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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.
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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
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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
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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~
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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
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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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CHAPTER THREE

CAPITALISY FARMERS, THE STATE AND AGRIBUSINESS IN
NIGERIA.

The debate on the agrarian question in trangitional soclieties
and the specific paths a variety of social formations have
treaded constituted the central theme of the last chapter. In
this chapter, we set out to understand the nature of yigeria's
pre-colonial agricul ture, its systematic destruction by colonial
policies and its incorporation into the global capitalist
economy. This phenomenon, as we shall see, laid a solid foundation
for the development of capitalist social relations in the rural
scene resulting from a variety of alliances that emerged between
the state, capitalist farmers and agribusiness. The strong
bond between these triple forces in the rural scene has largely
given yigerian agriculture its current character particularly
as it concerns capital accumlation and the relationship
between the various classes engaged in production,

In this respect, both large-scale capitalist farmers and
agribusiness have depended largely on the state for conducive
and favourable policies that could enhance their accumulation.
on its own part, the state has continued to put a lot of hope in
the capitalist farmers and agribusiness for the transformation
of agriculture in order to solve the food crisis.
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prior to the incorporation of the country into the world
economy, the vast majority of communities were small, independent
producers involved in pre-capitalist modes of agriculture.
These societies were generally clustered in various socio-cul tural
groupings typically delineated by ethmic group and kinship,'
The village community consisting of peasant cultivators was the
dominant production system. Although these societies had developed
different social and political structures, their overall set up
exhibited a general struggle to maintain a certain level of
-unnv,z For example, in most of these societies, the social
security of individual members was governed by their mutual
relationship as members of the community in whom was vested the
ownership of land under its jurisdiction., This meant that member—
ship of the commnity was the pre-condition for the appropriation
of land and individuals were entitled to the allotment of land

as their own as long as they contimued to occupy it beneficially.

Thus, the basic features of traditional land tenure were
in many cases characterised by; (a) the right of every individual
to the productive use of the land by virtue of his membership
of the commnity, (b) the rights over land and its products among
individuals and groups (¢) rigid prohibition against individual
alienation of 1and.3 Historically, collective ownershiy was
practiced under the banner of the gandu system. The gandu here
denotes a collection of many families farming under a common
leadership. This system had provided a good measure of security
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by eliminating land misappropriation and misuse, as well as
providing protection in times of Gl’llilh-

mhms, the pre-condition for the contimued existence of the
commnity was the maintenance of a semblance of equality among
its self-sustaining peasants as a condition for the continued
existence of their property. work was part of the social obligations
#f kin, friends ete. However, in situations where political and
social relations had developed and resulted in the emergence of
some form of surplus extraction from the peasantry, it has been
argued that development should best be understood in relation to

the dynamic of political intervention and the ideological basis of

state pom.s

on the whole, the material level of life in pre-colonial
societies was very low as a result of socidl organisation failing
to inspire innovation and technical changes that would have signi-
ficantly raised societyts production frontier. powever, the pre=
colonial agra society was not an undifferentiated communal
society but a complex system characterised by several modes of
production that were severely undermined with the coming of
colonialism,

3.2, P colonial state and fjursl Class pormation
The specific kinds of pelicies which the colonial regime

pursued in yigeria were deliberately tailored to precipitate rapid
agricul turel increases and rural class formation. JIn other words,
immediately after the conquest of the yigerian territory, the colonial
state went in and set in motion varicus trends that changed the
structure of the pre-colonial socliety and its mode of production,
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In this respect, the colonial siate initiated a variety of
policies meant for tapping the peasant productive base without
any significant investment to transform it. The overall thrust
of the colonial state in this direction meant ‘*he contimmed
pelarisation of rural society as well as hunger and malmutrition
for the vast majority of rural producers.

ghus, the incorporation of gigeriats agricul tural sector
into the world economy was achieved before 1940 through the
penetration of merchant capital in the service of pritish industrial
capital, gy the very nature of merchant capital, it has not been
able to radically transiorm the productive forfes but only teo
tap the existing social and ecomomic relations in the social
fomﬂm-‘ The coloniel state laid the foundation and largely
mcceeded in maintaining a conducive legal and economic atmospher
for export crop production by the peasantry. It introduced a
variety of mechanisms for the efficient extraction of agricul tural
surplus, production for the colonial export market blossomed while
food production was disrupted. A mumber of colonial reports, for
exanple, spoke of widespread probkems and even calamities, emanating
from this situation. The Anmual Reports of 1930 and 1931 for
gzaria province spoke of the persistence of famine resulting from
locast inveaion and overcultivation of export crops.! jmch
earlier than that, the Resident of zaria in 1918 reported a serious
shortage of food due primarily to two causesg *... the increased
cultivation of cotton and groundmuts and the ever increasing

non=1arming _n:lthl'.s

Thms, it is clear from the foregoing that the central motive
for the expansion of colonial capitalism was the generation of
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profit through expanded commoditisation of production and pro-
duction and relations, A very crucial moment in this
period of penetration by capital was the breaking up of the

cycles of reproduction ofthe 'matural economy'accomplished through
m-;u«:.’

dven the exploitative marketing system that developed around
this agricul tural export production, the poverty of the peasant
producers got compounded the more they indulged in simple commodity
production while the income of the colonial state, merchant
companies and their network of middleman, and the emerging colonial
€lite continued to swell, In other words, the processes and
mechanisms that engineered class formation in the country were
the same processes and mechanisms that broughtabout the food erisis,
The cumulative result of this entire process randered thop.snnt
producers incapable of sustaining their levels of production
coupled with the disruption of their socio-economic structures.
This disruption, according to Apeldoorn,'* took three mjor forms;

(1) The destruction of the traditional safety mechanisms against
harvest failures in the pre-capitalist soclety;

(2) The destruction of the traditional methods of food
distribution based on relations of sclidarity and reciprocity
rather than money.

(3) The gradual disintegration of the traditional collective units
of production under the influence of monetisation and the
commercialisation of land and labour.

Im °rier to understand the damaging situations created by
the colonial structure on the peasantry, let us lock at the
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problems it created. por example, after 1900, demands for staple
food increased sharply particularly in the yortherm protectorate
due to the proliferation of non~producers, that is, colonial
armies, permanent and sessonal workers, colonial and Native
Authority (m.A.) bureaucrats etc. Many provinces became food
deficit aress. Ry the late 1950s, xatsina was reportedly importing
20,000 tomnes of cereals. LE zaria province was also believed to
be a net importer of grains when M.G, Smith conducted his study
in 1949.'2 4t the household level, storage of food=stuffs emough

for security purposes in case of droughts became impossible.

Underlying the destruction of the pre-colonial agrarian
basis of rural society and the imposition of colonial rule in
Mgeria was the entrenchment of specific kinds of agricul tural
policies that guaranteed capitalist accumlation, A trend was set
in wotion in which the colonial state used its power to dictate the
charglling of factors of agricul tural production with the assie-
tance of the emerging privileged classes,

At the initial stage of this interventiom (1900-39) the
degree of state involvement in agricultural activity was limited
and mainly supportive. The entire rural economy remained under
the direct influence of market forces, merchant capital and the
network of middlemen whose activities have greatly undermined
the tulk of the rural producert's efforts to obtain a fair retum
for their products. with the support of the colonial state, this
syndicate largely succeeded in spreading its tentacles into the
fabric of rural society, a situation that greatly served their
accumlation requirements and enhaced class formation in the
countryside, Thus, this period gemerally was that of boam
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in export agricul ture for the colonial state and the merchant

companies.

However, because of the post pirst yorld yar produce
inflation, the peasantry were relatively better off inspite
of coionial extortion. por example, data on Maska district in
Katsina prowince shows that despite the heavy tax burden on
peasants between 191 and 1920, the favourable prices offered for
their cotton by the British Cotton (rowers pssociation (BCGA)
greatly compensated for any harmful colonial assessment poliay.'>
this situation has had its own differentiating dynamics as the
ranks of the peasantry began to diwvide with a part beginning to
get rich., The 1929=39 Great pepression, however, brought this
hongymoon to an end. The contradictions generated by the crisis
of global capitalist economy had brought tremendous changes in the
dynamics of peasant economy and the corresponding class relations
and alliances. Serious market slump at that time greatly
intensified the crisis. The price of groundmut, for example,
£al1 by 4O percent between 1928 and yarch 19319'% n the attempt
to stabilize their income, peasants expanded thelr export produc-
tion from 135,000 tonnes in 1928-29 to almost 200,000 tomnes
between 1932-33. '

powever, despite this situation, the colonial state maintained
a stable direct tax reverme in relation to export price indices.
The massive appropriation of producer income had serious effects
even on commercial firms, This manifested in declining profit
in thelir import trade, In southern Katsina and zaria area, these
firus in conjunction with their middlemen responded by devising
advance orvp morigaging as & way ol securing control and better
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return fyom peagant preduction, It was during this perdocd that

the "Yan berends (middlemen) system flourished which undermined
the sale of cotton to local weavers thus compounding the problems

of the preducers and lecal industry'®,

The acummlative result of this glebal market crisis coupled
vith the massive squeese of peasant producers Yy the state and merchant
ooupanies was the proliferatiom of rural indebtedness, Giles' 1937
study of rural indebitedness in Zaria province estimated that between
30 and 4O pexcent of rural producers in the study area were highly
sndebted'’, It had eerlier been reported by Busll that by 1932, &
majority of eivil cases in the ocourts of Northern Nigeria were om
dobts of variows kinds'V, It is therefere ovident that the eaxly
period of colenial agrieul tural policies was not a smooth ome for deth

the colonial state, merchant gompanies and the peasantry,.

Within the context of the above situation, the commodity
mazketing boards were established in 1947 on the grounds of price
stablilisation and reduced middlemen extertion, However, because
agricul ture represented the princdy 21 scencmic activity in the
country, these boards soon became the wealthiest and ecomemically
most significant agencies. Bauner in a critique of these export
monopolies showed that the surpluses created through the boards
were naver used to promote general welfare. Rather, peagant
surpluses have gone to finance a wide variely of unviable ventures
resulting in colossal waste and cerrupiian'’. Infact, Kriesel
has observed that omly abeut 30 percent of the intended 70 percent
of maxketing board funis were actuwally wsed for price stabilisatiom,
Most of the funds were used for “... development objectives,
msany of which had very limited Denefits to the ecomomy in terms
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of s0lid ecanonic developmentvs2 gtms, unlike the earlier colonial
poliqy, the cveation of cumnodity woaxds Lad chapged the
Qnanics of the relation betwsen the colaulal siate and the
possantrye AS Tou porrest pointed outy

The appropriation of surplus value was now brought
more directly under the control of the state

machinery through its pricing, tax and credit policies,
public finances were used to support and subsidise
the establishment of capitalist reletionsv, 21

mmw-umm“umdmmﬁ.mmﬁ
avenue for messive accumulavion of revenue. producer prices

were kept well below the rising world market prices consequent
upon the wer induced inflation. por example, during the period
1947 to 195k, approximately 25 million was appropriated from this
muammmntd‘mm“mﬂunmd
the primary producers and the dynamies of class forsation are quite
obvicuse It meant that the bomrds were directly appropriating the
eotusl benefits which would beve gone to Qw direct producerce
In & study conducted by Olatunbosun and (layide>> cn the marketing
boards and thelr effect cn the cutput and inccme of farmers, the
economdc 14fe of the small producers has Leen presentoed as being
genmally miseralle coupled with falling rate of productivity.
Compoddty production was supplemented with suell focd acreages of
the muesian *Iven produces, Ivan consumes® type. 7he study came up
with two principal conclusicnsy {irstly, that the kind of palicies
adopted Ly the boards, particulerly on produce pricing had contributed
to decrensed produciion, ineificient diverevificction of faruing,
the growth of absentee landlorde snd the pledging of tree crops for
loarse gecondly, that the small rure] producers were denjed access
to formal sources of eredit end irgteed, were &riven to produce =
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huyers, money lenders etc., on very harsh terms. The licenced
puying Agents (LBAS) however, were provided these privileges
coupled with their additional roles of serving as creditors to
small farmers and distributers of supplies such as sprayers and
spraying chemicals.

Thus, at the centre of the whole marketing system was the
network of LpAs the commercial capitalist class that occupied a
very strategic place in the country's political economy. Their
major activity was to purchase produce from farmers, assemble
package, handle and transport under the directives of the boards.
They did not shoulder any inyesment risks in their business.
That was why appointments as and LBA becoame a very important
nvmfornddnandquiakwulth.zh This phenomenon arose
from the fact that with the isclation of this class by the state
for special relationship, a situation became established in which
the benefits which would have gone to the peasant producers
actually wento to the LBAs. Thus with the concentration of
productive resources in the hands of the priviledged classes,
the peasants began to lose control over his food, his export crops
and his life generally. ynlike the past, the peasantry lost
control over their sources of inputsjy they lost control over their
land and labour because of increasing commoditization and the
menace of powerful forces, Thus, unlike the Lpis, the peasants
became increasingly incapacitated and vulnerable to poverty,
hnwwpdlﬁulmrudcn.zs

The genesis and historical emergence of the Lpis as a
privileged class has been gradual but remarkable. puring the
colonial period, the business was mainly dominated by foreign
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firmg. It has been reported that in the case of groundmuts
in 1553, there were 22 LBAS, 2 of which were indigenes. In
1958, there were 27, 18 were foreign firms. However, in 1963,
91 existed out of which 19 were foreign firms; and by 1968,
mem-mtofmmzmrm.“ Yahaya
Abdullahits study of sdmto”ha.mnlod that there were 55
cotton LBAs who operated in the whole state during the 1977/78
buying season. All of them were found to be prominent businessmen
and some of them had connections with local or traditional rulers.
worth noting also is the fact that most members of this privileged
class have not even been investing their wealth to re-invigorate
agricul ture. Inthomthmpnruofthoomt:v.pmﬂhu
found the pattern of Lpi's investiment expenditure to be as
follows; produce buying L6x; Real pstate, 21y; Transport, 1l
rrading, Ty contract work, 6. agriculture and industry carried
only 6/ of their investment indicating that most of the wealth
generated from agricultural trade was not invested in agricul ture.

From the discussion, the differemtiating character of
colonial agricultural policies could easily come to focus, It can
be seen that these policles were actually fgeared towards promoting
the interests of the state and merchant capital but in addition
then contributed in grooming a domestic privileged class that
later took over the control of agriculture. on the other hand,

the small rural producers contirued to become wvulnerable to ruling
class exploitation and oppression.
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33« Agrarian capitalism ynder the post-colonial !E
¢he emergence and contimued consolidation of capitalist
agricul ture in yigeria is partly the direct result of the specific

policies pursued by the state especially after independance
in 1960. fthe post-colonia] agricultural policies in the
country have entailed deliberate state intervention with the

intent of facilitating high productivity growth while at the same
time altering the rural class structure. These policies have
outwvardly rejected the old agrarian relations and instituted a
nev order in line with the conception of the state on how to
tackle the food crisis. ynder the post~colonial regime, the
privileged classes that emerged in the rural scene dmring the
colonial period were given a boost, At the same time, a new set
of people who have acquired fortunes within the economy went back
into agricul ture and gave the capitalist class within the sector
an added impetus.

postecolonial agricultural policies in wigeria have been
articulated through the regular five year development plans.
with independance in 1960, the control of the state by yigerians
did not alter the economic pattern pursued by the erstwhile
colonial regime. The First pational pevelopment plan did not
radically depart from the late colonial agricultural policies
in that it was operated under the same stiugtures. pxport
erop production remained the cornerstone of the economic
activity in the country.’” parnings from these agricultural
exports increased tremendously as shown in Table 3.1. below
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TABLE 3.1.

