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Abstract .
Share and Tsaragi, two neighbouring communities in Kwara State, Nigeria, have not
yet imbibed the culture of peaceful co-existence. The{e have been about siX
commissions/panels on the two communities’ boundary dnspute.betwcep 1976 and
2015, whose recommendations have either been rejected by warring parties or neve::
implemented by the relevant authorities. The focus of this study 1s to examine how
religion and inter-marriage could lead to lasting solution and reconciliatory measures
to foster peace in the inter-communal conflict between the two communities, whx;h
ha_vc lingered for too long. The study was both descriptive and apa1511rftal: '{he
Primary sources of data collection were questionnaires, and sfructuml :nteme\\ ;10 ;
Likert Scale was used to measure the response on all dimensions of 128 responden

) ; i ieWs an
Selected, using a convenience sampling technique. Structural (;?terzriethe o
Confidence building workshops were conducted with/for Stalfehd - antage and
Commupj are, simple percentage

ties. Data analysis was done using SPSS softw .

. - imals,

t;stcbnpt"’e analysis, respectively. The secondary sources foc’us'ufi. 3&3:1“ i
' 200ks and the internet relevant to the rescarch topic. Two-key HCLS

Y are: lack of readiness by the two communitics t0 imbibe gc‘nu'nl\en;csclkrgnczz nu‘n‘g
Tesolve et}?: ‘ o Viabi!i(y ‘of religion and intcr-mnrriag‘e F:Srlil-:L?l\;;ory s
DProgehe, bcnsls: This study is anchored on the terml ?lli.[)’ in explaining why
Commyp;t; ordering on proximity, interaction and tc.rmon:' o S

Hes rage and wage wars over boundary or territory related 1

K“&'wordsrlmer- Internal Mechanisms

Ethnic Crisis, Inter-marriage, Religion, Peact:
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Introduction ey
The inter-communal conflict between Share ang Tsarg;

communities in both Ifelodun and Edu Local Government Areas (LGAs)
Kwara State has lingered for a long time. The recrudescent Outbreak of
violence between the two communities should be worrisome to the state 4,
beyond. In the last few decades, the protracted borderland dispute betwee,
the two communities in Kwara State has remained a potent flashpoint f,
violence. At the bone of contention is a piece of farmland calj
fiangiawa/fejewe (over 200 hectares) which the two communities lay clain
to.
According to Salman & Abdulrasaq (2016), the creation of Ifelodun
LGA in 1976 with headquarters in Share (a Yoruba community) was said to
have been misconstrued by Tsaragi community (Nupe people) “as an attempt
by the government to confirm the former as the landlords”. The Justice
AbdulGafar Mahmud commission confirms that the two communities were at
peace with each other until they were divided into two separate districts with
Share now under Ifelodun in Kwara South Senatorial District; while Tsaragi
falls under Edu in Kwara North Senatorial District. Since then, the two
communities have engaged in bloody conflict over issues such as boundary
dispute or land ownership, forceful acquisition of community land and each
group’s expressing historical claimant to the territory.

The question begging for an answer now is: Why has the crisis
between these_ two otherwise peaceful neighboring communities of Share and
Tsaragi remained protracted despite numerous efforts over the years 10
address the conflict?

. The identified reasons by previous commissions/panels include:
i.  Absence of mutual love;
ii.  lack of mutual trust;
iii.  lack of readiness by the two communities to imbibe the spirit of giveé
and take; and
iv.  lack qf .readine.ss to accept the recommendations of various
Commissions of inquiry set up on the confljct

In all, there have been about six commissions/panels on Share/Tsaragi
boundary dispute between 1976 and 2015, whose recommendations have
cither been rejected by warring parties, or never implemente p the relevant
authorities. Justice AbdulGafar Mahmud commissjon lamentg d this much
when it argued that “the state government’s reluctance i, implementing the
recommendations of various panels and commissions se up to invest?gate

e,
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O communities, [had] been one of
ce of violence between the two

incidences of violent clash between the tw
the factors fueling the regular recurren
neighbors” (Salman & Abdulrasag, 2016).

Religion as a phenomenon is common to all human culture. It is one
of the most important institutional structures that make up the total social
system. Religion is concemed with man's relation to and attitude towards
God and other spiritual beings. Furthermore, marriage in Christianity is an
exclusive relationship between a man and a woman, who loves each other
and wants to spend the rest of their lives together. Also, it is stated in the
Holy Qur’an that Allah SWT has created man and woman as mates for one
another so that they can live together and lead a peaceful life. Marriage is the
only process through which families are brought into existence, and it plays a
very significant role in the formulation of a good and cordial relation
between individuals at the micro level in the society.

