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By Edwin Madunagu

AST Thursday, in the first segment of this
series, I introduced the book, Time to re-
laim Nigeria, a collection of 65 essaf/s
authored by Chido Onumabh, a 45-year old
Nigerian. The essays were written over a 10-
year period, 2001- 2011, and presented to the
public in Abuja, Nigerian capital, on Thurs-
day, December 15, 2011. 1 also introduced the
author by means of the historical circum-
stances in which I met him. The segment
ended with my general assessment of the
». 000K, describing it as “lucid and accessible,
appropriate in time, patriotic, radical and
revolutionary”. His ideological and political
platform is unambiguously and uniformly
progressive and democratic. Other people’s
reviews, which I endorsed, praised the book
in terms of clarity, courage, hope, passion,
faith and optimism. We shall, beginning with
this segment, look at the book in more detail.
The first chapter bears the title The trouble
with Nigeria and consists of eight essays:
Why Nigeria is a basket case (June 5,2006);
Nigeria at 48: Rethinking Nigeria (September
30, 2008)’; Rebranding our leaders (April 1,
2009); The trouble with Nigeria (October 1,
20093; A country of low expectations(August
2,2011);, Who is afraid of homosexuals(March
13,2006); Homosexuality and its enemies
(March 21,2006);and In solidarity with a for-
gotten people (October10,2006). From what
I have said so far about the book as a whole,
and about the author, and from the reviews
that have appeared - some of which I quoted
last week - it is possible to guess the author’s
“ positions on each of the eight essays. Your

speculations will even become less difficult if
you are not encountering the author
through his writings for the first time. I shall
therefore focus just on three of the eight es-
says: the essay bearing the title of the chapter
and the two essays on homosexuality.

The author, Chido Onumah, aligns himself
with one of the theses in Chinua Achebe’s
1983 classic, The trouble with Nigeria. In this

= small book, Achebe said: “There is nothing ba-

sically wrong with the Nigerian land or cli-
mate or water or air or anything else. The
Nigerian problem is the unwillingness or in-
ability of its leaders to rise to the responsibil-
it{i to the challenge of personal example
which are the hallmarks of true leadership”.
The trouble with Nigeria is therefore “simply
and squarely a failure of leadership”, Chinua
Achebe saig in 1983, and Chido Onumah
agreed in 2009 and endorses in the book
under appreciation. While accepting Chinua
Achebe’s (and Chido Onumah’s) proposition,
I shall interpret or reduce “leadership” in
Chido Onumah’s essay to the Nigerian state
and the various governments constituted
under it.

With this reading, I can then make the fol-
lowing comments. There is an old saying -
which is sometimes read cynically - to the ef-
fect thata people deserves the government it

ets. We know that this is historically and po-
lgitiCally untrue. And its inbuilt fallacy is not
completely removed if we add the qualifier
“sometimes”, so that the statement be-
comes” “A people sometimes deserves the

overnment it gets”. But it can be trans-
ormed into a strong proposition if it is re-
formulated as a statement of right and
imperative, namely, that a people have the
rightand the duty to change the government
itdoes not deserve. If for some reasons a peo-
ple (temporarily) finds it difficult to change
the government it does not deserve, no
blame can be put on it. But, if, for some rea-
sons, or for no reason at all, a people re-
nounces its right, or duty, or both, then the
blame is squarely on such people.

The debate on homosexuality and same-sex
marriage is still raging in the country. At the
time of writing, the Senate had passed a bill
criminalizing homosexual practices and
same-sex marriages and imposing stiff penal-
ties on those found guilty of committing or
facilitating the acts. The House of Represen-
tatives, the other chamber of the National As-
sembly, is yet to decide on the bill. If it passes
it, then it will be transmitted to the president
for assent. So, there are still two hurdles on
the road of the bill becoming a law. The de-

ry, optimism and rededication (2)

bate is not new as demonstrated by the two
essays which Onumah wrote almost six years
ago -on March 13,2006 (Who is afraid of ho-
mosexuals?) and on March 21,2006 (Homo-
sexuality and its enemies).

