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" ABSTRACT

Capitalism is. inherently contradictory. There
are the contradictions between particular capitals
and social.capitalg For the system to thrive there-
fore contradictions have to be contained by bourgeois
rgtionality which restrains particular capitals in
the'bid to preserve social capital. This done av
cépitalist_country can then progress, sophisticating
productive forces and improving the general well-
beingiof society.

But none of these is happening in Nigeria, aithough

it is capitalist., This is what has led'to this inquiry
into .the character of its bourgeoisie, The finding

is that bourgeois rationality is weak in Nigeria.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

I. THE PROBLIM

Our main argument .in this work is that bourgeois
rationality is weak in Nigeria, This presuposes that we
. muét first clarify the concept df bourgeois rationality
itself, By this term we mean those necessary restraints
that must be exercised by.particular capitals iﬁ order
that social capital can survive and expand. In other-
words bourgeois rationality refers to the collective
discipline of the bourgeoisie to ensure the extended
reproduction of social capital,

Once we realise that social capital exists as
pdfticular capitals we are already face to face with
the contradictions that must exist between particular
capitals‘and-SQcial capital in the quest of particular
capitals for ever-increasing profitlu " For each, even
by definition,vacts‘selfishiy: concerned with satisfying
selfish interests to the detriment of the éocial0
Bourgeois rafionality thus demands a restriction on this
self-seeking so that the reproduction of social capital
' can be ensured,

The weaknesé of bourgeois rationality must then
iﬁply that the'discipline needed for social capital to
thrive'is barely exercised. Once this is so the survival
‘offcapitalism in fhat millieu is already threatened.
This has several implicafions. One of them is the low

development of productive forces ie. labour, natural

1This derives from the very nature of capital as self-
~augmenting value.

!



resources and implements used to exploit them S
(technology). Let me explain. In'many countries of
the world wheré»capitaliém is being practised, inspite
of ail its ills we witness ever-continous improvement
“in ‘the aévélopment of forces of production and its
conseéquent effeét ih uplifting the nidterial well=-heing
of the generality of the people. Infact most social
scientists 2 Wwould agreé that capitalism is easily the
mode df production that most rapidly advances forces
of production. Karl Marx for example, inspite of his
dedication to exposing the ills of capitalism acknowledges
th;s basic fact.
In 18&8,-Marx and Engels3 wrote:
The bourgeoisie, during its rule of scarce-
one hundred years, has created more massive
and more colossal productive forces than
have'al; preceeding.generations together.
Subjection of nature's forces to man ,
machinery, application of chemistry to
industry and agriculture; steam navigation,
failways, electric'telégraphs, clearing of
whole continents for cultivation, canalisation
of rivers, whole pOpglatiéns conjured out
of the ground-whaf earlier cgntuvy had even
a presentiment that such productive forces

slumbered in the lap of labour?

2This includes both the radical'and more orthodox scholars.

3See the Communist Manifesto, authored by both of them.




This rapid development of forces of production
attributed to the capitalist mode - is a consequence
of the fact that competition is free and the law of
value is operationalised, ensuring the continoﬁs
;expropriation and capitalisation of surplus value.

The reward-system 1s thén basically built on productive
capacity‘- the more productive the greater the réward.
This is what drives towards the perpetual development

of forces of production, as capitalists struggleL+ to

beat each other, reduce cosgt and cornér the market.
However, our thesis suggests that the operatianalisation
of the law of value is impaired in Nigeria because of

the weakness of bourgeois rationality. Coercion is
‘intrdduced'into the arena of competition, divorcing
accumulation from production, and discouraging productivé
activity? Part of the effect is that the country regresses
further'into underdevelopmenéo This means in turn that

it cannot harness its resourceé, its citizens cannot

cater for themselves, They cannot feed, clothe or

shelter themselves; they cannot provide their own drugs;
théy cannot uplift their living standards. Poverty would
increése; hungefl would become more acute,

But all these, are mere consequences of the weakness
df bouréeoisvratiqnality, the establishment of which is
our main thrust. Our concern is directly with the
discipline necessary for fhe extended reproduction of
social capital. Is this discipline weak in Nigeria? :

WQ argue that it is, and therefore .attempt to show

why it is,

"This ensues from competition.
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Besides the purely economic manifestation of
boufgeois ratioﬁality as in ensuring the operationa-
lisation’of.thé law, there are other expressions of
the concept as well. The point is that the vafious
. tenets all enhance the extended reproduction of social
capital. In particular the ideological aspect of the
concept plays a crucial role in the acceptance.and
intérnalisation of the basic principlés and assumptlons
necessary for the laQ of value to operate. Needless ta
add, the links of this aspect with the enhancement of
social capital would have to be clearly delineated. It
would be importaﬁt for instance to show how this arm of
boﬁrgeois rationality enhances the continuous exproﬁriation
of sﬁrplus value from labour by capital. So that in
the end it‘should be lucid how this tenet ties with the
purely economic, enhancing veproduction of social capital
on an ever expgpding_scaleu‘ |

Notice, however, that much of all thesé lies directly
or'indirectly in the sphere of production, where valuc

381
is

expropriated. But once we advance into the sphere

of circulation, as a necessary section of ‘the circuit

of industrial capital, the need for bourgeois rationality
also emerges., .The functioning of capital in this sphere,
in par%icular,demands a level of mutuality: of trust
amongst the bourgeoisie., But this also can oniy come
about through the exerciée of restraint on self-seeking,
so that the bourgeoisie as a ‘whole behaves in a manner

~that inspires trust; makes due payments, keeps terms

of contract, etc., This is the basis of the modern credit
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system whiéh is so indispensable and advantagedus
to social capital. The general overall effect is an
increase iﬁ the rotation time of capital, resulting )
in the faster capitalisation of surplus—valuéu. All 7
these will have to be developed later on after this
. introductory secticn. AThg aim here is just to give
a genéral_picture of what this work is about ana how
we intend té accompiish‘it.

The explanation to note here is that bourgeois
rationality relates with the extended reproduction of

sogial capital. It is the necessary collective

. discipline that must be - exercised, inspite of the
sélfiéhness of particular capitals in the interest of
capifal in general, Our argument is that this discipline
is- weak amongst theiNigerian bourgeoisie., And this is
SO bécause of the peculidrities of this class in Nigéria,
which cannot he divorcedﬁfrom the history of capitalism
in the cduntry. The problem is rooted in the level of
the development of productive forces, The rudimentary
stage of the forces of production coﬁstrain the evolutioﬁ
of‘the>collective rationality necessary for the expanded
feproduction of‘social capital,

A corrollary of this is fhat bourgeois rationality

as we find‘manifést in the Occident, hinges on the
. development of productive forces. 1In particﬁlar the
deQelopment of pervasive commodity production urges’
the evolgtion'of norms of thé market on which all

depend and abide by. But this is not so in Nigeria5

‘SSee Claude Ake (ed.), Political Economy of Nigeria,
Longmans, New York, 1985, The point belng made lere
comes out..quite clearly, especially in the first two
articles of the book.
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for commodity production is yet limited. This creates
a'pfbblem for the institutionalisation of the necessary
norms of tﬁe market. This condition is worsened by
the peculiaritiés of the Nigerian bourgeoisie, especially
as one with.a weak material bases.

Now the estaﬁlishment of the weakness of bourgeois
rationality should give more than an indication‘of the
fate of capitalism in the country. To be precise,
the survival of capitalism as a mode of',proddction is
then seen to be in jeopardy, for particular capitals
in their self-seeking, not exercising enough restraint
tend to subvert the very conditions which ensure the
: ex%ended reproduction of social capital. This ,amongst
othefs, questions the capitalist road as a means of
development in Nigeria, However we do not address
the shortcomings of eapitalism. We rather examine it
from the.perpective7 and ihéerésts of. the bourgeoisie
as a whole. What we may conclude is that even on
bourgeois terms, - capitalism in Nigeria will not develop
the society because of the specific charactef of this
mode of prodﬁction.hereu In particular the behaviour
of the bourgeoisie, the main benefactors of the sys%em,
'ironically strains to subvert capitalism. Their

character would not let capitalism to fully thrive,

6This weakness we must state applies to the bourgeoisie

in ‘much, if not all of Africa; for many countries on

the continent have what Claude. Ake- has aptly identified

as a political economy. See his " A Political Economy of
Africa, Leongmans, London, 1981 and - Revolutionary Prcssures
In Africa, Zed Press, London, 1978,

.%4uch of the insight regarding perspectivism and social
interests-we derive from the classic book of Karl Manheim,
. Ideology and Utopia, MBJ Book, 1936,  See also Marx

and . kngels',"The German Ideology, Progiess, 1976,
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so that its béﬁefits can be derived. Capitalism is
‘constrained becausc of the indiscipline of the
Nigerian bourgeoisie. This 1s the yeneral _ thrust of
Qu:'work.
Let{us now take a brief look at the structure of
our pregentatiOn. This should provide a gen&ral

"guide to the sequence we follow in making our argument.

II AN OVERVIEW

After this introductory.chapfer, we move on to
review some relevant literature in chapter Two. This
second chapter should help to clarify our point of
‘éepature from earlier works which have been concernc. in

 some way with the survival of social capital =specially
.the containment of the necessary contfadictiuns inher -nt in the
in the capitalist mode.

.Now Deing basically a.work‘on capitalism, théLc would
be need to see how this‘mode.of production actually
'developed in the classical case of western Europe. I'nhis
is primarily to understand the nature of capitalism.
Having done this we shall then link capitalism with Lne
emergence of béurgeois rationality. These would be
~déne in chapter three.

fin chapter four, we shall attempt to delineate the
basic. tenets of. the concept of bourgeois rationality
féllowing the experience of the west. There would be

.need to demonstrate the saliency of each tenet, 1llustrating
how in the 'historical case of iestern Europe, tﬁey‘austain
e#tended reproduction., From. here wé shall-move on Lo
chapter five, where we ex:mine the history and.ﬁature of

capitalism in Nigeria.



Alongside this, we ;hall also discusz the nature and
chéfacter of the Nigerian bourgeoisie.; These provide the
basis for explaining in thié millieu the weakness of
bourgeois rationality, the subject of chapterAsix.
To corrdborate our argument in this chapter, there sould
be neéd fo“iliustrate with concrete historical cases.
And to be sure the secenario that . should emerge wouln
be a complex one. For indeed an.’ argument about the
weakness of a concept implies . an acceptance that Lhere
are manifestations of it, even if'inadequate. we should
then be able to see manifestaﬁions of bourgeolis rationality,
mahifestatioﬁs of bourgeois irrationality; contradictions,
mediations and ambiguities. from here we shall proce d

§ K
to chapter seven, where we would attempt to summarise

the state the conclusionse.

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

-The theoretical framework which we apply in this

. A . 8 . . .
work 1is called political econcmy. This approach i3 oosecd

-on historical and dialectical materialism. How let us

e

break all this down. First what 1s materialism?

Materialism derives from the word matter, which

is a substance that occupies space and has mass. -~
~tangible substance. It is better distinguished if

‘placed against mental or spiritual substance which is

intangible, e.g. consciousness. Materialism Tollows

In our attempt to understand this approach, many works
were useful, but worthy of specilal mention is C(laude skets.
nThe Political Economy Approach, Historical and
Explanatory Notes on a Marxian Legacy In Africa"
in J. Ihonvbere (ed.) The Political Economy of C
and Underdevelopment In Africa: 3Selected Works

(o @
e
}J
'y
=
¥

CLAUDE AKE, JAD, Lagos, Nigeria, 198&9.
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therefore as the interest in concrete, physical and

g.

economic conditions. It is actually fhe doctrine
that matter is the only reality, and that mind,
emotions, consciousness derive from it. Now,.what.
is dialectics? This is the system of reasoning
which is engenderéd by the dynamics or contradiction
resulting from the unity of two opposing materiéls.
The first of the two materials we refer to as the
thesis, The other, its negation, the antithesis,
The contradiction is resolved in the formation of a
new theéis, the synthesis. But thé'new thesis is
. itself-ill at rest for it carries in its womb its own
'aﬁtithesis. This way, the résolution process continues;
evefything is seen to be in a state of'flux; evern
changing.

The use of this principle dates back to the -
ancient Greeks, many years before the birth of Jesus
- Christ, 2,000 years ago. At ‘this time, Greek thouéht
was basically a social phenomenonj life itself being
basically social for them. The life +that had meaning
and significance was life in the polis, the city-

state ie. public lifeg°

For a deeper understanding - of this explanation,
see Plato's, The Republic, especially the edition
translated by Francis MacDonald Cornford, Oxford
University Press, 1962, Also very useful 1s .
The Politics of Aristotle, translated and edited by
Farnest Laker, Oxford Uniliversity Press, 1962,
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However if we are to name a founder of the
diaiectics, of fhe early philosophers, it would be
Heraclitus. As Bogomolov says "the doctrine of the

struggle and unity of opposites will be forever linked

. with his .name"10

the principle of the dialectics was already established.

. From the ancient times,therefore,

It took Hegel11 however to give the dialectic a
universal scope, and application. He elaborated and
appiied the dialectic to the totality of the world, and
everything therein.

Hegel begins from Qhat he variously.referred to as
.Pure.Thought, the Idea, Consciousness, existing before

the "creation of the world"12

, In the Idea is contained
the éntire span of universal history but as mere
potentiality. The Idea developing in space is Nature,
aﬁd'in time is Histofy. But the develophent through
Nature already presents a direct opposite of the idea -
concrete material as opposed to consciousness.. So that
what we have is a dialecfical relafionship, a unity

~of opposites. From thié contradictionvemergeé a synthesis,
This Hegel calls Spirit, the synthesis of the divine
Idea and Nature. TheAacting'ouf of this contradiction
as consciousness strives for purification and self-
realis&tion to return to its pure form is what becomes

history.

.- N N T R RN,

ﬁﬁlosee page 63 A,S. Bogapoloy, History" of Ancient: Philpsophy,

Progress, 1985, I T
Mgee Géorg Hegel, ' The Philosophy of History, introduccd
by C.J. Friedrich, Dover Publications, . New York, 1956.
See also Hegel: Reason in History, translated and
introduced by Robert Hartman, Bobbs-Merrill, Indianapolis,
1953, " '

12

Cited on' page xii, Hegel: Reason in ligtory, op cit.
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It is important‘to ndte here, at least for our
purpose, that the Original Idea,.Consciousness,is
what determines the events acted out on the material
plane, This is where Marx clearly differed. The
differéncé Bétween the two lies in thé location- of
the driving power';f history. For Heégel ., it was
located in the Idea (Conscdiousness)., But for Marx
it was located .in ‘the étruggle of classes polarised

. around the ownership or non-ownership of the means of

production. Hence he- opens the Communist Manifesto

by saying that:
The history of all hitherto existing soqiety
is tﬁe history'of class struggles. Freeman
and slave, patrician and plebian, lord and
serf, guildmaster and journeyman, in a word -

oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant
13

opposition to one another. . ...

The thesis and-antithesis“emerge therefore for
Marx aé classes in opposition. The contradiction
ushers in a new thesis which in tﬁrn already contains
in its wdmb, an antithesis; which negates the thesis,
to uéher in yet another synthesis. The process
continues until there are no more antagonistic classes.

Marxism therefore encourages us to see :reality as

an unfolding spectrum, whose engine of motion is located

.13See also The Fundamentals-of Marxist-Leninist Philosophy
edited by F.V. Konstantinov, amongst several other maixist
writings for further expressions of the same idea.
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in the contradiction engendered by the unity of
eppositesu” Réality is understood as a chain in an
ongoinglﬁrocess of: been, being and beco-ming_u This
is a Marxian legacy.@hich largely helps in defining-
the - political econdmy~approachu By this we are
implying thet Marxism as such is not necessarily
political economy, altheugh the latter borrowe very
heavily from the former., How is this?

First of all we must note that this approach of
political economy developed (and indeed is still
developing) in the bid to understand non-industrialised
social formations. Marxism happened to have been of
‘particular appeal to these formerly colenised and exploited
coUntfies because of its'emphasis on change and liberation.
Karl Marx- had opined, that philosophers had actually
interpreted the world; but the point really is to change
it. To change it meant te liberate-man from oppression
and exploitation by rearranging social reaiity.

Inspite of its relevance to the periphery formations:
however, Marxism yet had limited use; for it was itself
a historically specific product., Thus it could not enjoy
universal application inspite of its scientificity.

‘Marxism was about capitalism and indeed the industrial
revoiution, and- the need for a revolution in Europe.
The focus of Marx was therefore not on the peripheral
and'precapitalist sociel formations, but on the'

industrialised, capitalist Europe.

1L+See‘his "Theses on Feuerbach", page 30 in M arx and
" Engels: Selected Works, Propress, 1968,
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To be sure, Marx made the link between colonialism
ahd capitaliém0 He férsaw the .international division

of labour and the globalisation of capitalism. But

this was not his thrust. He maintained a Eufocentricism,

whiéh'remains a halimark of orthodox Marxism. It is
against this background that the political economy
approach emerged, focusing on the global character of
capitalism and its implication for periphery formations.

The . import of this, is that the political economy approach

developed, if you 1like, as a variant of Marxism,

accepting itsﬂgeneral conceptual framework and analytical
tools. So precisely what are the basic tenets of this
éppfoach? In ansﬁer, we find Claude Ake's15 summary
helbful:

1. The political econowy approach accepts the basic
categories and basic methodological vtheoretical
commitments of Marxist thought; to this extent it
may be construed as a variety of Marxism.

2, The approach is singularly interested in the nature
of capitalism as a globél ﬁhenomenon, tﬁe nature
of the relation between centre énd periphery, and
the specificities of periphery capitalism especially
as they illuminate the possibilities of the
development of productive forces., Its development
has been conditioned by the limitations of orthodox
Marxism and Western social science methodology as

a whole in providing these forms of understanding.

3

5See pages 38-39, The Political Economy of Crisis and

" Underdevelopment in Africa. op cit.
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u

Tendency to assume that imperialism has been and

remains a décisive influence on the nature and
the possibilities of the periphery. This tendency

has led orthodox Marxists to accuse "political

- economists" of neglecting the class struggle.

Tendency to '‘assume that reality is characterised by
dynamism arising from %he pervasive contradiétions
of material existence. This is an element from

the legacy of Marx which the approach has singled
out for special attention.

Particular interest in the possibilities of

development and associated with it, a preference

for development analysis of phenomenaj; a tendency

to see reality as a process.

;- A commitment .to treat social life and material

existgnce in their relatedness, and associated with
this, a reigctidn_of the.discipling specialisation
'and preference for .interdisciplinary approach; but
an interdisciplinary approach which is concieved
not as the simultaneous application of specialised
disciplines but rather the forgoing of synthetic
discipling, a social science (on materialistic

foundations) to replace the social sciences.

Commitment to treating problems concretely rather

than abstractly. This is often taken to the point

of regarding scholarship as creative praxis, something

to be guided by experience and reciprocally a guide
to .scholarship., It insists that the experience of

periphery formations be taken seriously on their
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own terms, that they may be possibly new or unique
realities not necessarily shadow imitations of
things that have been elsewhere and which are to
be understood by mechanically applying notions
that might illuminate other historical situations.

These essentially grasp the basic ingredients
of the political economy approach. However the method
may well be better illustrated through praxis. We

therefore expect it to clarify as our argument unfolds.

In this introductory section we have provided
necessary information to help set this work in proper
perspective. We have for instance stated What we
intend to argue, why we consider it important, and what
theoretical framework we are adopting. We have also
given a general idea of our order of presentation, and
hence the overall sequence of the one argument that we

are making. We now proceed to chapter two.
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CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

INTRODUCTION

First, what is the essence of this chapter? - It is
to show from available literature some ear lier works that
have been‘done in our area of interest, The idea partly
is to see the earlier works on which we build and also
that our contribution can stand out in clear relief,

But whicﬁ is this area of resegrch that we are
concerned. with? Basically the interest is in the
survival and expansion of social capitai - th this is
gnsured in spite of the self-contradictory manner in
which capitalism must exist, Of necesgity, there are
the contradictions between particular capirals, and the
contradictions between particular capitals and social
capital each of these contradictions tending to negate
the mode of productiqn by enéendering conditions which
tend to hinder the valorization process. And by that
very fact the extended reproduction of social. capital,
If‘isAthe mediation of these negative trends; the restraiﬁt
of selfish particulars tﬁat‘ensures the survival of the
collective,

Once the question is posed thus, 1in more general

ne’/that is about ensuring the survival and

terms, as O

thriving of the collective interest over particular

interests , it becomes obvious that we are really in a

very familiar terrain in political science. This- is the terrain

o

of the state, 'especially the capitalist state, for it is
under capitalism that the culture of selfishness is most

pronounced, Here it infact defines every action of
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particular capitéls. The re;ult is an ever continuous
collision, hindering each other and hindering social
capital,

The .problem to be addressed then is: how is this
condition of perpetual and pervasive conflict in
capitalist society améliorated when each functions solely
to achieve 1ts selfish aims? Or more preéisely.for this
section: Who'are some of those who have addressed this.
kind of problem, and what did they have to say? It 1is
the answer to the latter question that we shall find in
this chapter,

And going by the way the problem has been formuiated
ané the terms by which it is expressed, it is fairiy
obvious that we must look in the direction of the marxist
tradition for. amswers to the question we are attempting
to answer, To be sure, we are mot embarking on an
indiscriminate .. regurgitation of marxist writings; in
any case such an exercise would be both meaningless and
distracting. We would rather confine ourselves to those
writings which shed light spédifically on the.amelioratién
of'the necessary contradictions of the capitalist mode.
It is to these, much of which have to do with the state,

that we now turmn,

" MARXISM, THE STATE AND SOCIAL CAPITAL

First we must note that ' Marx did not develop a
coherent theory of the state. Much of his thought.
regarding the“%%atewfgggdistilled'from his critiques.
of Hegel; theory of society, and indeed his analyses

of particular historical situations. Examples are the
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1848 Revolution in France and Louils Napoleon's
dictatorship, or the 1871 Paris Commune, But these,

in addition to Engels', The Origin of the Family,

Private Property and, the State ,, and Lenin's The

The State and Revolution provide the fundamentals

from which later markist scholars have drawn, quite
often’ jending up Qith different interpretations. Still
some common grounds ¢ _abound.,

Oné, that, for ﬁarx, the material conditions of
society constitute the basis for its social structure
and also shapes human consciousness, And two, that ﬁhe
- State, a social structure emerging from the relations
in'production is a political expression of the cl. ss
struétu;e in the.producfiqn arena,. So that the state
does: not represent the common good as Hegel and the
éontractariansl, would have us believe., Marx followed
a logie which was bound to reject this "common good™"
state. As;Martin.Carnoy put it2

Once he éame to his formulation of
capitalist society as a class society
dominatéd by the bourgeoisie, it
necessarily followed that the state
is the political expression of that
dominance., Indeed the state is an
essential means of class domination

in capitalist society. It is not above

%nlBy this we refer to the social contract theorists,
includ ing Hobbes, Locke Roussean etc, They and Hegel,
held the view that the state represents .the social
collectivity, the social whole.

2See, Phe State and Political Theory, Princeton University
Press, New Jersy, 1984, P.47. :
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glass struggles but deeply engaged
in ﬁﬁem. Its intervention in the
strqggle is crucial, and the
intervention is conditioned by the
éésgntial character of the state as

a means aof class domination.,

This notion of the state comes out most clearly

in the German Ideology, which Marx authored with Engels.

According'to them, the state arises out of the
contradictionjbetween individual and communal interests,
securing private property., ‘In thelr words - it is
infact xk'"through the emancipation of private property
froﬁ'thg community (that), the state has become =£a
sepérate entity,.beside and outside civil society; but
it is nothing more than the form of organization which
the bou:geoisie necessarily.adOPts both for intermal
and extefnal pdfposes, for the mutual guarantee of
their property and interests"3° In one word, the state
arises to mediate the contradictions between social

and particularistic interests,

Engels was to further develop and clarify this view

of the state in The Origin of the Family, Private

Property and the State, Here he argues that the capitalist

~state developed in response to the need to mediate class
conflicts, maintaining order, so that economic dominance
of the Dbourgeoisie is perpetually being reéeproduced.,

Also, in *his ‘words,

3Marx and Engels, The German Ideology, Progress
Pub ishers, Moscow, 1964, P,78, :

1
LR
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The State is...by no means a power
impbsed on society from without,
just as little is it "the reglity of
the moral idea', "the image of the

' as Hegel maintains,

reality of reasan,’
Rather, it is a product of society at
a particular stage of development; it

is the admission that this society has

_involved itself in insoluble self-

contradiction and is cleft into irrecon-
ciliable antagonisms which it is powerless
to exorcise, But in order that these
antagonisms, classes with conflicting

not
economic interests, shall/consume /

themselves and society in a fruitless
struggle, a power, apparently standing

above sbciety, has become necessary to
ﬁoderate the conflict and keep it within

the bounds of "order"; and this power arisen

out of society, but placing itself above

it and increasingly alienating itself from’

'it, is the state...

As the state arose from the need to keep
class antagonisms in check, but also arose
in the thick of the fight between the
classes, it is normally the stéte of the

most powerful, economically ruling class,

‘'which by its means becomes also the

politically ruling class, and so acquires

new means of holding down and expl&iting



the oépressed class, The ancient state
was above all, the state of the slave
- owﬁers for holding down the slaves,
FJust. as the feudal stéte was the organ
“of the nobility for holding down the -ﬁ
peasant serfs and bondsmen, and the
modern representative state is the
instrumaqt for exploiting wage labour
by capital4o
So that the state emerges then in_capitaliSt societ§
as one to ameliorate mnecessary contradictions of the
.system; and one which serves the interest of the
bohrgeoisie, a group that "has at last, sinée the
establishment of Modern Industry and of the world market
conéuered for L£se1f, in the modern.representative
state, exclusive swayc- The executive of the modern

state is but a committee for managing the common affairs

of the whole bourgeoisie')

This statement can easily be construed to mean that -
Marx and Engels regarded the state as a crude instrument
in the hands of the bourgedisié. But this is an
uPderstanding which many marxists would-regaxd as in-
correct6. Draper, for instance states categorically,

that

4Engels, The Origin of the Family, Private Property and
the State, International Publishers, New York, 1968,
P.155, 156-7.

See Marx and Ehgels, the Communist Manifesto Appleton-
Century~Crofts, New York, 1955, P.11-12,

6C.Ake in his manuscript, The State as A Chpitalist
Phenomenon, even goes as far as arguing that it 1is

precisely, because the state is not an instrument in the
hands of the bourgoisie that it serves the course of capital.
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"Mari and Engels did not make the

state out to be merely an extrusion

of the ruling class, its tool, puppet

or reflection in some simplistic,

passive sense, .... Rather the state

arises from and expresses a real overall

need for the organisation of society ~ a

need which exists no matter what is the

particular class structure, But as long

as there 1s a ruling class in socio-

economic relations, it will utilize this

need to shape and control the state-

along its own class lines"7.
The import of this is that the  state’
enjoys autonomy, which is even more pronounced in some
peculiar circumstances as Marx shows regarding Louis
Napoleon Bonaparte's mempire (1852-1870). Marx uses
this case to illustrate that the state itself rules
when no class has menough power to control i1t, so much
so that even the.bourgeoisie "confesses that‘its own
interests dictate that it should be delivered from the
danger of its own rule; that in order to restore
franquility in the country, its bourgeois parliament mu st
first gf all be givan its quietus; that in order to
_preserve its soéial po wer intact, its political power

must be broken"s.

&

7See H, Draper, Karl Marx's Theory of Revolution vol.l,
State and Bureaycracy, New York Monthly Review Press,
~197%, P.319, :

8Marx and Engels, Collected Works, Ldndon, Lawrence and
‘Wishart 1979, :
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According.go Carnoy, Marx and Engels seem to have
delineated two levels of state autonomy.
In -the fifst—the "mormal" condition,
the state bureaucracy has some autoﬁomy
from the bourgeoisie because——=—==—==—————-
of the conflicts among ind ividual
capitals (requiring an independent
bureaucracy that can act as an executor
for the capitalist class as a whole).
Thus in the normal status of the
bourgeois state, the bourgeoisie assigns
the task of managing the political affairs
of the society to a Bureaucracy (which'is
not éhe bourgeoisie or' individual capitals),
but that bureaucracy = in contradistinction
to éarliér social formations—is subordinated
- to .bourgeois socilety and bourgeois
.préductionf--—.f.The second level of adtonomy
is achieved when the class struggle iQ

“"frozen" by the inability of any class to

B
N,
N

exhibit its power over the stateg‘
The point being made is that under bourgeois rule,
the state 1s sepérated from the bourgeoisief Or more
precisely, there is a seperation of ecomnomic dqmination
from.political functionsf Marx gives reasons for this,
One, is the.class struggle which compels the bourgeoisie

to sacrifice political rulership- in order to safeguard

9Martin Carnoy, The State and Political s..., P054;55.



its economic interests, This it does by avoiding th;t
"dangerous furn that transforms every struggle against
the state power into a struggle égainst capital"lo.

Two; the capital relation which does not reqﬁire the
interﬁéntion of state force for its reproduction, once

it is establisﬁed§ This latter reason infacf marks
'éut capitalism, qualitatively from precapitalist
societies, and the formative period of capitalism, These
require force for domination to be.maintained. But under
capitaliém, the scenario is distinctly differeﬁt for

the law of value operates objectively, reproducing the
.comditions and social relatioﬁé of production without
theAintervention of force., Thus, the bourgeoisie can
afford to renounce political rule and yet not prejudice
property rule, | |

But how come the bourgeoisie while seperated from

political. :power, is'yet able to subject the state to

its interest? First, we must note that this class
interest is not guaranteed igiitraight forwa:& manner ,

It is rather done through the suffrage which hurls all
the clasées into the politicalAstage and forces them

to compete directly on it, This is how the class
struggle maﬁages to be confined to the surface of
bourgeois soéiety, appearing.taleveryope_only as.a,
'political one. This 1is the case in bourgeois republics,
which correspond to the competitive stage of capitalism;

as opposed to the phase of primitive accumulation when

force was applied to control wages and seperate prodﬁcefs

lOMarx and Engels, Selected Works, Fofeign Languages
Publishing House, Moscow, 1962, P287, :
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from their means of production.

A later stage of capitalism was however yet added to
the list of phases of capitalism, This was based on
the theory of 'state i:monopoly' capitalism developed
principally by Leninll, in-response to changes in the
structure of capitalism as it developed, The mgin
argument was‘that in this later stage of capital ism
there is a fusion of the state and financiél and
industrial capital, leading to an extraordinary
strengthening of state machiﬁery, which is followed by
the intensification of working class repression at home
-and Imperialism abroad.

. This Leninist theory of the state, the 'state;

monofciy thesisﬁ,was to form the basis of the revived
. debate on theum;;kist theory of statel} especially in
the face of very signif icant developments in the West,
such as the extension ofdemocraticliberties, economic
rights and general decline in the militancy of working
class organisations. It was in the attempt to ﬁnderstand
and explain these developments that Gramsci developed
his theory of state. He started out by critiquing the
reductioﬁism.of the state monopoly thesis, which reduced
the state to the rul ing class, linkiﬁg all developments
in the superstructure to the chaﬁges in the structure.

