment of laws  

2. Not domiciled in the relevant ministry is a challenge e. g SSD and foreign affairs foot dragging  
3. Lack of political will of government to implement the polices and laws already domesticated  
4. Continuous advocacy and sensitization  

Group 4 

Responses 4. Signing agreements + protocols- endorsement  
5. Commencing implementation before endorsement  
6. Military occupation  
7. Armed gangs  
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Group 5 

Responses 1. Advocacy 
2. Implementation and monitoring 
3. Measuring the impact of the international protocols 
4. Child rights act that mentions how every child should be catered for 

 
 

Group 6 

Responses Nil 

 

Education 
 

Question 

1. What laws should be put in place to prevent attacks on educational establishments? 
2. Enumerate some elements that such laws must have so that it does not inadvertently 

produce a detrimental effect to education. 

GROUP 1 

Responses Nil 

Group 2 

Responses Laws to be put in place 
1. Review of the armed forces act 
2. Review of the UBE act  
3. Review of the child rights act 
4. Development of a national law that specifically addresses attacks on educational 

establishments 
 

The above efforts should be led by the ministry of justice, and supported by other ministries and 
institutions especially in terms of enlightenment and sensitization 
Elements 

1. Punitive measures  
2. Periodic review and assessment  
3. Continuous capacity building and awareness 
4. Prohibition of openly carrying of arms by teachers and educationists 
4.  

Group 3 

Responses 1. Strict enforcement on the already existing laws  
Involvement of PTA, SBMC in policing schools  
 

2. Strict adherence to the existing laws 
Adequate security personnel should be used  
Upgrade of school infrastructures  
Provide security tools and targets  
Community participation in funding the school  
Training of pupils/students on emergency preparedness and response  
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Building resilience of students and community members 

Group 4 

Responses 1. Following  
a. Sanctions for schools attackers  
b. Anti-kidnapping laws effectively implemented 
c. Emergency preparedness 
d. Safety laws  
2. Following 

a. Guidelines for infrastructures in schools  
b. Community security  

Group 5 

Responses 1. Security 
2. Enforcing the rights to educate and protection of the child 
3. Community perception within communities 

Group 6 

Responses Nil 

 

THURSDAY 3rd MAY 2018 

Technical Session: The Right to Education - Use of Educational Institutions in Armed Conflicts and Crises by Armed 

Forces and Armed Groups 

Moderator: Samuel Abu Ameh (Livelihoods Specialist, Plan International Nigeria) 

Maher Farea (Monitoring and Reporting Mechanism (MRM) Specialist, Child Protection, UNICEF Nigeria) and his 

presentation was on “Monitoring and Reporting Mechanisms (MRM) and Child Right Violations”.  He explained that 

MRM is a mechanism on reporting the violations committed against children and to provide efficient and timely response. 

Further, that the goal is to systematically gather accurate, timely, objective and reliable information on Grave Violations 

committed against children in situations of armed conflict and the purpose is in the following:  

1. Aims at reducing grave violations against children in situations of armed conflict; 
2. Enhances accountability of perpetrators; 
3. Ultimately prevents future violations 
4. Provision of efficient and timely response to grave violations  

 
He further mentioned that MRM monitors Armed Forces and Armed Groups. It should be noted that once a country 
situation implements the MRM, all parties to the conflict are monitored and reported upon. The parties in Nigeria include: 

1. Civilian Joint Task Force 

2. Jama’atu Ahlis Sunna Lidda’awati wal-Jihad, also known as Boko Haram 

3. Parties that recruit and use children 

4. Parties that kill and maim children 

5. Parties that engage in attacks on schools and/or hospitals 

6. Parties that abduct children. 
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Attacks on schools and hospitals: 
This serves as an umbrella term for those acts which put at risk the integrity of schools, hospitals, education and medical 

personnel, as well as children seeking medical care or education, and undermine the basic right to education and health 

care in times of armed conflict. 

It was decided that the participants should hear from the security forces in attendance so that they can share their 
knowledge, perspectives and experiences. Colonel Ajala provided insight into issues of truancy and late coming of both 
teachers and students. He further shared his experiences on how the communities have tried to mobilize and pay 
teachers but the incentive is very little hence the lackadaisical attitude from both the students and teachers. He also 
mentioned that many facilities provided by NGOs are now dilapidated. Also, boys are not being given school uniforms 
therefore they come to school with tattered available clothes. Further, that some students need orientation about the 
value of education given that they destroy learning materials given to them.  
 
Major General Obi (retired) mentioned that principles should be applied in context specific situations given his practical 
and personal experiences in war zones and how humanitarian principles are waived in order to save lives.   
 
Yakubu Esther (Nigerian Security and Civil Defence Corp) explained that since they are trained to be civil, they can be 
deployed to schools. In addition, that NSCD do more of surveillance and intelligence gathering therefore they know how 
to relate with the students. Further, if they do have to carry minimal weapons in educational institutions; the weapon is 
mostly concealed. The EiEWGN will need to meet with security forces so as to work together to effectively implement 
the SSD. 
 
