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Abstract

This paper explores the possibilities of achievangiable language of human rights
activism in contemporary Nigeria. It argues tha #fiyle of language of human right activists is
predominantly violent, harsh and incapable of aghggthe crucial goals and visions of human
right activism in Nigeria: The paper discusses tieaning and roles of language in societal
cohesion. It collects, collates and analyses soebtected speeches of Nigerian activists on
violation of citizens’ human rights, conflict restibn and effective democratization process.
Finally, while recognizing the pivotal role of humaghts activism in contemporary Nigeria, the
paper emphasizes the need to inject humane linguistns that reflect a measure of respect,
integrity and modesty in the language style of humghts activists. This is necessary in order
to achieve dialogue, understanding and consensumminoversial issues among human rights
activists, government functionaries and stakehsldethe Nigerian state. This is the only viable
path to sustainable democracy and human development
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Introduction

It is universally acknowledged that every indivadland citizen possesses certain definite
political, civil, economic and social rights, whiclre fundamental to his/her dignity and
personhood. Theoretically, these presumptuous sdeah be found in the constitutions of
countries of the world, Nigeria inclusive. Howevtite reality in Nigeria showthe treatment
of human rights by successive governments can yhaellreconciled with constitutionalism as
there are always cases of infringement upon ciizéandamental rights. Over the years,
experiences and events under both military dictaips and civilian administrations have
indicated gross abuse of citizens’ human rightse @kienue for this is usually through state
machinery. Sometimes, it is through poor or to&glact of the enforcement and protection of
these rights by government; and the numerous iatiemmal conventions (like the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, 1948) and regionalrtena (like the African Charter on Human
Rights). Human rights activism evolved in criticahction to these violations.
Human rights activism in Nigeria is beset with sopreblems which adversely demean its
laudable visions and goals. Ayo Obe, a renowneceiNig female activist and former President
of the Civil Liberties Organization (CLO) in Nigetireviews the problems confronting human
rights activism in Nigeria. According to her, theplems are three-fold: the problem of Nigerian
human right groups and activists themselves; tloblpm of the Nigerian government; and the
problem of the Nigerian people (Obe, 1999:1).

On the first problem, she observed some humartsrighoups and activists are not
genuinely focused — some are more liberal, whike dee minimally committed to promoting the
ideal of human dignity. On the second problem, rslagntains that the arbitrary, unaccountable,

vindictive, lawless and self-deceiving governmemtier which human rights groups and activists
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struggle to operate, constitutes the greatest gnolfdcing human rights activism in Nigeria. On
the last problem, she said Nigerians do not usubHdye confidence in activism and in
themselves. Though Obe offers no reason why Nigeti@ve no confidence in activism, but it is
nearer the truth that such atmosphere of pessirovwges much to two basic reasons. One is the
corruptive tendency of many activist movements thedreliance of such movements on external
aids, which makes the bearing of their agitatioxtermally directed by the funding agencies. As
a consequence, such public perception, beliefs atitlde discourage virile and effective
activism.

While one is not totally at variance with Obe’ssebvations and positions, one’s concern
is that a close examination of human rights aativia Nigeria will reveal that beyond her
observations, there is a salient and more criteocajuage problem. The language of human rights
activism in Nigeria is at the centre of the probseihentified by Ayo Obe. The paper shall show
how the language of activists has obstructed humngts activism in Nigeria. Furthermore, we
shall attempt to construct linguistic principles goviable language of human rights activism in

contemporary Nigeria.

Meaning, Nature and Functions of L anguage

Human language is so unique that the raw souralscdbnstitute its make-up can be
organized to express different levels of commuimcatFrom the limited finite system that
makes up human language, different types of disasuand styles can be achieved.

Language is so much connected with human natuteetextent that it constitutes the focal point
of human lives and activities. It is important &cognize the tripartite functions of a noble

human language as given by M.A.K Halliday namelgxflal, Ideational and Interpersonal
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(Halliday, 1971:33). The textual aspect relatetheocohesive devices that enable men to author
a text, and which makes for permanent recording@tocal symbols of man.
The ideational function is the cognitive meaningagfiece of language use. That is, a speaker’s
experience about the world around him can be egpceand this is what makes a writer or a
speaker to assume a prominent role in analyzinglaying his experience.
The interpersonal function of language makes ftaraction and the social integration of man in
society. It sees man as a social being and natlasesor a hermit; as one who necessarily must
engage in verbal exchange with other people inetpcGenerally, language performs a myriad
of functions in society. Put succinctly, it enablean to be cooperative in the formation of a
peaceful and harmonious society.

