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Debate as class Stmg ole

By Edwin Madunagu

z'r was mdc.y,}anuaryio 1986. Iwas just about nine nonths old
as a full-time member of the Editorial Board of The Guardian,
Lagos. At the close of work thatday I rushed to Oshodi Bus Stop.
- About three hours:later 1 was at the Univérsity of tbadan to
spend the weekend with my spouse who was then co *an,ung

herPh.D programme. Iwas still in her room the following mom- -

-ing, Sarurday, January 11, when some of her friends came inwith

a number of the day’s national newspapers. All the papers car- -
ried the same lead story: the appointment, by the Head of the. -
Federal Military Government, the military president, General

Ibi ahim Babangida, of a i7-member Political Bureau to pwdua 53

- a blueprint for a future civilian - democratic order in Migeria. = - ¢
It was, however, not the news itself that brot wh{-}:he gradudte ,

students tom my spouse’s room. What bmquht theniwas the fact

that f was named a member of the bureau, They all thought 1

had known of the appointment and had, in fact, come down
from Lagostc Ibadan for celebration - whlch,the‘ : "oted tojoint
None of them could be persuaded thatwe *eg:n}a Fing

announcement for the first time from tﬁenewsy@t
just broughrin. We extricated ourselves byplorr smg tharthey

- would not be left out when we, would be “washing!. tbe Apss ~mild drdifia, again involvingme, when, 2t the end of che hunch :
‘eon, the rmhtajy ViPs were walking to thmr»e‘ndes Avapoint:

,-\‘M‘-wv,:q_~ F

pomtmentl
 Accordingtothe newspaper reports the 17-memberb wrean (2
women and 15 mern) was to be inaugurated in Abuia, the new
federal capital city, on Monday January 13,1986. Membeis were
therefore asked, through the newspapers, to proceed to Abuja
on Sunday, January 12. The immediate practical implication for
me was thatl had less than 24 hours to decide whether to accept
or reject my appointment into the Political Bureaw. I consuited
with mywife. Her response was that we should consultour com-
rades. We moved out to consult comrades and friends in ibadan.
We met a limited number of them. From Ibadan we moved to
le-fe; and from Ife, we moved toLagos, arriving late at night. On
Sunday morning we used the phone at the Guardian to consult
some comrades outside Lagos.

To cuta long story short, the result of these conaultanons was
the decision to accept the appointiment and proceed to Abuja
for inauguration. The fact should be underiined that [ was not

adwsed" but “ordered” to accept. That was the nature of the
Left tendency to which [ belonged. Their mandate was that |1

of that
IS theyh‘ad

~should go into the Political Bureau and wage a class struggle

~ along the mass line. A comrade was rominated to be m y link

with the Left during the assignment Finally [ consuited th
Managing Director of The Guardian(then called Executive Ed-
itor) and, through him, the Publisher. The way they responded

: sx.ggested they. ‘Hd been mformed by the regime. Tdey d:,l\“d
“what I was still domg inLagos!

. 1leftLagos by air'to }\aduna in the evening of mnday, Janu-
aryi2. From Kaduna I travelled by road to Aom;d arriving lateat

vight. The Political Bureau, with all its 17 members was duly in-
-augurated by General Babangxda on Monday, january 13, 19

. Butbeforethen, there was amild drama at the door of the con-
: ference centre when'= perhaps on account of the way I was

ssed a hght brown khaki shirt on a pair of blue jeans

3 'tro&ser security officers ook meforan intruder and roughly -
blocked me.My coii°agaes had te cometo my rescue The ciaa:r =
struggle had begts £

I}, =
Atthe Iuacheon that foﬂowed the mahguration i L’latted ;ﬂth

- some members of the Armed Forces Ruling Council (AFRC)in-
cluding; G, fieral Babangidal himself. 1also unrted withMajor

Abubak kai Umar.Governorof Old Kaduna State (¢ thiatis, Kas adura

: State before the credtion-of Katsing State). There was sngther.
o ﬁec'd, going to be aclass struggle! Although

I was with General Babangida and ! Major Umar. Then, the gen-

eral walked faster and left Umar and me. On getting to his car -
Babangida noticed that Umar with whom he was to ride in the .

sarne car was still with me. He came backand literally dr avged
Umar away while telling me to leave the “people’s governor”
alone.Inoted to myselt that Babanglda was a military populist
and bonapartist that the Nigerian Left must watch and study
carefully, lincluded this observation in my preliminary repoit
to my comrades,

Ten members of the Political Bureau (a woman and nine men)
were brilliant senior academics in Humanitdies and Social Sci-
ences; the 1™ member, who was named Chair of the bureay,
was an experienced and well-known educationist; the 12®

1member was an author and film-maker; the 3th was 1 well-

known and popular veteran journalist, columnist and media
administrator; the 14" and 15™ members were leading pro-
gressive trade union leaders; the 16™ was the serving president
of the Nadonal Council of Women's Socieries. |, t :he 17th,was a

two days, we moved to'Lagos whlcn at that tin

- fnore serious pmhiems with my coileagues

- ered that not oniy did they have a priot -

media practitioner and columnist. A respecied commentator
later described the membership of the bureau as almost cov-
ering the entire ideological spectrum - from riu nt-cicentre to
extreme Left. The man omnou;ly located me in the “extreme .
Left” compafm*e"r

