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HE Nigerian press has been in-
undated in the past few years,

and particularly since the state
promulgation of the two parties —
the Social Democratic Party (SDP)
and the National Republican Con-
vention (NRC) — in October 1989,
with hysterical calls on the govern-
ment to cancel the right of Nigerian
workers and their organisations to be
actively involved in the politics of
their country. This insidious cam-
paign has been led by three groups:
Conservatives, reactionaries and
misguided “liberals,” in the civil
society; state agencies involved in
the execution of the transition prog-
ramme, with the National Electoral
Commission (NEC) taking the lead;
and sections of the Nigenan press.
- - The Nigeria Labour Congress
(NLC) has, in several statements
and actions, defended its political
rights. Labour leaders and partisans
of the working class have also en-
tered this defence. The defence

must now be deepened, generalised -

and transformed into an offensive
against reaction and its organisa-
tional forms. And in doing this, a
number of premises must be stated
or clarified.-

" In the first place, the Nigerian
working class movement has been,
* historically, a patriotic, nationalis-
tic, democratic and revolutionary
movement. The movement was

born in the struggle to throw off -

colonialism. While bourgeois lead-
ers sought to replace the colonialists
and carve out regional and ethnic
domains of control, the Nigerian
labour movement fought for
genuine independence, national un-

- justice. The movement has, in the
main, stood for these 1deals — de-
spite occasional periods of errors.

In its statement of May 15, 1991,
the National Political Commission
of the NLCsaid: “Itisin the interest
of Nigeria as a nation, unity ... that
interest groups like the trade unions
that are not ethnic or religious-
biased by their history and orienta-
tion be able to seek to influence the
country’s political process.” I chal-
lenge any group outside the labour
movement and the left to make a
similar claim, and prove it.

In the seccnd place, the fact that
there are disagreements on the left
as regards (forms of) participation
in the transition politics does not
annul the historical rights of work-
ers and their organisations to play
politics. I shall deal with the nature
and import of these disagreements
in the course of this series of arti-
cles. For now, I merely insist that
the right of the labour movement to
play politics is historical and it is

: Eiesrmanent. Bourgeois laws — which

tory has shown to be transitory —
may attempt to curtail this right, bat
it remains and will again blossom
with time. The right was won,
through struggle, long before any
members of the present regime was
born. It will remain long after NEC

must have fulfilled its historical mis-
sion and disappeared. The right will
survive misguided ideologues and

ity, popular democracy and social
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journalists. 2

In the third place, the crisis in the
socialist movement world-wide has
not questioned the critical role of
the working class and its organisa-

tions in the movement of history.

What has been seriously questioned
is the form of this role. Among the
lessons that have been taught are:
The working class movement must
not be isolated politically; its poli-
tics must not be dogmatised; its
leadership must not be alienated;
and its practices must be democra-
tic. But so long as ca;l)italism and
imperialism remain so long will the
critical role of the working class re-
main; and the longer it takes the

working class to absorb these les-

sons and resume its historical
march, the greater the danger not
only to civilisation, but to humanity
as a whole.

It is with horror that I tried to
absorb the contents Of an article
written by a fellow journalist, Tunji
Bello (National Concord, July 19,
1991) and titled The old Politics of
Paschal Bafyau. 1 invite anyone
who wishes to appreciate the depth
of the ignorance and decadences of
our educated newbreed to read tkat
article. Referring to the heroic
struggles of Nigerian militant
nationalists and socialists Tunji Bel-
lo said: “Right from the time of
agitation for independence up to
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the First Republic, some Nigerian
marxists and unionists like Micheal
Imoudu, Wahab Goodluck, Eskor,
Toyo, Ola Oni, Mokwugo Okoye
and Tunji Otegbeye, did make
attempts, all with resounding fai-
lures”. ; .

I ask: Is Tunji Bello a Nigerian?
Has he read Nigerian history? Has
he substituted programmed pre-

judices for serious study? Will it sur-

rise him to hear that but for the
\eroic struggles led by the people he
has slandered, and others, the
course of Nigerian history would
have been like that of South Africa,
if not worse? He probably will be
shocked to hear that but for the
struggle led by these heroes, and
others, he would perhaps be a mig-
rant labourer perpetually hunted in
his own land? As a fellow journalist
and an older man, I advise Bello to
retract his slander and apologise to
these men. For I would not want
this slander to be recorded for post-

_erity.