Questions, Comments & Observations 
There were lot of hands raised which gave rise to take questions, comments and contributions from participants. The 
first comment from Staff Sergeant Amadi Edward who mentioned that being a military teacher in Borno has its 
challenges. He said that he is currently teaching four subjects (Maths, English, Social Studies and Civic Education) and 
commended the efforts made by some CSOs/ INGOs who have provided some learning materials. He however highlighted 
that more needs to be done as most teachers have fled the LGAs. Subsequently, the military teachers are over-stretched 
and are often the only ones providing education continuity in those areas. It was also mentioned that the Nigerian Air 
Force have been supporting an IDP camp in Borno state by providing lunch for 500 students every day.  
 
Question: How will the civil defence provide security for the children at night? In Lagos state, military patrol all around 
the vulnerable places and schools. What role should NSCDC play in the schools?  
 
Yakubu Esther responded that civil defence should be deployed to the schools as they are sufficiently trained to handle 
such situations. In addition, they will in mufti so the schools will not be militarized. 
 
Question: Are there any security process required and provided for NGOs to go through before going into these high risk 
areas? 
Samnuel Abu Ameh gave vital information about standard security trainings for staff before entry into high risks. Without 
security clearance, one cannot proceed into those areas. Judith Giwa-Amu Ph.D shared that such trainings is provided 
by International NGO Safety Organisation (INSO) and United Nations Department of Safety & Security (UNDSS). While at 
OCHA, there is a civil-military relations officer that liaises with all NGOs and other civilians with the military.  
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Alhaji Bello Kagara (Director Social Mobilisation, Universal Basic Education Commission) added his voice that in all UBEC 

is a major beneficiary of the resolutions and recommendations from the workshop. In addition, that all efforts are 

welcomed as long as it addresses all issues that can promote basic education in Nigeria. He further recommended the 

EiEWGN for highlighting the challenges and solutions to these issues should also be proffered for possible partnership. 

 

BREAKOUT GROUP DISCUSSIONS (SECTOR SPECIFIC) 

Security 
 

Question 

4. Identify other ways that security agencies can protect the communities against attack 
without occupying educational institutions?   

5. Is there anything in any provisions in the armed forces or police act that can be 
slightly amended to prevent occupation of schools?   

6.  If school’s occupation during conflicts is exempted, from your experience identify other 
options that exist for shelter for military or other law enforcement agencies?  

7. If you think school occupation cannot be prevented, what other creative ways can we 
propose to ensure that the occupation is very limited and will not have adverse effects on 
the schools? 

Responses Question 1. Other ways in which the security agencies can protect the communities without 
occupation include:  

1. Intelligence gathering 
2. Profiling of community members 
3. Patrolling, blocking forces, community policing, stop and search exercises 
4. Perimeter defense/fencing , police/community relations 
5. Small drones can be deployed for surveillance 
6. Securing route to schools 

Question 2. The armed forces act should not be amended but rules of engagement, code of conduct 
of the armed forces should be reviewed to reflect the use of educational institutions as a last resort, 
with this educational programs cannot  be disrupted(we should avoid making laws that cannot be 
kept). 
The police act has no provision for school occupation, police use tents, and town halls e.t.c during 
conflict. 
Question 3. Tents outside other public buildings like town halls and stadia, administrative building 
etc. However, operational exigencies will determine. 
Question 4.  

1. Operational review of security situations 
2. Anti- improvised explosive devices 
3. De-mining 
4. Periodic inspection by the host government in collaboration with the security agencies 
5. Restructuring of existing facilities should be with the permission of the host 

government. 
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6. Compliance with hygiene regulation and administration (to ensure that such facilities 
are kept) 

 
General comments 

1. Security agencies should be trained on the reviewed code of conduct/rules of engagement 
2. Severe sanctions for officers who defile (sexually abuse and exploit) young girls in areas 

where they are meant to be providing security should be made explicit 
3. Continuous training for officers on rule of engagement and code of conduct 

 

Policy 
 

Question 

1 What should be the scope of a proposed policy for protecting education facilities from 

attacks in Nigeria? 

2 Given the robust discussions yesterday in respect of the SSD, can you identify areas that 
we need to propose polices for further protection of schools from attack(a) what policies 
or guidelines can be used to protect school, students and teachers from attacks?  

3 What policies can be made by the government to support military protection of schools 
without necessary occupying the schools?  

4 How can the policies/guidelines you proposed be implemented given Nigeria’s unique 

socio-economic, political, and legal environment? Who should do what? 