The Political Bureau started work in Abuja im
its inauguration. At the close of the firsi plena r}

! edia tely after
>ssion lasting
_was still the
wbtished our
aker member
quieﬂy with-
‘nis ACCHSa-
Y *fovk was

runcnuml capital of the ¢ country. There we ¢
hadqumters» -On Tuesday, july 8, LQSb thef Di,“}-
accused his colleagues of’ pox_acal gmidity” «
drew from the Bureau. Some members dmm(
tion. They were rather of the opm,on t:.m theBu au
dxsmpang hiis business. i i s :
‘Although | symm.thrfed with the “Frustrated
vised myself to be quiet because 1 was alread!

membeg, 1 ad-

having much

~.spec:ady the

wivisers. These

| the “integra-
~cause I discov-
owledge of our -
assignment; they also knewwhat the regima wanted. Tt was, in-
fraintained cor-
. dialand potite reladonshipswithalt mycolivagy s, my ydealings.
with three particular members - Halilu [brahim )Koq EdetUya.
and Rarnatu Abdullahi -were warmer. It was when my quarrel
~with the mainstream of the Bureau became explosive arcund
Octcber/Novernber1986 that I decided to become a “loner”.

The Political Bureau’s mandate, that is, its teris of reference,
as given by General Babangida at inauguration, were to: “review
‘hgcna s politicalhistoryand identify the hasic problemswhich
have led to our failure in the pastand suggest ways of resolving

and coping with these problems; identify a basic philosophy of
government which will determine goalsand serveasa guideto |
the activities of governments; collect relevant information and
data for the government as well as identify other political prob-
lemns that may arise from the debate; gather, collate and evalu-
ate the contributions of Nigerians to the sea ch for a viable

political future and provide guidelines for the attainment of
the consensus objective;and deliberate on other pouucal prob-
lems as may be referred to it from time to time.”

TO BE CONTINUED TOMORROW

uaairperson and his unofficial, but mﬂuart il
were five members whom,; in my: ngtes, ! ¢ \}
uomst faction”. Lcalled thém “intégration: =
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. Debate as class struggle (2)

By Edwin Madunagu and seminars. The public debate lasted from
Friday, February 3,1986 to September 30,1986.
THE bureau started its work by identifying30  The Bureau, thereafter, withdrew from pub-
issues including the philosophy of govern-  lic glare and started the preparation of its re-
ment; aviable, popularand genuinelydemo-  port. It was in the course of this preparation
cratic political system; the economy; state  that my disagreements with my colleagues
and religion; women; labour; youth; local cametoa head. it should, however, be noted
government; traditional rulership; federal-  here that by the time we formally withdrew
ism and revenue allocation; creation of states;  from the public sphere copies of all the con-
the armed forces; the bureaucracy; among tributions as well as the materials generated
others. In identifying these 30 issues for the in the debate, and therefore needed for our
national political debate, the bureauwas con-  report, were virtually with every member
vinced that “they form the bedrockof the po-  who was interested. And I was interested.
litical culture of Nigeria” and that “discussion 1 may here indicate the nature a nd direc-
and analysis of them should provide a basis  tions of the decisive disagreements. They
for fashioning a comprehensive political ~may be separated into seven: One: The bu-
model forthe counfry” . _ reau’s conception of itself: Was it an agency
Hundreds of debates, seminars, discussions, of government or an independent commis-
symposia and conferences were organised sion? Two:Flowing from the above, how close
around the issues. Individuals and groups should the bureau be to the government?
also submitted memoranda. Later, the 30 is-  Three:What should be our relationship with
sueswere further “distilled” intoabout250di-  the press and, hence, the public? Four
rect and concrete questions which were put  Should the official records of our proceed-
to the rural populations during the eight- ingsbe mere “summaries” orshould theyin-
month country-wide working tours under-  clude the internal debates that showed how
taken by members of the bureauin groupsof  we moved dialectically to certain important
three and two. I was included in the tours of -decisions? Five:How should we enhance our
all the present geopolitical zones except the  credibility in the eyes of the nation during
Southwest. During these tours I knew the this exercise? More concretely: should we
country- Nigeria -and its peoplesmore than  close our eyes and ears to what was happen-
everbefore,and Iwaged theclass strugglebe-  ing in the country even as the nation de-
yond the mandate of the bureau. But my

