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Preface and Acknowledgements

This study is an enguiry into the nature of preduction
relations in peasant agriculture., It is an attempt to show
how agriculture ig subordinated tec the needs of capiltal
accumulation by foreign/domestic, merchant and industrial
capital; and how that subordination leads to its
underdevelopment and the improverishment of the peasant
producers. We contend that, long-term and sustalned
agricultural development, leading to the improvement of the
living conditions of Nigeria's peasant farmers, is only
possible when the.relations between men in the sphere of
production and exchange are re~structured, to the short-term
and longw~term advantage of those directly engaged in

production.

In our attempt to capture the essence of the agricultural
system as a whole, and the manner in which it is subordinated
to domestic and foreign capital accumulation, we inevitably
left a 1ot of important issues untouched. No attempt was
made in the study to expose the importanf.issue concerning
the nature of the ideological superstructures which have

emerged to leglitimate the system of peripheral capitalism.-
¥
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In addition teo this, not much clear reference has been given
to the issue of class formation in either rural or urban
areass These, though inextricable parts of the articulation

process, we feel are bhetter treated in a separate work.

Furthermore, we restricted our analysis only to
agricultural production proper. We did not take into aceount
the farmexrs!'! off-farm occupations. We also did not touch the
role of women in agriculture and in other home-based activities.
All these we feeal should be subjects of investigations in their
own rights because we believe that understanding the scocio-
economic structure under which agricultural production takes
place is paramount in any attempt to change it for the goeod

of the rural communities,

with regards fo what little we have been able to accoemplish
in this study, some limitations may also arise. These may be
due to the manner of presentation and the conclusiveness (or

otherwise) or our results.

However, despite all these limiations, and omissions, we
may take some consolation in the words of Paul Baran, who once
remarked that,

"It is better to deal imperfectly withvhat

is important, than to attain virtuoso skiil

in the treatment of what does not matter."

~ The Political Economy of Growth, p. 22
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INTRODUCTICN

Nigeria is today engaged in efforts to find a viable
path for long-term social and economic development. The
primary objective of national policy is said to be’'directed
towards raising the people's material living cenditions. In such
a process of development, agriculture has a crucial and

strategic role.

In efforts to achieve a long-term and sustalined
development in the area of agriculture, two current
strategies seem te be on the ascendency in the actions of the
governmznt. The first is concerned with the establishment
of what are called 'Integrated' Agricultural Development
Projects. The second is the creation of River Basin
Development Authorities. The former strategy aims
to provide modern inputs, credits, extension services,
low cost agricultural roads, and earth dams for water supply.
The intention of the government 1s to create such organizations
all over the country under several such projects catering
for different areas of the nation. The Gusau Agricultural
Development Project; the Funtua Agricultural Development
Project; Gombe Agricultural Development Froject, etc,, are

all manifestations of such a strategy.



The latter strateqy concerned with the development of
river basins aims to create regions of agricultursl abundance
to serve as centres for year-round food production; and as
bases for the establishment of agro-based industries. S3Sokcto
Rima Basin Development Auvthority, Uprer Bemue Uevelopment
Authority, Lake Chad Basin Development Authority, etc., are
just few examples of this strategy. In addition to these
the Government has taken far-reaching fiscal measures which
range from input subsidies and credit to leng tax holidays
for small and large scale producers, and investors
respectively. This in essence means the subsidization of
the process of resource and capital accumulation by large
scale private farmers and agribusiness corporations. All
these are now pursued under the slogan - Green Revolution;
and aimed at increasing the production of food and agricultural

raw materials,

it appears, however, that the basic philosophy behind
these 'Green Revolution' strategies avolds the central problems
confronting the agrarian system as a whole. For it sees
the backwardness of agriculture only in terms of logistics,
l.e., physical infrastructure and modern inputs. Hence the

tendency to seek for solutions in purely technical terms.
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But just as we cannot judge an individual by what
he thinks of himself, so we cannot tackle agricultural
backwardness in terms of the apparent manifestations of this
backwardness. We have to explore and attempt to comprehend
the hidden social structural relationships behind this
backwardness. In other words instead of seeing our
problems as arising from relations between things, an
alienated perception; we have to see them as arising frem
relationships between men with regards to the forces of
production and the fruits of labour, i.e., social relations.
This realization is fundamental, for without a knowledge
of the socio-—economic basis of the agricultural system,
we may not be able to know which forces in society are for
genuine, long-term and sustained development, and which
are structurally and advantageously positicned to oppose

it-

More so, every branch of production is a social
activity. It is a social subject in which relations
between men are often phantasmically perceived as relations
between things. The purpose of this research is to
correct this alienatinag perception by lookinag at our
agricultural problems today, as arising from the nature
and structure of social relations of production aenerated
within a historically determined social formation in

which two modes of production articulate.



The study of relations of production in the field of
agriculture, is one of the bsst ways of comprehending
agricultural problems, as sccial problems. By relations
of production we mean man's relationship to man in the
apprepriation and control of the means of production {(i.e.,
land, tools, raw materisls, manpower, etc.) and the
products of labour. In other words, the relations of
people with regards to land, labour, instruments and
products of labour are often in conflict with the nature, form
and organization of the mode of exploiting these means
of production to their optimum, most efficient and just
manner. This therefore limits the maximization of the
material and spiritual development of the soclety as a

whole,

The natufe of production relations in Nigerian
.agriculture, is reflected in the forms assumed by the
structure of land holding; the level of development and
distribution of the instruments of labour; and the manner
in which the fruits of labour are appropriated. In general,
the agrarian scene is composed of innumerable isolated
small scale producers, working on small and fragmented
holdings, utilizlng a bhackward form of technoleqgy in
the productien of agricultural goods. The fruits gained

from this demanding and exerting process of production

xvil
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are generally appropriated in exchange with middlemen—
organizations of merchants, and institutions set up by
the state. wWhatever income is gained by the farmers in this
exchange relationship is by and large utilized in the
purchase of manufactured commeodities, through a proliferation

of all kinds of merchants and traders.

It is a case where agriculture producing simple
commodities, {(agricultural raw materials and food products),
is articulated, in more or less a dependent manner, with
domestic and foreion merchant and industrial capital. In
this regard, we sea the whole system as a formation of
peripheral capitalism within which merchant and industrial
capital (fully supported by the state) dominate agriculture
producing simple commodities. It is in effect, a formation
in which a simple commodity mode of production is articulated
in a degpendent relationship to a capitalist mode. We arque
that historically the formation initially emerged with the
arrival of European traders, and was subsequently established
on a secure footing during the era of British colonialism.

Tt was in this period that colonial scocio-economic changes
utilized the forms of a previous pre-capitalist mede of
production, in serving the purposes and needs for capital

accumulation by the dominant capitalist mode,
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Hypotheses

This study intends to work on the basis of a central

hypothesis and other ones related to it. -

2.

CENTRAL HYPOTHESIS

That the structure of social relations of Production

. in Peasant Agriculture, is a fetter to the long-term

and sustained development of the agrarian system

as a whole.

RELATED HYPOTHESES

that the relationship between ﬁen with regards to
land, leads to sub-division and fragmentation of
heldings, and this is not feasible for substantial
capital investment end far-reaching technological
changes, through which sustained growth is

achieved.

that the relationship between men with regards teo
the instruments of labour leads to the scattering
of these instruments, and results in the failure
to develop and adopt more complex instruments in

the field of preoduction.



3. that the relationship between men with regards to
aqgricul tural labour leads to labour boftle-necks,
in that labour is isolated and highly dependent
on human energy and muscles. This is because it is
organized to reflect the structure of factor
ownership which is not conducive to long-term

davelopment.,

4; that the structure of exchange relations in the
sale of agricultural goods and the purchase of
manmifactured products represents a form of exploitation
. and income drain. This cripples the small peasant's

capital formation efforts.

5 this shows that capital is fofmed Qﬁtsidé agricul ture
(by foreign capitalist corvorations, domestic merchants,
traders and the state) and not within it. This
consequently robs agriculture of the much needed

resources for its internal development.

METHOD3 OF ENQUIRY

This study utilizes three methodological packages.
These are; questionnaire survey; Archival records; and
documents from the Ministry of Agriculture and the Sokoto

State History Buréau.

xX
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SURVEY
A survey was conducted in three villages in Kaura
Namoda Local Government Area, Sckoto State. We used a
schedule, the English and Hausa versions of which are
nregsented in Appendix & and B respectively. The schedule was

applied to 273 farmers (115 in Birnin Magaji and 79 each in

Kasuwan Daji and Yankaba)l.

The sampling procedure adopted was that.each village
was divided into its respective quarters and all the
houses were allocated numbers, from which the sample was
drawn. Only adult males (preferably household heads) in
each household were interviewed conforming to the traditions
of the local setting, whereby adult males are both the
economic and social heasds of households. Moreso because
the participation of women in agricultural production in
these areas is very minimal. Tt is frowm these interviews
that we obtained most of the empirical data used in this

study.

ARCHIVAL RECORDS

These were obtained from the National Archives,
Kaduna. Most of these materials deal with reports and
assessments made in the area, with particular reference

to agriculture, in the colonial and early post-colonial
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DOCUMENTS FROM THE MINISTRY OF AGRICULTUREL AND
SOKOTO HISTORY BURE ~U

These documents have to do with the nroduction and
marketing figures collected by the Produce Inspection
Division of the Ministry of ‘griculture and Natural
Resources, Sokoto. Files kept by both the Government,
Native Authority, sArea Council and Local Governments
on Kaura Namoda, zﬁrmi and Moriki were consulted in the

Sokoto History Bureau.

THE ARE:A OF RESEALRCH

The study was conducted in the Kaura Namoda Local
Government irea in Sokoto State (which was lasb year
split up into three local governments). The villages
selected are all in Kaura Nameda district. This area
is well known for its agricultural wealth which was in fact
the main reason why it is one of the terminals of the
Nigerian railway system. Kaura Namoda is to the north of
Gusau. On the north it is bounded by Isa Local Government
Area, west by Talata Mafara Local Government Area, east by
Katsina area of Kaduna State and south by %Sueau Local

Government ..rea (see Map in Appendix I).

The three villages where our investigations took place
are Birnin Magaji, Kasuwsn Daji and Yankaba. For the exact

location of these villages, see Map in Appendix J).
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OUTLINE CF THE STUDY

This study is divided into six chapters excluding
the introduction. Like every other work we started with
the review of literature on the thecories of agricultural
and rural development. We dealt with several conventicnal
theoretical approaches concerning the place of agriculture
in the social and economic development of the underdeveloped
countries, After ocutlining the presenfation of each
theoretical approach, we present our own criticisms
of its premises and conclusions. s |

Noting thét these theoretical formulations suffer
from inappropriate conceptualization of the problem, we
presented a conceptual framework which we feel is more
apprepriate when analyzing the problems of contemporary
peasant agriculture=. This conceptual formulation is
presented in the first half of chapter two. The second
half of this chapter is devoted to an analytical
expoesition of the pre-colenial social formulation and
the modes of production within it and how these were
subsequently transformed and put in the service of foreign
merchant and industriasl capital at the advent of and during
the colonial era. This in effect gives the study a historical
dimension, and shows the rigour and relevance of the

conceptual framework we have adopted.
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Chapter three is concerned with labour and property
relations., This is essentially an enguiry into the nature
and structure of land holding, the nature and level of
development of the instruments of labourj; the organization
of agricultural labour; and how all these affect efficiency

and the level of productive output.

Chapter four 1s coricerned with the structure of exchange
relations, 1t deals with the organization of marketing of
agricultural and manufactured products. It concludes with
a discussion on whether marketing creates or adds value to

agricultural commodities.

Chapter five ls essentially an enquiry inte the nature
and extent of the agrarian crisis now facing the nation,
and the implications of current pelicies and strategies for

agricu.tural and rural development in the country.

'Chéptef sig is the summary and conclusions. Here
we summarized our presentation and make recommendations
on how to go about developing the agrarian system for
the good of the rural communities in particular and the

country in general,



CHAPTER ONE

THE THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVES ON
AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT

The theory of economic development of the under-developed:
countries hés experijenced a sharp transition from what is
commonly referred to as 'industrial fundamentazlism® to its
present state. Agriculture is now recognized as the backbone
of future econcmic and socia)l development of these countries,
This disillusionment with 'industrial fundamentalism* was
largely due to successive records of failures of various
industrializing strateqgies applied to most of these countries

during the United Mations Development decade (1950-1960).

These failures alerted schelars, national and
international institutions to the fact that the agricultural
sector in these countries is the most crucial. This is so,
in the sense that it employs on the average between 60
percent to 80 percent of the total populations of these
countries. It also, in most caseg despite its technological'
backwardness, contributes on the averade between 50 percent
and 20 percent of these countries' totazl national income.
Hence it is in effect the main foreign exchange earner of

these countries.



In Nigeria, agriculture employs between 70 and 80
percent of the.country's approximately 80 milliion people.1
in fact, between 1267 ~nd 1969, it was estimated that the
average share of agricultural products in the total export
earnings of the countrv was 58.8 percent of a total earning
of $713,400,000 (at 1967-69 value).2 And prior to the first
exports of petroleum, agriculture provided between 70-80

~percent of total value of Nigerisn exports.3

It was hence by and large éonceded that, “growth in
agricultural output is in most societies essential to the
development process, and the contribution of agricultural
growth to the development process is positively related to

the rate of productivity growth in the agricultural sector,"4

But agricultural developmen£ efforts afe relevant not
only bhecause agriculture is the main national emplovyer and
the main source of national income, but also because it
has the potentialities of elevating the current abysmal
living conditions of the teeming rural producers. 1In
essence, the whole concept of rural development is related
to efforts to bring about development in the rural areas

to the advantage of the majority, low-income populations.



Development, in the sense of, "improving living standards
of the masg of the low~income populations residing in
rural areas and making the process of their development

. 5
self-sustaining.”

To fhis end, agricultural development projects have
been established in Nigeria with loans from the World
Bank and other foreign agencies. The government has also
instituted programmes such as Operation Peed the Nation
(OPN}, National Accelerated Food Production Programme
{NAFPP) and later the Green Revolution Programme,
providing subsidized agricultural inputs, credits and
fiscal incentives to the agricultural sector. Agricultural
Research Institutes, the mass media, students etc., were
mobilized all in the name of triggering an agricultural
revolution in the country. All these efforts underscore the
correct perception that agricultural development is crucial
to total national eccnemic and social development,

Any attempt at an enéuirf int§ the ﬁistofy of econemic
and agricultural development especially in the underdeveloped
countries is necessarily a formidable task. 'This is not
only because of the differences in the agricultural system;
but alsco because of the sheer diversity of the views
expressed. As such our aim here is to review these thecories

not necessarily on the basis of



which country or group of countries the theorizing is based
upon, or even in the historical sequence they appear. Our
interest lies in the relevance of the differing views and
ideas they express about agricultural and social development,
to Nigerian circumstances or theose experiences similar

to ite

As a result of this, we are dividing our theoretical
enquiry into three related components. The first is
concerned with the general theories of ecconomic development
and technical change in the underdeveloped countries.

These are the 'Growth Stage' and 'Dual Economy' types.

The second component deals with the history and analysis

of the nature of West ’frican export growth. The third

is concerned with the currently popular theories often
referred to as 'the high pay-off input models' which seek

to develop acriculture on the basis of the smell farmer
through increasing the rate of modern input utilization.

All these components are related in the sense that the

first tries to provide gereral theories, the second modifies
the general theories in the light of West African experiences,
while the third while clavifying come uraw-backs of the first
and the second in the light of new information and materials,
seeks to recommend developnent sirategies for practical

application.



GENER,.L. THEORIES OF ECONCMIC DEVELOPMENT “UD TECHNICHL CHANGE

Econcmic theories, dealing particularly with the type
of economic growth which gives agriculture a special place
are mainly of two types. These are the 'growth stage!
theories and the 'dual economy' theories. We are here
dealing with them vervy briefly so as to provide us with a
general overview of what they are all about so as to enable
us recognize their connection with later more specific

theories. o ) R "2_ o

Growth Stage Thecories

These are mainly evolutionary formulations interested
in the process of transition from an agricultural to an
industrial society. They are "efforts to systematize the
process of economic growth within the framework of
sequential stages with general application across national
and cultural boundarieso"6 ~s such, conseguently, they are
often formulated on a high level of generalization. One
of the most prominent works in thig direction is Rostow's

much quoted and criticized, leading sector theory.7

Rostow identified five steses of economic growth froma
primitive to a modern economy. These are = the traditional

society, the pre-conditicns for taking off, the take off,



the drive to maturity and the age of high mass consumption.
He was primarily interested with the processes via which a
society travels from one stage to another. 1Using this
.scheme he plotted the stage in which various countries in
the world are, and the conditions which would have to be

satisfied before they move to the next stagea.

The level of technology and investment rate in the
process of preduction play a leading role in this scheme.
/iis such he recommended massive technological transfers -
from the more developed countries to the less developed
ceuntries through the agency of multinaticonal codperations'
foreign investments and through foreian aid. Eostow,
further postulated that at each of these staqes certain
sectors of the economy will be the leading cnes. 9So in a
country which is in the stage of pre-conditions for taking
off, agriculture will be the lesding sector while in a
country which is driving towards maturity, industry will

be the leading sector.

This theory hence assumes that, for all societies,
irrespective of their historical and cultural experiences,
the path to development is one. That for societies to

develop, they have to follow the footpaths of their more



developed predecessors. This implies that for the underdeveloped
societies to develop, they have to follow the same terrain
tresversed by the developed nations of the capitalist world.

This assumption is tantamount to saying that development on

capitalist lines is inevitable for all underdeveloped countries.

This view has been refuted historically by the failure
of several countries such as RBrazil and ihrgentina to develop
even though they have been independent sovereign nations
for over one and a half centuries, and have since followed
the capitalist path. On the other hand we find countries
which took a different path of development doing better, in
a smaller time span. AS such we can see that growth stage
theories are theories which mainly preach the inevitability
and necessity for capitalist development of the underdeveloped
countries. More so, the linear development programme adopted
in the model makes it too simplistic and a-historical inspite
of its historical pretentions. Tt doesn't fundamentally

tackle the nature of the relationship between Uiic underdeveloped

countries and the capitalist world. For the relationship
between them is not one of symbiosis, with each gaining from
the other, but one of outright exploitation of the underdeveloped

world by the capitalist world. This is why it sees colonialism



and neo=-colonialism as having a beneficial effect in the senae
of awakening traditional societies to the needs and paths

of modern development.

Dual Economy Madels

These models can be seen as a reaction against the
leading sector formulations of the growth stage thecories.
They are based essentially on the simple (even though
superficial) observation that in the present day underdeveloped
countries, twe sectors exist both at the social and economic
levels which are qualitatively different from one another.
These sectors are identified as the modern advanced capitalist
sector and the backward traditional sector. This approach is
basically an attempt to reduce the whole problem of development.
of the underdeveloped countries to that of transforming the
lagging and backward traditional sector to achieve advanced

and modern characteristics.

Tﬁere are dynamic and static versions of these models.
tne of the static versions is that developed by Roeke,
a Dutech economist in his study of Putceh colonial policy
in Indonesia. It emphasizes the sociological nature of foreign
dualism in the sense of the difference between western and

nonwestern concepts of rationality and economic organization.



Roeke hypothesized that there is a fundamentai distinction
between the objectives of economic activity in the western
and nonwestern society. That “... while economic activity

in the Weét and Western enclaves in the east (Indonesia)

is based on the stimulus of economic need, the Tndonesian

is guided primarily by social needs."e UUsing this dichotomy
of the objectives of econemic activity he argues that it

is futile to introduce western technology in traditional
systems, for this will only accelerate the rate of population
graowth in this system: So any attempt to develop traditional
agriculture technologically in the form of provision of
advanced farm equipment, fertilizers, pesticides etc., wiil
not result in any appreciable rcontribution to total national
development efforts, since the motives of the traditional

producers are social rather than economic or commercial.

This postulation is rather crude for it does not take
éccount of the fact that the structure of motivations and
neads are not snthropological categories, but are rather
objective predispositions arising from the nature of a
foreign imposed and maintailned soclo-economic system, which
after creating new needs in the people at the same time blocks
their avenues to need satisfaction by taking away from

them the fruits of their productive efforts.