EARNINGS FROM AGRECULIURE 1960=1375

AGRIC COMPONENT OF GIP VALUE OF AGRIC EXPORTS
Year | value (wm) | % of gip | value (wm) | %of GoP | % of
=
1960 | 1,423.8 63l 282.5 12.6 19.8
1961 | 1,465.2 617 283.0 1.9 19.3
1962 19609.6 61.2 260,0 9.9 16.2
1963 | 1,675.0 5947 205.9 10,2 1741
1964 | 1,678.0 57.6 303.9 10.4 18.1
1965 1,69.1.8 Sle9 3273 10.6 19.3
1966 | 1,7B4.1 55.6 292.5 Fe? 16.4
1967 | 1,713.0 5641 264.5 8.7 15.4
1968 1,726.0 55.0 263.7 8.4 15.3
1969 1,Th3.8 53.2 278.7 8.5 16.0
1970 | 1,787.4 5143 280,5 8.0 15.7
1971 39 3ukeT 36.0 265.2 2.8 7.8
1972 | 3,575.3 32,0 190.1 1.7 5e3
1973 | 3,351.8 27.9 2784 2.3 8.3L
1V | 3,206.5 2.7 297.8 2.3 9.2
1975 | 34372.7 234 Dea n.a n.a

source; Be ONINODE pmperialism and ynderdevelopment in wigevia
zed press, London, 1982, p. 163.
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It is obvicus from the table that apart from agriculture

bedng the beckbone of pigeria's econcnmy right from independence,
income from agricultwral exports congtituted the major
couponent of the country's Cress pomestic product over the
years. Tims, the dynamic of accumlation and class formation
in the country have remained the same, The prevailing situation
continued to provide the nascent bourgeoisie increasing access
to state rescurces due to their control ¢f yolitical power.

powever, the politicel situation in the yigerian state
at that time wus quite frugile coupled with the fact that the
prices of the country's export crops were declining repidly.
70 maintgin ite level of earning, the state, through the
marketing boards, raised the ¢ ffective rate of surplus appropriation
from the peasant producers. At the same time, the network of
LBA® and middle men contimued to muke fortunes cut of the
prevailing situation. The trend of peasant indebtedness,
reminiscent of the intensive exploitation of the rural producers
hth-19303nu'dlt.hummp At the nmatiomal
level, the prevailing fiscal crisis has generated serious
ro~thinking within policy circles regarding the problem of
state revenue. The emerging **'T°1°"Restor became the focal
point of revenue derivation especially in the 1970s while
attempts to revitalise agriculture vere undertaken right from
the 1960:in the form of farm settlement schemes. puring that
period (L.e. 1960s) one would not say that migeria had a fully
groomed asgrarian bourgeoisie that had any significant strength
t0 exert pressuse on the state to formulate specific policies in
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their own interest, powever, there existed a conducive
atmosphere in which this priviledged agrarian class could
thrive and intensify its extortion of the peasantry who still
congtituted the backbome of the economy.

The introduction of the parm geltiement gchemes in
1959 marked the initial attempt by the state to institutionalise
agricul turel production away from the traditional cultivators,
this initiative was taken by Chief Akin Deko, the yestern
Regiomal Agricul ture Minister who visited ysreal and thought
that the moshavi plantaticns there "oculd spearhead a possible
agrarian revolutions and thus could be replicated in migeria.>'
The justifications that usually accompany state anti-peasant
policies were also given in this respect. por example, it
has been argued that the support being provided to the small
holders by the state was inadequate to provide socially
desirable changes in their productive techniques and levels
of investment, It was also believed that efforts to medernise
agricul tural production require more fundamental changes in
the basic production units, oOther reasons propounded were
that problems such as those affecting the land tenure, lack
of access to formal sources of capital and lack of familiarity
with new technologieis have impeded the treditional farming
unit from experimenting new production uthodl.n Te achieve
these, the state decided to undertake the basic role of
organiser and manager of production on large-scale schemes,
This responsibility had to fall on the state in the absence of
a strong domestic capitalist class capable of shouldering that
role. Thus, in the western Regicn, by the end of 1966/67,
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g6.4 million wvas spent on the programme at the cost of gl,000
per settler, The figure represented same 8 percent of the
total budget of the ngim-”

Despite the massive support given tc these schemes, they
largely failed in meeting the goals they were set out to achieve.
That apart, the impact of these schemes is polarising the
farming population along class lines was tremend us. The schemes
had benefitted only a few farmers who were considered as posessing
entrepremurial skills. fThis was confirmed in a study conducted
by Nzimiro and Eteng on the scheme in the pastern pegion, They
found that the scheme had resulted in the increasing peasanti-
sation of the rural producers and the embourgeoisment of other
sections of the peasantry. They also recorded massive rural
decapitalization especially that the primary preducers eould not
fix prices for their products. (Generally, they reported the
existence of "economic dependence of the region on monopoly
capitalism and the process ofmdm.lmt'.‘m There wvas
a similar experience in the yestern pegion when pdegeya et al
found that only about 6 percent of the peasants actually bene=-
fitted from the scheme. The rest regarded the settlements as
“ees forbidden territories vhich belonged only to the governmentw, >

with the demdse of the farm settlement schemes, it became
guite clear that the ruling class in yigeria as of then, lacked
a solid foundation to institutionalise capitalist agricul ture.
The dominant agrarian social class then was not very mach
gtounded in the country's political economy. They had yet to
get »onsolidated and become a force to reckon with in the rural

scene and thme be able to influence state policy in that directiom.
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The thrust of the then emerging bourgeois class in the economy
was more towards middlemanship and industry.

However, some of the problems that came about due to the
country's agricultural stagnation started to disappear with
the emergence of petroleum as a major source of accumulation
and class formation. JIndicators of the new oil prosperity
included a phenomenal rise of gpp from ¥9.4 billion in 1970=-T1
to wil. vdllion in 197475, and gross intermational reserves
from barely Us g222 million in 1970, to ys 5203 willion in
191‘.3‘ what this meant was that with the swelling of the
government purse, state spending in various sectors also rose
significantly. The basis for the conslidation of the domestiec
capitalist class became expanded and the poesibility of their
diversification into many other sectors particlarly agricul ture
became prununced.

The 130,000 miilion Third National pevelopment plan
(1975-80), whelly funded wvith oil revemue had supported and
strengthened the emerging capitalist class, Beside the multitude
of infrastructural investments and projects that opened up eamy
averme for members of this class to get richer, the deepening
agrarian crisis and the official insistence on capitalist
agrarian transformation had placed them in a better position to
penetrate and takeover agriculture. The third plan also added
in the rise of real income and provided the base and other
neoessary incentives for the consclidation of the yigerian
capitalist class. !
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The initiation the huge capital intensive agricul tural
programmes such as the River Basin pevelopment juthorities
(rRBDAS) and the yorld Bank pssisted Integrated Agricultural
Development projects (IAppss) in conjunction with a variety
of foreign consultants and partners has provided the agrarian
capitalist class the necessary legal, political and
infrastructural backing to get consolidated. They in turm,
have been influencing state policies in this direction especially
due to the kinds of linkages they have developed wvith foreign
capital and various levels of authority. Besides, the kind
of perception the state has of them, in terms of their ability
to spearhead productivity growth and agricul tural development
has made it to easily succumb to their demands in agricul tural
policy formmlation, por instance, during the pourth Development
plan (1981-85), the pederal Government pledged toy

ese @Ncourage entreprenmuers to establish large-scale

govammont Tor ooeganies wishing b6 oo ixte Jesgo-senls

agricul tural production, for instance, income tax

relief for pimneer enterprises, duty free importation

of farm machinery, additional investment allowance

of 10 percent provision for carrying forward losses,
etc. will be maintained and improved upon as may

be appropriate as a means of inducing production. 38

The provision of these incentives has been accompanid
vith the re-shaping of the land temuresystem in 1978 with the
promulgation of the Land yse pecree. This decree was intended
to promote better security of temure and also encourage the
foreign and domestic capitalist class to invest in agricul ture.
pesides, government has also directed commercial banks to
make special allocations of loans to farmers, (Capitalist farmers
are likely to benefit more from those provisions considering
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the thinking of the state concerning the food crisis and

its view of the forces capable of overcoming it. pesides,

they are also in a better position to provide the needed
collateral security for obtaining loans than any other class

of farmers. Already, Obiako has found that despite the
Migerian jgricultural and Cooperative Bankts (NACB) rhetoric

of alding the small farmer, the bank, because of its stringent
conditions for granting loans ".., seems to be out to aid

those rich pigerian businessmen who have docided to invest in
capitalist farming®.>’ pesides all these, capitalist farmers
have been encouraged to form joint ventures with foreign capital
and the latter has been encouraged with all sorts of incentives,
participation agreements and generous new terms of foreign
exchange including tax holidays. Agricultural production and
processing have been transferred from schedules JI to IIY of the
§izerian pntorprises promotion Act, which mesns that foreigners
can now own up to 60 percent of equity in any agricul tural
enterprise.” jgain, the variety of state agricultural and rural
development projects intended to address the agrarian question
have played a very significant part in widening the arema for
mural differentiation and class formation in the countryside.

3oke puwe) pevelopmemt palicies and Class pexmstios

The emergence and growth of the oild sector of the yigerian
econcmy, as we saw earlier, has immensely contributed to

increased state reverme. The intensification of the food crisis,
therefore, came hand-in-hand wvith increased income and purchasing
pover particlarly of the middle class. The value of the yaire



15
was high and import restrictions on most consumer items were

relaxeds The result of this was a consideruble increase in
the internal demand for food especially ricey vheat flour,
wilk end other imported foods. In the absence of a vaible
source to meet the increased domestic demand for food, the
pigerian government resorted to food imports, (o the other hand,
steps were taken to expand domestic food production through
direct state invelvement in agricul tural production, This
indtiastive was undertaken under the third plan as a means
redically trangorm gigerian agricul ture ostensibly to boost
food supplies wvithout increasing food pricess This strategy took
two broadly structured forms, The firet involved the initiation
of state production schemes, often in concert with international
capital and agribusiness concerns, The second strategy involves
the expanded activities of parnstatals and other agricul turel
ctaganies in marketing and ingut provision.'! hese tadn
measures have promoted differemtiation within the countryside
by attracting elites and "progressiver farmers into production
wvho have been quite keen in establishing large-scale farme,

I the first place, government hed expanded efforts by
establighing food companies that were initially allocated w112
=130, %2 7050 are the pational Livestock production Company
(MirC)s the watiomal Grains production Company (NGrc) end the
Bational Root Crop production Compay (NRCPC)e These coupanies
vere responsible for accelersting production through large-seale
moclwdsed farm units,
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on the other hand, state involvement in agrerian trans-
formation also took the form of establishing capital intensive
projects and programmes in conjunction with intermational capital.
The irrigation schemes, for example, under the RBDAS were ini-
tiated in 1976. They are entirely financed by the federal
government, The schewmes have experienced spectacular expenditure
growth from g1.37 million during the first plan period to about
¥2,26 billion during; the fourth plan period. The projects
cover some 20-25,000 hectsres of irrigated land.’> rhe stated
objectives of these projects since their inception was teo
alleviate the plight of the small farmery to emable him increase
production on his land snd thus be able to sell more crops,
and lastly, wmmum-mmmmm"" However,
inspite of these stated objectives, these schemes by their very
nature and activities have generanted intonse differentiation
and contredictions in the rural soene. The schemes, for example,
are concentrated around small areas involving the takin over
of pecples' lands, Those directly benefitting from the
situation have been the network of bureaucrats, capitalist
farmers and agribusiness. In the case of pakeolori, for instance,
rather than creating small farms of 12.5 acres as envisaged in
the original plan, the consulting company (MASDAR) has encouraged
the development of 350 hectare 'development farms* that have
erded up in the hends of the wealthy class of farmers. Since
their inception, these schemes ha¥e been involved in the
disruption of existing production units and the enforcement of
capitalist relations of production. At Tiga dam, for example,
about 13,000 pecple were uprooted from their homes and re-settled
on barren land, far from water, dependant on tankers to provide
even daily drinking water.'” jltheugh the role of large-scale
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farmers is less glaring in the case of irrigation schemes, in
both pakolori and xano piver mre jects, it has been claimed
that businessmen with interest in agricul ture have been
wuumwmnmm."‘ Infact in
the case of pakolori, many peasants were killed by a detatchment
of mobile policemen for daring to protest the dubious non~payment
dmﬂmfw%lmﬂ.h&nmfumm.w

The integrated sgricultural peveloment projects started
in 1975 do not involve the displacement of the small producers
like the irrigation projects. However, they also emerged out
of the prevailing disdain and loss of confidence in the autonomous
peasant farmers., Its major emphasis is on increasing agricul tural
producitivity by introducing changes in the farming systems.
A 1977 project progreass report stated that,

The traditional farming systems have
satisfied the peasant farmer but

carmot standup to the change .of a

growing Tsum and a rapidly developing
country.

Thus, the Alps are oriented towards stimulating agricul tural
productivity through a package of incentives to farmers and
the provision of inputs. The first Appss were launched at

Gusau, puntua and gombe, costing about y98 million funded by
the yorld pank in conjunction with the pederal and state

governments.

The puntua Agricultural Development project (pApp) which is
located in our study area was formally launched in 1975 following
a feagibility study conducted by the bank in 1972. The estimated
population covered by the project area was 905,000 as of the
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year it wes started. jAccording to a papp document, the "pro-
curement, distribution and sell for cash or credit, of fertili-
zers, seeds, insecticides, sprayers, ox-draw equipment tractors
and other necessary supplies» is the responsibility of the
project=. 1t 1s within this context that the differentiating
dynamics of the project have unfolded. por the project
distinguishes between traditional, "progressive» and large-scale
formers with the last two having much access to project facilities
and general attention. por instance, it has been reported that
nearly 60y of the project extension staff visits were concentrated
on progressive and large-scale farmers who constitutes only
-mtza.uumrmumuu.so Besides, once a large=-
scale farmer has been identified, the project concentrates its
efforts on him, por example, it aids the individual in securing
loans. puring the 1979/80 growing season, up to 2000 tonnes of
fertilizer was specifically kept aside as an assured supply for
large-scale rm.51
186 large-scale farmers (100 and above), 19,562 progressive

By 1979, therefore, the project had listed

farmeru and 66,438 peasant cul tivators,around thou'u.sz ma
study conducted on this project, xungwai>> has shown the existence
of a class ol sgentlenen larmers* who emerged and go ¢t sonsolidated,
compused mainly of people who have been central in enjoying the
inputs and expertise provided by the project,

The conclusion that could be reached draswing from these
trends in gigeriats agriculture is that whichever way one looks
at it, agricul tural development in the countyy is no longer an
undertaking reposed on the peasaniry. por every dimension of
state agricultural policy is oriented towards shedding the
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structures and relations characterising traditional peasant
production., Even under the current structural ,djustment programme
(sap)s despite the state's insistence on solving the country's
agricul tural problems through better pricing of peasant produce,
the actual fact is that capitalist farmers are the undisputed
beneficiaries, 7This is because agricultural policies based on

the tenets of 5)\p have assumed from the ocutset that the entire
crisis facing yigeriats agriculture has to do with undexproduction,
this policy has clearly addressed the aspirations of capitalist
farmers who are desperatsly in need of modern technology to expand
production, Again, the emphasis on privatisation of virtuwally
every single aspect of the agricultural sector has further made

the agrarian and peasant question more complex. previous policies
of government intervention in agriculture, despite their claim

of protecting the peasantry, did not actually shield them from the
encroaclment of capitalist farmers and agribusiness corporations.
The privatisation of agricultural parastatals and the deregulation
of bank Zhtexrest rates might also widen the scope of rural
differentiations by denying small farmers access to credit while
capitalist farmers oontimue to benefit from these Mﬂm.s‘.

70 sum it all, yigeriat's rural development policies, formulated
with the intention of addressing the agrarian question have
engineered a wvide variety of mechanisms within the social formation
that enhanced differentiations and class formation in the country-
side. The situation had also further widened the chances of emerging
opportunities that have instigated the coming of alliances between
the various segments of capital, the state and agribusiness.
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3.5. 1Ihg State, Capitalist Farmers and Agribusiness
The existence of close linkages between the state, capitalist
farmers and sgribueiness is motivated Ly & variety of business contacte
exicting for a long period of time, The aim was to enhance private
capitalist accumlation in the agricultural sector of countries where
agribusiness comcerns have an interest,

Tus, right froa e coledal pericd as wo sew, multinational
firus with interest in cgriculture such as Unilever have increasingly
expanded thelir interests in Nigeria, Im 1920, for emample, they bought
the Royal Miger Compaiy and slso estadlished the United Africn Company
which, by 1936 had more than S6 percent of all Mdgerian exports in
palm-0il and Kernels, cocas and w:rt-ss. These oconglamoraten an we
indicated, wore, in conjunction with the atate, very central in the
exploi tation of the peasantry during the colonial period, They were
alepo ndghly insirusental in enhancing differentiations and the creation
of privileged classes ia the rural seene. Also with the coming into
dozinance of the existing assumptions and strategies which seek to
replece traditionel farwing with moderm capitalist farming, this
process hud get intensified, The establishment of state capltal-intensive
schemes and the encouragement of private large-scale farming, the
agribusivess hes found sesy avemues to penetrete Nigerian agriculture.
On their own parts, the trenmetional sgribusiness firme bave found in
Migeria, attractive opportunities they always look fort
"large and growing markets, ample rav materials, an appropriately
skilled labour force and an extensive and reliable infrastructmre.