Responses Question 1:  
The scope must have a preventive and precautionary, interventive, remedial, and reforming of 
minimum standards requirement provision. 
 Question 2: 
 There should be requirements for the provision of insurance services for actors/stakeholders 
affected by attack on education covering life, occupational hazards, etc.  Incentives such as 
additional/increment in salary, hazard allowance, and other financial and intrinsic benefits should 
be provided. 
Question 3:  
Safe schools declaration policy should be implemented in all schools cutting across all levels of 
governments. There should be special legislature criminalizing kidnapping in schools with as intent 
to attack education.  
Question 4:  
The policy must be made to cascade to include and impact parents, teachers, school prefects, etc. 
This would be done with national assembly passing legislature that would be replicated across the 
state legislatures.  
Sensitization at community levels with traditional rulers, as well as religious leaders, and CSOs is be 
necessary. A strong and effective dissemination structure should be implemented using various 
media types including new media, social media, traditional media, e.t.c, and a robust monitoring and 
evaluation structure throughout the process. 
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Legal 
 

Question 

1. Given the provisions in the Armed Forces Act and other international human rights and 

humanitarian laws, what are your proposals for a legal framework that can address the 

problems of protection of schools from attacks?   

2. Is it possible to find a middle way in drafting a law to respond to prevention of education 

facilities from occupation without removing the protections that the community get 
during military occupation?  

3. If you are using the SSD or the guideline to formulate a law, what will be the contents of 
the laws that you will like to produce? 

4. What should be the penalty or repercussions for violating the laws; fines, death, or long 

sentencing? 

Responses 1. Background 
1. Essence of the legal perspective is to ensure that schools should not be the first resort 

when allocating spaces for military operations 
2. Note also that military occupation of schools have been tied to other violation of human 

rights like rape, extra-judicial killings e.t.c 
3. Pros and con: fear, abuse, harassment (cons); and sense of actual or psychological security 

(pros) 
4. 50-day war in Gaza in 2014 

i. Number of schools destroyed is the highest in the world 
ii. Number of children killed is the third highest in the world 

Reality:  
1. Schools are used because of space, shelter, compartmentalization, etc. 
2. With options, military would not resort to schools 
3. Thus, if at all schools are resorted to, it’s use must be within the confines of 

national and international laws e.g. Geneva conventions, additional protocols, anti-
terrorism laws, etc 

Legal position 
1. General rule should be made that there shall be no occupation of school by 

the military or other armed combatants. 
2. Exceptions to be provided based on doctrine of necessity (scope to be 

defined), and when school are resorted to as exceptions, having exhausted 
all possible options, it should be for a period of not more than 30 days which 
can be renewed for not more than twice 

3. IHL principles to be adhered to are that of distinction (IHL, rule 1) and 
protection of civilian objects (GCIV) 

Expand the provision of section 216 (1) (c) to include specifically schools, that is:  
“…in any dwelling place… but not in any other premises like educational institutions, places of 
worship, and cultural properties” 
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4. Adopt other best practices from Syria, Argentina, Turkey, Yemen, India, etc on 
protection of schools in armed conflict. 

5. Other acts and enabling laws of other armed forces (e.g. police act, civil defence act, 
e.t.c) should have similar provisions. 

2. Legal (middle ground) 
1. General rule is that there shall be no occupation of schools. However, the middle ground 
would be based on doctrine of necessity where by occupation becomes imperative where 
there are no other options of places to be allocated, and when school are resorted to as 
exceptions, having exhausted all possible options, it should be for a period of not more than 
30 days which can be renewed not more than twice. 

3. Laws based on the SSD or Guideline 
 Guideline 1: 

 Strict prohibition of the use of schools by fighting forces whether functioning or 
temporarily closed schools during weekends, holidays, and vacation periods. 

 No coercion of school authorities by forces to vacate their school 
 Guideline 2: 

 Schools should be the last resort, but strict exceptions can apply 
 Use of protective emblem (Red Cross) 
 Specific minimum period of use when it is the last resorted at the end of hostilities, 

educational facilities should be vacated and reopened for educational purposes with 
renovations by the military whether there are damages or not 

 De-militarize the schools 
 Guideline 3: 

 General protection of civilian objects like school – GCIV 
 Guideline 4: 

 Not practicable 
 Guideline 5: 

 Protection inside the schools should be by trained civilian personnel who may carry 
concealed arms. 

 Military may provide perimeter security at a certain distance to be advised by 
experts 

 Guideline 6: 
 All applicable principles of SSD should be mainstreamed into all relevant manuals, 

rules, e.t.c 
4. Penalties or repercussions 

a. General provision on violation (infractions) of the act should apply. 
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CSOs/(I)NGOS Question 

1. What should be the role of CSOs and INGOs in the process of protecting education from 

attacks? 

2. What are the steps that the CSOs /INGOs take in developing, enforcing, and sensitizing 

the public on the danger of military occupation of schools and the benefits of   adapting 

community response mechanisms, and implementing enforcement mechanisms in 

protecting education from attacks? Who should be the target audience and why? 

3. What are perceived challenges and the mitigating strategy? 

4. What accountability structures should be put in place as checks and balances, as well as 
monitoring and evaluation of the process to assess the effective and efficient 
implementation? 