Among other things, language allows for commumacatconflict resolution, acquisition
of culture, and promotion of ideas and influenckhe Tnain essence of language is manifested
when it is used; that is why Halliday comments the@tguage cannot be experienced in isolation
(Ibid: 28).” Brook too affirms this when he opines that différbehaviours of human beings are
reflected through language (Brook, 1982:12).
In addition to the basic functions of languagiéesn by Halliday, language is used for other
purposes. It could be used for the expression aftiems which is shown by the ability of
persons to pour out the much bottled ‘nervous gn@Cgystal, 1995: 10)’ when such persons are

under duress. In this regard, language can betosg#tbw annoyance, anger, doubt and anxiety.

In the same vein, language is also very effedtiveocial interaction. It helps to remove
social distance and communication breakdown amoemlmers of the same community. This
shows that language is a social instrument; it igehicle by which unity of differences is

promoted in society. For any society to progress @ecord outstanding success in the area of
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development, language must not be neglected. Ehisecause a society always comprises
different groups of people who will probably exeeitheir use of language in different forms,
based on such elements like their background, éducasocial class, profession, gender,
religion, etc. In effect, communication through daage greatly affects the general conduct of
people within a particular society.

Apart from being a very important vehicle in amcigl group, language is also a major
instrument in the recording of facts and the stpmf information for future use. Also, it is a
potent factor in the control of reality and a velbol which can be used to establish and
maintain social identity. Language can be usedatnfy and also to instigate. Thus, it could be
said that language has a magical power to influgneesuade, control, and to direct. In essence,
language can be organized in such a way that itgeiherate war or foster peace within any
social setup. It is against this background that Work seeks to look at the use of language
among the various human rights activists in Nigeria

From the foregoing, it must be pointed out thatirdaeresting as the phenomenon of
language is, it is also very delicate and sensitivigs approaches, uses and applications. This is
because the structure of any communicative aciriampount to the communicative reaction that
is generated by the addressee. In a situation Wwhdenguage is structured towards dispute,
complaints, challenges or insults, if proper caredt taken, there could be a counter reaction
which will in turn generate strife, ill feelingsiolence etc.

Since society and language are inseparable, theso no way in which culture can be
separated from language and the society. Thisdause culture is entrenched in society, and
language is the means by which the culture israéfd and transmitted within any society. It is

important to know that some cultures have elabdeatguage than others. Thus, there are some
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words and expressions which may be relevant aedateld in some cultures, while such may be
frowned at in other cultures. Within the Africanltcwe, one who has a good command of the
language, and respect for culture and elders @ teabe synonymous with being a ‘cultured’
person and vice versa. The reference to languagérican culture should be understood in
terms of being choosy of colloquial and proverl@gbression in communication, as well as the

capacity to decode gesticulatory expressions, edpefrom the elderly to the young.

Definitions of Human Rights

There is an impressive body of jurisprudence, bwhonal and international, on the
complex, intriguing, fluid and controversial sulij@d human rights (Eze, 2001: 3)h& quest
for universal is a modern concern whielolves around a universal humanity that all peopl
ought to enjoy. In this quest, human rights meanekpression of the rights of people. These
rights have been variously defined, explained arstified from one historical epoch to another
with shifts and modifications here and there.

What we call human rights today stemmed from r@htiawvs and natural right theories,
which origins have generated controversies in gbiphy, law and other related disciplines of
intellectual endeavor. Many of the prevailing cqrtaens of human rights are traceable to the
ideas of natural law which were developed by aric@reek philosophers, the Stoics, Roman
lawyers, Christian fathers such as Thomas Aquiaas, the social contract theorists of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries like Johnd_ankl Rousseau (Enemuo, 1999: 147).

Human right may be defined as those rights whitihwaman beings enjoy by virtue of
their humanity, the deprivation of which would conge a grave affront to people’s natural

sense of justice. Human right can be explaine@ims of the development of consciousness in
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human’s struggle to live in harmony with one anoti#ecording to Osita Eze, “human rights
represent demands or claims which individuals ougs make on society, some of which are
protected by law and have become paterfata, while others remain aspirations to be attained
in the future (Eze, 2001:15).”