Gramsci argued that the superstructnre had a life

of its own developed according to its own -laws,

:1L'Tée Lenin, V<I. The State and Revolution, Peking;

Foreign Lanaguages Press, 1965; especially pages 38 and 45.
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seperate from the structure, This is what led him to
speak of a "sciences of the political™,
He also spoke of the "relative autonomy of the political,

by which he meant that the structure and superstructure

- e m—

are not directly,Iiggé&%ﬁ@%:;fé;iéﬁggrwseperé%gdgﬁégéiﬁridge,

"civil society", belinging to neither structure nor
super structure and which played significant roles in
the reproduction of both levels,

It was-against this backgroun& that he distinguished
bétweeﬁ two forms of rule, namely, domination and
hegemony, Domination, according to him,-was rule byﬁforce,
and "hegemony' rule by willing consent of the ruled,

For Gramsci, the state and its organs constitute the
arena of domination and force, while 'civil society’
constitutes tﬁe arena of hegemmy and consept;

His thesis 1s that bourgeois rule is based on -
hegemony, rather thﬁn coercidn. And that this is made
possible through the civil society constituted mainly of
private organiéations the press, the church, . schools,
political partie;, trade unions, etc,- which are conditioned by
bourgegs political and civic freedoms. Thase,

Lih turn, inform and mould the world view of the dominated
along bourgebis lines, Part of the consequence is the
peaceful reproduction of the capitalist order. Bourgeois
domination is thus :.ensured but through subtle means,
'blurring'consciousness antagonistic to the bourgeois
order ..

We see by these contributions how the necessary
cbntfadictiohs of -‘capitalism, which otherwise would have

negated the system, are ameliorated enough to ensure the



sUrvivalvof social capital quite oftan through the
mediatiqn of political str;ctures including the state.
But the linkage between the contradiétions endemic 1in
éapifaliémAand the state is post visibly seen in the
dontriﬁﬁtions to the German debate regarding tﬁe state,
The contributofs infact deal in 'our' precise terms
of the contradictions between fartiCular capitals, and
between particular capitals:and social capital,
'Following the debate two main apprdaches distill out most
clearlyf‘ One beginning from the fact that capital
exists only as individual or particular capitals, this
.firét school of theorists focus on the question, how 1is
the reproduction of total social capital ensured? And
the conclusion, they reach is that it is oﬁly as a
nesuit of the existence of "an autonamised stétevstanding
above the fray that the social relations of an othefwise
anarchic society is.reproduced, and the general interest
of total social capital thus established"lz;

Mulléf and.Neushsé.g for instance, following Marx,
deduced the state from the self-destructive nature of
cgpitaliét society. The cdntention is that capital {

with "its unrestrainable passion, its werewolf hunger

33

for sﬁrpius labour would destroy itself, by destroying
‘the labour pdwer of workers, except for f{istate intervention.
The state, acting in the 'interest of capital in general
protects thé Workersf The state is constituted as a

Weifare stéﬁe who se activify derives from the incapability

of individual capitals to ensure the reproduction:

12See Holloway and Piccioto (ed), State amd Capital: A
Marxist Debate, Edward Arnold, London, P.1l9. :

: 3

13See Kérl,Marx, Capital, vol.l, p.252.



of labour powerl4.

The thesis of Elmar Altvater is similar ‘to that
of Muller and mNeusussS. He also derives the state from
the inability of capital, existing as antagonistic
éarticuiar‘capitals, to repfoduce its collective social
existence, Capital then fequires the state in order that
needed ' ] ) A .
he . ... reproduction can be made possible, It requires a
state; an organ which does not suffer the same 1imitations
as individual capitals to do this, for this is the only
way to %ée ta the survival ofic . « general capital. The
state thus makes up for the inadequacies of individual
capitals in providing for their viable colieCtive existence,
In making this provision, thesstate, according to Altvater,
has to pérform four basic functions, These arte:
1. the provision of general material conditions
of production('infrastructure');
2. establishing and guaranteeing generai legall relations,
relationships of
relations, through which the/legal subjects in
capitalist society are perfofmed;
3. the regulation of the conflict betweenwwage
. Bbour and capitai, aﬁd if neéessary the
politicél repression of the working class, not
only by means of law but also by the police and
army;
4, -safeguarding the existence and expansion of
total national capital on the capitalist world

marketlS.

14See the fuller exp;essioﬁ of this position.in Hollway
and Piccioto (ed), op cit, pp. 32=-39,

Elmar Attrater; "Some Problems of State FInterventionism
in Holloway and Piccioto (ed), State and os.. P.42.
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In their contribution, Blanke, JUurgens and
Kastendiek, following the same approach as Altvater,
start from the fragmentation of social production,
into commodity production which is carried out by
individuél producers. From here, they then procéed to
derive the form and function of the state "from the
need to regulate the relations between commodity |
producer s by means of law and money, Regulation'by
these means is necessary to maintain relations of
exchange between commodity producers and this regulation -
can come‘only from a body standing oqtside-the relations
of commodity production"}6.

Critics however find three strdng objections against
this apéroach. These are worfh statings;

a) That the state comes intq being to satisfy the needs
of general capital attr&butes to it a knowledge
which it cannot have.

b) That not much is said about the state as a modality
of relations of repression andllegitimation existing
between the working class and the state.

c) That.this approach is ahistorical. And this is
so becaﬁse the engine of motion of capitalist
development is not concretély located in the class
struggle,

The second line of épgroach,-in the debate is
represented principally by Joachim Hirsch, ‘a major

critic of the former. He starts from the basic structure

16See Holloway and Piccioto .(ed), The State...(0p.cit)

POZO.



30

of capitalist society but focuses on the nature of
capital relation, precisely the ®k¥relation of the
exploitatioﬁ of labour by capital. The argument of
_Hirsch is that the form of the state must be derived
from the nature of social relations of domination
in society, For Hirsch what constitutes the dynamic
force behind the development of the accumulation process,
and by his argument the development of the state itself
is the contradiction inherent in accumulation. The
tendency of the rate of profit to fall and the counter-—
tendencies which this engenders emerge as the key to
the understanding of the development of the state.
Hir sch sees the tendency of the raﬁe of profit to fall
as what:imposes upon capitalism, the need to-constantly
.reorganize-its relations of production,
As he says:
The«mobiiiza;ion of counter—-tendencies
*meaﬁs-in practice the reorganizétion of
an historical complex of géneral soéial
conditions of production and relations of
exploitation in’a pfocess whiech can proceed
only in a crisis-ridden manner. Thus.the
real course of the necessarily crisis-ridden
process of accumulation and developmant of
capitalist society decisively depends on °
whether and in what manner the nécessqry
re-organization of the conditions pf production

and relations of exploitation succeeds.

This is essentially affected by the actions
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of the competing individual capitals

and By the oﬁtcome of class coﬁflict

on an intermnatiomnal scale.17
This analysis by. Hirsch which starts from the antagonistic
relatiop‘between capital and labour in the accumulation
process, is probably the closest we have to a .truly
~historical and materialist analysis of the state, so
far. But for our purpose however, what is of greater
interest is that the works summarised here deal with
the question of how capitalism survives in spite of its
self ~destructive nature, But this same question 1is
'pﬁééisely what constitutes the core of the thesis we
wish to advance, How then do we '-differ? What new

thing are we going to add?’

Point of Depature

First, let us state tﬂat what we intend to do in
this work, is in a way, similar to the analyses we
have summarised., It is similar in the sense that it 1is
concerned with how social capital survives inspite of
the cont;adictory and self-negating nature of capitalism.
But it is different to the extent that rather than look
SQuarely at the state for an explanation; it looks
through the state to understand the character_of the
benef ators of the capitalist system:.the boufgeoisie.
It places the :anus of tﬁe'survival of the capitalist
system not necessarily on the state, but'on the bourgeoisie,
their ability ‘to exercise some discipline inspite of
the intrinsic selfiéhness.of capitalists, so that ébcial
capital can thrive. It réalizes and admitsAthat particular
capitals are sélfish; bﬁt it does not stop .there; it
17 A '

See "The state Apparatus and social Reproduciion" in Holliway
and Picaoto (ed), State and Op cit, P. 74.




looks beyound the mask 6f capital, to the wills behind
it, the bourgeoisie., It is their exercise of restraint
enough to ensure the survival and e#pansion of social
capital that is subject of-. .@n;lysis here,

Through the state, rules could be made in the
interest of social capital; but it tgkes diécipline, on
the part of the bgurgeoisie, and a level of rationality
to restrain their selfishness and be subject to those
rules., In any case,.because the work focuses at the
bourgeolisie, and ﬁot just at the staﬁe, it locates
elements nécéssary for the survival and expansion of
social capital even outsidg the arena of the state, It
is able to do so because it takes seriously the circuit
of iﬁdus;rial capital, and thus does not confine itself
to. the arena.of production, but rather includes circulation,
as well, Surely the immanent contradictions in the
capitalist mode necessarily ;elaée to the state, but not
exclusively so, - Because of the éharacter of particular
capitals, these contradictions can be seen all through
the locus that capitél must trace in its cyclé of self-
augmentatipn; It ig this that call forth correspondingly
the restraint.of the bourgeoisie, within dr_outside the
state arena, for the sake of the survival and expanded
reprodﬁétion of social capital, This restraint that must
be exercised by the bourgeoisie in the interest of social

capital is what we are calling bourgeols rationality.
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SUMMARY

What we have done in this chapter 1is to recount
briefly, somelworks which have been done in the area
of our interest, i.e. works relating to the survival
of sqcial.capital inspite of the inherent contradictions
of capital ism.

In doing this we found the works of Marx, Engels,
Lenin, Gramsci, and the German school on the state most -
useful, These partly form the theoretical foundations
on which we build.

We now turn to defining our major concept that
-0f bourgeois rationality, but not 5efore we have traced

the emergence of capitalism, the substratum from which

the concept springs and rests.
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CHAPTER 'THREE

THE EMERSENCE -OF CAPITALISM

I, " INTRODUCTION

The relevance ofAthis chapter lies in the
establiéhmént of the relationship between capitalism
and the main concept of this work - bourgeois
rationality. The concept derives from the chapacter
of the capitalist mode of production. "This mode
therefore, has to be clearly understood, In doing
this, it would be important to trace the classical
histérical path that led to its emergence. This is
Significanf in enabling us understand why the Nigerian
case is peculiar; For the path to capitalism in this
case was'decisively different; a short-circuit. To
appreciate this properly, we have to tréce the salient
events that led to the emergencé'of capitalism in the
West: from msurergahd merchant capital, up to the
emergence of industrial capital itself, Having done
this, the relevant and basic characteristics Qf the mode
of production should then be'easily deciphered; espepially

those that necessitate bourgeois pationality.

II, " EARLY FORMS OF CAPITAL

| All civilisations have been built on surplus
Prodﬁct, the basis of which is actually égricultufal
surplus product. Society musf produce beyond subsistence
before it engages in other activities that build

civilisationsy craft, industry, art, science, etcetera.
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Specifically, agricultﬁral products appear in three
Adifferent wéys; as surplus product in the: form of
labour seﬁVicés, use-values or money.

Ih Western Eprope of the Middle Ages;, village
land was often divided into three parts. One part
was to sérve the heeds of the peasants who cultivated
them; another was exploited directly by means of the
unpaid labour services'of peasants; ahd then the
~third part was reserved as common lands, meadows, woodé,
wastes and éo.on, owned by all in common. The peasant
divides his working week between his fields-énd that.
~of the lord., The * former necessary labour, the latter
stirplus labour. But alongside surplus product supplied
in the form of unpaid work; there sometimes appeared
also sufpluslproduct paid in kind.

And as'long as agricultyral surplus product was
in‘kind,ltrade, money and capital existed "only in the
pores of a natural économy"; “There was ‘hardly any
need for the market; basically people consumed what
they proauced. This situation changed however, with
the introduction of money rent. This forced the -
peasant to selljin the market in order that he may
pay his renfu At this point, a transition is made from
a closed ngtural economy towards a money economy.’

Money, in turn made possible the acquisition of an

1This was basically the golden age of feudalism, when
productive and other social activities where organised
according to feudalistic ethos.
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-iﬂfinite range. of treasures by the exploiting class.
However, the aﬁquired goads conétitutéd nothing but
hoarded use-vuluez, mere luxury and waste. Unproduc-
tive cbnsumptioﬁ. Nevertheless the money that the
possessing class wasted on extravagance ended up
concentrated in thé hands of usurersand merchants.

As a matter of fact, capital was first to.emerge -
Usurerts  capital., With the development of a big
mone§ sector, lending moﬁey became the main source of
profit. But as the money economy became more and more
widespread,usurer's capital retreated giving prominence
to trade as a source of profit. We witness the emergence
of a merchant classs. Now notice that the emergence of
this class in the midst of a basically natural economy,
presuposes primitive accumulation of mohey capital.

The two main sources were piracy and brigancdage. Of
course, these were in addltlon to the appropriation
of agricultural surplus product Besides, to effectively
realise profits at the expense of the purchasers the
traders ensured that they createa mon0polieé for themselves'
at both the selling and buying endéo The expangion

of trade from about the 11th century

2This contrasts with exchange value ie, value meant
for exchange, as oppooed to use-value, which is value
" meant for use.

m '

3See the masterly Studies in the Development of
Capitalism, Routledge and Paul, London, 1963 by
‘Maurice Dobb,
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in Wesfern Euroﬁe speeded up the development of a
money economy thch was however later to suffer
severe hahdiéaps, such as shortage of éoins. This
waé partly the reSult of the general ecoﬁomic'decline
accompanying the Hundred Years DVaruq 01ld mines were
reopened and new ohes sought for but not to much avail.

There were also the limitations generatéd’by
monopolies, These grossly stifled the mdney economy
untit some rather uhexpected successes, like the dis—-
covery of America, the circumnavigation of Africa, the
plundering of Mexico and Peru, the establishﬁent of
sea links with India, China, Indonesia and Japan. The
result was a commercial revolution which created a
world market. And again like the primitive aécumulatiﬁn
of meréhant.capital; commercial capital was first
aécumulated through brigandage and piracy. In fact, it
is even difficult not to gfoup the ensuing trade as
primitive accumulation as wel}, judging by the kinds
of fantastic profit made. |

Let us illustrate with a short table of the
purchase and selling pricés of the French East India

Company 1in 16915

L+These were a series of wars fought intermittently
between England and France from 1337-1453,

5See Ernest Mandel, ' Marxist Economic Theory, vol.l,
Translated by Brian Pearce, Monthly Review Press
New York, 1862, p.109,




. Purchase Price Sélling ﬁrice

White cotton cloth * . : *
and mushin 327,000 | 1,267,000
Silks 32,080 ' 97,000
Pepper(100,000 16) 27,000 101,000
Raw Silk | _ X 158,000 111,000

Salt petre ' 3,000 | 45,000
Cotton thread . 9,000 . 28,000
Total, including some 487,000 1,700,000

smaller items.

What you have is a profit rate of about 250;00
"percent. With such gains it is not surprising that
colonial trade vigorousiy inéreaseds, and with it also
the setting.up of monopolies to further maximise profit.
Fuyrthermore, to the trade in articles was to be added
trade in men; slave trade. .All these furfher- beefed
up profit-iuring all - privileged clasées to partake in
the 'goldlrainf resulting from the plundering of the
colonies, Worthy of mention among the partakers in this
plunder was the philosopher John Locke, who alongside
the Duke of New York and the Farl of Shaftesbury wera
.partners in ‘the New Royal African Company engaged 1

slave traffic up to 1698,

CIII, DOMESTIC INDUSTRY AND M ANUFACTURE

Basically, however, international trade
remained one in luxury items, although ‘government orders
and the'géowing“ needs of the well-to-~do classes

'stimulatgd the production of non-agricultural commodities.

QSee‘E,J. Hobsbawm, AIndusﬁpy.andwEmpire,,Pengdin, 1968.
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'So that alongside colonial trade, trade in craft an.l
manufactured goods was aiso becoming more extensive.
But in spite of this e%tension, production in Westecn
Europe remained basically petty commodity préductiqn.
Master craftsmen working with a few journeymen,
produced.commoditigs that wére sold to the public at
prices fixed in advance. But when and how did .this
development start? |

‘To anéwer this'question we must retreat slightly -
to the age preceeding capitalism,'feudalism. To bg
sure, this was a period when social, political and
economic life was basically that of the manor, estate
owned and controlled by a lord, but worked by serfs,
dependants of the ldrd, who in turn offered thenm
protection; ‘Payment.or tribute was basically in the
form of "week-work", (number of days in which the gsenrfs
worked for the lord) or in-.kind: products.

The demise bf'feudalism'saw thé.gradual ascendancy
of payment in purely monetary terms. The significance
of this development was that the production of use-
value,‘ie. value not for exchange but for direct
consumpfion, a defining characteristic of the feudal

 age, was beginning to give way as a primary concern.

The thirst for money drove the lords to force the

serfs to increase production...The imcreased'explgitation
.of the serfs at this time led to their fleeing the manors
for the towns, This is not the only 2procésébe'which
labour necessary for the domestic industry was released.
Trade was another factor: for the serfs to escape from

. the manor meant they could find employment elsewhere.



What is important to note huve is that hy the inberplay
of these forces, free laboﬁr gravitated towards the
towns,

In the towns, dénizeﬁs, inhabitants formed
themseivés into craft guilds, specialising in the
production of a type of cémmodity,or the otﬂer,. The
unit of the guild was the cell, which included a
master craftsman, apprentices and journeymen,
Jburneymen were apprentices who had graduated but
could nof yot set up on their own owing to the strict
regulations of the guild system, which, also fixed
' ppices of goods for sale_usually to merchants. -

- Now the influx of serfs into the towns increased
craftsmen within guilds, and swelled the rank of
journeymen in particular. Without a correcsnonding
extension of the market, the result-was the exacgrbaTﬂon
ﬁntensifiéatiom of protectionist policies, especially
thé arbitrary fixation of high prices. Of course, this
did not'go down well with the merchants, who were
concerned with buying cheap, so as to make more profit.
Their reaction here is decisive in the process of the
glevelopment -of capitalism.

The dilemma they faced in wanting to beat the

monopoly of the éuild system, and imposing some
“control over the producers led to their beginning the
verlags system or putting—ouf system of advancing raw
materials to craftmen to préduce in the country,

~

Outside the fetters of the guild system'of'the.townsu



47.

Here we begin to witness the sphere of production
being taken ovér byAcapital as expressed in the.
control of producers through domestic industry.

The domestic industry ' was however yet to
create 1ts own cogtradictions which urged its
transcendance. Merchants'were soon to complain of
the "laziness".of countryside'produceré resulting
in slow pace of work., They also complaihed of
loss of raQ materials, purportedly used by the producers
to supplement inadequate wages. It was the need fof
‘greater control over producers and materinls that was
. to give birth to manutacture, an advance over domestic
iﬁdustrya Manufacture entailed the assemblage of
workers‘under one roof with means of production and
raw materials advanced to them. |

This new system was efficient in séveral ways.
One, cost of maintaining midd}emen who distrib@fea raw
-materials to and collected finished products from the
producers‘was saved., Two, loss of raw materials was
minimised., Three, thé possibility of squareiy controlling
and éupervising production. was enhanced, TFour, highgr
level of diyision of labour and consequent increase in
préductivity became possible, The industrial revolution
was to consolidate these advances., But From whence-
 came the enormous requirements of capital and labour
necessary for this revolution on a scale that caused
the greatest social transformation in the worid since

.ancient tiﬁes,'casting the neuld of the'mdderp world,
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the capitalist .age? This question becomes even move
pertinent when we realise like Mérx that:

‘In themselves money and commodities are no

more capital than are the means of production

and of subsistence, They want transforming

into capital. But this transformation itself

can only take place under certain circumsténces_
that centre in this, viz: that two different
kinds of commodity - possessors must come

face té face and into contact; on the one hand,
the owners of money, means of pxﬁduction, means
of éubsistence, who are ‘eager to increase the _
sum of values théy pbssess, by buying othef |
‘people's labour-power; on the other hand free
labourers,ythe sellers of their own labour power,
and therefore the sellers of labour. " Free
labourers; in the doubie sense that neither fhey
themselves form part and parcel of the means of
of productien, as in the case of sglaves, bondcegmen ,
etc. , nor do the means of production belong *to
fhem, as iﬁ case of peasant-proprietors; they

are therefore, free from, uneﬁcumbereq by any
means of production of their own...The process-
tﬁérefove, that clears the way for.the'capitalist
system, can be none other than the procesé |
which takes away frém the labourer the possession
of his means of production; a process that

transforms on the one hand, the social means of
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subsistence and of production into
capital, on the. other the immediate

. 7
producers into wage-labourers’,

IV " CREATTON OF THE MODERN PROLETARIAT

The'freéllabour-that saw through fhe:
industrial revolution was the agricultural population
séparated from land, tﬁrough primitive accumulation, .
wﬁicﬁ‘in. this particular case refers té the historical .
process of separating the producer from the meaﬁs of
production; This process fiddied with reckless
cPercicn and bloodshed included the spoilation of
the. church's property, the frmudulanf aliénation‘of'
the ‘state domains, the robbery of common lands, the
usurpation 6f feudal and clan property, and its
transformation.intb privatg property under circumstances
of terrorism8; Let us look briefly &t some of tﬁése
\methods and how they occurred“in ﬁngland; but not

ibéfore sketchiné fhe background against which they
lhappened. .
| By the end of the 14th century, serfdém.had

jbasically-disappéared in England, What we had was

i7See-Karl Marx , Capital, Vol.1, Progress, 1986, ».668.

8See especially the chapters on "The Secret of Primi*ive
Accumulation (XXVI), "Expropriation of tl.» Agricultural
"Population from the Land" (XXVII), "Bloody Legislation
" Against the Expropriated, From the End of the 15th
. century.- Forcing Down of Wages By Acts of Parliament"
" (XXVIII)Thesis of the Capitalist Farmer" (XXIX), and
'Genesis of the Industrial Capitalist (XXXI), in

" Capital Vol.1l, op.cit .
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"a population consisting mainly of free peasant~-
proprietopsu'.indeed, in the lafge domains, the
bailif, the agent or steward of the landlord had
been replaced by the free farmer who employed the
services of wage-labourers, a minor proportion of
thé entire peasantry who worked on their own pieces

. of land on the .. side, while working also for wéges.

Thése; like the rest of the population also still

enjoyed the usufruct of the common land; the right to1
use. and derive profit from a piece of property
belonging to all in common provided the property itself
remained undiminished and uninjured in whatever form,
These common lands gave pastﬁfe to their cattle,
supplied them with timber, firewood, turf, etc.

Basically, fhe feudal structure remained ip
-place with the soil divided amongst lords., whose power
like that of the spvereign.depended on the rent-foll,
the number of his subjects, But much of all this was
to change drastically between later 15th century and
"eaﬁuﬁisth century, The bands of feuaal retainers were
broken up hurling a mass of free proletarians, those
who had only their labour-power to sell to survive,
‘unto the labour-market. This was caused by several
factofsq The royalty, for instance, in striving for
absolute-powef, hastened the dissolution of the bands.
And in the conflict with king and parliément on one
side, the feudal lords themselves created a much

largerfprblet@riat by forcing the peasants out of the
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common lands over which'lofd and peasantry had
same right.. The immediate impulse for thié
eviction aeriﬁed from the rapid rise.of fhe'Price
of wéol0 The land was néeded for sheep;walks,

Tﬁe process of the forcible expropriation of
the popuiation was to receive a rare boost in the
16th century following the reformation and the-
attendant spoilation of church property., The Catholic
Chur¢h at this time'owhed a great part of the land in°
England, The church estates were either given to
greedy royal favourifes, or sold at nominal prices to
speculating farmers and citizens . These in turn drove
out the oeriginal tenants, throwing.-fheir holdings into
one, In addition, with the suppression of the monastriés,
‘th inmates were hurled out to join the already collosal
army of pfoletérian$e

The primitive accumulation also-included thift of
state lands, on‘a4§ery large scale., This was particularly
so with +the coming to power c¢f particular regimes like
that of William of Orange. Some%imes'these.estates
were just simply given away, sold ac ridiculous fees
or even.annexed to privaté estates by crude siezure.
All this was done without recourse to any legal etiqﬁette.
%But by the 18th" century, the law in the form of
_Eﬁclosure Aéts had become an instrument for the theft
" of land. These Acts were sigply decrees by which the
landlords granted themselves all the people's land as

private pxoperty.



These methods which,resulted i the massive

expropriationfof the agriculturél populétion also
' i : L

included the sweeping of men o%f the lands, literarily.
-This Qas done thriough the so-called clearing of
estates. When there were no independent peasants to
be rid éf, the clearing of wottiges began. Now
having created the free labourers they could rot
possibly be absorbed by the nascent maﬂufacturers
ét ieast not as fast as they were crgated, And
on the part. of these proletariaﬂs forced out of their
usual.way of life, adjustment was traumafic'especially
in the face of the harsh realities and oppvéssive
conditions. Lérgmly,therefone, from the stress of the
circumstahces, many of them were turncd into beggars,
robbefs and vagabonclf»;‘u Hence throughout‘the 16th

<o

century there weré‘sepiAs of legislations against
vagabondage; legislations 'cruelly and callously.eufouuud.
The luckieerpeS'ehployed in the factories also had
to endure legislations which ensured their grosgs
exploitation s in.the lengthening of the working-day.
Now having fully created the major ingfedient, free
~labour necessary for the rise of industrial capitalism,
-the stage was set for the industrial révolutionu But
before we move to that, let us.nofe some pertinmnf
points of interest emanating‘from the massive expropriea-
tion of the agriculturdl populatipn_ahd the appropriétion
of fhe'land by a few., Specifically how did the chanpes-

on land boost: industry?
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Although tﬁere waé noW a smaller number of
cultivators of land, yet the soil produced more,
This was dﬁe to several reasons, amongst them_the
improved methods of culture, concentration of the
means 6f Droduction, greater co;operation, and the
fact that the: agr1cultura7 wage-labourers were put
under greater strains to produce more bountlfully
and more efficiently. By theése developments, agriculture
Wwas able to feed both industry and its teemirng labourers.
Note also * that with the 'freeddm' of a large pért
of the agficultural population, their former  means of
livelihood were now 'free' to be transfofmed into
material elements of variable capital. The expropriafed
peasants must now buy.their wvalue in the form of wages
?Fom indus trlaW capital., In the same vein, elements
of constant capital vere provided for industrial
capital thfough the forcible expropriation. The eviction
of the agricultural.populatioﬁ therefore:set labourers,
their means of 1ivelihood; and their material for labour,
free, for industrial capital. These besides, it also.
captured the home-market- for 1ndustrlal capital through
the destructlon of domestlc industry,
Before the peasants were forced off the land,
they produced theﬂmeans of subsistence and raw materials
which they themselves utilised,-for the most part.
But these means of subsiSteﬁge and raw materials had
themselves been transformed into commodities.- They
Weﬁe now gbld'py the large farmers to manufacturers;
Things.like linen, yarn, coarse wollen stuff; e%cu,.

n
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which originally peasant families spun and wove for
their. .use were now articles of manufacture. The
numerous cﬁstdmers, scattered small producefs working
on their own account and served by strey artisans were
now concentrated in one bié pool of market sérved by
industrial capital. So that alongside-the expropria-
tion of the peésants and their separation from their
means of production, was the destruction of the rural
domestic~industry; .Nevertheless, this era of manufac-.
turing

;ouconquers but partially the domain-of'
natiéna; produdfion, and always rests on-

the handicrafts of the towh and the

domestic industry of the rural districts
-as its ultimatg basis., If it destroys

theée in one form, in particular branches,

at certain points, it calls them dp again-
elsewhere, because it needs them for the
preparation of raw materials up to a |
certain pointgogmodern industry alone, and
finally, supplies, in machinery; the lasting
basis of capitalistic agriculture, expropriates
radically the eﬁormous majority of the
agricultural population, and completes the
separation between agricuitﬁre and rural
domestic industry, whose roots-spinning and
weaving-it tears up. It therefore, also for

Afhe.first time, conquers for industrial capital
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the'eﬁtire home marketgu

Vo "THE'INDUSTRIAL“REVOLUTION

Before capital was to eventually penetrate
the sphere of industrial production it needed a
market e#panding almost Iimitlessly,5§6§£iﬁg§ﬁé§&;k
absorbing the évér-increasing volume of produgégzv.
This condition was met with the introduction of
machinery into industry and fransport. The effect
of this was the drastic lowering of the cost of
products. This created the fequired market énd marked
- the definitive victory of the‘capitalist mode.

This first occurred in Britain and about the 1780s.

For the firet time in human histewy, all inhibitions
and Shéckles-were taken off the productive power of
human spciety° Societies now became capable of rapid
and limitless.expansion of'prc?ductioﬁa But why was it
that it was in Britain that thes revolution first occurred
although much of the developments leading to it aé we
have traced in this chapter also took place in other
parts of Western Europe, like.France for instance?
This quesfion becomes even more pertinent, once we
notice that.whatever advantages and advancements
Britain may have'enjoyed, it definitely did not include

scientific and” technological superiority. But luckily

R

9Karl Marx , Capital, Vol,1, op cit, pp 700=701



50

for Britain few intellectual refinements were

actually requlred for the 1ndustr1al revolutlonlo

Writing on~the~revolutlon Hobsbawm, for instance,
attests-that "technical inventions were exceedingly
-modeét,'and in no way beyond the scope of iﬂtelligem?
artisans expérimenting in their workshops, or of the
constructive capacitieg of carpenters, millwrighté,
and locksmiths: the flying éhuttle, the spinning jenny,
the ﬁulev Even its scientifically most sophisticated
machiné, James Watts rotary steam engine (1784) required
no more- physics than had been available for the best
part of a century"lla

If technological superiority was not the aﬁswer,
what then was responsible for Britain becoming the
firgt "workshop of the world". Economic historians
adduce ; several ;eésons including:

é) “That the:ﬁo;itical climate was right in thé'éensé
that‘a century had inlfacf passed since a king“
had been formally tried and executed by the beoplg.
This emphasises the freedom.and democfacy already
béing enjoyed in Britain at the time

b) That the agrafian problem had aiready been resolved
with commercially-minded leaders monopolizing the:
landy |

¢) That there was én'absehce of a ' British peé;antry
as such, unlike the case in France, Germany,Rugsia

etcetera,

'1OSee ToSs ‘Ashton, The Industrial Revolution 1760—1830 Oxford University
ss, 1948,
. 1See wJdo Hobsbawm The Age OF Revolutlon, New American
Librqu, New York, 19ﬁ2- p.48.
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But probabiy the éingular most decisive reason

was the fapt'that Britain posseésed an industry
vefy aptly suited to piloneering the 'revoiution, and
inraddition, a conducive,ecdnomic1§§§§§§?@§§?Which
not only allowed but encouraged the industry. We
refer'hefe to,the’éotton industry and to colonial
expansion, facilitated by Britain's outstanding sea-
power. They shipped siaves from Africa and cotton
goodé from India. But when the supply of cotton in
particular was interrupted owing to war and revolts in
around India, British industries'leaped in to produce -
cotton goods with raw materials supplied by plantations,
worked by slaves. In turn the éotton checks were:
exported to the plantersy to Africa, the Americas, and
'to Variou§qoth§r parts of the globe, The cotton industry
promised limitless expansién. The industry »provided
prospects 'so good that it was almost'impossible For
enterpreneuré,to resist. “

rortunately...fhe new inventions. which

revolutionised it-the spiﬁning—jenny,-the

water-frame rand the mule in spinnihg, a

little later the power loom 1in weaving were

sufficiently'simple and cheap, aﬁa paid

" for themselves immediately in terms of higher-

output. They could be installed, if néedl

be, piecemeal, by small men who started off

with a few pounds...The expansion of the .

industry could be Financed easily out of



current‘profifé, for the combination

of the-.wvast market conquests and steady

.price'inflation produced fantastic rates
of p:r*ofrt:12 |

LE 3 Such was the enormous lure of the industry which

eventualiy led to tremendous achievements which

~,~cu1m1natedln the flnal victory of capltallsm, ‘This
'was easy since the pre-requisites of the mode were

already present as our earlier discussions show,

VI SUﬁMARY
Our business in this chapter has been to trace
" the locus leading to the emefgence of the capitalist
mode of production. "In doing this we traced the history
of capltal rlght from its earlier forms as usury and
merchant capltals, then from its use in domestlc
industry to the development of manufacturing. All these develop-

m_ng still within the confinés of pre—capitallst modes.
Prom here we then dealt with the aets of primitive
accumulation, ffeeing' labour from the land pre-~requisite
for the development of capitalism which thrives on the
exploitafion of surplus veluenfrom free labour. This
develppments coupled with some peculiar advantages of

. Britain in the 18th century ushered in the industrial

‘revolution,'signalling the eventual victory of the mode

~from which the concept of bourgeois rationality derives.

