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tion that came to my mind was the collection
of hislectures and seminar papers titled History,
Historians and the Nation.

In the series of articles, which ended last Thurs-
day, I proposed a popular-democratic restruc-
turing of Nigeria’s system of governance and
political economy. The main features of the pro-
posed structure are collective presidency with ro-
tational headship at the federal level; regional
integmtionagmssroots development with popular
control and participation; and genuine anti-
povertly and employment programmes through the
redeployment of the nation’s resources to the
masses.

This column has consistently argued the im-
possibility of ethnic separation in Nigeria -
peacefully or through war. But this isnotan ar-
gumentagainst the existence and reality of eth-
nic marginalisation in the country. The holistic
popular-democratic restructuring [ have pro-
posed is aimed, in part, at addressing and re-
dressing this marginalisation. To see, prima
facie, how far my restructuring proposal can ad-
vance my objective, I comlu(tudJ a quick re-
search on the number and distribution of
Nigeria's ethnic groups. I consulted old and
new sources. One of the newest listings came
from the late Chief Anthony Enahoro and the
Movement for National Reformation (MNR),
which he led. This listing appears to have been
adopted by the pro-National Conference
(PRONACO), which in 2006, produced a draft
constitution for the country. The shortest list I
saw in my brief research has 42 ethnic
groups while the longest has about 200. The
Enahoro - MNR - PRONACO list, one of the
longest, has less than 200.

Now, why did I go through this exercise? 1 had,
inmy popular-democratic restructuring, pro-

osed the recognition (and empowerment) of

ocal government areas and their council

wards as centres of grassroots development
and popular-democratic practice. In tgis set-
ting I believe that ethnic and geopoliﬁcal mar-
ginalisation will begin to decline provided:
governments at various levels are not con-
trolled, or at least not dominated, by predators;
and provided: a real war on corruption and state
robbery is engaged. .

Toassess my claim objectively, you should not
confuse concepts like “regional integration”
and “local autonomy” with. “ethnic separa-

By Edwin Madunagu

"HOSE, like me, that are not experts or authori-
ties in any field of knowledge but are com-
pelled by the nature of their commitments and
daily engagements to “dabble” into virtually all
subjects, usually “cultivate” - or, rather, may con-
sider “cultivating” - teachers in critical areas of
their needs. The learners will, of course, not al-
ways announce their “cultivated” teachers or let
the fact of their being “cultivated” be known to
the teachers. Rather, the learners follow their
teachers through available mediums other than
the classroom. Furthermore, the teachers culti-
vated in any field need not be -in fact, should not
be - the only tgachers in that field; the important
thing is that the “cultivated” teachers are fol-
lowed as closely as a diligent student follows his
or her teachers in classroom settings.

But, then: Justas a learner in classroom setting
can disagree with his or her teacher, astudent in
the type of “distance - learning” we are talking
about can disagree with his or her “cultivated
teacher. The only difference is that in the latter
situation the learner is freer since the teacher, in
most cases, is unaware of the relationship into
which he or she has been “cultivated”, and there
is absolutely no sanction for such disagree-
ments. In the academic discipline called History
my cultivated teachers include Professor Obaro
Ikime, a frontline academic, an activist publicin-
tellectual and an ordained clergy in the Anglican
Church. I am happy that Ikime survived the crit-
ical health condition he passed throuﬁh acouple
of years ago - just as he survived his shocking in-
carceration in 1990 by the military regime. [am
also happy he survived his premature retirement
from Ibadan shortly after regaining his freedom.

Obaro Ikime's main areas of interest-or rather,
the areas I have found most useful -are ethnic re-
lationships and Niger Delta history. Whenever
he applies the knowledge he hasacquired in his
studies in these areas to a contemporary na-
tional issue and takesa public position Ikime be-
comes truly controversial. It is this attribute, as
hmuch as his intellect, that led me to cultivate

im. (

This essay is however not about Ikime or the
process of “cultivating” him, /but about his
ideas. Irecalled some of them when I started the
current review of my series of essays on popular-
democratic restructuring. The particular publica-

tion”. My research convinced me, once again,
that the Nigerian population is so ethnically
integrated that almost all local government
areas in the countryare mixed in population.
Therefore? There simply has to be ethnic co-
habitation - however far the geopolitical re-
structuring goes. Ethnic co-existence must
therefore be held as a fundamental principle
of nationalexistence and development.

