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ABSTRACT

The penetration of capital isminto N gerian agriculture and the
emer gence and consolidation of a capitalist class of farmers in the
country have, of recent, recieved alot of attention. It is believed
that the emergence of this class of farmers producing on a |l arge scale
and usi ng the nost nodern technol ogy ooul d sol ve the country's food
crisis. The extent to which capitalismcan transformthe productive
forces and corresponding rel ations of production in Ngeria just like it
did in Western Europe and Anerica is itself quite controversial. This
question has been an issue which, historically, has constituted the

central pointof polem cs on social ohange and progress.

Thi s study has exanined the nature and dynanm cs of agrarian capita-
lismin Ngeria and the conposition of the class of farmers spearheadi ng
this process. It has also |looked at the changes this agrarian process i8
bringi ng about in the countryside. Enpirical evidence gathered froma
sel ected sanpl e of capitalist farners, peasants and agricul tural workers
has reveal ed certain dinmensions which capitalist agriculture is taking in
the country. It has been found that agrarian capitalismin N geria
thrives on the exploitation of the | abour of peasants and agricul tural
wor kers coupled with a wi de range of incentives and support measures
offered by the state. The agrarian capitalist class in N geria has been
found to nake fortunes in agriculture which are hardly re-invested in
farmng. The survival and profitability of capitalist agriculturein
found to depend heavily on the exploitation of existing pre-capitali st
production rel ations whi ch serve to cheapen the 'cost® of capitalist

production i n nany ways.



It is still doubtful whether capitalist agriculture can nmeet the
food needs of the Nigerian nation and solve its agraxian crisis. The
contribution of capitalist farmers to the country's agricultural output
is still insignificant despite generous state support measures. Even
if this class coul d produce abundant food, its quest for profit woul d
net all ow sorme peopl e, especially the poor, access to this food. Besides,
t he prospects of denocracy, we have argued, stands to be jeopardi sed
if the nation relies on the capitalist class for food. Thus, agricul-
tural resources it has been recomrended, should be concentrated in the

hands of the peasant majority.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

11, pressble

As far as anyone could look ahead, Africats
major problem in the future will not be one
of race relations, nor even of political
ideclogies tut of what the people would eat.
gir godfrey mygeins (1950).

ghe Nigerian nation since the begiming of the 1970s has
been immersed in a food crisis. This crisis has generated serious
ooncern both from within and outside the comatry largely due to
the recognition that a large mumber of people would be affected if
famine struck, pesides, rising food deficits, skyrcketting food
prices, r ural-urban migration, raw material shortages eto. have
combined to strengthen the belief that unless the situation is
squarely addressed, the problem is most likely to escalate. Thus,
the thrust of government policies, public commentaries and scholarly
attention has over the yeaurs focussed on possible strategies for
solving the problem so as to avoid a replay of the gpthiopian ox
sudanese famine experiences.

The socio=~political and economic implications of the crisis have
combined to further re-inforce government concern and efforts towards
resolving the problem, It has became very clear in the eyes of
policy mekers and many scholars that the deteriorating food situation
in the country and the inability of the nation to be self-sufficient
in food is capable of generating tensions which could topple
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existing political regimes. Infact, the terminmation of the second
Republic in 1983 Yy the pilitary wes partly due to massive food
shortage and rising food prices and the ineptitude of the civilian
governmuent to find a soluticn to the problen's

Te2¢ THE MANIPESTATIONS AND MAGRITUDE OF HE CRISIS

the agrarian and food crisis in yigeria has assumed a wide
variety of dimensicns and the situation hes been menifested in a
musber of foruse On the quantitative side, the plcture is that of
general decline. Even~though the agricultural sector emplays the vast
majority of the population, its share of the Groes Domestic product
(GeDeP,) doclined from about 31 percent in 1973 to about 23 pexcent
in 1979 and 22 percent in 1980. petween 2981 and 1985, its percentage
shere fluctuated between 21 and 23 percent’s fThis is an alaming
situation especially when compared with the country's annual population
growth of between 3.0 and 3.5 percent.

get against this trend of decline wus the growing demsnd for
food, a situation which has resulted in food deficits which, from
Apeldocrnts computation, could reach sbout 10 millicn tennes by 1990°,
Ariging from this situation was the escalation of food prices. The
consuner price index for food went above that of all other commodities
(see table 1.1.)e

the nascent industrial sector became ancther victim of the
situation as domestic production became unable to meet its raw material
needs. .8 a result, the capacity utilization of moet industries
declined,
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very importantly also, the teesing ruxel population that
deponds on agricul ture for its self-sustenance became increasingly
poor and wulnersble to hunger, Rureleurbon wigration beceme
gquite pronounced as the mural poor intensified their exodus to
the cities in search of nun~existent "white collar* jobs. The
rurel envirowent, once luwxuriant with water and vegetation cover
became incressingly degraded due to over cultivation and wide
spread disruption.

The imediate response of the Nlygerian government to the dwindl-
ing food situation wes t0 resort to massive food importation notably
from \merica and Thailand thus creating a dangerous dependonce
on foreign food sources. The country's increcsed eermings from
petroleun reculting from the (pir - spearheaded price inorecses
greatly expanded lgeria's ability to messively import agricul tural
productse The table below shous the megnitude of the problem using
indices of productiun, imports and consumer prices from the sdddle
of 1970s to the late 1980s.



975 | 100 277,96 100 100
1976 9 L38.93 12061 123
97 96 702,01 1552 1S5
1978 96 1108,66 19643 176.0
we| 9 1105.90 210,2 19546
1980| 100 137,50 233.5 2179
1981 9 2115.10 303.0 26341
1982 | 100 950460 3277 283.2
1963 2 121,00 L8140 339.8
198, 95 820,01 5853 L79.7
1985 89 9046 ST5.7 L93.8
1986 98 901.9 619.2 5h3.6
1987 93 164646 652.5 581.6
1988 | 8, 821.6 902.5 7395
1989 98 168,1 1265.1 1089.2
pources 0, Avoyesd, “Character of yigerian pgricul turev

ELLICE Vol V2 Now Ly

1984

Centrul pank of yigeria (Cm)
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A8 was the case with the food problem, the growing rev material
shortage for jigeriats industries we filled through vassive
importations In 1902 for example iigeria luported 58,000 metric
tonnes of coitton lint worth 85 million y,.s5, dollars and 153,000
tonnes of paln oil valued st 92 million dollars®, gy 198, the
poul try sssocistion of Nigerda (paN) alone hed put in a request to
the govermment for the importation of 600,000 metric tonnes of
mtooffutthommmthoqumﬂvmdﬁs-

A mumber of explanations have been put forwsrd by schalars
in the attempt to explain this problem, These includes among others,
the overesphasis on export crop production, the 1967=1970 civil wer,
and the sudano=-gahelian drought that affected the northean gtates
between 1971 and 1973 i nooecogent reason given in explaining the
developuent wos that government had neglected agricul ture in terme
of resource allocation with the coming of d.l‘. The fact on the
ground however is that agricul ture was never neglected. For example
during the 1970-7L development plan, it attmected a total expenditure
allocation of #215.4 1ee 13,0 pexcent of totel public sector allo-
cation. 4lso during the 1975=1980 plan, it gulped ¥2,207 milliom
10 18,5 percent of totsl public secter capitel expenditure allocatien’
Ttms, the sector's problesms could thereiore be pertly attributed to
mmmm‘.

However, the position of the yigerian government since the
exuption of the food crisis is that the proltlem has been the result
of underproduction and other constraining foctors within the agrio=
cultursl sector, As far back as 1962, for example, the the permanent
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gecretaxy in the Federal ministry of Agricul ture, Alhaji M. Limen
put the official position as followsy; “there is ample evidence that
food gap or food deficit exists in plgeriar, The country he concluded
therefore, "would require prgvoluticnary agricultural prograsmes if
complete self-sufficiency is to be attained by 1985 or som after~’,
(smphasis original). This position is in tandem with that of scholars
who clain that the crisis has been the result of the imability of peasant
production to meet nmational demend, This 18 seon to have resulted in
the existence of "deficita" between aggregate food demand and domestic
food cutput'®, mm prescridbing strategles for overcoming the erisis,
preponents of this position have consistently put forward technicelly
oriented proposals which ainm at increasing productivity with the hope
of resclving the crigis.