Another version of static dualism is what is often
referrad to as enclave dualism, mainly seen in the works
of Higgins and some of the works of Myint. This type of
dualism refers to the situation where the export sector
itself is not in the hands, or within the traditional sector,
but in plentatien and mining enclaves. The role of the
traditional sector here is just the provision of food and
labour to the technically advanced foreiqn enterprises of
mines and plantations. These enclaves are stimulated more
by foreign than domestic demand. The growth of this sector
has 1lit¥le if any impact on the domestic economy, TInstead,
it is the 'modern' sector which receives an inflow of labour
and food from the traditional sector while the formers
capital ocutflow is to the international foreign financial

9
centres,

The dynamic vérsiéns of the dual econhomy theories,

are by far the most relevant to our present enqguiry.
This type of dualistic theorizing Wad itg origin from
Arthur Lewis* writings.lo Lewis argues that the main
characteristics of certain ¢lass of underdeveloped economies
is the existence of what he referred to as 'disgquised
unemployment.' Lewlis' model postulates the existence of an

advanced or capitalist sector and a backward traditional



sector, quite similar to all other dualistic models. But

in Lewis' constructs, the mutual relationship in the activities
between the two sectors, is limited to a certain extent.

This in the sense that the modern sector being more developed,
needs to be the prime mover of the development of the
traditional sector through its absorption of surplus 1asbour
which 15 said to exist in the latter sector. As such the
population of the backward traditicnal sector is regarded
merely as a labour reservoir for the modern capitalist

sector. In his view, the backward economy can develop into

a modern capitalist economy if disguised unemployment, or

labour surplus from the agricultural sector disappears.11

Fei and.Ranis, were the first to apply Lewis' approsch.
They also postulate from observation, "... a relatively
large and overwhelmingly stagnant subsistent agricultural
sector in which instituticonal forces determine the wage
rate and a relatively small but growing commercialigzed

industrial sector in which competitive conditions obtain

in the input markets." Labour is in surplus in the
traditional sector in the sense that, "given existing
production condition in the tweo sectors, labour 1s a nonscarce
factor while capital is extremely scarce."12 Hence labour

is in surplus only to the point where capital is scarce,
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Fei and Ranis, thus attempted to study the detailed
interrelationships between the two sectors, these include:
(a) common sharing of the supply of labour;
{b) consumption of the goods produced in
each sector by workers of the other
sector; :
{c) investment by property owners in one
sector in the assets of another
sector etc.13
It is pertinent here to reiter%te that Fel and Ranis
like Lewis assume the existence of surplus labour in the
traditional sector. Traditional agriculture supplies what
they refer to as the wage fund" in the form of surplus
labour and agricultural preoducts to support industrial
. expansions In this model, Iindustry develops at the expense
of agriculture; i.e., the modern sector develops at the
expense of the traditional sector. This is so despite the
fact that they postulate that agricultural production will
not fall due to the withdrawal of this mass labour. “ecause
the few whé remain will exact more energy to maintain
producticon levels at least constant. BRut the assumption
of labour surplus on which this theoretical formulation is
based is guestionable. For in peasant agriculture, the
nature of landholding and the backwardness of the technology

of production leads to periods of bottlenecks instead of

labour surpius. (For more details on thisg see chapter three).



But another similar model proposed by Jorgenson starts
with the assumption that disquised unemployment or surplus
labour does not exist, but otherwise his constructs and those
of Fel and Ranis are similar. The principal difference
between the two models "... is in the conditions governing
the supply of labour to the advanced sector." Wwhile in the
Fei and Ranis model, labour supply may be removed at no
sacrifice to output; in the Jorgenson model lahour may be
removed fr¢ . the backward sector only at the cost of reducing
the output of that sector.14 s such Jorgenson's model is
pro=agriculture while Fei-Ranis model is pro-industry.
Mevertheless their differences peter out once the alleged

surplus labour disappears.

Both of these presentations, however, are mer= exercises
in model building and are not of much relevance to the
issues of policy in the process of agricultural development.
They all started with classical and neo-classical concepts and
theories of growth and development and then applying them to
underdeveloped economies. They both assume that the history of
western economic development where industry gained from the
proletarized labour of agriculture can be applied to the

problems of the present day underdeveloped countries.

13
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In effect, they do not take account of the fact that
even in the western historical experience, the process of
obtaining labour was as a result of the destruction of the
feudal mode of production and the proletarizaticn of the
mass of peasant small holders through various pélicies
such as the enclosure policy. In other words, this was
because the structure of sociel relations of production
governing the feudal mode were burst asunder to bring forth
new conditions based on capitalist procuction relations.
Whereas in the underdeveloped countries the structure of
feudal or semi-feudal relations of production were by and
large conserved but transformed to serve the needs of

foreign copitalist accumulation,

nS such mere model building with neither historical
nor structural analysis, is of no relevance to the present
problem of underdevelopment. The implicit assumption in
all these models was that they were dealing with a pure
capitalist mode of production, only that it needs some
adjustment to enter into full blown process of economic
growths. This assumption is untenable in the light of
existing facts. These arc that underdeveloped economies

are not pure capitalist economies; their colonial and



pre-=colonial history is in itself a very significant variable
which none of these meodels ever touched. As such they

turn out tc be superficial and policy wise empty.

ianother issue which neither of these models even
reflected upon was the mnature of the relationship between
the advanced capitalist economies of the west and these
underdeveleoped ccocuntries. They tend to treat the modern
sector as if it has been there a2ll the time, an inteqral
part of a national economy. They fail to see it for what
it fundamentally is; a peripheral extension of the world

that of
capitalist system. 1Its role isaé middle-man whaozé
purpose is to facilitate the exploitation and transformation
purpose

of the traditional sector into one whose only / is the
production of agricultural raw materisls for the capitalist
centre and focd products for itgelf and the Jdomestic economy.
Even this it is currently incapable of fulfilling.

spart from these general theories working on a high

. . which

level of generalization, there are those / trv to see
the problem of transition from 'traditionalt to ‘'‘modern!'
at the micro level. These micro theories are concerned
with how and in what ways 1t is possible to transform the
tsubsistencet farm into a commercial farm; the peasant inte
an aqricultural entrepreneur and his traditional society into

a modern society. This kind of theorizing is evident in for

example, the works of Wharton and Mosher.

15



Mogsher for example suggested that subsistent farming
is carried on more and more to provide food for the family,
cr for the village community or tribe, than it is for sale
to an outside market. “le warned that ... if this situation
continues very little agricultural development can occur
and the levels of living of the people ﬁn these farms cannot
rise. For agricultural development to take place; it is
essential arong several other necessities, that farms become
less and less subsistence and more and more commercial and

producing increasingly for the marketo"is

He maintained that to promote the transition from
subsistence to commercialization: from traditional *o modern,
we hava to study the motives of the peasants and show how
we can bring new influences upon them to help them move
towards this goal of “~velopment. He suggested to this
end, m~5s education, credit Faclilities, creation of farmer

. s . 16
associations and cooperatives.

Wharton on the other hand tries tn find out the extent
»f interaction and interdep-ndence of the subsistent farmers
with the wider society. 42nis is only for the purpose of
using it as an index of messuring their exposure to and

acceptance of modern influences which are associated with

16
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economic development. His measures of this interaction are
baég&'on several criteris. Economic criteria being sale ?f
farm preoducts ratio, production versus consumpiticon ratio,ﬁ
as determining the peasants' subsistence orientation, Others
are hired labour versus family labour, purchased inputs
versus family produced inputs, the level of technology,
incomes, living standards, and freedom of decision making
are ~ll taken as indicators of the presence or absence of
peasants' subsistence orientationo. n the socio-cultural
level, he used the pattern variables and the degree of outside
contacts as indicators of the peasants' receptivity to change

and the rate of adoption of new ideas.17

These formulations are in effect attempts to translate
the general theories into indicators which can be used in
researches in order to promote policies with the view to
modernizing the so called traditional sector. The whole
issue of subsistence and commercial orientation in pemsant
agriculture, T feel is not actually the relevant issue.
Peasants in the present underdeveloped countries, have bheen
increasingly producing for the world and demestic markets
to the extent that the distinction between cash and food
crops is in some areas being glossed over., The questions of

attitudes are not (as I said above) anthropological cateqories,
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but mere reflection of the nature of the socio-econcmic

o peasants find themselves
situation in which [/ / . Peasants can be fatalistic
for it %... represents a just estimation of the enormous
and discouraging weight of the chancy factors that condition
the success of their @fforts,"18 such factors as exploitation
by the state and middlemen of all shades of activities,
climatic factors such as drought; fertility of the scoilj
poverty; abysmal heslth conditions:; fluctuating market

conditions; pests; etec., are all fectors which shape peoples

perceptions.

As such it can be argued that traditionalism and
fatalism are not related with anthropological predispositions,
but by 2 just appraisal of the nature of social and economic
conditions of existence arising from underdevelopement itself,
In o*herwords, they do not in themselves lead to underdevelopment
but on the contrary underdevelopment creates and reinforces

thei,

It is interesting at this stage to find out the connection
between the theories of dualism and those concerned with the
development and growth of export activities in especially

the West ifrican region.
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THEORIES OF EXPORT_ GROWTH

These theories are mainly concernsd with the

transformation of indigenous economic systems on the eve
their integration into the

of colonialism and A L capitalist market
economy. The introduction of European political and
economic influence nrovides a useful peint of departure
for an examination of African movement into the world
economy. Rarber, contends that, "... the massive movement
into the world economy is the most impcrtant single
economic fact of sub~saharan economic life over the past

century."19

o«
In effect, it was rolitical control by European

powers that provided the imperative for the stimulation

of export production.* FPFor in so far "... as metropolitan

governments required their colonies to be self-financing

production for export was essentiasl if foreign exchange to

service external debts was to be qenerated°“20 This

justification for export production is algo often accompanied

with the view that the European powers saw the initiation of

monetized production as part of their civilization mission in

Africae. 1In otherwords, the indigenous peoples could only be

*1t is however important to note that export production started

even before the establishment of political control. Thus

this is only meant to say that under firm political control

the impetus towards export production was accelerated and the

terms of trade got worse. See for example the work of A.G. Hopkins,
"The Economic¢ History of west Africa." Longmans, London, 1973.
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advanced from their backward stete by educating them to new
standards of taste and to hiagh level of productive performance.

In this regard, Lugard also talked of developing cash crop
production for the purpose of helpinq Y... the native

population and other nations in the wor1d°"21

Others were even of the racist belief that the
maintainance of the pax Africana "... depended on the
provizion of opportunities to earn money incomes, otherwise
idlenass among ifrican men might well breed mischief and
thereby expensive threats to the new order." ks such the
process of economic change brought about modern forms of
export activity and two contrasting sectors emerged; one
monetized exchange economy and the other, traditicnal
economic systems of the indigenes. This new modern exchange
economy is oriented towards imports and exports. Tt was
therefore said te have impose) new demands on the Africans,

and created new economic opportunities for them.

The traditional economies are said to be characterized
by a substantisl under utilization of potentially available
labour. This excess lahour capacity "... meant that additional
forms of economic activity could be undertaken without

sacrifice in the conventional level of physical output in
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the traditional economy."” Johnston also maintained that
it is possible to "... supcrimpose preduction of an export
crop or c¢rops on to the traditional agriculture without

23
affecting food crop production adversely.™

Labour was alledged te be In surplus because colonigation
brought domestic peace to the indigenous socirl system
through the abolishing of tribeal warfare. As a result of
this leisure time increased. This leiczure time was not
productively employed because of the lack of remunerative
ways for man to utilize his excess labour capacity. Then
came the Furcopean trader who provided men with opportunities
to utilize their leisure time for productive purposes. This
he did by providing them with market outlet for potential
surplus products which they mignt be able to create through

the employment of this leisure time.

Helleiner, for example, painted a static picture of
indigenous eceonomies, in the sense "hat there were "o.. £°W
incentives in the social structurc for individual or even
collective self betterment.® He further assumed that not
only labour but also land was in surplus in these stagnant

economies, To this essentially static picture, he contends,



".oe was added in the 19th century, an external stimulus.

The appearance of European trading firms, missignaries,

sowing new ideas and bringing education and later an
externally imposed government, began to produce important
structural changes in the economy ... Most significant of all
was the offering by traders of rewards for the sale of

4
particular crops which were in demand abroad...“2

This new external impact stimulated the economy, and
it came to have a new form of dynamism which can now be
extended further to achieve economic growth. Helleiner
further asserted that, "beyond offering the farmers a
vent for their potential surplus production, the foreigner
did next to nothing to alter the technological backwardness
of the economy. Since production functions were largely
left untouched, he cannot be accused of introducing export
bias into the economy. i1l } 2> did was to dancle sufficiently
attractive prizes before the producers noses to persuade
them to convert potential into actual surpluses by increasing

their inputs."25

In this Helleiner is basically using the vent for
surplus thesis also advanced by Myint. This thesis is
based primarily on three assumptions: that massive increases

in export production was achieved;



(a) without comparable increase in population.
This suggests that there had been under-
utilization of labour previously.
(b) without significant reduction in the
amounts of land, and time involved in the
production of traditional goods and
services. This suggests that land was
also under-utilized previously.
(¢) without the adoption of major improvement
in agricultural techniques.
All these suggest that increases in output were mainly as a
result of increased inputs of land and labour. This theory
hence implies that since land and labour are in surplus in
especially the West African area, agricultural production
can be increased without alterina traditional techniques
of preoduction and mode of production organization. 1In

otherwords, the peasant can resort to market production

without necessarily jeopardizing his subsistence needs.

In a nutshell, it was generally bhelieved that monetary
incentives were crucial in forcing the producer to produce
for the market. But the gquestion is, will monetary
incentives by themselves be able to generalize cash production
among the peasantry? Under what socio-economic relations did
monetary incentives become an important phenomenon? Tt has
to be realized thet colonialism doesn't only mean foreign
political control. Tt is both a political and an economic

system. It initially forced the peasants to pay taxes in cash,
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The money is in Europesn currency. The holders of this
currency hence are European traders. For the peasant to
obtain cash, he has either to sell his food (which was not
then in demand by the Eurcpeans), to sell his labour by
working for them, or in the final a2nalysis to produce crops

in which they are interested.

iig such participation in the money economy, initially
was never voluntary. The consequences for refusing to
participate were grave. Tt means imprisonment for failure
to pay taxes. The massive importation of foreign manufactured
goods was also very crucial. For mass importation crippled
the industrial activities of the peoples. This produced
a change of taste from indigenous to foreign goods. Barber
for example, noted that local tin producers couldn't compete
with foreign companies; "... in 1884, it was found thet the
tin uscd by the Hausa for tiraing their brass wares was mined
by Nigerians... and smelted in primitive clay furnaces, but

by 1923 this indigenous industry has completely disappeared."26

So was the fate of textile production, iron smeltina,
salt mining and other similar industries that used to provide
the people with their material necessities. The only

industries left were thosc of the blacksmiths and metal
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smiths, who are responsible for producing hoes and other
implam~ents that make up the technology of agricultural
production: and even in these few cases, their sources of
raw materialswere divested from African indigenous snelters
to Buropean importers of pig-iron and the scraps of vehicles

imported from abroad.

Hence money was In need not only for the payment of
taxes and other dues but also for the purchase of foreign
goods, This was necessary because of the systematic

destruction of peoples' self-sufficiency.

The shifte te production for the market was not
accomplished merely because of the presence of money; on
the contrary it is the needs of the colonial soccio-economic
system which instilled into the peasant the necessity of
this money and hence the conversion of his productive
activity for its procurement. Those who contend that it
is the appearance of money which brought about monetary
relations are simply putting the cart before the horse.

It is the nature of the socio-economic system which mskes
money important in peasant life. As Karl Marx noted in
Capital, - “the purchase and sale of slaves is formally
a purchase and sale of commodities. But money canncot

perform this function without the existence of slavery."27
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There are writers, like Polly Hill,28 who try to give
some respectability tc the views expressed by the above
theories by giving some credit to the peasant producers
for their trationality', finitistive' and ‘'enterprise' in
the allocation of their *'surplus' land and labour resoufces
for cash production. Hill tries to show that indigenous
institutions often serve as highly effective mechanism for
economic enterprise. This leads to changes towards
capitalistic forms of organization and investment behavicur.
This it 1s contended leads to the emergence of rural
capitalism in the West African area; in the sense that land
is being purchased, labour being hired, ability to manage
sizable farms and some saving and investment activities

leading to capital formation are alsc prevalent.

But Hill, mainly deals with small communities, such
as villages, groups of producers or tradevs. after
studying their economic activities and oraganization, Hill
concludes that they exhibit capitalist ingenuity and
entrepreneurship. This preoccupafion with small greups
does not allow fundamental enguiry. For it doesn't
look at the problem from a holistic approach of the phenomena
under study in the sense of how it 1s related to the larger

soclety and economy of which they are just small parts.



The fact that people save, invest,; employ labour,
participate in long distance trade or buy a piece of land
for the purpose of cash production doesn't mean capitalism.
For according to Marx, "... the expropriation of the mass
of the people from the soil forms the basis of the capitalist
mode of production.“29 As such cash crop production, marketing
and trading, even if they bring about acquisition and
concentration of money into few hands do not bring about
capitalism, since there has been no process of social
disintegration resulting in the expropriation of the mass of

the peasantry from the soil.

Just as the small farmer with a small farm of his own
employs his leisure time to augment his income by working
on the farm of a more prosperous farmer is not (in the full
sense of the word) a free 'wage labourer'; so does the rich
or middle peasant who employs labour but still works en
his farm cannot be said to be a full fledged capitalist,
(in the full sense of the word). 1In the same measure,
capitalist features in the underdeveloped societies don't
give rise to a full fledged capitalist society because:

(a) no process of proletarization of the

working masses, i.e., no class of wage

labourers on a social scale.

(b) non-existence of large scale capitalistic
operations in the rural areas.
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The capitalist features in the productive activities
of the people are zimply evidences which manifest the
character of their integration into the world central, and

national peripheral capitalist economy. Therefcore it should

be realized that the integration into the world canitalist
system {which is the case with almost all the African peasant
societies today) leads te improverishment without

s . 0
proletarization and not to rural capltallsm.3

From this premise we now move on to the third and
final component of our theoretical critique. This is what
igs referred to as the high~pay-off input model. We shall
lock at its genesis and relevance to the present day problems

confronting peasant smalle~scale aqriculture.

THE HIGH-PAY-OFF INPUT MCDEL

this model is a reaction to the inadequacy of all the
earlier theoretical constructs in sxplaining the problem
and providing recipes for agricultural development. It
basically accepts that peasant cultivators are rational,
efficient resource allecators. They remain poor only
because of the lack of technical endowments of their

countries,



Schultz, for example maintains that the key to
transforming traditional agriculture lies in investment to
make modern high pay-off inputs available to farmers in poor
countriesa31 Hayami and Ruttan, noted that, historically,
“.se the problem of agricultural development is not that
of transforming a static agricultural sector, into a modern
dynamic sector, but of accelerating the rate of agrowth of
agricultural output and productivity consistent with the

growth cf other sectors of a modernizina economy.“32

Olayide defined agricultural productivity as, "... the
ratic of the index of the value of agricultural ocutput to
the value of inputs employed in farm production.® And that,
"agricultural productivity is a function of efficient and
optimal use of inputs in farm production.' So, "the nmost
dynamic parameter of agricultural productivity is the
constantly changing input mix." These inputs are land, labour,

capital and manaqement.33

Hence there is a general tendency of viewing agricultural
productivity growth as principally a function of physical

and technical changes.



Physical, implies maximum utilization of available
manpower and land resources. Technical, implies the utilization
of modern agricultural implements and eguipment, high yielding
seed varieties, chemical fertilizers, and new 'scientifically’

teated methods and procedures of doing things.

It is true that a long-term sustained increase in
agricultural output is necessary in any process of agricultural
development. This implies, also, extensive utilization of
advanced technology in agricultural production. But under
what sccio-=structural and organizational conditions? Can
the mere utilization of advanced technoloay, without socio-
structural and organizational transformation lead to

agricultural development? -

Agricultural production can doubtless be expanded
through extension of acreage which imnlies bringing more
land under cultivation. 3imilarly, increase in yields per
hectare can also be brought about through sxtensive use of
new seed varieties, fertilizers, herbicides, pesticides, etc.
Productivity per unit of lahour can also be increased through
technological improvements in the form of sophisticated
mechanized labour-saving devices. ®Rasically all of the above

strategies are necessary for agricultural productivity growth
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to be a sustained one. But under what social and organizational
frameworks are these changes feasible to take off? This has
been one of the least problems taken into account both by the

policy-makers and project designers.