Ido not intend to review the current debate
or revisit earlier ones, beyond the observa-
tion that the scientific proof that homosexu-
ality is largely biologically determined has
not been falsified. I limit myself here to pre-
senting some of the pronouncements On-
umah made on this question in the essays
mentioned. In Who is afraid of homosexuals,
Iselect three of these pronouncements: One:
“What is human nature? Human nature is no
more than the agglomeration of social, cul-
tural, historical and economic factors that
shape the lives and attitudes of a particular
group of people. Human nature is not static.
In some societies in Nigeria, many things, in-
cluding cannibalism and killing of twins,
that we thought to be “natural” in time past
are no longer acceptable”. I may also add
that “left-handedness” which was once
taught to be “evil” and had led to the murder
of “left-handed” children is no longer so be-
lieved - or not widely so believed. The reason
is that, like homosexuality, “lefthandedness”
has been dproved to be largely biologically de-
termined.

The second statement is more “provoca-
tive”: “Nigeria was not cobbled together on
the basis of the Bible or Koran. Nigeria is a
secular state, or so the Constitution says. It is
worrisome when the government abandons
its responsibility to citizens and becomes the

~handmaiden of religion. The civilized world
has moved away from the period in history
when religious laws and doctrines formed
the basis of social interaction between citi-
zensinastate”. The third statement is a state-
ment of humanism and constitutionality.
“Gays and lesbians (that is, male and female
homosexuals respectively) are not harming
anybody. They are not aliens from some dis-
tant planet. They are our fathers, mothers,
sisters, brothers, uncles, aunts, in-laws,
friends, neighbours, etc. They deserve to be
accorded all rights guaranteed to every

<

TR S

Nigerian is our constitution”.

Onumah’s second essay on homosexuality is
aresponse to public reactions to the first. Like
I did in regard to the first, I shall select some
statements from the second essay, Homosexu-
ality and its enemies, and offer some com-
ments. First statement: “From the onset, let
me say I am not gay - not that I need to justify
this to homophobes out there. I am statin
this to help change the tone of this debate, an

erhaps, shift the focus.” Second statement:

‘We are told that homosexuality is a ‘White-
man’s problem’; that it is foreign, or for those
who prefer fancy term, ‘un-African’... We deny
the fact that homosexuality and homosexuals
have been with us from time immemorial.”

The thirdstatement is a rhetorical challenge:

“How many Nigerians out there who went to
an ‘all-girls’ or ‘all-boys’ school can come out
and say boldly that they didn’t hear of homo-
sexual encounters in their school?” Speakin
for myself, I would say that I briefly attende
an “all-boys” secondary school where I was a
boarder but would now not be able to enter
the denial which Onumah challenges us to do.
Icanalso notenteradenial in regard to my ex-
perience later in the university. And like On-
umah, I am not gay. By the way, I was in
secondary school in the f%lrst half of the 1960s
and in university in the second half. Soam
talking of between 40 and 50 years ago. You
can therefore see how old the phenomenon is
in Nigeria.

Onumah’s fourth and last statement in my
selection relates to the fundamental right of
the people to say Noto bad laws: “Of course, it
is the duty of governments to make laws. But
when governments make stupid laws, people
have a responsibility to oppose such laws”. The
“anti-gay movement” is ighting to have the
“anti-gay” bill become law and people like On-
umah are opposing them with scientific, his-
torical and humanist, and even constitutional,
arguments. But, if, in spite of the latter’s ef-
forts the bill becomes law; its o ponents will
continue their opposition by al]p means neces-
sary and possible. The right and duty to op-
pose bad laws have no “statute of limitation”.
«To be continued next Thursda V.
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By Edwin Madunagu

IN praise of dictatorship, the second chapter of
Chido Onumah's book, How to reclaim Nige-
ria, consists of 11 essays: Understanding Fani-Kay-
ode (January 19, 2006); 2007: Obasanjo vs OBJ