The direction of govermmental thinking and policy forsmlation
since the exruption of the crisis has therefore centred axcund the pro-
motion of capitalist egriculture with the aim of solving the probtlem.
In this regard, large-scale farmers, bty virtue of their ability to
afford and meke use of sophisticated farm machinery, fertiliser, high
yielding variety seeds etc. are considered as capable of transforming
the runl sector to produce abundant food and solwe the criads.
pesides, theee novbreed farmers are believed to be in possession of
a high degree of entrepresurial skills which could make them capable
of attractihg foreign investors to give a helping hand in the desired
trensfommtion''s 0n the other hand, pessent faxmers, by virtue of
their smallegcale production and backwerd technology were held respon-
sible for the crisis, por this regeon, the transcending of peasent
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forming with capitalist agriculture is congidered necessary if the
problen is to be resclved. 70 drive the point further, govermment has
also directed industries to engage in large-scale farming with a view
to ensuring adequate local supply of rev materials so as to conserve
foreign exchange. Phus, textile fims, breweries, flour mills etc.
have moved into capitalist farming to comply with the govermment
drective'2,

fe3e THE RESEARCE PROBELEM

In contesting the position of the state and that of technocoratic
scholars, it is ocur view that the moet appropriate starting point in
understanding the dynemics of the crisis is not to salely attribute it
to underproduction, but also importantly to link it with other political,
econcudc and social forces that have their roots in the capitalist
wode of production. 7This is because underproduction itself has been
shaped by these same forces, such as increasing commoditisation which
hos destrayed the vexy foundation of pessant landuse pattemns and
inpeded the natural regenerative aycles of the sail'l, the technooratic
analysis therefore has failed to realise the fact that the crisis
can best be understood ly ldentifying the social groups and classes
thlt"'. The holders of this view, therefore, camnot
espouse solid strategies that could tackle the problex from its
found: tionse

ghus, & proper couprehension of the food situation would necesse=
rily iovolve a conception of the problem in temms of the most
affected classes. This is 00 because in pigeria as well as in other
sociotics, hunger and starvation are experienced mainly ly the lower
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classes whdle the upper classes arve fond of lwmurious cousumption.
It is therefore fundamental theat any attempt to tackle the problem
should address the inequality question or the “entitlement question'>
rather than concentrate on addressing food geps only's It is our
contention that to concentrute on addressing the problem within
the produstionist perspective would not allow for a gmep of its
inportant socdal and political charactewisticse A wide variety of
important dimengions of the sitwation such as the social cost of
capitalist farming, the drastic dislocations it imposes in the
countryside, its oppression of labour eto. are bound to be ignored.
pittle vonder that inspite of governmental enthuesisss in indtiating
capitalist ferming, the food problem has persisted. Infuct, this
persistence hag becn oemtral in the toppling of the erstubile eiwvdlian
regine in 1983.

Tus, keeping aside the persistent governmental enthusiasn
on the desirability of promoting capitalist agriculture, serious
questions can be roised regarding the farm it tekes in yigeria.
For example, even at the level of state policy and scholarly advocaay,
one is bound 0 rise a numberof questions concerning the specific
nature of agrarien capitalist tranaformation actually taking place
in the cogntxy, ubat, for instance, are the kinds of changes being
brought about by this process particularly in the countxyside?
yhat is the specific mature of the class of farmere spearheading
the process? ,re they capable of fecding the matiamy If they cam,
would the lungry classes in scoiety be in a position to afford the
foody If that is possible, then under what socio-structural and
political conditione?
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Besides, it is a common Imowledge that large-scale capitalist
agricul ture involves the expansion and consolidation of land holdings.
What then is the fate of the peasantry who are most likely to be
affected? What is the extent of labour commercialisation and
subordination in the rural areas? What are the impacts of this process
in the sharpening of rural differentiations and contradictions in
Nigeria? These are questions which this study is raising and which
it seeks to address. I3 is our view that an understanding of these
issues is pertinent in comprehending the nature, prospects and impli-
cations of the current capitalist offensive on Nigerian agricul ture.

Al though many social scientists have paid significant attention
to the emerging agrarian capitalist development in its various
dimensions, most, however, have not paid particular attention te
undertaking a concrete study of this dimension of the process.

They did not pay much attention to the composition and basic charac~
teristics of the emerging agrarian capitalist class in the country.
For example, many of the works have tended to be specific case
studies of govermment agricultural projects such as the irrigation
and the integrated agricultural development projects’', agricbusi-
mmm,ﬂ-mmuuun"m This, however, is

not to say that all these studies are silent on the emerging
agrarian capitalist class in Nigeria, Many of them had infact
pointed out clearly how these government projects have systemati-

cally supported the emergence and comsolidation of the class,

On our part, we consider isclating this class for study
necessary becauge understanding it, we believe, is the crucial
starting point in coming to grips with the emerging process of
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capdtalist agriculturel development in the countxy. It is Wy
comprehending the genesis and nature of this class that the entire
process could be lxought into better focus and the particular
form it is taking in the coyntxy better understood. It was the
absence of guch concrete studics that has led to a number of
guesses and misleading assumptions about the process. por example,
it has led to the popular notion that capitalist farmers in
pigeria are not "gericus” or are merely cut to use agriculture to
cover up their dublous business clsevhere, In as much as this
could be true, it is our opinicn that this sort of conclusion
would remain misleading unless it beccmes informed by concrete
empirical evidence. Thus, this study intends to address the
questions raised above ly focussing specifically om gaduna and
Eatsine states of wigeria.

Tebe DATA COLLECTION

the search for date for this research began in the last
quarter of 1987 vhen a pilot study was conducted. The aim was
to coudb the field 20 as to get its gemerul ploture, The rest of
the data collection was conducted in 1908 and reconducted in 1990,

Toliele THE PILOT STUDY

the pllot study was conducted with the ain of developing
initial ispressicns before the actual fleld work was done. TwO
capitalist farms were visited in four local government areas during
vhich ve spoke informally with faym owners or their managers.
It was at this stage we recogniced some of the problems wo were
bound to encounter on the field,
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Tolie2e TWE FIELD VORK

in the process of conducting this rescarchy we got our primaxy
infommiion thaough the use of stxuctured interviews end questionaires.
The respondents comprised of large-scele furmersj peasants around
the capdtalist farmej end agricul turel workers vorking on identified
capitalist foxms, peasants around the capitalist farme were covered
to obtain information on rural differentiation in the areas jgrarian
workers were covered belng & crucial factor in the overall production
process on the capitalist farms, (hus measuring the degree of labour
exploitation in capitalist holdings is crucial in undevetanding the
operaticn of these furue,

I sampling cut the large=-scale formers for this study, we
initially made a long list of these farmers from the two states comered.
It vas from this list we made a stratified random selectiom of
thirty=two (32) furmers; that is, we randonly selected 32 farmers
taking into consideration the individual strength of those selected,
Interviews were conducted which tock the form of free and structured
discuseions with these furwerse puring the intexviews, the questicns
asgked centred around thedr sources and methods of land acquisition,
thedr relationshiy with the suwrounding peasantry, their own
backgrounds and other issues relating to the dgy-to-day operation

of thelr farme.

Availability ssmgpling wes used in chocsing our peasent res-
pondents. pFifty (50) pecsants were covered in each of the four
selected villages ringing the total to 200, The guestionaires

vare administered in piruse, Yammeun, Yokewoda and gzoukwa. The
concentration of capitalist farms around these villages informed
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the selection of our peasant mmple from these village.. mestions
asked centred around methods of land acquisition, degree of land
transaction in the areas, sources of labour and other fam imputs,
relation with large-scale farmers, etc,

(ut of a total population of 1506 agricultural workers
employed in the 32 capitalist farms covered in this study, a sample
of 100 workers vas selected fur interviews. Tl, number coRShiuies &9,

¢ e W Pogotahon which 18 adl@ualy @nSUgh %o efresent X
{ods mOw (eGgme v e ﬂ"lu'-\a !