Pursuing what appeared to be a
ersonal grudge against aschal
%afyau, the' NLC President, Tunji
Belio accused him of playing “the
old politics”, for according to this
strange political analyst, “Labour is
beginning_to seek harmony with
capital”. I advise Bello to take a
holiday, preferably a studg' leave.
During his leave he should pursue
the following hypothesis: Labour
(that is, labour under capitalism)
-an never, never, seek harmony

with capital. The latter gave birth to
the former, and the former has been
compelled to increase and multiply
the latter. The contradiction ge-
tween the two are historical and
fundamentally antagonistic. And it
can only be “harmonised” by one
abolishing the other. But capital
cannot abolish labour since capital
needs labour to exist and multiply.
Labour can however abolish capit-
al, and by so doing transform itself
and become emancipated collective
labour.

In addition to this basic hypoth-
esis, let me try to explain, once
again and in general terms,what has
taken place in Eastern Europe. And
1 shall use Bello’s categories —
labour and capital. Capital won a
battle in a continuous war against
labour. The battle was not restricted
to the individual countries con-
cerned. The battle was a global one.
It % was
national in form, but global in con-
tent. That the events in Eastern
Europe are being used by Bello and
others in political argument against
the Nigerian working class move-
ment is a demonstration of the glob-
al nature of the battle in Eastern
Europe. Labour in Eastern Europe,
and elsewhere, has lost a battle, but

the war continues. And as I said in
the preceeding paragraph, the war

- will only end with the abolition of

capital.” The popular demonstra-
tions against George Bush in
Greece and Turkey during his re-
cent visits to these countries were a
pointer to the permanence of the
war against capital.

o This is the first instalment of a six-
part article on Labour and Politics.
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Continued from Last Week

ARGUED last week that the
right of the Nigeria Labour
movement to be actively involved
in the politics of this country is a
historical conquest. It was not
bestowed on the working class by
any regime or constitution and no
regime or constitution can take it
away. Attempts may be made,
from time to time, to curtail this
right, but the right will blossom
again with time. This is a law of
history; it is also an expression of
faith. .
The above is a general state-
ment, a bottom-line statement, so
to say. Itis the labour movement’s

ideological, political and moral :

weapon against bourgeois preten-
sions. But the movement’s politic-
al right and authority have to be
asserted and demonstrated con-
tinuously, and at times, decisive-
ly. A right becomes dormant if it
is not regularly affirmed and
asserted and if encroachments
upon it are not fought, as often as
they threaten, .Ja Nigeria, the
opposition to workers’ right to in-
dependent political involvement
has passed through a number of
definitive stages. But as often as
this opposition has reached a
peak, so often has the. te-

affirmation of the right by its pos-

sessor been made. Sometimes the
re-affirmation is made ‘under the
official leadership
movement, sometimes it is made in-
spite of the leadership or even
against it.

‘It bears repetition that the tact

of the labour

that there are disagreements with-
in the left on the forms of participa-
tion or involvement in naticnal

politics does not cancel the NLC’s,

1ight to play politics. Anyone on

. theleft who opposes this right is in

fact supporting reaction, and this
is treason. In other words, NLC’s
right to play politics ought to be
supported by all patriots and
radicals. Correct forms of parti-
cipation can be achieved through
internal debate and struggle; they
cannot be achieved through dicta-
tion, however perceptive the ideas.
, The last five years, or more pre-
cisely, the period since Babangida
came to power in August 1985 can
be divided into three periods of
assertion by the Nigerian working
class movement of its right to play
politics. The first period started
with the National Political Debate
(1986) and the ensuing political
arguments and ended with the
conclusion of the work of the Con-
stituent Assembly in 1989. The
second period began with the
general preparation for the
formation of political parties, saw
the workers” Workshop at Cala-
bar in April 1989 and the forma-
tion and proclamation of the
Labour Party and ended with the
politics of registration and the for-
mal proscription of the party
along with the others. The third
period started with the state proc-
lamation of the SDP and NRC in
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October 1989. We are still in that
period.

But before proceeding it is
perhaps necessary to make
another clarification in the in-
terest of some radicals who may
be perplexed by my present posi-
tion on the Nigeria labour move-
ment. g

The following catergories have
been employed in this discussion:
The Nigerian working class; the
Nigerian working class movement
or the labour movement; the
trade or industrial unions; the
Nigeria Labour Congress (NLC);
the NLC leadership; the NLC
leaders etc. It will be dangerous to
use these categories, for even any
two of them, interchangeably.
More directiv. it is necessary to
distinguish between the working
class and the working class orga-
nisations. Furthermore an orga-
nisation should be distinguished
from its leadership; and the lead-
ership from individual leaders.
Since these categories are gener-

ated in the working class — a so-

cial group that cannot be com-
partmentalised sociologically —
they are all linked or integrated
on several levels. For instance, all
members of the class are human
beings and live in Nigeria!

