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Drafting a people’s manifesto

By Edwin Madunagu

I'is now appropriate, indeed imperative, for
the Nigerian Left to present its own mani-

festo to the country. This should be in form of
a people’s manifesto, a people’s charter of de-
mands in a situation of national emergency A
people’s manifesto at this pointin our history
is not a dissertation-like programme of social
transformation, the type of thing any Left for-
maticn should be able to produce in 24 hours.
Rather, it should be a clear and concise state-
ment of not only what the Left believes should
be done to reprieve the nation from a threat-
ening catastrophe, but also a statement of
what - in alliance with other socio-political
forces- rhe Lett can moblhse the Nigerian peo-
pletodo.

To put the matter differently, a people’s man-
ifesto at this time is first and foremost a Niger-
ian Left’s manifesto in the ordinary sense of
the word: a “public declaration of intentions,

muotives, or views” or a “public statement of

policy or opinion.” Yes; but beyond this, a peo-

ple’s manifesto is a people’s charter of de-

mands presented to the Nigerian state and

governments by the Nigerian Left. A people’s
manifesto has this double character because

although it can be used foran election, itis not

election-bound.

This cpening declaration should, however,
not be misunderstood as implying that with-
outan explicitly Left intervention, the country
is doemed. No. Nigeria can still be reprieved-
as it was1 epneved in 2015 and- before that-in -
1993 and at some other critical points in the
country’s post<ivil war history. What my

propositicn should be understood as imply-
ing is that if the country continues in its pres-
ent course a reprieve from catastrophe will
again be a temporary or false one. And a tem-
porary or false reprieve will, again, make the
nation’s fundamental problems more acute
and complex when they explode again in a
conjuncture-as will surely happen again. The
problems will then be much more difficultto
resolve in the context and framework of a sin-
gle country.

This article is however not the peopie’s man-

ifesto as advocated. It is rather the initiation
of a discussion on its contents, nacure, pa-
rameters and politics. An illustration will also
be provided.
A Nigerian people’s manifesto drafted and
presented by the Nigerian Left should not be-
gin with a catalogue of what a Nigerian state
or the incumbent or future government
should do for the people. Rather, it should be-
gin with a selfintroduction of the movement,
organization or platform presenting the
manifesto. There are atleast three reasons for
this. In the first place, the Nigerian masses
have, for decades, been recipients and victims
of deception from personages and entities in
power or seeking power. The people are there-
fore increasingly cynical. In the second place,
the Nigerian Left has a strong and enviable
record of involvement in popular struggle
and patriotic selfiess service which it should
be proud to present to the public. ’

In the third place, we know that in this era,

itis not only speech-writers that can be hired;
manifesto - writers are also hired. In other
words, manifesto-writing has been profes-
sionalized. Just put the money down and say
what type of manifesto you want and the
scale of lies you wish to be included, and the
job will be done. Although there are always
differences between fake manifestoes - how-
ever beautifully written - and genuine mani-
festoes, most readers may not be patient
enough to spot the inconsistencies and in-
congruities in fake declarations.
] th to propose that the difference between
a peopie’s manifesto drafted and presented
by the Left and other manifestoes cannot be
found in the “lists of contents,” a comparison
of what the authors and publishers promise
to deliver to the people: roads, bridges, hospi-
tals, schools, airports, electricity, jobs, “stem-
ach infrastructure”, etc, etc. The difference
lies in the “totality” or “packaging” which
shows whether the manifesto is a revolution-
ary and popular-democratic declaration or a
pack of lies, deceptions and illusions. On the
one hand, the “totality” or “packaging” indi-

cates notonly what will be done butalso how
it will be done, with what rescurces it will be
done, where the resources will come from,
and when exactly it will be done. For, even if
you swear by all the deities known and un-
known, that you will run from Lagos to Cal-
abar in three hours I will be a bastard to
believe you.

Cn the other hand, in this period of extended
emergency, the “packaging” or “totality” un-
arnbiguously answers the question: Whose
desperate needs are being articulated and
planned for: those of the Nigerian masses or
those of exploiters, predators and state-rob-
bers who always present themselves as “the
nation”? To put the matter more bluntly, does
the manifesto unambiguously indicate plans
to immediately redeploy the nation's re-
sources in favour of the hungry, the endan-
gered and the forgotten?

An appropriate “table of contents” for a peo-
ple’s manifesto in this particular period of ex-
tended national emergency in the lives of the
Nigerian masses may be structured in several
ways. For instance, it may have the following
eight-point structure: Who are we (that is, the
authors-the Nigerian Left)?; The country we
now have; The country we wish to have and
are committed to fighting for; Fundamental
human rights; Directive principles of state
policy; Social fransformation; National unity,
federalism and popular-democratic restruc-
turing; and Immediate steps (on pressing
needs and current crises),

Back to history. The Nigerian Left is one of
the oldestideclogical tendencies in Nigerian
politics because the Left grew out directly
from organised anti<olonial and labour
struggles - both of which started in the early
1930s. By the eve of independence in 1960,
popular democracy and socialism had De-
come the clear aim of the Left.

As early as May 1961, a Leftist group in Lagos,
organised by Gogo Chu Nzeribe, Peter Ayo-
dele Curtis-Joseph, Tanko Yakassai, M.O. John-
son, |.B. K. Thomas and a few others, had, in
an extended public declaration, described it-
self as the “organisation of workers, women.

farmers and farm labourers, peasants, arti-
sans, teachers and intellectuals, small busi-
nessmen and women, professionals,
lawyers, youths, students, the unemployed,
the maimed, the deformed ...” This was a
clear ideological selection which the au-
thors justified this way: “These are the peo
ple who know misfortune and therefore are
capable of waging limitless and courageous
struggles until victory is won.” Left out of
this long list was the “indigenous Nigerian
capitalistand feudal class thathad emerged
as the virtual successors to the British colo-
nialists.” The group pledged to “organise,
unite and iead the peoples of Nigeria in a re-
lentless and uncompromising fight against
capitalism and capitalist exploitation of the
Nigerian pecples”.

Significantly, these young Nigerians op-
posed reglonahsm and declared their com-
mitment to “one undivided Nigeria, under
unitary and centralised government.” And,
consistently, they declared their belief in the
creation of a “Union of African States” and
“one common nationality for all Africans.”

The revolutionary Lagos group - let us cail
them so here -advocated a 40-hour week for
all workers, full employment, unemploy-
ment benefits, social security, worker-par-
ticipation in management, special
allowances for “ali labour that is especially

risky or dirty,adequate minimumwage, free
medical treatment, free education, paid ma-
ternity leave, paid rest-time during nursing
period ..." Putting itself forward as a van-
guard in post-colonial nation-building, the
group concluded its public declaration by

- repeating that it was formed to “lead the
peoples of Nigeria in their just struggles for
peace, friendship, national reconstruction,
a better future, democracy and the triumph
of socialism.”

That was the Nigerian Left about 57 years
ago, just six months after independence. A
contemporary people’s manifesto can pro-
ceed from here by indicating what has
changed, what has remained and what has

emergead