It locks for govermments that are stable with effective and
helpful aduinistratican, It wents favourahie investument codes,



fiscal regime and custom ru\na'uans'.“

Tms, the variety of capitalist agrarian undertakings pursued
in yigeria notalbly called the Green Revolution are consistant
vith the designs and aspirations of the agribusiness in their
bid to facilitate agrarian cepitalist accumlation in the Third
vorld in line with their aspiraticng and goals. por the Nigerian
state, hovever, its orave to pursue this course is geared towards
attracting foreign investment so as to enhance capjtal, technical
know-how and managerial capscity in order to hasten the capitalist
path of economic development it had chosen. Thms, agribusiness
corporations have targetted and got involved in a series of publiec
agricul tural undertakings. They have also found markets in the
emerging large-scale farmers who already possess the resources
and are willing to patronise and work closely with agribusiness.

The teaming up these triple forces has resulted in the
emergence of an agricultural syndicate that has consciously
re-directed the course of yigerian agricul ture towards profit
and ecapital acoumlation, pach of these forces as we indicated
earlier has a specific role in the union. The state has contimued
to eontribute resources and provide the neceesary political and
legel protection to the agribusiness and capitaliet farmers.
Agribusiness, by virtue of its control and monopoly over tech-
nology and capdtal resources, has continued to provide the capital,
the technology and those skills that are crueial in enhancing
capdtalist production. por instance, in 1981, nineteen jont
ventures were plenned in Nigeria by companies from praszil, Ccanada,
mmmmtﬂu.s" pven before then, the ynited states
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pepartment of Apgricul ture in conjunction with the pigerian
govermment established the Joint jpgricul ture Consul tative comnmittee
(Jicc) with the intention to emcourege y,.s5, agribusiness cor~
mumumnumwmm” "his, according
to goldderg, falls in line with the mission of these corporations
whoge intention was to »deliver a package of technological and
menagerdial sidlls for growing, processing, and marketing of
poduce, and they are willing to apply thelr expertise and even
train local nationeleas their successors™’ (puphasis idded).
fms, the domsstic agrarian capitalist clasa, being a force that
is still caming up, depends on state and agridmsiness patronage
in order to survive and carryout its activities. mowever, their
control of a significant amount of resources, their acceptance of
wodern farm practices, their indepth penctration into the rurel
areasy and thelr genaegel prospect of developing fully into an
agrarian bourgeois class have made them guite acceptable to the
union, Individually and collectively, these forces have contimued
to direct the course of gigerian agricul ture to correspond with
the requiresents of capital. Agridbusiness corporations, for imstance,
are the sources that recomuend, specify and supply the type of
maéhinary being used in the country. Thus, between 1975 and 1981,
imports of agricul turel machinery from this source rose from §50
mwﬂwmm m 1981 alone, the northern states
imported 1,700 trectors from the y.5, based company Mussery
perguocn.®’! jgricultural equipnent from the ynited Kingdom, vest
Germany and justraliz were supplied to yigeria by merican bdesed
corporations such g2 pord, Meseery Ferguscom, John Deere and
MMWMQ
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The coming of international agribusiness into gatsina and
Kaduna states is not a recent development. Right from 1962,
the ynited states Agency for Intermational pevelopment sAID) had
established large-scale agricul tural demonstration projects at
Mando, near Kaduna tewn. This was establighed wvith the active
support of the then yorthern Region govermment and ysAIp has since
then been providing support for large-scale agricul tural undertakings
in the state and beyond., The administrative and political centrality
of yaduna has continued to attract into it a number of agricul tural
and other concerns, The state has turned into a residential and
operational headquarters for both serving and retired military
officers, top bureaucrats, businessmen etc, Ry virtue of their
political and business contacts, these elements have influenced the
gravitation of oritical agricultural resour.es into the state and
have further influenced the attraction of both state agricul tural
agencies and projects as well as branches of many agribusiness into
Kaduna, These includes the pederal pertiliser Company, yatiocmal
Grains production Company, the Natiomal Livestock production Company
and the yigerian pgricul tural and Cooperative pank. Agribusiness
branches in the state includes the plezengoff yest African Limited,
SCOAGRI, the Green pingers ete. It could be seen, therefore,
that the kind of relation that exist between the state, capitalist
farmers and agribusiness is the type that eath of them needs in order
to exist and prosper. This, however, does not preclude occasional
disagreements and struggles over opportunities. Agribusiness
corporations, for example, by virtue of their control of the needed
resources and know-how could use this card in order to tune the

63

buginess environment in its favour, The state and the domestic
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capitalist class on the other hand, use their control of home
influence and their control of political power to mould existing
situations in their favour. powever, these possible areas of
contradiction, important as they are in understanding the dynamics
of rurel accumilation, are not fundamental, since both sides

are equally aware of their common collective interests and the
necessity of remaining together in order to preserve their common
interests.

3.6, capitalist parmers, Agribusiness and yood security.

The question that has contimued to recurr among analyste of

the food situation in the Third wyorld has been the intricate
relationship that exists between the alliance of capitalist farmers

nad agribusiness on the one hand and the whole guestion of food
security and rural immesarisation on the other. The question
becames the more pruminent especailly when viewed from the fact
that the actions and aspirations of these two warring sides run
counter to one another with capitalist forces daily gaining ground
at the expense of the subordinate rural classes. The question of
food security thus, is a class question especially when viewed
from the fact that it is the subordinate classes that suffer most
from food insecurity.

7o begin with, it is important to realise that the operations
of both the agribusiness and capitalist farmers are geared towards
profit and accumulation rather than feeding the society. poth
are part and parcel of the capitalist transformation that disrupts
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and distorts the peasant sconomy. poth are committed to the
concentration of available farm rescurces into fewer hands and
the increased proletarianisation of the peasantry., In Nigeria,
the designs of these forces have led to massive displacement and
marginalisation of the peasantry from their hnd.‘l‘ pesides, the
contimied importation and imposition by these forces of "mipacle
seeds” - such as improved wheat, rice, maize - and exotic high
breed chicken has contimued to threaten Third yorld, and particu-
larly nigeriats food stability. por example, it has been reported
that a number of exotie chicken diseases have been imported into
§igeria because of ineffective guarantee lnd.dlﬂmos m 1979,
the pirector of pederal Livestock pepartment (FLD) DTe KeBe David-
west confirmed that a number of livestock and poul try diseases such
as parek, gumboro, Egg drop syndrome etec. have already been introduced
into the mtq.“ This genetic subversion and imperialism has
meant the sabotaging of local varieties which have sustained the
society for a very long time,

Furthermore, the jational jpccelerated rood production programme
(naFpP) initiated in 1972 by the government has been responsible for
the supply and indoctrination of farmers to adopt the new seed
varieties and engage in the use of fertilizers and tractors, powever,
what most govermments have failed to address is the fact that all
these provisions have, in the end, failed to tackle the food problem.
fhis is because in the first place, the majority of the rural
producers have not been used to the application of modern inputs,

pesides, access to these new inputs has been the exclusive preserve
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of the rich farmers who have the financial resources to afford them,
Thus, under this situation, the predominant majority of the farmers
become dislodged from their original farming practices without
having the means to afford the newly introduced modexrm ones. This
problem, therefore, necessarily leads to their inability to confi-
dently produce what to eat talk less of feeding the society. Little
wonder that Dr. yorman porlaug the exrchitect of the high yield

varieties has warned that;

the green revolution did not represent a solution
to the food problem; rather, it was a means of
buying time, perhaps an additional 15 or 20
yearsees 67

Another repercurssion of the alliance between the agribusiness
and the domestic capitalist class centres around the dangerous re-
direction and distortion of the consumpiion patterns of many Third
world states ineluding yigeria. Ruth Rama has documented this danger
by showing how the agribusiness diverted domestic production away
from the satisfaction of local needs in favour of export crop produc-
tion to the advanced capitalist countries. rhe crops most favoured
by the capitalist farmers and agribusiness and needed by the multi-
nationals, replaced local staple crops on the best lands because of

guranteed prices for the httu-.‘s

she showed in the case of pexice
that between the mide 1960s and the late 1970s, the actual land
area covered by the country's staple crops and cotton fell by 1.4
million hectares approximately while the area under oil-seeds and
feed grains rose proportionately. In pthiopia, the rtalian firm
MAESCO, in conjunction with big farmers has produced alfalfa for

feeding animals in Japan in a region where thousands of people and
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their livestock had to be evicted; some later got -'tn."r.d.s9

In the case of yigeria, a similar situation obtains in which
destructive policies have been central in the coming of rural
immesarisation and food insecurity in a society penetrated by
acquisitive forces. por example, in 1971, cadbury migeria pimited
installed a tomatoes pure extraction plant in zaria and stuck a
vgentleman's agreement~ with the small farmers in the area to acquire
their lands and/or produce for the company. Ry 1974 Cadbury not
only doubled the asreage for tomato production, but also expanded
its operation into other areas like yam processing into Wom
Local farmers around the area drastically shifted their attention
from their subsistence production to satisfy the needs of Ccadbury.
This situation has had a drastic impact on the peasants involved in
the deal. por Ly abandoning their traditional farming to satisfy
the needs of Cadbury, they have ended up tempering with the basis of
their livelihood in order to meet the requirements of the company.

Thus, the major predicament caused by these developments on
the food supply systems of many countries has led to the spread of
a technology and production relations that are not geared towards the
production of affordable necessary crops., Rather, it has only led
to the consolidation of the alliance between the agribusiness and
the emerging agrarian capitalist class-which is still not mature
enough to exist on its own, por it still require the assistance and
patronage of foreign capitalists to be able to hold on to their
domination of the rural poor.



3.7. Comelusion

The development of capitalist relations in Nigerian agriculture,
which we suv as having its roots in the colonial period has created
a priviledged agrarian class while at the same time making others
casualities. We have seen that begimning with the colonial peried, a
wide variety of differentiating mechanisms and processses have been
initiated in the rual scene, with their consequences on the subordinate
rural classes. State agricultural policies since the early 1970s have
been pregnant with desperate but consistent attempts to condemm the
peasantry and promote the capitalist agricul ture.

The contimued intensification of capitalist agricul tural policies
in Nigeria from evidence, has generated a miserable differentiating
dynamic manifested atleast three levels: firstly, the growing private
acquigition of land for capitalist agricultural purposes has beem in
the forefront in deepening the dislocation of the peasantry thereby
ejecting them out and depriving them of their means of livelihood, A
oumber of them have been forced to join the ranks of the expanding
rural proletariat or graduate as lumpen elements. Secondly, this
expanding army of the dispossessed and the deprived have become the
inevitable victims of poverty. Thirdly, and deriving from the second,
rurel-urban migration has intensified due to this growing poverty.

A large number of the pauperised peasantry that could not be accomodated
as rurel labourers have been forced o migrate to the cities. Lastly,
the overall result of these trends and processes has assumed a poliiical
dimension wherely the society has become increasingly divided along
class lines.
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CHAPTER POUR

DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS

In the last three chapters of this thesis, we have looked
at the genesis of the agrarian problem in yigeria. ye further
examined the theoretical dimensions of the agrarian guestion
by reviewing the . entire debate on the agrarian problem and ended
up by arguing in favour of loocking at concrete situations on
their own merit. In the third chapter, a closer look at state
policies has convinced us that the concentration of the means of
agricul tural production in fewer hands has been of paramount
importance in almost all agricultural policies promulgated by the
Nigerian state regardless of their pretentions to the contrary.

This chapter begins with a presentation of the basic infor-
mation on the population within the study area. fthis information
is on the characteristics of the farming population in the study
area and the agrarian workers whose lives are shaped by the new
agrarian order.

we consider this necessary if a clear picture of the soclety
within which capitalist agrarian relations occur and the pre-
conditions that warranted the survival and thriving of capitalist

large-scale farmers in the study area are to be understood.

lels pemographic characteristics of the study Area

The demographic characteristics of the areas covered by this
study are fundamentally similar except that certain minor
differences do exist between them.
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the basic meeting point of these characteristics and
structures is that they serve the same purposes regardless of
their location, pesides, they are being threatemed ly the
same force, i.e. a new emergent system of production that is

gradually, putting their essence asunder.

bete1.  pge Distribution smong peasants and jgrarian yorkers
gvmd in thom

A very important and conspicuocus aspect in the soeial
organisation of productive activities of the people in our
survey area is age, Age has been found to constitute the
oriterion which determines the degree of work to be done
by individuals. The large-scale capitalist farmers, even
though they do not reeruit labour based on age are astually
congeious of the ages of their workers in assigning specifiec
duties in their farming operations, pata obtained from both
our peasant and agrarian worker respondents had indicated that
a higher proportion of them are in the young to the middle
age categories as the table below indicates,
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AGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE SAMPLES OF PEASANT FARMERS AND
AGRARIAN WORKERS IN THE SURVEYED HOLDINGS

Age Interwval yumber of peasants §o. of yorkers

15 -2 19 (9+5%) 13 (13%)
25 - 3 57 (28.5%) 32 (32)
35 - by 76 (38%) 29 (2%)
k5 - 54 3 (1) 21 (21%)
55 - 64 b (%) 3 ()

65 and above Nene (§) 2 (2)

200 (100%) 100 (100x)

TOTAL
source; uestiomnaire on the two classes of respondents.

It is pertinent to note that the two age categories with
the highest number of respondents among the peasants (i.e 25-3)
and 35-Ll) are age groups in their prime and quite in a
position to undertake significant farm work. This runs contraxy
to the popular view that most of the yonger rural age groups
have moved to the cities, leaving the older generations alone to
farm. As for the capitalist farmers, their preference for
stronger age groups is logical because it is within such groups
that they find people with the energy and probably the skill
to woxk,

le1e2. Qecupational characterisites
The main economic activity of the inhabitants of the survey

area is the cultivation of the land, This is because the
overvhelming majority of the population depend omn it directly or
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indirectly for their livelihood. The farmers in this area
can be fundamentally categorised into two, There are a few
capitalist farmers who constitutes 13.8 percent of our total
sample of fammers. Their aim in going inte famming wes to
generate profit. This class of farmers also have tractors and

other modern farm equipment. Mnln-plwm
(farm labourers) in their farming operations.

The necond class of farmers are the peasants who emstitutes
86.2 porcent of our total sample of farmers. This class of
farmers produce basically to consume and dispose the rest in
the market.

The survey also indicated that farmers in the area cone
sciously allocate plots for the production of millet, maize,
guinea~corn, rice, ginger, groundmuts, cotton, onions and other
orops sparingly; but not haphazardly cultivated at the
same time. Intercoropping is quite common, pHowever, crops such
as rice, onions and sugar-cane are normally cultivated in the
fadames (low land plots) while the other crops mentioned above
are grown on upland plous (E)-inlymmmm

peside farming, both the large—-scale and peasant farmers
in the area also conduct other occupational activities. The
table below indicates a broad categorisation of these occupations
beside farming itself.



TABLE 4.2.