In a similar vein, U.O. Umozurike conceives of famrights as “claims, which are
invariably supported by ethics and which shouldsbpported by law, made on society... by
individuals or groups on the basis of their humaifiimozurike, 2001: 38).” It follows from
these descriptive conceptions of human rights thatconcept, ‘human rights’, is omnibus,
incorporating many laws of claims, liberties, powekpectations and advantages which the
individual seeks to enjoy from society by virtuebafing human. While some of these rights have
been accorded recognition by the legal systemyotre still ideals that are yet to be legalized.
In an attempt to define human rights, A. O. Obagekits that:

Human rights have been variously described asigfmsr

of man or fundamental freedoms. They are claimedl an
asserted as those which should be or sometime=] dtat
be those which are legally recognized and protetbed
secure for each individual the fullest and freest
development of personality and spiritual, moral atiaker
independence. They are, conceived as rights inhémen
individuals as rational free willing creatures, onferred

by some positive law or abrogated by positive law
(Obaseki, 2002: 246-247).

The thrust of the above is that human rights @irnisic to human existence. These rights
are immutable and not capable of being abrogateabddged by positive law. They are not

claims to law, brotherhood, parochial interestloarity. Rather, they are fundamental rights

inherent in human beings.
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These rights are fundamental because they arengalp a person’s being. They are
universal because they are applicable to peophdl shces and tribes, without discriminations.
Human rights, when recognized and respected, eabiedividual to fully develop and use all
human qualities, intelligence, talents and cons®en satisfy both spiritual and material needs.
They protect the dignity of man as man.

There are several ways of classifying human rightey are generally grouped under
five sub-headings: civil, political, social, econemand cultural rights. This grouping should not
be taken as rigid since they are closely intereelatt must, however, be noted that all these
rights have been recognized and enshrined in nuaénternational conventions

(Fayemi, 2010: 3).

The most important of which is the Internationdl Bf Human Rights, proclaimed and
adopted at various times by the General Assemblh@fUnited Nations. This consists of the
1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights; the @96ternational Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights, including its Optional Protocadnd the 1966 International Covenant on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (Ajomo and @ikae, 1991: 4). With the resolutions of all
these conventions, human rights are not merelynteenal matter of any single nation-state; it is
a common cause of concern for all governments dngkaples of the world community. In the
Nigerian case, human right does not have a unigaeeptual underpinning, but that is not to
suggest a non-peculiar experience of the respeand enforcement of fundamentals of human

rights as well as rights activism.

Human Rights Activism in Nigeria
Having conceptualized the idea of human rightsha preceding section, the questions

may perhaps be posed: what is human right activesmd, what is the Nigerian experience?

8
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Activism in a general sense can be described astamational action to bring about social or
political change. This action is in support of,omposition to, one side of an often controversial
argument, political idea or policy. Given this urgtanding, human rights activism can be
described as a liberation process and ideologioaggle for the defense of human rights against
wanton abuse and violations by individual, grougtate.

It is an international and purpose-driven causstgngthening the ideas and tenets of
human rights as entrenched in regional chartersi@tednational conventions. Human rights
activism can be situated on the platform of eita@novement or an individual. As an individual
in the struggle for human rights, an activist ieamho plays a special part, takes vigorous
actions and makes public pronouncements on criticahan rights issues. Oftentimes, human
right activists are called “freedom fighters”, “pesters”, or even “terrorists”.

The Nigeria experience of human rights activisrmas much different from the above.
Before the emergence of human rights movementsgarid, human rights activism seemed the
exclusive preserve of individuals in their varidigdds of endeavor. Some of these included the
late Tai Solarin, Professor Ayodele Awojobi, Dr.viitd Madunagu and others who were
considered radicals or extremists. These indivelugtampioned the human rights of the
citizenry. It was, however, in the legal professibat individual activists made the most impact,
employing the instrument of law in pursuit of hunéghts. Foremost in the vanguard of these
activists are the likes of Chief Gani FawehinmiadlAka-Bashorun, Abiodun Aremu, Dipo
Fashina, Femi Falana, Bamidele Aturu, Festus Keyamaode Bakare, etc, all of whom were
known as radical human rights activists. Mention e&éso be made of Ken Saro Wiwa, who is
also a human and environmental right activist @ Miger Delta of Nigeria. His is a celebrated

case of the state’s impunity, oppression, victimictaand execution of human rights activists.
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He was massacred by the Nigerian state during tlianmy junta for the agitation for ecological
justice, protection and restoration of the digmityhe Niger Deltas.

