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WE ARE HUNGRY!WE ARE HUNGRY!WE ARE HUNGRY!
WE ARE ANGRY!!WE ARE ANGRY!!WE ARE ANGRY!!
WE MUST FIGHT!!!WE MUST FIGHT!!!WE MUST FIGHT!!!

he living conditions in Nigeria have become unbearable Tfor tens of millions of poor working people. To eat has 
become hard. We are all just getting by, from one day to 

the other. The prices of food have gone beyond our reach; with food 
inflation reaching its highest rate in 28 years! Millions of people have 
become unemployed. Even those who have jobs cannot survive on the 
slavery wages we earn. 

It is the anti-people capitalist policies of President Bola 
Ahmed Tinubu's APC regime that have brought us to this devastating 
situation. They keep telling us to bear it as sacrifices for a better 
tomorrow. But they are not making any sacrifices. They and members of 
their families are using money from the public purse, which could have 
been used for our benefits, to live in luxury. 

And we have heard the false story of “trickle down” of wealth 
for decades. But our lives only get worse. So, we will not allow ourselves 
to be fooled. Indeed, working-class people and youth across the country, 

including members of the SWL, have fought back several times this year 
with strikes and protests.  

The government's response has been repression. Security 
forces killed over forty people during the August #EndBadGovernance 
protests and arrested almost two thousand more. The government has 
unjustly put dozens of these protesters on trial, with ten of them being 
charged with treason for no just cause. 
 The aim of the regime is to drive fear into our hearts. But we 
must not allow ourselves to be intimidated. We must fight until we win. 
We have no choice if we are not to die from hunger and hardship. The 
struggle ahead of us will not be easy. But we can see from the struggle we 
have waged that we can win only when we stand organise and fight. 
Mobilise and organise your workplace, community, school, union to 
resist the government's policies that are making life hard for us. 

Apena Declaration: Fifty Years of Trade
Union Unity and Working-Class Struggle
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By Kayode Somtochukwu Ani

On the day he was inaugurated, President Bola Tinubu proudly declared 
that “Fuel subsidy is gone.” Following this announcement, Nigerian 
stocks rose to a two-month high. The capitalist class celebrated the 

beginning of what would turn out to be an aggressive renewal of the neoliberal 
onslaught against the poor working people in Nigeria.

During the 2023 presidential elections, the flag bearers of all the 
mainstream parties were united in their claim that removing fuel subsidy would 
be for the good of the country. 

The 2023 presidential candidate of the Labour Party, Peter Obi called 
fuel subsidy a form of “organised crime” and said on live television that he would 
remove it “immediately” if elected president. Other major opposition figures in 
the capitalist class such as the 2023 Presidential flag bearer of the NNPP, Rabiu 
Musa Kwankwaso, and former vice-president and perennial presidential 
candidate, Atiku Abubakar also described fuel subsidies in similarly disastrous 
terms.

President Bola Tinubu on his part has continued to pay lip service to 
welfare programmes he is hardly funding to any meaningful degree, or at all.

In a televised address last year, the president said, “For several years, I 
have consistently maintained the position that the fuel subsidy had to go. This 
once beneficial measure had outlived its usefulness. The subsidy cost us 
trillions of Naira yearly.

“Such a vast sum of money would have been better spent on public 
transportation, healthcare, schools, housing, and even national security. 
Instead, it was being funnelled into the deep pockets and lavish bank accounts 
of a select group of individuals.”

Subsidy removal is unique in that even its proponents have long 
acknowledged that it would bring its 'pains.' So they argue it would free up 
money for social spending as a false sweetener for these pains. Mainstream 
media outlets played a very crucial role in promoting these talking points. 

Even certain sectors of the civil society movement have completely 
capitulated to this narrative. But more than a year later, the policy has proved 
disastrous and is projected to raise the poverty rate by around 4%. In contrast, 
Nigerian banks declared record profits. And Oando, run by the Presidents's 
billionaire nephew, Wale Tinubu, has seen it's market value go from N70 billion in 
2023 to N1 trillion as of September 2024. 

In November, the federal government announced that it had saved 
N1.45 Trillion from only a few months of ending subsidy payments. That was a 
huge windfall.

     Contd. on Page 4 
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By Kelvin Ayemhenre

Agriculture was the mainstay of the Nigerian economy, 
before the 1970s oil boom. But government investment in agriculture 
has sharply declined since then. The situation has gotten worse in the 
21st century, with increasing insecurity in the country, particularly in 
the northern geopolitical zones. Between 2020 and 2022 for example, 
crop production declined by a whooping 47.2%. 

Nigeria lacks food security. According to the United 
Nations, the proportion of the country's population that will go 
seriously hungry in the coming years will rise up to 64%. But the ruling 
class has no programme to end hunger and enthrone food 
sovereignty.  The reason for this is simple. Profit always comes first for 
them. It is always first and foremost about how they will make more 
money and not about working-class people having an adequate 
amount of nutritious food. Even when attention was paid to 
agriculture before the oil boom, it was simply because it contributed 
over 60% of the country's  foreign exchange earnings.