SECONDARY OCCUPATIONAL CATEGORISATION OF BOTH LARGE=SCALE
AND PEASANT FARMERS IN THE SURVEY SAMPLE,

PEASANT PARMERS (n=200) LARGE~SCALE = FARMERS (0=32)
Type of No.| % Type of Noe | %
Business pusiness
petty tmede! 77 | 38.5 mmufacturing | L4 | 12.5
Farm

Labourers | 50 | 25 Merchandise 16 50
craft 33| 16.5 contrect 21 65.6
services k| 20 Transport T | %

others 6 18.7

sources; Interviews (1988), (uestionnaire (pecember 1990)

It is clear from this tzble thut beside farming, both
peagant and large-seale farwers in the survey area slso engaged
in other businesses. 4 majority of the peasants in the
survey eree (38.9%), for example, engage in pelty treding such
as the keeping of stalls to sell items, hawking, meat selling
ete, Fifty percent have indicated selling their labour as
xn_k-gemoﬁuﬁﬂ-mummm-nfm.
5080 (1.0¢ 16.5¢) eve in eraft such as mat making, blacksmithing,
pot making ete, while those in the category of »service" were
mainly barbers, praise singers, local malams, cloth washers,
nail cutters, ete.
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The capitalist farmers on the other hand were found in
businesses corresponding with their class positions. pHowever,
unlike the peasant farmers, the capitalist farmers in our
sample were found to be in a wide range of businesses. por
example, a single capitalist farmer could be a merchant and at
the sametime be a contractor and a transporter. Those in the
category of »wothers® are mainly those with interests in the
banking and hotel businesses,

on their own part, the 100 agrarian workers covered in this
survey indicated that they survive mainly by working on the
capitalist holdings we have covered while 50% have indicated
sharing plots of land tat homet'. Thirty percent of the workers
mainly temporary and seasonal said they also engage in petty trade,
backyard farming, apprenticeship training.

It is clear from the foregoing that even from tother oceou-
pations' undertaken hy our respondents, their class position
eould eagily be understood. por example, no peasant farmer can
be mamufacturer while no capitalist farmer can be say a local

meat seller,

Lels3e gources and ytilization of Labour

The traditional sources of labour in the survey area santee

around the extended family, hired labour or a combination of these.
post of the peasants in the area depend heavily on their family
hands for farming activities. This is normally the case especially
for those whose production is primarily geared towards self-
sustenance. A majority of the peasants, therefore, camnot afford
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the services of yan kwadago (from labourers). The large-scale
farmers on the other hand, could afford that because they have
the finaneial resources coupled with the fact that their huge
tracts of farmland are too large for family labour, The table
below: shows the proporticn of the two different classes of
farmers in the sample in relation to the type of labour they
utilized.

ZABLE lie3y

TYPES OF LABOUR UTILIZED BY OUR RESPONDENTS ACCORDING
TO THEIR CLASS POSITION.

Type of Labour peasant parmers % Ccapitalist %
parmers
pamily lsbour only 127 6.5 © g
gired labour only 22 1 32 100
poth family and
gired labour 51 25.5 0 0
®OTAL 200 100 32 100

gource; (uestionnaire (pecember 1990), Interview (1988).

It is clear from the table above that the types of labour
being utilized by our raspondents vary with their class position.
& majority of the peasants covered in the sample (63.5%) depend
on fanily labour for their productive activities because that is
what they can afford, pifty-one percent (514%) of the peasants
utilized both family and hired labour and only a small frection

(11%) mainly composed of rich peasants were found to have employed
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the services of yan kwadago only in their farming activities.

All the 32 capitalist farmers covered mentioned labour
(especailly skilled) as one of the major constraints in their
farming activities in their farming activities. pany of them
had to rely on labourers who migrated from neighbouring areas.
yor example, out of the 100 agricultural workers covered in the
survey, 47 of them said ty were migrants. yhen asked further,
28 said they came from neighbouring towns, 14 from neighbouring
states such as gokoto, Kano and plateau, and five (5) said

they were from giger Republic.

The importance of labour and its constraining nature in
agricul tural production and the fact that many people in the area
had to sell their laboud to survive has made even the 'self-
sufficient' small holders to sell their labour, yor example,

50 out 4f the 200 peasants covered oonceeded to having once worked
as labourers on the farms of others. The increasing trend of
labour commercialisation portreys the sort of changes that are
ocouring in which labour which used to be "domated» to okhersin
the form of gayya (commal work) is now for sale. The major kinds
of work undertaken on the farms, especially the capitalist farms
includes planting, spraying,weeding, harvesting and threshing,
gsome of these works are undertaken with machines, on theirowm
part, the large-scale farmers do not partake actively in any
productive activities. In fact, TO percent of those covered by
this study are absentee land lords, residing in the urban areas

especially Kaduna town,
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ke2. Methods of Land soquisition in the survey area

one of the principal factors governing the ownership
and control of agricul tural production in history had
always been the manner in which land was acquired. The process
through which this factor of production is commered by various
forces ultimately determines who controls which land and
thus control agriculture generally. (Consequently, the
agrarian relations of production in our survey area signifi-
cantly pertray the forces in competition to acquire land, to
pat it under their contxol and subsequently direct the course
of agriculture and most affairs associated with it. This is
congistent with the general laws governing the development of
agrarian relations under capitalism,

Thus, in order to have an insight into the land tenmure
practices in the area coverdd, we asked the farmers in the
sample to give information on how they acquired the farmlands
over which they held ocultivation rights at the time of the
study, prom the responses gathered, we were able to notice
a congiderable overlapping of temure in the area. That is,
a single farmer may hold units of land under different types
of temure., (verall, the principal land acquisition methods
we found in force were; imheritance (gado), purchase (saye),
eAft (muta, rent (haya), exchange (musaye), pledge (iingina)
and confiscation (kwace). The table below shows the land
tenure methods employed by the two classes of farmers covered.
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Tﬂ hlh'

MODEOF LAND ACQUISITION AMONG PEASANT AND LARGE-SCALE
FARMERS IN OUR SAMPLE

TENURE METHOD | PEASANT PARMERS | CAPITALIST
(m=200) PARMERS (nm=32)
Taherd tence 11 10
yurchase 55 32
Gift L7 B
Loan 60 -
Exchange L 13
rledge 9 -

gources; (uestionmaire (1990), Interviews (1988)

periving from the above table, we vndertake a discussion
of these termre methods with the aim of understanding their
nature and the degree to which the classes of farmers we covered
acquired their farmlands through them.

Le2s1. (a) Inheritance; Inheritance of land arises with the
death of a personts relation, notably his father. In muslim

areas the division of the inherited land among the deceased's
children is normally done by the Alkali (judge) or a selected
scholar, Incase the deceased person had no children, his relations
would inherit the land. Among the non-muslim comumnities

hovever, the laws governing inheritance are nermally derived

from tradition, In this case too, inheritance comes up only
after a personts death and an inherited land is passed to rela-
tions, notably children.
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In the area covered by this study, inheritance is
undoubtedly the dominant method of land acquisition especially
among the peasant farmers. In the four (4) villages combined,
it accounted for more than 50y of tenure patterms in each
agea. The highest number was in Zonkwa where it accounted for
a little above 60%. Among the capitalist farmers, however,
even though this method has not featured prominently as purchase,
yet, in the case of zaria Local government prea, 50y of the
large-scale farmers interviewed admitted that they acquired

portions of their farmlands via this method.

both
on the whole, discussions with/the peasant and large-scale

farmers have revealed that inheritance as a method of land
acquigition has been central in the disintegration and sub-
divigion of family holdings.

Le2.2. (b) purchase; purchase of land literally involves it
being taken over from a person in retumm for cash. The nature
of the transaction in this enterprise is the same as the market
exchange of any commodity. 7The sale price of land, therefore,
has a direct relationship with its size, quality and location,

Incidences of land purchase occurred in all the villages
covered. This method, for example, accounted for an average of
20y of the total number of holdings in the entire sample of
peasant farmers, This method is of greater importance in yakawada,
where about 50% of farmers admitted having acquired parts of
their farmlands through this method,
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among the capitalist farmers, however, all the 32 indicated
that they purchased substantial portions (over 50%) of their
farmlands. gome large-scale farmers have claimed that they
purchased parts of their farmlands as ‘pusht mostly from govern—
ment and later developed it.

what is quite obvious is that there is a general gravitation
in the area for change towards the direction of land commercia~
lisation, por example, L3¢ of the peasants covered have indi-
cated that they have sold some 20 = LOY of their farmlands mainly
to capitalist fmrmers. The general trend towards commercial
land transaction could partly be attributed to increased population
pressure on existing land and the fact that many peasants need
the money to meet other pressing needs. Also, out of these who
sold their lands, 40X have indicated that they sought the consent
of their village heads before the transaction took place, but
only as witnesses,

Le2.3 (b) poan (ARO)/Rent (Haya):; Loan refers to land acquired
mrtqommmllyuthammmt(eg), galla
is customarily a payment with a portion of the crop cultivated
on the land., Thus, it is a rent in kind which is unfixed and
quite unrelated to the quality and size of the land, ynder the
defunct calipha/social organisation, it was paid by peasants and
slaves in order to legitimise the ownerts title to the land and
reinforce their allegience to him,

Rent, on the other hand, involves a situation whereby, land
is acquired through negotiation regarding the amount of money to
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be pald and the period of use. This method can easily be
differentiated from loan due to its being formal, involving

cagh.

From the survey conducled, an average of 20% of the total
sample of peasant farmers claimed that they acquired parts of
the lands they cultivate through a combination of these two
methods. on the other hand, ncne of the capitalist farmers intex-
viewed has claimed to have acquired any of his land through this
method.

Le2.he (c) Gift (kayauta); Gift memns giving the land cut free
of charge to others. fThis is common mainly among family members
especAally to the younger members of the family. among our
sample of peasant farmers, 26 out of the 47 who claimed to have
acquired parts of their lands in the form of gift said they were
given by their uncles, 6 by their older brobhers and 6 by their
friends.

piscussion with the farmers has revealed that this is the
method usged to initiate the younger ones into independent farming.
small wonder that about L5 of those who said they got portions
of their lands through this method beleng to 15 - 2| years of age
category. on their part, ncne of the capitalist farmers we covered
said they acquired their farmlands through this method.

ke2.5. pxchange; Exchange in land trensaction involves the taking
of a person's land in return for another one elsewhere. This method

of land acquisition is mainly engineered by capitalist farmers



107 .

who annex peasant farmlands especially those bordering their

own farm in return for an #alternative* land elsewhere. Thirteen
(13) capitalist farmers in all (2 in yplumfashij 3 in puntua,

L in zaria, 4 in gachia) indicated having expanded their farmlands
through this method, Among the peasant farmers, L1 of them
(1.e. 9 in yammama, 14 in mairuwa, 8 in yakawada and 10 in zonkwa)
said they acquired parts of their existing farmlands through
exchange notably with large-scale farmers and yulaks,

Le2.6. confiscation; rhis method of land acquisition is common
in our study area. It presupposes a situation vhereby, peasant
lands are being taken over by powerful forces notably the state
or capitalist farmers. fThis is normally done for a variety of
reasons ranging from arguing that the land belonged to their
ancestors to claims of development undertakings, The influence
of traditional authorities has been very crucial in foreing the
peasants to give up valuable farmlands. 0f the 32 large-scale
farmers we covered, none of them confessed that they ever confis-
cated peasant lands. guch information had only been secured {rom
the peasants themselves and also from past records., por exauple,
& colonial document entitled A Memo on Rural Land policy in the
Borth prepared in 1929 has described how peasaut lands were
persistently appropriated by the well-to-dao in close collaboration

with traditional authorities, Also, the 1981 Kaduna state Land

yr_vuti_gtionnwthﬁllofmhnmtdmmm
wvere forced to surrender their lands amidst intimidation and

harrassment by traditionsl anthorities.
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Also, confessions from the peasants covered have showed
that seven (7) peasants in all (1 in yYammama, 3 in pairuwa, 2 in
Yakawada and 1 in Zonkwa) have parted with their lands not out
of their own wish, piscussion with them has indicated that
three (3) were "advised» by the village head to sell while the
rest had their farmlands encircled by that of a large scale
farmer, thus forcing them to sell their lands to them.

Pledge; pledge arises vhen some farmers, out of necessity
pledge their farmlands in most cases for cash to settle pressing
matters. This mede of land acquisition is not common in our
study area. por example, of the 32 capitalist farmers inter-
viewed, none of them admitted acquiring any portion of his land
through this method, However, among the peasants, 9 of them
(i.e¢ 2 in yammama, 1 in mairuwa, 3 in yakawada and 3 in zonkwa)
said they held title to a significant portion of their lands
through this method.

From the foregoing discwssion, it is obvious that even
though the farmers in the study area have originally acquired
their lands through a wide variety of methods (inheritance, gift
etc), the increasing commercial transaction of land in the area
has made this factor of production a commodity. The purchase
and sale of land in the area has become prominent, a situation
which, generally, encourages the activities of land speculators
and potential confiscatérs. The increasing level of land
commercialisation could also be ascertained from the incidences
of land purchase by capitalist farmers. All the 32 covered
indicated purchase as the principal method they acquired their
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farmlands, 7Thus, the varying methods of land acquisition which
exist saultaneously in the area has indicated that even though
commercialisation of land has been growing, the traditiomal
methods of acquiring land also have tended to survive indicating
that the peasantry is yet to be totally removed from the land.

be3s Large-Scale Parmers in the survey Area and their
Pproduction ymplements

A very significant area of measuring the changes which
capitalist farmers have been bringing into the countryside is

the rate at which they have mechanised agriculture. This is
because agricultural capitalism and the advancement of the pro-

ductive forces have tended to be at par,

However, even though in some capitalist farming enclaves
traditional implements are still being used, indicating that total
mechanisation has not been achieved, the introduction of modern
farm implements is still regarded as the best option in emhancing
productivity and the elimination of the traditional methods of
production. Thus, the large-scale farmers we have covered in
the study area are in command of considerable farm resources
such as tractors, planters, harvesters, beom sprayers etc. which
vere 8ither purchased directly from the headgquarters of the
agribusinesses or at their local agencies. A few of the capita-
list farmers (7) we interviewed said they have been turning for
support to nearby Tractor Hiring Centres or to the Apps in Funtua
oy Maigana. This is because the machines in their posession

vere not adequate to cater for their needs.

Thus, if we take the degree of farmmechanisation to measure
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the extent of the changes being brought about by the capitalist
olass, it would be seen that those with larger hectares and

bigger financial resources are better placed. por esample, whereas
at mgaj-ka-Ganin farm owned by Alhaji garba pmani the size of
machinery was congiderable (20 tractors, 8 planters, 16 boom sprayers,
3 harvesters and many other machines), at ilheri farm (251 hectares)
owned ty Alhaji passan Iro, the degree of farm mechanisation was
slight. Iafact, he indicated during interview that, she
juntua project had always been his major source of getting machinexy
for his farm work. ye saw only one tractor and a few light
machines such as hand sprayers on his farm. Thus, if the agricul-
tural enterprises covered by the survey are ranged according to
their degree of mechanisation, a wide range of variations would be
noticed. For example, beside the “Sal-ka-ganiv farm, there exist
others of its nature in the various pleces we covered. In Malumfashi
area, there is; the Manema farm owmed by rmsa msawa (10 tractors,
6 planters, 12 boom sprayers, 1 harvester and others); pali farms
owned by galiru gafur (12 tractors, 8 planters, 16 boom sprayers and
2 harvester). (mimuna farm owned by Alhaji A. Bello ( 8 tractors,
7 planters, 12 bcom sprayers, 2 harvesters etc.).

In puntua pocal Government Area, the farms which could be
rated as being close to r"gai-ka-Gani" are the Sambo parm owned by
general shehu yartadua. It is highly mechanised with 15 tractors,
9 planters, 18 boom spreyers, 13 hervesters and a host of other
machines. In zaria Local Government iree, 2 farms (i.e. Nuba parms
and ¥,1.5, Farws) were found to be the most mechemised. Nuba had
7 tractors, 5 planters, 11 boom sprayers, and 1 hervester while
¥.I.S. had 8 tractors, 6 planters, 9 boom spreyers, 2 harvesters

and other machines. Lastly, in gachia, wve have 2ls0 recarded
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farms with substantial mechanisation like the ones in other places.
For example at Ladan Zuru's farm, there were 8 tractors, 4
planters, 6 boom sprayers, 1 harvester and others., Also at Karama
farms, we saw 6 tractors, L planters, 12 boom sprayers etc.
However, beside these farms with tremendous mechanisation, there
are others where the presence of machines was quite limited
indicating their unequal impact in changing the fabric of tradi-
tional society and its productive forces. In this respect, we
could take for instance, A. ymarn yarot's farm in puntuaj; Alheri
farm in pplumfashi or even phmud gassim's farm in gachia. The
size of these three (3) farus put together was 821 hectares. Each
had only one tractor and limited number of machines, Infact they
confessed that they smrvive on the goodwill extended to them by
the PAIP. pFor Mahmud xassim, he admitted that most of the help
oomes from friends and sometimes from the xApp. what is obvious
from this development is that beside the differentials in terms of
the impact of these farms in changing the form of rural society due
to their differing levels of access to modern machines, state
agricul tural agencies (e.g. Apps), estensibly established to cater
for the small farmers, have actually ended up aiding and abetting
the existence and prosperity of the large-scale capitalist farmers.

