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Eskor Toyo on Nigeria’s self-rule

By Edwin Madunagu

AST Thursday, in this column, I introduced
Professor Eskor Toyo. He had delivered the
Nigerian Golden Jubilee Independence Lec-
ture, “Project Nigeria: The journey so far”, in
Calabar on Monday, September 20, 2010. In
the present article I intend to appreciate the
59-page paper which both Eskor Toyo and the
Chair of the event, Professor Okon Edet Uya,
said was very important. | agree. My present
exercise is particularly targeted at young
Nigerians, much younger than “indepen-
dent” Nigeria in age and whose ranks consti-
tuted the vast majority of those who listened
to Eskor Toyo in Calabar on that Monday af-
ternoon.
The lecture starts with Prolegomena (page
1). This word is the piural of Prolegomenon
* which s defined generally as a “prefatory re-
mark” and specifically-as in Eskor Toyo's lec-
ture-as “a formal essay or critical discussion
serving to introduce and interpret an ex-
tended work”. In the one-page prolegomena,
Eskor Toyo tells two short stories. In the first
story, based on John Milton’s Sampson Ago-
‘nistes, we see the Biblical Sampson, “the
tower of physical strength”, in captivity. He
had been incarcerated in what is now known
as the Gaza Strip along the Mediterranean
Sea. Sampson had been captured by the
Philistines. In his loneliness the captive re-
flected: “Promise was that I should deliver Is-
rael. But look at that deliverer now and find
himin Gaza...Aliving grave”.
Sampson’s “grave” was thick darkness, with-
outall hope of day” Yet outside the dungeon

the sun was blazing. The subject of Eskor-

Togo's,lecture reminded him of the story of
Biblical Sampson. Reconstructed, the story is
like this: A potentially powerful “delivered”
himself requires “deliverance”. He is not o

in chains, but in a dungeon. He is in thic
darkness, literaltlg'aor metadphoﬁcall , or both.
Butthe iroxtz isthat outside his dar% holeitis
noon, and the sun is blazing.

The second story in Eskor Toyo’s prolegom-
ena is a passage taken from A History of Eu-

rope written by H.A. Fisher . The passage
reads: “The fact of pro%ress is written plain
and largle on the page of history, but progress
is not a law of nature. The ground gained by
one generation may be lost by the next; the
thouﬁhts of men may flow into channels
which lead to disaster and barbarism”. To ap-
preciate this passage further, I refer the
reader to any academic introduction to
Hegel's Philosophy of History. In case you can-
not find any book around, you may visit the
Internet the contemporary College “Bible”.
The prolegomena is followed by the Intro-
duction (page 2) which is justa description of
the structure of the lecture. Even then the
opening statement of this introduction may
be taken as Eskor [oyo’s first thesis: “There is
poetry, but we shall take the path of science.
The listener or reader will notice that we relX
very much on history as an ocean of facts.
(Emphasis mine). I agree completely with
Eskor Toyo's view of history. The facts referred
to are not only facts in the specific sphere of
knowledge called “History”, but fact in all
branches of knowledge. The historical
method is a very powerful and heuristic

method. It is simply a scandal, which can be
associated only with most of the philistinic-

rulers that Nigeria has had since self-rule, that
history, the “Ocean of facts”, desperately
needed by the youths of an enslaved and in-
ternally-colonised country like Nigeria, has
virtually disappeared from the country’s
school curricuﬁ)um.

The main text of Eskor Toyo’s lecture can be

re-organised into six sections; Section 1: Cre-.

ation, Nationality, SelfRule and Visions
(pages 2-10); Section 2: The global environ-
ment (pages 10-15); Section 3: What Nigerian
rulers have done (pages 15-22}; Section 4: Cer-
tain specific questions (pages 23-51); Section
5: The revolutions of our time (pages 51-57);
and Section 6: Conclusion (pages 57-59).

