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gories and away from thru‘ othcrs
namely Radical Movement, Polifi-
cal Class and Transition . Pro-
gramme, i$ an indication of the aban-
donment of some of the perspectives
which were en red in this column
in 1992 and 30T i vith
whom 1 : > shift are
of the o 1at what is happening
is 2 “tightening” of my perspectives.
‘But whether we call the movement a
“shift”, an “abandonment®
“tightening,” it will lead to mpurum
changes in the political advocacy of -
_ this” column.” The . perspectives of *
1992 and 1993 and the political prac-
“tices advocaied on their bases are .-
“now grossly’ inadequate, as will be
demonsirated. - :
.-By .the” Second" D:Ltdtorship we
mean the stage of Nigeria’s political .
history inapgurated on November 17,
1593 by the coup d’etat led by Army
Generals Sani Abacha, Oladipe Diya, -
and Mohammed Chris Ali and sup- #
ported in the civil society by fractions
of the Radical Movement, the “June
12 movement,”™ groups within the .
. non-June 12 SDP and the mainstream
of the NRC. The stage succeeded the

. First Dictatorship which was estab- -

lished on August 27, 1985 and termi-
nated eight years later on August 26;
1993.

The First Dictatorship was General *
Babangida’s dictatorship. The sec-
ond Dictatorship is the Abacha-

g nya—Ah dictatorship. In this perspec-
tive, Shonekan’s Interim National
Goverzment (ING) which lasted from -
August 26 to November 17, 1993 was

R focus here is on three politi-
> categories: Nige-'
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a mere interregnum in a chain of dic-
tatorships.
Two guick comments here. Under

the First Dictatorship, Nigerian radi-.

cals — or those referred to by the
press as radicals — had adopled the
erms {ransition and fransition pro-
grapme coined:by the siate ideo-
logues not because they accepted
what was being ‘enginesered” but be-
cause they hoped that through a polit-

~ical intervention in the programme

they would help cnsure that & qualita-
tively new regime succeeded General
Babangida and that the new regime
“would /provide a more favourable

condition for the atmcgle of the popf

ular masses. :
< That did not happen Perhaph it was
‘even maive to have entertained the
~hope. This wdl be taken up later. But
- the mistake — if we are inclined to
call jt so — should not be repeated.
~ The" Second 'Dictatorship- — the
present reolme — is fransiting 1o

. miowhere; itis simply-a dxctztorstup It

“is not a transition to democracy and it
is not the inaugurator of a transition
to democracy. Its objective or the ob-
% jective of its conscious core is to nur-

ture the neofascist dictatorship whose .

roots were laid under Babangida but
whose consolidation was briefly dis-

* rupted as a result of a tactical mistake

by Babangida and his advisers.
The second comment is that the First
- Dictatorship had three phases whose
- strategies and tactics political histori-
ans ought to research more thorough-
. First phase: From August 27,
1985, when Babangida seized power
“to October 7, 1989, when he pro-
“ scribed all political parties and estab-
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lished the NRC and SDP.: ‘
Second phase: From October 7 7
1989 to Jamvary 2, 1993 when Ba-
bangida swore in a Transitional Coun-
cil, set up the National Defence and
Security Council (NDSC} in place of
the Armed Forces Raling Council
(AFRC) and allowed 2 castrated Na-

‘t‘ma} Assembly to begin to function.

Third phase From jaﬂuary 2,:1993
to August 26, 1993,

By 1 \Isgma s power bloc we mean
the aggregate of the dominant/ruling
classes across the country. Reﬂectmg
the country’s level of development
both as an ecopomy and as a pation,

_the power bloc has regional, ethnic as

well as economic fractions. Although

- the fractions are in intense competi-

tion for hegemony, they have a basic
unifying interest, namely, the exploi-
tation angedqunahon of the working
and toiling péople and — as will be
shown later.— the deflection of the
‘national qﬁesii’on i

The concept of Left in polmcs origi-
‘nated long ‘ago, in Europe, and was

- first used fo designate those members

of legishative :houses who advocated
mfnd and radical changes in favour of
the lower-classes; the common peo-
‘ple. These.members usually sat to the
left of the presiding officers. Later,
the concept was extended to refer to
an aggregate of political and ideologi-
‘cal tendencies within and outside par-
‘liament, which stood for the political
emancipation of the lower classes —
the working people — through reform
or revolutions; or both.