The point however is that in
political analysis levels of dif-
ferentiation are as critical as levels_

NLC’s right to play olitics (2)

of integration. Tunji Bello in his
scandalously backward article
The Old politics of Paschal Bafyau
(National Concord , July 19) bet-
rayed an amazing degree of ignor-
ance of levels of differentiation.
He confused the labour move-
ment with the NLC which is just
an organisation of the movement;
he confused the leadership of the
NLC with Paschal Bafyau who is
just one of the leaders. And he
ended up assaulting his readers
with his ignorance. j
What we must assert and de-
fend against the bourgeois sta:e is
the right of the Nigerian working
class, its movement and its orga-
nisations to play politics. The
right of the leadership of a par-
ticular organisation (e.g. the
NLC) and the limits of the right
are defined by the right- of the
organisation — and the right of
individual members. If the deci-
sion of the NLC to be involved in
the transition politics is proved to
be internally undemocratic, this
will not annul the right of political
involvement. What can be
annuled is the form of participat-
ing in the transition politics. In
other words, it may be decided
that instead of going into the
SDP, the NLC ought to have
taken some other political steps.
But it cannot be decided that
the NLC should have abstained
g%ncl politics as demanded by

The questi(vm; may be as_kedr':v
What happens if by any accident
an organisation of the Nigerian

working class (e.g. the NLC) de-
cides, democratically, to annul its

right to play politics — a right it
earned historically and whose his-
torical mission is yet to be fulfilled
or dissolved? If this happens then
we have to admit that a terrible
accident has taken place in that
organisation. It then becomes the
duty of the incumbent leadership
of the organisation, or even a
number of individual leaders, to
take steps to reverse the decision
as early as possible. If they fail,
then the rank and file will have to
take on the task ‘of reversing it
and, if necessary, changing the
leadership. =

But if it becomes impossible to
effect a reversal of the decision
through an autonomous action of
the organisation then it falls on
the working class movement, as a
whole, to terminate the decision.
In this case, the relative auton-
omy of a single organisation has to
give way to the long-term interest
of the working class movement as
a whole. What this means is that if
the NLC had obeyed that Nation-
al Electoral Commission (NEC)
to stay out of politics, a struggle

would have been engaged within
and outside the NLC to reverse the

decision and perhaps change the
leadership, under which such a deci-
sion was taken. It would have been
a duty for the working class, its
movement and its allies.

® To be Continued next Thursday
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Continued from last week

‘ ;ON July 10, 1986, the NLC— an
{Jumbrella organisation of 42 in-
“dustrial unions submitted a memor-
andum to the Political Bureau at a

iceremony held at the National
Theatre, Lagos. Attended by past .

and incumbent leaders of the labour
‘movement as well as representa-
tives of the Bureau, the ceremony
drew a large number of workers. In
the forward to its memorandum ti-

tled Towards a Viable and Genuine-
' ly Democratic Future, the NLC
said: ,

“The numerous problems facing
Nigerian workers, rural and urban
‘poor, today have their origin in poli-
tics. Therefore, the problems of un-
employment, insecurity of employ-
'ment, retrenchment, factory clo-
sures, high cost of living, inability to
control rent, exhorbitant medical

care, taxation, excessive school fees
-and all forms of deprivations are -

li_rhoducts of political decisions.

Nigerian workers have become
'multi-dimensional and as such can-
mot be resolved within the
framework of industrial relations
practices. o @

" From that premise the NLC re-
asserted its right to be involved in
Bolitics: “Labour in politics would
ibroaden genuine political participa-

‘tion; it would halt the use of tribal-
ism,. statism and religious differ-

_ences as instruments for manipulat-
ing the people; it would be oriented
.and above all, forge a truly united

"nation behind a definite ideolo&: ical -

posture — which shall be soci
iFor the realisation of this objective,
workers and other democratic

_groups and progressive individuals -

us, it is clear that the problems of

‘must pick up the gauntlet”.