In Nigeria, for example, two policy patterns have been
articulated. The first was the one concerned with the
possibility of bringing about large-scale changes over small
areas, such as plantations, state farms in irrigation schemes,
and settlement schemes. The second possibility, was that of
bringing about small changes over large areas, and this
implies, an extensive distribution of farm inputs such as
fertilizers, pesticides, adontion of improved seed varieties
etc. The former <strategy has tended to lose the favour of
the policy planners because the improvements it may bring
about often don't reach the teeming peasant population spread
all over the countryside. They also take their cue
from several cases of grotesque failures of this strategy, the
most celebrated of which was that of the Niger Agricultural
Development Project which included both re-settlement and
capital intensive agriculture. The history and analysis of

the failures of this project was ably written by Baldwin.34
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The latter strategy, however, was taken up and really
found favour not only with the policy planners but with scholars
and international organizations. This was so because its
technological package is simple and was assumed to be more
relevant te the circumstances of the small peasant farmer.
To the policy makers it is even more so since it is politically
more appeasing to the numerically dominant population of small
agricultural producers. It further gained more currency,
because, the social organization of agricultural production
in most parts of Nigeria is characterized by the preponderance
of small scale farmers, tilling very small pieces of land which
are realistically not economically feasible for large scale

mechanization.

As such many scholars and international organizations
all came to advocate the extension to the small scale farmers,
mainly the chemical and bieological package which increases
yields per hectare, that is, what the World RBank refers to, as,
the "New Technolegy." This technology, "“increases output per
unit area (and) is essentially land-substituting in character,
since it enables a given output to be produced from fewer
hectares of land."'?’5 The Yorld Rank further noted that the

best that can be done, perhaps, is to make the maximum

practical use of the small farmer as a production unit.
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The small farmer (defined here as one who uses principally family
labour) will tend to displace labour by other factors of
production later than would other agricultural preoducers since
the prices he places on his own and his family's labour will

represent its opportunity cost as he sees it.36

Scholars advocatina this strategy qgenerally argue that
since mainly in the underdeveloped countries, it was estimated
that there are 100 million farms of less than 5 hectares size,
50 percent of which are in fact, less than 1 hectare; "how is
this then that governmental policies have not apparently, either
in design or in the resulting execution, helped the small
farmer but instead have often encouraged large scale mechanization
schemes?"37 Many insisted on the positive benefit to society

as a whole by helping the small farmer.

This means basing the rise in productivity effort on the
requircments of the, "independent small farmer rather than to
the large scale entrepreneur, e.q., small-scale crops rather
than plantation crops, ways of encouraging voluntary
participation rather than enforcing it, communication of new
crops and techniques to the illiterate farmer rather than a
factory-like teaching process, a multi-crop rather than single
crop orientation."38 Furthermore, it is contended that if the

anything
past is/to go by, "there is some justification for placing
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faith in the (small) farmers, (for) "... until recent discovery
of petroleum, almost all the foreign exchange earned in Nigeria
was derived from cash crops produced by small farmers who at
the same time produced most of the food required by the

9
increasing population."3

It was further noted that much of the increase in the
production of cash crops in the past was Que mainly to price
incentives, improved transportation facilities and the
utilization of surplus land and labour. Rut as population
increasesy new inputs such as fertilizers, improved seeds,
pesticides, herbicides etc, "... will become critical in

a
bringing about further increases in production.” 0

As such the new technology package is principally
concerned with maximizing the utilization of chemical inputs
(fertilizers etc) biological inputs (seeds};?:;e extension
input (by way of advising farmers on how to apply the package,
and persuading them to adopt new innovations and methods of
cultivation). Only occasionally is mechanical application
appreciated. Even where it is, they often prefer what is
called 'medium level' mechanization. This is because the

individual peasant lacks capital and mechanization is costly

both in terms of the initial capital needed for the purchase
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of machines and the cost of repairs. Moreso, that sophisticated
mechanical application is not economically feasible on small
farms. As such expansion of productivity per unit of labour
through mechanical labour-saving devices is not relevant to

the current state of peasant agriculture.

The primary strategy of the notion of development
therefore
at the small farm level is/mostly concerned with the provision
of chemical and biological inputs, accomplishad throuah the
medium of efficient extension strategy. This implies limiting
the area of improvements to the small individually-owned plots
of land, thus - 1limiting the urgency of expansion of areas

under cultivation which cannot be utilized as a result of

the technological, i.e., mechanical limitations of the strategy.

Nevertheless, several attempts by international organizations
came out with various designs, strategies and projects to assist
the small farmer, their aim all being to achieve productivity
growth per unit of land through direct contact with the small

individual farmer.41

However, Norman, in his village studies noted that
labour, especially during the peak period of farming is a

more limited factor than land in especially the northern parts
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of Nigeria.42 And in other parts of Africay, "evidence suggests
that compared to Asia, labour availability ... is frequently
a greater constraint to increasing agricultural productivity
than is the availability of land. As’such technological
innovations which require intense labour input often may not
result in the full realization of potential production

43
increases."

Since seasonal production, which characterizes most of
savennah regions implies a labour-peak period, approximately
between Ppril and July, and since application of the (mainly
chemical and biological) package of the 'new technology' is
highly labour demanding, and its labour demand generally occurs
during this peak, this technology seems to contradict

the concrete realitye.

As the central a2im of the *new technology' is to raise
productivity per acre, it has been shown that this is
inevitably a slow process in which two to three percent
increases per acre per year are considered a respectable
performance by agronomists. But even here the achievement
of such rates is predicated upon the availability of the
chemical supplies and on the skill, diligence and patience

of the cultivators.44
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Norman further noted that, "increases in inputs (chemical
and biological) and increases in potential profitability
(through marketing reforms and incentives) could mean substantially
higher returns to the farmer under conditions not radically
different from those which anply currently."™ But "... if
efforts are not made to alter the traditional agricultural
methods through the introduction of more long term technological
changes the agricultural sector may become a drag on future

national development."45

In essence, the fundamental limitations of the small
farmer development strategy and its 'new technology' package

are summarized in five related noints below:

Firstly, it tries to find a solution for subsistence
agriculture that is not also a solution of general under-

development. In this regard its efforts might be futile.

Secondly, it is argued that the alternative to small
farmer developm~nt implies a form of land concentration,
utilizing advanced chemical, biological, and mechanical
(labour-saving) devices. These mechanical devices result
in the freeing of surplus labour, therefore, since our

'industrial' sector is small and capital intensive, such a
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strategy may be politically and socially disastrous in the
sense of creating more uncmployment. As such development
on the basis of small farms may seem to be on the surface
more relevant to the current reality, But then the need for
development implies dissatisfaction with what is current, and

the need to supercede it.

Furthermore, not all forms of land concentration
immediately proletarianize peasants. In otherwords, you can
transform agriculture on a collective, large-~scale basis
without initially releasing a mass of pauperized labour.

Baran argueéfggagﬁsrﬁeed for "collective, large scale
organization of agriculture whicli, by deoing away with the
unviable dwarfholdings of the peasantry, creates the
indispensible conditions for the sustained growth of
agricultural production, (and) transforms the peasant into

an industrial worker, working in agriculture," and it "insulates
him from the ruinous impact of the capitalist market, immunizes

him against the sticks and carrots of the competitive struggle."46

}‘ The third limitation is that, the model does not recognize,
denies

or hypocritically / the fact that long-term and sustained

agricultural development pre-supposes fundamental changes in

the structure and organization of society through the alteration
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of production relations. This is evidenced by the history of
agricultural development in the now developed countries, where
land concentration and destruction of, for example feudal
relations of production, went hand in hand, léadinq to sustained
agricultural productivity arowth. Enclosures in Britain;
collectivization in Russia and some parts of Eastern FEurope,
communes in China. In the United States of America, which has
no history of feudal relations, concentration of land was
achieved through the development of labour saving devices,
land purchases and a conscious and deliberate interference

on behalf of large scale farmers by the state.

In the case of Britain, Arthur Younag, one of the Stalwarts
of Fnglish agricultural revolution noted in 1771 (and this
deserves to be quoted at length) that, it is "... at once
apparent that no small farmer could affect such great things
as havce been done in Norfolk. =nclosing, marline, and keeping
a stock of sheep large enocugh for folding, belono absolutely
and exclusively to great farmers ... great farmers have been
the souls of Norfolk culture: Split them into tenures of an
hundred a year, you will find nothing but beggars and weeds
in the whole country. The rich man keeps his land rich and

clean."4? Furthermore, Galeski stated that, "the break
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through to modern capitalist agriculture in the 18th century
also involved a revolution (not only) in productive techniques

(but also) in the relations of production."4a

In Russia, one of the best analysis of the process of
collectivization with all the agonies it wreaked on the
peasant population has been made by Lewin.49 In China, Peter
Schran's analysis is also a case in point, as in this case the
Chinese wanted to minimise the agonies which characterized

the Soviet experience.so

The case of the United States is very important being
a country inhabited msinly by settlers, escaping from the
socio-economic turmoils of Curope, it emerged basically
(with no feudal relations), a country of smsll producers and
traders. Mills, noted in what he called the 'Rural Debacle',
that "... in 1820 almost threc z-quarters of the nation's labour
force was engaged in agricultural production ... by 1880, they
comprised one-half and by 1949, farmers of all sorts made up
only one-eighth of the occupied pcpulace."s1 The rise of big
commercial farmers is further noted in that by 1945 2 percent

of all farms contained about 40 percent of all farm land.®*

*cfo. It was further noted by Braverman that the proportion of
working population in agriculture which in 1880 comprised
approximately 50% of the population was by 1970 only less than
4% of total employment. See Braverman, H, Labour and Monopoly
Capital, Monthly Review Press, New York, 1974, p. 254.
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Griswold, {quoted in Mills) noted that, *a self-sufficient
farm in our time is more likely to be a haunt of illiteracy and
malnutrition than a well-spring of democracyo"53 It is indeed
ironical, that some people forget the historv of their own
nations' development when deliberating on the developmental

future of others.

After this long digression, we come to the fourth limitation.
This {as shall be made clear later on in the study) is that
the small farmer development strateqy, sees nothing wrong with
the nature and consequences of primary production (whose sole
purpose 1is export) and its integration in the world capitalist
systeme : In fact some of its
components, especially the internationzl agencies and their
schelars often see this integration as a beneficial contribution

to development.

our f£ifth and final point is that this strategy asks
the wrong questions on the general probklem of social and
economic development. rfor it tends to see all the probliems
of agriculture only within the context of agriculture and
what it presumes to be the characteristics of rural society.

It is on this account parochial.
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Qquoting a German writer, Paul RBaran remarked that the

question of "whether there will be meat in the kitchen is never
decided in the kitchen."54 Mor can the problems of agricultural
and rural development in Nigeria ever be fundamentally understood
and selutions found, only within the context of agriculture and
the rural society. For, deoing this is tantamount to believing
that agriculture and the agricultural producers live in de facto

isolation from the rest of the society.

The inadequacy of the conventional theories in their
effort to comprehend the nature of production in peasant
agriculture, articulated and peripheral to world capitalism,
is evident. One of the most important reasons for this
inadequacy is rooted in the inappropriate conceptual tools
used in the investigations and analysis, which results in the
failure to take into account the differences between caritalist
commodity production znd peasant commodity production. Thus
our next chapter is based on the discussion and elaboration
of these differences to provide us with a conceptual framework
more relevant to our analysis. Chapter two is therefore
concerned with outlining the conceptual framework we are
adopting for this study. We then subsequently utiliz~ this

framework with the view to first analyse the historical



integration of the agricultural sector within the so called
'‘modern' capitalist sector, and secondly to show the
character of this integration, and its consequences, for
agricultural and rural development. This furthermore

provides this study with a historical dimension.

43



4.

6.

7a

9

10-

11.

44
FOOTNOTES
United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization:

Agricultural Development in Nigeria, 1965-80, Rome,
1966, p. 3.

United Nations, Yearbook of International Trade Statistics,
UN, "eprinted in the "World Bank Agricultural Sector
Report" Annex 8, p. 73, 1972.

Norman, D.W. "Initiating Change in Traditional
Agriculture." A Paper presented at the Nigerian
Agricul tural Society Conference, Ibadan, 1970.
Proceedings of Agricultural Society of Nigeria, Vol. 7,
Pe 6o

Hayami, Y. A., and Ruttan, V.W., Agricultural Development:
An Tnternational Perspectives. The John Hopkins T'ress,
Baltimore, 1971, p. 3.

Lele, Uma The Design of Rural Development: Lessons
from Africa. The Johns Hopkins University Press,
Baltimore, 1975, p. 19.

Hayami and Ruttan, op. cit., p. 10.

cf. Postow, W.W., The Stages of Economic Growth
Cambridge University Press, London, 1960 and also Rostow
(ed) The Economics of Take~off into sustained Growth,
MacMillan, London, 1963.

Hayami and Ruttan, op. cit., p. 18.
Hayami and Ruttan, op. cit., p. 19.

See Lewis, WeA., The Theory of Economic Growth, Allen and
Unwin, London 1955 and the Pioneerina article "Economic
Development with Unlimited Supplies of Labour" in
Manchester School of "conomic and Social Studies, Vvol. 22,
(May 1954) pp. 139-91.

Jorgenson, D.W., "The Role of Agriculture in FEconomic
Development: Classical versus Neo=-classical Models of
Growth" in Wharton (ed) Subsistence Agriculture and
Fconomic Development Frank Cass & Co., London, 1970,
PpPe 321-322.




12,

13.
14.

15.

16,

17

18.

19.

20,

21e

22.

23.

24,

25.

45

Fei, JeoC.H. and Ranis, G., Development of the Labour
Surplus Economy, Richarc D. Trwin, Inc. Homewood,
Tllinois, 1964, p. 3.

Jorgenson, D.W. op. cit., p. 323,
Jorgenson, D.W., op. cit., p. 321,

Mosher, A.T., "The Development Problems of Subsistent
Farmers: A Preliminary Review." in C.R. Wharton Jr. (ed).
Subsistence Agriculture and Economic Development, op. cit.,
Pe 6o

Mosher, A.T., Ibid., p. 10.

Wharton, C.R., Subsistence Agriculture: Concepts
and Scope in C.R?. Wharton (ed) op. cit., p. 15.

Rodinson, M., Tslam and Capitalism. Pantheon Books,
Random House Inc. New York, 1973, p. 113.

Rarber, W.Je., "The Movement into the World Economy."
in Herskovits and YHarwitz (eds) ECONOMIC TRANSITION
IN AFRICA, North Western University Press, 1974, p. 299.

Barber, WeJe., Ibid., p. 300.

Lugard, quoted in Eicher and Leindholm (eds.) Growth and
Development of the Nigerian Economy. Michigan University
Press, 1970, p. 7.

Barber, W.J., Op. cit., p. 303,

Johnston, BR.F. "Chanoes in Agricultural Productivity,"
in Herskovits and Harwitz (eds.) op. cit., p. 153.

It is worthwhile noting that that labour
surplus assumntion in the Lewis' and Fei-Ranis' models
is taken here also as a point of departure.

Helleiner, G.K., Peasant Agriculture, Government and
Economic Growth in Nigeria. Richard D. Trwin Inc.,
Homewood, Illinois, 1966, pp. 2-3.

Helleiner, G.K., Ibid., p. 12.



26

27,

28,

29,

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

360

37,

38.

46

Barber, W.J., oOp.~cit.

Ke Marx, Capital Volume II, Progress Publishers, Moscow,
1956, p. 32.

See Hill, P, Migrant Cocoa Farmers of 3. Ghana,
(Cambridge, 1973).

L Studies in West African Rural Capitalism
(Cambridge, 1970).

Rural Hausa: A Village and a Setting
(Cambridge, 1972),

Marx, X., Capital Volume TI. Progress Publishers, Moscow,
1954, p. 719.

Amin, 3. "Modes of Production and Social Formation"
Original Paper presented to a Seminar on Planning
Techniques in Kinshasa, February-March 1972 - re-printed
in UFAHAMU - ND p. 63.

Hayami and Ruttan, op. cit., p. 40.

Hayami and Ruttan, op. cit., p. 27.

Olayide, S5.0., "Agricultural Productivity and Increased
Food Production Under Lconomic Nevelopment in Nigeria."
Paper presented at the 1972 Conference of Nigerian

Economic Society, Tbhadan, 1972, pp. 45-8,

cf., Baldwin, The Niger rgricultural Project, Havard
University Press, Cambridge, Mass, 1957.

World Bank, "Agriculture Sector Working Paper."
op. cit., p. 33.

World Bank, "Agricultural Sector Working Paper", p. 24.

“rishnaswamy, M.5. and Norman, D.W. "Communication and
Adoption of Improved Technology by the Small Farmer."

A Reprint. Department of Agricultural Economics and
Rural Sociology, Ahmadu Bello University, Zaria, N.D.

Norman, D.W. and Simmons, T.B., "Determination of

Relevant Research Priorities for Farm Development in

West Africa." Paper presented at the Conference organized
by the Institute of Statistical and Economic Research,
University of Legon, Ghana, 1971, p. 3.



47

39, Norman and Simmons, Ibid. pp. 2-3. cf. Helleiner, G.K.
_ggpditional Agriculture, Government and Fcongmic Growth
in Nigeria, Richard Trwin, Inc., Illinois, 1966, also:
Liedholm and Ticher, Growth and Development of the
Nigorian Economy, Michigan tiniversity Press, 1970.

40, Norman and Simmons, Ibid., p. 3.

41. cf. A.T.D. "Strategies for Small Farmer Development: An
Empirical Study of Rural Development Projects." Development
alternative Inc. Washington, 1975. World Bank,
"Agricultural Sector Report, 1972, C3NRD Strategies and
Recommendations for Nigerian Rural Uevelopment 1969-85
East Lansing, Michigan State University, 1969.

42. cf. Norman, D.W., "..:n Economic Study of Three Villages in
Zaria Province, vol. T and IT, Institute for Agricultural
Research, Ahmadu Bello University, Zaria, 1972.

43, Lele Umay op. cit., p. 23.

44, Baran, P. "The Political ©conomy of Growth'" Monthly
Review Press, New York, 1957, p. xxxii.

45, HMorman, D.W. Initiating Change in Traditional Agriculture.
ope cit., p. 14.

46, Baran, P.ih., Op. cit., p. xxxiv.

47, Douglas,; D.C. (ed.). Znglish Historical Documents.
Vols X 1714-1783, p. 443.

48, Galeski, B., Basic Concepts of Rural %ociclogy, Manchester
University Press, 1972, p. VIII. Also, see Marx,
CaPITAL Vol. I, especially the last part dealing with the
history of capitalist accumulation. Also see Capital
Vol, III, pp. 806-807, where Marx highlights the short-

coming of small scale agriculture and the consequent
productive factor parcelling.

49. Lewin, M. “"Russian Peasants and Soviet Power. A Study
of Collectivization." Allen and Unwin London, (1966) 1968,

50. Schran, P. The Development of Chinese /igriculture 1950-59.
University of Illinois Press, Urbana, 1969,




51,

52a
53,

544

Mills, C.Wa, White Coll r, Oxford University

New York, 1953, p. 16.
Mills, C.W., Ibid., p. 19.
Mills, C.W., Tbid.,; p. 20.

Baran, P.h., Op. cit., p. 170.

Press,

48



CHAPTER TWO

THE COMCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK AND HISTGRICLL
DIMENSTICN OF THE ARTICUL.:TION PROCESS
The aim of this chapter is to discuss and develop the
conceptual teools we consider to be eminent in any attempt
to comprehend the nature of the contemporary Nigerian
social and economic formation, and the modes of production

within it.

The conceptual tools developed and refined from such
a discussion are then used to analyse Briefly the nature
of the pre-colonial formation and the modes of production in
our area of study. We shall then discuss how the meodes of
production within this historic feormation were gradually
transformed with the emergence of colonial capitalism. This
is with a view to demonstrating the existence and succession
of two social and economic formations. 1In the first, a
pre~capitalist tribhute paving mode of production dominated.