’128ee E.J, besbawn, The Age of Revolution, op c¢it,
PoSH. : :
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The rationale for tracing the development of
capitalism. in the Occident is to see’ how this
contrasts with the Nigerian case, The history of
capitalism in each casé has consequences for the
development of productive fbrces,'wﬁich in turn
determines the strength or otherwise of . bourgeois
rationality in society., We now proceed to examine the
concept, delineating its basic tenets in accordance

with the western experience.
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CHAPTER FOUR

BOURGEOIS RATIONALITY

I. ~INTRODUCTION

Much of what was done in the last chapter.
was to pfepare thé.grounds for the definition and
delineation of our main coneept in this wowrk;that
of bourgeois ratiénalify. This concept derives from
the very dynamics of the capitalist mode of
productibn; But how?: |
Perhaps, we should begin by asking: What is the-
basic character of capital; how is it defined; how is
.'it that particular capitals co-exist in the contradictory
manner invwhich they must without subverting sociél
capitai; how is it that social capital is continously
 reproducéd on én extended scale when capitalism is
actually selﬁﬁccntradiétorY? Once we bégin to find
answers’fp thége'qﬁestions we“are already in the process
-of defining and understanding the concept of bourgeois
Pationality. This we shall do as section one in this
chapter,
Section two will be concerned with delineating
the basic tenets of the concept -as the experience of
capitalism in the Occident reveals, In other words,

we shall be demonstrating in what practical, tangible

and Goncréte ways we find the expression of bourgeois = T

" rationality manifested.

i
"



55

SECTION ONE

II. "THE - EMERGENCE OF BOURGEOIS RATTONALITY

With the triumph of the capitalist moae 6f
_ production what emerges is a completely'new society.
A sociéty'dOminated'by capitalist productiony; one in
which capital has taken over production, separating
the producer from both his product and means of
production.‘ He now lives by selling his labour in
a production process which is geared towards exchange.
Products. are first '.of all exchange values before they
are anything else, hence, they are commodities, Society
" approximates a market. Each is a Propriéetor, enjoying
exclusive right to some property, even if merely labour
power. Marx describes the emergent society as the
...Edenfofmipnate fighfs of man. There
a;one;guie Freédom,.Equality,,Prqpéfty
and Bentham; Freedom because both buyer
and seller of a commodity, say labour power,
are constrained only by their freewill,
They contract as free agents, aﬁd the
égreement they come to; is but the form
in which they give legallexpression to their
common - will. Equality because each enters
into relation with the other as with a.
simple owner 6f commodities and they exchénge
equivaleﬁt for equivaient, Property because
each disposes, of what is his own., And

Bentham because each looks to himself,

[



The only force that brings them
togetlier and puts them in relation
with each other, is the selfishness,

- the gain and private interests of each.

Each looks to himself only, and no one
1

troubles hﬁnself about the rest.?.

In this intefaction of individualistic actors
no‘differentiation is made between labour and capital
which confront each other as if they wefe equals,

But this equality is more apparent than real, for

once you leave the sphere of circulation into production,
~you find that labour is paid much less than it gives

in the process of pfoduction. The surplus value which

it generates  swells capital while labour itself diminishes,

All this much is clear.

But since'each_capitalist acts in his own intérest
solely, how is, it that the illusion of freedom and
equality is created and maintéined,operationalising
the law of value and enhancing the~extehded reproduction

" of social capital? The answer lies in the exercige
- of bourgeois rationality, which is.also what ameliorates
the nééessary contradicfioﬁsvbetween social capital
and papticularhcapifals; and those between particular‘
lcapitéls in their éompetition; ‘Being equal, free and
-selfish, particular capitalé naturally exist together

‘only as -competitors, eaéh.striving to outdo the other

'1Karl Maﬁxﬁ“bépital, Vol.1, Progress, Moscow, 1977
D.172, . ' ‘

S
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in the pursuit of self éggrandizementu This competition
is what activatés the law of valﬁe, resulting in
greater productivity and the development of productive
forces, In the end society benefits as a whole, for
productioh is then geapedvtowards greater cost-
‘effectiveness,,éfficiency-and better technology, in the
continuous struggie to corner the market., But being
only self~interested fhe competitors mobilise all possible g
means to secure édvénfages, and by that strain to negate
the very conditions that maintain énd govern the
competition. This calls for restraint, because in their
- search for ever—increasing profit, particular capitals
teﬁd always to subvert social capital. There was an
example of thié at the beginning of the industrial
pevplutioq:;nkgritain when particular capitals exploited
labour to a point.where the reproduction of labour
became er}dangs;r'ed.
Let's drive thé import Qf this home. Remember
that capital is sélf-augmenting value and labour is its
sole means of augmentation. Cabital therefore, latches
on to labour for self-augmentation, as AIDS2 virus
to the human body. This simile is aeliberate. We T
éxPlain. *The AIDS virus can only sﬁrvive in the human i\
body. ' It needs it to multiply, progressively taking

over and demolishing the immune system of the vietim

‘zThis is short form for the Acquired Immune Deficiency
Syndrome. -
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-until he dies.  But as he dies, the virus dies,
too. So it is with capital and labour. Without
labour cépital cannot survive, because it can . .no
longer augument its value, which means it is no
longer capital. Capital,therefore, perishes when
labour perishes.. |
It is  thus . rational and in fact iﬁperative
for the bourgeoisie as a whole to ensure labour's
reproduction for the sake . of social éapital.. For
left to~individual capitals, labour could be exploited
to death to maximise profit, Marx deals with this in
. Capital . He in fact captures the contradiction
néatly;
~ Aprés moi le deluge! is the watchword of
- .eveny qapitaliét... capital is reckless
, of the health or length of life of tﬁe
J@Mm&ruﬂew1m£r;mWMAMnfmm
society. To the outecry as to thé physical
and mental degradation, premature death,
the torture of overwork, he answers;
ought these to trouble us since they increase
our‘profitS?3
So that again we see that if ;ocial capital must
thrivé, _there is ﬁeed for collective vestraint on the
part of the boupgeoisie as a whole., It is only when

this is done that the extended reproduction.of social

3See Karftférfg‘CaEital,’Voloi, op eit, p.257.
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capital is not. jeopardised, as it is naturally prone
to being. lThié'is what renders Bourgeois rationality
clearly imperative in the interest of the'bourgeoisieu
Perhaps we can already discern fhat bourgeois
rationality has to do with the law of value; the
conditions for itéQOPerationalization. For it is

as the law of value funetiens that social capifal is
reproduced on an extenaed scale, It is therefore,

in order to dwell a bit on this law, What>really is
it? |

The law of value is the economic law of commodity.

. production, This is the law which determines which"

commodities are produced and exchanged in correspondence

with the quantity of socially necessary labour used

.in producing them, When the production relations

between persons as commodity bearers are realised-
through the exchange of thé product of their labour
on the market, the law of valde operates objectively.
This is the case under the capitalist mode of production.
Under .capitalism, when commédity produc%ion is
pervassive the law functions objectively, regulating
commodity production épontaneouslyu It regulates'the
aistfibution of;labour an'd the means of productioh-

through the spontaneous fluctuations of market prices

‘rresulfing from changes in supply and demand. When

supply exceeds demand, price.falls below the value of

commodity. When demand exceeds supply price falls

, above the value of commodity. A coincideﬁce of‘pripe'

and value occurs only when demand corresponds to °

~
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supplyo' As Ka;iov points out: ﬁThese,fluctuationé
of prices.areund values, being the only possible
manifestafions of the law of value on the spontaneous
market,also>call forth changes in production since
they determine the interest of commodity producers
in the production of any'commodity”u.

-The significance of this for the developmént of

) prod@ctive forces; one of the greatest, if not the
gréatest'advantage of capitalism,is fairly obvious.
But we will not take it for granted. In production,
‘enterprises employ different technologies ana labour
with differvent skills. The pesult is that different
aﬁounté of labour time are used for the production of
"a~uhit'of output. Where productivity is high, and the
unit value pf the product is lower than the social
Value,,the producers make a profit: unit value minus
sodigl value twhich will be pgsitiveﬁ.

But where productivity is low, and the unit value
of product is higher than social value, the producers
suffer a loss: unit value minus social value (which
will be negative). To beat the necessary competition
of the markgt, it is therefore imperative for each
producer to continuously strive to increase productivity
by reaucing éxpeﬁditure on labour per unit of output.
It is this that forces eﬁterprises to improve on .

technology'and skills of workérso The result is

*“See G.A, Kazlov (ed.) "~Political Economg, Cap1ta11
Progress, Moscow, 1977, p.101,
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the development of productive.forces, and an
increase in thé productivity of social labounr,
In the end social capital is reproduced on an.
extended scale,

Bﬁt the law of value cannot properly operate
without Bourgeois'fationality, for in the absence
of-colleétive restraint particular capiltals act quite
naturally in a manner that negates the conditions
neceésary for the law to Opefate. This-cannot but be °
so for eveh by definition particuiar capitals are meant
to cater only for their selfish interests and not for
the social, Discipline_is therefore necessary to
restrain particular capitals.if éocial capital must end
up being reproduced on an extended scale. This is what
’?oqrgedis rationality dis all about; and we see that
it emergeé froﬁ the very dynamics of the capitalist
order, especially the intrinsic chardcter of capital
in thirst for eyerhincreasing“profit.

-But in what specific ways does this concept
manifest in bourgeois societies as in Western Europe
and the United States? In what forms do we witness
the necéssary restraints 5y particular capitals to
ensure the éxtended reproduction of social capital?
These 'are the tehets we deal with in the next section.
In them we fina how particular capitals limif'their
selfishness for the benefit of social capital: so‘it

can be reproduced on an extended scale. .
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SECTION TWO: .~ " THE TENETS .

IIT. .~ THE RULE OF LAW

One of the main questions we address
here is: How does the rule of law enhance the
extended feproauqtion of social capital? To answer
this correctly we must understand the nature of law,
or at least, boufgeois laws. And understaﬁding the
nature of a thing or phenomenon includes understanding
its genesis, seeing the subject in its becoming.
For law, this requires that we return to the basics
of the capitalist mode, at least its fufidamental
Sneminpocilion.

In doing this, we prefer to go back to first
principles;Afor the sake of clarity. So we begin
‘with the,qugstion& What is capital? Capital is self-
augumenting value;' Its defining characteristic is
ité_ability fo reproduce itsglf but.with an additional
value. But the only commodity that is qapable>of
producing this "additional value,? teéhnigally referred
to as surplus value,is labour power, Material left on
1ts own remains unchanged; It is only when labour is
applied to_it that it transforms it, adding something

" M"additional".

5Wevmake this clear distinction here because we ‘are
conscious’ that there are several kinds of law, ranging
from the divine to the mundane, the cosmic to the
positive. '
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But the availability of labour-power preéuppoéés

-thatgthose_whé'possess it can freely dispose of.it.

This comes‘ouf well enough in the works of Marx and
Wéberso The availability of labour-power also
ﬁyééup?pses _that the possessor is constrained to
sell it,'?ather than a commodity embodying his labour.
In other words, the seller must be propertylessfas
such, This necessarily implies the removal of require-
ments for the production of use-value,

All.precapitalist modes of prbduction_are
associated with the unity ‘of labbur and production of use-
value (although not necessarily to the complete exclusion
of exchange Qalues). But with capitalism we find the
diésolution.of the property relations in which use-
Ya%ue pfod%ﬁﬁign is predominant, as in the "freeing"
of peasants frém the land, What results is a masé of
people’ who have only their :labour-power to sell to live,
Commodification becomes pervasive, Man is first of all
a comquity bearer even if only of labour power. The
emerging society is therefore one of commodity producers
and exchangers.

NOQ what are theaﬁreéuppoéitions of this generalised

commodity production and exchange. First, it

-.presupposes interaction: that commodity bearers must

interact., This has to be so for private interests -

are already socially determ;i_nedu Persons have become

:BCaﬁital;‘dpléit., by Karl Marx and Marx Weber's
" The Theory of Social and Economic Organisations,

Introduced and Edited by Talcett Parsons, I'ree Press,

‘New York, 1974 are particularly useful in this regard.
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vinterdependent due to éommddity production. This
is' so because cOmmoditiés have a dual nature. For
their prodﬁcefs, they are exchange-valuey for their
bﬁyers, use~value, And to acquire products for use,
one must sell one's commodities to others.,

Anofher'P?ﬁ§ﬁ?P93ifi§ﬁ of generalised commodity
production and exchange 1s freedom. Now, althoﬁgh
everyone must take interest in the use-value of the
commodities that someone else produced, nobody
appropriates by force., Everyone disposes of his
commodity voluntarily. Note however, that though
free, all are under compulsion to exchange since that
is the only way one survives. But this compulsion does
not negate the freedom to exchange, to dispose of one's
Fémmodifigsﬁﬁéﬁwhoever-one chooses, The point is that
the exchaﬁger éatisﬁies his own intereét only to the
‘extent that he satisfies the interest of another.” Never-
theless, the qqmmodity bearer 'still posits freedom and
.self-determination in the act of exchange.

A third: pfésuﬁppsitinnfoilOWing from generalised
commodity production and exchange, is that each is
regarded asla proprietor;.a péssessor of private property.
But if producers freely dispose of their property, it
means - that their right to pfivate property is recognised,
It is immatérial whether that private property is
" merely labour-power. Obviously this is awkward, éspecially
once you realise thatAno physical distinection can really

be made between labour power as commodity and the owner.
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So that selling one's labour-power is really tantamount
to selling oneself. But no matter. In any case

labour power sale is only at intervals, at the end

of which the owner constantly re-émerges as a

properietor to freely enter the market again, and

again.

?OnefmoreIP§¢SUPpo§ition would do for now.
Equality, Within the context of géneralised commodity
production and exchange each is a'buyer or éeller; eaéh
stands towards the rest in the same relatidn. All are
" levelled into a common denominator, buyer, séller or
~exchanger., In addition to being equal in this 1sense
commodity bearers exchange equivalents, This expresses
equality. And so does the act of exchange itself,

.. What we have therefore is a socliety of interacting
people who entér into exchange relations from the
compulsion toﬂfulfi} their needs and they do this freely
and willingly, , Each approachés the market as a commodity
bearer.even if only aof labour power. But they also
approach the market as bearers of rights, like the
rights to exchéngee This is made explicit in their will
to exchange. The result réally is a society of éontractors
th mutually recognise each qthers' rights, including the.
‘right'to property.' These rights become real with
Aexchangeo Exchange unites their common will (the will to
eXchange, to assert_proﬁerty.rights)'and their coﬁmon
rights (the right to property and to freely dispose of

it). The undertakings to which they bind themselves
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in the process and the agréements they reach,
recognising each othews'! righfsiis what constiltutes
1éﬁf | ' » |

With the generélisation of commodity.production
and exchange, social'relations become legal. The
legal formn emerges, following the commodity form,
The éorrespondence between the two 1is so interésting
that we cannot but dwell on it briefly. Take the
commodity, justifiably described hy Marx as beiﬁg
mysterious, being dualistic: use~value and exchange-
value rolled into one., Notice that as use-value this
object has specific determinations as a unique
embbdiﬁént of concrete labour, But as exchange-value,
‘fﬁe determinations disappear, and so do quglitati&e
_differences. If there is any differepce left at all,
:itris that of quanfity; This transformation is uﬁder—
scored .by the use of money, a univer%al eQuivalent
expressing the value of commodities and undérlying
their equality. But this abstraction of equalising
commodities rests in fact on the abstraction of concrete
labour. Exchénge—value is possible onlylbeéause the
: specific determinations of corcrete labour are
lobliterated-a so that labour becomes an abstractidn
ﬁiffepentiated only quantitatively. |

These have their parallel in the legal form. But
. here law takes the place of money, abstracting arid
"equalising the qommodity bearers themselves. Coﬁmodity
ie¥change requires that the épecificities.of commodity-

-bearers be reliminated as well. Tor exchange- to be .

i
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possible commodity bearers must be transformed into
legal subjgcthwho are free and equal and as such
can enter into contracts. The legal form; liké the
commodity fofm, signifies the resolution of content
into fbrm, and quality into quantity. The difference
is'simply that inlfhe case of the commodity'form,
it is commodities that are abstracted and equalised,
.while in the case of the legal form it is the commodity
bearérs and their rights that are abstracted and
equalisgd.' |
That the abstraction of the legal subject
is linked to the commodity form 1s easier’
to see when we remember that the possibility
of the abstraction arises precisely because
of the flux -of the market where thé producer
is forever changing roles, nowAﬁuyer, now
seller of this or that commodity, now bearer
of this ﬁrivilege o; that right, now the
responsibility of obligations., It is the
-flux of values in the ﬁarket that produced
the idea of the unchanging bearer of rights,
.the‘disembodied.prototypé of the commodity
bearer ',
Now along with the commbdity form, the legal form
equalises lébour and capital, maintaining unequal
Alexchénge but disguiéiﬁg'the expropriation of surplus

value, This is the condition necessary to minimise

[ S SN

.7Claude Ake, ' The' State" As" A Capitalist Phenomenon,
" (Undated Manuscrip- 3 L.oH-55.)
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if not eliminate the intevvention of force in the
lébour procesé so that the law of value -operates.
The illusion is necessary, for if exchangers,
especially labourers were confronted with thé
reality of unequal exchange, there will be no
exchahge'in the first place.

Exchange therefore, presupposes fhe abstraction
of persons relevant orily as mere "wills" entering
into transactions, asserting property rights and
voiuntarily disposiﬁg of their prbperty. Resolved
thus info wills, they are equal and free and above
all, have a "common interest in the general acknowledge-
ment of their will and in its realisation, It is
the conjunction of wills which puts the PEYrSOons

.behind'the_gqmmodities into legal relations as ébstract
,juridical péréons,?.So the peculiar quality of law in
market socie;y is quite clear. Itiis and has to. be
universalistic, abstract and"ﬁMﬂmlimjk:"gu'

But these are actually expressions of the rule
of law. We see then how this rule opebationalises

- the law of value. The operationalisation of the law
of value and the rule of law fherefore go together.
The rule of law makes possible the neceésary formal

equality and freedom, which enableé thé law of value
| to operateu' That way accumulation and the extended

reproducticn of social capital are ensured.

8C-laude Akey The State As.o., OD citg-o.BQQ



69

The rule of law also establishes the domination
of capital‘dvér labourlby,gﬁaraﬁteeing the primary
riéht of érivéte property and the right to freely
5dispose of it, TFor the labourer, his property is
just his labour power which he must sell to survive.
So that.ﬁhat is actually guaranteed for him is the
compulsion to sell his labour power, But when' he
sells if to a capitaliét, as he must, he is reduced
‘to'a'mere-factor of production, subjugated to capital..
~Furthermore, for the capitalist,tﬁe law guarantees the
'right to approbriate the surplus-~value produéed by the
laboufenu This is how rule of law guarantees the
daminatidn of capital over lakour. |

To belsure the rule of law also guapanteés that the
;}aw is'noﬁJ?Fguced to being a mere tool of capital, ér
any of its facfions:for that matter. This for instance,
is the only way the contradictions betwéen particéular
- capitals can be mecéliatedu .Tﬁé law is in fact, ébstracted
'from the capitaliét class so that it protects everyone
ineluding ° labourers. The law also equally registers
“the gains of labour and capitalu Indeed; it is
preciseiy'becaﬁse of its éutonqmy that law serves the
interest of social capital. All this much should be
clear by noﬁ, What needs clarification now is how this
.autonOmy is enforced, This is where fhe question of.
| tﬁe state comes in.
Notice that with generélised commodity production

f,and,exchanggjthere emerges a social solidarity.
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Commodity éxchange necessitated by differences in
disposition,.pfoducts and needs of persons gives

rise to division of labour. And as Emile Durkheim notes
thé most remarkable effect of this developmenf "is

not that it increases the output of functions divided,
but that it renders them~§olidaryﬂg.

This solidarity resulting from the nexus of
exchange relations is indeed a coercive force, which
acts -as if independent of its producers and on which

they must depend. A chain of mutual dependence evolves
4 which binds producers together and yet appears objective,
- independent and autonomous. It is this force that
economists generally refer to as the impersonal market

forces. This is what Adam Smith in the Wealth of Nations,

desgribésnasfﬁhe invisible hand. In the German Ideology

Marx and Engels pinjpointed the nature of this "invisible
hand ," especiﬁlly_its apparent autonomous appearaice
and character: . |
the social power...which arises through
co-operation of different individuals as
it is caused by the division of labour,
éppears.to these iﬁdividuals, as if their
co=-operation is not voluntary but has come
about naturally, not as their own united

power, but as an alien force existing

9Emile Durkheim,'“The'DivisiOh“of'ﬁabbur, Introduced
by Lewis Coser, and Translated by W.D. Halls, Free
Press, New .York, 19843 pp.-60-61. : _
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,outsidg'them, of thé origin and goal

of which they are ignorant; which they

aré tﬁus no longer able to control, which
- on the’ contrary passes through a peculiar
. series of phases as stages independent

of the will and the action of man, nay s

even being the ppime governor of these 1O.

This prime governor ..ls the state but in its
rudimentary form, It develops into the state, proper,'
with the emergence of juridical reiations, which
necéssitates a new form of compulsion which éomplements

the compulsion of market forces. Indeed, as commodity
bearers simgltaneously secure ..their rights in law,
they submit.to an‘execﬁtive power, the state. But
being sélfﬁintgrested,'equal and free everyone is
concerned that.thisginstitution, which enjoys a monopoly
of physical coercion for the enforcement of.contbacts
is not instituted in a manner disadvantageous to one
relative to others., The state thus emerges as an
_independent public force which empowers and restragins
‘all equally. This has both economic and political
implications., The economic we consider here,

The stéte as a public force belonging tb all
eq@ally, imp;ies.that the institutions of physical

coerclon must be governed by bureaucratic norms, in

1q4arx and Engels, "~ The>German" Ideclogy, Progress,
19763 pp°77:78,
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accordance to the rule of law so that its use is
bompletely depérsonalised, Otherwise social capital
is-endangered.. Much of this is implicit in the
discourse so far, but let us illuminate possible
shadows Qf doubt.

It is true that the capitalist mode of production
derived its impefus from the moropolisation and
privatiéation of the control of cocercion, and the
massive intervention of force in the labour procesn.

‘This is,hoﬁ it was with primitive ‘accumulation. But

once capitalism is launched, this character of primitive
accumulation cdmes iﬁto conflict with the maintenance of
capitalism and its laws of motion. Primitive accumulation
tends especially to annul competition which is very
.central tp;ggpitalism{ As Altvater points out "competition
co.15 precisely the form of the immgnent laws of

capitalism. It is,.:a,reai and comprehensible necessary
11

momeﬁt of the establishment of total social capital”
‘The poinf really is that social capital exists only as
.cBmpéting. :+ particular capitalsu So that once the
lorganisqtion and control of physical coercion is
privatised and émployed in the labour process, the

‘state of competition ceases.

L

, 11See Elmar Altvater, "Some Problems of State
Interventionism", in Holloway J. and Piccioto S (ed.)

" State" and Capital:A Marxist Debate, Edward Arnold, London,
19783 pJHl.

igs
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"To bevsure, we are not saying that once
.capitalism is;pn its feet, so to épeék , the role -
of physical coercion diminishes. No. It in fact.
remains critical for the,maintenance of capitélism.
It necessarily inter&enes to ensure the existence
of the cOnditionsxwhich ensure the maintenance of
capitélist prbddction relations. For instance, physicél-
coercion is what is employed to enforce contracts
and maintain the contractarian norms of the market.
It also protects private property from the wrath of
labour énd so on, The point that is beinglmade is that
the new objective nepessities, following the emergence
qffcapitalism change thé organisation, control and
technique of eoercion through the mediation of generalised
commodity production and exchange.

What is ﬁecessary with the mode of production is
for the labourer to bé obliged to sell hié labour power
to the capitalist who buys it-to swell his capital.

Labour thus creates capital. But while capital is being
‘Peproduced on an expanded scale, the labourer remains

‘what  he was at the beginning of the transaction, a mere
owner of labour~pover, He isfujust paid enough to
reproduce himself ready for another round of exploitation,
bapitgl and labogr thus renroduce each other continuously.

Viewed;against this backgrbund; it is easy to see
why employment of coercion in the labour process becomes
counterproductive; For one; it  immediately negates

exchange yelations, at least, in the relevant sense



74
of personslfreely entering'into contracts, It also
immediately dissolves the illusions of equality and
;freedom, uﬁdef the cover of which surplus value is
extfactedu Necessary contradictions between particular
capitals and between particular capitals and social
capitél become difficult to mediate. Besides, if the
capitalist cléss monopolises the coercive resources
to advance its own interest, it immédiately constitutes
itself into an army of prison keepers for fhe rest of
society. This precipitates a state of siege,_militarisingA
socilal iife. The nature of society drastiéally changes.,
It would, for instance, no longer be the typical capitalist

" society of home economicus but that of the medieval

"homo militans,

These are changes clearly inimical to the conditions
necessary for the operation of the law of value, namely
the rute of law. . _It is therefore inAthe iml:ereslt of
social capital for the bourgecdisie to exercise restraints
submit to the ruie of law and not employ coercion in
the accumulation process, though it may have been more
profitable and expedient for particular capitals to do
50, |

Let us now turn to the politicél manifestations of
éhg rule of law:liberal'democracy“ Because of the
imporfance of this correlate for *the maintenance of the-
"conditions necessary for the expanded reproductioﬁ
of capital, we would wish to treat it separately.

‘This would afford us the extra liberty of locating it

N
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within the context of the practical realities from
which lt-emergédu This should further enable us to
see why and how it is an expression of bourgeois
rationality. |

\

IV. - LIBERAL DEMOCRACY

Our main duty here is to show that liberal
democracy reinforces ideologically, the rule.of law.
buﬁ how does it do this? By reinforcing the principles
of formal freedom and equality. These are the tenets
which aétivate the law of value, and ensure -the
~extended reproduction of social ecapital. It is only in
tﬁis sense that liberal democracy as the rule of the
bourgeoisie comes out clearly enough in relation to
the concept qf_bourgeqis rationality., Liberal democracy,
however, did not emerge without struggles. It was
‘really.in'attempts to contain the emergent contradictions
-in the boﬁrgeois’pdlity that"it was established. Let
us begin with the struggle for political ascendancy of
the bourgeoisie over the feudal order, This struggle
appeared most: -visibly as the clash of industry and
landed property; In England in particular, it took place
in parliament as théucontroversy between the Whig and
~Tory. , In paranthesis, the whig was a member of the
Eﬁglish political party or grouping which opposed the
‘-suécession to throne of James, Duke of York (1679-80)
because he was a Catholie, Aé.a group the whig stood
for a limlfed_monarchy° They represented especially,

the moneyed'middle-class, the emerging bourgeoisie.-
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In the 1até 18th andVeérly'19th' centuries, the whigs
represented the desires of industrialists. On the
other hand, the Tory was a'meﬁber of the English political
ﬁérty that opposed the exclusion of the Duke from the
_.royal.éuccession“ Bﬁt really, what we should note is
that.as é group, it stood for the conservative interests
of the old regime, the feﬁdal order,
This struggle took several forms., It manifested,
for instance, in the whig's struggle against protectionism
and the repeal of the corn laws. These were laws
introduced in Britain in 1804 to ﬁrotect domestic farmers
against foreign competition, through the imposition of
heavy dufy on foreign corn. The laws were forced. to
be repealed 42 years later., This pushed down the high
price of goﬁnuhmaking it easlier to feed the working class
in industry. In eéonomics we witness'thevstruggle in
thebdalthusian“scare of population outstripping food
supply unlessh}and Was allowed to be worked éapitalistically.
Even .in religion it showed itself as traditionalism of
the Church of England versus the Methodism (of the
boufgeoisie)u
Howéver,‘in the pragﬁatic pursuit of its interests,
sometimes we found the emergent bourgeoisie siding with
either nobility or monarchy. Indeed, as Marx and Engels
fqpéerve;
| Fach step in the development of the

bourgeoisie was accompanied by a

;cofresponding political advance of

that class.,- An oppressed class under

L.
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thééway’of the feudal nobility, an
armediénd self-govebning'association

in the mediaeval commune ; here

"~ independent urban republic (as in Itaiy
and Germany), there takable "third éstate"
of the moﬁarchy»(as in France); afterwards
in the period of manufacture proper,
serving eifher'the gsemi-feudal or the
absolute monarchy as a counterpoise-
against the nobility, and; in fact,
cornerstone of the great monarchies in
general, the bourgeoisie has at last
since the establishment of modern

industry of the world market, conquered .
for itself in-the modern representative
state, exclusive political swa§12,
But what.,was to be the peculiar .nature of bourgeois

rule? With.th? abélition of feudal property relations
and the institutions that supported it, what was-to

be the-specific character of the'deﬁocracy that- the

- bourgeoisie essayed for and couched in their slogans

of "Libérty" and "Equality"u In ahy case, since the
.capitalist society -was one ordered by contractrian

' norms: whatever else this democracy entailed; it would

_uphold the principles of the market, Part of these .