The “specific questions” mentioned in Sec-
tion 4 are the questions included by the or-
ganisers of the lecture in the invitation to
Eskor Toyo. He was requested to answer them
in his lecture. The questions cover the follow-

-

ing seven themes: Social and political trans-
formations; democratic governance and so-
cial justice; economic growth and social
policy; education; culture and identity; citi-
zenship and social inclusion and exclusion;
and Nigeria in the global economy and the
global economy in Nigeria”. The “revolutions”
mentioned in Section 5 of the lecture are four
in number: the scientific revolution; the in-
dustrial revolution; thesocialist revolution;
and the national liberation revolution.

The thrust of Eskor Toyo's lecture is implied
bﬁ the story of Biblical Sampson and the
philosophical reflection made by the histc-
rian, HA. Fisher. This thrust can be put like
this: Although power was not handed at in-
dependence, or more appropriately, at self-

e, to the nationalist forces that actuall

“fought for Nigeria's freedom, and aithou

the immediate post-independence agenda
was not what was fought for, “the whole of
suffering humanity” had risen in unison on
October1,1960,and “cheered a physical giant
that was cted to stride forward power-
fully towards liberation in all ways, holdin
the touch of freedom and progress for all o
African and oppressed nations”. But “from the
summit of ecstatic goodwill, the world’s opin-
ion has slumped into the vale of despair”. For
the vast majority of our peosﬂe it is now mis-
ery and poverty and powerlessness. But for
the perpetrators of our national calamity it is

illions or billions or trillions of naira and
dollars-in Ni %eria and abroad.

My original plan was to proceed with this ap-
preciation systematically, section by section,
summarising each section, identifying what
Iconsider the main theses, and then running
commentaries on them - where necessary. I
had to abandon this project on account of the
need to closely follow the current flood of
calamities now defining the country. Conse-
quently, in what follows, I shall limit myself
to highlighting some of the key ideas, posi-
tions and opinions advanced in the lecture.

Tobegin with, let us try to locate the year1947
in the trajectory of Nigeria’s political history.
It is an important year in the real history of

the struggle to free Nigeria from colonial
bundaége. And itis the Xaar Eskor Toyo, the au-

thor of the lecture under appreciation, made
his entry into the nationalist smuggle. The Na-
tional Council of Nigeria and Cameroon
(NCNC), later re-named the National Council
of Nigerian Citizens, when Cameroon was ex-
cised from Nigeria, was formed in 1944. The
NCNC was the first nationwide nationalist
movement in Nigeria. It had Herbert Macaule
as pioneer National President and Nnamdi
Azikiwe as pioneer National Secretary. The Zik-
ist Moveraent a militant vouth movement, in-
spired by the writings, speeches and other
activities of Nnamdi Azikiwe and Eyo Ita and
Nwafor 2rizu's book, Without Bitterness, was
formed in 1946.

The most important thing to be observed
here, said Eskor Toyo in his lecture, “is that, the
Zikist Movemenit and the NCNC stood for po-
litical and economic independence”. The Trade
Union Congress (TUC) was formed in1943. Two

ears later, in 1945, this militandy anti-colonial

abour union called a general strike. The strike

“was obeyed by workers “with exemplary

unity”, asserts Eskor Toyo. The colonial power
was forced to grant the Richard’s Constitution
in 1946. But this constitution, rather than
grant self-rule as demanded by militant na-
tionalists, merely divided the country into
three administrative regions: North, Westand
East.

The NCNC leadership embarked on a 12-
month country-wide tour between 1946 and
1947 to mobilise colonised Nigerians against
the Richard’s Constitution. Led by Azikiwe,
Michael Imoudu and Oged Macauley, the son
of Herbert Macauley, the mobilisation tour.
started in Lagos, moved to Kano, moved
through the North, down to the East, crossed
the River Niger into the West, and ended in
Lagos where it was welcomed by a mammoth
crowd. The Richard’s Constitution collapsed. It
was in this anti-colonial revolutionary ferment
that Eskor Toyo emerged on thedpoh'tical scene
of Nigeria. Michael Imoudu and Anthony Ena-
horo had emerged a few years earlier.