Howvever, inspite of these variations, even the large-scale
farmers with considerable guantity of farm machines have actually
complained about the inadequacies of their machines compared with
the sizes of their farms. pany of them explained the problem
in terms of the skyroketting prices of farm equipments especially
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vith the coming of §,A.p, As suchy alhaji Zubairu Isa Raccah
lamented that "you have to do avout half of the work with
labourers because the equipmentis are too up.n.tn"'. Besides,
many of those equipmenis available have been described as not
suitable to local conditions. pespite the attempts by many
agribusiness corporations to "tropicaliser the equipments to
correspond with the realities of the local conditions, practical
farm managers such as Mr. Sidiku of Malle fafms insisted that
such "tropicalisation® is a farce. ke singled out plezengolf,
whose mechines, notably planters, he says ... have got chains and
sproket problems*> despite "tropicalisation”, such is a clear
demonstration of the fact that capitalist development in yigerian
agriculture has its own unique characteristic and problems, fThe
inadequacies in the supply of and access to machinery by the
agrarian capitalists in our study area is a clear indication of
their limited strength vis-a-vis their say smerican couanterparts.
The lack of durability of their productive implements when applied
locally further indicates the above point coupled with the fact
that the absence of a local sources of these machines further
shows the dependant nature of the agrarian ecapitalist development

process in the country,

10 order to wake these points clearer, we have attempted
an evaluation of the monetary worth of the farm implements on
the heldings we have covered, a task which proved diffirult due
tc the unstable nature of the local currency (the jaira)., por this
reascn, we based the evaluation on pro-gip prices because they
are more stable, more s0 that most of the machines were purchased

before the initdation of sap. Disclosure of information on the
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actual monetary costs of the farm machines became a problem as
many of our respondents were reluctant to disclose that informatiom,
gowever, the information was collected and the table below

indicates the contents of the information,

ll.-

Capitalist parms surveyed gnd the yorths of
their farm implements (pre-sip Value)

—

Area §o. of parms Total yalue of | percentage
Ccovered Farm Machines/ | of Total yalue

IGA (wm)

ﬂm ‘ 1305 1105

Funtua 8 23.2 29.5

m a 23.0 ”.

TOTAL 32 78.7 100,00

sources Interview with the capitalist farmers (1988).

The table above demonstmates the intensity of capital investment
in the surveyed holdings. jll the four pocal government \reas
covered contain farms with capitalist investment. Kachia and Funtua Areas.
have farms with largest investments in machinery. Deriving from our
field survey, we have attributed this to the fact that it was in
these two areas we found the biggest and probably most influencial
farmers. Not only that, these two areas have bigger land resources

which attracted many capitalist entrepreneuers from many parts of the
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country., powever, a brief detail of what the individual
capitalist farmers themselves indicated as the average value

of their farm implements would shed more light on the situation.
yor instance, in malumfashi, 3 farmers only owned up to about
60y, of the total value of farm machinery among the sampled
farmers there., These were A. Yanmama, §1.3 million, A.H. kafur,
5 million and pusa pusawa, x2 million, In puntua area, 2
capitalist farmers, namely, Garba mmani and ghehu yartadua, also
control more than 50% of the total value of farm machines within
the sample with x8 million and ¥5 million respectively. Im

zaria Local Government, M.I.S5, farm (owned by Alhaji yaikawari),
maidunya farm (owned by professor jbdullahi) and snmur farms
(owned by plhaji pan sarki Arap) contain farm implements worth LOy
of total sampbed farms in the area. fThe least among all these
are those farms mentioned earlier with some light implements that
depend on the good will of tractor hiring schemes.

The obvious disparity in the quatity of farm machinery owned
by the capitalist farmers further demonstrates their differences
in terms of the degree of their capital investment in agricul ture.
This inturn presuppose the obvious fact that their productivity,
labour use and general impact in the rural scene would also
differ.

A orucial input in agricultural production worth mentioning
is fertilizer which is widely used by capitalist farmers. The
puntua pgricul tural pevelopment project has been championing
the campaign for its use by massively importing it beginning from
1974 It has been pointed out that even though the appraisal
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target of project for fertilizer to be delivered by 1977 was
2,100 tonnes, in reality, a huge total of 8,500 tonnes of

the input was imported by that tt-..h The major beneficiaries
of this inpat are the capitaliet large-scale farmers because
they have the cash to purchase it, in addition to also being
credit worthy. All the 32 capitalist farmers indicated using
large quantities of fertilizer especdally in maize production,
For example, in puntua [ocal Govermment prea, the § large-scale
farmers covered indicated that they used 1506 tomnes of ferti-
lizer during 1987 planting season. (ut of these, 4 capitalist
farms namely "sai-ka-Ganiv, gambo farm, gsanusi farm and pttah
faym got the lionts share with a total of 1011 tomnes. In
malumfashi srea, the 8 capktalist farmers covered indicated
having used a total of about 899 tommes of fertilizers during
the same season, The major consumers here were the panema, pali
and jp. Yanmama farms with about LOO tonnes. In the case of zaria,
even though the information we received is not complete, J
farmers (prof. Abdullahi, ). Babajo and N« Bamealli) stated that
they have applied a total of about 320 tonmes of fertilizer.

In the case of gachia Local govermment prea, the application of
fertilizer by our respondents was quite intensive compared with
the rest., pyor example, a total of 1623 tonnes was used by the
farmers during the same year. (ut of these, 3 farms (garame,
Koba and paba pako) consumed 720 tonnes.

It is obvious from the foregoing that the condition of the
large—-acale capitalist farmers regarding access to modern implements
and inputs has not been very difficult compared with the peasantry.



L 116.

However, turning to the lattar, the poor peasanis in our survey
aroe still use antiquated hoes they inheritsed. paring the
survay, we noticed that most peusants caunot even afiord %
shanu (i.e. 0x pioughs) which 18 relatively cheaper to hire.

mhe richer ones, on the other hand, spart {rom meking use of |
traditional hoas, many of them own: ex-plcughs. nesides, yuite
s mumber of the rich onea nlso have accese to the tr.ctor hiring
wnits of the pAlp and KAnpe HOwever, during our survey, &
majority of the pezsant farmers have indlcsted their problems in
torn; of non=use of the wodern inpits partioularly trzciors and
{ertilizers,

TABLY he6. - |

rating of peasant parmeru asccording to Reosons for Non~pae

of podern Inputls : o

Rating Soore porcortnye
camnot afford ar L3.5 |
"
prefer local inputs k' 35.5 't
§o proklem with accesd 33 16,5 '
Not available 9 La5
TOTAL 200 100 i3

gsources wpield work,
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It is clear from the above table that majority of the peasants
do not have access to agricultural inputs because they could
not afford them, Infact even among those who said they
preferred local inputs, did not, in reality, have access to
the modern ones and that was what informed their response.
Hoever, those in the category of "no problem with access" are
mainly better off, the ocategory of peasants who are rich.

Lol The structure and major characteristics of the surveyed
Jeldings.

All the 32 agricul tural holdings we sampled for survey
have met the desired requirements of a typical capitalist farm.

mhis is because beside their meeting the prescribed size

(100 hectares and above) of a modern holding, they all share the
following characteristics identified by the pederal office-
of gtatisties (m)’.

= holdings with permanent locations

« holdings that employ paid workers

= holdings that keep proper records

= holdings that utilise modern implements in farm operations.
Howvever, this section is mainly concerned with the structure
and characteristics of the holdings we surveyed particularly
regarding their crop production pattern, legal status,
administrative set up, marketing channels etc.

lehet Administation.

Administratively, the agricul tural holdings are hierarchi-
cally organised from top to bottom in a typical bureauncratic
set up. The chain of command flows from top to bottom with the
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proprietor/chairman being the highest authority in the organi-
sation. pge issues periodioc policy instructions to the farm
manoager with the necessary wherewithel for running the famm.
In essence he is the »alpha and emega® of the business. His
whims and caprices are final, ;s the owner cf the business, he
appropriates all the profits and pay workers wages through the

farm manager.

The farm manager's position is very central in running
farm affairs because he ensures that all the various levels are
functioning and this requires his day~to-day supervision. pgEmest
Peder's deseription of the role of farm manager (administrator)
in a typical jatin American patifundia is very similar with what
obtains here;

He supervises the farm operations under orders of

the landlord within a strictly limited sphere of

action, pe makes no major decisions with respect

to the use of land, the number and kind of

livestock to be raised or fed, or what to buy or

sell, pHis powers over operational expenditures

are normally limited to small cash transactiomns or

charge accounts with merchants. prom the point

of view of the landlord, the administrator (i.e.

mgnager) is merely another worker although he

receives higher wages... and certain minor privileges

not accorded other workers. put the administrator
is the boss's "man of trust». L

Feder went on to indicate that the workerts viow of a farm

is that he is the nearest authority because of his
Imumummmmuufunorm-rm
More sor, he assigns daily work, pay wages, punishes, fires a
labourer and hires a replacement all within the specifications
of the proprietor. The other staff under him (supervisors,
accountants, administrative staff ete.) play supportive roles,
with drivers, messengers down the line. parm labourers are
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the lowest in the hierarchy, They receive orders directly from
the supervisors within the specifications of the farm manager.
overall, farm workers rarely enter into divect contact with the
proprietor and any complaints or sentiments the vorkers may
harbour regarding the system are first directed to the manager.

the administrative/management component of running a
capitalist farm is an area which many capitalist farmers complained
about, As was expected, being an area that handles decisions
on production, payment, discipline and workerts walfare (if any)
ete, it is centeal in virtually every aspect of the farms. Mmost
of the capitalist farmers' reaction was on management being *lacking*,
rinefficientr, ete. The future of capitalist farming might depend
on the ability of farm management to bull doze its way in having
production raised under the existing condition with the state's
assistance in expropriating the peasantry and marginalising the
working class.

hehe2. Legal stetus

In its survey of medern agricultural holdings in 1981/82,
the pederal 0ffice of gtatistics identified 60 businesses in the
old gaduna gstate. (ut of these, 56 were one man business while
3 vere partnerships and only one was a limited liabllity. ye fognd
a similar trend in this survey as indicated in the following table.
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TABLE Uo7
Distributions of the surveyed joldings by porm of Ownership

Area No of poldings | yo of Holdings owned by
surveyed

gole partnership Limi ted

proprietor riability
ralumfashdi 8 6 1 1
Puntua 8 7 1 -
zaria 8 5 2 1
Keobde 8 6 2 -
TOTL 32 2Ag75%) 6(18.7%) | 2(6.2x)

sourceg Fleld work.

the predominance of ‘one-mant buginesses could be seen in that
75¢ of the holdings surveyed are owned by single individuals

(sole proprietor). This is followed by the partnerships which
constitutes 18.T% and limited liabilities, 6.2¢. The fact that
most large-scale farmers prefer not to operate as limited liability
companies was confirmed from the 1987 yxaduna gtate pusiness
pirectory where among our sample, only the panema and yuba commercial
farms featured as limited liability establishments. yhen asked
why they preferred not to enter into joint partuerships with others,
more than half of the capitalist farmers maintained that the
vagaries of farulug requires that they single handedly own the
business and put in their best to ensure its success, All the 32
also said that their relation with the multinationals was only

at the level of farm machinery supply, some of them even through
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iﬁhdparﬁn- pour of them said that the few foreigners (mostly
Israelis) on their farms were mainly providing expert services

with nc ownership claim. Alhaji garba pmmanits statement
sunmarised the position of the large-scale farmers in their pre-
ference for going it alone, without partners, especially foreigners,

They (foreigners) dictates almost everything. They
bring all the machines at inflated prices and ask
for higher returns. They infact take away most of
the profits» 5.

this phenomenon indicates the general trend and nature of the
types of capitalist enterprises existing on the gwound. These

are enterprises that depend heavily on the products of foreign
agribusiness corporatiuns but not necessarily having direct contact
with them thus giving the situation ils pecular chargeicristics.

Lehe3. crop production

A number of crops are being grown on the capitalist holdings
covered in this survey. These includes maize, rice, soxghum,
millet, beans, guinea corn, soya beans, groundmts, ginger ete.
The crop most widely cultivated is maize which was grown om all
32 holdings visited. pollowed by guinea comn, 29 holdings; rice,
26 holdings; groundnuts, 2l holdings; cottomn, 23 holdings; millet,
21 holdings; sorghum, 20 holdings; beans, 16 hcldings; soya beans,
10 holdings and ginger, 7 holdings. (Generally, production figures
on these holdings have shown a specific patterm with some erops
being more widely produced than others.
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TABLE k48
PRODUCTION TREND FOR 1987 = 1990 OF CROPS PRODUCED ON THE
SURVEY HOLDINGS PRODUCTION (000¢ METRIC TONS)

crop 1987 | 1988 | 1989 ’1990 % change in 190
{base, 1978)

Mmaize 86 97 93 8L -2.33

G/corn 20 18 18 15 -25.0 |

cotton 13 1 1 12 =77 |

Rice 19 22 21 16 -15.8

sorghum 8 10 10.5 7 -37

Millet 17 19 17.5| 16 =549

G/nuts 6 5 8 6 0

Soya beans 7 9 10 9 28,6

Beans 8 10 9 7 12.5

Ginger 5 5 7 6.3 26

gource; pigures provided during interview,

The table above indicates the tremnd in production and level of
productivity of each crop during the four years between 1987

to 1990. It is clear from the table that maize is mostly
preferred by the capitalist farmers. This could be attributed

to the fact that this ocrop has wider marketing channels especially
with the proliferation of poultry farms all over the country.
other important crops are the guinea corn and millet being given
mch prominence because of their importance in the local diet.
The production of rice had also been intensitied especially with
the rising demand for it since its massive importation began in
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the early 1980s. of all the crops produced by the farmers covered,
ginger was the least. nfact, we only recorded its production
in gachia area.

Generally speaking, the tremd in crop production in the area
from the sample covered was devoid of a constant pattern,
production figures kept on rising and falling during the respective
years reported. The year 1990, however, shows the worst negative
growth trend, ywe attribute this partly to the fact that about
15 percent of our respondents did not cultivate a single orop that
year, as a proteat against what they called govermmental ™unfairw
handling of fertilizer distribution during the farming season.
peside this, they also complained of the prices of their products
in the market not even meeting the actual cost of production.

For example, they claimed that the production cost of a bag of
maize was n100 in 1990 while actual market price was only %95.00,
Even before then, in the year 1989, the AgmLs had reported wreduced
involvenent of individual farmers in large-scale production in
several states” guch as Kaduma, Katsina, pormo, Niger and sokoto.
The reasons given by the farmers for this "reduced involvement»
according to the report was shortage of inputs and production costs.

The implication of this situation is that large-scale farmers
camnot be entrusted with the responsibility of feeding the nation,
This 4is because as a class of farmers engaged in capitalist
production, profit acquisition and maximization is their sole
objective., Thus, even if they could shoulder that task, the nation
stands to be disappointed and endangered once their profiteering
crave becames threatened.
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el ppkoting channale

An aspect which many of our respondents got hysterical about
vas marketing. This is because the chamnels, conditions and terus
under which agricul tural products are sold determines the profit
to be made and the finaneial gain of the farmer, 211 the 32
large=scale foarmers interviewed sald they scld their products both
within the stetes they are situated and aleo in the neighbouring
slates, ponrtecn of them said they scld perts of their produce
in other ports of the country. pNone of cwr respondents claimed
exporting hie products to any foreign country. Twenty said they
sold some of their products; perticularxly ceresls, to the government
anéd other flxwe desling with agricul tural products such as breveries,
poultry feed mille etc and all seid they clso dispoee in the open
serkete The table below indicates the capitalist holdings surveyed
and the vardious channels and avenues they sold their producte.