(March 28,2006); Why Obasanjo wants a third-

term (March 7, 2006); OB fiddles while Nigeria
burns (February 27, 2006); Third term agenda:
Matters arising (!) (May 1,2006); Third term

agenda: Matters arising (2)(May 8, 2006); Third’

term agenda: Matters arising {3) (May 24,2006);
Babangida: Settiz(]{g the record straight (April 3,
2006); Atiku is riding a tiger(April 17, 2006); An
Ungodlyact(April 24,2006 );and In praise of dic:
. tatorshj] S}lune 10, 2006). The last essay shares
title with the Chapter. :

A number of preliminary observations can be
made about this chapter. First, all the 11 essays.
weére written in 2006 - in fact, in the first half of
2006. Second, the chapter essentially deals with
two issues, namely: the. abortive attempt made
by General Olusegun Obasanjo, president for

_two terms, 1999-2007, to engineer the amend-
ment of the Constitution to allow him run fora
third term; and the attempts made to “rehabili-
tate” former military president, General Ibrahim
Babangida, as part of the preparation for his
planned participation,” as a candidate, in the

2007 presidential election. We shall quickly dis-*

pose of the first subject - in just one statement =

and then proceed to the second which is:my

rmain interest here, but not necessarily that of
* theauthor;» = 7+ Sl

‘Obasanjo’s. “ third term” agenda, according to
myTeading of the author’s narrative, was de-
feated by an unstructured coalition of political
forces that had nothing in common except that
they were all Nigerianand wished, for di ferent
reasons - ranging from patriotism and demo-
cratic spirit to selt-interest and opportunism-to
see Obasanjo leave office on May 29,2007.1agree.

We may now focus ori the author’saccount and
critique of Babangida’s attempted rehabilita-
tion. His essays on this issue and the Preface to
the book by Biko Agozino reminded me of two
particular books I erished in my political self-

~ History, opti

inion

SR

education in late 1970s and early 1980s: The
Marxist by C. Wright Mills and Armnies and Poli-
tics by Jack Woddis. Mills, a brilliant and promi-
nent leftofliberal American sociologist, died
rather young-before 50 -but not before the pub-
lication of his.two or three sociological classics.
The Marxists was, however, published posthu-
mously, in1962. The book, which Istill have with
me, is a historical and political study - critical
study - of Marxism and Marxists by a non-Marx-
ist who was however, not anti-Marxist. The sec-
tion of the 450-page book that I particularly
recall here is Chapter Five which is just nine

- pageslong. The chapter is titled Rules for critics.

In the Rules for critics, C. Wright Mills set out

“rules which would guide his workand which he

recommended for other critics. Among other
things he said: “l am not going to argue over def-
initions as such, especially definitions of emotive
terms, but will break them up into distinct and
empirically answerable questions, using neutral
terms having clear and unambiguous mean-
ings”. ‘And yet another rule: “Un erstand and
use consistently the principle of historical speci-
ficity” Semphasis mine). Mills recalled that Marx
himself practised this second rule and I recall
that Lenin explicitly admonished Rosa Luxem-

bourgtoadhere tothe rulein his debate with her |
- on the national question. S T
- By “historical specificity” Lenin meant; in short, - -

the consideration of a question within a definite
historical period -and definite. geopolitical

“boundaries. To these two rules, which endorse,
Ishall be adding my own rule: Do not re-write

history, by which I mean that critics should not,

_consciously or unconsciously, explicitly or im-

licitly, alter facts of history or omit important
acts of history-even whenitis convenient todo
: : )

s0. :