It was at this point that Obaro Ikime “spoke”
to me through his book, History, the historian
and the nation: the Voice (f[a Nigerian historian,
a collection of 15 of his lectures and papers,
first published in 2006. The particular paper
to which 1 make reference Eere appears as
Chapter 13 of the book. It is titled Inter-ethnic
harmony and the development of Delta State. It
was presented ata “Retreat of Political Office
holders and Permanent Secretaries” in Delta
State government held in Warri from May 31
to June 2, 2000", Ikime was invited by the
state government to deliver the paper.

WhileIshall be selective in presenting some
key propositions contained in the paper - dic-
tated by my immediate need - I commend
the entire paper, indeed the whole book, to
the reader. I shall, before long, attempt a
more systematic appreciation of this book.
In the inter-ethnic harmony and the develop-
ment of Delta State, Ikime said: “l am an Isoko
man - and proud to be so, though both in
Nigeria and in Delta State, I belong to a mi-
nority group. I did not make myself an Isoko
man. God did. We all need to remember this
truth as we relate one to another”. I would
add: Ikime also did not decide who would be
his neighbour.Ikime’s declaration appears in
the subsection titled Inter-ethnic disharmonies
in Delta State.

Ethnic conflicts, disharmonies and tensions,
were, of course, not caused by particular gov-
ernments in office but various governments
have worsened and exploited them in vari-
ous ways, or insensitive]fy ignored them. Eth-
nic tensions and conflicts “vitiate meaningful
development” and “they arise usually, though
not always, when a peoples sense of justice is out-
raged” é(r}«;mphatsis Tkime’s). Ikime goes on to
tell us that whatever else he says “with regard
to the subject of ethnic disharmony, this as-
pectof the peoples’ sense of justice bein'g out-
raged is the core of my submission”. He

copiously elaborates and illustrates this proposi-
tion.
All ethnic %roué)s - big and small, developed and
oped,

under-deve advantaged and disadvantaged
- “are a product of history’, submits Ikime. “His-
torical events have created all the basic human
groupings - countries, religions, classes - and all
the lo al%ies that attach to these. Itis the events
recorded in history that have generated all
the emotions, the values, the ideals, that make life
meaningful, that have given men (and women)
somethin§ to live for, struEgle over, die for”. (This
is a quote from sources, which were not named in
the version of the paper I possess). Ikime’s “atti-
tude to inter-ethnic and inter-group tensions and
conflicts is determined by knowledge that in inter-
group relations, we are not dealing with saints and
sinners, but with sinners all!” Again, the author
goes on to elaborate.

Obaro Ikime offers this fundamental proposition:
“Quite a bit of the inter-ethnic tensions of today
have their roots in History. Our peoples need to
know that history. It is not that knowledge of that
history would remove the tensions and conflicts. It
is, rager, that both people and government can
more meaningfully seek accommodation when
they have knowledge that some of their present
problems are the unintended results of History,
not the criminal machinations of their neigh-
bours, it is often easier to elicit a greater willing-
ness to seek justice and accommodation
withoutloss of face”. And further down: “Empires
rise and fall. Those advantaged by today’s political
arrangements could lose that advantage when
those political arrangements change. A constant
reference to the day when circumstances favoured
one group over another cannot, and does not,
solve the problems of today. If anything, such con-
stant reference intensifies that problems.”

What is in a name?, asks lkime. Quite a lot, he ar-

les: “The names we give to political groupings
ike local governments can be problematic and
conducive to strife and so inimical to develop-
ment”. The location of the headquarters of geopo-
litical entities can cause the same problem. While
not opposing the continuing existence of the tra-
ditional institution, Ikime strongly argues that the
role and authority of traditional rulers in gover-
nance should be localised and the headship of tra-
ditional rulers’ councils should be rotational. 1
agree, and thank Obaro lkime.
« To be continued next Thursday.
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L,;\ST Thursday, in the first segment, I presented
me ideas on peaceful ethnic coexistence
¢ Cold War rhetorics) from Professor
e's History, the historian and the na
tion. The conclusion therefrom and from what |
had previously said on the subject, is that what-
ever geo-political structure is adopted in the
country, whatever grouping or re-grouping you
may think of, there wiﬁ be no entity however
small, where the population is not mixed: ‘indi
gene” and “non-indigenes” and even “first-come
indigenes” and ‘latter day indigenes'. Implica
tion? The impossibility of ethnic separation, as 1
have continued to insist. The proposed popular
democraticrestructuringis a response to “ethnic
disharmonies” and various forms of marginali-
sation.