Beside the conventional methods of (uestiommaire and intex~
view admlaistratioa, wa alzo aused our own observations on the
field, Aspocts that could easily be seen such as the extent of
mechanization, crvp preference, labouy wtilisation ete, were
obsexved and where necessary, clayidfication were sought from the
farm owners oxr their menagers, Cenexally, it was through observo~
tions that we were able to establish a few impressions which were
latexr clarified from those we intervioved,

Besides, in the course of condueting this wesearch, we
benefitted from a wide variety of secondary data xanging from
published to unpublishod works as well as official documents, In
this comnection, we have male use of a muwber of walerials at
various libraries, the National Arcnives Kaduna, the Fedexal Office
of Statistice (705) etc. We made use of the evideuces we got from
these sourcves to support some of ovr research findings, Ve
sometimes even based cur intorprotations and argpments on these
sources especlally vhere wo felt they were reliable,
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1e5¢ PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS AND SOCTIO-HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
OF THE RESEARCH AREA

Teele Jocations

The xaduna and gataina states of yigeria cover an area of
70,210 pquare kilometres and stretch between latitudes 9° 00¢ and
13° 50+ north of the equator and longitudes 6° 00¢ and 9° 00¢ east
of the prime Meridian,

the two states which until recently (1987) constituted the
old gaduna State are bounded on the morth bty Niger Republic, on
the north-west by sokoto State, scuth and south-west by Niger
state, south by the pederal capital Territory, south~east Ly
platean gtate, pest Wy the pauchi state and porthe-east by Kano
gtates The 1976 local govermment refomms beoke the two states
into fourteem locol government areas as follows; xaduna, zaris,
Tkara, Jama'a, Kachia, Samineaka, BirnineGwari (all now in gaduna
state), Kataine, Deurg, Kazkia, Dputsinma, )mlunfashi, Meni and
puntua (all now in xatsine gtate) (see appendix). This study
is based on ficld data collected in jplumfashi, zaria, puntua
and gachlis Local Government Arees.

1e5e2¢ jellef
The nature of the wnderlying geclogical formation in Kaduna

and Kkatsine States consists of a peneplain developed on precan-
brien rocks of variable composition, In the southern parts of
Kaduna gtate up to the area adjoining the Jos plateau are to be
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found the highest parts with some areas well over 915 metres above
sea level'?. Also to be found beginming from that ares is the general
slope of the land ir a nortb-vestexrly direction from the Scuth-east
of Kaduns State covering substantial perts of Jame'a, Zaria, Birnin-
Guari and Fintua local governwent aress, That slope has constdtuded
an ercsion curfece of between 610-915 metres above sex level. The
lowest pointe in the two mtates a2re to be found in the shallow valleys
of rivers at 305-610 metres above sea level in the northeirn extreme

mmmumm”.

1503 Climate:

The importance of climate to a study of this nature is obvious
particulary because of the crucial link between this factor and
agricul tural production. Thus, just like their physical features the
elimatic characteristids of the different parts of the two states
varies in the north-south direction with rainfall becoming heavier as
one noves southwards. For example, using rumning averages for over
10 years from 1975-1985, the Kaduna State Statistical Year Book has
mmhdﬁg-hu'snmmlmuhfvou#umm
uillinetres frodkatsina, through 960 millimetres fro Zsarl, 1,264 for
Kaduna, and a heavy 1,382 millimetres for Zomkwa in Kachia local

government aree,

Equally important are the months of the year when such rain-
days ocour, Katsina's wettest months are July and Augusty while
those for Zaria extend to between Moy and September, Zonkwa's
wet months extend to between April and October while the wettest
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seasen for the puntus/iplumfoshi belt extends to between June

and early septembers It is pertinent f£o indicate that the duration
and sprecd of the riny season is vexry caucial to the kinds of
crop varieties grown. DBesides, the plaming of farm operations,
cholce of crops and other varieties, and the assessment of the
posaibility of drought and other hagards in the different parts
of the states can be considered within the context of rainfall
distribution, It aleo indicates the ecological reasons that have
mde largeo-scale capitalist farmers to gruvitate into gpecific
arens to estallish thelr forme. In short, it shows wiy moet large~-
scale faormers preferred the middle end scutherm parts of the two
5tat08.

TaSelie [istorical peckground,

Blstoricelly, most of gaduna and gatsine states were pert of
the solkoto caliphate yencun for its feudal characteristics. The
caliphate, aceording to mill's demographic speculation, contained
about 10 million people at the tumm of the century and was over~
wheluingly agrarian in character”'s It wes a cosplete rurel
oLy “"eee bused on & complex adumixture of long term swidden
(shifting), short texm follow and permenent systems of agriculture,
diversified by thedr ruising of cattle and suall livestock and dxy
season irrigation"o2, It wes merked by high agriculturel cutput
mostly in cotton and groundmut that pemmitted the flourishing of
trade™,

thus, from the cnset, the social relations of producticn in
the caliphate wvere stmuctured in such a way that effective power



Over persons and their productive resources was used to perpetrate
exploitation and extortion. In this sense, therefore the State .:Lt gelf was
directly responsible for the extraction of peasant surplus through the net-
work of administrative and social structures. With the advea?t of colonialism
in the early twentieth century, this indigenous feudal base d;?:’-';&&:&i fertile
social climate for the initiation of commercial agricultural activities mestly
in cotton and groundnutas.

In considsration of the above, coupled with the climatic suitability of
the area for sustainable production, the British Cotton Growers Association
(BCGA) established itself in Funtua and spread its tentacles to the neigh-
bouring areas particularly Zaria and Gusau. Othe European trading companies
such as Paterson Zochonis (PZ), G,B, Ollivant, the United Africa Company(UAC)
ete, followed suit by establishing themselves in this area in conjunction with
their Licened Buying Agents (LBAs) thus stimulating the development of commercial
agriculture in the area, Bach of these companies has important warehouses in
Funtua and Zaria that served as centres where such commercial activities took
place. Thus, these early colonial devzlopments coupled with the historical
roots established during the Sokoto Caliphate were re-enforced and consolidated
with the establishment of cag.‘t_’g‘etl:;.:t projects such as the Funtua Agricultural
Development Project (FADP). There factors have combined to attract many rich
entrepremers who have found the area suitable for capitalist agricultural

production., The selection of this area for our study, therefore, is directly

connected with the proliferation of capitalist farming in the area.



17.

145:5. goatsl charaoteristicss

The total population of the two states according to the
1963 census was 4.0 million. A projection based on the ammual
growth rate of 3.0 percent per annum suggests that the population
had increased to 5.9 million f}ﬂ, 1976, 7.0k million in 1984 and 8.4
million in 1990, However, ifftwo states are considered individu-
ally on the basis of the 1963 census, Kaduna state had 1,555,

301 people while Katsina state had 2,545,005 people. projections
based on 3.0 percent per ammum growth rate would give kKaduna
269 million in 1987 and 3.45 in 1990, EKateina statets projeoted
population would then be LT3 million in 1984, 5.17 million in
1987 and 5.65 million in 1990,

This study is centred on the people of puntua, Mplumfashd,
Kacade and Zarias Local Govermment areas., The population figures
of the four areas according to the 1963 census are as followss
melumfaghd, 278.090; puntua, 420.6063 gachia, 296.,570; and zaria,
370,290, The 1990 population projections of the local government
areas based on 3.0 percent ammual growth rate gave the figures as
follows; mlumfashi, 617,718; puntua, 934,267; xachia, 658,768
and zaria, 822,521. on the villages vhere we took our peasant
samples, the 1990 projection of their population on the same ori-
terion as above are; Yarmama,11,036; Meiruwa, 291633 vakawnda,
15,649 and zonkwam 20,910,

The two states also have a peculiar blend of nationality
composition that adds more light to the memmer capitalism penetrates
specific societies. Jyor emample, the ethnic background of the



people of our study area reflects the dominant nationality
trend in these specifie areas. Thus, in puntua and Melumfashi
in gatsina state and also gzaria poecal Government prea in gaduna
gtate, the predominant ethnic groups are the gausa and the
Pulani. However, in gachia Local Government jrea, varying ethnie
groups could be found, the chief ones being the kaje, Kataf and
Kadara, Others include the Jabe, Eamenten, Pulu and Chavat®’,
This stuey was undertaken amidst these varying ethnic groups
whose economic and overall ways of life are being affected by
capitalist advance.