Jack Woddis was the Head of the International
Department of the British Communist Party. In
addition to Armies and Politics which was pub-
lished in 1977, Jack Woddis wrote Africa: the way
ahead, Introduction to neo-colonialismand New

theories of revolution. The segment of Armies
and Politics which interests me here is the first :
two sentences of Chapter 12 which.is titled An

mism and

+-say their (t

-his remar

army won and lost: “On September 11,1973, the
Chilean army overthrew a democratic govern-
ment and established a fascist type tyranny. On
April 25,1974, the l’ortuguese army overthrewa
fascist government an:

the establishment of a democratic system”. The

two sentences which embody a historical con-*

trast warn us to be dialectical inour political
analysis and criticism. A

We may now return to Chapter 2 of Chido On-
umah'’s Time to reclaim Nigeriaand s ecifically
to the essay In praise of dictatorship(pages 77 -
80). Here the author recalls a story carried b
one of our national newspapers in the last weeK
of May 2006. The story was titled “Belgore de-
fends military rule”. Justice Belgore who was
thenthe Chig Justice of Nigeria was reported to
have “defended” military rule ina speech he de-
livered at the launch of a book in honour of his
predecessor, Justice Uwais. The former military
President, General Ibrahim Babangida, chaired
theevent. - aeie b

Justice Belﬁore was reported to have said:“They

atis, the military? coming to power

was illegal.” Were they really dictators? They
came to cure a malady in the national develoj
ment; malady of ineptitude, corruption, anddi-

visive tendencies and so many other things”. -

According to the report, when; in the course of

gore responded: “Our chairman called himself

“amilitary dictator. Well, every military regime

must have some dictatorial tendencies because
that is the only way it can be successful”. =
Chido Onumah’s reaction to this report, as ex-

pected, was sharp and condemnatory. His .
words: “I don’t know which country Justice Bel-:

gore was referring to, but there is nothing ‘suc-

cessful”.about the role of the military in the -

Nigeria I know, From the intrigues of the mili-
tary brass that led to an internecine civil war
(1967-1970); to the corruption and waste that at-
tended the Gowon regime (19661975); to the
anti-people regime of General Obasanjo (1976-
1979); to the high-handedness of the BuL‘arilldi-
agbon regime (19831985); to the destruction of

ededication (3

“ of Sani Abacha and Abdulsalami Abubakar (1993~
opened up the way to

_Generals Ironsi and Murtala Mohammed weére in

General Babangida referred to him- . :
self as a “former military ictator’f,l]usticc Bel-

~Ironsi regime or the pre-Civil War Gowon regime,

“the economy and the social fabric of the country i
under IBB (1985-1993); to the murderous regimes

1999), Nigerians have had to endure the inglori-
ous actions of people whose calling is to defend
 the country and the constitution™. ; :

Many Nigerians, incliding myself, would share
the anger of the author of Time to reclaim N igeria.
Many Nigerians, including m self, would agree
.that “if one wanted to know wa former military
dictators would have the nerve to.assault the na-
tional gsyche perpetually he or she should look
no further than the comments of Justice Belgore”,
and that Justice Belgore’s comments could not'=:
ﬁromote democracy - to say the very least..But

aving endorsed this patriotic indignation, we
have to point out its shortcomings. . -

There are two vital omissions in the list of Nige-
ria’s military dictatorships: the regime of General
J:T.U. Aguiyi-lronsi (January16,1966-July 28,1966),
and the regime of General Murtala Mohammed
(July29,1975- February 13,1976). The Ironsiregime
was the first military dictatorship in the country.
The military dictatorship of MurtalaMohammed
succeeded the Gowon regime and was in turn,
succeeded by the Obasanjo regime. But although

power for relatively short periods ?incidentally,‘«
each for about six months and a half), each of the’
regimes was, to put it midly, as “eventful” as any-r
‘of the military regimes listed by Onumah -except
possibly thatof Gowon. The phrase, “intrigues of
the military brass that led to an internecine war”
is too vaguie to be taken as a description of the

My questions are: Were Ironsi and Mohammed
regimes omitted in error? Were they om itted be-
cause the author considered them exceptions?