We shall then see how this pre-colonial formation was
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eventuaily transformed into the second, a peripheral capitalist

formation, in which the emergent capitalist mode assumed

dominance.



But before embarking on this complex task, we first of

all have to present and discuss these conceptual tools.

THE CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

The key concepts in this study are 'Social and Economic
Formations', and 'Modes of Production'. For we bhelieve that
it i=s within historic formations that we find modes of
production which determine the nature and form of the social
organization of production, the character which the products
of labour assume, and the nature of relations of production,
in a specific historical epnech. namin noted that, a
distinction between these two concepts is necessary "... if

a great confusion in sccial theory is to be avoided."2

The concept of modes of production is an abstract one.
It is a discrete concept implying no historical sequence from
one mode to another, in the history of human civilization,
Its operaticonal power is nevertheless apparent when applied
to a historic social and economic formation. The concept
of a mode of production is meant to indicate the nature and

form of generation of surplus, and how that surplus is

appropriated and distributed within a given social and economic

formation. This is evident, in that the form and composition
of surplus and how it is distributed assume, different forms

in different societies.
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Most societiés known to history are formations which on
the cne hand combine modes of production and on the other
organize relations between themselves and other formations
through long distance trade relations etc. "Soccial formations
are thus corganized structures that are marked by a dominant
mode of production and the articulation around this of a
complex gfoup of modes of production that are subordinate to

it.“3

48 such analysis of a concrete social formation must
".ao be organized around analysis of the way in which surplus
is generated in this formation, the transfers of surplus that
may be effected from or to other formations, and the internal
digtribution of this surplus among the various recipients,
(classes and social groups)."4 This procedure then implies
analysing the interaction, or the articulation of the modes

of proruction in a particular social formation.

Por the purpose of our present exposition, we identify
five modes of production, then briefly spell ocut their

different characteristics.5



1.

The Communal Mode of Production

This mode of production is considered to be anterior

all the others. Its chief characteristics ares

(1)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

Organization of labour partly on the basis
of nuclear family and partly on a collective
basis, that is, on the bhasis of extended
family, clans, linéage or villages. The
principal means of production (land) is
collectively owned by the clan or tribe.

The use of the means of preduction is fully
quaranteed to all members in accordance with
specific rules that land allocated has to be
worked or forfeited.

Commodity exchange is absent.6

The distribution of the fruits of labour
(products) within the community ifsoin
accerdance with rules closely bound up

with Kinship Organization.

The society 1s not sharply stratified
into the rulers and the ruled bhoth in
terms of access to the means of production

and the distribution of preducts.

to
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The Slave-Cwning Mode of Production

The central characteristic of this mode is that,
the worker is turned intoc a slave. He becomes the
essential means of production who can be even brought

into exchange relations.

The Tribute Paying Mode of Production

This mede of production is marked by classification
of society into two main classes; the peasantrylor serfs
and the ruling classes or feudal lords. The ruling
classes control the political structure and exact

tribute-in-kind from the peasant communities.

There are twe varieties of this mode. The
feudal variety implies the existence of lerds and
tenant serfs. The lords have inalienable riqhts:to
property in land. The serfs, though they have a
right to tilling the land do not have a right to it
as an inalienable property. They have only tenancy
rights., &s a result of this, exaction of surplus
(duas) by the landlords is as a matter of right. The
rents or dues exacted, are also not in commodity form,

within the 'domain’. This variety of the tributory
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mode is threatened with disintegration once the lord
'frees' his serfs from the land as was the case with

feudal Europe.

The second variety of the tribute paying mede is
where the peasants have not lost their inalienable
rights to the land to the ruling c¢lass. They mainly
pay tribute-in-kind to the central authority but
control their rights to the land. This "... fundamental
right of access tc use the land that is possessed of
every peasant who belongs to the community ... renders
this disintegration impossible."7 There may be
some limited commodity exchange in form of
industrial products, primary or seml finlshed,
within the domes£ic economy or for long distance

tr ade.

The Simple Commodity Mode of Production

on this mode of production, Marx has this to
say; and it is so important that it deserves being
quoted at length:

*The private property of the labourer
in his means of production is the foundation
of petty industry, whether agricultural,
manufacturing or both; petty industry again,
is an essential condition for the development



of social production and of the free indivi-
duality of the labourer himself. Of course
this petty mode of production exists also

under slavery, seridom, and other states of
dependence. But it flourishes, it lets loose
its whole energy, it attains its adequate
classical form, only where the labourer is the
private owner of his means of labour set in
action by himself; the peasant on the land
which he cultivates, the artisan of the tool
which he handles as a virtuoso. This mode of
production, presupposes parcelling of the soil,
and scattering of the other means of production.
iis it excludes the concentration of these means
of production so also it excludes cooperation,
division of lahour within each separate process
of production, the control over and the free
development of the social productive powers.

It is compatible only withk a system of production
and society, moving within a narrow, more or
less primitive bounds. To perpetuate it would
be ... 'to decree universal mediocrity'."8

Marx's notion of simple commodity production in
its ideal form as such can be summarized in four related

points:

(1) That it connotes private ownership of the
means of production by the producers
themselves who also set these means in
action by their own efforts, and on their

own volition.

(2) That it presupposes parcelling of the soil
and scatterinag of other means of production. In other
worda,the means of production, are
distributed into the hands of innumerable

private producers.



(3} That since it excludes concentration of
productive forces, it excludes cooperation,
division of labour within each separate

process of production. And as such

(4Y Tt excludes control over, and free

development of social productive forces.

In fact there is a "wide aqreement among
contemporary scholars that the notion of simple
commodity production involves the production of
products destined for exchange rather than for
own use, under a division of lébour among producers
who are independent in at least two senses; first,
that there exists individual private ownership of the
means of production. Secondly, that There is
individual private appropriation of *he products of
lepour and individual pravate disposal o these
through exchange.”g

\

Leveral scholars referred to the simple commodity
mode as a mode of produ~tion which though never dominant
in any formation appears subsidiary to the dominant
mode°10 This approximaluzs to Marx's contontion that it
exists also under "slavery serfdom and other states of

cilt:-:};;c—:-nclence.,"‘l‘l
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5. The Capitalist Mode of Producticn

This mode of production requires these basic

conditions, to bhecome generalized throughout society.

Viz:

(i)

{(11)

(iii)

"Workers are separated from the means of
production, and can gain access to them only

by selling their labour power to others.”

"Workers are freed of legal constraints, such
as serfdom or slavery, that prevent their

dispesing of their own labour power."

"The purpese of the employment of the worker
becomes the expansion of a unit of capital
belonging to the empleoyer, who is thus functioning

as a capitalist."12

Ag such we can see that the essential conditions

for the emergence and qeneralization of the capitalist

mode of preoduction requires the sale, and purchase of labour

power for the purpose of commodity production. In other

words, "when production by means of wage-lahour becomes

universal, commodity produciion is bound tc be the general

form of production."13
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But then, if we agree that both the simple commodity
mode and the capitalist mode are concerned with the
production and exchange of commodities; what 1s the
difference between the two modes? To answer this question,
we have to first of all define what a commodity is, and
to identify the different modes of c¢irculation of commodities
in the two modes of production. In deing this we may find
out whether there is any gqualitative distinction between the

two modes.

DISTINCTION BETWEEN CAPITALIST COMMODITY /AND
SIMPLE COMMODITY PRODUCTION AND CIRCULATION

Marx started his definition of a commedity by first defining
what it is not. That "... & thing can be a use-value wlthout
having value." This 1s because its value is not due to human
labour power embodied in it, such as, air, virain scoil, and
all products of nature not tampered with by human activity. On
the other side of the coin, "a thing can be useful, and the
product of human labour without being a commodity."™ That is
whoever directly satisfied his wants with the products of his
own labour, creates only use-values and not exchange-values.,

"To become a commodity," according to Marx, "a product must

be transferred to another, whom it will serve as a use-value

by means of exchanqeq"14
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#8 such we can sece that a commodity is a product of human
labour power produced for the purpose of exchange. That is,
its use=~value can only be realized by the buyer and nct the

producer himself.

But by this definition we can see that both the simple
commodity producer and the capitalist are all producing
exchange-values and not direct use-values. As such then,

wherein lies their difference?

The essential difference between them is hidden in the
circulation process. The capitalist starts with money with o

which he buys labour, machinery, raw materials, etcs

With these he produces products which he again exchanges
for money and the process starts all over again. This process
of circulation is depicted by a notation of M-C-M (i.e., money
to commodities to money). The simple commodity producer on the
other hand, starts with commodities which he sells in order to
buy other commodities. This process is depicted by a notation

of Cwli=C (i.€., commodity to money to commodity).

We can hence see that the capitalist exchanges money for
money through the medium of commodities while the simple
commodity producer exchanges commodities for commodities

through the medium money.
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Marx moted that vsimple circulation of commod;ties begins
with a sale and ends with a purchase, while circulation of
money as capital begins with a purchase and ends with a sale."
Hence, #the circuit, C¢=-M=C starts with one commedity and finishes
with ancother, which falls out of circulation into consumption.
Consumption, the satisfaction of wants, in one word use-=value,

is its end and aimo"15

For example, a sack of millet produced by a peasant and
kept for his own consumption is not a commodity. But when he
takes it to the market for =ale, it becomes a commodity. For
what he is after is not its use-valus but its exchange-value.
ITts value to the peasant is only realized by its capacity for
exchange. But he is interested in its exchange~value only to
the extent that, that value can procure for him use-values such
as clothing or salt which pass into consumption. He is as

such involved in a simple commodity transaction.

A merchant on the other hand who buys c¢orn with his money
for later sale is involved in a capitalist transaction since

he is after the expansion of his money capital.

In the final analysis, vthe simple circulation of

commodities selling in order to buy - is a means of carrying
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out a purpose unconnected with circulation, namely, the
appropriation of use values, the satisfaction of wants, The
circulation of money as capital is, on the contrary, an end
in itself, for the expansion of value takes place only within
this constantly renewed movement. The circulation of capital

has therefore no limits."16

But then what is the nature of the relationship between
the producer and the buyer in a simple commodity productionj;
and between the worker and the capitalist in advanced commodity
production? 1Is it a relationship between things (commodities)

or 2 relationship between people (a social relation)?

From our understanding of the above analysis, we come to
believe that their relationship is not only one of exchange,
but also a social relation. This is so, for the social element
is hidden by the commodity and money nature of the transaction.

Here we must again refer to Marx, for according to himj;

"It is plain that commodities cannot go to
the market and make exchanges of their own account."
18 such we must "have recourse to their guardians
who are also their owners. Commodities are things
and therefore without power of resistance against
man s.e In order that these objects may enter
into relation with each other, their guardians must
place themselves in relation to one another."17
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As such this relation is not a relation of things but of
people; cach with his own possession; a3 sccigl relation.
Similarly, exchange relations between the worker and capitalist
and simple commodity producer and buyer is a social relation
{ownership or non ownership of the means of production

notwithstanding).

But before the close of this chapter we shall briefly
analyse the recent pre-colonial, and early colonial history
of our area of reference, using the conceptual tools and

ideas generated from the above discussion.

TAE HISTORICAL DIMENSION OF THE ARTICULATION PROCESS

In any process of analysing the historical succesgsion
of social and economic formations, a brief insight into the
nature of political and social organization of the societies
in question, is inevitable. As such ocur objectives in this

Wt

analysis are three-fold:

(i) To identify the-social, political, and
ideclogical superstructure which in their
origins and functions, serve the purposes of
the dominant mode of production in its
articulation with other modes in the social

formation.
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(ii) To identify the number of modes of production
within the formation and show which cconstitutes

the economic basis of that formation.

(iii) To determine the form and content of the
articulation, that is, the combination of
different modes of production, when one mode
dominates others and cbliges them to adapt
to the needs and logic of its own functioning,
and integrates them into a mechanism for its

reproduction.18

THE PRE=COLONI:L_FGRMATION

The Kaura Mamoda area, was until the early 1760s one
of the major territorial components of a larger kingdom known
as Zamfara. Zamfara kingdom was one of the early Hausa States
which were in existence in the area of the Western “udan
before the Sokoto Jihad. The capltal of this kingdom was

situated at Birnin Zamfara (City of Zamfara).

The kingdom was more or less centralized, and the
society was divided intoc the rulers and the ruled., On the

one hand is the Sarkin Zamfara, the overall chief, surrounded

by his officials, the masu sarauta, at the centre; and on the

other hand, the various subordinate territorial chiefs and
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thelr officials, at the perinhery. These classes in general
lord it over the peasant community, the artisans, the
merchsntsand other talakawa (commoners). These latter

groups pay tribute-in-kind to the ruling class.

The political rulina c¢lass derived its authority
politically from forceful military inteqgration of the various
communities in the ares; and ideologically and morally from
being custodians of the spirits of the mother earth (Innal.
RBeliefs associated with these spirits, wereby and large the
religion of the peasant communities and the ideolcaical base of

the socio-pelitical order.

Howevear, there were also communities of merchants,
traders and urban dwellers who largely subscribed to Islam.

Tt was even =aid that some sarakunan Zamfara were converted

te Islam, though they still performed certain state functions
connected with earth worship, which was the earlier idecloalcal
base of their authority. %Wlithin the population, there were also
artisans and craftsmen whose worships édrrespdnded to the various

spirits associated with their occupations.

The political system, as such, was organized under the
ovarsll authority of the sarki. Around him were an array of

trusted administrative officials some of whom were of royal



65
descent and some of sglave origins. They are ceollectively referred

to as the masu sarauta. They help to keep the sarki in touch

with his district chiefs and thereby the rural population.

They were usually assigned portfolios, such as war, internal
securify, external affairs, household or palace affairs, etce.
it the local levels, there are chiefs, some of whom have claims
to royalty in their respective areas {or even at the centre).
These chiefs have alsc got thelr own officials at the district
and village levels, who keep them in touch with the affairs of

their subjects.

The economy of the area is centred around agriculture.
The area is endowed with good soil, suitable for the production
of a variety of crops. Associated with agriculture, in one
way or another are variocus types of manufactures; and crafts,
engaged, by and large, in the productien and processing of
various gocds for internal and external trade. There are
merchants and traders, trading in various goods both internally

and externally, i.e., long distance trade.

The land is neminally held in the hands of the sarki.
But the basic unit of agricultural production, and landholding,
is the gida (household). This is a patrilenial group of close

kins headed by the maigida (household head), who is normally



66
the eldest in such a unit. The population of the gida forms
the labour unit of agricultural preduction. Peasant household
agriculture is organized around the gandu (plural gandaye).

This type of gandu is known as the gandun gida (household farm).

Agricultural production on such farms is organized under the
authority of the maigida, and work on these farms is collective,
involving all the members of the household. The fruits from the
activities on the gandu are held collectively within the gida.
It is on these type of farms that the major food crops such as
Dawa (sorghum) and Gero (millet) are grown. Thi; in fact forms

the principal basis of social production organization among the

peasantry.

However, adult members of each household often have their

own private farms, though smaller, called kurga or gayauna on

which a variety of crops such as baba (indigo), cotton, groundnuts,
etc., are grown. Labour on candu is paramount, and over and

above that of private individual farms. In fact, no member of

the household is allowed to work on his farm, at the time when
collective labour is required for the gandu. Tt is from the
frults of the work of the gandu that households pay tribute-in-
kind to the political superstructure, on behalf of everyone of

its members. From this presentation we can see the role of

kinship in the social relationskég production. In other words
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kinship provides the basis for production organization, in the
very structure of property and labour relations and also in

v 7
the alienation or distribution of the products of labour.

Apart from the organization of labour on the basis of
households, there is another system called gayya (work-party
system), among the peasantry. This is usually effected
during the peak periods of farming activity, when, ploughing,
weeding and replanting, demand a lot of labour which many a
household cannot afford. This is arranged between several

elders and household heads in a given area, under the sarkin noma

(chief of the farmers) of that area.19 This kind of gayya hence,
helps those households with a smaller work force, but large
farms, to be able to finish-off their farminag activities on

schedule,

Besides the production units and the labour organization
of the peasantry there are also large gandaye of the sarakuna,

the masu sarauta and the tajirai (wealthy men). The gandayen

sarauta are in fact reported to be the largest farms.20 on
these farms slaves and servants are permanently settled. They
are in-charge of every aspect of work on the farms. These

slaves are referred to as the bayin gandu (farm slaves). Apart

from the slave labour used on these farms, the talakawa also



organize a form of gayya for the sarki, called gayys kalankuwa.

During this time all able bodied males in the village and other
surrounding villages gather amidst a lot of feasting, pomp and

pageantry for the purpose of this gayya.

Nevertheless, & lot of the gandayen sarauta and also farms

of the wealthy people are cultivated with the labour of servants
and mostly that of slaves. From this we can see that employment
of slave labour in production is very significant.‘

! Most of the slaves belonging to the sarakuna and the masu
sarauta are obtained in military campaigns, or as gifts from
princes of other lands, and from merchants. The wealthy men
often buy their own slaves for agricultural and other purposes.
From this we can see that, apart from getting tribute from the
mass of peasant producers, the political superstructure, also
commands their labour, as a compliment to the slave labour they

employ. In fact it was contended that, '"slave labour to a cer*-"

extent facilitated large scale production on the farms of the
h

aristocracy and the merchants.*‘z1

Tribute in labour and in-kind obtained from the
peasantry is not the only source of income for the aristocracy.

They also exact tribute from craftsmen, artisans, and from
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internal and long-distance commerce. The various industrial
activities from which tributes are exacted, are; blacksmithing,
mining and smelting of iron ore, weaving, dyeing, metal
smithing, etc. The tguilds' in these various trades are
organized under a head who is recoanized by the political
authorities as a communication channel between the practitioners
and the authorities. Often he alsc serves as the main channel
through which tribute is paid. These various crafts represent
a form of commodity (simple) production, in that articles
produced thereby are exchanged within the formation or enter

into long-distance trade with other formations.

Before the emergence, and widespread use of the cowries
as standard currency, transactions were Jgrried by barter.
It consisted of exchanging food crops for yarn, ball of cloth,
or even livestock and vice versa. The exchange of salt for cloth;
iron goods for cloth, slaves for horses, etc., was said to have
persisted even after the introduction of the cowrie. The
imports of Zamfara were said to have consisted of natron,
mineral salts, horses, ostritch feathers, swords, copper,
silk, mirrors, etc.22 It was noted that "some of the commodities
brought into Zamfara, such as horses, slaves and luxury
goods, would have found very limited market with the common

men."23 So it is safe to assume that they were sought after
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mainly by the sarakuna and the attajiral who had various uses
for these imported items. Nevertheless, other items such as
mineral salts, antimony, kolanuts, etc., are staple commodities
purchased by a wider cross-section of the population.
ool

From this we can see that the tributes the political
superstructure is able to collect from the peasant households,
craftsmen and artisans, and from commercial activities, can
be encrmous. The use of slave labour complimented with
peasant labour contributions, on gigantic farms is a very
significant source of wealth for this political class. "The
masu_sarauta through different methods, such as taxation,
gaisuwa (gift) and gandayen sarauta, were able to amass wealth

-
and use it in maintaining the administration of the kingdomq"z4

Thizs was the situation in the Zamfara Kinadom until the
early 1760s when it collapsed. It then broke up into several
chiefdoms one of which is Kiyawa situated in Kaura Namoda area.
But roughly four to five decades later the Sokoto Jihad
broke out. This led to the integration of all the political

communities in the area inte a supra-naticonal organization.-

e | A TP - . .

*For a full social and political history of the area see the
above cited work. For a work on similar social and political
formation in the area of ¥atsina, See, Y.B. Usman, The
Transformation of Katsina (C. 1797-1903), Ph.D. Thesis,
History, Ahmadu Belloc University, Zaria, 1974.
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the Sokoto Caliphate. The various statelets in the former
Zamfara Kingdom came under the direct administration of the

Caliph at Sckoto, through his district representatives.

The impact of the Jihad on the internal structure of
this area was the elimination of the ruling <lasses and the
substitution of the former ideplogical superstructure waxed
around earth worship, with the religion of Islam. The Caliph
came to command moral and ideclogical allegiance of the people
as the commander of the faithful and upholder of the Islamic

faitho

Asg such all the respects and services inform of tributes,
glven to the former Habe ruling classes are now vested in the
Caliph and his representatives. Thus the ideoclogical base for
.the existence of the state changed without an appreciable
change in the form of production organization and relations of
preduction. Tribute payment by the peasantry, artisans, and

merchants and traders continued. Slave production continued.