Inter-ethnic marriages heighten the benefit of sustaining peace and
development in many societies. Some benefits of inter-marriages are as
follows: -

1. It facilitates maintenance of the sense of security in inter-ethnic
settings.
ii.  Self-content and chastity for both husband and wife.
li.  Spiritual calmness, cooperation and partnership in accomplishing
the divine obligation.
iv.  Social necessity by means of which families can be established.
V. Itenhances and strengthens social bonds among the individual
members of society. .
It provides a healthy environment for the maintenance of cordial
relations and reciprocal love between the spouses.

vi.

Despite many official interventions through panels to resolve this prqblem
the tension persists. It is therefore pertinent to know what really constitutes

| Stumbling block towards resolution of the conflict. At this stage we must
3k ourselyes why all the stakeholders’ and governments® efforts could not
Make for o lasting resolution of the perennial conflicts that have thrown the
O towns iptq frequent mayhems. Consequently, this paper prescribes
teligion and inter-marriage as internal mechanisms to resolve the crisis
cgtwcen the two communities. Data from the field among the people of b(l))tlh

Munities suggest that religion and inter-marriage factors are possible

ling Solutions ang reconciliatory measures that can foster peace in the two
MMunijeg.

-
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amines causes of the protracted crj;
518

Consequently, ; :
be §hwqand Tsaragi; discusses the challenges from previous aftempy
otWweEen Jile el , , e
¢ resolving the crisis; identifie he roles P la);fd, by fﬁ(?jllglous leaders
'::t‘ m.pts (o resolve the crises; and recommends religion an inter-marriage ,,
“ ‘i’ G - g

: ; S
internal mechanisms (o resolve the crist

the Share- Tsaragl

Resclving
this paper X

Conceptual Clarifications
of religion's relevance in the state

Religion )
Scholars are divided on the 15SU€ B%

~ued that religion has caused a lot of problems

ettisoning and abandonment,

ars have arg
herefore cla J
mi (2014) and Oludemi (1989), among others. Fem;
ligion should be thrown away. According to him
“religion is a collective delusion, a symbolic thinking or an understanding
behaviour”. He further describes religion as an expression of immature
thought and powerful emotions. Again, Karl Marx argues that religion is an
illusion and advocates for its elimination in the society. Based on this, he
submits that religion was a means of expressing pain, it is sigh which the
oppressed people experience (Femi, 2014). Oludemi (1989) furthers the
argument by observing that it is only when religion is practised as is expected
that peace could be guaranteed.
o subscribes to the position that religion

An example of a scholar wh
otes peace IS Nf.:l] A. Levine. According to Levine (2009), when
conflicts assume religious overtones, religious power-brokers can emerge

apart from formal instituti i . :
nZture O ot stitutions gnd ghams of authority. At the core of its
_ _ religion 1s a critical consideration for development programs because
it often transcends geograp}‘lic boundaries and can be used to reac}; a wider
network of followers. Attitudes towards religion has both iti d
negative implications for the world today, where it is esti0 tp;sﬁlve an
_thi — ’ . S C m
than two }t]hlrds of the_ v.zorld s population identifies with a al ed that more
goes ’furt er that religion can emerge as a key f: religion. Levine
.snuanor‘ls, whether they are primarily of a Politicaly t}zlic?or 'w1thm f:onﬂlct
ideological nature, due to the fact that re“gion.is’ :3) ftmc, intra-societal, or
en a core source of

identity.
Haar (2005) suggests that religion i
ASF gion i .
for peace, .and that its ,,l’nﬂue:?ce is und enialsl‘:e'l&l?r inherently good nor bad
“peace Wwith T‘;’lhg_‘otﬂ A _E“Sd'approach focusesls (l)ed to what is known as
h o m:::o‘;r a:'inci lx:slogue' Peace ‘vithn t;]'e' SpORanced OF
r religion. Religi

. gion,
U

$7

affairs. Many schol i
for humanity, and t mour for 115 ]
Examples include Fe

(2014) asserts that re

prom

¢ %
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therefore, can play an important role in peace-maki : :
L resolution. P making and conflict prevention

Intermarriage
; Ifl.termarr 1age ha.s-been dlscus§ed by several renowned scholars such
as Kalmijn (1998), Ogiri (2013), Ting-Toomey (1999) and Kim (2001)
K'alrpurl (19_98)_ Sflbﬂ}lts that what.makes intermarriage sociologicall);
significant lies in 1ts inherent dynamics. It is not just a reflection of the
boundaries that currently separate groups in socicty, it also bears the
potential of cultural and socio-economic change. In the sociological
literature, the existence of mixed marriages between the members of groups
in a society is generally expected to reduce the probability of violent
conflicts among those groups and to increase the social cohesion of that
society. In the same vein, studies by Ogiri (2013) show that acceptance of
intercultural marriage is increasing at a rapid pace and an increasing number
of intercultural couples are reporting that their families have openly accepted
their intercultural relationships, and they feel comfortable speaking about
their relationships in public.
In addition, Ting-Toomey (1999) in his study buttresses the fact that
intercultural marriages facilitate adaptive outcomes such as cognitive
flexibility, improve social competence and increase self-awareness, while

Kim (2001) noted that such marriages also foster personal growth.