L S e T,

12Mar?x and Engels, "Manifesto of the. Communist Party"
in Selected Works, Progress, Moscow, 19685 p.37.
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C.B. M_acpheréon.i3 summarised as beliefs that:
i) What.makes a man human is fréedom‘from
depeﬁdence on the Will of others,

ii) Freedom from dependence on others means
fréedom‘from'any relations with others except
fhose relgtions which the individual enters
voluntariiy with a view to enhancing his
own interest, |

iii) TheAindividual is essehfially the proprietor
of his person and capacities for which he owes
nothing +to society... _

Civ) Although the individual cannot alienate the
Qhole of his own person, he may alienate hié
capacity to: labour.

v) Human society -consists of a series of market

- : relatioﬁsp[y

vi) Since freedom from -the wills of others is what

| makes a man human, each indi;idual's freedom
can rightfully be limited only by such obligations
and rules as are necessary to secure the ffeedom
of others.

vii) .(Thus) political éociéty is a human contrivance
for the protection of the individual's property

s - iﬁ his person and goods, and for the maintenance
of 6fderiy'relations of exchange between

individuals regarded as proprietors themselves,

e e e h el e

ggchm Macpherson, ~The Political Theory of Possessive
“Individualism, Oxford University Press—-, London, 10423
Pp 263-26k, : ' o :
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But the specific character of this "contrivance"
was to De determlned by practical experlences
| _The French Revolution (had) brought home
forcefully<to everyone the paradox of
-democracy, namely its two central values,
‘iiperty and equality which come into.
conflict éf critical points. There is no
democrac& where there is no liberty for
self—expressioh or choice, At the same
time there is no equality for as inequality
-increases it reduces human relations to
subordination and domination. The French
Revolution and Jean Jacques Rousseau
revealed rather dramatically the paradoxical
relation between these two central values of
democracy by leaning heavily towards equality.
They gave_Europe.a,taste of what it would be
‘like to take the idea of equality and the
‘correlative idea of pbpular soveréignty
sériouslyq Bourgeois Europe was horrified.
The idea of a popular sdvefeign insisting on
_equality and having unlimited‘power over
every aspect of social life was unacceptable.
For such power was a threat to the institution
of privaté property asvwell as the conditions
of accumulationgoolu
"In England, in partiéulan, a political crisis‘was
preqipitated by the agitation of workers for political
rights#.:Thesg rights had been limited to the.pfopertied

alone.for fear that an extension to the non-propertied,

1quaude Ake, "The African Context of Human nghts , in
J. Ihonvbere' “(ed., ), The Political Economy of Crisis and
Underdevelopment 1n Afrlca Seleczed Works of Claude Ake,
JAD, Lago 1989 -
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.fhé‘workers, might subvert the bourgeois order. And
beéidés, there was the French experience., Something
haq\fo be done to contain the crisis and yet not
jeépardisé conditions for accumulation and repfoduction
of social gapital;

Thé-pdlitical party presented the answer. The

system was to make it possible to have universal

suffrage while containing working class hostility;
Having extended suffrage the problem was that of
liﬁiting workers' power lest it endangers bourgeois
préperty} This problem was resolved through the caucus

system (or the so-called primary elections). By this

-syéfem@ the central committee (made up of the bourgeoisie)

selects and imposes its candidates upon the éléctérate.
Thié‘way, the bourgeois order is secure, followiné the
illusion crgafgd that éll have equal rights. .Lach one
appéar; to hayeleQual chance of voting and being voted
for; The loyalty of even the exploitéd classes is thus

garnered. The illusion is reinforced by the bureaucratic

‘mahner-of administration of office in strict conformity
to -the rule of law: treating eveﬁyone as being formally

 fpee and-equai, possessing same opportunities,

This way the idea of the state as belonging to all

and to no one or group of persons in particular is
accepted by all., -This is even moreso since the apparatuses

.of;State always appear to be merely in the custody of

persons’who have won the honour. of being its custodians

in a free and fair election, where anybody could have

T SR S I T4
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won; This.impréssion of general ownership and
fairness is eVén further strengthéned by the
periodib abdication of the officé—holders, making
wéy for competition towards the choice of a new set.
Tﬂis is how libéral democracy works, reinforcing
the prinéipies of}fprmal freedom and equality upheld
through the.rule'of law. .It contributes to the
stability of the bburgeois order, maintaining the
conditions of accumulation. The labourer basks in the
iliusion of being as equal and frée as anybody. This
way his continuous exploitation is assured; the perpetual
operationalisation of the law of value ensured and the
extended vreproduction of social capital guaranteéd.

- To summarise,in the market commodity bearers
'qugar.ffeeﬂéﬁghequal; Labour-power appears fully .paid
for in its exchange with capital., The action of exchangers
are objectively governed by the rule of law, This is
exactly_what.lgberél democracy replicates in the political
sphere., The objectivity of law is reproduced in politics.
The conditions for competing for.office are formally
the same for all. The laws equally apply. The apparent
equalit& in the chances of attaining political office-:
‘reinforces the impression of objecti?ity, lending
legitimacy to those who emerge winners in the competition.

Libefal.democracy thus clearly serves the ideological
role of reinforcing those conditions of formal frieedom
and equality necessary for tﬁe law of value to operate.
So, that once..coercion iéA immersed in political

P
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compefitioﬁ, negating the conditions of formal
freedom and éﬁﬁality, we are already witnessing a
négation of this‘aspect of bourgeois rationalityj
mugh in the same way that coercion annuls the rule of
law in'the economic sphere. |
Boufgeois rationality thus demands that particular

members of the bourgeoisie iﬁ spite of their selfish-.
ness, discipline themsélves to abide by liberal
democratic principles for the benefit of their class
as.a_whole; For the sake of the social, the particdlars
muét impose a restraint on their selfishnesélto obey

the rules of the game. By that they help to ensure . the
. extended reproduction of social capital, by enabling
thewkifbpé£§fiQnaliSdti0h *  of the law of value; for
;this law it§e;f rests on the principles of formal
freedom and equality that liberal democracy bothA
inculcates and, reinforces. '

B

Ve THE MODERN CREDTT SYSTEM

First some clarifications, Though the sphere
of production is critical for capitalism being where
surplus—&alue is created ér more precisely expropriated
from labour; thefé 1s yet another sphere of operation
of ‘industrial capital necessary before the realisation

-of the surplus-value expropriated during production,
Cépital is thué said to have a necessary circuit of
two separate spheres which i1t must complete in- the

.process. of its.reproduction, In addition to production
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the other sphere is that of circulation which is
indded the fipit stage of the cipeuit. At this
premiér point; money capital is sbent'in the purchase
of the means of production (denoted Mp), and labour
power (Lp). As a simple formula, this stage is

expressed thus:

M—C\\\\ V.
The main' purpose served by movement of capital
at this stage is the transformation of the money form
'into the commodity Fform. This commodity form comprising
. of the means of préduction and labour power, is what
yields the second stage.of the movement of capitai;
the.production of value and surplus value, This is
dengted by,y{P%g.to shbw that the process of circulatioﬂ
is Dbroken -, |
The next.stage.is that when capital enters the
sphere of circulation again but this time as manufactured
goods to be sold on the market. Here capital changes
. “from commodity form (denoted C' to reflect the increase
Qﬁge to surplus=-value) into money form again, (but this
time, money is denoted M' to reflect the increase due
-fq profit)., The entire circuit could then be expressed

thus: -

. ~ L 't
M_C/—R'uoupuuoc M

\\‘Mp
Once this process is completed it resumes all over

‘dgain, That''s how social capital swells: Now notice
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that indusfrial’capitai thus reveals itself as made
up really of three parts, money capital, productivé
éapital_and commodity capital, But it is productive
gapital which really produces the surplus value which
fattené social capitél. Thus you can say that the
other4fofms of capital are merely supportive . In
other words, "the functioﬁal form of productive capital
.is the specific, basic.form of inﬁustrial_capital”ls_
Notice that this is one of the distinctive marks of
industrial capital as opposed to éarlier forms like
merchant capital which existed only as money and commodity
forms or in fact loan capitai which assumed only money
form, Nsne of the latter two, included the productive
~arm., |
_ Hdweve?zithis is by the way. The pertinent fact
g SR .
that we want to crystallise.from the above discussion
is that induétpial capital mecessarily circulates, in
two spheres: those 6f ﬁroduction, and circulation. And
the periods of circulation and that of production
‘mutually exclude each other, Besides, as Marx has
rightly observed
. During its timé of‘circulation, capital
does not perform the functions of
productive capital and therefore,
§foduées neither .commodities nor surplus-
value. If we study the circuit in its

simplest form, as.whén the entire capital-

T T T

QSSee ~A”Dictionary’ of: Political' Lconnomy, Progress, 1985;
P.162, ’
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value passes in one bulk from one
_ phqse ihto.gnother, it becomes paipably
evident thét the process of production.

“and therefore-also the self-expansion of

the capital-value are interrupted as-

long aé it;.time of circulation lasts,

and that the renewal of the process of
production will’proceed at a faster or

a slower pace depending on the length of

circulation time....ie. the more the time

of circulation is equal to zero, or approaches
zero, the more does capital function, the

more does the productivity and the self-
‘expansion of its value increaseie.

The circulationmpériod thus necessary is yet a

drag on-.the expandéd reproduction of socigl capital

in the sense tﬁat it ties down"producfive capital.

Social capital is not directly being expanded for the
"time that capital is in circulatipn because "capitalists'
who sell..srand...buy create neither values nor products".
The poinf being made is thét the faster capital is
released from circulation and returned to its productive
base the better for the extended reproduction of

soéial capitélg Tor while money-capital and‘profit
iremain.tied down in commodity form awaiting their
realisation in the market; the production base is denied
capital_for":functioning; At such times surplus

value is thus not being expropriated, and'this is

16

Karl Marx, Capital, vblui, op cli.; pp 127-128, A
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against the very logic of capital which is always

in thirstl'fop.more and more profitu This, there-

fore, posés-é problem for it inhibits the extended

reproduction of social capital. How is this problem

ameliorated'inp the Westp We attend to this question

shortly after'ra;;ing a few other related issues.,
_Striétly with reference to the circulatidﬂ arm

.of:the circuit of. capital, there are two sub-divisiens,

naﬁeiy, the section that deals with conversion of

money - to commodity M-C, at the beginning of the

circuit; and the section that deals with the conversion

. of commeodity +to money, C'-M', Between them ' there’

ié a critical difference which has nothing to do with
-the.forms of commodities and money, but with the
‘cépitalist.ghégacter of production,

intrinsically both C- ! andbd;C aré‘mere .

conversions of. given values from one form

into;(anolther° But-C'-M'.is at the same

time a realisation of the surplus—value-

contained in C'; M-C howevér, is not.

Hence selling is more important *than buyinng,

‘But this is redlly putting it mildly because the
point of selling the finished commodities is actually
tﬁé cénsummation'of the process of capital, where the
gains.aré actualised and concretised, Besideé, selling
Aisfwha? ensures that moﬂey is returnel,” to the

productive part of the ecircuit as quickly as possible

o R SRR o

18Karlbﬂarx,'*Cagifalz'op cit, p.130,
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to increase the'rate of rotation of capifal and hence
'thé”expandeaifeproduction of social capital. But most
importantiy, it is only through selling that the
cﬁmmoditiés are consumed, But consumption is what
shoreé ﬁp demand. Or put another.way, if products

are not sold,.the§ remain uncénsumed and that means
there is no encoﬁragement for more production; capital,
therefore, gradually éollapses.

‘Now by its very logic, capital enriches a few, aﬁd
impoverishés the greater population, who constitute the
bulk of the buying public. So that - here emérges an
interésting contradiction., This contradiction is more
dleaﬁly'seen especlally with the procuction of heavy
goods, like cars }or instance, which are not easily

affordable,

{

”légain, capital confronts a.dilemma. How
does it encourége consumption and push up demand,
_inspitq of these odds? |

We shall .see in a moment how these problems are
ameliorated after we have mentioned one last one, again
a$sociatedeith the circuit of dapitale Capital is
naturally expansive; this is true of it in more sense
than one, But the particular manifestation of its
expansive character is its regular search for new
- markets, to buy and to sell and make higher gains.
lTﬁis means that distance often separutes points of
'pﬁrchase and points of utilisation of commodityu‘This
poses a problem for transaction, as expressed, for
';nstance,lin the inconvenience of carrying cash over

distances.
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Now all these problemé that capital must face
in the course Bf its circuit of reproduction ére
adequately améliorated by modern credit facilities
and services, ' But the funectioning of this syétem
so ing&itable in the reproduciion of social capital
itself rests on bburgeois rationality. To fully
appreciate and prove these points we must go to greater
detail, |

‘We may trace the origin of credit to thle uneven
production among different producérs within the same
community., This was usually as a result of éome-producérs
accumulaﬁing surplus while some others worked at a
deficit, To be sure uneven development does not |
automatically lead to the development of credit. 'Far
'fﬁqm béing,a;ngtural'institution, the development of
credit is rathér a product of particularrsocial relation=-
ships. For instance, a society th.t functions co-
operately,needs. no Ereditg The ones with-surplus aid
those in ncced. This was the case in primitive societies.

But as these societies disintegrated along with
the development of exchange rglafions, the spirit of
mutual éid recedédg_ The developmgnt of commodity
production gave impetus to the develobment of a money
economy. Money was to beéemes both a means of exéhange
and an objeét of exchange in usury. All these facilitated
trade., And with the development of 'international
trade we began to witness thé rudiments of banking

operationg, especially with the emergence of money-
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changers at faivs., International trade created an
intrinsic need:fOP credit: the ‘'separation between
the time of purchase” and delivery; the separation
iﬁ space of buyer from seller; the need to tfansfer
substantial amounts of money over long distances,
ete, Ali these gave rise to commercial credit or
circulation credifu And we started to witness 'the
use of bills of exchange and letters of credit,
Circulation credit,to be sure,did not directly enlarge
social capital. And this for obvious reasons: the
credit was not being deployed productively for the
expropriation of surplus-value. This was only to
ocecur with the emergence of investment credit, itseif
a product of the era of industrial capitalism. Investment
?pqdit.enlé?ggq the sphere of the operation of capital.
For instance, otherwise "sterile" money was now
advanced intoﬂproduction i industry. This is how
credit beganltg,enﬁance‘the extended reproduction of
soéial capital. The credit system allows the capitalists
to expand social capital without they themselves owning
capital of their own.,

" Beyond this, credit facilifates the optimum and
- max imum utiiization of capital in the intevrest of
social capital. Let us explain., Notice that during
‘production, money capital is often turned into "un-
ﬁroductive" money., Such unproductive money may
include:
:gjl'Deprecia;ion Tund (méney capital needed to renew

the fixéd capital of an enterprise is usually
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accumulated-only after'several'yearsu The
accfuing dépreciating fund therefore, over the
years ﬁay'therefore, lie fallow during the period).
b) Wagés Fund (money put aside for the payment of
wages would likewise lie "waste" for as long as
thé interval Between dayé or payment, This could
.be a week,'a month or more).
c) Consumption Fund (The'samé fate of unproductivity
- also befalls the money set aside by the capitalist’
for his  own consumer needs).
d) Accuﬁulation Fund: (The éhare of profit reinvested
in an industry is not usually used up in its
. entirety at the start of a production'cycle.
The capitalist oftén'awaits a favourable ciimate
like a gqoqwmarket.conjuncture before investing
the prof}tyo
These are monies temporarily excluded from the
production process,.and so are’ rendered unproductive.
This is one :side of the coin-the supply side, “Let
us now turn to the demand'sideo
We have already stated that the renewal of fixed
capital dbes nof usually téke ﬁlace'exactly when the
depreciation funds have been accumulated. This renewal
would most likely take place at moments of the economic
cycle wheh,-éay, the market is favourable. But what
if, at this opportune moment; an interested capitélisf
has not accumulated; enough to invest anéw; what

happens? Duégtp the credit system, he would be able
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to borrow the capital needed to utilise the opportunity.
Again, take a éapitalist with access to a technical
innovation’ that would help him.expand production for
an expanding market, but lacks the necessary éapital,
what does he do? Agéin due_to the'credit system he
can function, ' |

Let us take one more example: At the end of a
production cycle, another should resume. But this may
not always work out to be so, because of unsold
coﬁmodities‘already produced. This ties up money-
gapitaloA But in line with the logicAof‘capital, the
capitalist needs to borrow to resume production all
- the same; for in the final analysis, his rate of profit
depends on the number of production cycles cémplefed
per unit time. Again,'the credit~system serves him,

The bank thnqﬁgh investment credits and other such
facilities fulfils the role of centra;isef and mobiliser of .
of social capital, by playingnén intermediary-between

those (including workers) with "unproductivé" money-and
those in need of money-capital.

We now look briefly at two other forms of credit
besides investment credit., Recall that as the capitalist
mode develops, produétion becomes increasingly separated
from the market. This increases the risk of lengthening
rotation timé, ie, time required to complete a circuit
‘of capital., The service.that'circulating credit renders
.. then is to minimise or'possiﬁly ¢liminate completely
.producfive,capital tied up in circulation. This it
‘does by'aﬁvamCing the capitalist some capital iniorder
‘that he'ﬁay continue with production pending the
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realisation of the money-capital in the commodities,
This way the igxpropriation of surplus-value can

continue uninterw pted, enlarging capital in the

process and swelling social capital. That ié!fﬁ}

circulation credit.

Now consumen .credit.  We actually started wit
witnessing this form of éredit in the Wests in the
early part of this century with the mass production
of consumer durables such as cookers, réfrigerators,‘
sewing machines, caré, radios, television sets, motor-
cycles, washing machines etcetera. The poiﬂt was
that the prices of these goods were generally out of
the reaéh of the consumers, Consumer credit was, |

therefore, advanced to enable the consumer purchase and

then pay .over.time. This act which may appear like a

favoﬁr;to The .consumer ;s actually not one as such.

It rather hasﬁthe‘gfféct of aiding the capitalist in
keéping up effective demand, .for without the necessary
market, there is no impetus for further production.
And no production means no appropriation of ‘surplus-
value, SO social capital does:not expand, Consumer

credit therefore. serves the extended reproduction of

‘social capital.

This is really the principle behind the introduction
of credit cérds, as well o, Although you could argue
that the card is more cbnvenient for the consumer but

it also encourages him to buy even when he does not .

.possess the:purchasing power. The card encourages .

him to incur debti<but in doing that he.'sheres up
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demand., That ié the réal fationaleu

Hopefullyy having now established the significancé
of the.mo&ern‘credit system in the process of the
: eﬁtended reproduction of social cépital, what is left
is‘to_relate it-to bourgeois rationality properly.
We have fo show théf it rests on the collective
restraint of the.bourgeoisie. The relevant quéstions
therefore are: What is the basic foundation on which
the credit éystem rests? What is it about the behaviéur
of the boubgeoisie in the Occident which sustains the

credit system?
A good way to begin might be to look a little

mbre closely at the evolution of the system itself,

The transportation of substantial amounts of money.
over loﬁg‘dis¢§nces had rendered trade vefy'burdensome.
This was in .addition to the insecurity of persons carrying
such monies over thg distanbes. These, amongst others »
forced the nascent bourgeoisié to invent tokens for
.money. These tokens for money developed as bills of
exchange and transfers of deposits., The bills of
exchange? particularly helped to remedy the business
inconveniences generated as a result of the time lapse
between purchase and delivery, and the separation in
distance between . ' seller and buyer, Gradually,
the bills of exchange with generalised use began to
.serve as tokens for moneyu The use became even m;re
widespread, with the acceptance of the bills by persons

other than those named on the document. -In Western
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Europe, thié mariner of circulation was assured through
endorsement of the bills. So that around those

areas, about the 19th century,.it was normal to see
bills of exchange covered with.numerous signatures.,
The thing to note here is that the circulation of
this tokén currengy was ‘.only possible pecausge of the
confidence repesed on it by those who accepted it ;but
this confidence is only a reflection of the trust
amongst partners involved in the transactions.

This is precisely the-manner;in which the special
bill of exchange called the cheque developed. It began

with merchants giving their credifors written.orders,
stating épecified sums of money to be paid the bearérs

. upon presentation:of the orders., Cheques are simply
dere médern@forms of these orders, whose use is only
possible because of-the.mutual trust of the transactors.
That one accepts a cheque in. exchange for the éale of
one's chmodities:for instance, Presﬁppoges confidence
in the payer,in the -first place-confidence thét money
will be there to collect once one gets to the bénk. It
is this trust that lends confidence and credence which
keeps those pieces of papers (the cheques) in circulation,
~saving the éxchangers trouble and facilitating their
productivity.

It is again.based on trust that one who keeps a
current account, as most capitalisf .:do, for ease of
transaction; is granted overdrafts, money in excess of

. what he hastim his account in anticipation of payments-
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in., Thus he cén carry on.his business without
waiting fiors the realisation of the value of
commoditiés sent out into the market; and production
can proceed without interruption. The expropriation
of surplus-value and consequent enlargement of

social capital continuing unhindered.

- The point réally is that the Western bouﬁgeoisie,
in spite of the self-seeking nature of particular
capitals, exercise restraint and discipline enough t&
imbue confidence in the modern credit system so vital’
as we have seen, for.the extended reprmﬁauctibn, of
" social capital. This is expression of bourgeois.
rationality; the exercise of collective discipline,
in spite of selfishness of particulars, for the benefit -
of social eapital. Put differently the credit system
is already haﬁétnung and social cépital-suffers once
a mutuality of trust amxgs£ the'transactors'is diminished.
If the selfishness of particdlar capitals gains
ascendancy. over the survival of social capital leading
to the erosion of mutual confidence, mutual . suspicion |
overcomes the necessary mutual trust. jeopardising the
credit system, reducing its effectiveness and efficiency
’aﬁdﬁ'inhibiting the extended reprbduction of soci%l

cé‘pitélo

VI  ~'SUMMARY
‘In this chapter we have been concerned with

delineatingurithe salient tenets of bourgeois rationality.
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Here we refer ta the ways in which bourgeois

rationality manifests in order that extended

réproductioﬁ of social capital is ensured. and
facilitated., These tenets include the rule of law,
liberal democracy and_the modefn credit system, all

of ‘which are necessary for the expanded reproduction

of social capifal”but which require bourgeois rationality
to adequately function.,

Once it is accepted that social capital exists
really-as particular capitals, the need for bourgeois
rationality is easy to establish following the modus
vivendi of particuldr capitals., For in spite of their
" selfishness and greed particular capitals need to
exercise reastraint in, for insténce, submitting to the
rule of "law, a basic presyposition .for the functioning
Qf bourgeéis society and in particular for the assured |
reproduction of social capital. .Law than'objectivelg
governs all, and in doing that is able, amongst others,
to mediate the necessafy contradictions between particular
cépitals and social capital so that the law of vélue can-
operatéo Particular cabitals cari then compete under.
some order, just as 1abour'now-willingly submits to
qkploitatiqn‘having perceived itself as equal with‘éapital.
In the.processg surplus-value is expropriated enlarging
éociél capitélg

This necessary vell of equality and freedom is what

the political correlate of capitalism, liberial democracy
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reinforces. It acts as an.ideological arm which
underscores the impressions of equality and freedom
for'allo 'Again here, the bourgeoicie exéfcises
necessary .restraint submitting :. !iberal democratic
rules, This is how the illusion of equality and
freedom is maintained.

Lastly as capital makes its circuit to actually
realise the exceés expropriated in the production
arena, there is need for the modern credit system.

But this system itself rests on trustworthiness of the
bourgeoisie in spite of their : selfishness as particulars,
Diécipline then needs to be exercised For the system

t; fuﬁétion.

But notice that these restraints are actually
premised on the level of development of productive f?rces,:
and the degree'of autonomy of the state. These are the
conditions establishing the culture of obedience ‘to
general laws and norms of bourgeois society, which are
themselves objectively enforced, subjecting all,
irrespective of class or status. It is onlf when we
link bourgeois rationality thus, that we can understand
ifs weakness, where the level of developmént of forces
6f prqduction is yet rudimentary and the state.énjoys

limited autonomy .as we shall find in the Nigerian case.
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CHAPTER FIVE

" NIGERIA: THE INTRODUCTION OF CAPITALIM

I. ~INTRODUCTION

In this chapfer part of our interest is to
trace the history, of capitalism in Nigeria from its

introduction to the present,ffpéﬁéihg-iattention on

. —

the peculiarities of its penetration. This should
shed . light on the special character of the country's
capifalism; and bourgeoisie, To éccomplish these goals
we have divided the chapter into three main sections.
The first deals with the background to Nigeria's
ihcorpofation into cépitalismu The second with
COlonialismAand capitalismg And the third with the
characfer éf Nigerian capitalism. All these would
enable us t;‘explain the weakness or otherwise of
bourgeois réfionality in the Nigerian millieu.

IT. 4,2 BACKGROUND TO INCORPORATION

Nigeria's incorporation in the world
capital;st system dates back to the period of
colonialism, The maturation of the capitalisf
”contradictions in Europe led to its search for new
markets, raw materials and cheap labour outside that
continent, .Howéver, the subordination of the Nigerian
territory to Europe actually started before the .

industrial revolution1 which marked the actualisation

(]

1This covers approximately the .period between 1760 and
1830 following T.,S. Ashton's The Industrial Revolution
1760-~1830, Oxford University Press, London, 1848,
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of capitalism in Europe, indeed, the incorpofation
of fhe country” into the world capifaliét market can
actually bé traced to the era of slave trade.

In this era, between 1472 and 1830, the-frade
took place at the coasts of the country where
“European slave deélers met with their agénts, Trading
at the shores’?ﬂ?éipérticularly convenient beééuse of
communication éggﬁiems; lack of foads, railways, ete.
Besides, by the midﬁ&ethPY, when the Portuguess made

their debut on the Nigerian port, the hinterland

was largely yet afﬁéﬁ?ﬁfﬁﬁcognita.

The British were, however, to soon challenge and
déminate trade in the region, backed by their naval
supériority oveb ..other sea powers of the time. The
Slave merchamfs in faét, received the support of the
British royalty, who actively participated in the trade.
Besides, the difect participation, the crown also
granted royal .charters to joint stock companies to
carry out the trade in specified areas. Tor instance,
James I granted such a charter to the compaﬂy of
Adventurers in London in 1618, And so did Charles I
grant such a charter to a group of English merchants
in 1631, Also in 1660, the company of Royal Adventurers
of England was granted a royal cﬁarter to supply, in

- particular 3,000 slaves annually to the English
.possessions in the West Indies,
Uptill the 18th /century, slaves were the main

iexport of ‘the :Nigerian coast. In 1771, alone, 63
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English ships ﬁabked‘ over 23,000 Nigerians from
tﬁayBight;waﬁenin to the West Indies., To worsen
maiters, it was the most able—bodiéd and productive
sections of the population that were carted aﬁay as
slaves., Walter Rodney2 for instance, suggests that
‘the age range of 'slaves was between 15 and 35; the
véry core of the productive labour force. This is
not to mention the debilitating effects of fhe general
sécial instability engendered by the hunt for slaves.
on inter ahd intra~societal levels.

The era of slave trade v;vas succeeded by; the so-~-
called legimate trade. To be sure this change in the
étrategy of exploitation of the economy was informed
by‘the'changing needs of Europe, the need for more .

¥primary pn@dﬁcts for European industries following

the industrial revolution, and fhe need for a wider
mérket;Q,So that it became-better to, leave the '"natives"
in their homeland to serve two other purposes . feed

the industries with tropical African agricultural
products and prdvide a ready market for their goods.
From this point onwards, the production of cash crops
was emphasized.and'intensified for shipment to Europe.
"This change was precipitated by the contradictions of

capitalism in Europe which propelled it towards the
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exploitation of‘other lands. Imperialism, How is
-thinphenomenpﬁ.engendered?

Notiée that capital is inherently expansionary,
since the_capitalist.perpetually seeks to add.surplus
value~foghis capital. A point of expansion reaches
when it must overflow to other lands. Also, free
coﬁpétition undef capitalism ever calls for greater

- efficieﬁcy resulting in the acquisition of more and
ﬁére'plants, machines, ahd other forms of technology,.
‘while reduéing the share of 1abour (the very source
of surplus value) in the géneral capital outiay. This
is what is technically referred to as increase in the
6nganic composition of capital., The result is a fall
in fhe.rate of profit, Here the capitalist finds

himself ingggdilemma.:_

The continuous effort to cope with and beat
competition may force him %o opt for, oligopolistic
competition.. . ;But this restricts and stifles productivity.

'He may also resort to increasing the rate of exploitation

| of the worker., But this has its limits, for the workef
-must earn enough, to at least, reproduce himself iﬂ
order to be able to preseht himself for further

Leiploitationg " One of the most viable options he then

: has ieft ié‘to difect his attention to other lands, the
économically backward ones,

Another contradicfion resulting from free competition

which leads to imperialism is that of the excessive

f
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production of goods fdllowing from the unregulated
né%ﬁre oftt‘heieconomy° The ovef—production gives

riée to'ﬂuﬁder‘consumptionu The crisis drives towards
the search for new markets., All these explanafions
which'areiactually implicit in Marx's treatment of
éapital informed.ienin'S'theory of imperialismB. But
he went somewhét beyond Marx in showing that |
imperialism was in fa&t the highest stage in the
déVeiopment of capitalism. He also identified some of
'the basic features of this stage aé including:

Va)’ the development of the concentration and centrali-
| sation of_prodﬁction and capital to such a point

- that monopolies emerge;
b) ‘the merging of bank capital with industrial
9.capita1@as; finanée capital, and the emergence of
a financiél.oligarchy;
¢) ' the .exportation of capitalj
~d) the.division of the world.amongst the world's
biggest capitalist combines;
e) +the terrvitorial divisionvof the world aﬁongst

the . world's biggest powers etc.

III. - _COLONTALISI

Now, the contradictions, as we outlined above,
" of the capitalist mode of production in Europe, where

it first took root led to the conquest and subordination

'3Sée for i;é%éhce.VrIo Lenin, Imperialism, ‘the Highest
" Stage of Capitalism, Foreign Language Press, Peking, 1965,
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of other lénds,'and the'imﬁosition of alien coercive
rule; colon%g;igmg Nigeria was one of those territories
that wasvéo sﬁbjuga@gd to Fulfil the need for new
markets and the search for cheap raw materials to feed
specifically British industries, for Britain was its
célonisef. All forms of resistance to the colonial
pover had to be quelled and decisively quashed. This
accounted for the violence visited upon the natives
as weé witness in the deportation of King Jaja of Opobo
and in the shelling of Brass tradérsu,
At first, the.domination énd administration of

. the territory was by trading concerns td enhance their
avtivities. Among the earliest trading companies. to
establish a trading post in the Nigerian hinterland
wasta,ﬁanphgstgr firm, the West African Company, which
opeﬁedvup én office”in Lokoja. This was in 1865,
uOthef.firms soon joined, opeﬁing up posts in several
other places, -including Akassa, Onitsha,-and Egga.

All this was with the active support of the British
government., ' In 1872, for instance, the British foreign
office was to transfer a consulate opened in Fernando
Po to Calabar in response fo the widening frontiers of
trade. |

| The numerous foreign firms established in tie

region engaged in competition with -one another for

greater share of the trade., They were however, later

HHMueh of gll:these is well chronicled in.M. Crowther's
~The Story of Nigeria, Faber and Faber, London 1862,
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analgamated as_fhe United African Company , ﬁnder-

one Sir George Goldie. This was in 1879. The
cdmpanyrwﬂose.name was changed to National Afpican
Coﬁpany in 1882 then enjoyed a monopoly and increased
capital, It néfurbished existing facilities in the

0ld trading posts and built ﬁew.ones.

In 1886, the company was granted a chartef, and

it-again changed its name. This time to the Royal

Nigef Cdmpanyg The charter conferred on the company

the powers of a government, It was now to maintain

law and order, administer Jjustice, colledt.téﬁes while
still overseeing commerce., In time, the company
ﬁobilised an army to enlarge the domain of its operations
to include4Yola, Adamawa, and Borgu., It 5150‘subordinated
»the: emirates, of Ilqpiﬁ, Nupe, Sokoto and Gwandu.