« To be continued next Thursday.
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By Edwin Madunagu

AST Thursday, I began the appreciation of

the lecture, Project Nigeria: the journey so
far, delivered by Professor Eskor Toyo in Cal-
abaron Monday, September 20,2010, All I did
in that first part was to introduce the 59-page
fecture, having introduced the lecturer the
weekbefore, and try tolocate the year1947in
the trajectory of Nigeria's political history.
We found that the year 1947 stands near the
apex of militantanti-colonial nationalism in
Nigeria. Incidentally, that was also the year
Eskor Toyo, according to an autobiographical
passage in his lecture, made his entry into
Nigeria's radical politics. In this second, and
concluding, part of my brief appreciation I
shall be highlighting only three of the nu-
merous core ideas and theses in the lecture. [
shall come back to the lecture in the near fu-
ture.

Before I continue, a point of clarification is
necessary. As Eskor Toyo himself said in hic
answer to one of the questions a listener
asked him at the end of his lecture, when
someone approvingly cites a statement
made by another perscn, the former is not
approving the entire world-viewor the to-al-
it%/ of the political and ideological positions
of the latter. He or she is merely approving
that particular statement. A holistic ap-
proval, which can be made in certain cir-
cumstances - including revolutionary
engagements - is quite problematic, and
often dangerous, my citations in this appre-
ciation should be taken with this caveat.

We begin with the line which Eskor Toyo
draws between “selfrule” and “indepen-
dence”:We have frequently drawn attention,
in this column, to the difference between of-
fice and power. Eskor Toyo pursues this type
of distinctions more elaborately: “The dis-
tinction between self-government and sov-
ereignty on the one hand and independence,
on the other, is like the sociological distinc-
tion between authority and power. Authority
refers to right; power refers to capacity. In the
same way, self-government and sovereignty

refer to the right to take one's decisions
whereas independence means the capacityto
be really free from the power of others” (page
18).

[)-'ur\h(.-rn'z()1'e, selfrule or legal autonomy,
says Eskor Toyo, “is what can be given by a
master and taken as a grant by a servant. If the
subject wanss indeperdence,itis his business
to use self-rule or autcnomy to get it It cannot
be granted to, or simply taken by, anyone. To
use autonomy or seif-rule to proceed to inde-
pendence, a country needs leaders who value
independence and know what it entails”
(page 18). The implication here is that what
Nigeria's “constitutional leaders” received
from the English monarch on Cctober1,1960
was self-rule, and not independence. This self-
rule was for the country, Nigeria, as a whole,
since self-rule had been granted to the differ-
ent regions, at different times, in the pro-
ceeding two years. Hence what the
perpetrators of our national tragedies were
noisily celebrating on October 1, 2010 with
legal and illeﬁal appropriations-accompanied
by the slaughter and maiming of several in-
nocent citizens - was the 50 year of self-rule,
not independence. °
To further illustrate Eskor Toyo's distinction,
we may recall that Cuba was granted “some-
thing™ in 1904 or thereabouts by America
when the later defeated Spain, Cuba's colonial
ruler, in a war. The Americans and the Cuban
stooges called the “something” independ-
ence, but itwas, in reality, something less than
self-rule. It was on January 1959, that Cuba
actually became independent. It is, however,
possible for a country to move straight from
colonial bondage to independence, by pass-
in]% self-rule. A classical example is Vietnam.
Eskor Toyo is right: “To use autonomy or se'f-
rule to proceed to independence”, or to pro-
ceed directly to independence, by passing
self-rule, “a country needs leaders who value
independence and know what it entails”.