DABLE bed
DISTRIBUTION OF HOLDINGS SURVEYED BY MARKETING CHANNELS
AToa No. of of that parketed
noldings E:E‘w .Ln ~
covered govts |70 the | pxport
other private | Open
slates piras rarket
-
Malumfashi 8 3 2 2 8 =
puntva 8 2 1 L 8 -
zaria 8 3 1 3 8 -
Kkachia 3} 6 3 L 6 -
TOTAL 32 0% 7 13 32 -
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From the table above, it is clear that the capitalist
agricul tural holdings in the area covered have vide varieties
of channels through which they dispose their produce. Thus,
if we take specific cases into account, we could see that the
pelle farm (part of maidunya farmm) in zaria local government,
for example, disposed its maize to Taraku peedmill in penme Statej
to the govermment and also in the open market. part of the crop
also went .to Arewa Agricultural pnterprives' poultry feddmill
owned by its proprietor. gSambo farm diverted about 60y of its
maize to its poultry farm while the rest and the other crops were
sold in the open market. Nuba coumercial farms proprietor said
he sold his cotton to jrrewa Textiles Ltd. Kkaduna, his grains to
the gational geed sService Company and also in the open market.
the ppnager of Rarama farms said his organisation sold its cereal
ia 1988 to many feed mills; to xaduna gtate Govermment and also
in the open merket. Alhaji abdulkadir yYammam: saicd he sold his
orops mainly in the open market. The seme responses applied to all
32 cases as thay kspt on monticning the chammels they disposed
their products,

phus, at the end of our discussions, none of cur respondents
complained of not getting a market Lo dispose of their products,
All those wanting to adhere Lo the rxules of the Islamic faith also
said that they paid the zakat (a koranic injunction on muslims to
surrender a prescribed portion of their wealth to the poor anmually)
before selling their produce., This, they said, had never affected
their profits. their point of quarrel mostly was with government
deciding on the prices of their products which many felf did not
augur well for their business. por instance, alhaji Attah of
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Attah parms in puntua lamented on how he had to sell his maize
at a less (330 per bag) after the 1986/87 harvest. jnother
said furiously that »... we farmers should be allowed to fix
the prices of our products because it is we who know their
actual mua-.‘ with the intensification of gpp, these
grievances have been largely ocurtailed. This is because with
the abolishing of all kinds of all kinds of governmental
intervention in agriculture (except in research and extension),
farmers ®e should now be enjoying higher prices due to the
nfree operation of market forces". powever, their complaint
now centres around the skyroketting cost of farm input, especially
machinery.

However, it was in the arena of profit generation that
most of our respondents did not give satisfactory detail. This
could partly be attributed to the opinion of many of them that
researchers are virtually spies. gowever, about 60x of thoge
contacted simply gave a yes/no answer when asked whether the
whole business was profitable or not. on the other hand, LOX
of the respondents have indicated that the degree of profita-
bility of their business was not stable due to the problems
inherent in agricul tural production. yhen things were not
difficult, the rate of profitability per annum they said range
from 20-40y of their total cost of production.

LeS. The Genesis and social peatures of the capitalist parmers
The specific genesis and nature of the agrarian capitalist
class in the area covered cannot be traced to the same reet,

The nature of their historical emergence has givem them their
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distinct features which in turn determines the specific
changes they are bringing into the countryside. powever,
despite the variations in the manner they emerged, they are
fundamentally part and parcel of the same process and are
also pursuing the same cause., They are products as well as
the prime movers of Nigeriats agrarian capitalist development,

Thus, the pattern through which capitalist farmers have
emerged in the study area could be linked to the manner and
pattern through which capitalism had penetrated agricul ture.
For example, we have seen previously that capitalist relations
in yigerian agricul ture have partly emerged from below s a
result of the intensification of commodity production by the
peasantxy. At another plane, capitalist relations could emerge
through deliberate policies from above that aim to transform
existing agragrian relations. In a similar mamner also, large-
scale farmers can be categorised into two depending on the manner
they emerged. There are those who rose from the ranks of the
peasantry and developed into capitalist farmers. There are also
those who were groomed in other sectors of the economy and later
found agricul ture as an avenue for investing their wealth inorder
to generate profit., This category is mainly composed of military
officers, politicians, businessmen etc.

Thus, if we categories the large-scale farmers in the
respective local government areas ve covered, we would see that
out of the 32, 17 (or 53.1%) belong to the category of those who
rose from the ranks of the small producers while 15 (L6.9X) belong
to the new breed category. The following belong to the first
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ocategory i.e. those who rose from the peasantry; Alhaji galiru
kafur (gali farms), Alhaji A. pello (Maimuna farms), Alhaji
Hassan Iro (Alheri farms), Alhaji pbdulkadir yammama (Yammama
farms), Garba Malumfashi (no mame), Alhaji Garba pmmani (Sai-ka~
Gani), Albaji A« Attah (Attah farms), Alhaji A.5. Isa (no name),
Alhaji zubairu Racca (Sabara farms), jlhaji gmaru yaro (ymaru
Yaro farms), Alhaji pumman D. prap (Annur farms), Alhaji pahiru
Malgana (Rabin puniya), Albajl peikward (M.I,5. farms), AeBe
Denbagariye (no name), A.I. Usman (ynited farms), A. Baba pako
(Bako farus), and Alhaji palmud Kassim (xassium farms).

The new breed category on the other hand is composed of the
following; A Musa pusawa (Manema farms), Dr. Tukur Abdullahd
(nomeme name), M« Nasir (no name), Genmeral §.M« Yartadua (sambo
farms), AeAe Samusi (sanusi farms), sani zangon Daura (no name),
Cl. Abdulkadir (no name), professor ,nge Abdullahi (Maidunya
farms), A«Ne Babajo (Wuba farms), AeN. Bamalli (no name), Alhaji
Kanti pello (xarama farms), Alhaji Y.A. Yakubu (no name), A« Ahmadu
Kxurfi (no nmame), Alhaji Ladan zuru (no name), and mallam sand
Koba (Koba farms).

A sketchy anecdote of the histories some of these farmers
would be helpful in the attempt to see the character and pattern
of their emergence depending on the fraction of the agrarian
capitalist class they belong. ye begin with the first categoxy.
Alhaji zubairu ysa Recca started farming in 1962 with a small
patch of land as a peasant, He later inherited farmlands from
his parents which he developed later, yhen the defunét sgricul tural
commodity Boards were in their hey days in the 1960s and early
19708, he rose and became one of their agents. He is now a big
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time farmer with over 800 hectares of farmland. Alhaji pahiru
Maigana started going to farm with his peasant father. He
inherited some few acres of land and continued én his own. pe
Joined a farmer's cooperative society in 1959 and became its
secretary in zaria the same year and its vice chairman in 1968.
He now owns a big farm of about 950 hectares which the surrounding
peasant nicknamed vRabin puniya» (i.e. half of the world).
puring the second republic polities, he was a member of the
Kaduna State jouse of pssembly and later, the Apssemblyt's majority
leader. He is currently the district head of migana., In a
similar manner, Alhaji garba pmmani started as a small farmer in
1956 by borrowing a plece of farmland. He rose over the years
and is noy a big-time farmer, Infact, he controls more hectares
of land than any of our respondents. His farm was 5553 hectares,
highly mechanised and has been an attraction point of tourists.
Abhaji galiru gafur also started as a peasant farmer in Malumfashi,
Having been successful in tradey he expanded his farmlands and
is now a big-time farmer. similar stories go for farmers like
paba pako in Kachia, Abdulkadir yammama and the rest of them in
this category.

The large-scale agricultural producers belonging to the
category of the new breed in agriculture is a whot's who list,
For they belong to the class of people who have made tremendous
fortune in the wider political economy, especially in public
service and have accumulated wealth which they partly invested
in agriculture. ©n top of this list is pjor~General shehu
Yar‘adua (rtd) who is a former chief of gtaff supreme headquaters
during the obasanjo regime (1976-1979). After retirement, he
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became engeged in a varlety of businesses! including agro-~business
and established the gambo farms, Among his chain of business

are the jabib pank 1 td., gamada Carpets, Spring yater yigeria pLtd.
the yation-house publishing company etc. The General also holds

a traditiomal title of the Tafida of gataina. Justice pamman
pasir is currently the president of the pederal court of Appeal

and a large-scale farmer, He ocontrols over 700 hectares in
malunfaghi pocal govermment Area. pr. Tukur Abdullahi is a former
Kaduna gtate Commissioner for Health and now a capitalist farmer

in }plunfabhi. Hge 1s a member of the Malumfashi traditional mling
houze, alhaji pubm pabajo is a former peputy Govermor of gaduna
state in 1983, pReaide his yuda commercial farm, he has other
busineeses notably gamsent in zaria and gemgari pnterprises 1 td.
Muga pusawa grew up in the eivil service, joined the foreign
service in the early 19708 and was a leading member of the peoplest
Redemption perty (Prr). He is zlso currently a large-scale farmer,
Another person who grev up in the foreign service was [adan Zuru.
pntil recently, he was yigeria's smbassador in prance and also

a big farmer in gachia., professor Ango pbdullahi grew up in
ascedemia. He was yice-chancellor of A,B.U,y Zaria from 1979-86,
peside his Maidunya farm in yakawada village in zaria Local Government,
his other business is the prewa pgricul turel Enterprises in zaria.
munollomncmlpn:mofnmshelmDM]ﬁllm
currently a big time farmer. gis farm at yburu village in gachia
Local govermment Area is about 1,200 hectares and largely mechanised.
pubu Bamalli was a former pederal minister in the pirst Republic.
pumuyﬁ.mumm-mﬂmm.
gis farm is about 800 hectares and is mainly devoted to ceseal production.



131.

From these short anecdotes of selected capitalist farmers,
it is obvious that large-scale farming has become a favourite
of top level bureaucrats, government officials, politicians and
businessmen. (Crucial in their hustling to set up these farms
is the fact that most of them are highly comnected in the corridors
of state power. Again, many of them, as we have seen, belong
to the traditional ruling class which is still powerful in the
countryside especially in terms of appropriating peasant lands.
The xaduna .suto land investigation report had spoken of such
cases where traditional rulers confiscated peasant farmlands and
gave them to large~scale farmers in return for cash or favours.
The capitalist class in control of the agricul tural enterprises
in our study area are also a compradore bourgeoisie in the wider
political economy many of whom are allied to traditional-feudal
aristocracy.

Thus, the kinds of contacts and connections this class had
established for itself has been central to it having easy access
to modern agricul tural inputs, unllke their peasant counterparts.
most of them have confessed that they "pressed buttons® to have
access to facilities provided by the state especially credit,
fertilizer, extension services etc. The Nigerian gricul tural and
Cooperative pank (NACB) and other commercial banks have over
the years been issueing out loans to these farmers. The table
below indicates the degree of the lending to this class of

farmers.
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TAELE 5.10

FINANCTIAL INJTITUTIONS AND THE AMOUNTS LENDED OUT TO CAPITALIST
FARMERS IN THE SAMPLE COVERED.

Financial nstitution | mo of rotal Amount
Beneficiaries| Received (yaira)
N A.CB. 8 t2.570.m.m
UBehe 6 1,545,000.00
First pank i 760, 000,00
ynion pank 2 630,000.00
Noo-peneficlaries 12 -

source; Iuterviews (1988)

The table above indicates the degree to which large-scale
capitalist farmers have recaived finsncial backing from these
institutions. Even Wiough some of the respondents did not
dduclose the actual amount they have receiwed (5 in all), the
loans received per bemeficlary range [rom y100,000,00 to yimillion,
iafact, it was Lhe NACB that topped the list with a single
u! miilion beneficliary. pHowever, it is our candid opinion that
many of these elesents did net actually need any leans to farm
because of their already acquired fortunes, peside farming, all
the 32 capitalist farmers are alse engaged in other diverse
usineszes (see table 4.2,). This, thevefore, means that farming
is only 2 fraction of the businessea of this class, As yum
padajo polated cut, ~the furm and wy other businesses complement
each <thex, qhwmpnrtmdmlumnnm'."
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However, we have observed that some of them are much more in

the business of farming than others. That is they engage less

in other businesses outside farming. Garba pAmmani for instance,
is a contractor beside being a farmer. put according to him

"sees the contract is secondary due to lack of adequate and timely
mt-.a He said that since he started as a small farmer in
1956, he had never relented his efforts. 7o confirm our earlier
distinction of capitalist farmers on the basis of their origin

he was quick to distinguish himself from absentee/newbreed farmers
whom he sarcastically referred to as "masu gonma® (i.e. farm owners)
as distinct from people like himself who are "manomav (faimers).
Thus, unlike the absentee "farm owners", he has a big house on
his farm where some members of his family reside. pge also closely
supervises all farm work and sometimes even participates in light

work inorder to wencourage" his labourers.

However, even though we have earlier on said that profit
is the sole motivating factor of capitalist farming, there still
is an important social dimension of their farming which must not
be taken for granted. This is that large-scale farmers, beside the
profit bbjective also provides for the sustenance of their rather
large families from their farm products. put Beeause the proportion
committed to this aspect is negligible, it is often ignored, and
what goes to the market receives almost all the attention. por
example, of the 32 farmers covered, 12 (or 37y) have admitted
during discussion that they feed their extended family out of their
farm products and deploy the rest to the market. This is an

indication of the fact that the African extended family sgstem is
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not restricted to the peasantry but also applies to the capitalist
class. However, because of the economies of scale embedded in
large~scale production, the quantity committed by the capitalist
farmer in meeting this social responsibility becomes insignificant
in comparison with his proceeds.

From this discussion, we maintain that the yigerian agrarian
bourgeoisie is a product of the specific form which capitalism
is agsuming in the yigerian social formation, Their features, as
desoribed in this section, portrays them as a class in ascendance,
that is struggling to survive the lagging productive forces coupled
with the constraints imposed on it by a capitalist system in crisis.
However, the factors that have all along ensured their continued
survival have a number of dimensions some of which are; the existence
of the remnants of feudal and pre-capitalist methods that they
benefit from in their capitalist production, the existence of cheap
pauperised labour they have been exploiting and state support.

Le6. capitalist parming and the pxpropriation of the peasantry
in the study Area

Like in any society confronted with the menace of capitalism

in its rural society, capitalist penetration into yigerian
agricul ture has continued to take its toll among the peasantry.
peasant forms of production have contimued to be undermiged as
capitalist agriculturel projects and holdings take root in peasant
societies. In the two states covered by this survey, the phenomenon
of elites and the rich taking away plots and chunks of agricul tursl
land belonging to small producers has been a matter of concern in
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many gquarters, A very frank statement on this alarming phenomenon
was delivered by the then new governor of gaduna gtate jplhaji

palarebe Musa thus;

This government is not going to sit by

and allow anybody no matter how powerful

to turn any family of peasant farmers inte
landless labourers. we intend to establish
special land investigation panels to examine
the mumerous cases of complaints over land
transactions and the payment of mum-’ .

Thus, the report of the lands Investigation Cormission came up
with alarming and startling revelations about all kinds of primi-
tive land grabbing extant in the state that has rendered many
peasant households landless. The Report clearly indicted wealthy
individuals and traditional feudal authorities as being central in

the rat-race to grab peasant lands.

The immediate effect of this phenomenon had been a dragtic
decline in the size of land holdings owned by the peasant house holds.
This also presupposes a significant reduction in the productive
oapacity of the peasantry. por example, the pederal office of
statistics 1983 gousehold sSurvey Report had indicated that the
old gaduna state had seme 462,000 peasant households with a total
of 582,910 hectares of farmlands. purther indicated is that a
preponderant percentage of the landholding (about 89x) was acquired
through family allocation or inheritance. pesides, each peasant
hougehold controlled an average of 1,26 hectares. fThe average
small holder farm size in the state was about 0,66 hectarea, These
fragmented family farms constituted about 80y of the farming
population in the state and it has been they who have met virtually
all domestic food requiresents and agricul turul raw material needs

over & leng period of time. peasant producers have therefore
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ocoupied a very strategic position in the yigerign economy

over the years, However, this strategic position being played
by them is daily being subverted, resulting in the emergence

of a new agrarian order in line with capitalist laws., Thus,

over the years, several sources of information have indicated
decreasing capabilities of the small producers to sustain
increased output in their major staples. por example, the
Pederal office of gtatistics in its 1978 to 1984 surveys of
Households reported a trend of decline in the production of
major staples by the peasant producers. By the end of 198k, all
the major crops such as Guinea corn, Maize, peans, yam, Cocoyam
and pice have suffered a decline in production. por example,
Guinea corn, declined from l,081,000 metric tomnnes in 1982/83

to 1,231,000 metric tonnes in 1983/84. similar stories went for
yam (5,909,000 to 4,987 metric tonnes), beans (741,000 to 475,000
metric tonnes) cocoyam (226 to 207 metric tomnes) and rice
(203,000 to 99,000 metric tomnes) during the same period. (or-
respondingly, the average expenditure of the average rural
household contimued to shift towards the purchase of food, por
example, during the period, an average of L0y of peasant expendi-
ture was on food purchases, 21y as cash expenditure on other
goods and services and J¥ as monetary transactions., It is our
contention that even if this trend does not indicate directly the
phenomenon of peasant expropriation, an initial little light

has been provided indicating a likelihood of immesarisation,

A very significant phenomenon that has been the direcé result
of rising capitalist penetration is the take over of peasant
land by the tich and the powerful many of them large-scale farmers.
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gignd ficant chunks of peasant lands have contimued to switch
over to these powerful elements leaving the small producers
with less land to cultivate. 1n the survey of 200 peasants
we conducted, we have recorded a trend of land transactions
between the various rural classes, We have found incidences
of small peasants increasingly selling their lands to the upper
rural classes leaving them with less to depend ch. The table
below indicates this phenomenon.