Territorial Theory . :

Recent trends and developments have revealed that issues bordering
on land, territory or border/boundary adjustments are among the mo?t
volatile catalysts for conflicts the world over. These numerous Crises h?nel
attracted scholarly ~attention particularly in the area of thecc)lretu:ae
postulations, specifically, to examine and explain why nations raged an hw?frs
wars over territorial and boundary related matters. In this regard. s:: : :
have stirred the table a little. Amidst these divergent t-heoretlcal postula lc:::] &
this study adopts the Territorial Theory as a gulde to efipl.am;)r;%ause
understanding African territorial of boundary -dxsputgs. thls lsostensibl);
unlike other regions, boundary delineations 11 Africa were

i Berlin
colons 1884/1885 West African
onially bequeathed conseQuez;olrlgOZ;:‘iian boundaries are fundamentally

Confere 1

Nference. Unequivocally ther : -national
artificial and arbi?:lraty in n)ziture, cutting across logal, mbalcznd]tfza/;:;or:jakeke,
orders a5 evident in Eretria/Ethiopia, Algeria/Moroceo, ;
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fe]

saragl, [lofa/Odo-Owa, among several others, many of

erated into blood-letting and wanton carnage.
said to exist betweenl two states when they

lineation or fixture of their border/boundary

national territory or common homeland; or when a state con?ests the right of
ler to exercise sovereignty over a part or whole of its homeland ¢
rritorial theory appears to have a causal effect oy
nterstate hostilities. Walter (2002) explicitly idellttﬁed territory, \_Vhich 2
about the most fundamental feature of state and attribute of sovereignty, as
the most intractable conflict during the last century. In the building up of the
territorial theory, Efem (2010) identified three fundamental approaches to
explain why communities and countries rage and wage wars over boundary
or territory related matters. These approaches border on p’roximity,
interaction and territoriality.

a.The Proximity approach

undeveloped societies where w
and nearness, {hat distance is a natural constraint on propensi

escalation. As such, far-away states have lesser reasons to fight compared
with closer ones. since they are likely to have minimal dealings. In other
words, the relationship between contiguity and war is predicated upon the
proximity between two states. In other words, proximity increases the
propensity for states that are close to each other and share common
boundary to fight each other due to their physical proximity. This explains
why too numerous states, like the Yorubas of Share and Nupes of Tsaragi
that share boundary together in Africa are at slit-throat. ’
b.The Inferaction approach posits that sharing a common boundary creates a
natur_al ground for close interactions and relation, thus strenotr}? ing the
pr(_)x1mity postulation that harps on the end;mic frict'b eEII;g
nelghbour's vis-a-vis their contiguity. This may however be s ti - Vee'fz
can constitute a serious strain on interstate relations as wel] s el Il
catalyst for both domestic and international dispute. Thi ell as a potentia
further that neighbouring states do not only fight dl;e - S;hap-proacl} e{(plams
Pecause they are able to do so, but due to the possib] e o
interest, .which may escalate into crisis or war, Thj © clash of nat;gnal
explanations of clash in national interests as arlsweS SPPrOsCh. b ro wdes
states rage and wage wars. I to why contiguous
c. Territoriality approach: Whereas we consider sovere;j 7
: gnty as a corollary of

territory, sovereignty is sine-qua-non to territorialj

) _ ; oriali i : :

upon the foundation of sovereignty. Territorialitytyfiosc:fscjsthe s:ate L
on territory as

Resolving tie Share-

Offa/Erin-Ile, Share/T
which have often degen ]

A territorial dispute 18
lack consensus OVer the exact de

anotl
national territory. The te

suggests, especially  for technologically

ars are traditionally triggered by closeness
ty for conflict

B N
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the leading issue of natio

el, contested territory has
' or re T1Ses in Africa Examples aboung such as Badme
and its region in the Ethmpia and FEritrea attacl i
between Nigeri

rtain spots of land contain
symbolic landmark around which a group’s identity is woven.

