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How European nations established colonies in Africa
During the scramble and partition of Africa, European powers such as Britain, France, and Belgium had many interests in establishing their control over Africa territories. Each European power wanted to protect their colonized territory, which led to the drawing of boundaries to distinguish between regions controlled by the different powers (Ezeogidi, 2020). In the first place, the European powers acquired territory in Africa for strategic reasons. Therefore, to protect their interest, the countries had to mark their boundaries. European nations were foreigners in the African continent, and they did not know about the historical, traditional and cultural diversities of the different people in Africa (Schuerch, 2017). As a result, these factors were not considered during the partition of Africa. The Berlin confluence of 1885 was dominated by the need for European powers to protect their interests in Africa without considering the African continent's diversity.
The berlin confluence created an agreement that ratified the claims by European countries' claims to territory in the African continent obtained through conquest. The borders established by European nations remained in place until the continent was decolonized. The colonial borders established by European powers have used the basis on which post-colonial African states were established (River, 2017). Using the boundaries established by the European colonizers created situations that facilitated the development of the conflict. For instance, the colonial borders brought together people with ancient and deep-rooted rivalry and placed them in one state (MacKenzie, 2016). Some people were also separated from their ancestral homes, and they were barred from accessing important areas such as religious shrines. It was very rare that people with a common heritage or allies were brought together. This means that the colonial orders established were brewing toxic relationships in the regions made worse by the mode of administration adopted by colonial powers (Schuerch, 2017). For instance, the colonizers would often choose these people who collaborated and give them administrative powers over others in the colony. The people with powers would often misuse their powers by mistreating their rivals. After the decolonization of the continent, the rivals would enter into conflict to control the state and resources.
Traditional and Authority land conflict in Nigeria.
Britain colonized Nigeria, and the country was formed after the merger of two regions after the decolonization of the protectorate. The region was northern Nigeria, mostly composed of the Muslim population and southern Nigeria composed of Christians. Britain had merged the two regions in a strategic move to connect the country to other colonies of the country in the northern region. When Britain made its strategic move, they did not consider the country's social and political balance. This created recipe for possible violence after the decolonization of the region. In the last 30 years, the northern region of Nigeria has experienced conflicts in urban riots (Tukur, 2016). The conflicts emerge between the Muslims and the Christian population in the country. Since 2009, the conflict in the region has shown signs of prevailing for a long time with the growth of Boko Haram, a radical Muslim sect.
The north region has a population of nearly 53 million and has 12 states which introduced Islamic sharia laws at the beginning of the century. The largest portion of this population is Islamic; there is a Christian minority of people indigenous and those that migrated into the region. The Sokoto Caliphate, Africa's most powerful pre-colonial state, a great source of pride and a point of reference to many in the region, was formed in 1804-1808. A significant portion feels that the caliphate was tarnished by the corrupt influence of secular political power following the British's defeat and the dealings with the colonial and pre-colonial state (Nelson, Loto, & Omojola, 2018). In the first decades of independence, the regions were in constant conflict to control national resources. Following the introduction of sharia laws in the northern region, there have been concerns because of the conflict with the constitution, the international human rights standard, and Christians' rights in the region.
Rhetoric in resolving conflict in Nigeria
The conflict in Nigeria can be summed up as a conflict between two religions, Christianity and Islam. The introduction of Sharia Laws in the northern region has sparked debate. In one corner, this move is supported by Muslims and Christians who no longer have faith in the secular law enforcement authorities. The debate has also divided the Muslims into two camps, one rooting for reforms and the other who respect the established religious and secular authorities. In the history of northern Nigeria, there is a mentality of rejection that has been passed down. This mentality makes it illegitimate to collaborate with secular authorities, and it calls for the establishment of an Islamic state in the north (Tukur, 2016). People living in the north have a historical and religious claim to control resources, and they feel justified to pursue their claim. However, a different view is experienced for the people in the southern region concerned with the growing Islamic influence in the north. Their worries are expressed in their demand for government action in regulating the use of Islamic sharia laws. These laws have been challenged constitutionally about the position of Christian living in these regions.
Attempts to resolve the conflict between the north and south Nigeria have borne little fruits. Using rhetoric to resolve this conflict requires us to reassess the situation in the country. Most media outlets will report about the conflict in northern Nigeria. This notion is wrong because the conflict is between the north and south Nigeria, and the evidence of the conflict is mostly seen in the northern regions. Rhetoric calls for the understanding of points of arguments between the two regions. Religion, historical injustice, and natural resources control are the major causes of conflict between the two regions (Cook, 2019). They need to be addressed by a neutral party who has the respect of people in both regions. When the government intervenes, it seems like an attempt by the south to weaken the north, which does not go well with the people in northern Nigeria. The risk of further conflict can be dealt with the introduction of community-level initiative should be enforced. Also, there should be better management of natural resources and improved security in the region.
Conclusion
Northern Nigeria is highly misunderstood by the south and the world, who view the region as part of the problem. Most people assume that the north wants to secede Nigeria an form a purely Islamic state. Most people in the country, including the media, politicians and religious leaders, have created increased tension by supporting certain ideologies and individuals. Reformist movements need to increase debate into critical areas such as governance, corruption and the rule of law positively. 
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