TABLE 11

INCIDENCES OF PEASANTS WHAO SOLD THEIR LANDS WITHIN THE
SAMPLE COVERED.

village No. of peasants| No. of those| ¥%of individual
covered who sold cases
land

Yammama 50 15 30

Mairuva 50 19 38

Yakawada 50 2l L8

zankwa 50 18 36
rotal A of Total 200 86 L3

gource; (uestionnaire (pecember, 1990).

This table cleurly shows tha extent to which peasants are parting
wiih their lands turough commercially oriented transactions.

It is also pertinent to indicate that these cases of land tran-
sactions actually occured bYetween the poor peasants and other higher
raral classes notably the capitalist farmers and gulaks. por
example, taking the overall cases, we have found that out of the

86 peasants who sald tosy sold thedr lends, 59 (68x) said they
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sold the lands to capitalist fammers. Twenty-one (2ly) said
they sold tc fellow poosants but mainly yulaks while the re-
meindng 6 (T) said they sold to the loecal government authorities.

when asked whother they wought the consent of anybody, 34 (LOx)
said they informed their respective village heads.

The overnll picture we have recorded was that a large
percentage of peasants covered had less land than they used to.

TABLE Le12

INCIDENCES OF PEASANTS WHOS) PAWM LANDS HAVE DECREASED
WITHIN THE SAMPLE COVERED.

village ¥o. of peasants | Preguency of | % of indivi-
covered land decrea~ | dual cases
30

Yaumama 50 15 30

Meiruva 50 26 52

Yakawsda 50 29 S8

Zankwa 50 26 52
Tota) A of potal 200 96 L8

source; uestionnaire (pecember, 1990).

The above table demonstrates the degree to which a significant
percentage (i.e. LBy of the small producers is having less land.
The implication of this situation is that since the land owned
by the peasantry is declining, their productivity would logically
fall thus limiting their abiklity to be self-sufficient,
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theg, It is obvicue that peasant expropristion from thelr
lande could result divectly from the sxpended role of capitalist
sgricvltorsl producere. If we tzke the Fog mwrvey of modern
agricul taral roliings, we could see that €0 holdings were
identifled in gaduna stlates The cepitalist farmers owning these
heldings had, during the 1960/81 planting season cornered sowe
2,635 hectares of avallable cultivable land, 7his gave each of
them an average of L3 = L4 hectares. puring the 1981/82 season,
total land holding rose to 3932 hectares thus giving each of them
an average of Ll - 65 hectares. Mmost of these lands were dewoted
to maize production, the grain most needed by poultry firms,
Dexriving from our survey, however, we believe that land concen-
tration by this class was much deeper than reported by the pos.
For example, the 32 capitalist holdings we covered controlled
some 18,652 hectares of land glving an averege of 582 hectares for
each holaing. The realily of the situation however is that some
holdings are much bigger than others, por example, while the
ngaj-ka~Gani® holding in puntua was 5,553 hectares, plheri farm
in wplumfashi was only 251 hectares, The degree to which peasant
farwers are pushed out of their lands can be seen in that if we
take the pog figures of 1.26 hectares per peasant family, then
the 16,652 hectares being cornered by the 32 capitalist farmers in
our spurvey aree could conveniently be shared by 14,803 households

in the speme area,.

meside these quantitative {igures, there is further evidence
to show the extent to which the neasantry are being displaced.
por example, after collecting several complaints on land mie-

aprropriation from peasants, the gaduna gtate rand Investigation
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committee showed that the culprits were a combination of the
government, traditional rulers and wealthy individuals most
of whom are large-scale farmers. The table below gives a
summary of the distributiom,

ZABLE Le13

TOTAL COMPLAINTS BY RESPONDENTS

Respondents Number | percentage
Local juthority 5,589 26.8
Praditional juthority 5,383 25,8
Local /rraditional puth.(combined) 368 1.0
Government 6, Th3 32.3
Govt, and Trad. jputhority 508 2.4
other Individuals 1,046 5.0
other Combinations 1,238 52
TOTAL 20,875 100

source; Adopted from N. perchonock »pouble eppression;

women and Land patters in gaduna gstate".

AJV.IuN, Conference paper, A.B.U., 1962.
The table clearly shows that those most indicied were the
various levels of guthority including traditional rulers having
constituted over 89% of the accused. powever, deep inside
the report, the commission indicted prominent people who are
large-scale farmers as having grabbed peasant lands without
compensation. gsuch people includes p\hmadu gurfi, pbdulkadir
Yammama, Garba Ja pbdulkadir, justice ppmman jNasir, jassan ysman
Katsina, juhu pamalli, paliru gafur ete. The commission, for
example, reported plhaji Garba Ja pbdulkadir as having confiscated
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farmlands belonging to one KagimuGaladiman jpska in puntua
Local Government Area. yhen gasimm took up the case to garkin

Maska (the traditional ruler of puntua) he was given a ridiculous
sum of ¥12.,00 as compensation, similarly, Alhaji yulm pamalli
was reported to have siezed farmlands belonging to one gashimm
pmuntari in gachia when he was the Magajin gari of gaduna for

a token sum of %300.00. 7qhis, Alhaji pubu did by coming with
the police who forced the parents of gashima to accept the money.
guch cases have been variously reported by the commission in

a number of Local Government Apreas in the gtate.

The above and other processes through which the peasantry
had been losing ita land could have at least three serious impli-
cations, The first is that because of the subordination of peasant
agricul ture to capital, agricultural production has been moving
awvay from the production of essential crops such as guinea comn,
millet, Beans, yams etc. The vast acreage of lands is being
devoted to the production of maize precisely because capitalist
farmers have found it marketable especially to poultry mills,
This was evidenced from the survey we conducted in all the 32
agricul tural holdings mentioned earlier. Mmuize was found to be
the tking crop' which dominated at least 50% of all planted
hectares on the various farms. As for the survey conducted by
the pos, maize production predominated not only in gaduna gtate
(wvith some 1,157 hectares) but the entire country. por all the
636 holdings surveyed nationwide mostly grew maize, shockingly
howvever, a huge quantity of the product went to poultry firms
rather than to human beings.

secondly, the curcentration of the most fertile lands in

fewer bands is largely responsible for the deepening of the food
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orisis. If the crisis is taken in terms of loocking at those
wvith/vithout access to avallable food and other agricul tural
rescurces, then it can be seen thal the vast majority of the
people who are mainly peszeants are Lhe moet vulnerable., gSince
the primery wotive of peasant production ie for consumption
first and foremost, & decline in ares plantgd connedes a signi-

ficant reduction in food for their consumpticn,

Thirdly, the continued concentration of agricul tural
resources (mainly land) in few hands is a notable avenue for
enhancing rural differentiations and contradictions in the rural
scene, As peasant producers become expropriated, most of them
are forced out into all kinds of "professions», )Many of them end
up as agricul tural workers on capitalist ventures. Those who
wresist® this are often forced to emigrate to other parts of the
state or the country. gSeventeen of the 32 capitalist farmers in
our sample agreed that a majority of their farm labourers were
originally peasants from the surrounding areas. The rest use
labourer both from the surrounding areas and also migrants from

other areas.

Le7. pgrarian capitalism and pabour gxploitation in the
Survey irea.

The separation of the peasantry from their only means of

production and the daily expansion and consolidation of capitalist
agricul ture had resulted in the sharp division of the farming
population into two classes. ©on the one hand are the marginalised
peasant producers who are daily joining the ranks of the growing
number of agricultural workers. On the other hand is a rising
agrarian capitalist class.
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garlier on we have identified capitalizt furmers as a class
that entirely depend oun the services of zgricultural workers
in cperating their farms, They themselvez do not partake in
any productive work om ilheir respective ferms., pesides, these
farme ountains huge ocapitsl luvestments vhich warranted them to
require all kinds of faym machines and olher technical inputs
bandled by treined workers, pot only that, evidence availuble
shows thai agricultural labour force employed on the capitalist
holdinge surveyed are subjected to terribie forms of exploitation,

All the 100 workers covered were wage workers without any
blood relations (consanguinal) with their employers. out of
these, 59 of them were employed as permanent staff, 26 were
temporary wege workers while 15 were seasonzl labourors., These
workers were distributed to specific operational areas on the
farms sccarding to their professions as indicated in the table
beiow;
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TABLE ke lh

DISTRIDITION CF WORKERS ACCORDING 70 THEIR PROFESSIONAL
CATECORIES TN THE SURVEYED HOLDINGS

Administrative Ae. of yorkers percentige
(a) administrative 13 1%
(b) Accountants 6 6%
(o) Clerks o 9
) ]
(a) gupervisors 1" 115%
(®) pxivers 6 &4
() parm Labourers i 41
Jechaical
(2) srgronomists 3 ¥
(t) operators L Lo
(¢) mechanics 7 ™
TOTAL 100 100%

source; Questiommaire (Jamuary, 1991),

From the above table, it is clear that the la@mge-ascaile
faras in the survey area are cunsidorably mannoed by workers
from a wvoriaty of relevani professions, yorkers from the
three cadres vere roprosented in the varicus organisationst
payrolls according to the needs of the specific holdings. prom
the survey conducted, 28y of the workers were in the adwinistrative
cadre, 58X were fleld ataff while 1l were mainly technicians.
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The predominance of field staff in the sample should be
understood from the point that that agricul tural product

itself is a field enterprise.

The development of capitalist agrarian relatiomns,
contrary to the widely held opinion of providing jobs for
wage workers, also immesarise labour as the central logic for
the growth and expansion of capital. In other words, the
manner in which capital reproduces itself in agriculture by
its very logic marginalises labour from the production process
and also alienates the workers from the products of their
labour,

In the first place, workers on these farms were found
to be subjected to hardships and exploitative measures, the
key ones being low wages, high number of working hours, non-
payment of overtime hours, lack of working bomuses, lack of
openings for further training, non-regular promotions ete.
Added to all these miserable conditions was the reality of
increased deployment of sophisticated machinery which assist
the workers to raise productivity while at the same time alie-
nating them from the produotion process and coverting them |~(v
mere tools and objects juxtaposed with the machines.

To provide the basis for understanding the degree of
labour exploitation and oppression in the surveyed holdings,
we have used the 8 hours per day, ie. 7.30am - 3.30pm and LO
hours per week excluding saturdays and Sundays as approved by
the yigerian governmment as the 'standard' in computing excess
of working hours. The second point of reference we have adopted
is the x120.00 minimum wage approved in 1980 in assessing the
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wage earmings of the workers on the surveyed holdings. These
tstandards' we believe are capable of portraying the degree
and mamner the agrarian capitalists oppress labour,

From the survey conducted, out of the 100 workers
covered, 65 have indicated putting up tp 9 = 12 hours inecluding
weekends and pablic holidays. oaly 18 workers mainly from
the administrative cadre were found > be putting in the normal
8 hours daily., The remaining 17, mainly temporary and seasonal
workers szaid that the hours thay put in per day depend om the
extent of work schedule on the respective farms they wers
working. This is a clear indication that at least 65 of the
workers covered were over worked. fThis can also be seen from
the fact that on the average they put in 10 hours daily which
when added together would give a weekly average 60 = 70 hoursi
The maginitude of this oppression could further be seen from
the fact that contrary to the officiglly approved daily work
duration, on majority of these farms, work commences between
s.nuv.ménmmhms-s.m;-. In fact in the
case of sambo varms, both the management and many of the workers
reside on the farm and the workers could be called to duty
at any time: 1n the cases of gali, sabara farms, however, they
are strategically located very close to the villages where the
workers reside. The proprietors or their managers could
therefore drive in at any time into these villages and summon
their workers to duty.
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Despite these long working hours and tight schedules,
bowever, the workers were found to be paid way below the
minimum wage approved by the govermment. The implication
of this is that even though all the 100 workers covered claimed
that they received 3%120,00 and above during the month of
pecember 1990, the payment was far below the standard since
the hours they put in were much more than those officially
approved. The wpst affected segment of the workers in this
respect were the farm labourers, who infact constitutes the
most valnerable group. peing the lowest segment of the labour
force in the holdings surveyed, they were found to be the
most hit in terms of low wages and difficult working conditions,
For example, out of the 41 ordinary labourers covered, 3
indicated that they earn roughly between y170 ~ p180 per month
while 7, all of them (women) said they earn about x150.00,

This means that the first category earned just about y6.00 per
day while the latter category earn §S.00.per day. This of ocourse
does not reflect the fact that 15 of the 41 labourers were

daily paid being seasonal workers. Members of the other cadres
of the labour force mainly administrstors, ascountants,
supervisors and agronomiste were found to be better paid than
the rest. ;11 the 33 workers in these cadres said they were
paid accerding to their qualifications and the nature of work
they undertcck., gven then, we found that only the 3 agronomists
and 4 sdministrotors who are university graduates earned between
2500 = 3600, yorkers within the categories of clerks, mechanics,
drivers and operators werein all cases earning between y200-400,
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when the situation is examined on the whole, it would
be seen that in the first place, the payment of wages was far
below the nmumber of hours put in by at least 65 of the workers.
secondly, in all the 100 cases, mone indicated receiving the
usual yearly salary increament. Bpeside that, extra hours
worked were not paid for. out of the 100 workers covered,
59 indicated having worked over time, including weekends and
public holidays and were not paid overtime allowance. In addition
to these miserable wages and non-payment of overtime, workers
on the surveyed holding s were not given the bonuses which
workers in other industries often receive from their employers.
out of the 100 workers coverd, only the 3 agronomists in sambo,
Hali and xarama farms and 6 administrators in sambo, Sabara and
Attah farms indicated receipt of some form of bomue. This was
mainly in the form of petty cash advances and irregular light
breakfast in the morning before the commencement of workj

The exploitation of labour in the study area could further
be glimpsed from constant stagnation in processes of routine
promotion as enjoyed by workers in other establishments, out
of the 59 permanent staff covered, 34 have indicated spending
up to L} years without promotion. The manager of Karama farms
gave a representative official view of why this was so; "most of
the workers have not acquired significant training to be considered
promotable on regular basisv. gven though we do not share this
view, we found the educational factor difficult to ignore in
terms of the marmer in which the capitalist subjects labour in
the holdings.
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TABLE Le 15

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF WORKERS EMPLOYED IN THE SURVEYED
HOLDINGS BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION

pducational Level Number percentage
No sehooling 55 55
primaxy 21 21
secondary 15 15
post-secondary 9 b
TOTAL 100 100

source; (mestiomnaire (Jamuary, 1991)

The table above indicates the poor educationsnl state of
the workers covered. Infact even among those educated, none
of them was trained by his employers. jlso, inspite of the
poor educational state of the workers only the 3 agronomists
had any hopeas for further training by the employers. The rest
said they were not sure while many of the farm labourers found
the question funny.