In continuing this review, [would like to bring
up a published book and a private communica-
tion. First, the book: People-Centred Democracy
in Nigeria? The search for alternative systems of
governance at the grassroots. The title immedi
ately recommended it for another reading, Pub
lished in the year 2000, tiis collection of
- workshop papers by experts in the field was ed-
ited by Professors Adebayo Adedeji and Bamidele
Ayo who also contributed to the 17-chapter book.
TKe workshop frem which the bool: emanated
was organised by the African Centre for Develop-
ment and Strategic Studies (ACDESS) in 1997 in
search for a“socio-political system that will make
Nigeria respond to the demands of the modern
age”. It was a “follow-up to the Centre’s 1993-94
studies of the role of indigenous modes of social
and political organisations, especially commu-
nity-based organisations and other grassroots in-
stitutions, in the governance of various ethnic
groups in Nigeria until recently”.

The particular segment I re-examined closely
was Cgapter 4 onaccount of its survey of the his-
tory of local government in Nigeria from 1950 to
1997 “during which its fortunes rose and fell”. The
chapter, titled Yesterday’s hope and today’s disil-
lusionment Whither local government in Nige-
ria?, was presented by Tunde Ojofeitimi. The
twin-conclusion ! drew from Ojofeitimi’s paper
was that local government in Nigeria has hardly
axisted as supulated in the country’s successive
Constitutions since independence, and that the
only attempts to make the local government sys-
tem exist as a tier of government came from the
colonial administrations and military regimes

after independence

The private communication [ mentioned was
received from a female friend of mine. She is
some years younger than I am, well-educated,
wellread and welltravelled. In politi

friend, who is . \ i vin 3
Nigeria, is an act T -
tionalist and a feminist. She is a working pro-
fessional and is married. She has a son who is

also a radical leftist and presently a Marxist
praduate student. I deliberately sketch the pro-
!fllt' of my friend in these terms so that the
reader may be assisted to form a mental pic-
ture of the lady in question. She has followed
my column in The Guardian since 2005 or
thereabout and she and her family have given
me many valued and rare books. A couple of
weeks ago I requested her to respond to the se-
ries of articles I had writter: on the popular-de-
mocratic restructuring | .y, proposing for
Nigeria.

The response came. She.touc.»on several as-
pects of the proposal ir« udizg: the rotational
prcsidency; e?ual representation in some state
institutions; the five-t'e gevernance structure;
recent revolutionary “.pheasvals across the
globe (Social Forum, Occupy Movement, Arab
Spring, etc)and acritique of my practice. Ishall
present, in summary, her responses onorly the
rotational presidency, equal representation,
five-tier governance structure and her personal
opinion of my practice. Cther issues, as well as
my ongoixg discussion with her, will be shared
in future - when necessary and appropriate.

On Collective presidency with rotztional
headshipmy friend said:" [am inoigued by the
idea of the rotational presidency. I assume you
are rying to encourage an ongoing conversa-
tion about this idea in Nigeria. So I think it
would be useful to continue to bring in other
outside voices, legitimators and those who op-
posed it, that is, to play out the conversatonin
print. I can imagine that since ideological di-
vides here are even greater than in Switzerland
it might notwork. Butitis interesting topic for
sure, in some ways akin to parliamentar. coali-
tion governments’.

On “equal repres
regards to giving
tions” equal repr
ate and the
MOSt Pr
practise this p
States of Amer
“Because (since) p

tion”she said that with
ates with smaller popula-
ntation (suchasinthe Sen-
collective pre
knew in count

tolarge cities most of the larger states tend to
be more liberal™. She would therefore prefer
more populous states having larger repre
sentations. In systems of equal representa
i S ressive legislations are

o blo
popuiations but equal representations.

For this same reason ( blockage of popular
progressive choices by conservative prefer-
ences), she opposes the concept and practice
of “electoral college”.