"~ The memorandum made an un-_

ambiguous call for socialist trans-

formaticn of Nigeria. Whatever

may be the current ideological-
political orientation or position of
the NLC leadership, the memoran-

* dum has become a historical docu-

ment drawn up after vigorous de-
bates within the Congress and all
the industrial unions allied to it. De-
legations of the Political Bureau
witnessed most of these debates. I
iwas in the delegation that observed
‘the debates in %orno and Gongola

"states. The socialist position embo-

/died in that memorandum can of
.course, be reversed, or altered. But
‘'this cannot be done by the lead-
ership of the NLC, but by a body of
‘Nigerian workers as representative
as the body that drew up the 1986
memorandum. _ _ e

In the Introduction to the

memorandum, the NLC said: “We"
. start from the stand-point that
“Nigeria, during the colonial

riod
and after, has officially,
manifesttaﬁ;etensions, adhered to
'the capitalist philosophy in our so-
icial, economic and Ehtical policy
ioptions. We also acknowledge the
fact that the adoption of capitalist
ideology and culture, after_inde-

ndence, has transformed Nigeria

om a colonial to a neo-colonial
status and make us incapable of in-
‘dependent development, not even

_the development of basic and

rudimentary units for technological

‘take-off and self-sustaining de-
“velopment”. e '

?workin%class, an g
erefore, we believe that

od ° Statism;
espite.
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Again from this premise, the

memorandum concluded: “The’

question of classes and class in-
terests in our political equation,
'often rejected by the rulin%class., is
now .a reality. Our submission
therefore is a class one, represent-
ing the political
its traditional
allies.
only a socialist option can ensure a
viable and stable political and eco-
nomic arrangements in Nigeria”.
The Memorandum then dealt ex-

* haustively with all the issues listed

by the Political Bureau, including

'Revenue Allocation; Traditional

Rulership; Philosophy of Govern-
ment; forms of Representation in

Government; Rural and Commun-

ity Development; Interests of
Minorities and underprivileged
‘groups; Human Rights; Armed
‘Forces; Federalism; Regionalism;
Nationality and
Citizenship; Role_ of Women;
Labour in Politics; Youth and Stu-
dents in Nigerian Politics; Adminis-

‘tration of Justice; State and Reli-

gion, etc.

On the Philosophy of Govern-
ment, the memorandum tackled the
question of the alleged foreigness of

‘socialism. It argued that contrary to.

the allegation that socialism is alien
to our culture, “Nigeria’s social life

* s communalistic and more socialist

‘inclined than the alien capitalistic
isystem, based on alienaton and cut

ithroat competition, that strives to_

Ibeing our brothers’ kee;

sition of the’

. ‘than under capit
. the memorandum demanded “full

NLC’s righttoplay/pﬁitics 3)

break the social relationship of
ng rs”. It was
C that for
asants, urban

the contention of the
the working class,

* and rural poor — who constitute the

overwhelming majority of our
;population — the basic problems of
the Nigerian people are: Guaran-
‘teed stable employment; education;
health; housing and “participation

"in deciding political and economic

issues which determine their lives
and the existence of the nation. .
It was the contention of the NLC
that these problems can be solved
‘much more rapidly under socialism
ism. Specifically,

employment; free educqtion at all
-1evgls free medical services for all
ithe people”.

.. On the Forms of Representation

in Government, the memorandum

‘argued that “mass organisations,

which form the basic communica-
tion and mobilisation platforms of
the people, should be the bases of
representation at all levels”. It
therefore called for the organisation

_ of the society into functional groups

“and mass organisations. 1t listed
“these organisations as Organised
Labour, including the Armed
Forces; Student and Youth Orga-
nisation; Organised intellectual
-groups; Organised peasants; and
other organised social and econo-
:mic groups.

The memorandum called for the

\institution of human rights. But it
went on to argue that “human right-

lis only meaningful where. it guaran-

tees basic economic and social
rights like the right to employment,
free education, health services, suit-
able and cheap housing facilities. It
is the provision of the above social
and economic rights that give ample
meaning to, and re-inforces, politic-
al fnnd legal rfights”.
calling for a multy- s

tem, the memm'andunt1y &a;)tgmf;s&
the abrogation of “existing trade,
union legislations which restrict
only trade unions from furthering
political aims”. The memorandum
called these legislations “discri-
minatory”. It put up a defencé of
women’s right “to participate in so-
cial, economic an Rolitlcal activi-
ties of the country”. Specifically,
the presence of women “should be
effectively felt in all organs of goy-
ernment and mass organisations”.

The memorandum opposed re

?onalism and statism, and argued
or genuine federalism; it deman-

.~ded-anindépéndent judiciary, a

secular state and press freedom. It
‘also called for the localisation of the
“symbolic existence of traditional
rulers”.

On every issue the memorandum
took a clearly democratic and pat-
riotic position. It was the most ex-
haustive and thoughtful memoran-

" dum that the Bureau received.