‘Were they omitted because itwould be politically
incorrectto include them? Were they omitted be- |
cause it would be ideologically embarrassing to g

- iniclude them, or one of them? Were they omitted

because they were considered irrelevant;incon- .
sequential or outside the scope of the author’s -
analysis? We are led back to the three rules for crit-
“icswhich learlierlisted. -7+ i :
‘o To be continued next Thursday.




By Edwin Madunagu

AST Thursday, at the end of the third segment
f this appreciation of Chido Onumah’s Time
to reclaim Nigeria, 1 realized that should I con-

tinue with my original plan of a%]froach, thatis,
dendupwith . -

chapter-by-chapter exercise,Iwo
about seven more segments. As this would be un-
acceptable, I decided to approach the remainin,

appreciation themalical}y Butthe newplanstill

gave me about the same number of segments. To -

solve mydilemma, I decided to stick to thematic
appreciation, but to pick only four themes:
Democracy and military governance, “June 12”;
Political economy of corruption; and Time to re-
claim Nigeria. In this fourth segmentI shall look
at the first two themes. The fifth and final seg-
ment, next Thursday, will be devoted to the last

- two themes. But this isa book towhich I'will con-

tinue to make reference for along time.

Democracy and military governance: Here I refer
the reader to two of Onumah’s essays: In praise
of dictatorship (Pages 77-80; July 10, 2006); and
Will Rawlings be Africa’s Pinochet?(Pages 182-184;
August 9, 2001). 1 lived through all the military
regimes we have had so far in post-independence
Nigeria; and I closely watched the early months
of the regime produced by the December 31,1981
military coup in Ghana. Iwas19-advancing to 20-
when the first military coup took place in Nigeria
onganuary 15,1966. Twas then a junior teacher
and resident assistant boarding house masterin
my alma mater, Obokun High School, llesha, in
present Osun State. 1 remember that when the
coup was announced I abandoned my boys and
hit the streets with other citizens-jubilating and
ransacking government offices in the city.

Iwas still atleshawhen the coup o‘f:gxulyzg, 1966
took place and can still remember the resulting
despondency and apprehension. I was, however,
to learn later that the coup was greeted with ju-
bilation in some parts of the country. By the time
the Civil War broke outa year later 1 was already
atlbadan.

I can remember that the military coup of July
29,1975, which produced the regime headed by

General Murtala Mohammed, was popularly re-
ceived across the country except in the areas

‘where Mohammeéd, as field commander, oper-

ated during the war. The abortive coup of Febru-
ary 13, 1976 which claimed the life of General
Mohammed was largely unpopular across the
country except, again, in the areas where Mo-
hammed commanded Nigerian troops during
the war. The coup of December 30, 1983 which
terminated the “democratic and constitutional
government of President Shehu Shagari” and
produced Generals Buhari and Idiagbon, was
generally well received.among the masses and
segments of the constitutional opposition. There
was mass indifference to the coup of August 27,
1985 which produced the military president, Gen-
eral Ibrahim Babangida; but there was jubilation
in the community of politicians and media insti-
tutions, whose experiences under Buhari and Idi-
agbon were, to put it mildly, harsh.

There was mass indifference to the alleged at-
tempted coup of December 1985. The Gideon
Orka-led attempted coup of Sunday, April 22,1990
was popularlyreceived in some parts of the coun-
try and segments of the population. The coup of
November 1993 that grought General Sani
Abacha to power was generally unpopular except
possibly in the circles of small groups of politi-
cians who had hoped that the general would ac-
tualize the result of June 12, 1993 g)residential
election which gave victory to Moshood Abiola.
The alleged attempted coups of 1995 and 1997
were greeted with mass disbelief and cynicism.
The change of government resulting from the
suddendeath og SaniAbachain June1998 and the
accession to power of General Abdulsalami
Abubakar was received with relief across the
country.