1.6¢ SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

This study has been undertaken with the belief thet tounder—-
stand the emerging class of capitalist farwers and the process
they are wpearheading would require a departure fyrom the conven-
tional generalisation of seeipg them as an amorphous elass inte
a study of their specific characteristics. This endeavour would
help us to update or even revice our ideas and theories regarding
the eoncrete social forces in ecmntrol of agricul ture and then be
able to see vhether they could sclve the food orieis as claimed.
periving from this kind of study alseo, it is our hope that
governnent policies would have a sharper foeus on the classes it
intends to address., This is the more necessary because most
policies tend to speak of "farmers® as if they all belong to the
same class. This amorphous reference has resulted in capitalist
farmers hijacking rescurces meant for peasant farmers including
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disaster relief packages meant for the most vulnerable classes,
Again, popular forces, it is hoped, would have a sharply
focussed target on vhich elass to aim at in the cuwrrent one
going prexis for demoocratic reforms and transformation. peor
by understanding the nature of rural seocial forces, demoorats
may not dissipate much energy in pin=pointing targets in the
countryside.

pesices, the proliferation of officlal reports and surveys
has eontinued to pose a challenge to academic researchers. Such
documents have tended to portray goverrment biases or sometimes
alaim to be neutral, It has therefore become desirable and
necessary for researchers to take up that challenge by indtiating
and conducting empiriecal researches that could effectively put
our realities inteo sharper and more relevant foocus. This ooculd
also give us the insight to re-interprete these official
sources in a manner relevant to our purposes, The significance
of this research resides in its ability to aghieve the peints
reised above.

1e7e OUTLINE OF THE CHAPTERS

This work is divided into five (5) ehapters including the
vintroductiont, As already seen we started this introductoxy
chapter wvith a brief review of the migerdats food erisis; its
mand festations and dimensions coupled with the eonception of
some scholars and the state on the nature of the problem and
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and the measures taken to confront the situation, ye went
ahead and posed the research problem by showing how the statets
conception of thecrisis ignores significant socio-political
dimensions of the situation. ye raised questions on this deve-
lopment, declared our intension to research into it as well
as indicating how to go about conducting the research and its
significnace.

Chapter two is devoted to the understanding of the nature
of capialist agriculture itself and the whole debate on the
agrarian question. JIts classical as well as contemporary origins
were locked into with a conclusion peinting to the path that is
most relevant in resolving the agrarien guestion in yigesia,

Chapter three discussed the nature and emergence of capita=
list formere in yigeria in terms of the socio=historical forces
that generated their coming into being. ye discussed the
manner in which various state policies have supported them
hoy they themselves influence govermment pelicies, their level
of maturation, their relations wvith foreign capital and
peasantry.

I chapter four, wve presented both the primary and secon=
daxy data we collected and discussed them extenmsively. In
chapter five, the last one we sumerised and ooncluded the work.
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CHAPTER TWO
THE FOOD QUESTION AND AGRARIAN CAPITALIST TRANSFORMATION
2.1, INTRODUCTION

ghe poor performance of the agricultumel sector in yigeria
and meny Third world countries beginning from the third quarter
of the twentieth century has generated an active debate on the
whole question of food and the transformation of the entire rural
sector as a way of solving the food probdlem, The crippling
paralysis of the rural sector of countries which hitherto exported
food and primary products has generated serious fear that this
problem could further cndanger thedr development prospects.
Resa, for example, has shown that between 1970 and 1978, migeria
registered a declining anmual ceresl grain yield of = 1.l percent’.
similar tvends have ocoured in subssquent years-.

This alarming situation has prompted the emergence of a
widely held view that sgrarian capitalist transformation as it
obtained in the west from the beginning of the nineteenth century
is the best opticn in resolving the crisis’, Im other words, the
proponents of this position ave ealling for the adoption of the
capitalist swle agrarian transformation through the introduction
of selentifio techniques to evhance productivitg’. It has thexefors
become an article of faith among many comnmentators to believe that
the current capitalist offensive on peasant socleties should be
encouraged if the crisis is to be solved, The rationale behind
this belief is that capitalist agriculture, by virtue of its
sophistication is capable of ensuring rapid agricultural growth
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urndthouﬁ.us. vast quantities of food could be produced,
it has been argued, with the introduction of modern farming
practices and technology. A change in the ocutmoded land temure
system dominated by fragmented pessert holdings would give way
for & better and more production oriented tenure under capitalist
dispensation,

In this regaxd, Nigerian agricul ture is sought to be deve-
loped through the achievement of fast tecimalogical revelution to
overcome the current agrarian ericis, In othervords, the agraxian
question is desired to be resolved via the capitalist path teo
agricul tural development in eomjunotion with intermational capital
in order to emable the trmntmumhhkcmt‘.

However, the coming into prominemnce of the capitalist class
of farmers coupled with the kinds of support they received and
the contagts they have established with foreign capdtal has
resul ted in the emergence of a lope-sided agrarian relation which
s highly detrimental to the survival of the smell peasant produc—
tion- 1. fms, twoughout the length and breadth of the countxy,
capitalist asriculture is increasingly teking over lmge tracts of
land in a pociety domdnated by the smell producers who constitute

M&Mdhmuu‘.

2.2, CAPITALISM IN AGRICULIURE

The relationship between capltalism and agrioulture hed
historically been central in the transformation of many societies
from their state of backwardness. The transformetion of the
oonditions and relations agricul tural production were of deter—
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minent imprtence in the genesis of the capitalist mode of produc-
tiom, Marx and Eugels have repeatedly pointed cut the funda-
mental lave of capitalist development that apply to the development
of capitalist agrarian relations. The development of the pre-
ductive forces lQads, in the one hand as in the other, to the
displacement of smll production by big capd talist productiom,
the dlesalution of the pre-capitalist relations in the countiy-
slde time, leads to the v... digpossessicn of mmall peasant
formers and the creation of a landlessy propertyless clase who,
bun-lthh.wmrwm-”.

govever, it is pertinent to indicate that in calonial and
seni=colonial enclaves of the third worldy the encroachment of
capd talistic agrerian relations wes unique. This is becsuse this
dovelopment came as a direct result of deliberate imperialist
legislations geared towards the ruimation of the small producer,
In the cuse of pigeria, for example, Oculi hes shown how, right
from the colomial period, "class interest interacted with poli-
tical pover® ! to tnengurate an agricul turel regime that
enhanced the jrocess of surplus appropeiation by the dominant
clasges while st the seme tine undermining the ability of the
amall producers to sustain themselves. In the case of fatin
smerica, Frank has demonstrated how capitalist social relations
of production spread quickly and uniformly throughout these soedal
formations with their integration in the capitslist wordd aystem's,
In these cases, therefore, it wue not uncommon that the inwgesion
of thelr 'maturel econcuy* Ly capital and the subsequent creatiom
of a propertyless class on the land could hasten the development



26,

of class differentiations within the peasantry leading to the
emargence of well=to-d0 peasants'>, fhus, in general tems,
agrarian capitalist development in the Third yorld, being an
imposed type ag distinet from that which evolved out of the
internal dynamic of soclety is bound to generate its own distinet
implications and consequences at the econocmic and political levels.