On the five-tier governmental structure, my
friend said she was “not won over”, and “not
only with regard to cost”. Her argument: “In
places where the state reaches down to the
community level, the system seems to have
created disaster”. The examples she could im-
mediately provide were the defunct Commu-
nity Party regimes in eastern and central
Europe, China and Cuba “where the party
controls community life”. The “worst exam-
{)le", according to her, was the Cultural Revo-

ution in China. When she lived in Mexico,
“the party controlled things downto the local
high schools. Sc each time there was a change
of party, a bunch of teachers would lose their
jobs to members of the other party”. But she
conceded that, “municipal governments do
set up parastatals bodies at the community
level, e.g. neighbourhood citizen commis
sions of various kinds”. The commissions, she
said, “play an advisory role, sometimes a pow-
erful one”.

My friend, however, insisted that, “the more
the state controls community life, the less
that grassroots organising takes place”. |
agree. It is the danger of the state eventually
controlling “community life”, which my
friend warned against that made me reject
the idea of incorporating community-based
organisations or local branches of non-gov-
ernmental organisations into the Jocal gov-
ernment structure. The suggestion was made
by Dele Gege in an insightful paper, Crafting
an enduring local government system in
Nigeria: A case for multi-tier local govern-
ment structure placed as Chapter 10 of Peo-

Je-Centred Democracy in Nigeria? My friend
believes that, “it is essential tﬁat police be ac-
countable to someone other than the gov-

he expectedly concluded her
Jnonapersonal note,

one's principles” but sha >
tghtly tothem”. Reading 2 sorbing this criti-
cism was like chewing a glass bottle.

| have chosen to enter no self-defence in this pe-
riod of searching. What self-defence when
mass misery that propelled o Let
has deepened much rur han met it
made my choice about four decades age? I can
only clarify and, thereafter, use others’ counter-
ideas and counter-propositions to interrogate my
own ideas, principles and practices. It is in this
spirit that I now announce that I have gratefully
admitted, for self-interrogation, all suggestions
and counter-ideas. I shall, however, offer the fol-
lowing clarifications and reminders.

The Cultural Revolution in China (1966-1970) was
a revolution in revolution, to borrow from Regis
Debre. It was what it was calied:a Revolution, nota
policy decision. It was a mass attempt from the
grassroots, inspired (n¢. ‘iistigated!) by Mao, to
deepen the socialist res chution that triumphed in
1949 under his lead:shiz. Yt was a revolutionary
struggle to purge J=z¢:-2tacy, “reformism”, un-
principled I[j’beralism and bureaucratism from
Earty and state. Wi en <"1e revolutionary upsurge

egan to threaten }¢ revolutionary state itself,
Mao mobilized the ~oercive apparatuses of the
state to stop it. ] offer no defences, no justification.
Tam only informing and explaining. Secondly, the
one-party system, which the European Commu-
nist Party regimes operated, and which Chinaand
Cuba sull operate, is not inherent in socialism,
communism or Marxism.

You may recall the struggle waged by the Marxist
Oppositonin the SovietUnion and the struggle of
Rosalind Luxembourg on five simultaneous
fronts: against impen‘a?ism, left-wing reformism,
left-wing dictatorship, anti-Semitism and sexism.
In particular, you may recall that she (and much
later, Trotsky) insisted that “freedom is always for
the opposition, because supporters of govern-
ment already have it”, that the suppression of op-
position parties would eventualfr lead to the
suppression of dissenters in party and state and
that to ban oygasition parties was to ban “polid-
cal life” from the country. For me, personally, the
consecration of the one-party system in the Soviet
Union was a fundamentally wrong turn in the de-
velopment of the socialist revolution in the Soviet
Union - with tragic consequences for the socialist
movement worldwidé. But what propagandists
call the collapse of Communism makes no sense,
not even as a short-hand formulation. What col-
lapsed was the Communist Parey regimes.

« Concluded
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A S stated at the beginning, the aim of
his exercise - reviewing the past,
and projecting into the future - is to gen-
erate more ideas for a renewed and more
organised and effective popular-demo-
cratic political intervention in our coun-
try. As we have also indicated, the ideas
being sought may come from any source
- from the most committed and popu-
lar-democratic to the most cynical and
hower-bloc driven. Since all ideas cannot
Ee taken up certain criteria of selection
become particularly useful. They include
clarity, re}[lzresentativeness and totalising
power, where by the latter we mean the
power to bring together a large number
of things and phenomena, and long his-
torical periods, under the telescope.