Responses 1. What should be the role of CSOs and INGOs in the process of protecting education from 
attacks? 
1. Reporting 
2. Advocacy, awareness/sensitization 
3. Draw up strategies, protocols for the above answer in b 
4. Understanding the rules protecting education (this forms the basis of our 

communication strategies. 
2. What are the steps that the CSOs /INGOs take in developing, enforcing, and sensitizing the 

public on the danger of military occupation of schools and the benefits of   adapting 
community response mechanisms, and implementing enforcement mechanisms in 
protecting education from attacks? Who should be the target audience and why? 
1. Partnership with authorities (local, state and federal government 
2. Collaboration between CSOs/INGOs in communication (having a common goal) 
3. Engaging students, community members, PTA 
4. Strengthening community based structure. Benefits of adopting community response 

mechanism includes: helps to understand the perception of the community with 
regards to the issue, if they are involved it will be efficient, transparent and 
sustainable. 

*Target audience includes: community traditional leaders, teachers, PTAs, vigilante/community 
security structure, the military as it encourages community participation and it gives a sense of 
ownership to the community. 

3. What are perceived challenges and the mitigating strategy? 
1. No access to non-state actors 
2. Community perception, security as a priority for community over education 
3. No proper communication access in the communities 
4. Lack of will power by the government to address this issues, insecurity also poses 

challenge 
5. Difficulty in securing collaboration between NGOs/INGOs and between communities 
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*mitigating strategies 
1. Having a common understanding on security among stakeholders; through awareness 

raising with evidence 
2. Proper coordination among CSOs/INGOs 
3. Using media to reach out to non-state actors 
4. Advocacy to government stakeholders 

 
4. What accountability structures should be put in place as checks and balances, as well as 

monitoring and evaluation of the process to assess the effective and efficient 
implementation? 

1.  Regular meetings with stakeholders 
2.  Effective feedback mechanism 
3. Regular assessment 

 

Education Question 

1. Identify ways that education facilities can protect their schools and students from attacks?  
2. What internal and external structures (policies/regulations) of the educational institutions 

should be provided to coordinate, manage, and take charge in leading the initiative for 
protecting education from attacks? 

3. Which stakeholders should be involved in the process and what would be their roles? 
4. What structures exist in educational institutions to protect education from attacks and how 

can it be strengthened? 

Responses Question 1: ways that education facilities can protect schools and students from attacks, the group 
identified several options including: 

1. Perimeter fencing fortified with constantine wire, barricades, and blockades. 
2. Use of siren to alert pupils, CCTVs, and alarms 
3. Automatic lockdown and reverse systems that shuts off/in intruders once 

detected. 
4. Visitor screening points 
5. Access biometric codes 
6. Single visitor entrance and screening points 
7. Security towers 

Questions 2: internal structures: 
2. Emergency preparedness plans 
3. Schools disaster management and security plans 
4. Minimum standards for a safe school guideline 
5. Code of conduct for staff working in the school, as well as for students 
6. Disaster management or related school health clubs or associations 
7. Designated EPR and alternate for every school 
8. Focal teacher from managerial cadre like a vice principal or senior boarding house 

mistress/master 
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                *External structures: 
1. Community participation 
2. Old students association 
3. Security agencies  

Questions 3: stakeholder involvement: 
1.Community leadership, SBMC, PTA, old students association, teaching and non-academic staffs, 
armed or unarmed security personnel. Community vigilante groups, local orientation agencies, 
social mobilization, community based organisations, mother’s associations, etc. 
Specific roles to be played by these stakeholders include: 

1. SBMC/PTA: supervisory roles of school management activities and procedures 
2. Community leaders: to ensure adherence to the public interests and needs  

i. Security: to manage safety and protection of life and property 
ii. Local agencies: to raise awareness to the public on issues and concerns 

iii. Students: to understand various process and procedures 
iv. PTA: to sensitize parents on the old and new policies.  
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 RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS 

Policy (Government) 

 National minimum standards which takes into cognizance armed and non-armed measures for protection of 

schools and universities from attack using the SSD guidelines 

 Psycho social support for educational personnel and students who have been directly/deliberately targeted  

 Government policy and commitment to the reconstruction of  damaged buildings and replacement of 

educational assets 

 Provision of insurance services for actors/stakeholders affected by attack on education covering life, 

occupational hazards, etc.   

 Incentives such as additional/increment in salary, hazard allowance, and other financial and intrinsic benefits to 

ensure education continuity in armed conflicts and crises 

 Non- authorization of the use of schools by the military/security forces or for other purposes (as an IDP camp, 

election registration centers/polling units) being the first readily available instead of being the last resort 

Legal 

 Educational institutions should not be the first resort when allocating spaces for use by security forces or for 

other purposes  

 There is urgent need for the review of the Armed Forces Act to ascertain whether the security forces could use 

educational facilities, if yes at what point. 