From the above analysis we can see that the Jihad brought
about superstructural changes within the area at the political
and ideological levels. It used a different idecloaical base
for the legitimation of pelitical control, over the same

internal socioweconomic structure.
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within this structure we can thus identify four modes of

production, or forms of gencration of surplus. These are:

(i) Triﬁute*payinq noede of production.

(ii} Simple commodity mode of production
jeee, in the sphere of goods produced by
artisans and craftsmen, and also all other
goods meant for exchange internally or
externally.

(iii) Commerce, both internal and long-distant,
where the above goods are exchanged for
imports from elsewhere,

(iv) Slave mode of production, utilized by
small but priviledged section of the

community.

Among these modes we postulate that the 'tribute paying®
made of production is the most dominant for the following

reasonsi

{a} 1t is the payment of tribute within the formation
that determinesg its political character, i.c.,

division between the rulers and the ruled.
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{(b) That tribute-payment constitutes the
economic basis of the formation, in that
both the producers of simple commodities
and those in commerce articulate with the
political superstructure through the payment
of taxes and tributes.

{c) That it is the basis on which the mass of
the agricultural community are linked with
the central autherity.

(d) That, above all, it is the basis for the
existence of the state, in other words, the
basis for the appropriation of surplus from
agriculture, industry, and commerce within the
formation,

(e} The use of slaves in production generates private
wealth amona the powerful groups, that enahles them
to maintain their power within the formation
and in relaticn to other formations. Thus in
this way it is a compliment to the tributes
paid inte the coffers of the State through all
the other spheres of'réproduction, CeGoey
agriculture, industry and commerce. It is also

from the tributeg the political authorities



obtain, that they are able to wage wars and
capture slavesi or buy more, to amass more
individual wealth for themselves, which
further enables them to keep control of

the political system; and keep appropriating

surplus through tributes.

COLONTAL TRANSFORMATION AND THE SUCCESSION CF FORMATIONS

- Almost immediately after colonial conquest, various trends
were set in motion, which progressively, and eventually effected
a change in the structure and orientation of the pre-~colenial
formation, and the modes of production within it. These
socio-economic changes, brought about in the colonial era,
transformed the pre-colonial formation, in which the tribute-
paving mode of production dominated, into a peripheral capitalist

formation, in which merchant and industrial capital dominated.

Military conquest facilitated the taking over of control
of the political superstructure from the former ruling clasgses
by the colonial authorities. Condquest means loss of power,
and this implies the eliminstion or restriction of the ways

and means that power is butressed and reproduced.2S
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Although the British used the pre-coloniasl administrative
structures under what they referred to as 'indirect rule';
they adoptad them purely for politico-administrative
expediency, For the essence of the new plitical arrangement;
as a matter of policy was, according teo Lugard; with a view
that "ee+ these chiefs should govern their people, not as
independent but as dependent rulers. ... while they themselves
are controlled by the Government in matters of policy and
importance, their people are controlled in accordance with
that policy, by themselvesa"26 As such the chiefs just becanme
British officials who owe their alleagqiance to the colonial

authorities,

Gradually, the former political superstructure was
systematically deprived of all the means of its own
maintainance and independence. Almost all the financial

sources of the power of the ruling class, was subsequently

abolished, Tributes and taxes are now collected on behalf

of the colenial authorities. wWith the evolution of the Native
Authority system of administration, capitalist means of revenue
exaction and capitalist forms of financial management were
gradually introduced. The Emirs and chiefs were classified

and put on fixed salaries.
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Furthermere, the abolishing by the British of the

utilization of slave labour by the chiefs, for agricultural
purposz8, was one of the important ways in which their powers
were breken. This is because, a suhstantial means of creating
private wealth for these ruling classes was eliminated. From
then on, gayya on chiefs' farms, gradually lost its significance
and importance. This elimination of the power-base of the former
ruling ¢lasses, was progressively accomplished with every

successive local government reform, up till today.

On the economic front, measures were taken, which c¢critically
restricted and jeopardized, manufacture asnd commerce. For
example, special laws restricting cotton trade, such as

fuloti (buying station}), and 'yan baranda' (middlemen} were

introduced. This led to the restriction of the sale of
cotton to local weavers, and special taxation was used to
destrov the weavers. Taxation of iron mining and processing

made this industry unprofitable, and it subsequently collapsed.

Excesrive taxation of manufacture eventually brought
industry te its knees. This is also associated with the
strategy of creating a market for foreign manufactured goods.
Thus industry and manufacture were taken out of the formation

and/or controlled within it by outsiders, whose profits are
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largely repatriated abroad. Thus by 1919, the industry of
the whole <%okoto area was summarized as composing of only,
".ss the tanning and dyeing of goat and sheep~skins (being)
the most important industry since much of the output is
exported. The other industries such as weaving, dyeing,
smithing, etc., are adequate to the needs of the populatlon,

but do not call for remarks."27

Loss of political power actuelly meant loss of control
over the economy. There was no power to protect the indigenous
industries, so they were eventually destroved by "free trade®,
The pecple lost their self-sufficiency, as goods ranging from
salt, soap, cloth, household ware, etc., all came largely to

be imported.

ﬂ. Simﬁltaneously, ancther trend was set in motion which
gradually transformed the majority of the agricultural
producers, inte primary commodity production for export. This
was accomplished essentially through the imposition of
taxation, not in-kind or in cowries, but in foreign minted
colins, i.e.4 silver coins. This new currency is asscciated
with the new regime and 1ts economic institutions. The need

for silver coins, for the payment of taxation, fees, fines etc.,



and for the purchase of the necessary manufactured goods,
contributed immensely, in forcinq the peasantry into

agricultural commodity production en masse. The objective
necessity of paying taxes, fees and fines, and of purchasing
manufactured commodities forced the people to either produce

crops for sale or qo into wage labour. PFor apart from gqovernmental
employment, these were the only ways in which silver coins could

be acquired by the peasantry. There was also government

propaganda through the chiefs and all éiailable media, that
production of agricultural goods, as commodities, is beneficial

both to self and the community.

On the whole, the intention was to allow the subjugated
people to produce their own means of subsisgtence, 1n accordance
with traditional practice; and to oblige them to produce for
the market and the state, in forms of production which they
would understand and which would appear to be justified in
the subjugated peoplets minds. nRut qualitatively, the
fundamental character of agricultural production changed,

A mass of tribute-payers now pay not only taxes, but more
consequentially, are foreed to produce agricultural commodities
for the capitalist market and the state. They are furthermore

transformed into a market for the purchase of goods vroduced
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under a capitalist mode of production. All these transactions
are carried, through merchant-middlemen, under the protection

of the colonial state.

Initially these merchant-middlemen are foreiqn companies,
Most of them are familiar names, even in present day Niqérian
economic affairs. They are, the United Africa Company (UAC)
which was followed by other firms such as, the Rritish Cotton
Growing Association (BCGA), L. Ambrosini, John Holt,

GeBe Olivant, Gottschalk, Campagnie Francaise de Afrique

Occidentale (CFAO), Patterson and Zochonis (P2}, ~.J. Tangalakis,

¥ I

Kano Trading Company (LKTC), etc.

These coﬁp%niés are mainly éommercial. They operate
through agents, (initially Lebanese and Syrians) right deep
into the rural areas. They buy raw materials (mainly agricultural
and hides and skinsg) and sell foreign manufactured products.
One writer in his biography of these firms, observed that in
terms of the range of goods they are involved with, these
companies sell "... practically everything ministering to the

]
comforts and necessities of life.wos

These companies later
on spread their operations almost in every fields They are

the precursors (with some later new arrivals) of what is



referred to as the market or capitalist sector of the economy.
For they are themselves off-shots or were later acquired by

giant capitalist multinational corporations.

Initially, the companies buy ' produce, and s€ll thelr
wares directly from, and to the peasant producers. Later,
their activities became chaotic and the intervention of the
colonial government re-organized them through the.policy of
trading stations in the 1930s. They then mainly turned into
wholesalers. Syrians and Lebanese turned into retail trade.
The indigenous people then got a role as petty traders and’

hawkerse

The trade in manufactured goods was organized in
hierarchical structures. Pirst you have the companies, then
below them, their agents, then Lebanese and Syrian retailers,
then the indigenous traders, pétty traders and hawkers. This
hierarchical organization is consequential, for prices of
goods get higher when you reach the bottom structures as each
is trying to make profit. And they cumulatively exploit the
peasant population. The centralization of commerce in
commercial centres, i.e., urban areas also has consequences,
in that prices tend to be higher in the rural areas where the

mass of the population live.



Before the Second World war, practically the whole of
the import and export trade was in the hands of the companies.
Commodity marketing boards were hence established in 1949 to
handle the export trade., They buy produce from the companies
who then were designated Licenced Buying Agents (LBAs).

¥ The MNigerian produce marketing company was entrusted with the
sale of these produce abroad., The purpose of the Marketing
Board policy was said to be, to employ accumulated funds to
stabilize producer prices in case of world price depression;
te use the funds as a vehicle for economic development,
research and improvement of the econcomic conditionsg of the
producers; and finally, it was seen as a meansz of

restraining the activities of larger firms.29

With this the government placed itself at the pinnacle
of the structﬁrés of surplué.appropriation from the
- agricultural producers. Gazetted buyling stations were
established. At these stations, the LBAs appoint agents
who buy produce on their hehalf according to gazetted

prices set by the government.

With few modifications this system was operating up to
independence. BRefore independence, the companies and lLebanese

with very few indigenes were the LBAs. After independence
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a lot of indigenes were included by the government. In 1961/62
.season the number of LBAS was raised from 23 to 91,30 most

of the new ones being indigenes. These indigenes were helped
by government guarantees of loans and overdrafts from
commercial banks for the purpcse of prodﬁca buyipgc

Thus a new *‘class' = mérchant capltslist class in the

society was born and the government was the mid-wife.

Rut suffice.it-to say that theée new ‘classes' of indigenocus
businessmen have sgince been dominating this middleman role in
produce trade, the companies have since taken up:more lucrative
areas of the economy as a result of the expansion of the

capitalist market sector in the country.

On the whole, this is briefly, how historically the
generalization of simple commodity production in the country
side doveloped, For the "... appearance of foreign companies

in mining and commerce, plus the =«conomic activities of the

colonial government itself" (fostered) *the beginning of
wage l3abour ... and more importantly commodity production
spread throughout the countryside, giving rise to wholly new

social relations and institutions."31_
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In conclusion, we should note that, colonialism generalized
the production of simple commodities in the country side,
This is articulated to a capitalist commercial and industrial
sphere based mainly in the cities and towns. It was concerned
simply with the purchase of primary products and sale of
manufactured goods. Though domestically this commercial and
industrial sphere 1s dominant, it is itself an extension, i.e.,
a periphery of the world capitalist system. Most of the firms
are wholly or partly foreign-owned their wares foreign or
demestic-manufactured and their purchases foreign-destined.

. . . _ g

Finally, our brief analysis has shown how colonial
transformations resulted in fundamental changes in the
structure of the society and the ecconomy. These changes, as
we noted earlier gave rise to new social relations of
production. With this in mind we may proceed to analyse the
contemporary nature of these production relations. 7In this
regard, chapter three is devoted te the exposition of labour
and property relations in peasant agriculture. This is with
a view to analysing the social organization of labour and the
factors of production, as conditions facilitating the demination

of agriculture by merchant and industrial capital.
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CHAPTER THREE
THE SQCIAL OQRGANIZATION OF PRODUCTION

.ﬁvery process 6f ﬁroducfion is at the same time a
labour process; that is, "... human action with a view to
the production of use=values, appropriation of natural
substances to human requirements."1 Labour is a conscious
activity of man, in which he expends his energy and human
endownents upon the natural environment for the production
of value. 4 process of producticn is therefore a labour

process because labour is its starting point.

The essence of the labour procesgs is united in the
interrelationships between its three constituent elements.

These are:

(i) the personal activity of man, i.e., work
itsgelf;
(ii) +the subject of that work; | o
(iil) the instruments used by the worker on the

subject of work, i.e., instruments of labour.

These three elements are united in the labour process

pecause each one of them is indispensable in the process of

production. The exercise of labour power is only possible within



the natural environment, and for effective extraction of the
natural endowments, man must interpose certain forms of
implements between himself and subject of work. The
interrelationships between these three elements in a

particular scocic~economic setting, is crucial to the
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understanding of the mode of social organization of production.

In peasant agriculture, it is said that land and labour
are the two most important factors of production.2 We
contend, however, that the technology of production is
equally as important as either land or labour. The nature
of and the interrelationships between these constituent
elements of the labour process in agricultural production,
indicates the level of develeopment and character of

agricultural production.

Td analyse the structure and organizatior of production
in peasant agriculture, therefore, we have to investigate the
form of the interrelationships of these three constituent
elements. It is pertinent to start with the structure of
landholding, for it is important in any attempt at exposing
the relationship between men with regards to the use of the

earth's surface.
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THE STRUCTURE OF LANDHOLDING

Land as the universal subject of human labour in
agriculture, has of necessity, in the course of human history,
experienced different varieties of arrangements under which
it is cultivated. These arrangements may be legal, quasi
legal or customary. They are to regulate the access of each
man within society to a particular portion of the earth's

surface., These arrangements are called land tenure arrangementse.

Land tenure is defined as the "... interrelationships
between men in the use of land resources."3 It is further
defined as "... the rights that people have in land, that is,
their legal privileges to use, cultivate, dispose of, and
even exploit specified portions of the earth's surface.
Tenure is therefore a social relationship between human
beings and the land; it is reflected in a broad array of

social regulation regarding the use of the soil.“4

One of the best approaches to studying a particular
tenure arrangement is through the study of the historical
and socio-economic backgrounds of a particular society in
which it exists, rather than isolating it through a general
system cf tenurial evolution. Some scholars on the subject

presume to have found a general evolutionary formula within
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which all tenure arrangements can be classified. 3Such scheolars
assert that land tenure evolved from collective or communal

and extensive cultivation, to individual or private and

intensive cultivation.

According to Lugard, in the early times “... the land
and its produce is shared by the community as a whole; later
the produce is the property of the family or individuals by
whose toil it was won, and the control of land becomes vested
in the head of the family. when the tribél étage is reached,
control passes to the chief, who allois unoccupled lands a£
will, but is not justified in dispossessing any family or
person whe is using the land. Later still, especially when
the pressure of population has given to the land an exchange
value, the conception of property rights in it emerges, and
sale, mortgage and lease of the land, apart from its user is
recognized."5 But whether this evoluticonist formulaticn is

true for all societies is purely an academic matter.

The legal basis of the present land tenure arrangement
in the former Neorthern region (our study villages inclusive)
was lald down in the colonial era, ~fter conquering the

Sokoto Caliphate and subduing opposition from political



communities not under the Caliphate, the British arrogated
to themselves {(as the governing power) the scole rights to

the ownership and contrel of all lands in the former region.

The Lands and Native Rights Proclamation of 1910 declared

fhét; YAll native lands and all rights over the same are
hereby declared to be under the control and subject te the
disposition of the Governor and shall be held and administered
for use and common benefit of the natives of Northern Nigeriaj
and no title to the occupation of and use of any such lands
shall be valid without the consent of the Governor." However,
the Governcr is required to have "... regard to the native laws
and customs existing in the district in which such land is
situated.'™ Furthermore, according to this law, no individual
has the rights to "... alienate his right of occupancy, by
sale, mortgage, or transfer of possession without the consent
of the Governoro"6 Any such sale or transfer without the

sarction of the Governor is regarded as null and void,

In effect, the government after assuming sole ownership
of the land, "... delegated (its) authority to the traditional
rulers to administer land according to the traditions of the

7
people,™ The qovernment therefore has legislative control

91
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over land matters; the traditional rulers have 'customary'
administrative control; while the peasant cultivators have

unreservad usufructuary rights. -

Degpite these lawg, however, "the Nigerian farﬁer ves
enjoys a perpetual right of user."8 Lugard himself remarked
that the "..., law remained a dead letter so far as the native
occupiers are concerned. They were unaware that it (the
government) had declared their titles to be invalid, unless
granted under a certificate by the govérnor."9 In actual
fact no certificates of occupancy were issued to the peasant
cultivators. Certificates of occupancy become important only
in the urban areas where commercial enterpreneurs are supposed
to obtain these certificates if they need to construct permanent
trading structures. Initially’ governmental land ownership
has no direct impact on agricultural production, "... beyond
the fact that land cannot be used (by a peasant) as a collateral

for raising hank loans.ﬂlo

Furthermore, even under these legalistic trappings,
land can be individually owned, inherited and alienated,
even if theoretically the 'consent of the Governor' is
required. This form of 'consent' is more or less vested in

the recognition by the chief or village head that such a
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transaction has taken place. Even though the peasant is not
legally the absolute owner of the land he cultivates, his
title to it approximates well with pfivate ownership. He
can sell his rights to it; his children can inherit it;
he can pledge and lease it out; and even in cases where the
Government itself acquires land, he is entitled to compensation

and/or provision of an alternative site.

It is, therefore, indeed surprising that some scholars
still contend that land tenure is communal, tribal or
traditional, (these words used ostensibly to mean the sahé
-_thing).11 Adegboye defines this conception of communal
tenure as the "... situation in which a community exercises
control, occupation, and use of a landed property. The
rights of transfer and reversion is exercised only by the

community as a whole."12

Goddard identified the feastures, central to this
conception of 'communal' as when Y... land ownership is
vested in the community as a whole" and when "the rights of
occupancy depend upen residence within the community. Each
- member of the community has the right to make use of whatever
land he requires, but he has no right to alienate the land

he holdso"13' It was further argued that, these *communal’
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circums£ances often lead to inefficiént land use Eatterns,
because of the absence of security to land titles; restriction
of the mobility of farmers; subdivision of holdings inte

excessivealy small units; and fragmentation of holdingsoi4

Insecurlty of land tenure imwlies that since land belonas
to the community, there may not be sufficient incentives for
a holder to undertake long-term land improvements and investments.
Mobility of farmers is restricted because, sihce one has title
rights oniy within his own community, he is not disposed to
leave, {(since this will mean relinquishing his rights of
occupancy in his own éommunity), even if land is scarce there,
Also under this fcommunal' conception, holdings eventually
become undersized due to population increases within the
community; and where population densities are hiqh,.ﬁeople
come to hold very small fields in terms of size which often
may neo . be enough to sustain themselves and their families.
Land is alsc said to be fraqménted due to partition in the
event of inheritance and or land shortage. This, it is
contended, reduces the efficiency of labour in terms of the
working hours lost in travelling from the compound to the

fields and from one plot to another.



However, this conception defines 'communal' ownership
only in a restricted and legalistic sense, that is, only the
senctions of the ‘community’ vis-a-vis individual holdings.

It isolates the structure of landholding from common labour
and sharing of fruits and common ownership of the instruments
of labour. This results in fragmenting the unity of the labour
process. A structure of landholding cannct be said to ke |
communal unless and until all these three elements are also
communale. In other words, the fact thet land is legally in
the hands of the community (or the Government on behalf of the
community) deesntt also imply that labour and the instruments
of labour are held in common. Community or Governmental legal
contrel of the land indicates their fears of permanent and
total individual alienation of land, as such, but not its
products. The fact is that land 1s worked individuelly,

For communal ownership proper denotes the unity of the labour

process as a whole, which is absent in this conception.

o Referring to the existing land tenure structure as
‘communal® is both inappropriate and misleadinag. It is a
situation where the trappings of current legalities have
obscured a full comprehension or the essential nature of the
lahour process as the interrelationships between land, labour

and its instruments. As such all the shortcomings of what
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is referred to as ‘communal*' are in fact not due to it, but
more or less to the nature of private individual control, ( and

on this, more 1ater).15

But before we throw out this conception, let us finally
put to rest the often pointed evidence of the gandu institution,

as an example of ‘communal' ownership and use of the land.