To complete this narrative I shall briefly elabo-
rate on t?le “foreign coup” which I earlier men-
tioned. I was in Accra, Ghana, a couple of days
after the December 311981 military coup d’tatthat
removed the government of President Liman
and installed the military regime of Air Flight-
Lieutenant Jerry Rawlings. I testify that from what
Isawand heard and read, the coup was very pop-
ular with the Ghanaian masses. | spent several

days in Ghana talking to several people across
classand social boundaries. InpartjcuElr, Ispoke
individually and collectively with several mem-
bers of the ruling Provisional National Defence
Council (PNDC).

Iwas deeply impressed by the discussionsThad

with Flight-Lieutenant Jerry Rawlings, Captain
Kodjo Tsikata, Sergeant Akata-Pote and Chris
Atim. Tsikata was the regime’s security chief,
Akata Pore was one of its ideologues and Chris
Atim was the student leader representing the
militant youths. I remember Sergeant Akata
Pore telling me that their uprising should be
compared to the French Revolution rather than
the Russian Bolshevik Revolution. In response I
told him that though I considered what had
happened to be profoundly revolutionary, I

would not compare the event either with the-

French Revolution or the Russian Revolution.
Onmyreturn to NigeriaItookon a self-assigned
task of mobilising Ghanaian “exiles” here to re-
turn to Ghana to take up appointments in

schools, government degartments and agen-

cies. Jwas on my way to Ghana on my third trip
when I'was arrested at the airport. Gani Fawe-
hinmi’s threats led to my quiet release.

I have gone through these two narratives - one
from Nigerian history, the other from Ghanaian
history - in order to bring out the following
propositions: One: That some military coups in
Nigeria and the one of December 31, 1981 in
Ghanawere actually popularlyreceivedin all, or
in substantial, segments of the country and, in
particular, by many patriots, progressives, radi-
cals and leftists. Two:That the initial jubilation
andenthusiasm engendered byvirtuallﬁllall the
popularly received military coups quickly died
down, with some turning to disappointment,
disillusionment and anger, on account of the
policiesand actions of the regimes. Three: That
itis the duty of political historians, analysts, crit-
ics and commentators to explain generallyand,
then, case by case, the reasons for the initial ju-
bilation and subsequent disillusionment.

Last Thursday; in the third segment, I recalled
two facts of history brought out by Jack Woddis
inhis book, Armies and Politics:*On September

reaed Eﬁ: a

11,1973, the Chilean army overthrew a democratic
government and established a fascist-type tyranny. ..
On April 25,1974, the Portuguese army overthrew

"~ afascist governmentand opened up the waytothe

establishment of a democratic system”. My fourth
proposition is that Jack Woddis’ statement is not
only factually true but also indicates two actual
historical trends.

June 12,1993 presidential election and the annul-
mentofitsresult:Here, I refer readers to two of On-
umah’s essays: June12:15 years after (pages 99-102;
June 12,2008); and On June 12 we stand (pages 103
-106; June 12, 2009). Iread the two essays very
closely to be able to put my finger on the author’s
understanding and interpretation of the import
of “June 12”. I can pick the following propositions
(in his own words): “June12 election was adjudged
‘free and fair’ for the simple reason that within the
limitations placed by the military regime of Gen-
eral Babangida, Nigerians played by the rules.
Compare that with what happened in 1999, 2003,
and more recently, April 2007”; “One could rightly
saythatJune12 wasawatershed in the nation’s his-
tory.Itwas truly Nigeria’s best opportunity at dem-
ocratic reconstruction. It failed because of the
inordinate ambition of a few individuals”.

Furthermore: “On June 12, Nigerians of all walks of
life made a fundamental political statement. On
that day, the country’s impoverished and forgot-
ten masses were able to overcome the bogey of
ethnicity and religious divisions by the ruling
class,and showed these are weaponsin the hands
of this inglorious class to. maintain its strangle-
hold on the country”; “No national honour would
be too much for a man who won an election and
was murdered for attempting to claim his man-
date. Helosthis business empire,and hiswife was