The +threat of éompetition frém other metropeolitian

powers,  and the need to in{ensify British exploitation

of the territory led to the revocation of the charter

on January 1,{3@@@5 the day of the imposition of the
colonial state.. Fourteen years later, Northern and
Southern Nigeria which had been administered as sepafate
protectorates were amalgamated for more effective
ta&ninistration and exploitation. This was when we

began to witness, in clearer perépective the incorporation
of Nigeria'into the capitalist orbit. But in what

specific ways was this done?
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SECTION B

Lon

v, THE PENETRATTON OF CAPTTALTISM

- As we have seen the capitalist mode of
producfioﬁ emerges Wheﬁ capital penetrates and
takes.ovér the process of production. Production is
then basically commodity'production, ie, exchange-

value production, But for this exchange to occuf,f;"“‘

there is need for money,.a universal medium of exéhange.
The introduction of money is therefore, a must if
capitalism must penetrate a society.

In Nigeria, however, long before colonisafion,
there wére already visible but rudimentary élemenfé'
of  a market economy. Among them was the use of ﬁoneyu
The currenéigs in use then consisted of brassvrods,
“manillas, . cépper wires and cowries, By 1522, for
instance, the manilla,was.circﬁlating as currency in
Benin,;While;cowry was widely used in Yoruba and
Igboland., But the limitations of these currencies
became however, obvious with the introduction of
capitalism. They were,for example, cumbersome to handle
and ca'rryu Moreoyer, they were not convertible, There
was, therefore, the need for the British to introduce
a new currency that would overcome the shortcomings.
A ban ‘on im?ortétion of all items that served as
currency was imposed and the withdrawal of the existing
traditional currencies enforced. And by the way, with

the introduction of British currency, the loss of the
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savings of ?be users was entirely their liabilit,.
The‘eventqal mﬁnetisation of thé economy implied
as Ake put it "the pervasiveneés of money as.a
medium of 'exchange in the economy at large, the
develépmént ofAthe attributes that we now call the
modern monetaﬁy s&étem, inclﬁding the credit system"SY
To be sure, the question of how to make the new
currenéy pervasive in fhe Nigerian economy was mainly .
resoived through the encouragement of wage-labour.
Often cfude force was employed to draft wage-
labourers to wofk for the British firms and the
colonial government. As D.C, ﬂﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁ%inotes
+ To displace labour and recruit those they
- wanted, colonial agents resorted to very
tough measures. In Northern Nigeria, for
instance,vthey,turned the emirs ihto a
;social,support for the oppression of the
-people, Most of the “northern emirates had
been smashed by the British at the gnd of
the 19th century, but wefe immediately re-
.organised to act as a.powerful instrument
for the recruitment of forced labour. In
South-Eastern Nigeria and in Benin
province, where no powerful institutions
of chiefs existed, the British created

warrant chiefs and vested them with powers...

5Claude AXe, " A Political Economy of‘Africa, Longmans ,
London, 1981, p.33. '
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(to compel) all abletbodied men and
women to ‘work with or without payBu

The forceful drive of the natives into the labour
market was -rendered almost irresistiible with taxation.

" Although, the experience of paying taxes was not new in -
Nigeria, now it haé'to be .done in the new currency.

This was critical in the spread of wage—labour,.for

the new currency had fifst to be earned before it could
be uséd to pay tax.

And along with the ascendancy of the British'.
currency, also came modern banking. The first Dbank
'to.be established in Nigeria was the Bank of British
West Africa; This was established in 1894 with the
objective of providing.services for the British trading
firms and the, colonial government, already established
then oﬁ fhe coaét of West Africa. of course, this was
meant. to facilitate the extension of the British
currency. The bank had the reéponsibility of maintaining
appropriate reserves and ensuring coﬂvertibility into -
the British currency. It was also the bank of issue,
The British government was however, dissatisfied with
concentrating too mahy roles in the bank., This led
to.the creation (1912) of the West African Currency
Board charged with issﬁingga separate currency for

" the colonies in West Africa and managing it.

. 6 | - N X .
.K%gng.@ebgéékgf "Exploitation of Labour: waged and F

"% Toyin Falola (ed.), B¥itain and Nigeria: Exploitation

orced",

Ld;"ﬁévelopmgntﬂ Zed, London, 19873 p.1H8.

in
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Nevertheless, the issued currencies remained
tied~to thatupf#Britain with both being freely
convertible., So that it was indeed, the colonial
authorities who determined the monetary practices
- in the colony. In particular,.money supply.was
determined mainly' by the‘British demand for the
colony's export. The consequence was the deﬁeﬁdence
of the bouyancy of the Nigerian colony. on Britain,
This-encouraged the export orientation of the 1ocai
economy , aﬁd helped render it a complement to that
of Britain, at least, to the extent that it epecialised
in feeding British industries with its primary products.
. The point that should begin to crystallise from
here is that the monetisation enhanced its belng
:§ubordinatedgmo serve the interest of the metropole.
This has consequence for the character of capitalism
in the golonised territeryl We shall return to this
once, we,have discussed :‘trade, another very important
means by which capitalism was introduced into Nigeria,
integrating its economy into the metropolitan caplta¢1st

orbit.

V. "~ TRADE

The question here is what role did. trade play
in integrating the Nigeriah econcmy into the capitalist
orbit? This question.is easy to answer when once we
remember The transformatlons that occurred in irade

¢ between!Nigeria °~ and Europe, after colonisation.



”

the bracket of a few entrepcrts. But with colonisatT
“the situation;drastically changed; especially w1th
the British intentions of keeping off rivals and
securing marketsffor their manufactured goods and
maintaining Nigeria as source of raw materials supply.
These required a more.complete control Qf “the
colonised territory: determining what is produced,
how .and how much.

To achileve these and maximise profit, there was
need to'expend a little on infrastructure in the bid
éo serve the major interest of exploiting the territory.
And in reaching the hinterland, through the infrastructure
..provided, ithe::scope of the money economy was in the
same breath being expanded, and with it exchange
relations. While.Britain.thus extended the market
for its manufactured producté at "home", it.also had
greater acceés to the needed primar& products to feed
its industries. .

The production of these-primafy products themselves
was made possible by both persuasion and coercion,
Taxes and court fines,for instance, had to be paid
in British currency and this was only'possible if
Ione already earned it. And to earn the British
currency meant either to sell labour power to the
British (government or fFirms) or be engaged in cash -

... ¢rop produetion, _Besides, there was the further
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incentive-. oflreceiving free seedlings and expert
advice., As. far back as 1887, for instance, the
governmént encouraged cocoa production, by éstablishing
botaniéal.gardens‘fof cocoa seedlings. TFrom here they
were freély distributed to farmers through both
government agénts and Christian missionaries. .The
story was similar for other cash crops as.well. The
Cultivated 0il Palm Ordinance of 1935,for instanée,
offered full rebate of export duty in :force to any
plantérAwho registéred with the government and whose-
plot met the required standards.

In various such ways, primary production was
encouréged. The money accruing from this trade for
the colony'was however in turn to be spent on imported
manufactured goods., This encouraged specialisation,
promoting complementarity and further tieﬁ the colony
td the métrop§l§u |

Needless to add, the new consumerist orientations
established through the supply of goods from
Britain had the effect of destroying,traditiénal crafts
and craftsmaﬁship in Nigefiagl The reason is simple:
the British substitutes were cheaper, better
made, more. desirable and functional than the local
products, . The ultimate effect of this was a
regression in the development of productive forces in

the colonised territory.
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ThlS,ln outllnq was how ngerla got 1hcorporated
into the orblt of capltallsm to service the
interests of the metropole. The pertinent question
now however is: what is the peculiar nature of this
capitalism that this manner of penetration engendered.
This question'negds fo bé answered to help shed light
on the differences between the nature of capitélism,
state and bourgeoisie of Nigeria, as opposed to that of
the West . The crystallisation of these differences
and thus the peculiarities of Nigerian capitalism are

central in explaining the weakness of bourgeois

rationality in the country.

VI CHARACTER OF COLONIAL CAPITALISM

" We bégin with classical capitalism. This
rests on the principle of_laissez—faire;freedom to
produce’, buy, sell and do as one wiéhesg This
principle is ' central for competition; for the dynamism
and efficiency of the capitalist mode. Thus coercive
allocation of rewards and authoritative fikation of
prices is completely rejected under classical

] capitalismyg Rewafds and prices have.to be in accordance
with.the dictates of the free market forces., As a

matter of féct; as Adam Smith concludes ;it is through

%ﬂuch of fhis Adam -Smith enunclated and demonstrated

in his Wealth of Nations, Modern Library, New York,
1965,
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the free play of selfish interests that the social
interest is catered for, Capitalism thus necessitates
the glorificafion of the principle of laissez.-faire.

To be: sure this is the same principle ' which
leads to waste and anarchy in pfoduction. Nevertheless,
it is through thié'practice of laissez-faire that
capitalist countries have developed their -prodﬁctive
forces. We would return to this point. But for now,
the much we wish to note is that colonial capitalism
was different. Once we remember that the coloﬁy itself
was appropriated to'keep away competitors and maximise
: ex?loitation, it is already clear that colonial capitalism
must necessarily be characterised by monopolistic
tendencies and ﬁarket imperfections. This gets even
.clearer whenﬁwg.reqali'that the first colonial admiﬁis-
tration: in the.Nigerian teyritory was, in .fact, by trading
firms whose aim was to enjoy a monopoly in exploiting
the territory, exercising extfaordinary government powers
fo achieve this,

The . formal  imposition of colonial rulé was to
release the trading firms‘from'"politiéal inconveniences" ,
'so they could squarély face the mission of exploitation
while the colonial government maintained the necessary
political COnditions; The major effect of this
impoéition of monopoly even from the inception of
capitalism in Nigeria, meant as AKe observes that.

"colonial capitalism displays a pathological maturity,



113

4. i

like a highly accelerated égeing process, It nas,
éo'%o speék;”é%tainéd the weakness of old age without
having had time to take advantage of the benefits of
youthfulness, it suffered the disadvantages of monopoly
withoﬁt having enjoyed the advantageé of competifionu
cooln coloniai Africa, capitalism short-circuited
history, so to speak and moved directly to a monopoly
stage"8
"Capitalism was without the eﬁuilibrating effects
of compétitiona This encouraged the degeneration to
primitive accumulation. Colonialism supporfed crude
apéumulation, nakeé coercion, blatant robbery and
brigandageu To repeat monopoly was in consonance with
the very-logic of colonial rule. Definitely,
an OCCupying power 7ruling by force could ,f'
not institutionalize the principle of
,laissez—fairéo Competition.ﬁight distribute
the wealth more than” was desirable; it
could lead to some concentration of.weaith
in the hands of some of the indigenous
'people, and‘this éoula endanger the regime,
as economic power is easily transformed
| into political power. If the indigenous
people were allowed to compete and become
successful, this could undermine the colonial

doctrine which represented them as less

8S_eé Clau@e Ake,-'A Political Economy of Africa;, . op cit,
pp 49-50. .
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human iﬂ order to justify their inluman
treatment. The policy dompatible with
thié‘aoctrine was one which denied

them atcess to economic advancement and kept
them thoroughly.wretchedg,

VII " THE NIGERTAN PETIT-BOURGEOISIE

Colonial rule was to generate necessary
‘contradictions between colonial capital and the
Nigerian petit-bourgeosie, mostly created through
education, But first how did the colonial masters
involve theméeives in a project that turned out to be
ihstrumental to their "overthrow". It must have been-
obvious that educating the Nigerian wouid-make him more
aware.ofwhisgrights aé a human being, render -him less
docile in the face of mipndiPee exploitation, and
generally more assertive, ' |

- But as Ake again argues'
You cannot fully dominate without educating,
without penetrating persbnality and culture
.of the person to be dominated. And the
.penetration has to be accomplished not so much
by coercion as by education. The same goes
forrexploitation; You cannot fully exploit-
without educating; The untutored and un-
skilled’is a tool of wvery limited usej more
is got out of him when he is tutored and

. 1, R
et . RE-TUr I

9Claude Ake, ~ Revolutionary Pressures Tn Africa, Zed
.London, 1978, pp 639-70,
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skilleal?,
And, there;were very urgent reasons for educating
the Nigeriaﬁsu' They were needed as supplementary
staff in the administration of the c.olony° This made
- economic sense, - It was far cheaper than expending huge
amounté of money on’ British administrators, when only
a few of them could be employed as supervisors dver
staff recruited from thé local population, and paid
next to nothing to help run the administration. Besidés,
there was need for technical staff to act as foremen in
construction, generally: railwéys, roads, watefways,
buildings; and in méintenanceu It certainly also made
beéter economic sense to use the local people in this
regafdg It wés therefore, even in the selfish interest
of the célgnialhmasters‘to make a concession and educate
the "natives'", eVenyif grudgingly and in a very limitéa
fashion., . .
This limited education provided was ,however, decisive
in crystallising a clear distinction in the class
configuration of the local population., Once educated,
no mattenr how poorly, one, by virtue of attendant privileges,
and special positions which working for the colonisers
offéred,was immediately differentiated from the rest of

the local people. One became a member of the elite, the

Nigerian elite, carved in the carricature likeness of

R

10Claude Ake, " A Political Economy----op cit, p.72,

v '.: ’ x! H
L. ! ) g Tabeet
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the colonial més;‘ters° And this resemblance- was
not just an accident, It was indeed, the deliberate
ﬁolicy of the Europeans who offered the education,
to create an elite inbued with their values, The
rationale was that the inculcation of a mentality in
consonance with tﬁét of the colonisers would enhaﬁce
their use as colohial tools, for achieving colonial
interests, |

'This was partly achieved through the establishment
of speéi&l_échools tﬂat clearly enjoyed advantagés over
others. The reeruits into these schools weré usually
. those from families of high socio-economic positions.
For example, sons of chiefs and emirs. In Nigéria,
King's College was a good example of such schools., The
_who}e‘intgnxipm.was to ensure that those being groomed
to become elites had good opportunitiés for upward
mobiiity,,in particular Fop leadership roles. The success
of this,aim was even more enhénced with the limited and
exclusive educational opportunifies' provided in the
.colonial setting.. It is instruétive that all those who
formed the Lagos Youthl@ovementli, becoming very
influential in early Nigerian politics were old boys
‘of King's College, These included Ernest Ikoli, H.C.

-Davies, and Samuel Akinsanya,

P,

11This was later renamed the National Youth Movement
(NYM),



117 .-:: a4,
Another wa& throuéh which class differentiations
distilled was fhrough trade., Following the extefnél
orientatidn of the economy which we have already
dealtﬂ'with, there was need for local middleménu
This provided .an oppértunity for part of the indigenous
population to.develop into marginal capitalists.
Their basic funcfion5~included acting as frontier men,
to hglp in diséovering and opening up new markets .in
. the hinterlandul This served the colonial firms well,-
for they had not the personnel to do this, neither was
it really safe for their staff to carry-out.those
. duties themselves,. Besides, it would have been un-"
economic deploying staff to pick small quantities»of
produce from villages and hamlets scartered and far
between, The,job was left to middlemen who brought in
the'prqduce in bulk, sometimes after carrying out the
extra—functioﬁs of.sorting; blending and grading, before
selling to. the firms. By carrying out fhis role of
middlemen and women, some of the indigenous population
made good profifg But this was the case only in few
cases. In the majority of cases, there was really not
_much to show for the venture, owing to the monopoly
‘of the.firmé which enabled them to fix prices sometimes
ridicﬁlously low. And if amiddleman tried to strike
an independént line of operation, he was immediately
dealt with and Forced in line. The point is: this was
one way by which class 'differentiations occurred under

wcolonialisme .|
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Some members of the petit-bourgeois class also
emerged, functioning as agents which serviced the
needs of the working population in the entreﬁotsu
Usually, these wefe places of high population‘which
created demands for euch services as tailoring, dry-
cleaning; food and furniture supplies, etc, Some of
the indigenous population utilised these opportunities
to become marginal capitalists as well.

The colonial administration itself also helped
differentiate Nigerians along claes lines, especially
with its system of native administration. In Northern
Nigeria, for instance, this rested heavily on the emirs
and their lieutenants, following the so-called indifect
rule method of the British, The priviieges, power and
incomes thitwﬁheip positions attracted cleafly marked
them out of the rest of the indigenous populationu The
situation was the same.eeen in +the southern parts of
the country where Qarranf chiefs were appointed to
perform similar functions as their northern counterparts,
enjoying tremendous privileges, patronages and power as’
well.,

Bué as we 'saw earlief, cencentration of economic
power in any arm of the local population was in the
long run antithetical to the very ideology of colonia-

'lism, one tﬁat sew Africans generally as eub-humens who
had to be subjected to colonialism in their own interest.
Their economic influence thus had to be seriously

checked lest it be used to capture political power.
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No wonder then Nigerian.businessmen of the perioa ‘
had to meetrywith gross discrimination and frustration.
Banksg , for.instance, refused to grant credit to
indigenpus entreppeneuré under all kinds of pretexts
often . backed with the force of iawg
The monopdly character of colonial capitalism
was necessaril& matched by the colonialists éxclﬁsiVe
claim to power. And this could not but be so, for
'if the indigenous population was allowed full
political participation, the justification‘for
colonialism in the first place would have dissolved.
‘The Nigerians thérefore, necessarily had to be
marginalised eéonomically and politically,
However, the creation of the Nigerian-petit—
.Qourgepigiellargely'to service coloniai interests
was or turned out contradictory to theicolonial system
itself. The positions accupied by. these Nigerians in
the colonial and foreign firms exposed them enough
to Western values., This was more so with western
edubationu These indigenous people then imbued with.
western values became more assertive of their rights
and more politically conscious.
Their positions and exposure also helped to
-‘deﬁystify;the_pérsonality and culture of the colonial
master., This gave them confidence; raised their hépe
 for better expectatiéns and strengthened their will
to achieve them. They now shared, in particular,

- 'the capitalist values of the colonialists, hoping
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that their qualificationS'and ..ability would fe'c¢n

thém privileges siﬁilar to those of the colonial
masters,

These hopes were however mocked, frustrated, and
dashed0 for*reasoné already given,the British had
to monoﬁoiise political and economic power. This
necessarily generated coﬁtradictions between the
colonial masters and the Nigerian petit-bourgeoisie;
contradictions which could only be resolved with the
overfhrow of‘the colonial regime; The deprivations of
the Nigerian petit-bourgeoisie fired nationalist movements
leading eventually to Nigeria's independence on October
1, 1960..

But what are the peculiarities of this indigenous
.boyrgeoisigﬂthat gained political ascendancy at inde-
pendence? And what was thé nature of the state'that'it
inherited? ;These questions have to be answered before
we can adequately examine and evaluate bourgeoié
rationality in Nigeria. We begin with the bourgeoisie,
establishing why and how the Nige?ian(dbmestic)

bourgeoisie differed from that of the metropole.

- VIII " THE UNDERDEVELOPED BOURGEOISIE

..Perhaps, we should begin by - fecalling
briefly thé hisforical process that led to the emergence
of the western bourgeoisie especially in Britain, the
first "workshop of the world", This bourgeoisie started
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off'paftly as a’méroantiliét class within the feudal
mbde‘of produc%ion, Through other activities ranging
from plain'plﬁnder'polonialism, slave trade to forcible
expropriation of land, the nascent bourgeoisié
accumulated.capital needed in accomplishing the
industrial revolution, The triumph of the bourgeois:e
Qas not without sfruggle . between them and the landed
aristocracy. This battle was fought . on both soéial
-and political levels, culminating in bourgeois
democratic revolutions, and the overthrow of .the landed
aristocracy. |

| Nationalism of thé Western bourgecisie was directed
against the parochialism of the feudal order and at the
development of a national market to absorb the goods
, from the industrial bourgeoisie, The bourgeois slogaﬁs
of freqdom,.equality and fraternity reflected specific
needs of.the bourggoiéieg Freedom meant freedom-of the
peasants from, land, so they could be available as labour
for use in iﬁdustryu Equality meant equality in law;
so that ﬁﬁ{special privileges are accorded the
afistdcyacya It also meant equality in the market
place: this was necessary in the selling and buying of
bdmmodities.which included labour-power, Fratebnify
meant the alliance of fhe'bourgeoisie with other classes
in the fight to overthrow the feudal lords.
Against ' this standard, the Nigerian bourgeoisie
emerges therefore, as‘neithef national nor really

_bourgeois,,; They.lacked the "historical maturity" of their
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wéstern céuntefparts,.and'also the necessary

 g§oanic base of a bourgeoisie, And though the
Nigerian ‘bourgeoisie shouted slogans of nationalism,
'ffeedom, equality; etc;, at independence, these were
‘mgrely eéhoes of the ideology of the metropolitan
bourgeoisie,_devoid of their social and economic
vsignificéncg. The British relinquished political
1éadership of the country at independence but its
economy remained patterﬂed along.the lines of the
colonial economy. In the face of vertically integrated
metropolitan flrms, in control of the ecénomy, the
Nigerian bourgeoisie remained marginalised; with a
weak eéonomic base., And to be sure not only was‘this
Sourgeoisie weak in terms of its lacking the requisite
bm§ferial éagkground to back-up its rulership as a
class, it was alse. weak in terms of the dependence of
the4cogntryﬂs resource base on the metropole.

In the l;ght'of all these, we can probably now
'bettef appreciate Fanon's effort at delineating
éharaéteristics of the Affican,bourgeoisie.that emerged
.aftér'independence as one .that: |
| | has pfacticélly ho econﬁmic power, and in

aﬁy(case, it.is in no way commensurate with
the bourgeoisie of the mother country which
it.hopés to replace,..Neither financiers
nor industrial magnates are to be found
within this.nationél middle class., The

b national bourgeoisie of underdeveloped
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countries is not engaged in production...
if isﬁ%émpletely canalized into activities
of thé‘intermediary type...The psychology
of the national bourgeoisie is that.of the
biusinéssman not that of a capfain of
industry;’ and it.is only too true that the
greed of tﬁe settlers aﬁd the system of
embérgoes set up by colonialism has hardly
left them any choicelz.

- The consequence was that with the attainment of
politiecal power by the Nigerian bourgeoisie at independence,
it became almost natural that strengthening its material
base became one of its major preoccupations., One way
of échieving a strong material base would have been
throeugh thepé;assicltype of‘éapitalist exploitation
and accumulétibn—owners of . industry hiring labour,
whose surplus-value is theﬂ appropriated. But this was
not a veny, viable option. -Oﬁe, becauée of the limited
-percentage of the population available as free labour.
Again, this has to do with the manner of penetration
of capitalism, (We shall return té it when we deal
with the charaéter of the Nigerian State shortly?.

Tﬁo, in the face of the competition from the well-
eétabiished_foreign firms in the economy, they stood
"iittle chance as competitors., Three, and most importantlyv'

wés their weak capital base.

1;ZFrantz . Fanon, The Wretched of The Farth, Penguin
19633 p.120, ' )
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Besides thé Nigerian bourgeoisie could not
afford to b;uff;internafional capital and embark
on.a seleréliance_course. That wéuld have meant
committing class suicide, Why? The extent of
heavy dependque of the Nigerian economy on the
metropolé was‘such'thétVQid not allow the bourgeoisie
much room for manoeuvre; for the inevitable retaliation,
- from international cépital would havé necessarily
resulted in traumatic changes that may have preciﬁitatéd
a~§ossible socialist revolution. fhis was too risky an
option for a group aspiring to consolidate itealf as a
Eourgeoisie. |
. What had to be done then was to accommodate
métropolitan capital while the indigenous bourgeoisie
g#rgpgthen;}}?g material base, Luqkily'enough,
indepen@ence opehedpup a horizon for foreign capital
of varioug nationalities to'néw compe*e in the Nigerian
territory. This pfbVided somé latitude for iostling.
The Nigerian bourgeoisie ,for instance, capitalised
on the contradictions between foreign capitals to press
“their demands for a greafer share of the economic surplus,
In any-cése, itlpossgssed édditional bargaining power
now,being responsible for maintaining the conducive
political climate necessary for the operation of
foféign capifal. And quite cléarly, much of the open
'Options for fulfilling its aspirations of<consolidaﬁing
its material base required its having access to'the
state, andhghg application of political pressure against

international capital for material gains. Such
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pressﬁre often fook various forms. But the major
one.\was tqimgbilise nationalist.feelihgs and insist
oh indigenous partnership with foreign capital,
This is,for an example, the justification for
Nigeria's indigenization programmes.,

There was ye%'another method open for sfrengthen—
ing the economic:baSe of the Nigerian bourgeéiéie.

This ipvolves the direét use of the state to accumulate
capifalu Right from the era of colonialism this pattérn
of acecumulation was already discernible. One of the
ways ‘then was>through monopoly control over fhe

_ marketing of primary commodities. This was done by the
employment of marketing boards to control export of the
commodities, Producers were obliged to sell to fhese
Jboards orjthgip;agents} The boards then undertook
sales oyerseas;' The exploitation is revealed in the
Pidiculqgsly high differenéé between selling and Euying
prices of the: board. '

With independence, state capitalism was even better
'enfrenchedﬁfor the state itself éssumed more fully the
role of an entrepreneur. . And this was done purportedly

for the séke of development; .for following the weakness
of the material base ohly the state could mobilise enough
:caﬁifél; It.natioﬁaliseéhentéPPPiS?S in the "national
'interest", ran corporations, commercial ventures, etec.
But behind the apparent “noble"'reason of carrying out
dévelopmnnt was the real rationale of enlarging the
economic baserof those in whose custody the state was..

T
3 R



126

" This way we see’why in the bid to strengthen its
material Bdéé;”fhe lure of state becomes most
ipresistible, with the possibilities of its being
used-evgr_more crude;y Ey those in whose custgdy
it -happens to be. |
~Bﬁt what "is the -relevance of all these for
capitalism in Nigeria? Some have argued in coﬁtributing
to the Kenyan debate that the coercive accumulation
taking place is good for capitalism; that the accumu-
lation processes outlined above would help create a
true éapitalist class that.can then see through
. capitaiist development. Buwt such an argunent could be
misleadingAfor this crude way of accumulation is partly
what jeopardises the survival of soecial capital. Indeed,
:;tiéannotfhelpﬁmuch”iﬁ strengthening the material base
of the Nigerian bourgeoisie. This is because, in the
unmitigated étruggle to acéumulate,the original
purpose of beefing up the capital base of the Nigérian
bourgeoisie would be defeated. In other words , fhe
normlessness of particular capitals would negate the
necessary conditions for the promotion of socialncapital,
especially its exterided reproduction becausi
- Under these circumstances even thegﬁ;gemonic
facti&n of the bourgeoisie will not be
thinking primarily of the collective good of
the class. This is how it comes about
that thé'purpose of strengthening the
A mgtéfiél base of the bourgeoisie, is largely

1

defeated-b@éause~in the heat of the
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..competition the hegeémonic fadtion.l=ies
to résfrict tﬁe access of the other factions
o tosthe accumulation of capital. Expanded -
. opportunity for accumulation and striﬁgent
urestﬁictions of access to accumulation
_combine to produce'ﬁonopély-mbhopoly of
economic and political power by the
hegemonié faction., In the meantime, the.;
griﬁ anxiety and struggle within the..
bourgeoisie reinforce its regressive
. tendencies. -People'look for quick wealfh
and corruption growsis. |
To be sure, we are not saying that corruption is
peculiar. to Nigeria. Corruption is rather endemic
in any capitalist system. That-system_which.makes-
.Wgalth the ultimate value, and selfishness its ultimate
virtue cannot but be corrupt. But the point.is that in
the Nigerian cése it assuﬁeé such dimensions that those
restraintsupf}the-bourgeoisie necessary for the expanded
reproduction of sbcial capitailare barely exercised,
These are some of the principal ﬁeculiarities of
_.Nigeriap.capitalism, espegially'the use of the state
as a means of private accumulation., But what is the
épéific character of this state that makes it so susceptible

to. private appropriation?

IX .- THE NIGERIAN STATE

Following the logic of imperialism, the nature

of +-capitaligm that developed in Nigeria was

"13§ee Claude Ake, ' Revolutionary Pressures In Africa,
‘op cit, p. 76-77,

R T PR
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one where éapitél did ﬁot take over means of
pyo@ﬁctioq,@g@p;etelyu Capitalism in the country
therefore,  developed in enclaves, with_ﬁre-éapitalist
modes remaining largely uﬁtransformed thoughﬂ
dominated. by the caﬁitalist mode, What resulfs is a
peculiar social formation,

But much earlier we saw capitai&sm as a mode
where capital has taken over the means of production
and the product of labour, The cgpitalist society asv
such is therefore one characterised by the commodifi-
cation of everything including even 1abouf pbwer. In
the development of capitalism in Britain, for instancé,
culminating in the industrial revolution we witnessed
fhe'complete separation of producers from their means
:of production, making their survival only dependent
Sn the sale: of their labour power for wages, Everyone
became a,commpdityjbearer,.a proprietor, and-each<
confronted the, other as suchs This was the basis for
the autonomisation of the institution of coercion, the
state, as an'impartial body standing outside the arena
of class struggle and enforcing the conditioﬁs
necessary for the operationalisation of the law of
Value—formai freedom and equality for all,

'Bqt in.Nigeria the case is different; Here capitalism
has not takén over completely the.means of production.
If has rather developed:in such & way that the production
of use value has continued éide—by-side with the
production.jof; exchange value, . The commodity bearér, the

. T [
. 7 ok
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bundle of ﬁropéfty rights,.ieu the legal pérson
vgg & generice iphenomenon, in a manner of speaking,
has thereforé, not fully emerged, for commodification
is limited. This is reflected for example in fhe
level of'commodification of labour-power; the degree
of proletarignizétion, which is very low. Ake !
_Provides substanfial evidence of this:
In Nigeria about 70 percent of the
population are still essential subsistance
~fafmers, They are largely engaged in
producing use-values...The limited
development of commodity relations is
underlined by the extent of the commédifié
cation of labour-power...in the mid-sixties.
anow onlyﬁgpput three percent of the Nigerian
ﬂﬂpopulafion waslengaged in wage labour and
the bulk of these {about twé#thirds) were _
;publig,service employées., The Fourth Natiomal
Development Plan 1981-85 puts current Wage—
labour employment at about three miliion, which
is only about nine percent of gainful
- employment ‘or about 3.7 percént of the
populationiuu
Theée show that Nigeria is predominantly a society

~of peasant producérs, engaged mainly in use value

14Claude Ake, "The Nigerian State: Antinomies..of A
Periphery Formation" in Claude Ake (ed,) " Political
" Economy of.Nigeria, Longmans, 19853 pp 9-10.
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production, andrin complete control of thelir means
Q@épﬁoduction¢;;The:predominance.ofluse—value production
itself underscores the limited commodification in the
socilety, ::This underdevelopment of the commodity form
correlates with the fact that the legal pergon has not
fully emerged.’ All these pose a problem for the
evolution of a mode of domination which is autohomised.
For autonomisation to occur we must witness the emergepce
of commodity-bearers, embodiments of propefty rights
ie. legal persons, equally and inextricably enmeshed ’
in exchange and juridical webs from which none of them
. 1s independent. This way an impartial institution that
déminates and empowers all equally can then emergé.
| But in.the absence of these necessary conditions,
',ﬁolLowing;fnqm:1imited.commodification,the society lacks
what it takes for this institution, the statesto be
autonomised. And note that autonomisation is its
~differentia specifica. So that it becomes doubtful
.whether we should refer to the mode of domination in
‘Nigeria as -a state, government or any other thing. But
no: . matter . All we are interested in is uncderstanding
thg Nigerian state's'character, especially its lack of
Aéutonomy, This is why it is so vulnerable to privatisation.
.Tﬁat which, even by definition, is a res publica becomes
_the-propefty.of some to the exclusion of others.
The consequence of this is then that the state is
immersed in the class struggieAand.is thus unable to

pise above'ritr to mediate, as those in possession of state
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apparatuses use them té massively intervene in the
economy to.cogSo;idate their material base, In
this light, it becomes understandable why an unusually
high premium is placed on the attainment of state-

power,. Iflis one "kingdoM'that must be sought for all
else to be added.,. The fight for it is therefore,

fierce, normless'and lawiess. Society gravitates towards
the Hobbesian state of nature, a state of anarchy, fear
and diffidence, where life become; "solitary, poor

nasty, brutish and short"15g In the bellum omnium

b

contra omnes , the war of everyone against everyone,

culture and industry cannot thrive; suépicion reigns,
ahd trust wanes. But how does all this rmelate to
bourgeois rationality?.