s wroadly speaking, we can distinguish several but rela-
ted processes through which agrarian capitalism could become
established, In the first place, production becomes increasing-
1y specialised resulting in changes in the socisl division of
mmmmmormmuwn. Produceion
in this respect, becomes more differentiated than under the
precapidalist situstion', secondly, even though there tends
to be significant specialisation in the production process, the
usage of advanced technology and a closer articulation wvith the
market leads to a concentration of production in fewer and
larger enterprises, yith this development also, the total size
of land put to use increases tut, paradoxically, in the manner
industries develop in the early stages of capitalism, the number
of vorkers employed by these farms declines. This process is
aptly captured by geith Griffin as followss
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However, what is remarkably significant regarding the
encxroachment of capitalism in agricul ture is the net effect
of the entire process in transforming production and its
corresponding relations, The penetration of capitalism insdo
backward socleties has resulted in the changing of the tradi-
tional farming methods of the socleties affected, gsuch old
methods which gave no room for the application of new nowledge
to farming it has been argued, consumed much of peasantis
energy without significant improvement in cxrop yleld, (n the
other hand, the consclidated farms and the mew production rela-
tions which capitalism came with have made possible the emer=
gence of nmew production system that enhanced productivity despite
the pain the process introduced by torning the pre-capitalist
fu-ﬁonm“o

pesides, capitalism has created significant changes in the
relationshipe of men in agricul tural production, The pre-
capitalist small holding was merely self-supporting with insigni-
ficant investment, peasant relationship with the market was
slight as production was primarily geared towards consumption
by family members, HOwever, the encrogchment of capitalist
forces in rural societies has led to a teotal re-direction and
transformation of society. production become geared towards the
market as agricul tural products were new coumodities subject to
the lavs of demend and supply. On this score, therefore, the
notion of abundant productivity being brought about by the
sophistication of capitalist agriculture as being solely capable
of resolving the agrarian question is questionable. This is
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because food, under the capitalist order is o commodity which,
to have access to it, people must be able to afford it, por

example, while the pood and jgriculture Oxganisation (rp0) in
1978 assessed an increase in the muber of malmurished people,
the ynited states pepartment of Agricul ture at the same time

reported dramatic rises in per capita world food cutput as com=
pared to the previcus decade’!s, 7This s a demostration of the
capability of sclentific agriculture to reise productivity tut
not necessarily capable of feeding the society.

povever, in the case of Third world countries, other addi~
tional problems exist which have constituted a bottleneck to the
emergence of a 'smooth’ agrarian capitalist development that
ocould effectively address the agrarian problem, ;s indicated
earlier, the specific kind of capitalist incursion that cooured
in these countries has generated totally different impacts in
these secieties. similarly, several problems and constraints in
these social formations have impeded a re-occurence of the type
of agrarian cepitalist development that took place in yestesn
Europe.

In the first instance, a very significant oconstraining
factor in the smooth emergence of capdtalist agriculture in these
socleties is the lack of an industrial base ecapable of absorbing
the displaced rural labour, since the emergence and oongoli-
dation of cepitalist agriculture requires a fundsmental trens-
formation of property relations, the bulk of the affected

peasantry are bound to be disposessed by the emerging capdtalist
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holdings. powever, unlike yesterm purope in the nineteenth cen~
tury, Third yorld countries currently do not possess the indue-
trial base to absorb the dispossed rursl labour. jAlso, oconsider~
ing the size of the peasant population in ocontemporaxy Third
world countries, its dislocation could only lead to the inten—
gification of poverty among the poor, rather than the promotion
of any significant capitalist enterprise that could emhance
productitity’C,

pesides, several arguments have been propounded by scholars
shoving that the kind of bourgecis class that exist in yigeria
and the Third world is not capable of spearheading the trans-
formation of production as their yest-puropean counterparts did
when capitalism was emerging there, This is because being appen-
dages of foreign capital, their major interest does not lie in
trensforming production but simply in obtaining their profits at
the comercisl level'”, hms, the subservience of the national
bourgeeisie to imperialism is another eomstraining factor towards
the emergence of a 'real' agrarian capitalist class that could
lead the capitalist revolution in the countryside.

Tms, it is significant to highlight at this juncture that
conaidering the problems associated with capitalist agrarian
development, an understanding of the manner in which capitalism
penetrates agricul ture has to identify the form it takes in
specific social formations, The erave in some quarters for the
replication of say the pritish enclosure system in yigeria is
insensitive to the objective situation on the ground, To be sure,
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no progressive people can reject the fruits of scientific and techno-
logical achievements of the modern world especially with the deepening
of the agrarian crisis. However, the deployment of modern scientific
and technological immovations in a soeiety such as Nigeria must not
be cutside the context of social, economic and political conditions
of the soclety. For unlike in the West, for instance, where there
wasg & distinet pattern in which capitalist enclosures tockover from
the openfield owners, the case of Nigeria and most Third World countries
is distinct, This is because in these cases, it is not uncommon to
algo find capitalism co-existing with pre-capitalism, the peasant
co-existing with the capitalist farmer under the dominance of capitalist
arder?’, Above all, the agrarian question in a mumber of soeial
formations has remained on the hiigh agenda in the political question
of many ocountries. Questions om how to resolve the agrarian question
bave constituted the sources of intense political struggles and
academic debates in the histories of agrevian and post-agrarian
societies,

2.3 THE DEBATE ON THE AGRARIAN QUESTION

Ordginally, the agrarian guestion was a political question
which confronted the parties of the Second Socialist Intermatiomal in
Burope towards the end of the nineteenth century'. The predominance
of peasant population in societies where those parties were active
led to guestion such as whether or not peasants were disappearing;
whether or not progressive forces should proteet pecsant properties
ete. Hussain and Tribe summarised the situation as followss
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The agrarian question was composed of a set of

questions which the social democratic parties faced;

how to win the electoral support of the peasantry,

which section of the rurel population should the

parties txy to appeal to and on what basis? 22

with the coming of penin and gautsky into the sceme, the
agrarian gquestion expanded to incorporate the development of
capitalism in agriculture. The debate at this juncture, mainly
based on Murxist classios, focussed on the direction and pace
of agrarian capitalist development; why capitalist development in
industyy differs from that of agricul turej why capitalisn tends

to co-exist with elements of pre-capitalist oxder and so ma.

However, when the pelsheviks took over power, the guestion
further expanded to emcapsulate the role of the peasantry in
socialist society, in accumlation and industrialisation and the
part played by the xulaks in the countryside. In the 1950s, the
agrarian question shifted to raising questions on the role of
the peasantry in national liberation struggles, in social revelu—
ﬂmmdcthnmnrhnawua‘. In the current )frican
context, the agrarian questiomn, needs further expansion to tackle
issues dealing with food security and rural Mm#lﬂ.zs
From the foregoing, it could be seen that the agrarian question
iteelf is heteregenocus and unique at different times in diffe~
rent societies, depending on the nature, interest and dynamics
of social forces at a time.
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The debate on the development of capitalism in agricul ture
as indicated earlier had its origins in the polemic on the
agrarian question in purope, including Russia. Although the
oonditions described in these social formations were historieally
more specific than was recognised at the time, this controversy
has greatly influenced the development of yarxist theory om the
agrarian question. This debate, though seemdngly outdated, has
continued to assume relevance in contemporary Marxist theoxy
because the vexed gquestion of the peasantry's identity, ita
place within a social formation dominated by capitalisa, and its

susceptibility to transformation has eontinued to m.a‘

writing in the pighteenth prumsire, yprx analysed the process
that led to the demise of the puropean peasantry as capitalism
tightened its grips around the necks of the small producers,
with this encroachment by capital, Marx believed that the fate
of the puropean peasent was sealed and that ultimately, he would
be =gueezed out ¢f existence to join the ranks of the working
class, the grave diggers of capitalism and the flag bearere of
soclalism. Thus, at the centre of parxt's contention on the
peasantry is that there existed a oontradiction between the
dynamdo growth of industrial capitalism and the persistence of
pre-capitalist land ownership and production, por Marx therefore,
the disappearance of the peasantry wes the most interesting part
of the peassant question. por their demise would presuppose the
emergence of capitalist production that could engineer improved



33.

productivity through its advanced technology, "gmall property

in land», he once wrote, "creates a class of barbarians

standing half-way outside of society, a class suffering all

the tortures and all miseries of civilised mtrioaﬂ.ﬂ From
the foregoing, it is quite obviocus that at the centre of Marxts
econoumdc analysis was his belief in the superiority and nece-
peity for large-scale production in both industyy and agricul ture.