_ assassinated in the process”. To these five proposi-
tions - which can be interrogated and expanded

but which I endorse, in the main -1 add my own
proposition, namely, that the specific weight of
radical and leftist forces in “Abiola’s electoral en-
tourage” was large enough to frighten segments
of Nigeria’s power blocs and the “international
community”. This fear tilted the “secret debate” is
in favour of annulment.
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History, optimism and rededication

By’Edwin Madunagu

ISHALLbeginthis fifthand concluding segment
of my appreciation of Chido Onumah’s 7ime
to reclaim Nigeriawith a number of stories told
or recalled by the author in Chapter 4 (Corrup-
tion Incorporated) and Chapter 8 (Time to re-
claim Nigeria). This will be followed by
propositions made by the author in these chap-
ters. There will then be general comments and
conclusions.

First Story: A couple of years ago, an Inspector
General of Police (IGP) was found guilty of em-
bezzling about N20 billion belonging to the se-
curity and law enforcement agency that he
headed. N20 billion is, by the way, a billion naira
in 20 places; a billion naira is a million naira in
1000 places; and a million naira is one thousand
naira in 1000 places. So N20 billion is written as
N20j000,000,000 or 2 followed by 10 zeros. On-
umah wonders “what kind of system put an In-
spector General of Police'in a position to steal so
miich money” (pages 148 - 149). That is the fun-
damental question: What kind of socioeconomic
andl political system makes this level of corrup-
don possible?, or How does this kind of political
economymake this level of corruption possible?

Second story: Not too long after the story re-

orted above, another Inspector General of Po-
ice (IGP) “allegedly admitted that he lodged N557
million arms and ammunition funds meant for
the Nigeria police into his personal accounts with
twodiiferent banks for four months”. The money
came from a state governor for the purpose of
procuringarms and ammunition “to strengthen
security in his state”. The banked monies natu-
rally yielded interests which at the time the ac-
counts were closed amounted to N6.5 million. So,
where did the interests go? They were used for
“ogeraﬁonal expenses by the police”. End of story.

Third Story: Within the same period, some po-
lice officers were “cau%'ht" with N21 million cash
which they claimed belong to their boss, the
same Inspector General of Police. Onumah,
again, asks a question he had asked before: “Each
time [ read these mind-boggling accounts of how
our patrimony is siphoned by incurably corrupt

public officers and their collaborators, the same
question keeps coming to mymind: what kind of
system makes it possible for this level of graft and
corruption to thrive in Nigeria?” (page 150).

Fourth Story: (This is taken from the author’s
essay, Nigeria: Corruption Incal?ora ted, May 3,
2008). “Today, we watch the pitiable sight of an in-
ternationally acclaimed professor of medicine
being paraded in court for embezzling N300 mil-
lion' unspent allocation belonging to the min-
istry of health in a country where the health
system is - comatose; a country with one of the
highest maternal mortality rates in the world”
(paﬁe 150).

Fifth Story: A few years ago, a piece of land be-
longing toa government agen?l andvalued at N8
billion then, was sold by the Federal Government
to awealthy businessman for less than Nibillion.
When a new government came into office, it
bought back the same piece of land for N17.5 bil-
lion to build a “world class conference centre”
(page 244). “All those involved in the transac-
tion”, the story ended, “benefited handsomely
from the deal”. Onumah’s comment: “In a sane
society, this scandal is enough to bring down the
government. But this is Nigeria”.

Sixth Story: Towards the end of last year, a fed-
eral minister “dashed” a group of journalists the
sum of N500,000. But the journalist who re-

ceived the money on behalf of his colleagues re-.

ported only N400,000. When these other
journalists suspected foul play, the receiver
claimed the giver had asked him to keep the bal-
ance of N100,000 for himself. Not satisfied, the
group set up a three-member committee to in-
vestigate the matter. The committee found that
their colleague fraudulently kept the N100,000.
He was reprimanded and asked to refund the
money, and he did. The group then decided that
in future only an executive member could receive
“donations”on their behalf and even in that case
no deductions could be made “up front”without
the permission of the group. The case was then
rested (page 248).