RRTI BeforéHWQﬁanswer'this vital quéstion Just a word on
the configurationan the Nigerian bourgeoisie. TFrom
the analyses so far it is;élear that it would be
constituted much differentialy from the classical type,
which - we can identify easily as owners of capital.
But in the.Nigerian case several other variables come
into play. TFor instance, although we may identify some
of the classical type of the bourgeoisie in Nigeria,
the state is rathér the more central instrument in the
‘formation and definition of the Nigerian bourgeoisie.

This is why'in identifying the bourgeoisie in this case

15This is how Thomas Hobbes, describes the life of man

‘in the state of nature in his Leviathan. See for instance
the Penguln edltlon of the boox edited w1th an 1ntroductlon
_by C B. Pﬁacpherson, 19813 p. 186.

foo
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- cognisance has to pe taken of those who are capitalists

in the classiscal sense, but more importantly of thoze

who belohg in the ranks of the bourgeoisie by virtue

" of their being in possession of the apparatuses of

‘state.

- This character.of the Nggeriaﬁ bourgeoisie has
posed probklems for sevefal.scholars interested in analysing'
. . : . 16
the class : confiquration in Africa. 1Issa Shivji ANaA
Caaude Ake, for instance. The 1atter,'in particular
had to deal in terms of éxploited class insteaquf tﬁe
classicall’ bourgeoisie/working class typical of the
éapitalist mode of production. He included iﬁ his axnloiter
class, "salaried people who hold important positions
in the administrative, cultural and coereive apparatuseé

of state. Members of this category include the officer

. c@rp ofi the:armed forces and policez, high ranking civil

servants and employees of parastatal podies and University

teachers".18

But réally whether he used oppressed class, or

-any other term, iInstead of exploiter'class, may not

have made much difference. Wwhat is important is to

o

16

. 18

understand the nature and character, of the specific

- social category under discussion - its peculiariti=zs,

and, why it is the way it is.:

See in particular his class Struggles in tanzania:
Tanzanla Publishing House, Dar -Salaam, 1975,

17 . . i - .
See, for instance Marx and Engels, Thce Communist

Manifesto, op cit

Claude Ake, Revolutionary Pressures in africa, Op cit,
F. 62
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X . SUMMARY

This is pro5ab1y a chapter that has souqght fo
accomplish goo much. But it has to e so, for,
ﬁuch of the subjects discussed are so organically
linked.that their separation would have been rather
inéonvenient. | ‘The object of the%%i%i}%}chapter was
to .provide a basis for our argument that bourgeois
rationality is weak in Nigeria. To this end, we Had:to
first understand the peculiar nature of Nigeriapcapitalism.
And in déing‘that we could not but return to -its genesis,
especially, the manner of the penetration of the more of
.pcéduction in the territory. It was this that set the
tone of the character of Nigeriapcapitalism, and state.
Fmom‘here Ehe‘nature of the Nigerian bourgeoisie was
easy to discern, leaving : us with the assignment of
relating it to the concept of bpurgéois rétionality.

This we do in the .next chapter.
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CHAPTER §TX

. C. "
a0 W . 1

" WEAKNE SS OF BOURGEOIS RATIONALITY

I. INTRODUCT ION

- Our mission in this chapter is»to show that
bourgeois rationality is weak in Nigeria, To Be sure,
to argue that a éarticular phenomenon is weak in a
certain millieu, is actually to say that it has a
faint presence, It is there but not prominently. This
is therefore saying that its complement is what is
dominanﬁ, while it, itself, shows a feeble preseﬁce.

. Let us take two analogies. An argument that an acidgﬁs
wéak, is really saying that there i;,little gcid~

in its water solvgnt. The proportion of the acid to
thehwater,rits‘complemént, isvvery small, thus it has

a weak preséhce. 'What is therefore domindnt in a éeak
acid solutionjis water, not.acidf Two, to say that a
'cértain soeial. unit like a secondary school has a weak
culture of obedience is infact to say that what is more
prominent is disobedience, even though there are cases
of obdediencéf This latter (_analogy is actually similar
to the kind of argument we are making here i.e. that
Boﬁrgeois rationality is -weak yin Nigeria. What this
means in effect is that ﬁhat is dominant is a culture
‘of‘bourgeois irrationality; although there is still a
presence of bourgeois ..rationélity.

| Now based on our diséussiongﬁhq§far, we shall
'show how 4t'is ‘that bourgeois rationality cannot but be
wéak inLNiééfia; ﬁa@ing each tenet at a time, This

would bevargued theoretically first , even 1f briefly

A !
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at the beginning of each ségment before descending

to actual Thistorical é&idence to merely corroborate,
and illustrate our thesis, And when for each tenet
we movie to the .empirical areas, we shall first give
examples -of the general trends of bourgeois irratio-
nality asﬁ a_Background, before pi@king out specific
examples which then i1llustrate manifestations of
bourgeois rationality.

Recall that the temets of the concept which we
delineated in €hapter IV, involve: (a) The Rule of Law,
b) Liberal Democracy as its political correlate, and
'cz the Modern Gredit System, We deal with éach at a
time and in that order.

But just before we proceed let us quickly refresh
our minds abeut: what bourgeois ratioﬁality is.‘ In a
capsule, it is the necessary disciplipe'fhat mu st
be éxereised.by the bourgeoisié, restraining particular

| . f N
capitals, so that social capital can be reproduced on
an extended scale, But what specifically enhances the
"reproduction of social capital? It is the operationa-
ﬁzatioﬁ'of the law of value; and this in turn is.done
. through the rule of iaw . who se fqlitical correlate.
Ahelpé to inculcate and internalise the principles which
form the basis for the operationalization ie, formal
‘freedom and equality? All this is so that valﬁe can
be created, " But this value is only realised,‘when it
passes optd the sphere of circulation from production.
‘But for prodiction to continue, capital must Quickly
returﬁ from circulation, in order that the creation

of value“cdan continue unhindered, This is where the
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modern credit system comes in., But this also requires

the collective discipl ine of the bourgeoisie to iﬁbue

the system with the necessary trust on which it rests.
This is just a reminder, Now to the tenets and

weakness of bourgeois rationality in Nigeria.

11, THE RULE OF LAW (ECONOMIC A SPECT 8)

‘The rule of law is engendered in a situétion
where law 1is sovereign; where everyone is treated as
equal before the law; where everyone is subject to
the law., It is this that guarantees the rights of
-freedom and equality which are important for capitalism,

'especially to the extent that it emnables the operation of
the law of value? The.implication of this, ﬁuch of which
we have dealt with earlier, is'thgt the arena of
production musE be free of coercion, if thé law of value
is not, to be hampe;ed. But particular capitals,
perpetually in struggle and competition amongst themselves,
are by mnature selfish, and thus, if unchecked would
.introduce coercion in order to accumulate, satisfying
their particularistic ends, to'the detriment of the
social, It is thus in the interest of social capital,

'iés survival and extended reproduction, for the bourgeoisie
to exercise collective.discipline and restraint enough
to keep coercion out of the productive and accumulative
process, Bourgeois rationality will then imply the
éiscipliqe and effort to keep ercion out of this
cfitical process of ‘the capitalist mode; bourgeois
irrationality is thus its opposite, the immersion.of

coercion’'in the .process, -But what is this machinery
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off coercion, which particular capitals may appropriate 1O
Séﬁu?el undive advantage? It 1is ‘the state, But

as we noted earlier, the differentia specif ica of

the state is its autonomy, so that it stands above

the ffay'of‘competing particular capitals and social
classes, The.point is that, being autonomous,_it
should. not be amenable to private éppropriation. But
this autonomised state emerges from capitalism in.the-
classical sense which is far from the casevin Niger ia
with ité limited commodification. The state that
emerges theréfore in this peculiar situation'is one

that is easily an instrument of ‘accumulation in the
hands of ifé custodians for its autonomy is precarious.
Put differently, because of'the very limited level

of Eommodiﬁ%eéﬁion,“cbrrelative to the limited 1éve1
of.atomisation of the society, the state enjoys limited
autonomy., Thi's condition coupled with the weak

economic base of the indigenous bourgeoisié, naturally
beAt on consolidating itself as a ruling class2 is what
explains the rife tendency to use the state as a means
of enrichment. The powér'of fhe state 1s summoned by
its custodidns to enrich themselves, Thus the reward
system is hardly built on merit, efficiency and

productivity as it should be in capitalist society, but

1An these have already been explained eariier in detail.

?This cannoit. be done without consolidating their

‘material base and economic power following Karl Marx.

R I
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more.on acce@é.&p the state. And the use of state,
for private‘éndé implies that the users are above
tﬁellaw for the;instrument for enforcing the law
becomes.oﬁe for some against others; All are mno

longer eéﬁal before the law., Some stand above it.,
This-is how folldwing the negation of principles of
formal freedom and equality the rule of law suffers.
And in turn the law of value. And then in turn sociali
capital.,. This is why immersion of the state in
accqmulatidn comes to be bouyrgeois irrationality, some
evidence of which we now give.

N To illustrate we shall refer ﬁo three cases, showing
how custodians of the Nigerian state, useJthe inétruments
- 0f office, its‘power and influence to amass wealth
getting“ricﬁﬁfor rea'sons that have little to do with 
their ability to act capitaiistically. For this -
partiéul&n segment of our work the examples we would

use would be mainly instances that occurred during
military regimes, like the Gowon and Murtala-Obasanjo
.regimes.. We do this for two reasons.-(a) .To sho w,
alongside our thesis, that the popular distinction
between the ﬁilitary and civilian bourgeoisie is, in
fact, Baseless. For they indeed exhibit the same
'character; (b) And more importantly, we prefer this
military regimes becauée'they demonstréte more starkly,
outside the veils of politics and rother; practices
%hat‘uéually“chﬁractefise civilian governments,‘theA
'reélity'of coercive’accumulation, But first let us

take one that ‘occurred during a civilian regime, the

Fir st ‘Republ ict "
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MANIFESTATIONS OF BOURGEOIS IRRATIONAL ITY

CASE ONE: MARKET ING BOARD S

In the early 60's, much before the oil boom of the
70's in the country, Nigeria depended largely on

the expof£ of'primary produce to earn foreign
exchange. Much $f the country's trade was thus in

pr imary products like c;coa, palm oil and groundnqts.
Marketing boards were often constituted to buy up

the produce from pea sant farmerSO. How these boards
were used to exploit peasant farmers, is a topic that
has been exhaustively dealt with in fhe literature
on Nigeria's economic history , But what interests
us 'in particular, is how these boards were used by
state offipials to enrich themselves, Now the

s

iillust@ati§ﬁ4; o
At this time, the country's main'exports wer e
grouhdngt, ccha_aﬁd palm 0il. 'fhe groundﬁut came
chiefly from the Northern Region; cocoa from the Wést,
and palm produce from the East. >Through the Nigeria
Produce Marketing Company, Nigeria exported 607,174
tons of‘groundnut in 1963764. In 1964/65 the voluﬁe
-exported wént down to 446,407 tons, This was largely

due to the dedlining quality of groundnut bought by

licensed buying agents for the board. By 1965/66 the

See Bala UsSman , '"Central Role of Corruption In A
Dependent Capitalist Economy; The Nigerian Experience',
NISER Public¢! Lecture, 1983,
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volumé of groundnut available for export hgd sunk
further to 427,198. . A much larger amount was
actually bought but was too poor in quality to
qual ify to be exported, |

Néw the Alhaji Ahmed Joda Committee of Inquiry
which conducted an investigation into the Northern
Niger ian Marketing Boards observed that the decling
ip,thé qualit& of groundnufs was due to the more
intense exploitation of the peasanfry through government
officials and agents. The peasant was pa id much lower
prices than he waé meant to get while officials
.appropriated the difference, This already provides
an éxample of how the privilege of béing officials
of government.is used to appropriate without production,
T ‘-Thgre was yet more lucrative pattern of achieving
the same ‘end, +For. instance, 1in January'i965; officials
of the~NigerianA£roduce Marketing Company, were found
to have connived with the British Italian Trading /1
Company, the buyers, to sell 50,000 tons of groundnuts
'ét a low price leaving consequent difference of £256,250

to be appropriated by the individuals involved.

T CASE TWO: _OIL DEALS
Much of the ones we refer to here took pléce during
military regimes: Gowon's era (1966-1975) and Murtala-
Obasanjo era (1975-1979)., Now, the fact that in this
period Nigeria witnessed the ascendancy of oil as the

ma jor source of revenue shifting attention from cash

crops was. bound to reflect in the pattern of accumulation,
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. . . . . 5
Terisa Turner for instance provides a good illustration

'

oi how the s;ate wag'gorruptly used for private
accumulafion—with éovernment officials serving 'gate-
keeping" ?unctigns, deliberately keeping'fhe price of
0il low for‘customérs ,and benefitting from the excess,

Her study‘reﬁeals the massive "giveaway" associated
with the sale of crude oil in the céuntry in the year
1973-74 especially. Shell-BP, Nigeria's biggest
producer was "let' by the oil ministry tollift oil at
an astouﬁdingly low price; This was in spite of strong
demand from other buyers and at considerably higher
'pr}ces.

'For example, the ministry ‘alloﬁedW Shell-BP to
buy 150,000 bgrrels a day at.the ridiculously low p;ice
Qﬁ $8.40 over: the 1a§t three months of 1973. This was
at é timEhthat;pver iOOLother companies wefe competing
to buy apibetwegn'ﬁ$l6 and $22 a barrel. By this method,
in only three months, at least $100 million was
available as '"excess' for sharing between thg collaborators.

A similar "giyeaway" was repeated in 1978—79 when
due to political events in'Iraﬁ and actions by the
OFganisation'of Petrgleum Exporting Countries (OPEC),
there was a world oil drought._ This shot up the price
of o0il, sky high. And although Nigeria exploited this
'situation,'increasing production to meet strong demand,
it still, following the 1973 pattern kept its price

1ow, In the first three months of 1979 alone, at least

i NI

7 ‘sée -Terisa Turner, "Commeréial capitalism and .the 1975
Coupﬂ—ln SeKe Panter-Brick (ed.) Soldiers and 0il,
. Frank, Case,‘London, 1978. : )

Lo
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half a billion dollars was available as "excess" to
be shared.,

In fhe iight bfﬂthe abové analysis, we see
thereforé that“Iurﬁer under states the case when she
argues that the Nigerian State is dominated by compradors
who perform a gatekeeper function exerting toll for
‘entry and exit of goodsf However she grasps the

central idea of the state as a means to wealth,

CA SE THREE: USE OF DECREES

Again this case is associated with the military
'regimes. when ruie is virtually by decrees. Let qs
illustrate with the Land Use Decree of 1978. Ake
captured beautifully the idea of its use as actually a
mean's of accumulation by force6;

b Ostgnsiﬁly the rationale for this decree

" was to facilitate development by removing

the constraints on the availability and

more economic use of land, But ips

latent function, far more significant

than its manifest functions, was to increase
enorﬁqusly the power resources and acceég

to surplus of those who have executive
control of the machinery of state, lIt

gave them the power to appropriate any

house or land, to allocate it to any person

or to. any use they pleased, for-any length
wor > H\,;: 3

6

.See Claude Ake, '"Nigerian State: Antinomies of a
Periphery Formation" in Claude Ake (ed,) Political
Eqonomy of Nigeria, Longmans, New York, 1985,
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of time they pleased. Ownership of
dany property rested ultimately on the

possession of a certificate or Occupancy

wily

issued by fhe Chief Executive.

&e find further mcorroboration of this position
in Koehn's articl'e7 where he reports an mempirical
study of how the Land Use Decree affected the
distribution of land ownership in Bauchi and Kano
States, His conclusion was basicélly'that since the
decree, only segments of the population which had
state connections recorded an increase in plot allocation
while the reét of the population, including the purely
commercial groupings, recorded a deerease. The
beneficiaries were mainly "applicants from the state
and"federalggo;e:nmént sector (mainly Staﬁe Ministry
Officials, military)police)'and those affiliafed with
1and1a11$éationuageﬁcies".

Againﬂtéké the-Rént Decree of 1976. It was
supposedly aimed at controlling rents in the.urban
‘areas, But it actually led to an increase in rent, an
increase.of between 33 peréent.and 50 percent in affected
areas. Because most of the residents in such houses
were public servants who therefore had theif rents highly
subsidised by the -state, the real effect of the Rent
IDecreg was actually to legalise the transfer of public

funds, as rents, -into the pockets of the affected

i

75ee Peter Koehn, - "State Land Allocation and:Class

Formation In Nigeria", Journal of Modern African Studies,,
21, 3 ,1983. Ao ‘ ;
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also owned éhgabulk of the property in the middle-
class résidéntial gfeasvof the urban’ zentres,
which were maihly affected by the decree.

Lettﬁs t;;é 6ne specific example, Due to the
Rent Decree, the,rent bill for the accommodatign of
staff of the University of Ibadan rose from about
B1,000,000 to over K2,000,000 after the decreé.
Tfpicaily one of the houses rented by the wuniversity
belonged to General Obasanjo, the thep Head of State.,

The indigenisation decrees also served the same
purpose of immersing coercion in the accumulation
pfogess. But this wil 1 not delay us here for this is
a topic that has received due attention by numerous
;écﬁ51ars.} o

All -these illdétration show how coeréion is immersed
in the acéumuiétién’prbcess, perverting the reward system,
'favouringuthosé in custody of the country's instrqment of
fo;ce and placing the rest at a disadvantagef Formal
equality and  .freedom e thus jeopardised, and ip so
facto the rule of law, NeVertheless, there are still
mgnifestations of boﬁrgeois rationality. There is
evidence of this in efforts made by the bourgeoisie to
deal with these specific forms of indiscipline amongst
“its ranks- Usually these efforts are expressed through
probes, enquiries, imprisonment etc aimed at purging
members of thgig coercively accumulated wealth and’
diséouraging;éuch behaviourf The efforts are applied

' ¥ s, .. 8 .
as some form of restitutive action. But much of the

A

8We borrow thg-use of this word from Emile Durkheim

especially from its use in his restitutive law, See
~for instance his Division of Labour in Society, Free Press
New York, 1984,
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time this manifestations of bourgeois rationality,
QﬁﬁZZ at‘ﬁgﬁgiding§;hé economic aépects of the rulé
of 1aw,~are ig‘thém;elves partial, selecting some
cﬁlpfitgignd ;ilowing‘others; (of same offenders),

pd?niéhiﬁgvsomé'1ightlthhers heavily, just according
to the whims qf the segment in control of the instrument
of fofce at the time. These inconsistencies are a‘
further manifestation of ..how really weak bourgeois
rationa;ity is in Nigeria. And tﬂis follows from the
amenability éf the state to private use. Its actions
are thus influenced by those in whose custody it 1is,
This, howeverydoes not detract from these efforts. no
matter, how indiscriminatesas legitimate attempts at
éractising boprgéois~rationality, to the extent that

they are agatinst the use of state as instrument for

private accumulation, ®Now let's take some of these . y
L. L o ’ . ;

instancess : C

Manifestations of Bourgeois Rationality

CASE ONE: THE FOSTER-SUTTON TR IBUNAL

Nigerians wére in charge of state apparatus at
significant and decisivé levels from 1952, They were -
inlcontrol at the regional levels, with the coming into
being bf Nigeria's first federalist constitution, the

.Macﬁherson constitution, preparatory to in&ependence.

But even'at this ea?ly stage of Nigerian‘histofy

théfe were already pointers to the manner of futgre
gccumulat19;:&10ur iilustration here was revealed
‘%& fhe Fqsézé—Sutkgg Tr ibunal of Inquiry of 1956:'Which

e B, : :
found one of the then most prominent Nigerian leaders,

I N
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Dr. Nnamdi Azikiwe guilty of acting in a manner that

taer

fellh"shprt of the.expectations of honest; reasonablé
people";ﬁubr. Azikiwe was at the time of the.inquiry
Premier'df.thehEastern Region, and National President
of the NCNC, which controlled the Regioﬁ.

The case was triggered off with the 1odgeQEnt of
about £2 million .by the Eastern Nigeria Finance
Corporation into the African Coﬁtinental.Bank'(ACB),
where Dr, Azikiwe had controlling érivéte shares,
Although the Tribumnal could noﬁ categorically'prove
that he influenced this deposit, the suspicion reﬁained
strong. It was however, a clear finding of the Tribunal
that he exerted influence to encourage the deposit of
£30,QOO in tbe{bank ~ by the Eastern Regional Production
Deveiopment ‘Board at-a time when the liquid asééts of
the bank @ werse dangerously low.,

Eveni more imPo?tant for our purpose was tﬁe
dependence of the Zik Group of Companies on ACB for
working capital, It was for instance clearly shown that
‘the Eank bought debentures in the Zik Group of Gompagies
worth £205,000. The Tribumnal was thus forced to conclude
that he was énxious to rétain the financial power inherent
in control of the bank and the political power inherent
in control of newspapers, in the Zik Group.’

But beyond the facade of meré financial and
politiecal power, was accumulation, which derived f;om
and supporte&“bdthf As Richard Sklar9 argues, his

NP
£

9Richard Sklar, Nigerian Political Parties, Nok, New York
.and Enugu, 1963; p.182, '

L TN
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retgntion of the only important priv;te share in the
-éﬁnz¥ol ofdgﬁéd%ank gave Dr. Azikiwe a leverage bound
to weigh econqmic;iiy. In other words, it enabled
him accumulaté by the help of fhe muscle of gévernment
machiﬁer&,

it is this line of thought tﬁat led.the Tribunal
to chastise Drf Azikiwe, stating in thefir report that
he ought to have relinquished his financial interest
in the Bank when the proposal to inject public monies
‘into it was first mooted, and that he was guilty as a
Minister in failing to do solo. He did not relinquish
his interest; he rather used his political position
to strengthén and consolidate his ecomnomic basé. The
tribunal was therefore negating the trend ﬁhereby
~;eé;ers afpéﬁ;-Nigenian bourgeoisié enrich themselves,
enjoying. greater ﬁaterial Benefit fﬁr reasons that have
nothinézMO do with‘their competence as capitalists,., To
that extent it was a manifestation of bourgeois
rationalify.

Let us turn to the First Republic.

CASE TWO: THE COKER COMMISSION OF ENQUIRY

The effort which we pin-point here 1s that which
culminated in the Coker Commission of Inquiry Report of
"1962, It is a case which involved another very.

prominent Nigerian figure in these times: . .the Premier

QOSee the Réport by the Foster—-Sutton Tribunal of
Inquiry of 1956; p.42. '
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of the WesterniRegion, and leader of the Action Group,
Awhich controlled the Western Region, Chief Obafemi Awolowo,
and hig,partylpembers. ~Perhaps we should state that the
proceédings of this Commission were reported in ninety-
two vdlumes. This gives an -idea of 1its area of coverage,
Whiqh would bé impossible to deal ﬁith in a small
segment of a chapter, There is the need therefore to
rigidly limit ourselves,
Part of the functions of the Commission was to
inquirevinto the financial and investment policies
and practiceé, and the management and business operations
'-of the regioh's statutory corporations, Which included,
i) The Western Region Marketing Board;
ii) Thé Western Nigeria Development Corporation;
anﬁ1- |
iii) The Western Region Finance Corporation.'
These three were found by the.Commission to
virtually -control the region's economy.
The Western Region Marketing Board was set up
-Vin 1954 to arrange and to use its reserves to promote
the deveiopment of industfies; Now, all the members
éf the board were politicians sympathetic to the Action
Group.
Of the.£64 million which was disbursed by the
'Marketing Board between 1954 and 1962, £31 million.
was granted to Regional Govermnment departments,.£10
million ‘was invested in various Nigerian-Companies,
‘and £14 million was lent to the Regional.government‘

companies, and its other corporations.

NS T
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. ' The Nigergan Companies in which the £10 million
was invested iwere the National Bank, and the National
Investment and Properties Coﬁpanies Limited "(NIPC).

The Bank gulped the bulk of £3 million, while the

NIFPC received £6 million. Now the interesting findings:
These two companiés, and indeed, most of the other
benefitting companies were found to be firmly in the
control of Action Group politicians, who used the

monies to enrich tﬁemselves ahd to encourage businessmen
with the "right political connections".

We turn to the Western Region Development Corporation,
which was created to plan and encourage ecomnomic expansion
in the Region, This in effect meant that it was the
government.'s: masjor avenue for awarding contracts, and the
government offered.'by far the largest source oﬁ‘contracts
in'the region,

And like :every other function embarked on by the
Development Corporation which included, -siting of
factories, concerns to be aided, areas to be chosen for
-rubber egtates‘etc, the award of contracts— depended on
politicél considerations, Thus the benefactors were
AG'politiciaﬁs and supporters,

Now the Western Region Finance Corporation. This
was created suppossedly to overcome the-difficulties
which Nigerian concerns ﬁad in raising capital, But
it was in fact, found to be another means of siphoning
fmoney into ‘pufises of AG party faithfuls, To begin with
the board mémbers Were all leading members of the

Action Group.:
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The Corporation was found to have invested £2,3
m%}lipn in sig égnc¢rns, four of which were either in
difficulty or were bought at inflated prices. In any
case, all six cgncérns were found either to belong
directly to members of the AG, or to aid the party,
generally,

The syndome of acquiring egohomic benefits by
affiliation with those in custody of state organs
extended even to the graés-roots. The Local Loans Board
for instaﬁcg. They made advance only to farmers who were
followers of the Action Group. The Coker Commission found
this was the case in all the 209 Local Loan Boards in the

Region, As John Mackintosh concluded in his Nigerian

Government aﬁ@ ?olitics,(P.436) "between the MarketingiBoard,
thb Developmegt anq Finanée Corporations, the AG had a
tremendous hold over the.entire economic life of the
Region, and real.-power to determine wHich individuals,..
would prosper and which would not",

So that again we find that economic prasperity had-
little connection with productivity but with coercion,
corruptioﬁ and affiliation ﬁith.the group in possession

‘coercion
‘of the instrument of “u o This was what the Coker

/

Commissioﬁ waé crusading against, It was an ‘effort to
expose and ﬁegate this trend; that is why 1t qualifies
as a manifestation of bourgeois raﬁionality. However in
line with our earlier discussioﬁ at the begining of this
work: | thes&.tﬁo.latter efforts reflect the aﬁbiguity
and. inconsistancy of the Nigerian bourgeois in their
efforts hf bourgeois ratioﬁality{ Before this can be

tetd
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qpp;fgiated,‘a little historical background 'is -in
order. |
At.abput the period of independence, Nigerian

politics had laready been established as resting on a
trianglé of regiops - The North, West and East. Each
~of these regions was for all practical purposes-
politically homogenous in terms of parties. The
ththern Region was controlled by the Northern Peoples
Congress'(N?C), the West by the Action Group (AG.) and
the East by the Natioﬁal_Council of Nigeria and the
.Cameroons (NCNC).

. Dr. Nnamdi Azikiwe, the man indicted by the Foster
Suttgn Tr ibunal was Premier of thg Fastern Region, at
the time of-the{Foster Sutton enquiry, At the time of
the Coker Commission Chief Qlafemi Awolowo was the leader
of the. Action Group, and national leader of the opposition
in parl iament,.: His party was in control of the West,

~ and
Each of the parties explored exploited any available

‘means of quashing the other, Parties opposed to NCNC
found a chance in the conduct of Dr., Azikiwe feported-
.above, while the NPC found i£s chance in the feud between
the Nigerian National Democratic Party led by

Chief S.L, Akintola, who broke away from the AG to form
‘his own. This was however after he had taken over
premier ship from Chief Obafemi Awolowo in'1959; shortly
after_ﬁhich he bécame an allyamof the NPC, that formed the
fiéderal goverhment, * It was therefore not surprising that
fhe Coker Commission instituted by the Federal Government
found Chief AKintola guiltless, while giving the impression
that Chiéf“Awolowo was "no more then a common thief. who

did nothing for the people of Western Nigeria, except rob
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them to buildAa so-called financial empire here and abroad"ll.
i Professor. Aluko was to rightly percieveiand interprete
the double;standards a;d partiality involved in the effofts
of the bourgeoisie in enforcing the rule of law.
Extensively; . we quote hims
In 1955, the Foster-Sutton Commission that
probed the finances oflsome corporation
investments in the Eastern Region found
the then Premier of Eastern Region guilty
lon all grounds, even when the large
investments in the African Continental Bank
and a number of other investments were
ratified with or withoﬁt the knowledge of
the then Premier....
LA + £#A11 other participants in the
“!frauduleﬁt conspiracy' were refefred to as
"mere tools in the attempt of a single leader
tobuild for himself and hié family a
financial empire,
The agents used in the desecration of
‘the then Premier Were his most favoufed
lieutenants; The lieutenants weré aided .
by opposition parties in the criminal
conépiracy...;
| In 1962, a similar Coker Commission of

Inquiry which probed similar Western Regional

T 11, . . . . .
See H.A,.Oluwasanmi's "A most infamous rationalization",

Daily Express, 28th and 29th, 1963; reproduced in
Obafemi Awolowo , The Travails of Democracy, Evans, Ibadan,
1987, pp 337-353. '

it
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investments found the Premier of the
Region“ggiltless on all grounds, eveﬁ
though he was himself a chairman (fo¥
two years) of one of the corporations;
he.presided ovér the approval of
investments; instructéd that rejected
loans be épproVed; his cabinet (on which
he preside&) negotiated, investigated
and paid over £2.5 miliioﬁ for the
acquisition of companies and landed
properties; and he éersonally intervened
in the persdnnei affairs of the corporations.

Yet he knew nothing about the ;1leged
ma ssive irregular practices:in the six
bcorporqbioné.and their investments on wﬁich
the Commission éame down so heavily.,

.The.parallel setween the East in 1956
and the West .in 1962 is clear, One Prémier_
was a wanted person the other was a
favoured person.