The contribution of garl yxautsky to the marxist theory

of capitalist agrarian development has been well recognised and

comended.?® pis mejor contribution in his bock The jgrarian

Eum came out with an explicit demonstration of the superiority
of large-scale capitalist agricul ture over all previous systems
of agricultural production. The agrarian economy under the
capitalist mode was radically transformed and revolutionised due
to the technical superderity of modern agricul tural production.
within a few decades he argued, capitalism had spearheaded a great
revolution *hy making agricul ture am instead of a routine
craft"®’, gautsky retained the some position in his eontroversy
wvith pavid (a yarodnik) regarding the superirority of large-scale
farming over smallescale peasant production, He wrote;

Al great socialists, with the exception of

the petty bourgeois ones, shared (this) view,

at least in the sense, that they recognised

the technical superiority of large-scale

production~ 30
Kautsky, thus, insisted that smallescale production even when
stable does not demonstrate its technical rationality. Rather,

it lies in the tendency of the small producers to work harder
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then hired labourers and depress their consumption to a lower
level. pesides, Krutsky also dealt with the general question
of whether or not capital was actually bringing agricul ture
under its domination, whether it is changing forms of produc-
tion and forms of ownership in agriculture and how this process
is taking place. In this respect, Kanutsky argued for the
necessity of recognising the role played by pre-capitalist and
non~capitalist forms of agriculture in modern soclety and their
relationship to the purely capitalist forms of productiom.!

The contribution of gautsky to the debate on the agrarian
question wvas carried further by Lenin particularly in his debate
with the pussian jarodmiks. penin in his polemic argued along
with marx and gautsky that with the advancement of capitaliam
into the countryside, the future of the peasantry was sealed,
As a superior mode of preoduction, capitalism contains within 1it,
the class of the future, the preletariat. In his view, therefore,
the development of capitalism necessarily enhances the organi-
sation, size and social power of the preletariat, while its
impact on the peasantry was to promote disintegration and intermal
stratification.>2 por this reason, he insisted that no attempt
should be made by revolutionaries to save peasant property from
the progressive advance of capitalist forces. He wrote;

The radical transformation of agriculture by

capitalism is a process that is only just

begining, tut it is one that is advancing rapidly
bringing about the transformation of the peasant
into a hired labourer and increasing the flight
of the population from the countryside. Attempts
to check this process would be reactionary and
MI-JJ
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Lenin's major contribution also came in his book
P Development of capitalism :I.ngnnu where he emphasised
the part played by the forces of internal differentiation in

the development of capitalist agrarian relations, per him,

the penetration of market relations in the country-side does

not impoverish agricul ture as a wvhole, pgather, it distributes
1ife chances more mﬁb.j" Lenints contribution to the debate
on the agrarian question, in the view of Goodman and Redclift,
raises two important questions for both theoroticians and
activists;

Pirst, ..e it led him to consider the feasibility
at a latter date, of a political alliance between
some peasant groups and the preletariat. Ssecondly
eee (his) view of the tranaformetion process implies
that same rural strata have the capacity to resist
preletarianisation better then othersv.35

The impact of the theoretical debate on the agrarian gquestion
has been felt beyond the classical circles. In purope parti-
cularly, the existence of a »farm problem” in the 1920s and
the 1930s has occupied the minds of scholars and politicians
alike, In most of the Third world, however, the existence of a
food crisis and mess poverty has driven many scholars to begin
to pay serious attention to the relevance of this debate for
a proper understanding and resolution of the agrarian problem.

Thus, beginadng from the 1930s, the pritish gommunist
party vas rerown for its defence of the Marxist position on the
agrarian questione. In this regard, o variety of facts and figures
were quoted by party intellectuals to demonstrate that progress
in agriculture is the exclusive preserve of the big farmers who

could afford the application of technclogy in production, mThe
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developunent &f capltalism in agricul ture, therefore, wes considered
desirable to create the necessary pre-conditions for socialist
me

psdﬂl&rmﬁcrtmmi‘ﬂmm‘ﬂ.nu
the inevitable cutcome of the incursion of capital into agricul ture
and the collapee of the peasant econcay as a result of the
enigration from the rural arees of peassnts and the consolidation
of large holdings. The promise of his point of view lies in the
asgumption that small family farms cannot meet the food requirements
of the mation, parge holdings are therefore needed to shoulder
that responsibdlity.

sother contfibutor to the debate who retained the classical
arxist emphesis on the progreseive character of capitalism was
mm” In this view, underdevelopment remeing & syth in
the Third wrld 20 long as capitalion is progressively and
independently developing, the productive forces and creating am
amy of preletariat, The development of capitalism in agricul ture
in many third yorld states, therefore, is not a fiction but a fact,
@uoting from a wide veriety of statistics, he demcnstrated the
relative contribtution of most sectors of Third yorld econcmies to
their Gross pational products to support his position, proleta~
rindsation in these socleties, therefore, was only a prelude to
socialist development.

mking a position similar to that of yarren, Bremner’’
adopted the 'progressist prognosist position by arguing that the
penetration of capitalism will greatly ruige the productive forces
and the produotivity of labour, Copitalist development in
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agricul ture, therefore, presupposes socletal adivance in terms of
the development of rural productive forces which will in tumn
create the classes that would spearheed future socislist trens-
formation. Aleo looking at the phencmencn from & purely environ-
mental angle, Mortinord" suggests that oapltalist agriculture
could be able to protect the soll because of the viable finencial
rescurces of large-scale farmers, O(n the other hand, peasant
farmers are said to possess little resocurces, not encugh to
engure adequate application . of fertiliser and manure, Their
predicanent is normally worsened he argued, when subsidies are
withdraun which nake them incapable of conserving thelir own
productive rescurces.

Thus, deriving from all these debates is the fundamental
mwﬁtiimuhmm;uun
@ to the migerien situstion, In other words can that position
adequately explain the yigerian realities and provide insights
futo how its agrarien problem can be solved? on this score,
some scholars have argued that the development of large-scale
production in agriculture and the custing of small-scale produc-
tion should be supported ly progressive forces.’! ghe Leninist
Eeutskion poslition on pussia is precented as being relevant to
the nigerian eituation.

However, as ve sald ecerlier, the application of sclence and
technology in production deserves evexybody's support especially
since it demonstrates an acoeptance of humanity*s progress,
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pat, very importantly the realities of esch social formation are
specific and distinct. The pritish enclosures, for example,
which Marx glorifieéd in the nineteenth century were the direct
result of a capitalist revolution that overthrew the than stagnant
feudal mode of production. peasants in that situation were
transformed into workers in both industry and agriocul ture,
simidarly, Lenin and gautsky picked on the Russian situation hoping
that since capitalism was already developing in that society with
the tsarist feudal ruling class already threatened by revolutiom,
the appropriated peasants could swell the ranks of the working
class, the vangusrd for the revolution., yone of the above situations
exist in pyigeria, The reality on the ground here is that unlike
the west and Russisz, ylgeriz is a neo-colonial state, subjected to
a long period of imperialist domination and exploitation, The
treanspational monopoliets have for long established themselves in
the eocial tormation, aiding the retention of medievel survivals and
other obselete socio—economic relations thus giving rise to a brand
of capitalism that retards progress, emhances absolute poverty,
exploitation and misexy. BPesides, given the faet that the linkages
between agriculture and industry are weak (i.e. no forward and
backward linkages) the ruination of the peasantry would not nece-
ssarily lead to their obsorption into wodern industry am the
classical marxists envisaged. Rather they might end up being thugs/
lumpenproletarians, The point being made in summery is that under
the type of capitalism existing in yigeria and most of the Third
world, the toriginalt yarxist position cammot properly address the
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agrarian gquestion unless it recognises thedr own specific
realities and situations.