Advocacy 

 Review of best practices on spaces (not schools) that government can provide to military/security forces during 

conflict/crises 

 Engagement with the security agencies about SSD implementation in Nigeria within the context of  the 

‘doctrine of necessity’ 

 There is need for training of all relevant stakeholders to formally and informally identify themselves as partners 

for peace and progress 

NEXT STEPS 
1. Dissemination of the workshop report 
2. Sharing of information and experiences generated during the two days 
3. Development of a knowledge-sharing network made up of the professionals who participated in the 

workshop 
4. Completion of ‘Review of the Legal Framework for the Protection of Education from Attack and 

Contextual Proposal of an Improved Framework on Securing Schools and Universities during Crises 
and Armed Conflicts’ 

5. Dissemination of the ‘Review of the Legal Framework for the Protection of Education from Attack and 
Contextual Proposal of an Improved Framework on Securing Schools and Universities during Crises 
and Armed Conflicts’ research findings for domestication of SSD implementation in Nigeria 
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INCEPTION WORKSHOP FOR THE REVIEW OF THE LEGAL FRAMEWORK ON THE 
PROTECTION OF EDUCATION FROM ATTACK IN NIGERIA 

Venue: Bolton White Hotel, Abuja 

Wednesday, 2nd May 2018 (Day 1) 

 
8: 30 – 9:00 Registration 

  

9:00 – 10:15 Opening Ceremonies 

  

 Opening Prayer ( 2nd stanza of the National Anthem) 
9:00 - 9:05 

 

 Welcome Address 
Architect Sonny Echono, Permanent Secretary, Federal Ministry of Education 
9:05 - 9:10 

 
 Why are we here? 

Professor Ibrahim Abubakar Njodi , Vice Chancellor, University of Maiduguri (Borno) 
Mr. Bwashang Balami, Vice Principal, Federal Government College, Buni Yadi (Yobe 
State) 
Comrade Michael Alogbe Olukoya, National President, Nigerian Union of Teachers 
(NUT) 
9:10 - 9:20 

 
 Goodwill Messages 

Mr Tijjani Tumsah, Vice Chairman, Presidential Committee on the North East Initiative 
Debbie Palmer, Head UK Department for International Development (Nigeria) 
Dr Hussaini Abdu, Country Director, Plan International Nigeria 
Benjamin Foot, Nigeria Country Director, Save the Children 
Mr Mohammed M Fall, Country Representative, UNICEF 
9:20 - 9:40 

 
 Keynote Address 

Honourable Minister of Education, Mallam Adamu Adamu 
9:40 - 9:55 
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9:00 – 10:15 Opening Ceremonies 

  

 Vote of Thanks 
Mrs Nkiru Cynthia Osisioma - Deputy Director 
National and International Development Partners, Education Support Services 
Department, Federal Ministry of Education, Abuja 
9:55 - 10:00 

 
 Group Photograph 

Nobleman Eleanya - Chief Rapporteur 
Education in Emergency- Focal Lead 
Caritas Nigeria 
10:00 - 10:15 

10:15 - 10:45 Tea Break 

  

10:45 - 13:00 Technical Session: Protecting Education from Attack in Nigeria and Global 
Perspectives 

  

 Introduction to Education in Emergencies Working Group in Nigeria (EiEWGN) 
Judith Giwa-Amu, Ph.D 
EiEWGN Coordinator (Abuja) 
10:45 - 11:05 

 
 An Overview of Education Under Attack, Actions and Progress (Nigeria) 

Abiola Sanusi 
Education Adviser, Riplington Education Initiative (REI) 
Chair,Sub-Committee, Safe Schools Declaration, EiEWGN 
11:05 - 11:20 

 
 Implementation of the Safe Schools Declaration: A Global View 

Gisela Schmidt-Martin 
Coordinator, Guidelines for Protecting Schools and Universities from Military Use 
during Armed Conflict 
Global Coalition to Protect Education from Attack (GCPEA) 
11:20 - 12:15 

 
 Questions, Comments & Observations 

Mrs Nkiru Cynthia Osisioma - Deputy Director 
National and International Development Partners, Education Support Services 
Department, Federal Ministry of Education, Abuja 
12:15 - 13:00 
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 Project Framework : Objectives, Methodology & Implementation Strategy 
Ndidi Nwaneri, Ph.D (Consultant) 
Executive Director, The Association for Research on Civil Societies in Africa 
(AROCSA) 
14:00 - 14:30 

 A Critical Analysis of the Laws and Policies Protecting Education from Attack in Nigeria 
Abiola Akiyode –Afolabi, Ph.D (Consultant) 
Department of Public Law - University of Lagos 
14:30 - 15:00 

 Feedback from Participants 
Mrs Magdalene Anene-Maidoh (Consultant) 
Education Data, Research and Evaluation in Nigeria initiative (EDOREN) 

15:00 - 15:30 
 

 Groups 
Group 1: Fatima Sada - Education Adviser 

UK Department for International Development (DfID) 
 

Group 2: Jacob Masanso Gebukoba - Head of Education 
Save the Children 

 