The second theme is colonialism and na-
tionality. After creating, constituting and se-
curing colonjal Nigeris, the British imperial
power carved the colony into 24 provinces:12._

in the North, and 12 in the South. Of this divi-
sion Eskor Toyo says: “It is important to note
that these provinces were not arbitrary but
followed as reasonably as possibie what an-
thropologists found out concerning the po-
litical systems, loyalties, and cultures of the
various peoples they found”. (page 3). Further
down in the lecture, he says: “it is of utmost
importance to mention that in the course of
all these evolutions, under color alism no
section and no public leader renounced be-
lo\nging to the country called Nigeria” (page
4

)

I now refer the reader to the public lecture,
The Future of the Nigerian Federation, Public
Accountability and the Rule of Law delivered
by late Dr. Bafa Usman in Maiduguri on july
15,2004. Usman said: “The British conquered
the polities they met in these parts and de-
stroyed their sovereignties. The sovereignties
which were lost to the British were not recov-
ered by any of the successor entities of these
pre-colonial sovereign pelities, or, by the new
ethnic nationalities which have come to iden-
tify with them... Sovereignty was fought for
and recovered by organisations and move-
ments whose identities and aspirations were
pan-Nigeria and pan-African”.

1f I combine what Eskor Toyo and Bala Usman
are saying in the passages cited above with
my own studies I arrive at the following:
propositions: One: Although British colonia

ower created and constituted Nigeria by
orce of arms, the interral re-structuring of
the country which the cvlonial administra-
tion thereafter carried out was not as arbi-
trary as many “micro-nationalists” now claim.
Two: Although various nationalities, king-
doms, chiefdoms, collapsing empires, city
states, etc, were brought together, by force of
arms, to constitute a colony callerf, Nigeria,
these communities and powers were not as
strange to one another before British occu-
pation as many micro-nationalists in Nigeria
would now claim. Three: The demand of
colonised Nigerians was that this colony
called Nigeria should become free; and the

struggle to free Nigeria was a pan-Nigeria
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struggle. It was not a struggle to free Hausa-Fu
lani, or Yoruba, or Igbo, or Ibibio, or l[jaw, or Ka
nuri, or Efik, or Tiv, etc, but the struggle ot
Nigerian peoi)les for the treedom of Nigeria.

My political conclusion is also straightfor
ward: Every Nigerian is free to take any posi:
tion or make zuyv demands concerning the
future of Nigeria. In particular, any Nigerian,
or any Nigerian group, Can campaign or agi-
tate for any type of geo-political restructuring:
true and fiscal federalisn:, regionalism, or ever.
separaticn. Radical patricts and socialists are
also free to put their programmes and mani
festoes before the nation and fight for them
But whatever any group or indjvidual may de-
mand should proceed from historical facts
and not a falsification of our history. No one
should distort history simply to be able to pro-
ceed in a straight line to his or her current po-
litical preferences.

On the question of Federalism, which is the
third theme I am picking out, Eskor Toyo has
this £ say on Azikiwe’s and Awolowo’s advo-
cacies: Azikiwe: “Nnamdi Azikiwe was the first
to suggest that Nigeria should be a federation
This proposal was made in his pamphlet, The
Political Blueprint of Nigeria. In it he advo-
cated eight states arrived at by a grouping of
the provinces. This was published in 1943.
Whil[:e Tagreed with Azikiwe on federalismas a
future way of organising Nigerians, I did not
agree with his scheme of states. My view was
simply to turn the provinces into states in-
stead of going into a certain grouping of
provinces which would be somehow arbi-
trary”. I agree.

That was Eskor Toyg's view as Azikiwe’s pro-
posal. As for Obafemi Awolowo, Eskor To;}c
says: “After this book, The People’s Republic,
Chief Awolowo got published a bcok entitled
Strateg{ and Tactics of the People’s Republic,
being the constitution of the Peoples Repub-
lic. In this book, he advocated tgat Nigeria
should become a federation in which each eth-
nic groups would be a state. I considered this
an unrealistic advocacy and rejected his
scheme of states and not his federation as an
ideal”. (Page Q&10). I also agree.

e Concluded.
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