By the end of last century the Left
had’ been firmly established as an id -

g“’%
ship

ological platform which saw and advo-
cated the overthrow of the b 3

current 1;‘1;)@1‘.
tion and inversion {of :

tre of gravity of the 1R had
from the power bloc — where it was 2
mere {endency —  to the popular
masses where it became an autono-
mous revolutionaty programme and
agency.

“The point here is that the Left does
not simply convey the notion of radi-
calism in politics. The latter is a politi-
cal category which, like the Left, origi-
nated in Europe and was then trans-
ported to America. To be radical in
politics is to be drastic or extreme in
any direction — Right or Left. It is to
be thoroughly rebellious, and to advo-
cate the mrgrtummg of existing institu-
tions, views, practices, rules, condi-
tions and LthOdS of governance. The
concept is Mherefore not class-specific.
Except where it is qualified by the ad-
jective leftist (becoming leftist radi-
cal) or ‘it gualifies leftist (becoming
radical lefiist), the term radical does

not refer t§ the emancipation or em-
powerment.of the popular (or dominat-
ed) classess. That is the essence, logic
and dynamxcs of the Radical Move-
ment in Nigeria and elsewhere.

Implicit in this clarification is a criti-
cism of the Nigeria Left, not of the
Radical Movement. Historically the
Radical Movement has occupied a
“buffer-zone™ between the organisa-
tions of the power-bloc and those of
the Left. Egsenna!iy its task has been
to uphold 4nd defend the basic rights
and dignity of the popular masses and

£118. C‘n ”u,
articulating and
of the popular

ther

their leaders —— as
hand, the Left, whi
nding the basic i

capture of political power.

But what we see in Nigeria is that!
while the Radical Movement is per-
forming its task, fractions of the Left
have simply dissolved into it, putting
forward one form of reformist and op-
por‘mmmc “mo'mhs‘num or the other.
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the type that should be anamnm to
the power-bloc — it has not influenced
the Radical Movement to expand its
programmes to include, at least, the crit-
icism of imperalism and the market
cconomy. More tragically the “hibernat-
ing” Left appears to be satisfied with
ihe inspiration which the Radical Move-
ment row receives from imperialism
which, since 1990, has committed so
much energy, fechnical resources and
money to the promotion of vacuous de-

‘mocracy in Nigeria, Africa and the

world.

- In effect, instead of tramrferzmng their

allies (the radicals), the leftists are being
transformed, ideologically and political-
ly, into radicals of power-bloc politics.
In this tragic transformation, they have
been unable to articulate the minimum
conditions for the overthrow of the dic-
tatorship (in a way that will benefit the
popular masses of all uationalities and
the internally-colonised people.) Worse
than that, they have not been able to
recognise such articulations when put
forward, in acts or deeds. Radical poli-
tics, with leftists as its ideologues, has .
so far benefited only the disaffected
fractions of the power bloc. Nothing
demonstrated this better than the coup
that inaugurated the Second Dictator-
ship.

* T be continued next Thursday
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T is in response to the sad situation
in the country and the errors of radi-
cal politics that shifts have to be made
in the struggle against the dictatorship.
The Nigerian Left, even in its fraction-
alised state, ought to appreciate now
. that there was no transition under Gen-
eral Babangida and that the second dic-
tatorship will not initiate any transition.
The Radical Movement (the democracy
and human rights groups), Reform
Movements and disaffected fractions of
the power-bloc may therefore continue
with the “transition” politics, or the crit-
icism of it, or both. But the task of the
Left is to pose the question of rescuing
the nation and its peoples from the
chain of fake transitions.

What is the Nigerian Left? Here agam,
our experience in the last five years
mandates some definitive shifts. I
would simply define a Nigerian Leftist
at this point of our history as a radical
who is committed to the achievement of
popular power and popular self-
determination, who is committed to the
struggle against imperialism and who
actively appreciates that the road to vic-
tory passes through revolutionary poli-

w tics. I shall provisionally call this the
[ “three plus one” definition: Popular
¢ power, popular self-determination, anti-
! imperialism, plus revolutionary poli-
| tics.

The essence of this definition is its
absorption of the revolutionary aspects
of progressive concepts such as radical,
democracy, pro-democracy, human-
rights, secularity of the state, state-

~ The second dictatorship (2)

welfarism, women’s empowerment,
ethnic self-determination, anti-
capitalism and socialism etc., which
have been used to define progressive and
popular politics in the last few years.
This absorption is necessary at this
point of our struggle because some of
the concepts have been near-mortaily
abused by stalinists and the others by
imperialists exploiting the tragedy of
Eastern Europe. The “three plus one”
definition/programme is a rebirth of
these concepts.