Moreover, it was presented by the
largest organisation in Nigeria, re;
resenting those who toil to sustain
the nation. Through this memoran-
‘dum and the political mobilisation
and agitation that took place in the
‘course of its preparation, the NLC
re-asserted its right to be auton-:
“omously involved in the politics of
transition. '

« ® To be continued next week.
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THIS series of articles has been

aimed at explaining, and then
defending, the right of the Nigeria
Labour Congress (NLC), the cen-
tral organisation of Nigerian work-
ers, to be involved, as an auton-
omous group, in politics in general
and in the politics of transition in
particular. The nature of this in-
volvement is primarily the concern
of the working class and the politic-
al forces that share the broad aims

of the class and are in alliance with -
it. ‘I'he political torces unaer reier- -

encc constitute what is know, as the
left. Beyond the left, liberal demo-
crats have an ideological obligation
to defend this basic political right of
the working class. The proclama-
tion of the Labour Party on May 20,

1989, at the National Theatre,
Lagos; was auouleT asserton and

demonstration of NLC’s political
right.

The first point that should be
made clear here is that the idea ofa
Workers’ Party in Nigeria was not
created by this regime. This is a
slander being peddled by people
like Tunji Bello. In his article The
Old Politics of Paschal Bafyau
(National Concord, July 19, 1991),
Bello permitted himself to make the
following slanderous statements:
«When a defunct Labour Party was
floated in 1989 during the era of
political associations, it was not
Bafyau’s or any of his labour aris-
tocrats’ idea. It was a government
idea”. This is false. AndIamina

NLC’s i'ight toplay p

position to say so, for I was in-
timately involved in all the stages of
the formation of the party. The idea
was not that of the government. The
campaign for the formation of the
party was not even a response to the
government's invitation to Nige-
rians to form parties. I also affirm
that the campaign for the formation
was not a response to the transition
programme of this regime. Bello’s
slander, whether made indepen-
dently out of ignorance and mis-
chief, or simply made through him,
has to be decisively refuted. Foritis
slander on history.

The idea of a Workers’ Party in
Nigeria is at least 62 years old. In-
deed the first Workers’ Party was
formed in Nigeria more than 50
years ago. The roots of the (1986-
1989) campaign for a Workers’ Par-
ty — a campaign which the NLCata
critical stage — could be located in
the political crisis of the Second Re-
public (1979-1983). Many commit-
ted socialists and labour leaders had
responded to that crisis with the
proposal for the formation of a
broad-based, and revolutionary,
Workers’ Party. The proposal was
taken up, an efforts at im-
plementing it culminated in the
formation of the Labour Party in
May 1989. All that can be said is
that the National Political Debate

(1986) and the transition program-

By Edwin Madunagu

me added a new momentum to the
campaign — in terms of the new
forces it acquired — and helped to
sharpen its strategic focus.

Having said this, we have to go
further to state, categorically, that
the Nigerian radical forces (which
include socialist, labour and
popular-democratic movements as
special detachments) cannot ignore
the political programme of an en-
trenched neo-colonial state (milit-
ary or civil). Given the present ba-
lance of forces, a radical movement
that ignores the political program-
mes of the ruling class is simply not
interested either in the amelioration
of the condition of the masses or in
the question of power. Such a
movement is, at best, not revolu-
tionary. At worst, it is irrelevant as
a political force. The crucial ques-
tion, therefore, is not whether the
NLC or any other group on the left
should respond to this regime’s
programme, but what the character
of this response should be. Whatev-
er the character it has to be active
and political, not passive or absten-
tionist, as some misguided critics
suggest.

One specific response which a
section of the Nigerian left gave to
the present transition programme
was its decision — ‘arrived - at

TR 4
litics(4)
through a long and vigorous debate

— to take part in the electoral con-
test (proposed in the programme)

_as an independent political force.

The NLC later made a similar deci-
sion thereby opting for a form of
exercising its right, a right that is
permanent. We may express the
preceding points differently: The
debate and campaign for a Work-
ers’ Party predated this regime’s
political programme. However, the
decision to use this party to contest
the transition election— in agldition
to its other uses — was the specific
response to the regime’s prog-
ramme.

Having decided long before the
transition programme — which was
announced only in July 1987 — to
struggle for Workers’ power and a
Workers' Party as a means for
attaining it, committed Nigerian
socialists, labour leaders and activ-
ists embarked on a nation-wide
campaign of uniting the political
forces on the left including the
labour movement — not in the ab-
stract, but around the question of
workers’ power and workers’ party.
When the Political Bureau was
established in January, 1986, the
left, including the NLC, correctly
used the platform of the national
debate to intensify and broade;y(he
campaign. A specific result o this

_utilisation was the emergence, in

===(Jalabar in May 1986, of the trade-

union sponsored Directorate for Li-
teracy which thereafter played a .
leading role in the campaign.