Whereas territorial issues only make war more probable, not
necessarily inevitable, this territorial framework helps us to understand and
elucidate why A frican territorial conflicts (with special focus on Share-
Tsaragi crisis) are volatii

¢ and why African countries wrestle over
boundaries and territories with or without resources or strategic location. As
would be seen, this study on Share-Tsaragi land crisis would. reveal the

tconomic  inclinations, strategic importance and symbolic value of the
Contested region vis-a-vis the groups’ survival predicated on land as an
elastic resource between the inter-ethnic warring neighbours; ancestral
heritage and symbolic ownership of the land respectively. 7

Whereas while resources constitute one of the overt factor?., the
Share-Tsaragi crisis is equally strategic and symbolic, as each party claims to
be the first to settle in the area. The lack of a clearcut delineation El:\erefore
Makes the Share-Tsaragi crisis both territorial and boundary related: Beyoncél
the cconomic importance of the contested territory _between Shared a}rlxt
«.Yagl are other underlying latent values. Although Neil (201h6') alrgélgiis ito ::s
borders cap no longer simply be understood as the geographical di

: i i still
Ctween nation-states”, it behoves us to state that African boundaries are
“reely geographical., -

nter-communalc . L. R oluti()ll .
onflict/Crisis and Res . us for
lttu and Abdulkadir-Imam (2018) argued that Afnzz lzgg:ai)t?rfg into
inal crigeg manifesting in many countries, Oﬁen'd gtiﬁed different
CAaF}age’ blOOd-Ietting and wanton destructions. They 1den
Ticg

iberi alia, Rwanda,
cOuntries such as Ethiopia, Sudan, Liberia, Somalia,
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the SNATE" . ——
ne, Cote d’Ivoire and Nigeria where escalgt
iop

ra Leo ) i

{ and inter-ethnic conflicts along ethno-religjoys o

g of destructions of lives and propertieg SOm;SeS
" K of

" Resolving

'Bu[’llndia

abound with

these include:

Angola, Sie
communa
| different'levcl

i Kenya between the Kalenjin fm’d Kikuyu communities in 199,

The Central African Republic’s mter—.communal crisis between th
qéléka’s Muslim fighters and the “anti-balaka”, Christian militag .
2013-2014; §

iii. Sudan, where the Rizeigat and Bani Hussein Arab tribes in g,
. Darfur and West Kordofan region engaged the Nuer and Mur]c
African ethnic groups in South Sudan in serious warfare ovee
religious intolerance and right over graze land; r
Ghana, with cases of inter-communal conflicts between the
Konkomba and Dagomba tribes, and the Andani and Abudu clans in
the Dagbon Traditional Area of Ghana in 2008;
Angola, where the communal crisis that ensued between the
Mbundu and Ovimbundu tribes over competition for political
hegemony escalated into large scale violence immediately after
Angola’s independence from Portugal in 1975; and
Nigeria, whose heterogeneity, cultural diversity and ethnicity has
since independence escalated latent brawls into inexhaustive inter-
communal conflicts, appears to be the hub. Of these, the Share-
Tsaragi crisis in Kwara state, which became protuberant in 1978,
only resonates the devastating effects of communal conflicts in

. Africa.

ii.

Iv.

Vi.

: Uka (2008) identified the British Colonial Policy of ‘Divide and Rulé’,
which lumped innumerable radically different cultural, religious, linguistic
and ethnic groups together for their own economic and political benefit as the
source of the unhealthy ethnic politics and mutual distrust that has
culminated into ethno-religious'ténd communal conflicts in Nigeria. ThiS
hoisted a political system that favoured the North over the South.tAlﬂloug{l
recent trends show that probably since the wake of the 21° cenfth
insurgency seems to have taken over the worst form of insecurity in Nigert®
prior to that turn, conflict had been largely ethno-political, e‘thno-rellglous:
identity or communal based. Communal clashes, which include
between farmers and herders, intra and inter-com

conflicts, have contributed to the collapse of peace

munal as well @
ful co-ex1s

tence 1
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igeria. Providing an overview of 1dentity crises in Nigeria, Osaretin and

Akov (2013:351) pointed out that:
Since the 1980s, i
decimal in Nigeria
This identity crisis.. has
Modakeke/Ife, Sabongari/Kano,
Urhobo/Itsekiri,  Jukun/Tiv,
Hausa/Shagamu (Danfulani, 2006)

vs Kuteb, the Ogoni vs Andom in Rivers State, the Sharia crisis
in Kaduna State, the Tiv vs oth

er ethnic groups in Azara of
Nassarawa State in 2001, the Tarok vs Hausa/Fulani in Plateau
State in 2004, the Geomai vs the Hausa/Fulani in Shandan Local