The overall pioture which thiu situation demostrates is
that capitalist farmers have actually taken hold on labour in
the survey area., yith these sorts of treatment meted to their
workers, the brand of capitalist development being spearheaded
by the emerging class of capitalist farmers is also clsarly
demonstrated. Just like in other social formaticns that have
experienced this development, the situaticn also irdicates
the inhuman character concealed in capitalism especially in

its younger and more aggressive stage when for example it exploits
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workers and also divide them along many lines, por example,
as earlier shown, women were found to be paid less than men
for the same work done. In fact many capitalist farmers

preferred women t¢ men in their farm work because according
to one of them »they (women) are meticulous, cheap and they

concentrate more than the nll".10

This phenomenon is similar
to what obtained in yestern purope when capitalism was still

in its formotive stages. The then rising bourgeoisie, desperate
in their bid at primitive accumulation of capital subjected
workers to the most inhuman condition, pot only that, women end
children, being the cheapest sources of labour were much more

preferred %o men who might organise to demand better wages,

However, the precese of labour marginalisation in the
area covered has been execerbated by the additional factor of
lack of workerts organisction that could resclutely struggle to
enhance the conditicon of the workers. )11 the capitalist holdings
visited had no labour unions designed to protect the rights
and interests of the workers against exploitation, fTheir struggles
had only been restricted to individual complains which were
sometimes branded as »rudeness" capable of causing outright
dismissals. yhen asked why such unions were non existent, 51y
of the workers expressed the fear that the proprietors would be
hostile to such moves. yhile about 19% did not give a definite
ansver, 30y expressed the view that their proprietors were
generally "micev, 'good" and they would not want to engage in acts
thet could offend them,
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In conclusion, it is contended that the development
of agrarian capitalism in yigeria had its foundation in a
predominantly peasant setting. Capitalist social relations
of production which have been promoted by the state to
resclve the food crisls have been surviving on thespecific
kind of situation which exist in the country; feudal survivals,
relatively backward productive forces, etc. HOwever, with
the kind of support which it has been receiving from the
state coupled with its oppression of labour, this class might
continue to produce but may not necessarily be capable of
fnzl{.tnu the nation.
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CHAPTER PIVE
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The penetration of capitalism into yigerian agricul ture
and the emergence and increasing prominence of capitalist
agricul tural holdings in the country has attracted the
attention of scholars and policy makers. (Correspondingly,
the class of capitalist farmers that has emerged from the
process has been heralded as 'new breed' and enterprising;

a class capable of resolving the raging food erisis. Thus,
the enthusiasm and prominence which has been given to the
emerging capitalist agriculture in Nigeria could be traced
to the belief that it could resolve the food crisis and
spearhead future prosperity for the country., yithin this
same perspective, peasant producers, a class that has catered
for the countryt's food needs and overall economy over the
years has been castigated as "archaic" and incapable of
providing a serious altermative in the effort to resolve

the food problem. At the same time, a wide range of
arguments have also emerged, mmﬁmmiv and
danger of this whole process particularly in terms of its
implications for the majority of rural producers and other
subordinate classes, Other questions have centred on
whether the process and the class spearheading it could
actually feed the nation. The foundations of this research
were rooted in this mounting controversy with the intention
of understanding in some detail, the process itself, the class

spearheading it and whether the nation could pin its hope on
it in the effort to find a solution to the crisis.
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In the effort to tackle the prohlems outlined above,
the yigerian state has over the years initiated a wide
range of policies geared towards providing the basis
for the emergence and consolidation of the agrarian
capitalist class. This effort was reeted not only in
the assumption of the superiority of capitalist agrioculture
over peasant production but also in the desire and commit-
ment of the state to re-direct the course of the country's
agriculture towards the requirements and specifications
of the capitalist class and its foreign patrons, It is
a process that has involved the placing of the most needed
agricul tural resources into the hands of ruling class
farmers.,

Thus, the polemic that took place on this process in
various social formations and particularly in Russia between
the early yarxists and populist scholars has been central
in broadening the scope of the arguments preferred. vyarious
issues dealing with the contemporary dimensions of the
agrarian question arose out of the hitherto existing positions,
For example, current issues dealing with food security
and rural immesarization and the guestion of which option
best suits the contemporary yigerian situation in enhancing
productivity and prosperity arose out of the need to develop
theoretical positions which could explain and aid in

resolving the e:d-.l-.‘

In this respect, we argued on the
basis of the fact that a resolution of the agrarian question
in specific social formation need no universal laws. This

is because specific social formations are unique with their
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own higtorical trends. In the same mammer, the historical
emergence of the agrarian question will determine the
manner of its resolution, ,As a society with large and
resilient peasant population, a resolution of the agrarian
question would have to tally with the liberation of the

rural majority and other classes from the scourge of hunger,

A broader understanding of the dynamics of the current
agrerian problem in yigeria would also have to take cogni-
zance of the kinds of policies which various govermments have
been pursuving right from the colonial period, This is because
government agricultural policies right from that period have
been geared towards capitalist clase formation which had
resulted in the increasing incapacitation of the majority of
rural producers to sustain their production and feed the rest
of socliety., The establishment of various colonial structures
of exploitation in the rural scene such as the commodity
perketing poards which were later on inherited by the post-
colonjal state have been . :wcentral in the cruel misappro-
priation of peasant surplus. The prominence given to merchant
companies, the marketing boards and their agents in agricul-
turel produce trade has been primarily responsible for the
misdirection of those benefite which would have gone to the
peagant producers. The resultant effect of these dewelopments
wvas the rendering of the smell producers incapabbe of
sustaining their production due to their lack of control of
besic farm resources and the overall commercial environment,
It was under this condition that segments of the peasantry

and those people having contacts with traditionmal authorities
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became groomed as an indigenous privileged class that later
joined the ranks of the emerging agrarian capitalist class,

rhe intensification of capitalist class formation in
Nigerian agriculture in the second decade of the country's
independance marked a turning point in the attempt to
resolve the agrarian guestion in the capitalist way. It
was a period of significant govermmental re-thinking
regarding the options best desirable in achieving agricul-
turel prosperity. In this respect, the petroleum sector of
the natiocnal economy had been of tremendous help in providing
the resources needed to establish capitalist programmes ine
tended to transform the agricultural sector. Through their
Jjoint efforts in this enterprise, the invited multi-national
firms, the yorld pank and the yigerian gtate had sought "te
make capitalist style enterpreneuers out of the peasant
producers’ .2
became increasingly unfolded with the subjection of the

The differentiating character of these policies

subordinate agrarian classes to the speeifications of capital
coupled with the restriction of available farm resources into
the hands of privileged farmers. It was a period when the
state, agribusiness corporations and the indigenous capitalist
class of farmers teemed up into an agrarian force that has
been central in reconstituting and re-shaping the class
character of the rural scene. The dynamics of the relationship
binding together these triple forces are rooted in the
contemporary nature of capitalist agrarian accumulation in
which an alliance between capital and local state became

necessary for a condusive and '‘smooth' transition to agrarian
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capitalism proper.

thus, the field survey conducted has laid bare, the
specific kind of agrarian capitalisam taking place in yigeria.
we have also seen the specific nature and the categories
of the agrarian capitalist class that has emerged in the
apeas studied. we have seen that this class even though
homogenous has a twin background in that the social origins
of members of the class are different, The nature of the
state from the colonial period till independance and the
various mechanisms of accumlation in existence have been
central in dichotomising the social origins of the class.
with the deepening of the food crisis in the country and the
confidence reposed on them as capable of tackling it, members
of this class have deeply penetrated the rural scene, expand-
ing their existing chunks of land through purchase of peasant
lands and other methods. This phenomenon had been a con-
tributing factor in the decrease in exigting peasant plots
due to the growing commercialisation of land in the rural
areas. Also, the growing influence of the agrarian capitalist
class has placed it in a position of easy access to state
provided inputs and services; a concession which complements
the existing lagging state of the productive forces in the
area, However, inspite of all these, the large-scale holdings
covered have been found to be experiencing down ward tesead
in production figures, an artificial situation in most cases
in order to register a 'protest' againat 'reduced' state
provision of inputs and declining prices of their produce.
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pesides, the agrarian labour force in the surveyed holdings
hzs been found suffering from proflound exploitation in
the hands of the capitalist class. A wide variety of
exploitative denials of workert's rights have made these
holdings to be havens for labour oppression with no organi-
sational avenues and channels capable of enabling them to
register their grievances. This, however, does not exclude
probable océasional hostilities which may not have any
significant impact in bettering their condition of work.

In conclusion, it ie contended here that the prominent
position given to the sgrarian capiteliet class for its
alleged capability to produce encugh to feed the nmation is
not necessarily correct and justifiable. This is because
this class of farmers does not stand on its own. gtate
discrimination in its favour vhen it comes to resource allo-
cation is central to its survival. (Confessions from them
during our survey confirms this fact. gsuch discrimination
ve believe, is capable of hindering agrarian capitalism
developing according to ite own independant pattern and pace.
For this reason, reliance on the class for the provision of
the needed supply of food would be risky because sustainable
food supply is bound to be jeopardised whenever such support
was not forthcoming. pesides, analysts’ have questioned the
rationality of pinning our hopes for tgemuine development?t
on capitalist farmers. The ressons is that the profis .
generated from agriculture by this class hardly goes back
ag re-investment into the ventures. pether, such profits

have been going into the purchese of luxuries congruent with
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the conspicucus consumption of elites. (thers have invested
those profits into all sorts of businesses such as trang~
port, hotel business, real estate, contrects etc. to the

groge detriment of the sectorts need for further investeent.

The development of yural land alienation resul ting
from the increasing commercialisation of aland and laboar
has continued to pose a threat to small producers, The
activities of capitalist farmers has been a major factor in
bringing about this situation. An entire frontier of poiitical
siruggle exist which seeks 0 protest the gemuine rights of
the peasantiry from Lhe menace of these forces. These arve
clear indications that capitalist farmers are a class to be
taken quite seriocusly contrary Lo the popular opinion that they
are not serious and should therefore not be taken seriously.

pesides, it ies the contention of thie study that
considering the importance of state discrimination in the
sustenance of large-scale farmers that they would not be in
a position to feed the mation because their productivity would
wane without that support.

S«1. Recommendatione

mhis research has two basic recommendations to make

especially regarding future policies em agriculture. In the
first place, it is contended that the gquestion of pinnéng
wpocietal hope on capitalist agriculture tc resolve the cureent
food erisis ghould be reconsidereds. The fact that capitalist
faxwers are prompted by the spirit of business rather than

feeding the society fu a clear indication that even if they do
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not decide to use food as a weapon of blackmail to block
the prospects of democracy, their quest for profitmight
make more people unable to afford what to eat. This danger,
for instance, was recorded during our survey when some
capitalist farmers in 1990 refused to produce on their farms
to 'protest! against lower prices of their producés notably
maize.

The second recommendation derives from the first. 7This is,
that govermment policy consideration would be more meaningful
if it vere peasant centred. This is because in the first
place, the issue of limited access to food by the majority
arises primarily in situations where most producers have become
unable to produce what to eat and to dispose by themselves.

If the factors of agricul tural production are concentrated in
the hands of the small producers, sustainable and enhanced
productivity logically pre-supposes prosperity for the majority
since they are already in control of their products. This
further calls for the establishment of a number of grassroot
democratic structures capable of mobilising the small producers
to enhance productivity through the use of modern inputs and
organisation and the prevision of other incentives. Thus,

even in environmental terms, peasant producers have been

found to be efficient and prudent users of the soil.” mhetr
indigenous mechanisms of preserving the matural ecological
balance has kept their production at par with nature. 7Thus,
despite the claim in some quarters that peasant farmers are not
ooo—canntms y there is no ample evidence that large-scale
farmers are guardians of the environment either. Infact, by
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virtue of the huge tracts of land they have amassed with no
regards or concrete efforts to preserve and maintain soil
durability, large-seale farmers camnot be exonerated from
the current destruction of the environment. rhus, even the
ability of the peasantry to preserve soil durability and
enhance production could serve as a pointer to their potentiuls
in feeding the nation while protecting the soil itself.
Finally, it is our contention that the promotion of peasant
agricul ture deriving from the foregoing could ensure pros-
perity and a resolution of ths agrarian question since the
tiberation of the majority of producers is the necessary

starting point in tackling the problem.
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FOOT NOTES

see He Mustapha »gtructural jdjustment and pgrarian
M.’ cited Ope cit,.

cited in Qouli, op. cit.

gee for instance w. M. Lappe and J. Ccollina, rood pirst,
Abacus, 1982.

See G. williams, op. ecit, ’9800

see summary of these views in I« Timberlake, Africa in
crisis, parthscan publishers, London, 1989.
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APPENDIX X
pepartment of gociology

Ahmadu pello yniveraity
zaria.

QUESTIONS TO LARGE=SCALE FARMERS

1e Farm size

2, yhat ig normally produced and what tonnages annually?
yhy do you prefer producing those cropse.

3. yhich farming methods used and types of machinery employed.
ke cost incurred anmally.

S« History of farming career.

6. assistance/partnership with any quarter (local, foreign).

T« methods (i.e. bought, exchanged, confiscated, hired etc) and
problems in land acquisition,

8. Assistance from any gquarter in land sequisition,

9. Is his farmland increasing or decreasing in size. why in
whichever way.

10. what are his future prospects in land acquisition,

11. pis major sources of labour supply.

12, ‘The composition of the work labourers (i.e. adults, young,
women, children, aged migrant labourers etec) and what each
component plays and its significance,

13« The average size employed and on what basis (i.e whether
temporary or perwanent).

the Criteria used in labour recruitment (i.e. are the labourers
from the surrounding villagesj)e

15. what is the net amoung paid to labourers ammally.

16. Do you get support from any guarter in labour hiringy

17« which other business/s do you engage inio beside farming.

18, pBow do this business(s) rewinforce your farming,

19« Ay coumpetition with other farmers? in what way if anyy/ why note
20 How do you diwpose of the products of your farming?
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23.
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what ie the attitude 0i the suwrrounding small farmers
towards you.

Have you benefitted from any loan or zrant? prom vhere?
How do you assess the overall cooperation of authorities
Federsl, gtate, Local or Praditional ) towsrds you and

arge-scale farmers generally?

HOw do you react the notion that government gives you
preierence over peagant lagmersy

Ie large~scale faxudng yenerally profitabler whyt/why noty
Any other information to offery
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APPENDIX IIX

M.S5Ce Research (uestiomnaire
For pgricul tural yorkers

Fame of parmg

Local government Area;

Datey

BASIC INFORMATION

Ageg

Rducational Attainment;

gex/marital status,

what is your main occupationg

Are you a migrant workery

If yes, from wherefy

yor how long have you been working on this farmy

yhat is your employment status;

permanent,

Temporarys

seasonal,

what type of work do you undertake on the farmsy

yhat time do you nermally report to worky

when do you close?

gow much do you earn per month?




0-0/20.
15. Have you been receiving overtime payment from your
employe>?

8« If yes, how much?

16« HRave you been receiving any bonus?

be If yes, in wvhat formy

17« Have you been promoted since you started working on this
farmy

be If yes, when last vhere you promoted?

18, 10 you receive the official yearly increament in your

pay?

be pow much?y

19 Have you ever been trained by your employer?

be What are your prospects of receiving further training?

20 Do you have any workert's union on this farm?

be Give reasons for either answer;

21 DO you undertake other occupatiocns?

be If yes what are they?

22¢ DO you have any blood relation with your employer;

23« DO you have other information to give?
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M.S¢+ Research yuestionnaire
For peasant parmers

1. Farmert's peme;

2+ TParmer'c Code NO;

3. survey Area;

ke Date of Interview;

BASIC INFORMATION

Se  Ages

6. Mt‘l St&mg

T« pumber of yives;

8¢ yumber of Cchildren;

9. Ethnic Group;

10. Are you an indigene of this village or a migrant;

11« Neme the mejor crops you produce on your farmg

12 Through which of the following methods have you acquired

your farmland?
af) mheritence;
b) purchase;
¢) Gift
d) Rent,
e) Exchange;
f) pledge;

g8) confiscation;

h) po you have any other informiticns om above?
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Have you ever sold any land to anybody before;

If yes, to whowy

vhat average percentage?

yhat prompted you Lo sell the land,

pid you get the consent of anybody beof selling the
land? cive details;

Has your farmland been increasing or decreasing in size?

which of the following constitutes the major source of your
faxm laboury

Pamily wembers,

gired labourers,

A COMBINATION OF THE ABOVE:

Do you work on the farms of other farmers in this area

which type of work do you normally dog

DO you uncertake oiher occupation beside farming?

I{ yes what are they?

Have you been receiving farm in puts [rom any quarter?

what are your problems in getting these inputs?

DO you have any informallca to addy
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