24342 1be populist position
Another major contribution to the debate on the agrarian
question wvhich seems to contrest with the classical Marxist position

comes from a broad spectrum of these who believe in the viability
of pessant production and the contimuity of the peasantry. sub-
scribers to this school of thought, oftem referred to as "popu-
liste» first emerged in Russia towards the end of the nindteenth
century - in the wake of the intensive capitalist advance in the
countryside, At the forefront of this position were the jarodnike
who argued that capitalism in fussia could not develop beyond a
veasonable limit. This is because the situation that arose from
caphielist incurzion (i.e. peesant internmal stratification, poverty
oto) hed created a contrection of the home market that hindeced
upelta.ustm.u

mmmwmumm:-hnchmu}”
and members of the organisation and production schocl who, between
1912 and 1915 developed the theeretical beois for the analysis
of the peasant household. Chayanov and members of his school
have analysed the dynamdcs of peasent forms of production Ly
attespiing (o understand what a peasant farm congists of from an
organigational point of view. He argued that peasant organisation
of production is basically diffeyvent from that of the eapitalist
Jarmer, Por erample, the capitalist hires his labour while the
peasant depends on his family labour. peasants use simple techno-
logies that are literally fashioned out and commit very limited
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amount of rescurces into farming while the capitalist farmer make
us¢ of modern machines and invest quite substantially into his farming
venture, Thue the rate of profit determines his enthugiame to commdt
more of his resources into sgriculture. Peasanis, howefer, are moti=
vated not ly profit bat by servival and would strive to produce even
under the tougheet of eonditions just ir ewder to meet his family
requirements, For these reascns, Ghayanov questiocned the retionality
of evaluvating pecsant production on the basies of econcmic geins because
the motive of this production was not purely economie profit. Thus,
the peasant he argued, would be able 0 exist in jextaposition with
the capitalist farmer because their logic of production fundamentally
differ,

Other wvriters have taken positions similar to that of Ghayanow
by demonstreting the contrasting characteristics between peasant
farmipg and large-scale capitalist agrioulture. For sxawple, Vm—hlu,
drawing heavily from Ghayanov distingulshed capitalist and peasant
farsing from the fact that under the capitalist mode of production,
increase in wages tends to stimulate entreprenuers to substitute
teshmology foxr labours. Im the case of peasant family production it
is the oppositss "... the falling rate in the vremmmexntion of labeur
leads both to the development of technical progress and te the
intensification of peasant family's hh-r'“s.

In auother centribution o ithe dabate, th.n“ has argued
that inapite of the tremendous capdtalist fimnovations in many
oountiries’ agricul fure, the impact on national economic indicateors
hes bDeon alight, Infact, capitalist agrieultural irmovations in
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rural areas have only tended to alter the distribution of income

and raral olass structure rather than eliminate malmutrition and
food shortiages.

My scholars of Africa have adopted positions similar to
those of the early populists by insisting on the contimuity of
the peasantry and its smallescale production. gavin Ul.'l.l.h-w.
for example, has reiterated the comventional Chayanovian argument
of the peasantry's ability to survive where the capitalist farmer
would eagily quit, This is because the motif of peasant production
is not profit oriented. pesides, yilliams, has found evidence
showing that peasants are efficient users of scarée resources and
have a better knowledge of the enviromment. In a recent article,
he was gquoted as having argued that;

In oxder to comserve the soil and protect land in a
situation of rising population and demand for oxops, land
should be left in the hands of smalle= holders who use

it more carefully, knowledgeably and effectively than
most capitalist farmers, Govermments ghould not

encourage large=-scale farming, cither directly or
indirectly B subsidising the costs of machinery and
chemicals.

In a similar manner, Goran gyden's central thesis on this
question is his contention that today, capitalism in Africa has
falled to subordinate the pre-capitalist forces of peasant socliety
uat-.p-unuum.” He discussed extensively on the small
holdexr's "econony of affection® which he conceived on the basis
that unlike the ocapitalists, peasants operate according to thedr
own distinet logic and produce towards the satisfaction of their
own requirements. pHe argued that due to the limited capacity
of surplus production by the peasantry and ite low level of produc~



k2.
tive forces, it has thc tendency to safeguard itself against
any disyuptive force by retreating into its “economy of affection®
defined as virtues, involving egalitarianism, reciprocity and
-ouunw.s" Thus, due to their very nature, peasants have
ommtimued to pose a threat to state modernisation policies because
thay are yet to be "captured" Jjust like those classes operating
within the capdtalist or socialist modes. They therefore need to
be eliminated or at best be subordinated to capital,

the cuergenceand flourishing of populist oriented thoughts
on the agrarian guestion in )frica and Nigeria particulary has been
aided by a number of factors. Comsidering the preponderance of
peasant population in those countries, analysts have argued that
only peasant farming could spearhead a peoples oriented agricul turel
development, 7The preservation and promotion of peasant farming
is also scen as serving the soeial security functions of the rural
population which otherwise would be a cost to the state. Thus,
peasants must be freed from capitalist manipulations which are
perpetrated under the cover of modernisation which has préved to
be technically inappropriate, economically irrational and politi-
eally rqrc-un.51 populist political novements have therefore
opposed the encreachment of the state and foreign capital inte
peasant soclieties because the two can be harsh in their dealings
vith the poor,

This debate was also re=echoed after the second world war
perticularly in the ex—colonies. This time, it was primarily due
to the political significance of the peasantry in the process of
national liberation struggles. Radical ideclogists have recognised



L3.

that the masses in the Third yorld are peasants vho constitute

a revolutionary class rather than a dubious relic as argued

by the classical merxists. In yigeria, the peasant option against
capitalist agricul ture has been adopted 'y many scholars.
capitalist agricul ture in this regard has been extensively
analysed and proved to have led to the cxpropriation and margie
nalisation of the majority without necessarily developing agri-
culture. yeimire>?, for example, has argued in favour of the
retention of the old methods of agrictural production. This is
because he argued these old methods contain within them, a whole
gystem that guarantees productivity, justice and equity, National
resussitation of these old ways would then ensure that agricule
tural productivity translate into better standards of living for
the mejority and overall economic growth and development for the

nations,

However, Just like in the case of the classical pmrrxist
position, the question still remains; what is the relevance of the
popalist position in understadding and resclving the agrarian
question in gigeria? The major relevance of this position, we would
argue, lies in the fact that it advocates the retention of the
peasantyy who, infact, constitute the majority in gigeria and
produce the bulk of the food and agricul turel raw meterials needed
in the country. The populist position could be reletant to the
plgerian situation in so long as it remains skeptical of capita-
list incursion which has rendered the majority incapable of
producing vhat to eat or even affofding the food that has been
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produced. Tms, at the general lefel, this position is capable
of spearheading the emergence of grassroot democracy and the
enhancement of community efforts against hunger and the encreach=—
ment of land grabbers and speculators into therural areas. However,
this position on the other hand, because of its detest for capi-
talism could equally spearhead the retention of primitive techniques
and organisation and prevent peasant society from benefitting from
modern techniques and methods of production which they need in
order to enhance productivity. This position can, therefore, only
be relevant to yigeria if it becomes fluid by attempting to safe-
guard the peasantry from capitalist exploitation while at the
sanetime opening the gates for them to bemefit from the achievements
of modern science and tochnologye. This would then mean that peasant
virtues of self-sufficiency and mass-welfare are complemented with
the inouleation./ higher techuigass of production to ensble then
prosper and also food the rest of the society.

However, the Nigerian govermment has over the years been
promoting the development of capitalist agricultural enterprise.
This time, the rationale has tended to emanate from the modernist
perspective in wvhich the development of modern private emterprise
is considered a necessary path to agricultural development,

2.3.3 t tive

The modexnisation perspective on the agrarian question has
emerged out of the theoretical conceptualisation that the »tradi-
tional® societies of pfrica and the Third yorld can develop only
through the adoption of 'modexn' (i.e. yestemn) technology and
values, In this respect, development is measured in texrms of the
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success achieved by the emerging rations in enhancing producti-
vity through the diffusion of yestern technology, market structures
and other institutions. In this respect also the indigencus
socio-sconcmic, political and psychological staxwmsture which stands
on the way to achieving this process are grudgingly termed
developnent "obstacles". However, unlike the yestern countries
which experienced development through an internally generated
procesa of change, Third yorld countries are to relie on the
externel modernising influences through contact with ‘I:h.\‘ltosa

Applied to the rural scene, this approach has concluded
that "traditional" farming systems in the Third yorld have been
central in the perpetu.tion of rural poverty and backwardness.
The existence of problems such as archaic agricul turel technology,
low output, outdated land tenure systems, small-scale production
etc. have been blamed for being the bottlenecks that have retarded
the development of agrarian sector, To solve this problem, the
enexrging mations are expected to adopt modern agro-technology,
large~scale mechanised production and efficient management
l’itﬂog‘