Government of Plateau State in 2002, the Quan vs Pan in
Quan’pan local government of Plateau State in 2006, the
Hausa/Fulani and the Beron, Anaguta and Afizare in Jos North
Local Government in 2001, 2002, 2004, 2008, and 2010 and the

Boko Haram violence that has engulfed Borno, Yobe, Bauchi
and Kano States since July 2009.

ountry’s northern region.
similar problems in
Sabo/Ibadan, Zango/Kataf,
Kuteb/Jukun-Chamba  and

. Others include the Chamba

Nlewem (2018) revealed that the north-central geopolitical zone of
Nigeria, wherein Kwara falls, is the second largest in terms of ethnic spread
and cultural diversity, second afier the north-east zone. The prevalence of
intergroup crisis this zone is notorious for has often manifested in ethno-
religious or communal crises. Although his emphasis is Nasarawa Stat'e,
Kwara State, the State of Harmony is also becoming a hub of disharmony in
the North-cen.ral zone, considering the spate of inter-communal f{'acas
therein over the years. Iloffa/Odo-Owa, Offa/Erin-lle, Share/Tsaragi are

among the most explosive of such communal crises in Kwara State...

OWever, of these, the Share-Tsaragi conflict has been particularly v_olajul.e
giVen that while others are communally intra-ethnic, the share/Tsaragl crisis
S communaty inter-ethnic, ethno-religious and identity based. Indeed,
“tno-religioug conflicts are distinguishable from other forms of social
“onflicts because they are identity conflicts, which involve ethnic g1~oup30ﬂ6§t
ire Predominantly of different religions (Alemayo, 2017:20-22). ng_ (f 33
p:S QUipped that for ag long as ethno-religious or communal con 1clsai[i)rle
chte ' politics and issues bordering on resource_control, th.ere 1S paip

"% for such to constitute a serious threat to national secur1ty(.) L T
&Uy Several authors such as Uka (2008), Ige (2017), Illa b Ul

oko (2017) have contributed to the discourse on conflicts resolution.

B
L.es, Un] R -
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Resolving the Share- d the serious implications of ethno-religjoyg c
(2008), who undersqorsded ways to reduce the incidence of ethno
for sceuity. re‘-:on:lr::les placating the menace of insecurity that hy
crises in ngerlz-‘ orate existence gf Nigeria.Harping upon the fact th
threatened .thz ute::pthan cure, Aboyeji (2019) argued that Peace Manage -
prevention is elzltiv e than conflict resolution. However, altho, CO:;;M
is more mi]fbetter than conflict management, not ] conflicts are inevital;;lt
preven?zﬁ conflicts are avoidable. Hence, whenever the avoidable begop..
?::v;;)ble, as is often the case, resolution becomeg desirable, *
Offa and Erin-lle adjoining communities
until 1970 when the relations suddenly turned
issues vis-a-vis the expansionist needs of the
finding a lasting solution to and forestalling
Alao, Mavalla and Akinnusj (2019) recomm

the disputed area, in tanden with the

i Crises througlh the Internal Mechanispy; 11
Tsarag

Onfligyg
S hitheno

once had peacefy] .
foul due to bounda
two towns. I thej
future reoccy

ended government’s ke

elations

A | _ Imam (2018)
used the mediating programmes of Radiq Nigeria, Idofian as 3 cage study to
assess the de-escalating effect on Share and Tsarag; communal conflict i,
Kwara state of Nigeria. _

OP each (Share 13" July 2019 ang Tsaragil3® July
2019) and 4 joint workshop (3% July 2019) for both communities held at
different timeg. The workshops served ag opportunities to interact with all
cadres ip cach and both Communities at different times in 2 relaxed
questionnaire was designed following the Likert Scale
format (the respondents were allowed to select among a range of alternatives
along Pre-specified  continuym such as strongly agree, agree, neutral,
isagree, strongly disagree). The Likert Scale was used. 1o A th:
Tesponse on a] dimensions of 128 respondents that were Selectefi, LISIIIl)gS -

Convenience Sampling technique. Data analysis was done using §
. e alysis respectively. The Study

Software, Simple percentage and descriptive an
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took place in Share, Ifelodun local Gove

- Mment
Government Areas both jj, Kwara Stae igeriam}(_iz 8Ts
- L) ] e i 3
distributed using probablhty Proportiongte to Populatiop
town to ensure that ¢}, 5 '

_ ¢ distributjg, of
balanced concerning chojee of

d

s tab] nder, age status &
Data Presentation ang Discussiop of Findings
Table 1: The Gender Distribution of Reg ondents