In 1956, evén though many nationalists
ﬁiolently condemned corruption in public
affairs, they could not resist pointing
out the partiality against the premier of
the East{

Equally in 1962, even though many -
‘mationalists condemnea, and éhduld condemn,

“feorruption mor e loudly than they did in-

1956, 'they ‘should condemn the obvious



15

154

partiality in favour of the Premier
‘ of. the West.
Corruption by public officials and
" corporations will never decline in
'~Nig2fia, as long as many who are known to
have participated in and profited by them
can be patted on the back and paraded as
the nation's‘arch—angels, once they maké
the fightlfriénds and héve the right _
connections,
The findings and recemmendations of the
Coker Commission with respect to the Finance
Corporation fell far short of what is
expected of an impartial enquirerlg.
It is possible’to argue that in certain aspects of this
statement the !professor’ exaggerated slightly, but he
certainly grasped ;he question of the contradictions,
inconformitieé‘and ambivalence of the Nigerian bourgeoisie -
in dealing with bourgeois .irrationality in its midst,
" The efforts smack of double standards, swayed by the selfish
whims of-those in possessiﬁn of the society's instrument

of force, WNevertheless they are manifestations of bourgeois

Tationmality, even if -weak, Let's take one more,

'CASE THREE: THE JUSTICE BELLO" PANEL

Shortly after the fall of Nigeria's second republic,
the military that took over power set up various bodies
to probe the sacked civilian governments of the period

(197941983). Explicit-efforts were made by tHis segment

§ v Ty

l3.See S.A. Aluko, "What Disgusts Me In The Coker Report,
Sunday Express, 27/1/63. .
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of the Nigerian bourgeoisie to dgal with those who had
dsed public 6ffice to amass wealth.Of course the
weaknesgess which aétended’the earlier attempts at
this, as ink the above examples also manifested. But
again; these weaknesses do not annul the efforts as
manifesting béurgeois ra;ionality. They were bold
attempts at recovering coercively accumulated property

' : the _
frpm private hgndsT Most of public officers were trieﬁ
under, a decree called the ﬁzblic'Property Decree No.3
df 1984; and those convicted sentenced to 1oﬁg prison
terms, of up to 21 years and beyond. This was in
" addition to,their having to return what the& were
adjudged to have amassed taking undug advantage of their
‘possession of.stafe instfuments.. Here is a short 1list
of some of‘theféonvicts and what each was meant to refund
to the state,u .

- el
Name of Accused Persons Wealth Amassed by Coercion

¥, Mr, Viétor Masi ‘ Over ¥1,050,000 and a majestic
house (vaiue unstated).
2. Simon Nwokoma . : ¥655,000.
3. Col. Peter K, Oba sa ¥7,233,637 .24 and £47,000
| separately.
4.. Ra&mond Fernandez ' | Over N2,270,502

5, Chief Busari O,

Adelakun _ ¥155, 000
6. I’roff G.A. Odenigwe N804,218
7. Oluwole‘é. Okania $362,000 and £85,000 separately
é; Prof:>Am£rose Alli - ¥983, 000

9. Augustine Nuse Omolaiye £100,000
* &:xi

- arae e g T



10.
1.
12.

13.

14,
15.
16,
17.
18.
19.
20,
21,
22,
gsf
24,

25.

26,
.27,
27.
%8.
29,

3Q.

This

Sam O, Iredia-
Imoféﬁ A;.Salani

Prince J,. Eweké

Jo seph A, Adebonyan

Alhaji A&amu Atta
Samuel O, Soyemi
Yisa Oladoyinbo

Dr. Solomon Ayodele
Alﬁaji Barkin Zuwo
Alhaji Wada Abubakar
Alhaji Abubakar-Rimi
Dr., Garba Nadama |
Alhaji Mohammed Bachaka
'Aper'Akgt

Solomon Lar

Alhaji Mohammed A,
Awwal Ibrahim

Alhaji Abdu Tawakin
e O MO T
Alhaji Bukar Ngamadu
Mrs, Ladi Netimah
Dr. 0. Fawibe

Mr, Sam Ifeka
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£300, 000

N263,032 and a Mazda van
¥600, 000

N459,737.34; a house and
two taxlils J

¥2 million

%30, 000

¥25,000

"¥20,000

Over B3 miilion"
Over H¥350,000
%593, 000

over ¥5.5 million
¥150,000

N206,479

¥32,891,000

%280, 000

¥265,000
Over ¥60,000
N845,305.68
N$5,623 054

£7,356,721.95

probably yet represénts zone of the boldest efforts

of the Nigerian bourgeoisie to deal with the épecific

indiscipline of negating the rule of law in the

accumulatioﬁ‘process. We now turn to the case of liberal

democracj, the political correlate of the rule law, to

furt

T2 LR [

her ﬁursug the argument of the weakness of bourgeois

rationality in Nigeria,



III L IBERAL -DEMOCRACY

Recallatpat the rule of law restraints
particular cépitals in the competition amongst them-
. selves, .so there is some order enougﬁ to maintain
the comﬁetition and minimise unfair advantage. This
way the reward éysteﬁ rests on merit, on greater
efficiency and productivity, and the society in
general thus benefits from the free play of market
forces, But more significantly for us, accumulation
can proceed uninhibitéd as a result of the fule of
law. Otherwise, coercion is immersed in the production
procesé. This negates thé formal freedom and equality
necessary for the continuous but veiled exploitation of
labour ,foylowing the rule of law, as equéls enter into
contract. ‘But 1f owing to lack of discipline the rulé
of law is disregarded and Eoefcion immersed in the
labour process, the bourggoisie_is no longer able to
disguise exploitation as fair exchange. Conditions of
formal freedom and equality are mannulled., ' But these
are precisely what operationalise the law of value,

Now this is the tendency in thé Nigeria case,
‘Because of'the weak economic base of the Nigerian
burgebisie,.and the character of the Nigerian state,
especially its iimited autonomy, the state is employed
as a means of private aﬁqumﬁlation° Thus coercion is
introduced in the accumulation process, sqbverting the
rule of law'“*As we have exp ained this endangers social

capital, especially its extended reproduction by negating

N Sk - ‘
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the conditions which opefationalise the law of value.

Now because the bourgeoisie tends to accumulate
through access to the.state which itself has limited
autonomy .and is; thus amenable fo being employed for
privat% phr?osL;; the inevitable outcome 1is a
Hobbesian Strugéle for power. The struggle for. power
assumes an all-consuming dimension, Like the comﬁetition
invthe economic arena competition for political office
becomes as well nbrmless, with members of the bourgeoisie
relegatiﬁg restraints necessary for the survival of social
capital, Rather, as Ake puts it,

Contending groups struggle on xgrimly,
polarizing ‘their differences and convinced
that their ability to protect their interests,
and to obtain justice is coextensive with
their power. That creates what I might call
the politics.of anxiety. 1In this type of
pblitics.there is deep alienation and
distrust among political competitors,
Consequently, they are profoundly afraid of
béing in the Powef bf their opponents.
This fear, in turn, breeds a huge appetite
. for power, which is sought without restraint14.
This way.everfthing is mobilised towards capturing
the state. And once it is captured everything is done
to hold on to it, including the use of coercién. This
is why bourgeois rationality regarding this tenet of
liberal democraé¢y is weak in Nigeria% for the intrbdﬁction

A
i

14See ‘Cldude AKe (ed.) Political Economy of Nigeria,
op cit, pp 10-11.
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of force into the arena of politics necessarily

R
L

negates tﬁejiiberal democratic principles of formal

p i
equality and f?eedom which pfovide ideological cover
for.ekploitati§n to continue, and for social éépital
to exﬁand,-peaéefully.
Having seen wﬁyAbourgeois rationality regarding the
tenet of liberal democracy cannot but be weak in the
country, let us now move on to historical materials,
As usual we shall establish a background which gives an
idea oflthe general trend and then relate incidents |
which give evidence as well of bourgeois rationality,
For as we have said before to argue that bourgeois .
Fationality is weak is to argue that inspite of the
general bourgeois irrationality of the class in question,
there are aliso manifestations of bourgeois rationality.
Rememberlthatpphe key things to look out for are the
principhes.of'fprmél freedom and equality. These are the
basic principles of liberal democracy; and they are
subverted by the introduction of coercion in the political

process.,

Manifestations of Bourgeois Irrationality

First é brief historical note . So far, Nigeria has
had two republics, The first, which lasted from 1960-
19663 and the second, 1979-1983, Since the patterns
which we wish to demonsﬁrate recur in each of them;
it may well'do to dwell on one .., and avoid frﬁitless
repeatitions. We choose the latter for demonstration
‘because the historical materials are fresher and.wguld

therefore be more interesting.
iy
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CASE ONE: 1979 TRANSITION ELECTIONS

Although a case could be made for the cxemption
of the transition peridd which includes for c¢xample
elections which -ushered in the second republic
becau;e it was supervised by the military, there were
still dgscernible acts of coercion? in the political
process, We witness coeréion even under the supervision
of a 'disinterested' regime because we were dealing
with a regiﬁe that, as Ake has rightly pointed out,
had very clear ideas about who they wanted to4succeed
them, They wanted to install a segment of the bourgeoisie
that would for instance not bother with probing their
misdeeds, It is therefore not surprising that the
‘succeeding Shagari government did not probe the one before
it as is usually the case, | |

Besides,: the Shagari gbvernment gave strong indications
of its mdlitarly baéking in the utterances of top members
of the civilian government, including those of fresident
Shagari himself,.to the effect that there weré only two
political pafties in the . Second Republic: the Natiomnal
Party of Nigeria (NPN) of.President Shagari and the -
army. This'comesaout clearly in Falola and Ihonvbere's
bookls. The statements underlined the unpubiicised
accord between both parties. But why did the military
choose'the NPN, and not ‘any other party for coercive
instaliatioﬁ?

There 'were five'politiqal parties in the 1979

elections,* The Nigéria Peoples Party (NPP), the Great

e )

Lsee théir jointly authored Ihe Rise and Fall of the
Second Republic, Zed, London, 1985; p 226.
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.;Nigeria peoples Party, (GNPP), the People's.Rejemption
party (PRP), the Unity Party of Nigeria (UEN, and -the
. National party.of Nigeria (NPN). From the onset it

>wa§‘c1ear that the NPP, GNPP and PRP were highly

localised parties, hardly capable of capturing more
than two states going by their ethnic bases.

It was only the UPN and NPN which had considerable

“spfead.» Although, the UPN had ‘an ethnic pase it
. spread considerably into about five states, all the

" formepr states carved out of the old Western region,

which was almost homogenous in its ethnic make-up.

"It therefore had.a fair chance in the race.
»-And so did the NPN. The military then had to
chose between the UPN and the NEN. The cholce secmed

. obvious. .

- iobafemi Awolowo was the leader of the UPN and

Awas clearly domineering. This showed in the fact
R that he was hoth party chairman and presidential
‘,1i.c§ndidate. In the past, he had consistently Deing
ycritical of the militafy: from when 1t reneged on
~‘iits promise to hand over power to civilians in
;‘Q51976. He had also made it clear that he wouid
fipfbbe the military if voted into power. By all
+ these, Awolowo-and his party definitely did not

?“présent a good choice for the military.

Then the NPN. This was made up % of political

notables™-from all parts of the federaﬁion, many of whom were
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discredited .and corrupt politicians .of the First

Republic. The military therefore felt safer to hand

over power to this formidable corrupt ensemble,. who

being corrupt themselves would hesitate to expose the
corruption of the military. 1In any case, it was never
known that it ever thought of probing the military.

However, what is important for us is how the

. military then coercively installed its favoured camp,

Ehe NPN. The first two elections in the 1979 general

elections seemed to accord with the aspirations of the

military regime. The NPN was in the lead: this probably

led Obasanjo and his men to feign neutrality giving the

impression that the Federal Electoral Commission (FEDECG),

‘was Solely in charge. But the developments in the
 e1ections understandgbly perturbed'Awolowo. He knew that

recriminations with the NPN about foul play in the

electoral process. would not do. He rather moved fast,
going into an alliance with the GNPP while wooing the
reste He seemed to have recorded success for he

proceeded to make announcements which suggésted that

‘a broad base-cocalition had been formed with all the
" other three smaller parties. He urged his supporters

- to vote in that spirit as follows in the next election

!

PRP in Kano and Kaduna, NPP in Anambra, Imo and

:Plateau; GNPP in Bauchi, Borno, Cross‘RiQér, Gongola,
:Niger, Rivers, and Sokoto; and UPN in Bendel, Beﬁue,‘~
‘kwara,JLagoé; Ondo,-Oguh and Oyo. These reflected the
'fvariQus strongholds of ‘the parties in the -agreement.
'élf the military was to install the NPN as it énvisaged,
ithis arrangement had tc be annulled. with this in ﬁind

it became a matter of course that FEDECO rejected the

i
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Awolowo arrangement on the excuse that it should have
.been made.four days to the election date. The military
'-wés however widely believed to have been behind the
rejection. fgture actions was to lend crédibility to
this belief.

As Ihoﬁvbere and Falo_la16 recorded, -'the UPN
observers who were sent to oversee elections in the
&orthern States where the party suspected that there
would be mass rigging were arrested and detained.

It waé widely believed that the military ordered their
arrests and detention. Coercion was however to become
_even more manifest after the presidential election
ended without a clear winner, the contest being
basically between Obafemi Awolowo of the UPN, and
Shehu Shagari of the NPN.

“SS 126(2) éf the 1979 constitution'stipulated in
cléar\terms that "A candidate for an election to the
office of the Presidént shall be deemed to‘have been
duly elected where, there being more.than two candidates
- for the election (a) he has the highest number of votes
cast at the election; and (b) he has no léss than one
quarter of the voges cast at the electioﬁ in each of
at least two-thirds of all the States of the Federation?
| Shehu Shagari satisfied condition (a); having
‘polled the highest number of votes, 5,688,857 to UPN's
'4,916,651. He however did not satisfy condition»(b);
not having polled one wnquarter of voges casﬁ ih 13

.States out’ of the 19 of the entire federation.

6 cit, p.69.

-
L
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From‘thiS“point on, Shagari needed come coercive
support for the rules to be bent for him. The National
Legal Adviser'of the NPN, Richard Akinjide étarted
éh argument (in the light of Shagari's performance) that
. two-thirds of 19 was 12%, and not 13 as was the earlier
cdncensﬁs. He argued therefore that all Shagari needed
'to win, beyond the one quarter in each of thlvex states
which he already had, was another one quarter 9% two-
thirds of votes cast in a thirteenth state. And that
Shagari already had.

This was a completely novel interpretation, suddenly
coﬁcocted to suit the NPN. The evidence is clear; for
statutorily, two-thirds of 19 was not taken to be less
Uthan 13 before this time by the military, FEDECO, or
any-other body:for that matter. The FEDECO itself had
insisted tHat a necessary condition for  the registration
of political parties was that they must have offices
in the Federal Caﬁital Territory, Abuja, and in et least
13 States of the federation, (not 12n% states of the
. federation).

Another condition stipulated by FEDECO for the

- registration of any political party was that its
-executive body must draw its membership from at least
7’13 states of the federation. Again not at least 12%
states. To add to these, FEDECO had also insisted that
political parties must field candidates for the guber-
ratorial race in at least 13 of the States of the
fedration. -*Once again, not 12%} states.

Tﬁese‘besides, the Constitution brafting Committee,
CDC, which produced the constitution accepted.thet twe—

third of 19 states was 13 states. As if acting on a
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premonition, éala Usman, a university history teacher
who was a member of the CDC had infact bluntly asked
how two—ttird of 19 should be interpreted. The
Chairman of the CDC, constitutional lawyer of repute,
rotimi . williams answered in unequivocal terms, that
it was 13. Some members were not immediately satisfied.
And as Oyediran recorded 17 another member, t...
Dr. Ahmed interjected that wtwo-thirds of 15 states
.was 12%@ (but R&timi williams reblied that just as we
could not have 2/3 of a person, so we could not have
2/3 of a state, and that 2/3 of 19 states was 13 states".
The rationale being that States are persons, but legal
persons. |

Nobody raised questions about this interpretation;
at least néither the military who empowered the CDC nor
Richard Akinjide,' who himself was a member of the
Constituent Assembly that ratified and endorsed the
' constitution. 1In fact, Akinjide is quoted by Oyediran18,
as having boasted regarding the presidential elections
that only the NPN's candidate could poll the highest
votes ‘cast " and also 25 percent in at least 13 states
in the country".

By this interpretation, no one won the presidential
elections, and the constitution anticipated such 3
'situation. Hence it provided in SS 126(3) that "in

default of a candidate duly elected in accordance with

_17See Oyeleye Oyediran (ed), The Nigerian 1979 Elections,
Macmillan, London, 1981, p.142.

180p cit, page 142.
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subsection.(2) 6f this section there shall be a second
election in accordance with subsection (4) of this‘
section at which the only candidates shall be
a) a candidate who secured the highest number of
votes -at any.election held in accordance with
the said subection (2) of this sectionj; and
b) one among the remaining candidates who has'a
majority of votes in the highest number of statesz
so however that where there are more than one
candidéte with a majority of votes in the highest
number of states, the candidates with the highest
total of votes cast at the election shall be the
second candidates for the election'".
.SS 126(4) anticipateé further that "in default
wof a candidate duiy elected gnder the foregoiﬁg
subsectibns,,the Federal: Electoral Commission shall
within 7 days of the result of the election held
under)the;said subsections,>arrange'for‘an election
to be held.
a) 1in each House of the National Asseﬁbly;'and
b). in the Housé of-Aséembly of every state in
the federation, with a view to determining
which ofvthe 2 candidates shall be e16ctéd
as President, ana the candidate who has a
simple majority of all the votes cast at
such election shall be deemed to have been
duly x®elected as President".
The‘significance of all these here, is that FEDECO

should have’ held éhbther;election for Shehu Shagari and

.obafémihgwolowg. It did not. That was too much of a

chance for;, the:military to take. Too much was at stake.
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Coercion had to be employed FEDECO accepted askinjide's
interbretation. And so did the courts! Sshagari was
inséalled Pfesident.
The reinterbrétation and the sﬂbsequent installation

were actually the culmination of numerous more covert

. coercive moves. It was, for instance, a newly appointed

Chief Justicé_of the Federation, Atanda Fatai williams

who upheld FEDECO'S declaration of Shagari as pPresident-
'elect. He was hurriedly appointed by the military in

"the heat of the two-thirdx controversy in anticipation

that the case might finally get to and be settled by the

supreme Court. A Pro-NPN Chief Justice was needed

" -immediately. Awolowo in fact alleged, following the

narration of Falola and Ihonvbére " that Shagari was
iﬁdeed in touch with Obasanjc, and that he (Shagari)
aqfually éﬁose Atanda Wiiliams from a list supplied
by Obasanjo. | |

when we move further to pose the question, why the

hurry? wWhy couldn't a new appointment just walt a- few

days for the in-coming administration? It becomes

clear that coercion was obviously being immersed in

‘the'ﬁglitical process, subverting the basic conditions

of formal freedom and equality.

| CASE TWQ: THE 1983 ELECTIONS

B

Having managed to escape with a narrow victory,

following the last minute re-interpretation of electoral

"rules by FEDECO and the supervising Federal Military

Government, the NPN was determined to record a landslide

¢ il t- - .
victory in the 281983 elections. The NPN plan for

195ee The Rise and Falle===e-=; op cit, p;73.

!
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winning the eleEtions, not only in 1983 put also in
1987x,tit1eq "Strategic 1983/87 Tacﬁical Plans: A

Report pf the St:éteéic Forcé", for instance, considered
it incongeivablé that the NPN could lose an election
superviséd by £He NPN Federal Government

Through the period between 1979 and 1983, the -

NPN studied the political allignments to deterﬁine how
fd exploit rifts in opponent camps. It was determined
to enhance iﬁs supremacy.

Early in the Republic, the NPN entered into an
accord with the NPP which was to becﬁme the basis of
acrimény between the two.pafties. Thelaccord céme up
aéainst a sharb contradictibn regarding the.NPP's ﬁain
basé of support in the three state governments that it
controiled.(Anambra, Imo and Plateau), and the étéempt
. by the NPN to weaken i tg,dpponents in all the non-
NPN controlled states. The ensuing crisis was not . _
helped b&gthe participation of the three NPP governors,
in the.meeting of the twelve non—NPN'governors, the
j nprogressives", convened to coordinate policies and
opposition against the NPN . |

The twelve included the two PRP governors of Kano
‘énq Kaduna States, whose party entered into negotiations
i@i#h.the NPN towards the eve of the second republic.

- This was when a rift developed in the party. oOn the

.one hand was the Aminu Kano (party Chairman) and $.G.
S.G. Ikoku (Secretary) led faétion which compromised and
wasiready'téﬂbe{subjugated under NPN umbrella. AOn the
other hiand were theé more éocialist-oriented members of

" the partylled*by a veteran labour leader, Michdel Imoudu,
and solidly backed by the two PRP governors in Kano and

. Kaduna.
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There was also a fift in the GNPP to be exploitgd.
In 1982 the leader &f the party, Waziri Ibrahim openly
disagreed with the majority of his party's National
E*ecutiv§ Committee over the latter's wish to enter
into a Progressive Peoples Alliance by the four
' ’ - lmouﬁa-
opposition parties - the UPN, NPP, GNPP, and the/led
PRP. Waziri Ibréhim was duly sacked from the pgrty
and replaced with Shettima Mustafa, by the other leading
members of the party and negotiat}ons for the mergef
continued.' Eventually the UPN backed out leaving the
other three-the Shettima Mustafa led GNPP, tﬁe NPP, and
i IMoudu -led PRP to merge into a Peoples Progressive Farty
(PPP). The way it stood: the PPP was 1in control of
sévén states, same number as the NPN. It therefore
;had a good .chance of winning the elections, if registered, |
especially with a possible rapport with the UPN.
But predictably it was not‘to be registered. Coércion
just had.to be exerted by ‘the ruling NPN to ensure this.
First it made sure that recognition was not accofded

the Imoudu faction of the PRP, inspite of the fact that

this included the PRP governors, and a significant

-.. number of federal and state legislators. Instead the

‘PEDECO gave recognition to the Aminu Kano faction
.which‘contfolled no government, had experienced tremendous
~depletion of its ranks, and was clearly then a mere de
factdr arm of another party, the NPNy. |

It was the same with the GNPP. It was to the
‘weak arm of-‘the party led by Waziri Ibrahim, who was
duly expelled for incompatible aspirations with the

majority of the party membership especially its executive,

v
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tﬁat FEDECO chose to éccord recognition. rore
ihexplicablgv}f control of FEDECO by NPN is to be
ruled gut,'is the refusal to register the PPp itself;
a party thch had fulfilled all basic requirements for
regigffétion;-with a national spread of support
éomparaﬁle perhaps only to that of the NPN.

The lack of autonomy of FEDECO became evén more
evident when it denied an alreédy registered and
existing party, the NPP, a mere change of name to PPP
and a slight ammendment of its constitution. The
FEDECO, the arm of state acting as referee in the
political contest had become privatised; employed in
‘the interest of the party in control of the state.
Coercion was immersed in the competition.

This argument probably recieves a firmer support
when it is seen that in one breath: as PPP was being
refused registration by all meéns, another party, the
Nigerié_Advance Party (NAP) with a superficial base and
'weék leadership structure was being registered by
FEDECO. The party was registered essentially to splitr
the vote of the ethnic-based UPN, the greatest threat to
the NPNZO. Obafemi Awolowo, leader of UPN, and
’ Tunji Brai£hwaite, leader of NAP, were both from the
| séme'Yoruba ethmic group.

A fact established by opponents of the NPN as
:Richard Joseph notes, Qas that "they were now in
competition not only with the NIN itself but alSo.with
‘the theoretically non-partisan institutions such as

the police, the government-owned media, and the

20See Claude ‘Ake, "Presidential Address to the Nigerian

* political Science Association, 1982" in Africa Development,
vol. 1X No.3 1984, p.12.
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electorallcommission"él. In other words the state
had. been. properly immersed in the struggle petween
factions in socie£y, negating the basic conditions
of freedom ahd equality. This opservation was even to
receivekggeaﬁér justification. And one action which
éreatly underlined the fact that the ruling party was
completely contfolling and using FEDECO was the unnecessary
and uncalled for change in tHe order of elections from
what obtained in 1979. Instead of the presidential
election coming last, i£ shifted to the~first. This
is inspite of the fact that all the partieé, except
of course the NPN, wanted the 1979 order retained.
.The‘NPN enforced the implementation of its suggested
order of elections because of the advantage it.woulﬁ
éolely derives |
The 1979 ordér would have enabled the differeht
parties know their variods strongholds in the
L:ﬁgléﬁgsfggjiéggﬁﬁ§¥g§fggcﬁgﬁﬁ%t the NpPW in the critical
presidential election. This chance was opviated, by.
. strategies of the NPN, enhanced largely oy its being in
control of the state apparatus. The 1979 order
'wbdid_certainly have ehhanced the checking of election
irregulatities befo;e the most crucial presidential
@iﬁ?acé. Anticipating this the NPN had to employ
.:coercion to have its way. It was crucial for it to
have won the most impértant presidential election
before rigging strategies are exposed and checked.
Richard Joseéph grasped the other advantages of the

‘new order' of elections.for the NPN.

See. Richard Joseph, Democracy and Prebendal Politics
inuNigeria: The Rise and Fall of the second Republic
Cambridge University Press, 1987, P 166,
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An NPN victory in the first vote .of 6
August-giving it the Presidency, and thus
the central government-would enable it go
on and rake up landslide votes in the other
elections, because of the discouragement
of opposition parties, the willingness of
electoral and police officers to serve the
wishes of what was already going to be the.
next government, and the desire of many
candidates to be part of the bamdwagon rather
than risk being cut off from the largesse. of
the central government for another four years.
The complete reversal in the order of the‘
elections gave NPN strategists the opportunity
to use their control of the various instruments
of government, in a concentrated way, to keep
their opponents off-balance, and to arrange
a massive vote total for Shehu Shagari by a
combination of legitimate and illegitimate
meanszz.
And just a few weeks before the first electien
in 1983, a revised voters register was published with

a preposterous list of 65,304,818, much higher

22

Op cit, P.142.
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than the Unbelievable.figure of 48,499,091 voters of

1979 reflecting an unimaginable increase of 18 percent.

The Economist of 6 - 12 August 1983 understood the
meaning of all these and céncluded that the elections
were_in'effect over before they pegan with the puplication
of fhe ﬁew register. With the help of FEDECO officials,
the NPN had inflated the figures to reflect its
reglonal strength hence the northern states recorded an
_ aggregate?3 percent increase, the eastern states 25
bercent, and UPN dominated western states, 12.3 percent.
NPN strongholds within states controlled oy the
opposition parties were also know to have multiplied
“their voting populatibn vy as much as ten., Modakeke-
iﬁ' UPN controlled Oyo State was one such example,

‘The ,extent of the violation of the impartiality
of state forced NPN opbonents to vecome grossly
sceptical of evenllucid and constitutionally guafanteed
provisions. . ‘One of such sceptics, Abubakar Rimi, the
- radical PRP governor of Kano Stéte, had to resign his
éffiée four months to the elections believing that
since his party was divided, and all attempts to
register his faction under a new combination of pafties
* had failed':it was not beyond the NPN to summon
'ﬁéoeféion to prevent him from contesting the elsctions
fgndér the umbrella of another party, the NRP. Rimi's
écepticism was justifiéd. At leaét judging by the
‘length that FEDECO went to prevent gdorno State's GHPL
'bovernor,fMohammed Goni, (who was in exactly the same

'situation as Rimi would have been, if - .he had not
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resigned), from contesting under the platform of the
’UPN. It took the Supreme Court to guash the FEDwCO
decision which it said, was Dbased oﬁ a deliberate
‘misinterpretation of clear constitutional provisiocns.
ALl just to fulfil a whim of the ruling NFN party.
If ‘the judiciary seemed to maintain autoriomy &s an

'impartial arbiter, it was to ~ lose it as the elections
gegan in earnest. Politics in Nigeria, as ike notes

in his 25 May 1981 West africa article, assumed its

true character as an all cohsuming business. So that

even the last arbiter of conflict in society, the

judiciafy was fully immersed in the struggle between
) factions. Justice lost its formal and Universal forma.
:It became only as seen*by particular perspectives;

dnformédamd coloured by private interests. And judges

~appeared .as -mere representatives of splinter groups.

‘For instance in -Anambra $State, which was under the

control of the NPp, 1979 - 83, Justice Emmanuel iraka
nullified the election of C.C. Onoh (the NEN candidate),
:who had been declared elected by FEDECO. After some.
‘Averifications, he found the NPP candidate, the |
incumbent Governor Jim Nwooodo, duly elected.

But the Supreme Court under the away of the NPN

- federal government was to finally endorse C.C. Unoh's

;ielection.“
Nnamdi Azikiwe, President in the First Repupnlic,
and presidential candidate of the NEP in the 1979 and

. 1983 elections was so irked py this 'loss!' of even

his home "State - Anambra - to the NEN that he poured
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dut his frustration in a widely-circulatea article,.
ni{idtory Will Vindicaté ‘The Just™ resfing his case
with God: | |
o eee It is an irony of fate that these
politicians have ' become so
intoxicated with the lust for power that
tﬁey are now in league with unpatriotic
Lucifers in human form to destabilise
Nigeria as a democracy based on
popular sovereignty which is conventionaily
determined by a free and falr election
——————— = I am supremely confident that
S Almighty God wiil frustrate their navery

and ultimately expose their machination and

TR “consign them to the scrap hrap of forgotten

tyrants.
' the

.. History will continue to vindicate just

and God shall punish the wicked.

Azikiwe was not alone in his helplessness to get
Ajudicial reflress. - Obafemi'Awolowé who in the past had
demonstrated his religious faith in the judiciary,

beihg himself a distinguished layer, was also frustrated.

Afﬁér\ﬁhe 1979 elections, following his belief in the

_éourts, he engaged the NPN in a running legal battle

thch éventually ended in the highest court of the land,

thé Supreme Courf. But the events of 1983 completely

'oyérwhelmed and confounded him. He was to state

s 5
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dufing a press J':ntervie.wz3 what by then had oecome
the @bvioug that "our judges ... have been corrupted'.
Al thié,%is to demonstrate the extent of profound
immersion of state in the struggle. Nothing stood anove
saociety anymore. Note even the courts and the agents of
‘the law.. In fact, the Inspector-General of police,
Sunday Adewusi was so openly partial that he was recarded
as a de facto NPN captain. He iésued police uniforms.to
‘NPN thugs and sent police officers who visibly disapproved
.of his acticns»on compulsory leave during the election.
The Police and NPN thugs in police uniform used Eear
~gas to stop people from voting in some areas. Awolowo
ere witness in the interview cited - above that "In
Sokoto, Bauchi and Borno, they did not allow the peo le
,té vote ét all. 1In somé places they did cast some
-votes, but*ﬁn.most-of the pollinq'stations, the people
‘who came to cast their votes were,drivenlaway, and 1if
they refused to go'they tear-gassed them. That happenad
lin Sokoto and 1t happened in Borno,.where even
-;GéVernor Goni himself was teargassed".‘
To be sure all'these were not accidential. They
.wére part of the NPN plan to fig the elections, as rovealed
by Press reports.24. This plan also advised Fresident
;shaga;i to véto the Electoral act of 1982 and the
?iéiéctpral Am@endment Act of July 1983 estapnlishing a
f‘iNétiqnal Advisory Counéil'on the Mass Media. Following

'fthese laws, a body of representatives of the registered

j??See Wesﬁ,Africa,h21 November 1983.
. ~ A
24See’the New Ni.erian, 22 February, 1984.
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political parties and FEDECO would hagve been appointed
to .a councilfe%powered to ensure the impartiality of
goyernmeat owned media which included all electronic
media during the electoral period.  The body would
have also;enshred equgzl access to mass media facilities
by all . registered parties, and have klithe responsibility
‘of announcing election results. |

But the NPN was not to spare the media from beiné
‘iémersed in the '"all consuming business™. It was part
of the coercive process. In fact, all government media
were mobilised to execute the twar'. They were utilised
in 1aunching tirades at tenemies', propagating propaganoa,
and leglstlmlslng illegitimate results. Every organ of
state was privatised in the strgggle for po@er, violating
its theoretical impartiality and negating the basic
liberal demdcratié princip}es of equality_and freedom,
.critical for ithe expanded reproduction of social capital.