The 1deas I seek include, in particular,
criticisms previously directed at the
Nigerian Left. I say “previously” because
many actual and potential critics proba-
bly now believe that criticising the Left is
useless, if not laughable. Why criticise an
entity that is dead or is dying, or, at the
very least, is in permanent disability?
But as I insisted and demonstrated earli-
er in this column, the Left - the Nigerian
Left, the global Left - is not dead and is
not dying. It suffered severe setbacks.
But we are now witnessing, globally and
nationally, the Left’s gradual recovery
and rejuvenation, and its call to service.
This is not a new phenomenon either in
human history or in nature.

Stanley Macebuh’s reference to the
Nigerian Left in his three-part essay, The
Nigerian Mind (ThisDay October 25,
November 1, and November 8, 2009)
reminded me of the critical need to
include the critique of the Left in this
“inventory of ideas”. Some of this class of
criticisms came from outside the Left,
others from inside. I shall illustrate the
two types, starting with the former. Late
in 1980 I read one of Professor Wole
Soyinka’s numerous critiques of the
Nigerian Left. It was in a publication
jointly produced by the Positive Review
and Socialist Forum Collective, both
based in University of Ife (now Obafemi
Awolowo University) and titled: “And
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finally they killed him”, a collection of
speeches delivered on Friday, June 27,
1980 at an event to mourn and pay trib-
ute to Walter Rodney, the young activist-
Marxist author of Groundings with m
brothers and How Europe underdevel-
oped Africa, who had just been murdered
in Guyana. Wole Soyinka critique is
embodied in his contribution titled: The
man who was absent:

In his critique, Soyinka said: “In an
intellectual world rendered increasingly
turgid by ideological mouthers and
phrase-mongers, Walter Rodney stood
out for lucidity, relevance, for a prefer-
ence for actuality, its analysis and pre-
scription over and above slavish cant. He
proceeded from attested facts and analy-
sis not, like many others, commencing
with worn and untested frameworks -
usually made of someone’s else summary,
«thesis, or even a bare out-of-context quo-
tation onto which existing facts are then
stretched, pruned, tortured and distorted
to obtain a purely theoretical semi-fit.
Walter Rodney was not the latter kind”.

I cannot now say how many responses
Soyinka’s critique attracted from our
movement at the time. But in November
1980 I responded to it. The response was
delivered on the same campus in the pre-
amble to a four-part lecture I delivered
under the auspices of The Alliance of

Pro§ressive Students (ALPS) to mark the
315% anniversary of the brutal killing, in
November 1949, of Nigerian miners by
the colonial police at Iva Valley, Enugu.
The lecture was later published in
Human Progress and Its Enemies. In
that response, I conceded as follows: “I
am dougly impressed by this (Soyinka’s)
critique. In the first place it is true of a
larje number of Nigeria’s radical intellec-
tuals, although it is definitely not true of
committed Marxist intellectuals, the
largest collection of whom is in this part
of the country. In the second place this
critique of the “revolutionary Left” can be

By Edwin Madunagu

made from a social-democratic, or even
bourgeois, standpoint.”

Today, I endorse Soyinka’s critique, as I
endorsed it then. In fact, history itself has
endorsed it. I also re-endorse my
response, as I did then. I only need to add
that in trying to avoid Wole Soyinka’s type
of critique which is still very relevant -
simply because it is true — one should not
deliberately aspire to be “original”. You can
surely stand on the shoulders of others
(dead or alive), and see farther than they
had seen, as one elder taught me. But you
should be creative.

From the external critique (Soyinka’s) we
move to the internal critique of the
Nigerian Left. This will be illustrated with
an “Open letter to the Nigerian Left” writ-
ten by Comrade Eskor Toyo, a Professor of
Economics, retired university teacher and
current member of Board of Trustees of
the Academic Staff Union of Universities
(ASUU). Eskor Toyo is a long-standing
and prominent Nigerian Marxist intellec-
tual and revolutionary socialist activist.
This particular critique of his Comrades
was written probably in the first half of
1983 but was published in Review of
African Political Economy (ROAPE),
Number 32, April 1985 (pages 85-89).
That particular issue of ROAPE was
devoted to Intellectuals and the Left in
Africa. To appreciate Eskor Toyo’s critique,
some historical background is necessary.