The gandu is a social production unit, organized essentially
under the criteria of kinship. It is defined as "... two of
more married men and their dependents farming together under
a common leadership. ... the men and thelr dependents work
together on a common gandu farm,“16 In its ideal mode of
operation, "... the gandu head (as the head of the household)
provides seeds and tools used by the unit, pays for thé |

expenses of tax, marriage and child birth of its members and

provides dwelling places. He also distributes food supplies
from the gandu's granaries used in the common meals and provides

the male members with personal plots of land (gayauna or kurga)

on which they sre allowed to work at specific times and to keep

the produce for t}w:msr:\lﬂ..res.,"Jl—'r

Essentially, therefore, the agandu is a social production

unit in which all the factors of production are owned and



used in common. It alsc provides an individual with
institutional security within the community and vis-a-vis

the political authority.

However, the criteria of kinship under which it is
organized has brought about a complex situation in the
analysis of the current structure of production organization
in the areas it exists. 1In kinship terms, we have to
differentiate between gandu and family (iyali), and in

production terms, the gandu farm and the family farm.

The gandu is essentially a type of African extended
family system which is a composite unit containing “... a
man, his wife/wives and children, the wives of his sons and
their children, his brothers, their wives and chiidren and
other close relatives.,"18 Wwhen the labour process as a whele
is comuen within such a unit, it may be referred to as gandu
either in common or non-common residencé. -Buflwhen it is not,
it rests wholly on the supg;structural kinship levél and cannot
be referred to as gandu even if they dwell within a common

compound. The concept of va fita gandu (he has opted out of

the gandu), doesn't mean a break of family ties, but of

production ties. -



The gandu is essentially & production unit while the
extended family is a social unit. The gandu is a composite unit
containing several simple units, iyali (plural ixalai).19 The
simple unit iyali is mainly composed of a man, his wife/wives
and children. When this simple unit expands as a result of
population increases, the children become adults and married
with thelr own children, a new situation emerges. In areas
where there is land shortages these adult children have to stay
and work with the father under his authority. Only after his
death do they, under the provisions of the Islamic inheritance
laws, divide up the farms and the estate, and each starts afresh
as a single unit. BRut in cases of areas where land is abundant,
the father, in his life time, allocates or buys a piece of land
for each of the adult children to start afresh as single unitsj

hence the expression, an fitar dashi gandu (he has been separated

from the gandu).

Evidence from researchers in the nature.of the composition
of the gandu show that the situation where brothers and their
families work together on a common farm or farms is very
rare.20 For these tend to break up with the death of the
father. Furthermore, 1t is in fact bizzare for one to
conceive of the gandu as a dwellinag or eatino unit. Goddard

has observed that "... persons occupying one compound were
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found to comprise separate family farmina units, whilst
families living in separate compounds may still combine together
as one economic unit both for farm production and for the
consumption of food‘."'?‘l Also, "... it is common for both
father and sons and brothers to continue to eat together ...
even after they have separated their farming units. This of

¢course is a complete negation of the consept of gandu."22

Furthermore, evidence from ocur study villages and elsewhere
indicates that whether we conceive of the gandu as a simple
unit of production or as a composite unit, the institution is
fast breaking down. In our study villages, out of a sample
of 273 farmers, we found that only 31 (11.4 percent)
indicated they belong only to the gandu. 1In Birnin Magaji
(N = 115) only 2 1.7 percent) belong only to the gandu. In
Yankaba village (N = 79) only 5 (6.3 percent). Only in
Kasuwan Daji (N = 79) is gandu more popular than in the
other villages, with 24 (30.4 percent) belonging to it.
Conversely, ﬁersonal farms on the whole, seem fo be more
popular than gandu, with 147 (53.8 percent) farming specifically
on thelr 0wn.23 Table 1.1 below gives the picture in greater

detail S _.
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From this Table we can further see that those partly in
géggg.énd paftly operétihg on perscnal farms are 93 (34.1
percent). This indicates that further processes may convert
them wholly into separate and individual producers. For
commercialization of production al=o brings about progressive

individualization of landheolding.

As such it is within the context of mere or less
individualistic as opposed to communal control of the land
.that the structure of landholding in peasant agriculture
exhibits limitations to proper land use and reéultant low
productivity. Insecurity of tenure, subdivision and fragmentation
are in fact, factors associated with individual private landholding

and not 'communal’ landholding.

Earlier on we have obhserved that in fact an individual
holder of a piece of land has in effect unrestricted tenure
rights. An insecurity which arises in these circumstances
is wholly due to the individualilzed nature of the heldings.
- Insecurity to land titles arises only becéu;e thésé titles
~are vested in individuals, for a community will have more
. security of tenure than an individual family. Community
pressure is quantitatively and qualitatively stronger énd

more influential than an individual's or isolated individuails'



discordant voices. It is easier to coerce a single individual

or family with regards to the land, than a whole community.

Once land is.under individual control, its break;up sn
inheritance, is inevitable. The proliferation of transfers
of usufructuary rights, through sale, pledge, gift, etc.;
further confounded by population increases, make land
fragmentation an inescapakle feature of land use. By
fragmentation, we mean the breszk-up of land through
differential ownership into individual plots spread throughout
the land surface of a given area. This situation 1is depicted
in the case of say an individual, holding title to two or more
pleces of land separated from one another within a given

farming area.

This precludes land concentration and fostérs the
division of the earth's surface among innumerable holders
and cultivators. The concentration of land is almost
impossible under this situation, for it pre-supposes the
revocation of the different individuals' titles to land, within

a given farming vicinity.

in our study villages, the inclidence of fragmentation is

very high indeed. Among all the 273 farmers in our sample
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only 17 (6.2 percent} own only one single farmi; 83 (30.4 percent)
own twoe farms; and 71 {26.0 percent) own three farms. Therefore
thosa owning only one to three farms make up 62.6 percent of the
sample. 89,7 percent own one to five farms while the rest
10.3 percent own six to ten plots of land in different places.

Table 1.2 gives us a clear picture of the situation.

Table 1,2: Number of farms owned

l B. Magajl K. Daji Yankaba : Total
Number of Farms T
No. % No. % No. { % Noeo %

One farm 10 8.7 5 6.3 2 2.5 17 6.2
Two farms 41 35.7 | 28 35.4 | 14 17.7 83 [ 30--
Three . 25 21.7 | 18 22.8 | 28 35,4 71 | 260
Four 15 | 13.0 11 | 13.9| 16 | 20,3 | 22| 15,2
Five S 12 10.4 | 11 13,9 9 11.4 32 | 11.7
six 3 2.6 2 2.5 3 3.8 8 2.9
Seven . 1 0.0 | 1 | 13} s 6.3 7| 2.6
Eight - 3 2.6 - - 1 1.3 4 1.5
Nine _ O : - - 2 2.5 - - 2 0.7
Ten and Over 3 2.0 1 1.3 1 1.3 5 1.8
Unknown 5 2 1.7 - - - - 2 0.7

Total 115 {100.0 } 79 [100.0 | 79 |100.0 | 273 {100.0
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This Table apart from indicating the incidence of
fragmentation of holdings alsc shows that farm distribution in
the area is skewed. In Birnin Magaji, we find that the average
number of farms is 3.2 farms per individual. 66.1 percent of
the farmers in this village sample {(i.e., those owning one to
three farms), own only 45.6 percent of all the farms in the
samples In Kasuwan Daji, the average number of farms per
individual is 3.3, while 64.5 percent of the sample own only
39.1 percent of all the farms in the sample. In Yankaba, the
average farm ownership per individual is 3.7 farms; while
55.6 percent of the farmers in the sample own only 38.8 peréent
of the farms. The average number of farms owned in all the
villages, therefore, comes to about 3.3 farms per individual,
with 6246 percent of the farmers owning only 46.5 percent of

all the farmso24

The process of fragmentation of holdings throﬂgh inheritance,
population increases and other forms of alienation of land
rights, further results in and is inturn reinforced by the
progressive dimunition of the sizes of the séparate landheoldings.
The fragmented land in this situation exists in the form of very
small pieces of land held hepe and there by an individual

cultivatore.



In our study area, the total size of all the farms owned

by an individual is given in the Table below.

Table 1,33

Total acreage* per individual
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B. Magaji K. Daji Yankabha Total
Average per o]
individual No.o % NC. % No. % No. %
o ~1
1~ 5 acres 28 24,3 27 34,2 13 16,5 68 24,9
6 =~ 10 34 29.6 26 32.9 40 50.6 |100 36.6
11 -~ 15 26 22.6 ; 13 16.5 | 12 15.2 | S1 18.7 §
¢ :
; § |
16 - 20 9 7.8 2 2.5 i 5 6.3 16 5.9}
21 - 25 7 Hel 2 2.5 4 5.1 13 4.8
i
26 - 30 4 3.5 3 3.8 1 1.3 8 2,9
3t - 35 2 1.7 - 0.0 2 2.5 4 1e5
36 b 40 acres - 0»0 ‘1 193 1. 1.3 2 007
41 and over 3 2.6 5 6.3 1 1.3 9 3a3
Unknown 2 1.7 - 0.0 - 0.0 2 Ou7
Total 115 100.0 79 100.0 79 100.0 273 160.0
—r i -

*NB 244711 acres

one hectare (ha)

In Birnin Magaji, the average acreage per persgon is 11.5

acres with a mode of 4 acreas and madian of 9 acres.

Fasuwan

Daji bas an average of 13.4 acres with a mode of 5 acres and a

median of 7 acres, and Yankaba has an average of 13.1 acres
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with a mode of 6 acres and a median of 9 acres. This also
indicates that the acreage of all the farms belonging to an
individual is small even if it is concentrated together rather
than the current situation in which these figures are in fact

total of all the acreages of different isolated farms.

This situation of the smallness of plots is more glaring
when we total the sizes of all farms and divide them by the
number of farms owned. We shall then bhe able to see the
average size of each individual farm. In other words, an
individual may have four farms of two acres each; his total
acreage comes to 8 but the average size of each farm remains
at just two acres. Table 1.4 provides us with some information

in this regard.

From the Table we can see that 192 respondents, about
70.3 peLcent of ocur sample have farms whose average individual
size is between one and three acres only. Seven respondents
(2.6 percent) have average individual farm size of seven to
nine acres. This is also an indication of the ineguitable
nature of land distribution in terms of the sizes of the

individual landholdings.



Table 1.4: Akverage size of fragmented holdings
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Average B. Magajil K. Daji Yankaba Total
Acreage® Ne. | % Noo | % No. | % Now | %
One acre 10 8.7 7 8.9| 15 19.0 32 147
Two acres 37 32.2 35 44.3) 37 46,8] 109 39.9
Three | 29 25.2 15 19.0 7 8.9 51 1847 |
Four 13 11.3 10 12.7 8 10.1 Kk 11.4
Five 7 6.1 3 3.8 4 5.1 14 501
Six 10 8.7 3 3.8 2 2.5 15 5.5 f
Seven 2 1.7 - - 2 25 4 1.5
Eight 1 0.9 1 1.3 - - 2 Qa7
Nine 1. 0.0 - - - - 1 0°4i
Ten and Over 2 1.7 5 6.3 4 5.1 11 4,0}
Unknown 3 2.6 - - - - 3 1.1

Total 115 100.0 79 100.0§ 79 100.0] 273 100.01

+2,4711 acres

1]

One hectare (ha)

Ag such fragmentation and sub-division of holdings lead to

inefficient land use.

This is largely as a result of the

ascendency of individual as opposed to communal nature of

landholding; and individual as opposed to commﬁnal appropriation

of the fruits of labour.

The progressive sub-division of

holdings is due to a situation where individualist landholding



is confounded by the fact that a large number of tha people,
the majority of the population are engaged in agriculture.
Population increases, and the division of estates in this

situation, are bound to affect the structure of landholding.

The control of land under commercialized production

results in even the land itself becoming a commedity, subject to

being purchased and sold. The buying and sellinq of land in

this situation doesn't up-set the process of fragmentation and

sub-division, leading to consolidation of holdings, but on
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the contrary reinforces it, The fact is that, land consclidation

is difficult because not all the neighbours of a given farmer
will be willing to sell at the time one requires to buy morxe
lands As such an individual with money more or less resorts
to buying land here and there thus aiding in its further
fragmentation. Also, because land, is the chief asset of the
farmer, he will not concede to its sale unless he decides to
migrate elsewhere or is financially or physically unable to
cultivate it. Furthermore, even where one succeeds in
consolidation of holdings, through purchase, the division of
estates among his heirs after his death may slsc lead to its

sub~division and fragmentation once again.



Thé mode of land acquisition also indicates the rising
importance of purchase as oppoesed to other means of acquisition.
Our study indicates that the
acguisition are purchase and

them 84,5 percent of all the

out of the 273 farmers,
acquired their farms through
(41.0 percent) claimed to have bought all their farms.

who bought some and inherited some make up 31 (11.4 percent)

of the farmers.

two pricipal means of land
inheritance, making up, between

incidences of land acquisition.

inheritance only; while 112,

Table 1.5 below gives .the:pidture in greateridetail.

Table 1.,5: How farms were acquired

33 (34.1 percent) claimed to have

Those
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Mode of farm B, Magaii K. Daji Yan%aba Total
acguisition No. %, NO, % NO.o % NOa %
Inherited only 51 | 44.3 | 10 12.7} 3?2 40.5! 93 | 34.1
Sarawa® only 5§ 4.3} 3 a8 - - 249
Inherited & Sarawa* - - 3.8 2 2.5 5 1.8
Sarawa® & bought 1] 0.9] 9 11.4] = -1 10] 3.7
Bought all farms 42 36.5 490 50.61 30 38.01 112 41.0
Inherited & bought 2 1.7 14 17.7f 15 19.0 31 1104
Gift 9 7.8 - D - 9 3.3
Hire 2 | 174§ - -~ - - 0.7
Unknown 3 246 - - - - 3 1.1
Total 115 {100.0 79 100.0] 79 100.0] 273 |100,0

*Sarazwa - means that the individual cleared an area which
was hitherto bushland inte a farmland.

i e ——
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This trend towards the purchase and sale of land is further
supported by the findings of Goddard, in his study of some villag.s
in central 5Sokoto. He noted that "... land has become a
transferrable economic commodity. The allocation and transfer
of land is not vested in the community. Sale has become an
established means of transferring land and cust’oméry obliagations
tc make token presents of produce for temporary transfers of

land have largely been commuted into cash payments of rent."25

The purchase of land in peasant small scale agricultﬁre, not
only increase the sub-division and fragmentation of holdings,
Ibut alsce increases the production costs of the producer and
the cost=price of the product itself. Marx asserted that,
"one of the specific evils of small scale agriculture where it
is combined with free land ownershiﬁ.arises'from the pﬁrchase
of land. ... ©owlhg to the changeable nature which the land
here assumes as a mere commodity, the changes of ownership
increase, so that the land, from the peasants' point of view,
enters a-new as an investment of capital with each successive
generation and division of estates ... The price of land here
forms a welghty element of the individual unproductive costs
of production or cost-price of the product for the individual
producer.” Purthermore, "the investment of money -- capital

for the oburchase of land, then, is not an investment of



111
agricultural capital,” for it decreases proportionately, the
capital which the small peasants can employ in their own sphere
of production. It also proportionately reduces the size of their
means of production and as such narrows the economic basis of
re~production, for "... it subjects the small peasant to the
money-lender since credit proper occﬁrs but rarely in this

sphere, It is a hindrance to agriculture="26

Individual control and ownership of land brings about
not eonly the scattering and sub«division of the land among
a mass of producers, but also implies that the instruments

of labour are both simple and scattered. .

Cur discussion now, turns to the nature and distribution
of these instruments, for, "the pfoductiveness of lahour depends
not only on the proficiency of the workman but on the perfection

of his toolsen2’

THE INSTRUMENTS OF LABOUR

eyl 4 ., W

The first thing that a labourer pcssesses himself 1é-in fagt,
not the subject of labour but its instruments. An instrument
of labour, is "... a thing or a complex of things which the
labourer interposes between himgelf and the subjéct of his
28

labour, and which serves as the conductor of his activity."”

These instruments are themselves products of previous labour.
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The instruments are mechanical, physical or chemical
products of some substances which are used in crder to make
other substances subservient to the aims and ends of labour.
In agriculture they can be regarded as composing of basically

two elements:

(i} tools or implements used in production;
(i1) the chemical and blelogical substances used
in enhancing the productivity of the s0il
such as fertilizers, manure, pesticides, new

seed varieties, etc.

The nature and level of sophistication which these
iﬁstruments assume in a given production system, is an
indicator of the deqree of development te which human labour
has attained, and alsc of the =social conditions under which

production takes place.

In developed countries, scientific and technical knowledge
has attained a high degree of development, thus enabling mon
to attain a high deqgree of contrel ever the physical factors
affecting production. The application of sclerce to seoil
management and general agricultural problems, the use of machines
in cultivation and development of high yielding varleties have

to a large extent helped these countries in their struggle



against the natural environmento29 More s¢, the development of
industrial production, of heavy and light consumer goods, has
to a large extent reduced the percentage of direct agricultural
employment; and at the same time provided agriculture with the
heavy and complex equipment used in enhancing production.
Agricultural production, thus became a capitalistic monopoly
undeftaking, capital intensive, labour saving, and highly

mechanized.

In the underdeveloped countries and Nigeria in particular,

the copposite situation is the case; man is still at the mercy
of his environment, his implements and techniques, outmoded and
backward. He produces without the aid of modern science and
machines and his "... yields are only a bare minimum of its

potentialso"3O

Gerzrally, tools or implcaents used iu agricultural

production can assume basically three forms; viz:

(1) Thosé used fhrough the ;éency of fhe
human muscles, and thus demand excessive
utilization of human'énergy.
.:(ii) Those applied through the agency of animal
- muscle and energy underlhuman direction.
(iii) Those used through the agency of mechanical

power under human operation.

113
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In our study villages, and of course in most of Hausaland,
the implements used in agricultural preduction are by and large,
hand tools with wvery little use of animal power or machinery
(despite efforts to introduce and popularize their use in the
coleonial era). The major tools used are, Hauya (hoe), Garma
{a special variety of hoe with a larger and wider blade}), Sungumi
(a hoe with a2 long handle usually used for sowing), Lauje (sickle)
and Gatarl (axe). These tools are those which have béen in use
in agricultural production, from time immemocrial. They are
produced locally by blacksmiths, whe previously broduced the
blades using local sources of iron (tama) locally mined and
smelted. However, importation of pig-iron, the utilization of
old rail-sleepers and scraps from vehicles and other machinery
imported from cutside sources, led to the abandonment of local
iron working industries and thus the sources of raw materials
for the production of these implements was diverted. The wood
workers produced the wooden h.ndles attached to each of these
implements, using local sources of wood by felling trees with
the suthority of the local government.

Tables in Appendiceé G{i), G{ii) and G(iii), give us the
incidences and mode of acquisition of these implements in Birnin
Macaji, Kasuwan Daji and Yank ba, respectively. Table in

appendix G(iv) gives us, the total for all the villages concerned.
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In all these, we can easily see that purchase, is the principal
means of implement acquisition. O©On the whole, 97.1 percent of
all the farmers claimed to have bought their hces; 78.8 percent
bought their garma; 93.0 percent bought their sungumi; 96.3
percent bought théir lauje and 92.3 percent bought their gatari
(axe)s Other modes of acquisition such as inheritance, gift

and hire are all of negligible importance compared with purchase.

These tables further show us the negligible importance of
the use of either bullock drawn ploughs or tractors. In fact in
the whole of our sample only one person in Kasuwan Daji, (who
incidentally, is the village head) has a tractor. Twenty-five
farmers making 9.2 percent of our sample have bullock-drawn

ploughs, of which 7 claimed to have hired them,

In terms of the gquantity of each implement owned by an
individual farmer, Tables in nppendices H(i), H(1ii) and H(iii)
for Birnin Magaji, Kasuwan Daji and vankaba respectively, and
Table in appendix H{iv)}, for all the villages, show that a
majority of the farmers own no more than 3 units of each tool
with the percentage rising for Garma (74.4%, Sungumi (86.1%).
87.9 percent of the farmers have no bullock drawn plough and

99.6 percent have nc tractor at all. ;

/
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This situation shows that the main implements themselves
are scattered among the producers. The fact that one only uses
a single tool at a time also shows that he doesn't need more
than he can use, unliess he employs labour which he provides with
implements. This scattering of the implements of labour is
related to the structure of landholding and the mode of labour

organization. We shall see more of this later.