Group 3: Abimbola Fayomi - Programme Manager (Education) 
Presidential Committee on the North East Initiative (PCNI) 

 
Group 4: Abiola Sanusi - Education Adviser 
Riplington Education Initiative (REI) 

 
Group 5: Comfort Umahi - Project Co-ordinator 
Plan International Nigeria 
 
Group 6: Adane Miheretu - Education Coordinator 
International Rescue Committee 
15:30 - 16:30 
 
 

13:00 - 14:00 Lunch 

14:00 - 15:30 Technical Session: Introduction to Legal Review Research Methodology on Protecting 

Education from Attack in Nigeria 

15:30 - 16:30 Breakout Group Discussions (Mixed Groups) 

Security (military, police, civil defense) / Policy (government) / Legal / CSOs and (I)NGOs/ 

Educational Personnel 
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16:30 - 17:30 Concluding Discussions 

  

 Group Presentations & Feedback 
Chima Egbujuo, Ph.D - Principal Research Officer 
Nigerian Educational Research and Development Council (NERDC) 
16.30 - 17:15 

 
 Plenary – Summary of the Day’s Event 

Nobleman Eleanya - Chief Rapporteur - Education in Emergency - Focal Lead 
Caritas Nigeria 
17:15 - 17:30 

 Refreshments and Departure 

  
 

Thursday, 3rd May 2018 (Day 2) 

8:30 – 9:00 Registration 

  

9:00 – 9:20 Welcome 

  

 Opening Prayer ( 2nd stanza of the National Anthem) 
9:00 - 9:05 

 

 Welcome 
Mrs Nkiru Cynthia Osisioma - Deputy Director 
National and International Development Partners, Education Support Services 
Department, Federal Ministry of Education, Abuja 
9:05 - 9:10 

 

  Summary of Events and Overview for the Day 

Nobleman Eleanya - Chief Rapporteur - Education in Emergency - Focal Lead 
Caritas Nigeria 
9:10 - 9:20 
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9:20 – 10:15 Technical Session: The Right to Education - Use of Educational Institutions in 
Armed Conflicts and Crises by Armed Forces and Armed Groups 

  

 Positive Initiatives to Address Armed Forces and Armed Groups Use of Education 
Institutions 
Maher Farea– Monitoring and Reporting Mechanism (MRM) Specialist 
Child Protection, UNICEF Nigeria 
9:20 - 9:45 

9:20 - 10:15 Technical Session: The Right to Education - Use of Educational Institutions in 
Armed Conflicts and Crises by Armed Forces and Armed Groups 

  

 Questions, Comments & Observations 
Samuel Abu (Livelihood Specialist) / Comfort Umahi (Project Co-ordinator) 
Plan International 
9:45 - 10:15 

 
 Move to Breakout Rooms 

10:15 - 10:30 

10:30 - 11:00 Tea Break 

  

11:00 - 12:00 Breakout Group Discussions 

  

 Security: Gisela Schmidt-Martin – Coordinator 
Guidelines for Protecting Schools and Universities from Military Use during Armed 
Conflict 
Global Coalition to Protect Education from Attack (GCPEA) 

 

 Policy (Government): Ndidi Nwaneri, Ph.D (Consultant) 
Executive Director, The Association for Research on Civil Societies in Africa 
(AROCSA) 

 

 Legal: Abiola Akiyode – Afolabi, Ph.D (Consultant) – Lecturer 
Department of Public Law 
University of Lagos 

 
 CSOs and (I)NGOs: Samuel Abu (Livelihood Specialist) / Comfort Umahi (Project Co- 

ordinator) 



 

 
 

 Plan International 
 

 Educational Personnel: Judith Giwa-Amu, Ph.D 
EiEWGN Coordinator (Abuja) 

12:00 - 13:30 Concluding Discussions 

  

 Group Presentations & Feedback 
Abiola Sanusi - Education Adviser 
Riplington Education Initiative (REI) 
12:00 - 13:00 

12:00 - 13:30 Plenary 

  

 Summary of the Day’s Event 

Nobleman Eleanya - Chief Rapporteur - Education in Emergency - Focal Lead 
Caritas Nigeria 
13:00 - 13:15 

 
 Final Resolutions and Way Forward 

Jacob Masanso Gebukoba - Head of Education 
Save the Children 
13:15 - 13:30 

13:30 - 15:00 Lunch and Departure 
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS, PRESENTERS AND FACILITATORS 

ORGANISATION NAME 

United Nations International 
Children Fund  
 

Maher Farea (MRM Specialist), Child Protection 
 

Terry Durnnian, Chief Basic Education 

Mohammed M. Fall, Country Director 

Federal Ministry of Education 
 

Mal. Adamu Adamu Hon. Minister Education 

Architect Sonny Echono Permanent Secretary Federal Ministry of 
Education 

Mr. Ojo Joel Samuel 
Director Tertiary Education 

Mrs. Justina Ngozi Ibe 
Director Education Support Services 

Mr. J.A Mbaakaa 
Director Fed. Education Quality Support Services 

Mr. M.M Karage 
Director Basic and Secondary 

Save the Children  
 

Benjamin Foot, Country Director 

National Human Right Commission 
 

Ademilola Adesiyun, Chief Legal Officer 

Uche Okwuobi Chief Research Officer 

CLEEN Foundation Mr Chukwuma Ejerenwa 
  
  