Human rights activism is better done in the fofneancerted efforts through institutional
movements. Human rights groups or movements in ridigare beginning to come of age.
Blazing the trial of organized human rights activign Nigeria was the duo of Olisa Agbakoba
and Clement Nwankwo who established the Civil Lilesr Organization (CLO) in 1987
(Ugochukwu, 2005: 9). The success made by theseepis has led to the explosion of human
right groups in the country, all geared towards pihemotion, protection and enforcement of
fundamental human rights. Other notable groupsudelthe Constitutional Rights Project
(CRP), Human Rights Law Services, Huri-Laws, BaofmbWomen’s Rights, Centre for Law
Enforcement Education (CLEEN), Socio-Economic Rsghtitiatives (SERI), Legal Defence

Centre (LDC), Save Nigeria Group (SNG), etc.

The Language of Human Rights Activistsin Nigeria

Human rights activism (whether at the individuatdl or as a movement) employs the
communicative, ideational, emotive and social fioms of language in achieving systematically
the goals and visions of human right activism. His tsection, we shall take a look at some
selected excerpts of some human rights activisidigeeria. Below is a cross section of the style
of their language while pursuing the cause of hunygits.

1. “If the Obasanjo administration fails to broader tthemocratic space... we have no
choice but to embark on mass political struggle”.

A Press Statement issued by the Democratic Alte@DA) April 16, 2002.

2. “We call on all workers... to join forces... to remothee collaborating exploiters... and

their agents from power; to lift this crushing bemd imposed by this heartless
administration on our collective human existence...”

10
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Bamidele Aturu, Media Chat on State of the Natiom®T, November 17, 2005.

3. “That ram who calls himself Lam...”
Chief Gani Fawehinmi, in an exclusive interviewwi?BN, December 12, 2003.

4. “General Olusegun Obasanjo is a stubborn brute is/katally opposed to section 14(2)b
of the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigé
CRP Press statement on fuel increase, Sunday At§ug005.

5. “General Obasanjo has been viciously, fraudulerthd illegally manipulating the
democratic process”.
Bamidele Aturu in Daily Independent, October 20020

6. “Obasanjo is the father of godfathers”.
Chief Fawehinmi, Weekly Spectator, January 22, 2006

7. “Obasanjo’s fraudulent and diabolical manipulatidrihe electoral process.”
Ayo Obe, New Age, March 25, 2005.

8. “The dastardly dictatorial and anti-people Obasanjegime definitely has a date with
destiny”.
Festus Kiyamo, The Sun, September 9, 2005.

9. “General Obasanjo can only be removed by all raimtary means, including mass
action or mass revolt”.
Femi Falana, A Press Release, February 8, 2006

10.“Obasanjo usurps the powers that are not givernicbly the constitution”.
A Press Release by Civil Liberties Organization Q3LJune 2002.

11.“Obasanjo would not like anyone to come and ovetsthehis maradonic attitude”.
Femi Aborisade, Media interview on Political TemaiGalaxy Television, January 17,
2006.

12.“Any third term bid by you is... a suicide missiorivéin by perverted ambition.”
Chima Ubani, The Punch, April 6, 2005.

13.“Something must be done to this government... They daksible action is to sack
Obsanjo’s government by mass protests.”
Alao Aka Bashorun, The Guardian, May 14, 2002.

14.“Aduwo is an imbecile; | don’t know how he got proted, his memory is very poor”.
Chief Gani Fawehinmi, Weekly Spectator, January?2P6.

15."... so this church rat is comparing himself to aeplant”
(Ibid).

11
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16.“If Obasanjo insists on third term; on denying thghts of Nigerians to personal
development... the gods and the spirits of the Negeancestors shall resist him, and put
him to shameful regret.”

Olapade Agoro, National Mirror, September 16, 2005.

17.“Ah! That one, he is not the governor. He is justuamy-figure head”.

Femi Falana, Media Chat on MITV, February 7, 2006.