The First Dictatorship, or Babangida’s
transition, benefited immensely from the
crisis of the anti-capitalist movement
and the upsurge of counter-revolution
during the second half of the 1980s.
Mikhail Gorbachev, the tragic embodi-
ment of that global crisis, came to office
in April 1985 — just four months before
Babangida seized power in Nigeria.
Throughout its tenure, the First Dictator-
ship systematically drew justifications
for its neofascist programmes from the
events in Eastern Europe and the imperi-
alist interpretations of these events.

The First Dictatorship had no autono-
mous ideology; it relied solely on what
Gorbachev did and said and what Mar-
garet Thatcher and George Bush claimed
Gorbachev did and said. The global
counter-revolution was a major interna-
tional factor responsible for the ideologi-
cal and political sustenance of the dicta-
torship - especially between 1988 and
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1991. The Second Dictatorship, this new
military regime, is not so fortunate, for
the counter-revolution is now in political
and moral decline world-wide.

The Nigerian Left must now rise. There
are our political propositions on which

. the Left can erect its strategy and tactics:

Proposition 1 The Armed Forces High
Command, including the leaders of the
present military junta, agreed on the an-
nulment of the June 1993 presidential
election and the reasons for it. The an-
nulment was neither the unilateral deci-
sion of General Babangida nor the prod-
uct of a factional opposition of the “Ba-
bangida boys” to Chief M.K.O. Abiola.

Proposition 2 None of the major frac-
tions of the power-bloc, represented po-
litically in the NRC, the SDP and the
regional forums and alliances is commit-
ted to democracy or to the popular reso-
lution of the national question. Noises
made for, or against, June 12 were vari-
ous forms of struggle for guaranteed
concessions, compromises and compen-
sation — the type provided by the coup
of November 17, 1993.

Proposition 3 The agitation of radicals,
generally, and the ideological support
provided by some elements in the human
rights and pro-democracy groups played
a part in the inauguration of the Second
Dictatorship. These elements helped —
perhaps unconsciously — to establish

the new dictatorship and provide it with .

the semblance of “acceptance” at the
most critical moment. This was what

happened in the 1975, 1983 and 1985

coup, namely, the use of radicals to re-
new the dictatorship of the power-bloc.

Proposition 4 Like the First Dictator-
ship, the Second Dictatorship is not lead-
ing the country to democracy.

The campaign for a Sovereign National
Conference has so far produced one im-
portant lesson, namely, that the cam-
paign cannot be divorced from the strug-
gle for power. Put differently, the cam-
paign for a Sovereign National Confer-
ence is futile, or even counter-

productive, if the conference is not con-

ceived by the popular forces waging it as
a road to political power.

It is the social forces in power or in the
struggle for power that can convene a
Sovereign National Conference or com-
pel the convening of one — either to
consolidate and legitimise its power (in
case of the former) or to attempt to come
to power (in case of the latter). When a
National Conference is agreed upon and
organised by the two sides in combat the
silent agreement is that the Conference
will be a forum for a decisive trial of
strength — just like an election in Amer-
ica or Western Europe.

A goyernment which is a product of the
existing balance of forces in the country
cannot convene a Sovereign National
Conference which is openly advertised

as a means of altering that balance and
producing a new one. Power can neither
be donated nor surrendered to a non-
power-seeking pressure group. Power is
won in battle and lost in battle.

The Second Dictatorship has indicated
the type of “Conference” it wants and has
started orgamsmg it. The main fractions

- of the country’s power “bloc have ac-
“cepted the dictatorship’s choice and are

now struggling for representation in the
conference. The National Commission set
up to organise the conference is essen-
tially a committee of the power bloc. Its
members are not the best representatives
of the power bloc and they are not re-
quired to be. But they have the capacity
to carry out the agenda of the Second
Dictatorship in that particular sphere or
help ensure that nothing goes wrong
while the agenda is being worked out. It

also does not make any difference that

one or two leftists are in the Commission.
Their impact there will not be helpful to
our struggle against the dictatorship.

The Conference as envisaged will there-
fore be a Conference of self-renewal for
Nigeria’s power bloc — just like the Con-
stitution Review Committee (CRC) and
the Constituent Assembly (1987 - 1989)
under the First Dictatorship. The outcome
if things go as designed will neither bene-
fit the popular masses across the nation
nor resolve the national question in a way
beneficial to the lower classes in the in-
ternal colonies. /

The power bloc has, in effect, spoken
and acted clearly and unambiguously
enough for the left to articulate a re-
sponse,

*Concluded.