. |GENDER

LOCATION |MALE [FEMATE ) Total

SHARE 0 63

41 (65.1 %) 22 (34.9%)
(TSARAGI |

— (100%).
_\_\—\_
45(69.2%) |20 (30,80 65
{6925 B0.8%) (100%)
_‘*—_—_ﬁ_—“—-_—‘
112
86 (67.2 0
(67.2%) 42 (32.8%) o
T oo )
M\jw

Table 2: Distrib
—— < JISIridu

TOTAL

—————— ]

ution of the Respondents According to Religion
__[RELIGION
LOCATION CHRISTIANITY ISLAM . Total
SHARE 23 (36.5%) 40 (63.5%) [ 63 (100%)
TSARAGI | g (28.6%) 45 (71.4%) | 63 (100%)
TO - 126
TAL 41(32.5%) 85 (67.5%) (100%)
The Prevailin i

ing religion in both communities js Islam, but mo

aragi in Edy Local
questionnaireg were
size' (PPPS) of each

re in Tsaragi
4 Share. Thig act would facilitate inter-ethnic marriage the more.
Table 3 Contingency Table of the Respondents According to
Persistent Crises
\ )
S ' SIS
———LAUSE OF THE PERSISTENT CRI e
| ETHNIC
| POLITICAL SOCIO-ECONOMIC | BOUNDARY _ [
Lo | RIVALRY | Tota
SHEQEW EXCLUSION MARGINALIZATION | DISPUTE .| RI o =
2(3.2%) 0 (0%) B3N 262 | (150
% - 67
| 1(1.5%) 1 (1.5%) il i I el i R
T0TAL ' 2(16%) | 129
‘\J 3(23%) 1(0.8%) 123 (95.3%) (100%)

M.
exislencer ...

EE——
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: dents in both Share and Tsgr, i w
than 90% of the respondel i ] ere of
:;?;?onlgm theo cause of the persistent crisis was due mainly tq the boun(;;he
dispute. 3
Table 4: Contingency Table of Responses’ Views o Preiy :
: 5
ciliatory Attempts
Recon Ly ARE THERE LAPSES IN THE PREVIOUS ATTEN
TO RECONCILE THE TWO PARTIES
LOCATION | NO YES Toni
SHARE 5 (8.3%) :
TSARAGI 10 (15.6%)
TOTAL 15 (12.1%)

v Table 5: Contingency Table of Responses on Inter-

e a0 marriage Situation
" between the Two Communities
. REACTION TO INTER-ETHNIC MARRIAGE
LOCATION | ALLOW | DISALLOW ENCOURAGE | DISCOURAGE UNDECIDED | Total
X 7' SHARE 15 o % 61
] - :284_6%) _15(26.25,) | 660.8%) 17 (27.9%) 7 (11.5%) (100%)
1 0 0, 0, o, 65
ARA o1 | 2 (3?1,8 %) 13 (20.0%) 10 (15.4%) 2 (3.1%) 0o
TOTAL 33 - e : 126
| (62%) | 3830.2%) 19 (15.1%) 27 (21.4%) 9 (7.1%) 100%)

While 34% of the respondents in Sha
marriage between the two communities, 48% were in support of such
marriage among the respondents from Tsaragi, thereby showing a seemingly
marked difference in the opinions of the two sets of respondents. It can aESO
be seen from the table that majority of the respondents from Share (54/:)
either disallow or discourage inter-ethnic marriage. The.corres;_aondmg (;iao? |
from Tsaragi showed that 49% of the respondents elthe_r'dlsalloxl‘vlfeomy
discouraged inter-ethnic marriage between the two communities. Ina r}iage,
41% of the respondents either allowed or encouraged inter-ethnic giethnic
while the majority (51%) either disallowed or dlscouragedbr;?ssions of
marriage. However, data from structured m;[el‘\fleWS and su for both

¥t ; held on 3% September 2019 tor ¢ g
youths at the joint workshop . ions are already ongoins
communities confirm that several romantic interactions

IS were not opposed to inter-ethnic
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amonbg']t-h.e y?‘uth? of Share ang Tsaragj Ty, . 115
ibilities for inter- : I Thu i |
possibilitic Marriage he S; there jg 5 g - |
relationships of youths across hotp, Cciin eSponses 1, h gagum the reality of %
Munitjeg Cstionnaire and
Table 6: Contingency Table of

. . €S
Worship with Members of the other Cz?ssi‘f gln Sharing the Same p| ,
ni - ace o

LOCATION NO

SHARE 6 (10.2%) |

Total

j%ﬁA_GL_ 2L a1 4 {59 (100%)
TOTAL (16.9%) — | 65 (100%)

124 (100%) |

- Share and Tsaragi.