The campaign for workers’ power
and a workers’ party was carried
directly to workers, peasants,
women, students, the intelligentsia
and their organisations. The results
of this campaign is an open one: The
NLC, in its memorandum (July 10,
1986) to the Political Bureau advo-
cated socialism for the country, and
the formation of Workers’ Party as
a road to it. Women-In-Nigeria
(WIN) advocated socialism;’ the
Academic Staff Union of Universi-
ties (ASUU) advocated socialism.
Other popular-democratic orga-
nisations entered the same advoca-
cy. Finally, the Bureau, came out
after a 12-month nation-wide de-
bate, with a verdict of socialism.

The verdict of the Political
Bureau opened a new chapter in the
campaign for Workers’ :Party,
Workers’ Power and socialism. The

_efforts of some partisans of the
working class in the settlement of
the crisis that engulfed the labour
movement  (February-December
1988) was aimed at uniting and
strengthening  the  movement
around these questions. The result
of these efforts, and similar ones,
was the emergence of a new labour
leadership under which the NLCre-
affirmed its earlier commitment to
workers’ power and the fo
of a Workers’ Party.

- @ To be continued next week
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workshop on Labour and the Tran. The National Workshop was . /" sense of the word — in one form or
sition Programme said: “The work- atfcmlieddbr);hl;cmesentatlve of tb«; By Edwin Madunagu . the other. Members of the former
shop resolved that Nigerian work- NLC leade »> 1P, representatives o; party Sponsoring organisations and other
ers, in collaboration with other pat-  the 13 Senior Staff Associations, -(I){l;n i{s?:eh;;s alreéé(;rb?;: :;?un:‘; ig:i)ividuali wlfo contributed to the
riotic Nligerians, will play a vVeTy ac-  Iepresentatives of other mass ores Sponsorship is different. from sup-  sponsorship were expected to be-
tive role in the Transition Program. nusations, leftist intellectuals, leftist port in the sense that one can only come members or mere supporters
me and in the Third Republic. In professionals, veteran labour and SUPpOrt an  organisation thar in the ordj sense of the word.
secking to play such an effective yocialistleaders, radicaly, ouths, etc. already exists. Where the formation  The party was to be owned by its
role, the workshop urges the NLC It Was probably the largest and the of an organisation js only being con- members, and by no-one else.
to aciively sponsor the formation of most representatxv.e gz_tthe_nng of templated, and hence does notyet . To summarise: By NLC’s spon-
a Labour Party to prepare and con- thooanave forces in Nigeria since exist one can sponsor it by partici-- sorship of the Labour Party we
test for power in the Third Repub-  the All-Nigeria Socialist Confer- pating actively in its formation. In meant that the NLC would actively
o amhe envisaged Labour Party ence held 1n Zamy o L e here can be one or multi-  contribute in bringing the party into
cannot, and will not, be an off-shoot ~ Other comparable gatherings in the ple sponsors. being by putting its organisational
of the NLC asthlswﬂl be improper last 10 cars will include the In the case of the Labour Party and structural weight behind the
and compromise the independence  Bagauda Kano) conference of De- there were, of Decessity, multiple efforts to put the party on the
of the NLC”. (Calabar, April 4,  cember 1982 and the Marx Centen- sponsors. The labour movement ground, and ensure its take-off.
1989.) ; . ary (Zaria, March 1983). (with the NLC as its leading organi- After the Workshop and the
This declaration not only re- The communique under refer- sational form), the socialist move- meeting of the NLC’s National Ex-
ed workers’ political right, €nce was issued in the SEL O mass organsations and indi- ecutive Committee which unanj-
but also clarified that relationship April 4, 1989, The follqwmg day, viduals were all sponsors of the mously endorsed the Workshops’s
of the proposed Labour Party. The  April S, the National Executive Labour party that was proclaimed decision, two organistions emerged
communique went on to say that Committee (NEC) of NLC re- in Lagos on May 20, 1989, The poli-  as leading sponsors of the Labour
the envisaged Labour Party will  solved, .also in Calabar, to TP ol weights of the various compo- Party. These were the socialist
seek to be rooted in the historical  the decision of the Workshop and €21 Of this array of sponsors were  formation and NI ¢ itself. The cov-
Nioumstances and realities of the. sponsor the formation of a Labour not the same, and could not have ergence, or alliance, of these two
Nigerian nation, and as a result  Party whenever the ban on orga- been the same. But once the Labour forces in the formation of the
should seek to create a National nised s wm fin amed, the category  Labour Party was the only, progros
Dcpzocr_auc Society based on The decision Was a unanimous one “sponsoxship” was expected to die  sive, and indeed practica course
Dationalism, democracy and social  after a meeting lasting several in relation to the life of the party. It  dictated by our own history. It was,
jJustice ... As such, the eavisaged hours. A lot of confusion later was expected to be replaced by moreover, the course supported by
Labot_u Party would have jts mem- 3ttended Hle meaning of the word “sSupport.” the working people.
bership open to all Nigerians who  “sponsor.” The correct meaning The sponsorship of the Labour Never have trade unions spon-
accept its principles and program- must now be defended against slan- Party could not mean ownership. In  sored a workers’ party alone. A
mes. In particular, the LabourParty  ders and distortionists. This dar- iher words, the sponsorship of the Workers’ Party sponsored by trade
should seek to attract its ranks- ification 1s anchored on the differ- Labour Pa.rty could not translate unions alone cannot be a party in
Workers, peasant-farmers, petty- ence betweon SPonsorsiip on one © ot ownership after formation, it the first place. It cag only be
traders, artisans  self-employed, pand and support or “transforma- was banal to think, or act so. After ~ another trads union, at best. The
women, youth and other disadvan-  tion” on the other hand. the formation, the former sponsor- ~ alternative to linking up with the
tag?dty’ Broups in the Nigerian The NLC could not, and e g organisations could continue to  socialist movement-a clearly bet-
society”. i : y