Nigerian Bar Association 
 

Fatima Umar Bako 

Dikibujiri Bobmanuel 
 

Nigerian Red Cross Eyang Erima Apeh  

Center for Social Justice  Bar. Gregory Okene, Legal Officer 

Head of Mission Argentina  Elina Laticia Mikusinski 

Anan 

Nigerian Union of Teachers Alalade Oyinlolu Legal Officer 

Commissioner of Education, Borno 
 

Hon. Musa Nnuwa Kubo 

Zainab Musa Desk officer Plan international 
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ORGANISATION NAME 

Nigerian Army SSGT Amadi Edward 

Nigeria Police Force ACP Anyanwu Cosmas 

College of Administrative and 
Business Studies, Potiskum Yobe 
 

Dr. Musa Abdulkadiri (Rector) 

F.G.C Buni Yadi, Yobe Mr. Bwashang Balami Vice Principal FGC Buniyadi 

Permanent Secretary Adamawa 
State Ministry of Education 

Mahmud Abubakar 

Federal Government Science 
Technical College, Michika 

Mr. Gambo Garba, Principal FSTC Michika 

American University of Nigeria Audu Liman, Administrator of Grants and Contract 

Federal Ministry of Education Nkiru Osisioma Deputy Director Education Support Services 

Owoh Judith 

Emmanuel Erinms 

John Ogwuche 

Anuoluwapo Olajubu 

CARITAS Nigeria Nobleman Eleanya EiE focal person CARITAS 

UNICEF Nigeria Dr. Judith Giwa Amu 

Riplington Education Initiative Abiola Sanusi Education Adviser REI 

Emmanuel Iziomoh, Programmes Officer REI 

Haruna Ayuba, Schools Project Officer REI 

Global Coalition to Protection 
Education Against Attack (GCPEA) 

Gisela Schmidt Martin 

Save the Children  Jacob Masanso 

Badar Musa Ikwuta, Project Coordinator, Schools as Zones of 
Peace 

Plan International Nigeria Comfort Umahi Project Coordinator Education 

Paula Blanco 

Edozie Abazie, Project Coordinator Education 

Samuel Abu Ameh 

International Rescue Committee Adene Miheretu Education Programme Coordinator 

Nigerian Education Research and 
Development Council (NERDC) 

Dr. Chima Egbujuo PRO NERDC 

My Dream Initiative Smith Omotayo 

Women and Girl Child Capabilities 
Enhancement and Empowerment 
Organisation 

Oluwatoyin Olabisi Taiwo Exec. Director (WGCCEEO) 

Adopt A Camp Olatunji Olarenwaju Programs Officer 

Talent in Children Promotion Caesar Akudike CEO TICP 

Project Agape Friday Joseph Programmes Officer 

Adaora Nwajagu Founder 
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NAME ORGANISATION 

Butter fly Minds Youth 
Enlightenment Foundation 

Chima Madu Programmes Coordinator 

Northern Education Initiative Plus Fwanishak Daniel Teacher Education Specialist 

GAMMUN Center for Care and 
Development Nigeria 

Pam Blessing 

ICAD Nadi Kevin 

Victim Support Fund Nneka Chukwuemaka, Programmes Officer Education and 
Protection 

EiEWGN Consultant Dr. Ndidi Nwaneri 

Abiola Akiyode 

Education Data, Research and 
Evaluation in Nigeria initiative 
(EDOREN) 

Magdalene Anene-Maidoh 

Ministry of Defense (MoD) Iberi Obande 

Ngozi Onyeakusobi 

Adventist Development and Relief 
agency (ADRA) 

Onyeama James 

Dr Priscilla Ibokwe NACA 

Anna Ballance European Union 

Care for life Mission Placidus Peter Programmes Coordinator 

PCNI Faith Anifowoshe 

Abimbola Fayomi 

Chidinma Onyejiakwa 

DfID Fatima Sada 

CSACEFA Mr Anuoluwapo Adeokun 

USAID Nura Ibrahim 

Ministry of Defense Mrs Maria I Mark, Director of Education 

Mrs Iberi Obande 

OCHA Major-General Obi 

Consultant Dr. Ezi Beedie 

National Defence College Ugwumba Egbuta 

Nig. Security & Civil Defence Corp Yakubu Esther Lade 

Education Support Services FME Owoh Judith 

Tertiary Department FME Duru Ijeoma 

 Segun Osinubi 

FGGC Bwari Stellamaris Omu 

EiEWGN Consultant Chinedu Onyegbula 

Lagos State Government Ronke Soyombo 

Oneli Stella 

Uche Okwuobi 

Education Data, Research and 
Evaluation in Nigeria initiative 
(EDOREN) 