my vigorous pursuit of the mass line. Many -
mass organisations including the Nigerian
Labour Congress (NLC), the National Council
of Women’s Societies (NCWS), Women in sociation of Nigerian Students (NANS)? Six:
Nigeria (WIN), the Historical Society of Nige-  Should the “recommendation” part of ourre-
ria, the Nigerian Political Science Association ~ port be precise or nebulous? Should we pro-
and the Nigerian Economic Societyorganised ~ vide the state with an “interim report” with
seminars and sént memoranda to the bu-  which it could “run away” or ask the regime
reau. Hundreds of papers were officially com-  to wait for a single final report? Seven: There
missioned;: many - groups, including was a permanent fight over language and
traditional rulers, were interviewed. concepts: “masses” versus “grassroots”; “rul-
The national debate attracted about 43,000  ing class” versus “elites”, etc. The question of
contributions. But the number of contribu-  whether the concept of “state” should feature
tors must have run in millions. For instance,  in our engagement with the public took us
the NLC with a membership of five million, such a long time to resoive with a compro-
submitred only one memorandum. Further-  mise! i |
more, several hundreds of the contributions ~ On Wednesday, Decernber 17,1986, the fua-
were summaries of well-attended debates - damental ideological. disagreements be-

cratic organisations such as the Nigeria
Labour Congress (NLC), the Academic Staff
Union of Universities (ASUU), the National As-
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| bated? Should we appropriate the prejudices -
groups experienced no internal cenflictsover * - of the Nigerian state towards popular-demo-

tween me on the one hand and the “integra-
tionist” faction of the Bureau, on the other,

country and in the Political Bureaut! In addi-
tion it recommended executive presidential

exploded for the fourth and last time: the Po-  system, two-party systein, three-ter federal-

litical Bureauy, in a plenary session, passed a
resolution {with one abstention, namely,
Sani Zahradeen, and one objection, namely,
myself) excluding me from further partici-
pation in the work of the Bureau —on the
grounds that I had leaked its decisions to the
press and had refused to abide by collectively
agreed mode of work. I protested and ap-
pealed, through a letter, to the President,
who appointed us, to reverse the illegal ac-
tion of my colleagues. Although no direct re-
sponse came from the President, his chiet
press secretary, Chief Duro Onabule, told
newspaper reporters attached to the State
House that the President would not inter-
vene in the crisis - which he called an “inter-
nat affair” of the Bureau. -

The public and the press intervened mas-
sively-criticizing my removal; but the Prest-
dent still did not intervene, The Guardian
was in the mood to supporta legal challenge
if [ chose that option. Initially, 1 considered
the option. But, then there was a problem:
The Guardian which had stood by me pre-
ferred Chief E R. A. William as counsel; but,
for obvious reasons, [ wanted Chief Gani
Fawehinmi. Iweighed the politics of the mat-
ter and decided to drop the legal option.

On Monday, January 5,1987, I forced myself

_ into the plenary meeting of the bureau in

Victoria Isiand, Lagos. [ dared my colleagues -
to order my arrest. They did not. I left the
venue, never to return. When on Friday,
March 27, 1987, the Bureau (now with 15
members)submitted a report to the Federal-
Government, [ decided to compile, or rather
collate, my own report. This came out in
three volumes: Recommendations; Internal
Debate; and Documents. - : ;

- As is well known the report sub-
mitted by the other members of the Bureau
came out with the recommendation of so-

- ddalism That conclusion was clear before my

itlegal expulsion in December 1986. There
was no way they could have come out with
anything else. I was satisfied that the bu-
reau’s recommendation was a productof the
class struggle generated and waged in the

ism, secularity of the state, a range of funda-
mentai human rights, soclo-economic rights,
some elements of popuiar power and the rule
of law, among other things. As is also well
known, the government, in its White Paper of
june 27,1987, threw out the Political Bureau’s
socialism. e 3 ag

My conclusion was also socialism. But notan

“utopian” socialism or a petty-bourgeois so-
cialism, but a form of socialism which is not

onlyeconomic and social butalso political. My
position was, and still is, that a “non-politicai”
sogialism is utopian socialism because it de-
nies itself the means of selfrealisation,
namely political power. Rut having said this, I
raust confirm that lwould have signed theof-
ficial Report if 1 had not been excluded from
the final phases of our collective work. The fol-
lowing strategic formulation was already
agreed upon before 1 left the Bureauw: "We |
therefore recommend that Nigeria should
adont a soctalist socio-economic system in
which the state shall be committed to the na-
tionalization and socialization of the com-
manding heights of the national econormy.”
The method used by the bureau to arrive at
the verdict of socialism was questioned by -
cynics and reactionaries alike. 1 can only say
here thatnio one who has read the reportcan
fail to appreciate the scientifically tested
method used. The late Comrade Professor Es-
kor Toyo, who read the Political Bureau’s re-
port and also listened to me, said later in an
article: “The Political Bureau recommended
socialism. not - because they were over-
whelmed by field evidence. Their verdict was
unanimous because, in the lightof whatthey
actually heard from the people, no other ver-
dict could be given: The Esgeauhadﬁie good
sense of not asking the people the abstract
question of whether they wanted socialism,
capitalism, liberalism, fascism, welfarism or
anarchism. I learnt that the bureau proceeded
concretely and put the alternatives in con-
. crete terms according to the actual contents
of the systems with respect to the lives of peo-
ple.” L agreed: ' et
Conciuded. _ -
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