You may recall that five political parties
were initially registered for participation
in the politics -of the Second Republic
(1979-1983). These were the National
Party of Nigeria (NPN), the Unity Party of
Nigeria (UPN), the Nigerian People’s
Party (NPP), the Great Nigerian People’s
Party (GNPP), and the People’s
Redemption Party (PRP). The last was a
radjca.lf
two state governments - Kaduna and

eftist party and initially controlled -

legislatures. Some Nigerian Marxists,
including Eskor Toyo, joined the PRP,
some otﬁers sympathised and collabo-
rated with it, some others were indiffer-
ent to it, while others were critical of it.

Some aspects of Eskor Toyo’s “Open
Letter to the Nigerian Left” iave been
exhausted and resolved by history itself
- Nigerian history and global history.
The, however remain of historical
iglﬁ)onance. But some other aspects are
still very relevant. The methodology is
scientific and can therefore not be over-
taken by events. Opening the letter
Eskor Toyo said: “This letter is written to
honour the political wisdom of Comrade
Bala Mohammed, a genuine revolution-
ary combatant and a Marxist, who
joined the People’s Redemption Party in
order to be practical, identified himself
with the correct faction of that party at a
time when an inner-party struggle
became inevitable, carried the banner in
the front line against imperialism and
local reaction, and went down fightin,
in the class struggle among the people”.
This classical Marxist revolutionary trib-
ute (and “call to arms”) was paid not
only to Bala Mohammed, the Political
Adviser to Abubakar Rimi of Kano State
at the start of the Second Republic, but
also to PRP, the platform he used. Bala
Mohammed was assassinated in a
counter-revolutionary mob action a few
months into the regime.

After this straight forward tribute
came the punch: “While all that hap-
pened, some of his ‘Marxist’ friends were
writing some jaundiced stand-offish
hrases against his revolutionary wis-
om. The Marxists who sit in their arm-
chairs to attack the PRP are not right. Of
all the different lines’ for Marxists in
Nigeria, the most correct for the present
phase is joining and working in the
PRP”(emphasis mine). Eskor Toyo gave

_ ‘Marxist’s are n
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six reasons for thig pesition. The first two
indicate the genepal:diréction. First: “The
i doing politics at all who
R Fhéy are merely criticis-

: »_g'epﬁe‘ ot mobilising the peo-
érngainst :the bourgeoisie establishment

: %agg Eskor’s). The time for criticising
the bourgeoisie in Nigeria is past. One has
to find the platform for going into action”.
(emphasis mine).

But Comrade Eskor did not mean that
any platform would do. An acceptable plat-
form had to be revolutionary. This leads us
to his choice of PRP: “The programme of
the PRP is definitely not merely a demo-
cratic one but a revolutionary one. The PRP
by its programme seeks the total abolition
of imperialism, feudalism and capitalism. It
seeks the substitution for the present day
neocolonial state of a new social order. This
order is defined as one in which production
relations are redefined to abolish exploita-
tion of man by man. This new order is to be
brought by a people’s: state”. Then the
lamentation: “Quite frankly, I do not know
what else ‘Marxists’ say they want in the
name of a revolutionary programme. I have
the impression that they want the name
‘Marxism’ or ‘Leminism’ and some phrases
such as ‘class struggle’ and ‘proletariat’
instead of a programme that the masses can
understand. They want the verbal forms,
not the essence of a revolutionary pro-
gramme. The non-PRP ‘Marxists’ are infan-
tile and subjective”.

By the time this critique came out, the

military had taken over and the faction-
alised PRP, together with the other official-
ly recognised political 1}:arties, had been
proscribed. Although Eskor’s critique is 25
years old and although the world - includ-
ing the Nigerian Left - has changed
tremendously during the period, Eskors
“Letter to the Nigerian Left” deserves to be
critically studied or re-studied. I say ‘study’,
rather than ‘read, because you have to go
back to concrete history to fully appreciate
it. ;
» This concludes the appreciation of inter-
nal and external critiques of the Nigerian
Left. But Reviews ang Projections contin-
ue.
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