All the above excerpts point to one fact — theshaaggressive, violent, and abusive style
of language employed by human rights activisthegrocess of activism. In excerpt 1, we have
the use of expressions like: “Mass political stlegg” “Struggle” here connotes violence.
Excerpt 9 mentions “Mass action and mass revolfass action” here is more convenient than
mass revolt since a revolt connotes the act bywvbime people refuse to be controlled or ruled.
This may eventually lead to anarchy.

Excerpt 4 is an indication of the violation of thecial and economic rights of Nigerians
by the President. While expressing this, the lagguamployed was directed at the personality of
the president, calling him “a stubborn brute”. Expression in excerpt 3 — “that ‘ram’ who calls
himself ‘Lam’...” was directed to a one-time govermf Oyo State by the name Lam Adesina.
“Lam” is the short form of “Lamidi”. The activistene deliberately plays upon words using the
names “Lam” and “ram”. Here, he likened Lam (Lamigi a ram. Granted that the two names
sound alike, what the activist is comparing arefdasures of animal to that of man. Instead of
addressing the issue that has to do with how the ima@ probably perpetuated social injustice
against the people of Oyo State, the personalithefsubject was given prominence through a
violent attack. Ram is the male form of a sheepamor its irrational nature. Thus, to compare

a human being, especially one who was holding thiéigal office of a governor, to an animal is

denigrating.

12
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In the same vein, a reflective look at excerpt-IAduwo is an imbecile... his memory
is very poor” further illustrates the violence hetlanguage of human rights activists in Nigeria.
An activist should not resort to foul language aal to get a message across to his or her
targets. The expression is more of a metaphor.atldeessee, a former Chief of Navel Staff, is
referred to as being foolish because he had behawwdunexpected way, which violated human
rights. Also, the reference to “his memory” is atlier attack on his personality. This connotes
that he is gullible. Thus, the activist posits e tsentence that follows that: “I don’t know how
he got promoted”.

Excerpt 6 focuses on the notion of political gatherism, a prevalent unwholesome
practice in the Nigerian political terrain. Winniag election in Nigeria is often associated with
the strong support of influential people enjoyed pglitical aspirants. These influential
supporters are known within the Nigerian polititafrain as god-fathers. Usually, god-fathers
are Machiavellian characters who play politics idirdy and do-or-die manner. But the excerpts
above related the concept of god-fatherism to tlesigent and also accused him of being a
major player of this socio-political evil. Thoughndamental human rights recognize the place of
freedom of speech, but with any freedom, thereasnd to be some limitations which give
preference to the human personality of the othaividual.

Excerpt 6 above is not much different from excétThe latter is a direct attack on the
personality of the addressee who happens to berésdent. Though the activist decried the
third term bid of the president, such salient paiotld still be made without an attack on his
personality. In a similar vein, the speaker in egtd 6 reacted to the ‘third-term’ bid of the
former president of the Federal Republic of NigeRad. General Olusegun Obasanjo. In his

opinion, Rtd. General Olusegun Obasanjo shouldurater any condition, dream, of going for a

13
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third term. While the activist enjoys the freedofrspeech, going further to invoke the spirit of
the gods and the ancestors against the formemdergss uncalled for.

In excerpt 15, the speaker referred to a govewtar celebrated his 100 days in office.
Linguistically, the church rat connotes a malnces, poor and insignificant animal that lives in
place where the only objects around are altergriaff trays, chairs, etc. The speaker should
have criticized the self-acclaimed performancehefgovernor, instead of attacking the governor
by comparing him to a church rat.

Excerpt 17 explains the pervasiveness of corraptioNigeria. The speaker referred to
the system of government where a supposedly dumnded elected personality assumes a
political position and he is expected to dancehttune of the political powers that enthroned
him. Such is the case of the person whom the ekeep directed at. But to call a governor “a
dummy”, is denigrating and violent.

When such violent words and expressions as “satitigbolical”, “fraudulently”,
“maradonic attitude”, “dummy”, “imbecile”, etc. artesed in the cause of human rights activism,
they have negative connotations and could affexipdychological mien of the object of attack.

This style of language of human rights activistsixcapable of achieving the crucial goals
and visions of human right activism in Nigeria besm the criticism becomes bereft of positive
construction. Mention must however be made of theab counter-reactions of government to
such four language employed by activists. In maages, activists who used such ferocious

words are tortured, molested and unjustly detainedturn by the state machineries.