Table 7: Contingency Table of Responses on Wheth

- er Religious Leaders
encourage Inter-marriage

DO  RELIGIOUS LEADERS ENCOURAGE
INTERMARRIAGE  WITH THE  OTHER
COMMUNITY BASED ON SAME RELIGION?
LOCATION NO YES UNDECIDED Total
SH 57
4B 22 (38.6%) 22 (38.6%) 13 (22.8%) (100%
TS ) 64
TOT 121
AL 29 (24.0%) | 68 (56.2%) 24 (19.8%) (100%)
\

. oy igious
From table 7, there is a seeming difference in opinion as to Wl{w}t}t;zg éegﬁl s
taders encourage inter-marriage with the other commlgrmt} Share said yes
:Hme religion. While only about 39% of the respondents from

; d that their
i question, about 72% of the Tsaragl r‘espondenfls aif;rmm;unity based
"eligious leaders encourage inter-marriage with the other

o i respondents
" e same religion. The implication of this 1S that Tsaragl resp
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1
agree more with their religious leaders” position on mter-.mama ge thay §
re\pondent\ Sha

Table 8: Contingency Table of Responses on Whe
Misunderstanding in Homes with Inter-ethnic Marriages

[MISUNDERSTANDING IN  HOMES  WITH  Niee——_
| MARRIAGES AS A RESULT OF THE CRISIS TER-ETHNG

ther  thep .
Q

| LOCATION | NO YES |

| ; | T

| SHARE | 32 (69.6%;) o - -. otal

; TSARAGI g.;_' T2. 00) : = (I[}O

LT Llat | 34(28.8%) 18 (mé?‘\
¢

It could be seen from table 8. that the ov erriding perception w th
e 'as that the
responcents do not feel that there were mmundermandmg m h -
ter-ethnic marriages as a omes with

a result of the crisis. O
i verall. a %
;eapmdenu do not think that 1 'm\unuer\tandmc n stk "

5 ho
marriages was s a result of the crisis. mes with Inter-ethnic

Table 9: Contingency Table of Responses on Satsfaction w

Leaders Handimcr of e Crisis. ith Religious

S

; | LEVEL o:—‘ SATISFACTION WITH

! =2l 1151 RELIGIOUS LEADERS HANDLING OF ]

i i ] |

| LocATION | Dics aTiore VERY " :
LUCATION | DISSATISFIE] UNDECIDE | SATISFIE . !

e D UNDECIDED | SATISFIED | SATISFIED | Towl

: B | ST‘S,:“‘:! 7 {32 30 -~ - | - ~

L |F6 liamg 23(383%) | 30(s00%) 190

{ TSARAGI | . . __. et

i | 1(1.5%) 4(6.1%) 27(409%) {34515y |8 |

| o 27(409%)  134(515%) | oo

| TOTAL | I DT e |

’ | 6 (4.8%) | 6 (4.8%) | 50(39.7%) | es(sosen |16 |

| _ (306970 [ets0s%) | o

fafgm tz(lible 9. about 90% of respondents from both communities were eithe
sfied or very satisfied with religious leaders handling of the crisis, whike
only about 5% of the respondents were dissatisfied. Thus, the overriding
perception of the respondents was that religious leaders have been handling
€ Crisis satisfactorily in both communities.

AR i
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Table 10: Cofltmgency Table o espon 117 ‘
Conflict Handlin Style for Resolvin ] 3¢S on the Appropri ¢
[ THE MOST APPROPRIATE INTERN + Onflict Priate Internq)
(\ 3
NAT]
10N | AVOIDANCE | g aniABO- ConrROMIsyy | OF i N | ——]
Loca TN | congmon® | shene
SHARE 14 26 4%) e P - W PARTY e
— (22.6%) 23 (43.4% o 2THERS | 70
| TSARAGT | 17@74%) | 2337 100 ] i) o) | B
| 4% (37.1/0) 16(25.8%) _;‘(_;;;‘)‘-—_1-—-——_._\_‘______000%)
—-—rm“‘;—x“‘“‘maﬂ\ 7% 0% |62 -
oV 3](27.0/0) 35 (30.4%) 39(33‘9%) _;—(_ﬁﬁl_;‘—“ﬁ (71_‘___(_100%
\J\I . 00) 3(26%) 11—5‘_ N
. \\J\J
While about 27% of

glOO%!
the I'eSpondents ;

avoidance as the mosgt appropriate intern

of the respondents from Share were of th inj gstyle, 2bout 662
compromise/ consensus Was a better way of he COll.abor
63% of the respondents fi,

om Tsaragj fo|t t
percentage of the respondents fe

It that dom;
appropriate in resolving the crig;
respondent assumed that eithe
the other should dominate the

Proposed

Table 11: Contingency Ta

ble of Responses on Whether Religion made the
Crisis Worse or Less Sever

€
DO YOU THINK RELIGION | Bg YOU THINK RELIGION
MADE THE CRISIS WORSE? | MADE THE CRISIS [ESg
SEVERE?