be transformed intoa Labour P MY, i nArv— in the ordinary* rayal course-is to align with various

shades of self-acclaimed social
-democrats, petit-bourgeois oppor-
tunists and probably, the bourgeois
state. The result, in this case, may
be a Party, but definitely not a
Workers or Labour P %

' A tragedy later befel]] the Labour
Party long before it was Pproscribed,
in October 1989. Before that date,
the influence of the socialist forces
had declined considerably. Two
factors accounted for this. First, the
leadership of the NLGC, partly under
the pressure of the “politics of reg-
istration” and partly as a result of

. Opportunism, had mounted a cam-

paign to purge “extremists” and
“radicals” from the party. Second-
ly, the socialist movement had be-
come bitterly factionalised on the
question of how to respond to the
party leaderships campaign against
socialists. The death of I:heag

was hardly mourned by Nigerian

-socialists. "And I doubt jif many

workers felt any loss. - ;
The lesson for the future js clear.

The ideology of the working class,

as a class, is socialism. It is an ideol
gy articulated in the course of the
long battle which the class has been
waging for €mancipation. It is the
only ideology which protects and
advances the interests of the work-
ing class. Furthermore, a socialist
ideology without socialists is simply
ridiculous. Once the working class
is armed with the 1deology of social-
ism and develops correct tactics
under a clear-headed leadership, it
a wide terrain to manoeuvre. In :

particular, it can marnoeuvre suc-
cessfully through what is now going
on in Nigeria.

® To be concluded next week
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M. Forces Ruling Council AFRC)
announced the. dissolution of 13
political parties, including the
Labour Party, which had applied to
the National Electoral Commission
(NEC) for registration . But as I
said in the preceeding instalment of
this series, the Labour Party had
been reduced to a shadow of itself
long before it was proscribed. It had
become a gathering of labour lead-
ers and those who were bent on par-
ticipating as official candidates in
the transition politics by all means
possible. Of course there were, in
the now clearly degenerate gather-
ing, opportunists whose political
ambitions in the party could be real-
ised only to the extent that genuine
socialists were purged from it.

To be fair, one has to recognise
that there were some honest prog-
ressives and democrats in this
atrophied Labour Party. These
were people who had been absent
from organised politics for a long
time or had never been in it. These
people were brought into the
Labour Party and used to legitimise
it. But they were betrayed by the
same people that brought them in.

The “politics of registration”
embarked upon by NLC leadership
ended disastrously. The leadership
has taken over the regime’s cam-

“paign against ‘“‘extremists” and

“radicals” in the belief that this
would earn them official registra-
tion by NEC. Socialists who had
spent years campaigning for the
formation of the party and who had
played a crucial role in ensuring the
success of the Workshop at Calabar

had warned that the politics of reg-
istration would end in disaster. In
the first place, since the regime
wanted only two parties it could not
afford to register a party led by
labour leaders when there were
powerful bourgeois forces — the
real owners of the state — to satisfy.