,Letﬁg,new-turn to the efforts of this bourgeoisie
‘at maintaining the-principles of formal equality and

freedom in the political sphere.

'MANIFESTATIONS OF BOURGEOIS RATIONALITY

CASE ONE: NPN AND SHUGABA

The il;ustration that we choose 1s that about the
-ipplitical victimisation of a majority 1eader in one of
:tﬁe etate's assembly:‘the Borno State Assembly precisely.
‘Tbe man involved was Shugaba Abdurrahhan.of one of

{the rlvalnpaat;es. the GNPP. |

o The Background of it all was that the NPN, the
,:rullng party and the GNPP constituted the two major
pgrtles 1n the Statet's Assembly. But the deinant and
'maJorlty party in the State was the GNPP, constituting

i

- therefore a veritable stumbling block for NPN whims in
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the locale. Shugaba, as majority leader, personified

that obstacle. He had to be dealt with by the NPN

federal might. Coercion was introduced. |
.'In-January’1980, bérely three months into the

Second Republic, as the NPN sought to consolidate its

:Ebggrol;, President Shagari ordered the deportation of

Shugaba to Chad. The government statement said he was not

a Nigerian and constituted ax security risk in Nigeria,

His passport was immediately impounded, and he was |

bundled out of the country, even before a judicial inquiry

waé set up to determine whether or not he was a Nigerian.

'shpgaba was to remain outside Nigeria until his case was

decided. '

Clearly President shagari and his NPN party had
merely applied the coercive machinery to deal with an
opponent. - Needless to say, . their action wés a blatant
Qiolatiohwof the coristitution in many respects. Ffirst
his right to personal liberty. He had done nothing to
warrant its loss. -

88 32 of the 1979 Constitution for instance states
that "(a) Every person shall be entitled to his
personal libefty and no person shall be deprived of
such liberty save in the following cases and in
accordance with a procedure permitted by lawe.

(a) In execution.of the séntence or order of a
court in respect of a criminal offence of which
he has been found guilty".
Shugaba was'eertainly not before any court, neither had
‘he been” found guilty of aﬁj criminal offence.

}'(b) By 'reason of his failure to comply with

thé' order of a court or in order to secure

the fulfilment of any obligation imposed

apon him by law",.
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-iﬁere was.certéinly no court order requiring the
fcohpliance.of Shugéba, neither was thére an obligation
¢ imposed on him by law that he had to fulfil. |
| .- "(c) For thé purpose ofkbringing him
before a court in execution of the
order of a court or upon réasonéble
suspicion of his.haying committéd.a
" criminal offence, or to such extent as
may be réésonably necessary to prevent

‘his committing a criminal offence".

Shugaba was:by no means liable to any of these.

w(d) In the case of a person who has not attained
the age of 18 years, for the purpose of
his education or welfaren

asﬁggaba waswanﬁadult,.well over 18.
; | -"(e) In the case of persons suffering from
“ 'finfections or contagious disease, bersons
v ,0f unsound mind, persons éddicted to drugs
or alcohol or vagrants, for the purpose of
their care or freatment or the'protection
of the community'". -

Shugaba did not, and no one ever said he fell within

 the categofy of persons being referred to here.

"(f) For the purpose of preventing the unlawful

entry of any person into Nigeria or of
effecting the expulsion, extradiction or
other lawful removal froh'Nigeria ef any
wwiperson or the taking of proceedings
relating thereto',
l Shugaba was not by any stretch of mimagination unlawfully

in Nigeria; at least no court hzd so determined. Besides,
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o the constitutionlstates clearly in 3$S(5) that "every

person who is charged with a criminal offence shall

"be presumed innocent until he is proved guilty". To
start with, Shugaba was not charged with any criminal
offence.afortiori being found guilty. Coercion was just
on display. ‘But here the state intervenedmas the case
was eventually taken to court. Redress wasdxéueiy
obtained, and the rightful status of Shugaba as a freev

- Nigeriangcitizen was restored. Here we see the state

' exhibiting autonomy enoudh to mediate the class struggle
impartially.- ThisAexpressién of the rule of law asw

we ha&e élready seen is a manifestation }OF bourgeois
rationality for the rule of law is what enables the
operétionalization of the law of value, enhancing fhe
:extendédtreéroduction of social capital. And at the
risk of.repeatition, it is also what translates to the
political and ideological spheres as liberal democracy,
reinforciﬁgithe ihpressions of equality and freedom

of all, thus guafanteeing the continuous operationaliza-

Eion of the law of value. Iet's take another case

supporting this tenet of manifestations of bourgesis rationality.

}/
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CASE TWO: REVENUE ALLOCATION PROSLEM OF 1980

1

Naturally the issue of revenue allocation is very
important for the Nigerian bourgeoisie. The'signi%icance-
of it comes into sharper focus, once we remember that

basically this bourgeoisie with a weak material pase

‘depends on the state for accumulation. So that control

of the state at whatever level forms the pasic means

" to wealth. Much of this tendency we saw earlier.

Those who control the central government then want
to keep as much control of the national revenue as

possipble, while those at the state level want as

‘much share of the revenue as it can get as. well.It is

this struggle for greater shares of the national

revenue between the federal and state government that

~forms the basis of this illustration.

And quite naturally the struggle from the side of

those at the state level is likely to be more from

' thosé states not controlled oy the party in -

i gﬁarge of the centre, for being in opposing parties

Ciy

(going by the nature of Nigerian politics)

further limits their chances of assistance from the

- central government.
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Now the NPN was in charge of the federal government
in the era under discussion and Shehu shagari was.
-President. It was 1in his desperate pid to get as much
of the resources controlled by -the central government
and thu5”by the NPN that he introduced coercion into
the 1egislatiVe process flouting the rules of the game.
But let's take the matter from its genesiszs.

Following demands for the revision of the revenue
allbcatidn formula being used at the time, the Okigbo
Commission was set up in 1979. The one to pe reviewed
was based on the Aboyade Committee report of 1977. 3y
1980, the Okigbo Commission was ready with its report.
It.recomménded that the pool account should be shared
aiong these percentages: 53 for the Federal Government,
. 30 for the 5tate governments, 10 for.Local government
Councils. The rémaihing 7, according to'the recommendations,
was to be shared thus: 2.5 for the initial develqpment of
vauja, the Federal Capltal Territory; 2 for rspecial
‘problems of mineral producing areas; 1 for e€ci.sgic.l

problems including flood control, erosion, descrtification

etc,. and 1.5

as revenife equalisation fund.

The. Federal Government accepted the Okigbo Caommission
- recommendations but with'a few modifications: 55, instead
’jof 53, for the Federal Government and 8, instead of 10
for Local Governments. . The Federal Government explained
that the increase of its share of revenue from 53 to 55
percent was so 1t could adequately carry theXfinancial

burden involved in ‘the discharge of itsf  zfunction.:.

_ 25Seé Nwabueze, B.O., Federalism in Nigeria uUnder the
Presidential Constitution, Sweet and Maxwell, London,
1983, ppi202-208,
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This modified version was sent as a presidential

bill to each of the Houses of the National Assemoly

for debate. The senate ended up modifying it thus:

'58.5'percent. for the Federal Government, out of which
2.5 berbent was for the initial development of Apuja
and 1 percentw was for ecologicai problems; 31.5
percent was allotted to the states, out of which 2
perceht_was to be channelled to mineral producing areas
in direct'probortion to value of minerals got from the
those states; 3 percentiwas to go to a fund to be

administered by the Federal Government for the develop-

.ment of particular areas in the mineral producing

states; and 10 percent for Local Government Councils.
But whaﬁ to. really take nctice of at this stage 1s that
the senate left the States with only 26.5 percent of
the revenue.

By the time, the House of KRepresentatives finished

- its own debate, it had a different version. This time

50 percent wés allocated to the Federal Government, out
of which 2.5 percent was for the initial development

of Abuaa; 40 percent tolthé States,-from which 3.5
percent was tb be for o0il producing states; and 10
'perCEnt for Local Governments.

The two new versions were now passed to a Joint

Committeem of the National Assembly for reconciliation.

Thé Joint Committee rather adopted the Senate version

by 13 votes 'to 11. The committee was made up of 24, 12

from each House., ' The Bill was then sent from the~

ECommittee to the President for assent. No more

refereénces were made to both Houses, either seperately
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or jointly. ' The President, post haste, gave 1is assent,
and the Bill became an Act of the National Assembly.

~Now to the snag. The President : ~ flouted
conStituEidnal provisions to endorse an act which
favoured his.seghent of the bourgeoisie. He flouted
the rules ;f.the constitution he swore to protect to
achieve a partisaﬁ'aim. what he did was to use the power
of President to attempt to bulldoze his way into achieviﬁg
selfish ends for going?zge constitution, the decision of.
the Joint Committee should have beeﬁ reffered back to
each of tﬁe Houses as SS 54(3) stipulates. This should
have required a joint session of the two Houses to debate
énd vote jointly. And if this had happened, the ammendment
of the House of Representatives which gave the Federal
Government only 50 percent of pool revenue, would likely
have been upheld especially if’:the two Hoﬁseé voted as before
(46 to 37 votes .in the Senate and 244 to 171 in the House
of Representatives).. |

The Eresidenfial assent was however challenged in
court and quashed. Herebourgeois rationality manifested. -
The lesson was clear; that nobody was above the law, not
even the President; the political process had to be
conducted in éccordance to the rule of law.

*“ We.cod1d go %on to give several other examples, but
that may be overlabouring the point, and risking over
fépeatition of the same pétterns; so we would rather turn

to our last tenet of. bourgeois rationality and see why

and how it is-weak in Nigeria.

IV: THE MODERN CREDIT SYSTEM

It should'already be clear by now why as a result

A
of lack of autonomy of the state, and weak economic
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base of the bourgeoisie, there is a tendency towards
normlessness in both the economic and political

as the bourgeoisie function
processes{ with little restraint. Thus society
graYitates towards the . Hobessian state ofwrnatu
In thé normless contest of everyone against everyonc,
suspicion thrives, and trust wanes. That the
"existence of capitalism in Nigeria approximates to
. this staﬁe of affairs has already been treated. The
question we confront now is th this general behaviour
of the Nigeria bourgeoisie wweakens, bourgéois_rationality
with regard to the modern credit system, so indispensable
in ensuring and enhancing the expanded reproduction
of social capital. The credit system is one that.rests
on trust built only by restraint or discipline exercised
by particuiarSﬁ So that once this discipline is not
likely guaranteed, as in the Nigerian case, owing to
theanrmlessnessiand unrestrained selfishness of the
Nigerian bourgeoisie in pursuit of their private
" interests, the system is already hamstrung. At best
its efficiency would bé very adversely affected, for
owing'to distrust, every articlé:of transaction has

always té be thoroughly cleared ovefore beingmadmitted

... as ‘authentic. This partly explains the gross delays

and inefficiency usually experienced in Nigerian
‘ banks. In the end it is social capital, that is
"inhibited. |

It is also instructive that there have been
several decrees by different administrations in £he
~country to"check thexissuance of dud chequeé, a

habit of members of the Nigerian bourgeoisie. and
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the fact that there have been several of such
decrees.shohs how deep-rooted the habi£ is. This
general thrust of untrustworthiness also helps to
explain why, in spite of the sophistication of
economic transactions the world-over, today in
Nigeria, thefe is yet little or no visionle use of
the credit card. For the use of the card imposes
responsibility on its user to'exercise.resﬁraint,.
and .use it responsibly, buying only within the
limits of what-he can pay for without mucﬁ ado.
The point being made is that the required discipline
necessary to sustain these credit facilities by
"which social capital benefits=z and expands is weak
in Nigeria. The .leyel of distrust, corruption,
dishonesty, greed and norﬁiess acquisitiveness 1is
such thatlcannqtgenablé social capital to fully reap
the benefits iof the mocern credit system.

Let'§ now examihe the general frends,
manifestations that tend to negate and limitkthe

benefits of the modern credit system to capitalism.

Manifestations of Bourgeois Irrationality

CASE ONE: FATE OF..NATIONAL BANK OF NIGERIA (NBN)

To be sure, the fate about to be narrated is
-not peculiar to the National Bank of Nigeria,
established 58 years ago. Many other banks in
Nigeria have the same problem, but it seemed to have
been gfgﬁaht more. 'isharply into focus in the case

of the NBN. Under the weight of so much bad and

doubtful debts over the years thel.bank, by 1990,

St
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could no longer meet the ordinary cash withdrawal

" demands of even small customers. Infact "in'some
braﬁthéé, customers' demand for the withdrawal of
even HSO'(could not) be met. Customers now (had)

to makevrepéated visits to their banks before making
a single withdfawa1"26. This is just to demonstrate
the level of liquidity crunch, which the bank had
‘been thrown into as a result of the amount of debt
invol&ed: about a billion naifa27, The condition

was so bad that the bank had: to be susbended from

. the bankers' clearing house. The implication of sucH
suspension is that cheques issued by or against the
affected bank CDUleE;: honoured. In effect, the bank
fwas gffec&ively ;gt off from benefitting from the
free. flow of funds in the banking system. The
implication of £his_for capitalists and capitalism,
as a whole should be clear following the analysis in
.Chapter IV. There is no need to go over the grounds

‘ excépt to note the tremendous adverse effect this trend
has oﬁ the expansion of.social capital, restricting
‘its extended reproduction, by hindering its progress
".in themcourse of the circuit of capital. |
fﬁTolameliorate the situation, the board of
?Odu'a Group, a conglomebate owned by.tﬁe Oyo, Ondon
-and QOgun State governments, and to which NBN belongs

. made some daring moves; including the publication of.

o

26See "Crunch at National Bank? in Newswatch, August
~ 20, 1990.

27

Ibid.
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“a list of their major debtors. The names were puplished

in major national newspapers like the Concord, Tripbune,

Daily Times'etc. That was in December 19839. The

_ ' 28 .
result, according to Adede]ji Oresanya, Governor of

Oyo State énd Chairman of Odu'a Group, was repaymeht of
a paltry-Nio million representing only about one percent
of debts owed the bank. It might be of interest to note’
that those who had wrecked the\bénk through debts include
. capitalists
such established multi-millionarie/ like Michael Ibru
of the ubiduitous Ibru Organisation of Nigeria, and
Gabriel Igbinedion, who amongst many others, owns an
»airline business - Okada Airlines.
| The whole polnt here is juzt to show.how the.
éharacter of .the Nigerian bourgeoisie tends to negate
the modern credit system, so necessary for Lhe

extended reproduction of "social capital.

CASE T+0: FATE CF THE NDE SCHEME

The present situation of the National'Directoraté
of Employment (NDE) is another case in point. This
was a scheme, estapblished Ly the present military

.regime under Poresident Ibrahim Babangida to help young

'Vféntérpreneurs with loan capital, especially those

- ‘ﬁ ;interested in small sclae industries and agriculture.
V ”SUCéessful applicants.under the agricultural procramme
received between #11,500 and 318,000 while the loan .
;package for those in the industrial programme iwas

between ¥25,000 and %50, 000.
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‘Now to the tale of woe. The culture of non-
repayment,:bad credit habbits recurred.  Cfficials
-»of the NDE complain of the "appalingly low 1eve1"29
of repayment. 1In Kwara State, for instance out of
a total of 740 people who benefitted from the
~scheme, "virtually none has repayedéo. Hence
1in that State alone about ®7.9 million remain out-
”standing from loans given over two vears «gc. -
In soﬁe other states, the picture is even more
dismai. In Imo and Bendel 3tates, none of the
young farmers who recieved the loans had commenced
repayment, over two years after cocllecting the loans.
The effect of all this default is that others may
not benefit.8ince there is not much repayment being
done, the scheme can thus not revolve. The implications
‘of this for capital is obvious. Soonef than later, this
scheme especially its section on crédit would be crippled.
And by that it is capital as a whole that loses.
Remember this again 1is a loss occassioned by the
Vselfish and untrustworthy chéracter of the Nigerian
bourgéoisie. Now to more pbsitive manifestations, and
' ' dealing

-efforts of this class in / with this specific

-nature of indiscipline amongst its ranks.

- Manifestations of Bourgeois Rationality

€ASE ONE: PEOPLE'S BANK OF NIGERIA

This bank was set up, with an objective similar

to the NDE scheme. But it differed to the extent

'2BSee "NDE Goes Asorrowing'" in Newswatch, Navember 26,
1990, p.41.

'291bid.”
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"that it was meant to provide loan capital to small

businessmen, traders, artisans, etc. The loans . were

usually in the range of ¥50 to a few thousands. .

vBut,ihey represented capital all the same, to be used

in ventures that would retufn profits.

But unlike the NDE scheme, in fﬁe throes of
death especially regarding credit, the Bank, fifst
established in October,'1989, has prospects of spreading
fo all the local government areas of the country. From
only about 20 branches in-eight states (of the 21-state

federation) at its pilot stage (October —-December 1989),

the bank has grown gremendously. As at the end of May,

ha

+1990, it already/ 52 branches.

Infact the implgmentation Task Force (ITF)
;onstitutedAtb study the operafion of the pilot stage
38 149 branches of the branch
be established in 1990 alone, in addition to the already

existing 20 branches.

Now to the crux of the matter, what does bourgeois

"rationality have to do with this? The point is that

the expansion is engineered by manifestations of

bourgeoiS»rationality— in particular the discipline

';geqqired to be trustworthy, to repay the loans on the
"Lbaf£ of the beneficiaries. Perhaps some statistics
~would help to make the point. According to reports
of the ITF, during the pilot stage of the project, -
}H5.6 million was given as loans to 8,007 beneficiaries.

jAhd as ‘at+December, 1989, barely three months after,

i

Seg- "Time *for Chest-Beating", Newswatch, July 2, 1990,

s
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at least §251,311 had been repaid although tli2 reciplents
had a répayment period of over a year. This represented
8 repayment rate Ehat was 113.20 times more than the
Bank's expectation31. It is thils surprising trand
- that convinced the then Minister of Finance and Economic
Development, ‘Chief Olu Falae, that "the.masses of this
country have demonstrated that given the righf atmosphere,
the average Nigerian is reasonably honest and trustwoythy"32£
Aﬁd.Newswatch appeared to have correctly interpreted the
"basis of such optimism when it commented33 that
Olu Falae made the statement based on the
fact that the bank's loan beneficiaries have
not exhibited some of those unwholesome'
chéracteristics which some people séy are
the :trade méfk of Nigerians. They have nelther
- misused their loans ﬁor considered them as
 their own. share of the national cake. Rather
» most.ofthem‘have been repaying thelr debts
faithfully, éven ahead of schedule.

The depth of fidelity is probably still Further
appreciated with the realization that the loans were
given completely without collaterals. This, thus,is a
-giear manifestation of the essential discipline necessary
for the functioning ofiﬁhe modern credit system.

Let's take one more case: this time one that reflects

the efforts by members of the bourgeoisie, to stem the

tide of indiscipline of this class,regarding credit.

L

31554,

32Ibido 4

33Ibid o U
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CASE TwO: DECREES AND THE CREDIT SYSTEM

1

It is élready clear how the credit system and fhe
concept of bourgeois rationality are rélated.: The
former is'grucial, almost indispensable in the extended
repfoduction of social capital. But the general character
of the_Nigerian bourgeoisie’tends to undermine the very basis
of this system. The ubiquity of fraud, indiscipline
and dishonesty of the Nigerian boqrgeoisie in their bid
to strengtﬁen their material base undermines the necessary
trust required fér the credit system to wofk‘wéll.

For as we have already seen the modern credit system re;ts
on trust.

It is against this background tha¥ we can fully
.apprgciate‘the‘effort'of factions of“the bourgecisie to
'ééye the system through decrees to curb fraudulence, and
restore conflidence in it. ‘We find manifestations of
this :kind of effort under the Murtala-Obasanjo military

. regime that govefned the country between 1975 aﬁd 1979,
'Precisely on 20th May, 1977 the Federal government

% | iésued Decree No.44, (citeda as Dishonoured Cheques
\(offices) Decree 1977) to restore confidence in the use
”bficheques. The Decree "renders it an offence for any

f{person anywhere in Nigeria to induce the delivery of

s‘any,pfoperty or to purport to'settle a lawful obligation
pr means of a cheque which when presented within a

(R ~reasonable time is dishonoured on the grounds that no

.é  funds or -insufficient funds were standing to the credit

-of the drawer of ‘the cheque". =Any individual found

guilﬁy of this offence was to be sentenced to imprisonment
for two years, without the option of aﬁfiné, and in the
case of a corporate body, be sentenced to a fine of not

less than ®5,000.00.
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. This decree however did not achieve its goal.
This led t6 the inclusion of a ' .isimilar attempt in
the speciai Tribunal (Miscellaneous offences) Decree

20 of 1984. Of course this was against the background

of the general trends in the ' ibehaviour of the

Nigerian ‘bourgeoisie espeéially as it relates to
instruments of credit. This @ecree amongst o£hers deals
with habits of frauduleﬁtly or knowingly uttering,
forging, procuring, altering, accepting or presenting
another person any cheque, promisory note or other

negotiable instrument knowing it to be false, forged,

stolen or unlawfully procured. It also deals with those

b - .
~who "knowlngly andt __Lur,neans of any false representation

and with intent to defraud the Federal Military
Government or. the Government of any state, promises the
delivery or payment to himself or any other person of

any .property or money by virtue of any forged or false

‘cheque, -promisory note or other negotiable instrument

whether in Nigeria or elsewhere'",

And perhaps following the failure of fhe earlier
effort-at rescuing the credit system, this later decree
gtipulétes a more severe penalty for defaulters.

For instance anyone convicted is now to be sentenced

‘to 21 years imprisonment without the option of/ fine.

V.  SUMMARY

Much of what we have done in this chapter has been

‘to recount historical cases to concretely buttress our
rargument kmregarding the weakness of bourgeois

rationality in Nigeria. As much as possible we tried

1

not to confine our examples to specific geographical
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regions or in fact particular periods of Nigerian history.
This is in attempts to demonstrate the pervasiveness and
depth of the 'weakness,

Hdwever, we had to truiy reflect the reality that
inspite df the general indisciplins of the class 1in
question, .there are gstill manifesﬁntione of bourgeois
ratioﬁality. That there are contradictions, mediations and
ambiguities. At this point much of our work is done,

what remains is to summarise and concludee.



195 . 7

CHAPTER SEVEN

" SUMMARY " AND~ CONCLUSTION

We set out to establish that bourgeois rationality
. 'is wéak in Nigefia. "In doing this we had to first

clearly aefine tPe concept of bourgeois rationality.

We poged the queétion: WHat 19 bourgeols raticnality?

To answer, there was nged to see capitalism as it |
emerged, its various historical antecedents which

Shapéd its character. as a mode of production., With
this.character emerged the need for bourgeois raticnality.
We established that social capital consists of

particular capitals., But capital even by definition

acts self—intefestedly. It is egoistie and self;seeking
:So;that if particular capitals act entirely in their
interest, thHe conditions necessary for capitalism to
thrive would be jeopardised. So that capitalism must
-pétaip and maintaiﬁ an order ifichaoé is not to fesult‘
(as it must when particular capitals act campletely
wiﬁhout the restraints necessary for the survival of
'.social capital),

It is thus in the interest. of sbcial capital . for

'discipline fq be exercised by particular capitals.

ﬁThat is the only way capitalism.cén thrive, In particulanr
itﬁat is'the:way the conditions necessary for the
‘-extended reproduction of capital can be maintained.

Thét is the way the law of value . can operate, leading'
ﬁodthg continuous expropriation of surplus value: the

_source of the augmentation of capital.
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What Qe are saying is that capitalism is self-

contradictory and.self-negatingu' If it must survive
collectivevreétaint is necessary. This restrainf or
discipline is exerciéed for the sake of the survival

and expanded reproduction of social capital, This is
the expression'ofﬁbourgeois rationality. But what are
the specific tenets of this concept at least as-the
experience of capitalism ip the Occident reveals?

_Thg tenets are derived from the very dynamics of
capital, - |

Notice that capital lives and expands 5y exploiting

. labour, which is then paid little in exchange for the
mﬁch that capital takes. This is exploitation of labour
by~cépital,. But this is only possible when labour
continuously éubmits.'itself to be exploited. The point
really is that this exploitation needs to be disguised
if>this.is to be so, It hag to be made to appear like
fair exchange. This is how if becomes necessary to

give the impression that everyone is equal and free
under the capitalist system: labour and capital. This
way , labour willingly submits to capital which then
'appropriates surplus-value, to swell itself, ‘The
épparent equality and freedom in the market place
 uﬁder‘capitalism.masks fhe unequal.exchange between
capifai and labour, Thus the law of valﬁe can operate,

But how is this neéessapy formal - equality and

-freedom institutionalised? It is through the rule of

Lol Dyt
H ‘ B
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law. Everyone is subjected to law, which in turn
proteécts the rights of all, The law assumes that
everyone ig a'property—owner; even if that property

-is only labour-power, .But in reality labour;ﬁower is
no property as such. The labourer,for instance, finds:
he has no property except in himself. So thar he is
actually under compulsion to sell part of himseif to
capital in order to suivive, And out to make profit,
vgapital pays labour less than it should, using the
excess to augment itself: beilng pErpetually_in want.
of expansion., But law generalises and treats both !
_labour and capital as equally free contractors. This
is how formal freedom and equality are maintained.

Law therefore helps in institutionalising an unequal
rgla;ion,,and_;ggitimafizing the appropriation of
surplus-value , This way the rule of law reveals itself
as a tenet of.bourgeois-rationalityo, By it, the -law
of value is operationalised, énsuring expansion of
social capital, Law .gives stability to the bourgeois
order and disguises exploitation.

| All this is in the economic sphere. In the
poiitical, what‘we find is a translation., There, the
rule of law plays the ideological role of reinforcing
%hé.principles of freedom and equalitys; reinforcing in
‘everyoﬁe the impression of being free and equal., This
is done as the practice éf liberal democracy. Everyone
is:free to contest for election and to govern, Everyone

et . . -
i S coL ,
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is free'to.support any political group of his choice.
Each has equal ‘chances of winning in an open and free
Qonfest for pdlitical office as any other. This 'way

the loyalty of everyone, labourer or capitalist, is

‘- gathered by the system. This way the inequalities

under capitaiiSm dre further obscured as the semblance
of'fonmal freedom and equality are reinforced. ~This,in
turn, further ensures stability of the order under which
thé exploitation of labour can oolitinue uninterrupfeé
and by that ‘the extended reproduction of social capital.

We noted however that within the political arrange-

.ment, the chances of a labourer winning in a political

céntest are very limited. So that what passes actually
for élections is really a choice between candidates put
@orﬁard by thévﬁourgeoisieg Bourgeois democracy there-
fofe emerges as indeed the dictatérship of the bourgeoisie.
Buf all this is done under éood cover, ensuring the
exten@ed.reproduction of social capital in the end., The

tenets of liberal democracy, especially those that

emphasise formal equality and freedom provide the

disguise. It is thevefore really in the interest of

SQcial capital for members of the bourgeoisie to curtail

thelr selflshness and subject themselves to the

dlsc1p11ne of abiding by liberal democratic principles.

_Th;s again is bourgeois ratlonalltyg This particular
:tenet further allows for the operationalization "of

3the law of value in the sphere of production, though

j;g;';(:'_iﬂ.x'ect13_{..:,~ i
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Néw once capital ieaves the arena of production,
qgnggngad in a asmmpdify, it @nﬁers into the apheré of
éiféuiationu _Operations in this sphere require the
credit system in many ways. For instance credit is
needed in order that production might continue gnihterupted,
.ﬁhilé thé commodi?y is still in the market. Credit is
aléo needed to ease the problems resulting from long
diétanpe transportation inevitable under capitalism.
There'emerges also the need for a move convenient
means of .settling bills than throﬁgh~physical cash., These,
among several others make the modern credit system almost

indespensable to capitalism.

However, this credit system itself rests on trust,
the result of fhe exercise of discipline or restraint by
iparticular'capitals. In other words collective discipline
_isrwhat enébles the credit system to function supporting
the producer and encouraging the buyer. In the end
social capitai is what benefi#s, beiﬁg perpetualiy
reproduced on an extended scale, |
- .These are forms bourgeois rationality is expressed-

-fiﬁ'the Occident., The Western bourgeoisie exercises
'féstraiﬁt enough not to jéopafdise the extended reproduc-
‘tion of social capital. But in Nigeria, this discipline

ﬁi$=weaka To understand why this is so we had to

;rgturn to tﬁe peculiar manner of the penetration of

‘fcépitalism into the tefritory. This had special,

;éffegts on the naturé of the state and bourgeoisie iﬁ
the country. The state that emerged was oné that had

limited autonomy, easily amenable to private employment.
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And the bourgeoisie that formed was one with a
; ‘ ‘Wgak material base.

To consolidate their economic base then , members’

pf the.boufgeoisie generally act normlessly, employing
all manner of expediencies including the use of the
state as a means bf private accumulation., The disci-
éiine of - a boﬁrgeoisie which exercises restfaint by
_Q&éyingubyﬂthe:rukﬁifof the sake of social capital is
weék; Rather in the scramble to strengthen their
ma&erial bése members of the Nigerian bourgeoisie
diaregard the necessary observances and rules which
_ reétnain particular capitals from jeopafdising the
extended reproduction of social capital.
B The rule of law is jeopardised,for instance,as
.poercion ' is immersed in the class struggle literarily
1§1acing some above the law just by their having access
:to state;apparatusu. The résult is that the formal
;frgedpm and equality needed for the law of value to
-operate is Jeopardised, The consequent ovérbearing
}importance of the state in. the millieu precipitates
tﬁen an pnprecedeﬁted struggle for its possession.
This results in the -subversion of.the democratic principles.

.of formal equality and freedom, which serve as ideological

isuppbft for the capitalist system.

U

0 DI In the scramble for material gains the credit system,
“ 80 vital for capitalism is also affected. FTor the trust
+ " on.which it vests, is undermined by the general

oo v o e
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‘indiscipline of‘ the boﬁrgéoisie. Accupulation takes
pléce as 1f there existed a state of siege, with
.meﬁbers of the bourgeoisie stealing, grabbing and
appropriating in the most expedient ways.poss.ibleo
These.di;honest practices breed distrust and *
sdspicion which Iimit the use and benefit of the credit
: syétex_no | |
| $his is why and how bourgeois rationality is weak
:iﬁ;Nigeriau Nevertheless, to accept that the conqept.
ié weak is already to admit that there . i evidence
of bourgeois ratioﬁality even if limited. So that there
are manifestations of bourgeois ratiopality and bourgeois
irrationality. There are contradictions and ambiguities.
_;Tﬁis complex reality is what we attempted to capture in.
Amhe last.” chapter. If this study merely serves to draw
,ffesh-attention to the character of the Nigeriaﬂ
ibpurgeoisie and its conseqﬁence evenpfor capitalism in

the country, its purpose would have been well served.
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