Seventh Story: “Late last month (October 2011),
the governor of the Central Bank of Nigeria (CBN)
rolled out figures about the parlous state of the

education sector in Nigeria. Spea king at an
event in Kaduna to mark the mllll birthday of a
former Vice - Chancellor of the University of
Benin, he noted that ‘although there are no com-
plete data on the number of Nigerian students
abroad, recent data have shown that there were
about71,000 Nigerian students in Ghana paying
about N155 billion annually as tuition fees as
against the annual budget of Ni121 billion for all
federal universities”. This last story can only be
linked to corruption indirectly. But it hasa lot to
do with Nigerian rulers’ bankruptcy, philistin-
ismand utter lack of patriotism, even self-pride.

In spite of this politically and ideologically
heuristic documentation, the author ended the
chapter on corruption without answering the
question he had posed several times: What type
of political economy and what system of gover-
nance nourish this level of corruption - beyond
just making it possible? That is one significant
omission [ found in this powerful handbook of
the rising yourhs of Nigeria.

Onumal’s last essay is titled: Time to reclaim
Nigeria: What is to be done? Published on No-
vember16,2011 itis also chronologically the last.
Init the author suggests what the Nigerian peo-
ple should do-and why they should doit-to re-
claim their country. Thave split the proposition
into three parts. One:The first task will be to “ag-
gregate the discontent of the suffering masses
of Nigeria: The ones who die when a bomb ex-

lodes inamarket square; those who subsist on

ess than one dollar a day; those who die from
preventable diseases. We all must learn to over-
come our differences and confront our com-
mon enemies. Hunger, poverty, and diseases
trans;gend ethnic origins or religious affilia-
tions”. :

The second part of What is to be done reads:
“N?erians should prepare themselvés mentally
and psychologically to occupy every public
space, from the local government to the na-
tional level, as well as our embassies in Wash-
ington, Ottawa, Paris, London, and other major
cities around the world when the time comes”.
The third part is ideological:” Governments are
supposed to serve the people. But when they re-

nege on thattask, the people have a responsibility
to assert their citizenship rights. We have seen it
happen before our very eyes in North Africa and
the Middle East”.

I'endorse these broad statements, but would like
to conclude with the following comments. In the
rules for critics (which were suggested last Thurs-
day), I opted not to quarrel over words and names
if Fhave no quarrel with their contextual mean-
inﬁs. It is for this reason that I refrain from quar-
relling with the concept of reclaiming Nigeria. To
reclaim, as I understand it, is to take back. [ am
aware that this ideological slogan, together with
Occupy Nigeria, is now popular with radical patri-
ots,democrats and human rights activists in Nige-
ria. ButIdoubtif the Nigerian masses had, at any
time since Nigeria was created in 1914 and espe-
cially since independence in 1960, ownedNigeria.

Having said this, I associate m{self with the twin
slogans for the reasons stated above and because I
support their physical political expressions -
protests, marches and occupations. Their power-
as well as their limitations-have been strongly
demonstrated in the “Arab Spring” and nowin our
country. What is now happening in each of the
Arab-majority countries concerned - Egypt in par-
ticular - can either be taken as demonstration of
the theory of permanent revolution or the power
- and - limitation of “reclamation” and “occupa-
tion”, or both. However, I shall continue to under-
stand reclaim as liberate. -

Many of my comrades and compatriots, includ-
ing the author of Time to reclaim Nigeria, were
quite enthused by the essentially anti-capitalist
mass movement which swept America in the sec-
ond half of 2011. These comrades and compatriots
had earlier reacted enthusiastically to the Arab
Spring, but the “democratic” and non-violent char-
acter of Occupy Movernent makes the American
model more “appealing”. Itis however, imperative
tofind outto w%at extenteach “model” was delib-
erately chosen by the people concerned and to
what extent it was dictated ﬁcircumstances. Itis
also imperative to enquire if the model that played
outin each case wasa consensus or the case of the
temporarily dominant tendency imposing itself.
« Concluded.