LOCATION [NO YES Total | NO YES Total |
SHARE 59 348%) | 62 12 43 60

(95.2%) o (20.0%) | (80.0%) | (100%) |
| TSARAGL [ 61— 5(76% |66 15 49 (614000/) |

92.4%) e (234%) | (76.6%) 6
[ TOTAL 520 e 27 97 124 0
——1038%) 860 128 |0 e | o (100%)

Table 1 shows that about 949 of the respondents from both communities
(et that rejg;

. t
on did not make the crisis worse, while about 78%;1:0,[?1:;2:6
¢ the crisis less severe. Thus, from the tres;nio?on o
the role of religion in the crisis, it is seen that relig

|
|
1
!
i
s

Teligion mad
qUestions on

tion of the
ztr.ong Unifying factor that can contribute to the seamless resolu
rlSiS. ¥

|

l

|

: affirmative and 1

Quegts.. - t€MS on the questionnaire were structured in both }
I

\_l-‘"“-‘.__
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Resolving the Share-

Findings of the Share/Tsaragi conflict mcl_ude polltlf:al_ o
1. The causes ic marginalization, boundary disputes, and i

> 11 s e .
500110—8(:'[(3;:25113 causes are complex and multi-dimensional,
rivalry.

o vious reconciliatory attempts to resolve the crises iqoludF Panelg

2. Previous ies set up by national and state governments ip Nigeria 15
&iﬁn;u;;tewentions by NGOs. However, th_ese reconciliatory Moveg
have failed to permanen?bf fc—:_solve the conflict. .

3. Responses to the possibilities and encouragement of in
marriages among the peopl_e of Share/Tsafag'lwas 41%.
data from structured interviews and submissions of you
joint workshop held on 3™ September 2019 for both co
confirm that several romantic interactions are already ongoing
among the youths of Share and Tsaragi. Thus, there is a £ap in the
reality of possibilities for inter-marriage between responses to the
questionnaire and relationships of youths across both communities,

4. Majority of respondents in both communities were comfortable with
sharing the same place of worship, 86% of respondents from Share
and 75% of respondents from Tsaragi were in support of sharing the
same place of worship. Data from interviews also confirms that
people from both communities often worship in the same facilities
especially during festive periods. Thus, it is recommended that

religion and intermarriage be encouraged as internal mechanisms to
resolve the Share/Tsaragi conflicts. '

ter-ethnjc
HOWEVer,
ths at the
MMunities

Recommendations

Based on the findings, discussions and conclusions drawn from the

study, the following recommeéndations are proposed to the two communities
and other stakeholders: |

Religion, through the religious leaders, in the two communities
should be used as internal mechanism to resolve the crisis between
Share-Tsaragi Communities. Religious activities that will bring the
tWo communities together should be encouraged and consistently
pursued.

Inter-marriage as internal mechanism should b'e used to resolve the
crisis between Share-Tsaragi communities. Activities that encourage
youth participation should be intensified across both communltlelsl
like musical concerts, film shows, sport C.(t)tr.nietltlons G Town Ihate
meetings. Parents should stop fransmitting narratives of ha
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& the othey COmmunjyy,

children, ation Period of their

dln‘ing Socializ

Conclusion

i T O ot g,
ring o o o . S and "lsaragl lhrough the
setting up of various pct‘lcc‘ Panels _ issiong Without mycp, Success,
Based on the outcome of 11]1.8 Study, the ligion and imer—nmrriagcs
between the two COmmunities ¢y be explored as ways of
ensuring lasting solution 1o th two COmmunities haye
indicated willingness tq share and marry members of the
other community;, indeed nformatioy gotten during one of our workshops
confirm this, Reports gottep fr
interaction amon g the youth g already rife
is an indication that the two com > are willing to giye Pcace a chance,
It is expected that the rec lons from thig Paper would serve a5 4
“guide for governments, researchers, and other stakeholders in the quest to
resolve the conflict between Share and Tsaragi, invariably boosting the
socio-economic conditions of e two CoOmmunities, anq National
development. '

attempted

€ problem, The

'€ in HoFif ...
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