In the secorid place, there was no
guarantee that radicals” and “ex-
tremists” would not return and
overturn the carefully laid table.
The regime could not afford to take
chances in such a possibility. In the
third place, the regime knew too
well that the Labour Party which
applied for registration had very li-
mited mass base, a base that would
even wither away, with time . What
was the point of registering a party
that could not even sustain a milita-
rised transition programmes, to say
nothing of the envisaged civilian
administration?

When the regime dissolved the
labour leaders’ hope of registration,
and proclaimed the little-to-the-left
and little-to-the-right politics, the
question was again posed on the left
as to how to respond to the new
development. Once again the
socialist movement and the labour
leadership came face to face. Many
socialists were justifiably bitter
against, and distrustful of, the
labour leaders. These socialists
could not eatertain any discussion
involving thost who, in their opin-
ion, had betrayed the working peo-
ple by campaigning against

socialists-their strongest allies and

By Edwin Madunagu

defenders. They therefore kept sev-
erely away from further discussions
with the labour leaders.
A little digression is necessary
here. The Labour Party, as it was
conceived by the Nigerian Socialist
Movement, was not to be a marxist-
leninist party. It was to be a mass
party, popular-democratic, and
with a strong socialist orientation.
The core of the party was, of course,
to be marxist-leninist, not by any
constitutional provision, or by the
party’s structure, but by the politic-
al and moral authority of Nigerian
marxist-leninists. Of course, if
Nigerian marxist-leninists lost this
authority-like their counterparts
did in Eastern Europe-their influ-
ence in the party would decline, and
with this, the orientation of the par-
ty would change. In other words to
say that the core of the Labour Par-
ty was to be marxist-leninist was
merely to set an agenda, not to
guarantee any position or rolq.
The Labour Party, as conceived,
was to take part in what some peo-
ple in the left call bourgeois politics,
that is, electoral competition
against bourgeois forces. But the

role of the party was not to be li-_

mited to bourgeois politics. It was
to look beyond bourgeois politics,
while taking part in it- Hence the
party was to be constructed in sucha
‘way that it could not be dissolved by
a any decree. _

Soon after the April 1989 Work-

NILC’s right to play politics (6)

shop, however, it became clear to
socialists that the labourt leadership
was pursuing an organisational
strategy different from the original
conception. But this new labour
orientation, later known as the poli-
tics of registration, was not a matter
of tactical manouvre to get the party
registered, but a change in strategy.
For obvious reasons-one of which
was that the battle was fought in a
bourgeois terrain and under
bourgeois laws-the labour lead-
ership gained an upper hand in the .
struggle to control the party. There-
after, socialists left the labour lead-
ers to play out their error. And it
ended the way it did.

The question that was posed after
the proscription of the Labour Party
and the proclamation of the SDP
and NRC was whether-with series
of errors, tragedies and betrayals
that had been the lot of the left-it
was possible to find a place within
the transition politics, and more
specifically within any of the two
parties. The question is not whether
one has faith in this regime or its
programme.

As I have repeatedly said in this
column, the word faith has no
meaning in radical politics where
the working people are poised in a
battle against the bourgeosie. The
question is, always, whether there -
are possibilities of insertion and
whether this insertion can be used
to promote the twin objectives of
radical politics, namely, ensuring

the amelioration of the material -

conditions of the masses and simul-
taneously strengthening their poli-
tical organisation for a new stage of
the struggle. If the answer is in the
affirmative, then it is obligatory to
pursue a policy of insertion. But it
must be pursued with the twin
objectives in mind. -

It was clear to me that the oppor-
tunities for radical insertion in the
SDP were available. Neither the
SDP leadership, nor NEC, nor this
regime can prevent the insertion.
AsIhad argued in some gatherings,
if the radical movement was actual-
ly revolutionary and clear-headed,
it would have discovered that it had
greater opportunities in the SDP
than in the Labour Party. If a radic-
al movement cannot wade through
bourgeois contradictions like fish in
water then it has only itself to
blame. But the fact is that the radic-
al movement in Nigeria has largely
removed the question of political
power from its perspectives. And
whenever the question is raised, it
was treated abstractly, that is, not as
a realisable political project.

The leadership of the NLC has

opted to support the SDP. It has the -

right to do so. As I have argued in
this series, neither NEC nor the reg-
ime can remove this right. It was
earned by years of heroic struggle,
first against British colonialism, and
then against its Nigerian bourgeois
successors. Whether the NLC is
playing the correct politics within
the SDP is a different matter en-
tirely.

Concluded
Next week: The case for socialism
re-stated. : Y

|

R s A A I VUG M s o

£