Towardsa Viable Language of Human Rights Activism in Nigeria
Following the discussions above, we observe tbkenrt language that characterized the

communications of many Nigerian activists. Whilesthaper shares in the ideological stance of

14
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human rights activists in Nigeria, it condemns filveeful, violent, and degrading language they
adopt in their activism. Dialogue is still the besethod of resolving issues. For instance,
pressures can be mounted on the government ti{l Hwee to a stakeholder, roundtable
conference where a consensus can be reached graieetion and enforcement of citizens’
rights. Mutual understanding can only be attaifedugh the use of humane linguistic items in
the language of human rights activism. In the aafsensincerity on the part of government
especially when they renege on agreements, hunggnts riactivists can employ the use of
credible press agencies to present their viewsagublic; enlightenment campaigns can also be
launched to educate the masses on issues at stdkbeneed to go on with the struggle in a
non-violent manner. Moreover, different opinion gps may be used; the media can also be
harnessed. In all these, attack on human perspsalituld be avoided.

In well established societies, such governmentctianaries who renege on their
promises may be invited by the masses throughithefahe press agencies to give explanations
to the people and answer questions posed to theminBa situation whereby a government
functionary has read a nasty and anger-provokitiglearor statement which denigrates him
outright, he will be reluctant to grant any mediterview, or appear on a platform where issues
relating to the protection and enforcement of pegplights will be discussed.

Thus, language that is not filled with violenceifef anger, etc., will achieve more credible
results than when violent language is used in humgints activism. In the processes of
liberation, there is need for activists to use twtsive criticisms in their statements. Mass
protest and social media are other potent tools dha be constructively employed to express
dissatisfaction against inhumane policies, acts atbekances of government. Mass protest is

usually resorted to when all attempts at dialogaeehfailed. The masses can then embark on a
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peaceful protest in the forms of rallies, enduratneks with placards, etc. During these protests,
the language and the message must be simple au. dioul language, abusive words, etc., are
not necessary as these will do harm to the go@uhiiuin(s) that motivated the actions.

It is pertinent therefore to reiterate that largguglays a vital role in the life of people.
Hence, it has to be managed in such a way thatdbial network would not be broken. Many
human rights activists in Nigeria do not adheré¢ht rules of address; it is very important for
them to uphold rules in its various forms. Nigesigpeech community has preference for the
rules of address, which is attainable only thromgin-violent language. Hence, human rights
activists should not alienate themselves from finguistic tradition of the people, which
recognizes good measure of respect in speech. &xjutessions as “Obasanjo”, “ram” for
“Lam”, “imbecile”, “heartless”, etc. do not showspect for the office such persons hold at the
particular time. More dignified expressions like 'MPresident”, “Mr. Governor”, and “the Head
of State” should replace the ones cited earliechSexpressions as these are amenable to

reconciliation of differences of opinions and agdas.

Conclusion

In this paper, we have analyzed the language @moldf human rights activism in
Nigeria. We have identified that the concept andcfice of human rights activism are not
peculiar to the Nigerian society. They are univeddawever, it should be equally noted that the
concept and practice of non-violent social andtali activism are not alien in history. Such
were the crusades of Martin Luther King (Jr.) ofitdd States of America, and Mahatma Gandhi
of India, who preached the brotherhood of man,htramd love in a non-violent way. This

approach to activism yielded positive results. Hamghts activism in Nigeria should be made
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to reflect this linguistic ideal. This is exigefhthe goals and visions of human rights activisen ar
to be fully realized in the country.

Respect for human rights in Nigeria can only b&tdced by the observance of the spirit
and letter of the fundamental human rights ensHrinethe various charters on human rights.
However, in the quest for achieving human rightgivesm has a great role to play. It is only
through successful activism that the human rightsligerians can be protected and enforced.
Through effective, virile and veritable activisrhetbedrock of good governance and democracy
can be laid. However, one major key to successftiviam is the use of humane style of
language. Such language must have an adequate medisespect, integrity and modesty, all
reflective of the African culture.

Successful activism cannot be achieved in isalatiothe language employed. If the non-
violent style of language is given prominence ambuagan rights activists, controversial issues
arising among them and the stakeholders in therMiggate would be more easily addressed
through dialogue, understanding and consensusonnlision, the onerous task before human
rights activists in Nigeria is to evolve, cultivadad nurture a culture of non-violent and humane
style of language in order to genuinely promote aemacy, good governance, and human

interest in the Z1century Nigeria.
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