Thus, begimning from the 1960s, many scholars have given
their tacit support to the modermisation paradign believing that Jrd
world countries could develop through its prescriptions, por
example, Johnson and gxilby have argued that,



"ghe most fundamental factor conditioning the

structural transformation in contemporary

underdeveloped countries, is the existence of

& large stock of proven technical inmevations

in the more developed countries. The existence

of this technology backlog, much of which is

of this transferable creates possibility for the late

developing countries to ly-pass the vast investment

of time and resources that the accumalation of

this knowledge involvedv. 55
Simdlar views have been expressed bty 7.y, Shultz who argued that
rgignificant growth in productivity cammot be brought about by
the re-allocation of resources in the traditional agrioultural
systems, gignjficant opportunities for growth will become

avnﬂahlcmlyﬂ:mchchnmnintnhnnlw‘.s‘

I plgeria, the crave to modernise agriculture along these
lines started effectively in the Third yational pevelopment plan
(1975-1980). since them, various efforts were intensified to
introduce several programmes and projects eulminating into the
Green Revelution in the later part of the plan period. This has
involved the massive importation and application of bio-chemical
inputs and labour saving devices, the establishment of agricul tural
schemes etc. all of which favour large-scale farmers.’!

However, the relevance of all these strategies in terms of
feeding the majority and resolving the agrarian question is highly
deubtful. In the first place, the success of the modernisation
drive is subject to the strict application of modern technology
into agricul tural production, pHowever, given the widespread poverty
among the vast majority of people, it means that only the big
farmers could reap the fruits of the Green Revolution, tThis, then,
would mean the enabling of the agro-industrial monopolies to
exploit super profits through the sales of their products (ferti-
lisers, herbicides, pesticides etc) ..9 It is therefore clear
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that the modernisation drive in itself cannot be helpful in
explaining or aiding in the offort to resclve the agrarian question
in any fundsmental way. This is because 1t has failed to ade-
quataly addirecss the aspirations and yearnings of the mejority
bocause it 18 perveded by the spirit of business and profit
maximisation.. [dttle wonder that these agro-indumtrial monapolles
bave integrated with local landlords, buresucrais and top governnent
officialne.. In the case of Indla, sinha has shown that the zdvan-
toges of the Green Revolution have ",.. acorued cnly to rich =
farmers or to regions which already had favoursble factor mtans 91
politically, as the Latin smerican case demonsirates, land cone
. centration and the development of Latifundis, brought about by the
nodernipation drive, iy the mainstay of reactionaries and dictators.
Thus, being & techniosl rather than a M revolution, the Green
~ Revolution Rex i -cannot resclve the agrarian guestion in ylgeria

- and mich of the Third yorld.

2.44e powards & pesclution of the jgrarian cuestion

The struggle to resolve the agrarian and peasant uestions
has deen of primary impwrtance to the vast majoxrity of yigeriats
people. Thip is because obselete production techniques, orude
relations of produotion and a high degree of poverty confronting
the largest pegment of the peasantry have combined and hindercd the
progresg and developmsnt in Nigeria and Third yexrld countries.
The level of backwardness in these maticne arose from their specific
histarical sxperiences having been brutally exploited Ly colonialism

for many decades. yhile the rural areas were drawn into comodity -
|
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mongy relations, the colonialists imposed limited possibilities
for accumlation by the producers and helped to preserve traditional -
subsistence methods of production. The development of capitalism
under these objective conditions had been slow and quite diffi-
ﬂlt.‘o This situation has distinguished capitalist development
in yigeria and the Third yorld from that of purope when capitalism
emerged in agricul ture there. Bpesides, it is a well known fact
that in purope, two major paths to capitalist agricul ture were
experienced. fThere was a situation in which the peasantry became
differentiated into classes of bourgeois society i .e. the capitalists
and the proletarians commonly known as the American path. The other,
wvitnessed the transformation of the defunct feudal estates into

capitalist agricultural holdings commonly called the Junker ]llth.s1

However, the situation in yigeria and Africa generally as pointed
out earlier is distinct. pHere, for example, the development of
conmodity - money relations which caused the ruin of peasants did not
actually convert them into dispossessed proletarians in the classical
sengse. In fact, their pauperisation proceeds more rapidly than
their transformation into a proletariat., Thus, up to this moment,
the principal direct producer in yigerian agriculture is the peasant
under the laws of capital rather than a hired worker. The size of
agricultural proletarians exploited through capitalist methods has
remained relatively small and concentrated in areas where modern
capitalict agricultural holdings exist. BRBesides, due to the limited
scope of the market in many areas, the development of capitalism
in agriculture has tended to be confined to individual regions which
tend to play a decisive role in commodity production, It was in
this respect, panaji contrasts the classical puropean model of
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capitaliet agriculturcl development with the capitalism that emanated
from the foundations of small holder commodity production under
the late nineteenth centuxry oalannun.‘z puder this dispensation,
capitalist social relations of production remain concealed Ly

direct producerts retention of his means of productiom.

Tms, after considering all these, it is the more desirable
to still come back to the basic gquestion; pow can yigeria resolve
its agrarian question, In other words whish path/position adequately
captures the specific yigerian situation and thus is capable of
prepounding solutions to the raging agrarian pmdicementy? ye have
earlier on pin-pointed what we consider the basic merits and
wveaknesses of the three positions we identified. por example, the
classical pprxist position contains in it, a clear ocut advocation
for the progressive abandorment of primitivity which infact all societies
required. gHowever, thic position is too specific to the puropean/
Russian situations to attract gemeral acclaim, 71ts general call
for the extermination of smell production is umrealistie in ,ifrica
given the preponderance of & resilient peasantry. gsimilarly, the
populist position, inspite of ite orientation towards the defence
of the rural majority run the yisk of spearheading the retention
of archaic forms which the peasants need to shed in order to spear=
head increased productivity and prosperity. The modeimist path,
however, inspite of its ocrientation towards introduecing into
agricul ture the achievements of humaniily in science and technology
has the problem of being motivated by the interests of the bourgeoisie
in their effort to preseve and enforce capitalist social relations,
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It is our central contention here, therefore, that in
consideration of the fact that the predominant mejority of the
producers in Nigeria are peasapts who, ingpite of their backward
technology provide the bulk of the food for the market®> a
resolution of the agrarian question has to consider their survival
and prosperity a sine qua non, The preservation of peasant
production in yigeria is not an act of charity on the part of
policy makers, it is in conformity with the reality on the ground.

However, for peasant society itself to prosper, its gates would
have to remain open to receive modern imnovations of enmhancing
productivity in order to remove the drudgery brought about by its
backward productive forces. The populist position would remain
undesirable if it rules out this lofty idea.

It is therefore, clear from the foregoing that no gingle
position on its owun is capable of roviding solutions to the agrarian
question, An attempt to resolve the problem has to consider a
solution based on a combihation of their preseriptions given the
peculiar situation in Africa. por example, the populist position
is capable of providing a basis for safeguarding the peasantry
from the menace of acquisitive forces and also promote grassroot
democracy; the classical marxist position could provide aspects
dealing with its vision of a s2ciety devoid of primitive and
backward organisation of production; while the modernisation drive
could allow the introduction of relevant technology. In this
manner, the sub“rdinate rural classes would be in better position
to enhance their production through the introduction of modemrn
production methods coupled with the existence of a conducive
atmosphere in the rur,l scene which allows the producers to contyo)
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their products without being exploited by rural capitalists,
In the final analysis, the agrarian gquestion becomes resolved
due to a popular control of the agrarian sector which has new

became significantly improved and productive.

2.5. gonclusion

The active polemic on the agrarian question in backward
social formation as we have seen, has taken quite a mumber of
dimensions in the effort to resclve the problem. The emergence
and flourishing in Africa, of similar positions adopted by the
earlier scholars has been central in attempting to grapple with
the food crisis and its socio=political implications. ye contend
that the yigerian situation being specific has to be treated on
its om merit. Thus, a resclution of the agrarian gquestion must
involve in the main, peasant survival and overall progress which,
considering the contemporary African reality could only be
properly addressed by a re~consideration of all these positions.
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