The simpleness of these implements in general, is further
indicated by our estimation of the cost of all the implements
cwned by an individual producer. Table 1.6. bhelow.
shows that 68.1 percent of all farmers, have implements whose
total cost doesn't exceed B20.00. (63.5% in Birnin Magaji;
64.6% in Xasuwan Daji and 78.4% in Yankabal). If we extend
this costing to #40.00; we find that 82.0 percent of our sample
have implements whose total cost doesn't exceed this amount.
This in icates not only the prverty of the producers generally,
but the poverty of the technology and hence the collosal

limitations which this imposes on their productive efforts.

Efforts made since the colonail era to introduce what is

officially referred to as ‘mixeu’ farming,* and tractor hiring

*This farming is 'mixed' only in the sense that bullock
farming is introduced. It decesn't mean agriculture where
animal and crop production are carried on together simultaneously.



11

0001 £L2 0°001 64 0" 001 6L 0°001 GLT 12308
8°L s £°1 T 5*2 Z L°tT Z umMouduN
L z £°1 T €*1 T 0*0 - 3240 9 TOE
7 4 0°0 - 0°0 - 6° T 0re ~ 18T |
0°0 - 0*0 - 0°0 - 0°0 - 08z - 192
ve 1 C°0 - 0*0 - 6° T 09z - L¥Z
Ve 1 €°1 T 0°0 - 0®0 - oz —- 122
v 1 €°1 T 0°0 - 0°0 - 022 - 10¢
Le Z 0°0 ~ £°1 1 6° 1 002 - 18t
Le Z 0°0 - 0°0 - L°1 Z 081 - 191
L® z 0°0 ] - 0°0 - L°T 2 091 - Ivl
g°1 5 eer . i €L T 9+Z € orT - 121
9°2 L €1 1 5z 4 ¢°¢ v 0zt - 101
1°T 3 0°0 M - €°1 T L*T 4 00T ~ I8
9°¢ L £°1 i 1 5°¢ z g°g Y 08 =~ 19
L°€ o1 £°1 M 1 £°9 g §°g ¥ 09 =~ 1¥
6°¢1 8¢ £°11 6 7°91 €1 6°€T 91 or = 12
1°89 981 v°8L 29 3°¥9 16 G*EY A 07 -1

% “OoN % *ON % °ON % *ON (H)

3 350D

{(€L2=N} T1®30L

(64=N) Bqe)uRx

4

(64=N) tl=eg °¥j

(qrT=N) 1lebey °g

[

(#) siupwaTdwt TI® 3O 350D pPa3EBWIIST

19°1 3T49ed




118
services, have to a large extent failed to bring about any mass
impfévement to the technology of preduction. For they merely
seek to replace immediately, hand tools with animal and/or
mechanical power. They failed not because of the inability of
the.peaéantry to adopt, but because they seek to transform
overnight the technology of production without changing the
basic structures of production and of landhoddingi-

Tiese colonial attempts led to under-utilization of equipment,
misuse and also high depreciation costs. The cost of maintaining
the under~utilized oxen and equipment also added weighty
element on the peasants' production cests without adequate returns.
The small sizes of the plots of land and the fact that the
equipment can be used only at the ploughing stage of the
production process led not only to their under-utilization, but

also brought about an increasc in the costs of production.

No wonder then, even at that material time of zealous
introduction of this technoleoqy very few people, mostly district

heads and other officials attempted to adopt the technology.31
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In our study area, we asked the farmers whether they are
aware of governmental efforts to develop agriculture through
the provision of hiring facilities for tractors and bullock-drawn
ploughse On the whole 146 (53.5 percent) indicated that
they were aware, while 125 (45.8 percent) said they were unaware,
with two unknown. See Table 1.7 below for the break-down in terms

of the different villages.

Table 1.7: Awareness of government efforts in agricultural

development

- S

Birnin Magaji Xasuwan Daji Yankaba I Total.
== == = = L 3
Rrabbfiafa (N = 115) 1 (N = 79) (N = 79) z(N = Eff:

No. l % I NO. % No.| % No.l o

] .-i N '—.i i
Aware 73 63.5 | 41 51.9]32 | 40.5|146] 52.5

1

Unaware 41 356 | 38 48.1) 46 | 58.2|125| 45.02
Unknown 1 a9 I - -1 1 1.3 2 a7
l———.-u—...-. PH—— AL < I__ Il R s
| Total | 115 | 100.0 ° 79 | 100.0179 |100.0|273}100.0
¢ S s p— =" . : ' ———

The incidence of unawareness of these efforts is really
alarming especially in ¥ankaba village, where 58.2 percent of
the sample claimed to be unaware. But most of those who are
unaware do know that such facilities exist but think that since

they haven't been approached, the facilities are only for the
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chiefs and other officials and for the well-to-do farmers other
than themselves. In this théir assumptions are often correct,
for only these well~teo-do people gqualify for the benefits the

government provides.

Furthermore, we asked whether they have.ever tried to hire
a tractor or plough from the governmental facilities and 164 of
them, i.e., 60.1 percent indicated that they have never tried to
obtain these hiring facilities. 3See Table 1.8 below for greater

detalls.

Table 1.8: Ever tried to hire a tractor or plough from
governmental institutions?

- s
Birnin Magajil Kasuwan Daji Yankaba Total |

(N = 118) (N = 79) (N = 79) f(N = 273)

Response
T

Noe % No. % No. % NG % !

Yes o 41 35.7 41 51.9 |17 21.5] 99| 36,3

No D 71 61.7 38 48.1 5% 69.6] 1641 60.1

Unknown 3 2.6 - - 7 g8.9] 10 36
| —
Total - 115 100.0 79 100.0 {79 §100.06|273]100,0 1}

This Table further sheows that the majority of the peasants
do not even so much as care about these hiring facilities. This

may be because most ¢of them consider such an investment rather
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risky or even that they do not have the money to pay for the
hire. But the fact is that they know that fundamentally, such

kinds of tools are not feasible on their kind of farms.

Among those who claimed to have tried to obtain such
implements on hire {(i.e., 99 of them), 56, that is, 36.5 percent
of them were able to get the hire; 37, that is, 37,4 percent of
them were not able to obtain the hire, while & (all in Kasuwan
Daji) that is, 6.1 percent of them were successful but had no
money to pay for the facilities. Table 1.9 below shows this in

greater detail.

Table 1.,9¢: Ever successful in hiring attempts?

b e PR

Birnin #Magaji Kasuwan Daii Yankaba Total
Response (N = 115) (N = 79} (N = 79) J(N = 273)!

NO . % NO. % No., % NGo %
Never tried 71 61.7 38 48,.1]55 6%.6]164] 60,1
Successful . 24 20.9 20 25.3|12 } 15.2] 56} 2045
Not successful 17 14,8 15 19.0] 5 6.3 37 12.6
Yes, but no cash -~ - ] 7.6} - - 6 262
Unknown 3 2.6 — - 7 B 9 10 30 )
Total 115 100.0 79 100.0[79 [100.0[ 273} 100.0
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As we have shown above, this evidence;_does not suggest
that the peasanté are unprogressive and do not want to take up
good opportunities. what this shows; however, is that they are
consciously unwilling to take up innovations which they rightly
feel are not in their interests. For they result in further
getting them indebted; and this time to the government. They
know that structurally using these tools may result in only
increasing their unproductive costs of production and are thus

structurally irrelevant,

Ag such, fundamentally, the main implements used in
production by the mass of the peasantry remain the outmoded and

backward tools now prevalent.

Furthermore, the use of these tools is both labour demanding
and time consuming. Any stage of production inveolves excessive
wastage of time; and further ¢ives a time limit within which
various phases of activities have to be completed, or not at all,
Labour input, is therefore heavy not only because work is
concentrated at a certain time of the year but alse because the

tools demand excessive utilization of human energy and muscles.

The nature of the tools Is thus influenced by, and reinforces
land parcelling and sub-division. For there is no way that a man

(who has very limited working hands) can effectively cultivate
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larger tracts of land using these tools. fhe tools further bring
about wastage in production. For labour and time constraints
force people to work haphazardly, than not at all. And conversely,
labour and time saving machinery, cannct be employed feasibly
undar the given conditions of land sub-division and fragmentation., This
1s therefore a vicious circle within which the peasant producer
has to operate, and cannot get out of, without fundamental

structural transformation of the social organization of production.

Sevefal.;cholars.aﬁd.inéfitutes, however,.both national
and international, are still of the opinion that though large
scale and heavy technoloqy may not be feasible and relevant to
what they refer to as small scale agriculture, it is still
possible to increase yields, and thus prodﬁctivity through
employing a technical package, callad the 'new technolegy's. This
is in the form of increasina the application of fertilizers,
peSticides, herbicides and using improved high vyielding seed

varicties.

Fertilizers were first introduced in the former Northern
Nigeria in the 1949/50 season. This was initially financed by
the Northern Regicon Production Development RBoard. In this case

30,000 half cwt. bags (1 cwt. = 50.802 kg) of superphosphates
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were distributed free of charge. But on 1/4/1953, this operation
was taken over by the Department of Agriculture, and it was
decided that fertilizers should no more be issued free, and

should be s0ld on thelr own merit.

The extension effort in pOpularizinq fertilizer usage at
that time, was mainly through planting on a number of
demonstration plots in c¢entral locations and by intensive
propaganda through posters, leaflets, etc. TIts aim was to
show to the farmers that by using fertilizers, they can increase
their yields. Increase in yields means, the crops are going to
be more in quantity and of better gquality. Thus they can be
able tc realize more money from the increased sales which this

33
results into.

The response of the farmers to the introduction and
propaganda for fertilizer usage was reported to have been mixed.
‘ - 34
It varied from one of "apathy to one of definite hostility.t

The reasons given for this type of response were:

(i} ‘tinborn antipathy natural tc¢ a peasant farmer
to any new method,
(ii) rhostility built up in certain areas in the

past by over-zealous propaganda,
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(iii) #“the actual labour involved in applying and
the occcasional burning of seedlings due to

35
faulty application.”

Furthermore, the extension effort was highly insufficient.
Several reports indicated that there was chronic shortage of
staff to instruct farmers on proner use. Most of the field staff,
in fact were more interested in the salaries they earn than in the
work. While many prefer to be deployed to cotton or groundnuts
marketing centres, where they make easier money through several

malpractices and cheatings of the farmers.

Though the initial response of the farmers was not so
much encouraging, (especially) with regards to fertilizers, the
application of the bio-chemical36 package {(which is all that
the 'new technology' is all about) is currently one of the
most favoured strategy for ths solution of our agricultural

problems.

The use of fertilizers and pesticides in agriculture has
over the vears grown to the extent that almost ail the farmers
at least know of the existence of these modern inputs. Moreover,
a lot of them have at one time ¢r other used one or both of these

inputs. Purthermore, with the current : Green:Revolution
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pProgramme, . coupled with Government's fertilizer subsidies,
more and more farmers are now coming to actually realize the

value of these inputs.

In our.study villages, in fact, a lct of the farmers
acknowledged that fertilizers are more effective than the local
manure. Fertilizers in fact have made a lot of headway. In all
our three villages 85.4 ﬁercent of our sample, (N = 273), indicated
that they have at one time or other used fertilizers.

Zﬁirnin Magaji (N = 115) = 88.7%; Kasuwan Daji (N = 79) = B8.6%;
and Yankaba (N = 79} = 77,227.3? |

However, the use of pesticides is not as widespread as
that of fertilizers. This may be due to the fact that it is
a latecomer to the agricultural scene of this area. Despite
this, {and the fact that this area is quite far from the Samaru

Institu*te for Agricultural Rer-earch3B

)y the use of pesticides

is quite impressive. In all the three villages, 40.7 percent

of our sample, (N = 273), indicated that they have at one time

or other used pesticides on their farms. The details are as
follows: Zgirnin Magaji (N = 115) -~ Ever =~ 40%, Never = 47%,
Unknown = 13%; Kasuwan Daji (N = 79) - Ever = 51.9%, Never = 48.1%}

Yankaba (N = 79) -~ Ever = 10.4%, Never = 58.2%, Unknown = 1104zy.



127
The figure for ¥asuwan Daji is more impressive because it lies
on the waln road half-way between Gusau and Kaura Namoda and thus
easily accessible than the other two villages to various forms

of extension efforts.

Toble 2.0 below shows the number of bags of fertilizer

used in the year 1976/77 as reported by the farmers.

Table 2.0: Estimated number of bags of fertilizer used
this year (1976/77)

Birnin Magaji Kasuwan Daji Yankaba Total
Number of (N = 115) (N = 79 (N = 79} {(N = 273)
bags e
NO. % No. % NO. % No. %
Never and none ' :
this year 37 32.2 28 35.4 |24 30.4|89 32.6
1~ 3 bags 52 45,2 23 29,1 {24 30,4199 36,3
4 « & bags 10 8.7 14 17.7 117 21.5141 15,0
7 -~ & bhags 2 1.7 2 2.5 4 5.1 8 2.9
10 = 12 bags & 5.2 3 3.8 1 1.3} 10 3.7
13 = 15 bags 2 1.7 - - 1 1.3 3 1el
16 - 18 bags - - 5 6.3 - - 5 168
19 and over 6 5.2 4 5a1 8 10,11 18 Sab
Total 115 100.0 79 100.0 |79 | 100.0]79 {100.0
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Tt is evident from this Table that some of the people who
previously used fertilizers didn't use it in the 1976/77 cropping
season, this may be mainly due to the lack of ready cash to buy
fertilizers (as I learnt from some of them)., Furthermore, these
people and a lot of the people who indicated to have used only
1-6 bags, didn't use much or none of the fertilizer because of its
inavailability and also because rome ‘enterprising' people are
selling it above the neormal government subsidized prices. It
is thus evident that most of the farmers buy little quantities
of the fertilizers for the twc reasons stated above, and

because of the small sizes of their holdings.

It is in the light of the above, that we can see the
estimated cost of fertilizers used in the 1976/77 cropping
season, (by the majority of the farmers) is relatively small,
or none at all (for these who didn't use it that vear).

Table 2.1 illustrates this picture in greater detail.

From the Table we can see that, though the farmer
realized the value of feptilizers and other modern inputs, it is
often not wvery easy for him to obtain as much as he thinks he
needs at the suvbsidized prices. This may be because there are
people in the rural areas, usually the wealthier ones {Kulaks)
who do 'business' in subsidized fertilizers, so that, the end-
result may be the escalation of prices far ahove the subsidized

rates, and hence beyond an averaage peasant's reach.
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Table 2.1: Estimated total cost of fertilizer used this year

(1976/77)

o Birnin Magaji Kasuwan Daji Yankaba Totéfumﬂ
oy (N = 115) (N = 79) (N = 79) 1 (N = 273}4

| NO . % No. % No. % |No. .%

Never and none

this year 37 32.2 28 35.4 {24 | 30.4| 89| 32.6

1 - 40 naira 66 57.4 29 36.7 [47 | 59.5[142] 52.0

11 ~ 20 - 7 601 8 10.1 | 4 5.1f 19| 6.9
21 - 30 ;'f; 2 1.7 5 1 6.3 E 2 2.51 9ol 3.8 ?
31~ 40 - 0.0 1 1.3 § - ! 0.0% 1} 0.4 ;
) . : §
41 = 50 - 0.0 1 1.3 01| 23] 2] 0.7 i
51~ 60 , 2 1.7 1 1.3 | 1 1.3] 4} 1.5 ;
61— 70 ¢ ) 1 0.9 2 2.5 | - 0.0 3| 1.1 i
71- 8 - | - 0.0 - 0.0 | - 0.0] =] 0.0
81 - 90 -~ - 0.0 - 0.0 | - 0.0{ = 0.0
291 - 100 b - 0.0 - 0.0 | - 0.0 ~{ 0.0 1
101 and over - 0.0 4 5.1 - ¢.0 5 1e5
Total 115 100.0 79 100.0 |79 |100.0}273 105;0 :




Furthermore, cash constraints may prohibit him from
obtaining the optimum number of bags he needs, even at the
subgidized rates. For as a rational 'economic' man, he also
makes the estimation of costs and returns in his own way.

: . R

o !

In extension terms; it zeems thét most of agricultural
knowiedge on the use of the new inputs, mainly fertilizers
and pesticides, is transmitted through friends and relatives
and agricultural workers. Asked how proper aprlication of
both fertilizers and pesticides was initially learnt, the
majority of the farmers, 69,2 percent indicated that they
learnt it from both agricultural workers and friends and

relatives, with the latter having a slight edqe (37.7% versus

31.5 percent). 7Table 2.2 illustrates this in clearer details.

As a matter of fact, for the farmers, there is no doubting

that fact that the usage of fertilizers and pesticides brings
about favourable results in terms of yields. 79.4 percent of
the farmers in our sample indicated that yields actually
increased due to their usage of these inputs. The actual

breakdown for the three wvillages is shown in Table 2.3,.

130
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Table 2,23 How proper application of fertilizers and
pesticides was first learnt

Birnin Magaji Kasuwan Dajl |Yankaba Total
Learning (N = 115) (N = 79) (N = 79) |(N = 273)
Agent
No. % Mo, % NG . % NO« %
Not using
either 22 19.1 10 12.7 {22 27.8] 54] 19.8
Friends and
ralatives 47 40.8 22 27.8 | 34 \ 43.0 103_ 37,7
Agricultural : :
workers : _34 29.6 40 50.6 12 15.2) 861 31.5
Radio® o g 3,5 - 0.0 a| s.1 8] 2.9
Village Head 8 7.0 5 .3 | 5 6.3} 18] 6.6 °
Cantt remember - 0.0 2 2.5 2 2.5 4 1e5
other - 0.0 | - 0.0 | - | 0.0l < 0,0
Total 115 100. 0 79 100.0 1 79 |100.0]273[100,.0

A kg et

*The limited role of the radio in this situation is very
revealing, in that the radio can only disseminate information
on the existence of something, but without actually one
listening all the time and gquite well too, he may not be able
to grasp the full process. The fact that, you can't
immediately ask back and get an immediate answer are just
some of the limitations associated with the utilization
of the radio as a means of disseminating agricultural
information, methods and procedures. Anoth:r thing is
that not many people own radios at all.
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Table 2.3: Whether yields lncrease as a result of fertilizer
and/or pesticides usage

]

Village Response Number Percentages

Birnin Magaji: Yes 92 80.0%
(N = 115} No 0 0. 0%
Cannot tell 23 20,0%

Kasuwan Daji: Yes 68 86.1%
(N = 79} No 0 Ooo%
- o Cannot tell 11 13.9%
Yankaba:r Yes 57 72.2%
(N = 79) No . 1 1. 3%
Cannot tell 21 26.6%

Total: Yes 217 79.4%
(N = 273} No 1 G.4%
Cannot tell 55 20.2%

From this table we can clearly see that only one farmer

disagreed with the notion that yields actually increased as a

result of the usage of these inputs,

As for new high yielding seed varieties, it is our opinion

that these generally have not made an in-road into the survey

villages. This is because most of the farmers c¢laimed to have

selected their seeds from the previous years' harvest.

Nermally,

even before harvest they select the best out of their crops
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which they keep as seeds for the next year's planting. Seeds
obtained from the government or the Gusau Agricultural

Development Project haven't had much impact in this area.

But despite the fact that fertilizers and other inputs
have been popularized over the years and the farmers are
increasingly realizing the value in terms of vyields, why hasn't
this in itself generated a kind of agricultural resurgence?
Some people may attribute this to climatical facters, such as
the recent (1970-74) drought. However, from our own estimations
it appears that, the problem has to do with the constraints
brought about by the nature of the social organization of
production itself, i.e., the structure of landholding, the
nature of the instruments of production and how they are

related, above all, with the organization of agricultural labour.

We have argued above that the application of the bio-chemical
package actually brings about yield increases per unit of land.
But we contend that a peolicy which sees this as the MAIN cure of
agricultural ills is actually zhort sighted and misleading.

This is because since it doesn't want structural changes, it
sees agricultural changes as mainly technical in nature. But
agricultural productivity is not a function of technology

per se. Agricultural development is essentially a social process.