Nandi Chetchen 

Felix Nwaeseni 

Akinbamijo Idowu 
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INCEPTION WORKSHOP MIXED GROUP BREAKOUT SESSION (DAY 1) 

  

 

 

 

GROUP 1 
Fatima Sada 

                                 GROUP 2 
Jacob Masanso Gebukoba 

Ojo Joel Samuel Justina Ngozi Ibe 

Uche Okwuobi Chukwuma Ejerenwa 

Zainab Musa Colonel M. O. Ajala 

Bwashang Balami Mahmud Abubakar 

Oluwatoyin Olabisi Taiwo Bukky Shonibare 

Adaora Nwajaga Chima Madu 

Onyema James Ngozi Onyeakusobi 

Placidus Peter Anuo Adeokun 

Maria Mark Nura Ibrahim 

  

                                                                   

                               GROUP 3 
Abimbola Fayomi 

GROUP 4 
Abiola Sanusi 

J. A. Mbaakaa M. M. Karage 

Fatima Umar Bako Dikibujiri Bob Manuel 

Amadi Edward Musa Nnuwa Kubo 

Gambo Garba Audu Liman 

Smith Omotayo Friday Joseph 

Fwanishak Daniel Pam Blessing 

Nneka Chukwuemeka Priscilla Ibokwe 

Patrick Etamesor Major General Obi 

Moses Obi Bisong                          Dr Kole Shettima                             

  

GROUP 5 
Comfort Umahi 

GROUP 6 
Adane Miheretu 

Okolo F. A Ademilola Adesiyun 

Eyang Erima Apeh Mathews Nganjiozor 

Gregory  Okene Alalade Oyinlolu 

Joe Stanis Okoye Musa Abdulkadiri 

Edozie Abazie Eric Goeh 

Nadi Kevin Anna Balance 

Iberi Obande Anna Thlama Wakawa 
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INCEPTION WORKSHOP SECTOR SPECIFIC GROUP BREAKOUT SESSION (DAY 2) 

 

 

 

                     SECURITY 
Gisela Schmidt-Martin 

                      POLICY 
               Ndidi Nwaneri 

Colonel M. O. Ajala Chinedu Onyegbula 

Yakubu Esther Lade Obande Iberi 

Anyanwu Cosmas Oneli Stella 

Obi Moses Ronke Soyimbo 

Ezi Beedie Nkiru Osisioma 

Ugwumba Egbuta Uche Okwuobi 

 Oguche John 

 Mahmud Abubakar 

 Felix Nwaeseni 

 Akinbamijo Idowu 

                                                                   

                              LEGAL 
Abiola Akiyode-Afolabi 

CSOs and INGOs 
Samuel Abu Umeh/Comfort Umahi 

Bukky Shonibare Anuoluwapo Adedokun 

Chukwuma Ejerenwa Olatunji Olanrewaju  

Erimns Emmanuel Nandi Chetchen 

Oyinlolu Alalade Adaora Nwajagu 

Ademilola Adesiyen Chima Madu 

Dikibujiri Bob Manuel Onyema James 

 Edozie Abazie 

 Hussaini Molid 

 Blessing Pam                             

  

                    Education 
                 Judith Giwa-Amu 

 

Ngozi Onyeakusiobi  

Owoh Judith  

Segun Osinubi  

Stella Maris Omu  

Jacob Masanso  

Nneka Chukwuemeka  

Amadi Edward  

Chidinma Onyejiakwa  

Duru Ijeoma  

Anifowoshe Faith  
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RESOURCE LINKS 

o Implementing the Guidelines: A Toolkit to Guide Understanding and Implementation of the 

Guidelines for Protecting Schools and Universities from Military Use, March 2017: 

http://www.protectingeducation.org/sites/default/files/documents/toolkit.pdf 

• Other recommended actions are included in the following GCPEA papers: 

o The Safe Schools Declaration: A Framework for Action, November 2017: 

http://www.protectingeducation.org/sites/default/files/documents/a_framework_for_action.pdf  

o Guide to Implementing the Principles of State Responsibility to Protect Higher Education from 

Attack, 2016: 

http://www.protectingeducation.org/sites/default/files/documents/guide_to_implementing_principles.

pdf  

o What Schools Can Do to Protect Education from Attack and Military Use, September 2016: 

http://www.protectingeducation.org/sites/default/files/documents/what_schools.pdf  

o Technical Guide: What Teachers and School Administrators Can Do to Protect Education from 

Attack, 2017: 

http://www.protectingeducation.org/sites/default/files/documents/technical_guide_2017.pdf  

o What Ministries Can Do to Protect Education from Attack and Schools from Military Use, 

December 2015:   

http://www.protectingeducation.org/sites/default/files/documents/what_ministries.pdf 
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