134

A process whose end and aim are essentially social. Technology
becomes important as an agent of ¢hange only in so far as the
social processes and the nature of production structures permits it
to operate unhindered. As such we are of the opinion that the
strataegy for agricultural development whose main basis is the
extension to farmers of the bio~chemical package alone, intends
actually to conveniently forget about the fundamental structural

questicnso39

iMoreover, we can also see that within the current structural
conditions under which agricultural production takes place, even
the bio=chemical package is beset by a host of problems, in that

it:

(a) Brings about an increase upon the already
serious labour constraints.

(b) Brings about disastrous resulté due to
faulty aspplication, which is more or less
inevitable due to the insufficient extension
efforts and/or absence of commitment by the
extension agents.

(¢} Brings an increase in the costs of production
which some farmers may not be willing or do not

have the means to incur.
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In summary, we have so far in this Chapter, been discussing
the nature and structure of landholding and the means of labour.
We have argued that landholding corresponds more or less to
private ownership (stripped of all the legalistic trappings}.
Land furthermore exists in small, fragmented and scattered
tracts distributed among thousands of individual simple families.
Similarly, the implements of production are backward snd scattered.
That the 'new technelegy' however useful, may not be eminently
successful in triggering fundamental agricultural resurgence due
to the nature of landholding and the instruments of labour.
Furthermore, we contend that whenever land exists in such a
manner, the implements are of necessity scattered and backwards
and conversely whenever the implements are simple and scattered,

land becomes sub-divided and fragmented.

But what becomes of labour, the creator of all value, under
this structural matrix? This brings us to the third and very
important component of the labour process, that ig, the organization

of agricultural labour.

THE ORGANIZATICN OF LABOUR

The nature and mode of labour organization is one of the
most Important criteria which defines the character and level

of development of any production system. Labour organization



in peasant agriculture is intimately related to the nature of
the disposition of the other factors of production, i.e., land

and the implements used in productien.

Labour in this context is essentially organized on the
basis of simple families as landholding units. The implements
of production are also held within these units. These units
{as we have noted earlier in this chapter) contain as a rule
limited number of working hands. The general exclusion of
women from the production sphere confounds thi; numerical

limitation of agricultural labour. .

Knowledge and skill in agricultural production are acquired
by an individual male c¢hild, essentially in the socialization
process. Tasks associated with production are learnt gradually,
to the point that they can be accomplished from planting to
harvesting by a single individual. As such the concept of
division of labour as fundamental separation of work into its”™
constituent elements, learnt and performed as fields of
specialization for different individuals is absent in this
context. It is more or less social i.e., accordina to sex,
agey status, etc., rather than detailed, i.e., in terms of

specialigation as in the modern fectory.

136
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The dispersion of the means of production among numerous
producers, coupled with the backwardness of the technology of
production, means that production specialities cannct be
developed. Apart from the normal precess of preoduction
socialtization, no definite skills have to be developed for the
performance of productive tasks, except those concerned with

weather observation technigues, hoeing, ridoing, etc.

Within the sphere of work, efery éverage producer does
equally the same thing, and is capable of performing what another
preducer performs. Thusz labour itself, by its demands on
physical energy (aided only by a rudimentary technelogy) becomes
a hard and demanding process. This of necessity limits the
capability of each producer to limited acreage. The fact that
most of the production activities are concentrated within a
short periocd of the year, alsc means that the extent of land
that on. can effectively cultivate within such a period is of

necessity, small.

in agriculture; as we have all along been saying, the
question of time is always very crucial. The time one prepares
the land, plants the seeds, weeding time, harvesting time, etc.,
all have specific time limits within which they have to be

performed. For one to obtain satisfactory results, these tasks



138
have to be accomplished on schedule. 1In other words, the
quantity and gquality of given agricultural product is to an
extent determined by starting and ending work within a certain

time schedule.

Essentially, the time factor problem can be solved Iin two
ways. The first, is through the empleoyment of labour and time
saving technical devices[ such as tractors, combines, sprayers,
etc. This is capital intensive and regquires a large cash
ocutlay which the mass of the peasants do not possess. Purthermore,
it implies throwing masses of men off the land, which the
capital intensive, import substituting, and largely consumer
oriented industrial sector in the urban areas cannot accommcdate.
The second, is through throwing a mass of labour working
together a2t the same time, that is, labour intensity. This

implies concentration of the factors of production.

In peasant agriculture, the implements of labour are both
time and labour demanding. This predicament micht then appear
to justify the exigencies of cooperation in production. Men
are saild to cooperate or to be working in cooperation, when
numerous labourers work together side by side, whether in one

. . 4
and the same process or in different but connected processes. °
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It has been established that the output of a given number
of men working in cooperation within given hours; is greater
" than would be the isclated work of the same number of men for
the same 1eng£h of time, or that of an individual working for
succegsive days to achieve the same time target. Furthermore,
cooperation reduces the labour time necessary for the producticen
of a given pz.’caduc:t‘.‘!'"1 Apart from this, cooperation is said to
provide added capabilities to those inveolved. For in cooperation,
men shed the limitations imposed by their individuality and

develop the capabilities of their species.

But is cooperation possible under the current system of
factor ownership, and mode of product appropriation engendered
by simple commodity production? This is a crucial point, for
cooperation needs concentration of the means of production,

while simple commedity production disperses them.

The parcelling out of the soil and the scattering of the
instruments of labour among innumerable producers, leads to
the iselation of production units from one another in the
pcoduction process. This therefore destroys cooperation in
production, which under existing level of sophistication of
the technology of production, leads to limited and scattered
efforts, with the consequences that individual limitations bring

about a general picture of low praductivity.
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This general situation which the structure of factor
ownership generates, is well presented by Marx, whan he observed
that,
#3mall landed property presupposes that the over-
whelmning majority of the population is rural, and
that not social but isoclated labour predominates;
and that therefore, under such conditions, wealth
and the develepment of reproduction, both in its
material and spiritual prerequisites are out of

the question, and thereby i%ﬁo the prerequisites
for rational cultivation.™

Indeed commercialized production, when engaged in by
an overwhelming majority of people leads to the dispersion of
the factors of vroduction rather than their concentration.
Furthermore, individualistic appropriation of the fruits of
labour, brings about individualistic and isclated modes of
their pursuit. This progressively destroys all basis for

productive cooperation among the labouring masses.

The destruction of the basis for productive cooperation
and the resultant isolation of producers leads to the exclusion
of all social forms of labour in agricultural production. Apart
from bringing about the progressive demise of the role of
composite gandu institution in the production process (discussed
earlier in this chapter) simple commodity production destroys
all basis of combined or cooperative labour, as is the case with

the demise of the practice of gayvya.
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We have seen (in Chapter Two) for example how the practice
of gayya, in which farming families within a vicinity cooperate
in productive work, and thus help each other in overceming labour
constraints at the crucial labour demanding peak of the season.
Thus it helps those families with limited labour capacities

in terms of personnel to finish off their work on schedule.

However, the development of simple commodity production
saw to it that for all practical purposes, this form of cooperation
is more or less extinct. In our study villages, 96.7 percent of
all the farmers in our sample indicated that gayya is no

more, For details see Table 2.4 below:

Table 2.4: Employment of gayya labour in agricultural production

1 . y

Birnin Magaji |Kasuwan Daji |Yankaba | Total !
Response = |
No % No % |No|l % [No % '
Yes 5 4.5 - 0.0 1 163 6 2-22
No 109 94.8 3 97.5 | 78| 9R.7|264| 96.7 |
Unknown 1 0.9 2 2.5 - 0.0 3 1.1!

Total 115 100.0 79 100.0 |791100.0]2731100.0
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Tndeed, "the parcelling out of the means of production among
innumerable owners, working on their own =zccount annihilates,
along with the centralization of capital, all the foundations

of combined iabour."

The exclusion of combined forms of lahour, results in a
situation where all labour outside the simpie producing unit
becomes labour purchased. 1In efforts to avert the time constraints,
and finish off productive tasks on schecule, a lot of the producers
are forced to hire some form of labour on their farms. This
becomes a drain on theilr meagre cash resources. Some even resor®
te selling part of their food to obtain money for this purpose.
Nevertheless, a lot of them are not able to hire any form of
labour even under these circumstances. As such they have to
limit their productive efforts on very limited hectarage,
which they feel they can effectively cultivate. Thus the
questio.. of size of holding actually put ia us. by an
indiv*tdual farmer actually depends on how much money capital

he can muster to pay for agricultural labour.

The purchase and sale of labour power for agricultural
purposes, is fairly widespread. This we can see from Table 2.5

below.
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Table 2.5: Incidence of labour hiring

Birnin Magajl |Kasuwan Daji Yankaba Total |
Response - ;
No. % No. % No. % Noe %
Hiring 64 55.7 34 43.0) 37 46.8] 133 49.5_
i
Not Hiring 50 43.5 43 54.41 42 43.2] 135] 49.5
Unknown 1 0.9 2 Zab - - 3 1s1
Total 115 100.0 79 100.01 79 ' 100.0} 273}100.0

From the above table, we can see that the proportion of
those who hire labour and those who do not is fairly equal.
This is not due to a situation whereby the population is equally
divided in terms of prosperity. Rather it is a situation whereby
even the poor ones who do not have the adequate labour capacity,
are forced to seek alternative forms of acquiring labour if
they are to produce at all. In other words, though the
purchase of labour power is a criterion for identifying rural
social stratification, it is not in itself the sole criterion.
In fact what is now important is the scale and frequency of

labour hiringe.
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Table 2.6 below, gives us an estimation by the farmers

themselves of the average number ¢of men they hire per day.

Table 2,5: Estimated number of men hired per work day

Number of Birnin Magaji| Kasuwan Daji Yankaba Total
hired men
per day NC. % No, % No. % No. %
Naho® _ | 50 43,5 45 57.0 A2 53.2 137 50.2
1 = 3 nmen : 10 8.7 6 7.6 10 12.7 26 9.5
4 - & men b 23 20.0 12 15.2 10 12.7 45 1645
7 - 9 men 8 6.9 7 8.9 5 6.3 20 T3
10 &nd over 24 20.9 9 5 11.5 12 15.2 45 16.5
4
. i ) 1 i
Total 115 100,0 | 79 100.0 | 79 !100.0 273 }100,0

"Not applicable.

Furthermore, Table 2.7 gives us the frequency of the

employment of labour for agricultural purposes.

Table 2.7: Frequency of labour'employment

—— : _
Frequency of Birnin Magaji| Kasuwan Daji] Yankahka Total
labour o ¥
employment No., % No. % No,r % No, %

o NeAe* 50 43.5 | 45 57.0 | 42 53.2} 137 S50.2
Always 23 20.0 19 - 24.1 10 12,7 52 19.0
Sometimes 35 30,4 13 - 1665 18 22.8 66| 24.2
Oon few ) :

occasions 7 6.1 2 2.5 9 11.4 18 Gab
Total -} 115 | 100.0 | 79 | 100.0 | 79 | 100.0| 273]100.0.

“Not applicable.




As we have always implicitly observed,

labour payment is with cash.

the main mode of
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The amount one estimates as having

paid for labour in a season is indicative of the size of holdings

he has effectively cultivated and thus his level of prosperity.

Table 2.8 gives us an estimaticon of the total labour costs

incurred by those who employ labour, i.e., 49.8 percent of our

total sample.

Table 2.8: Total estimated labour

cost this season (1976/77)

Total labour Birnié Magaji| Kasuwan Daji Yankaba Total '
cost this g
season (#) No. % No. % No. % No. %
NoeAe® 50 43.5 45 57.0 42 53.2| 137| 5062
0 - 30 9 7.8 6 746 3 3.8 18 6.6 !
31 - 60 19 16.5 9 11.4 11 13.9 39 14v::
61 - 90 9 7.8 5 6.3 6 7.6 20| 7.3/
91 = 120 9 7.8 2 2.5 7 8.9 18 6..6l
121 - 150 5 4.3 2 2.5 2 2.5 9 3.3
151 - 180 3 2.6 1 1.3 1 1.3 5 1.8
181 = 210 3 2.6 1 1:3 3 3.8 7 2.F
211 = 240 2 g 2 2.5 - - 4 1,5
241 - 270 1 0.9 gl 13 2 2.5 4 1e5
271 - 300 - - - - - s - -
302 -~ 330 2 1.7 2 2.5 - - 4 15
331 - 360 - - - = - = = =
361 - 390 1 0.9 - - - - 1] 0.4 I
391 - 420 - - - - - - - -
421 and over 1 0.9 3 3.8 2 2.5 6 %&g:
Total 115 100.0 79 100.0 79 100.0} 273 100.0'

‘Not applicable.
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From the table we can see that even among those who employ

labour, the majority spend no more than #120.00 for such purposes.
Conversely we have about six people who claimed to have spent over
¥421.00 in just paying for agricultural labour. These can
be conceived to beleong to the rural-rich who are able to
cultivate large hectarages, and thus may be said to be very
prosperous, relative to the general picture of poverty in

the country-side.

The génerally accepted mode of labour payment in this
context is found to be jinga. This is a form of contractual
agreement entered into between the farm owner and the farm
labourers on hcow much he (the farm owner) will pay for work
on a given piece of land within a given time. Remuneration
is effected when the job has been satisfactorily completed,

The amount paid also depends on the nature of that work, i.e.,
whether weeding, harvesting, or land preparation. Normally

the agricultural labourers organize themselves in working batches
and enter inte this contract as a group. But when the farm

owner employs the labourers pilece-meal, then the mode of payment
takes the form of daily wages. However, from Table 2.9 below,

we can see that jinga is the most favoured, which wmay indicate:'that
the labourers are normally employed as a qroup rather than

obtained piece-meal.
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Table 2.9: Nature cf payment for hired labour

Nature of Birnin Magaji} Kasuwan Daji Yankaba Total :
payment of . . “i
hired labour NO. % NOeo % | No, % No» % ‘
s wr - . et a
Nela® g ' 50 43.5 45 57.0 42 1 53.2} 137f 50.2
Jinga 54 47.0 | 26 32.9 | 28 35.4] 108f 39.6
Dailly payment 6 502 4 3.1 9 11.4 19 6.9
i
Whatever . . o
arranged 5 4.3 ! 4- 5.1} =~ - 9 3430
? ¢
_ Unknown ' - - 1 - - - - - -
Total 115 16020 79 100.0 79 100.0] 273}100.0 :

*Not applicable.

The farm labourers do not only originate from the
village where the land is situated. A lot of them are youths
who organize themselves from surrounding villages and travel
from place to place during the labour period looking for worke
The farmers who employ labourers when asked whether they prefer
to employ those residing in the village or those who come from
outside, indicated that both the two groups of lahourers are
equally employed. This is shown in Table 3.0. In fact only in
Birnin Magaji do employers prefer insiders to outsiders. The

reasons for their preference were not investigated.
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Table 3,.0: Persons preferred for employment

L’}.00-,0

*Mot applicable.

Generally, cash payment is not the only obligation of the
employer to those employed. 1In fact an overwhelming majority of
the employers indicated that there are other obligations apart
from cash payment in this case, especially, the provision of
food on the farm while work is taking place. Among the
employers only three declined any form of obligation to the

labourers apart from payment in cash. See Table 3.1,

Preference Birnin Magaji] Kasuwan Daji Yankaba Total ;
for . -
employment No. | % No. % No. % No.| %
| i
NahA.® ' . 50 18.5 45 57.0 42 53.2§ 137} 50.2{
- . : R B o 1
Those living i
in the . _ :
village 36 31,3 | 14 177 17 21.5 671 24.5
i
Those coming
from ancther ;
place Lo 27 23.3 20 25.3 20y 25.3 671 24.5:
Any of the
above : 2 1.7 - - - - 2 0,7
Unknown - - - - - - - -
Total 115 | 100.0 { 79 | 100.0 | 79 | 400.0] 273



Table 3.1: Nature of obligation to the labourer

cash payment

apart from
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: 3 2 Ma i ] T t 1
Nature of Birnin Magajif Kasuwan Dajl Yankaba ota
obligatien No. % No.| % No.| % | Neo] %
NeAo® 50 43,5 45 57,0 42 53,2 1371 50.2
No ohligation 3 2.6 - - - - 3 1.1
Food only 44 38.3 32 40.5 35 44.3] 111] 4047 -
Implements only - - 2 2.5 - - 2 0.7'
Accommodation :
only 2 1.7 - - 2 245 4 151
Food, implements
and : '
accoemmodation 13 11.3 - - - - 13 4.8
Unknown 3 2.6 - - - - 3] 1e.1!
Total 115 { 100.0 79 | 10C.0 792 | 100.90 273}100.0

*Not applicable.

- The question of persons who are likely to become farm

labourers, il.e., those most likely to sell their laboup, is

a

very cruclal one. ¥For it can indicate the social and economic

reasons why pecople sell their labour power.

To this end, a-

question was asked on who is likely to become a farm labourer,

the response can be seen in Table 3.2 below.



Table 3.2: Persons likely to be farm labourers®
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T — - -i‘
Persons likely Birnin Magaji| Kasuwan Dajil Yankaba Total I
to be farm =
labourers No. % No. % NC« % Noa % )

T T
No response 42 36.5 45 570 41 51.9] 128 46,9|
One with no

farm 5 4.3 3 3.8 2 245 10 37

]
One from

another !

village 14 12.2 6 7.6 9 11.4 29| 10.6
One without '

enough food 32 27.8 12 1645 b 14 1747 59} 21.6
Lazy man/

malalaci 1 0.9 - - - o 1 0.:¢
OCne who wants

to get money 21 18.3 12 15.2 13 165 46 16.8
Unknown - - - - - - e -

Total 115 100.0 79 100.0 79 100.0| 273|100.0
——— ek R -
*There is a kind of mistake in this question. It was
in fact intended to be a general question to which all

(irrespective of whether one hires labour or

supposed to answer.

But the result was that

not) were

the

question was inadvertently addressed mainly to labour

employers.

This mistake is regretted.

Despite the mistake encountered in administering this

question, it appears that the majority of the respondents who

answered the question are generally of the opinion that those

who do not have enough food, and those who want to obtain money,
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form the bulk of the persons who sell their labour power
for money. Furthermore, it is clear that the question of laziness
as a factor inducing a person to sell his labhour power, 1is out

of the issue.

Table 3.3, is response to the guestion on whether one has
ever been a farm labourer bhefore. To this end, a2 majority of
theose who answer the question indicated that they have once

been farm labourers.

Table 3.3: Have you ever bheen a farm labourer?

In terms of social values, no sticma is attached to people
who sell their labour. Tt is net generally considered that
being a farm labourer is a shameful thing. Table 3,4 indicates

this clearly.

Have you ever Birnin mMagajil| Kasuwan Dajl Yankaba Total
been a farm e

labourer? No. % No. % NO. % NOe %
No response 10 8.7 21 26.6 31 18,2 62 22.7
E Yes . L 51 44,3 36 45.6 28 25.41 115) 42.1
Mo a1 | 35.7 | 22 27.8 | 20 | 25.3] 83] 30.4
Unknown 13 11.3 - - - - 13{ 4.8
Total oo 115 100.0 79 100.0 79 100.0] 273[100.0
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Table 3.4y Is it a shame to be a farm labourer?

Birnin Magajil Kasuwan Dajil Yankaka Total ¢

Response R
No. % No. % No.| % No, %o

s -
No response 10 8.9 | 20 f 25.3 31 39.2] 61 2293!
. __ : !

Yes : : 30 26.1 | 12 | 15.3 | 14 | 17.7 56 20,5
No .. 62 53.9 a7 | 59.5 | 34 | 45.0{ 143f 52.4
Unknown 13 | 11.3 - .- - - | 13] 4.8
Total 115 | 100.0 { 79 { 100.0 { 79 100.0L273 1000 }

- L P

B

On the whole, we can see that the issue of puréhase and
sale of labour is a reality in peasant agriculture. Purchase
of labour is a ﬁeans of expanding production and sale of labour
power is a means of cobtaining cash by the poorer sectors of

the rural population. '

Mcreover, the fact that labour can only be cobtained either
within the factor anership unit, or bought with cash means that
a lot of producers who are faced with both labour and cash
ceonstraints, are not able to fully cultivate the lands they
hold title to. The demlse of traditional cooperative labour,

such as gayya further exacerbates this situation,

Therefore, a producing unit invariably has to adopt the
adage of ‘'cut your coat according to your size'. For one's

'*size' in terms of labour capacity and ability to pay for hired