Obviously, for a country like Nigeria with the population 
size, food sovereignty must be emphasised to ensure ecological 
transformation, appropriate food production, distribution and 
consumption, social-economic justice and local food systems as ways 
to tackle hunger, poverty and guarantee sustainable food security for 
its security, in most part of the country Malnutrition has become part 
of the dividends of its democracy, because indicators used in 
analysing the level of hunger globally does not take cognizance of the 
larger part of the society who doesn't even have food to eat in the first 
instance, hunger as such is the basic expression of a social problem 
which is avoidably inherent in a capitalist society. Historically, 
capitalism by its very design and programmes has no commitment to 
protecting the dignity and rights of the people.

Successive governments have tried to implement policies 
that would enhance capital accumulation in the agriculture sector 
with the capacity of the country to tackle hunger and poverty being of 

secondary concern. Starting from the Yakubu Gowon regime in 1973 
with the National Accelerated Food Production Project, Specialized 
Marketing Boards and other programmes like the Operation Feed the 
Nation by the Obasanjo regime, these policies have not been able to 
foster  development or ensure food security. By 1986, the Babangida 
regime introduced the most disastrous economic prescription for the 

working people with the adoption of the Structural Adjustment 
Programme (SAP) by the World Bank and IMF as a precondition for its 
sponsored loans, which had  trade liberalisation as its core mandate. 

This had a huge catastrophic impact on the already toiling farmers all 
over the country. Local and indigenous farmers were left to compete 
with global investors and multinationals, the effect of this was to 
facilitate food imports to the country. Initially these were cheap. As 
the naira's value fell, they became increasingly expensive. But we did 
not have the capacity to do away with them again as food production 
had sharply declined. 

With the failed policies of different governments, Nigeria 
became heavily dependent on oil. Local and indigenous farmers were 
abandoned by the government. In fact the Green Revolution 
Programme by the Shagari government and the Abuja Declaration on 
Fertilizer for the Africa Green Revolution by the Jonathan 
Administration became more of conduits for syphoning monies into 
the pockets of those in government and their supporters. With trade 
liberalisation that had kicked in since the SAP era, private investors 
were enabled to make land grabs thereby displacing the local and 
indigenous farmers who were already at the mercy of international 
competition. Rather than invest on crops for domestic consumption, 
private investment was majorly on cash crops for export and then 
allowing for more importation of food items and goods, the full 
privatisation drive by the Obasanjo by the early 2000s was a 
testament of the greedy and cancerous nature of capitalism.
There is a pressing need for smallholder farmers to organise, 
including as cooperatives, and thus build power with which to force 
the government to stop its pro-big business policies in agriculture. 
Those failed policies cannot lead to food sovereignty. The working 
class must forge close alliance with the small and middle farmers, and 
demand agrarian reforms that will strengthen the power of farmers 
and build the capacity of attaining food sovereignty and end hunger in 
the country. 

Food Sovereignty and Hunger

For its part, the Nigerian state brought out its whole bag of 
tricks to prevent the mass action from taking place. Several state 
officials issued threats that the government would smash any 
attempted protests. Pastors, bishops, imams, traditional rulers, 
academics and a host of such 'well-respected' people were brought in to 
echo the ruling class positions: the protests would lead to chaos, 
protests have never achieved anything, fifth columnists would hijack 
the protests even if they started as peaceful demonstrations, etc. 

The nefarious ethnic card was also shamelessly played, 
particularly in Lagos state, the metropolitan heart of Nigeria, A few days 
before the kickoff date of the #DaysOfRage, Lagospedia, an X account 
with over 41,000 followers which claims to proclaim the virtues of 
Lagos, launched a #IgboMustGo campaign.

All these did not work. The mood of a huge movement on the 
horizon was palpable. The state and its minions changed tactics. They 
started trending fake news that the protest had been postponed to 1 
October, the Flag Independence Day. There were swift rebuttals. 

The final card of reaction was an attempt to tame it. A series 
of court orders on the eve of the protest limited demonstrations to 
designated venues, where the state envisaged it would curtail 
disruption of public activities. There were shows of strength from the 
security forces in several major cities. And by the dawn of 1 August, they 
were strategically positioned in every state capital, to nip the protests in 
the bud, or at least kettle them into insignificance. 

Dynamics, trajectories and prospects 
There are peculiar dynamics to the demonstrations in 

different regions, as well as different states in the same regions. These 
partly reflect the nature of the social forces and the elements of 
difference in the histories of their repertoires of resistance. A lot has 
been said about the protests degenerating into violence, including by 
President Tinubu. Even Ebun-Olu Adegboruwa, who had stepped in as 
solicitor (attorney) for the organisers of the protest a few days earlier, 
issued an appeal to the protesters on 2 August to “withdraw themselves 
from the protest grounds” and “suspend the protests immediately and 
indefinitely”, because “the protests were said to have been hijacked with 
sponsored agents”. 

What these sorts of appeals failed to appreciate is not only 
the diverse nature of violence, but that the only consistent form, across 
virtually all states, was that unleashed by the state and its sponsored 
agents. In some instances, the police worked hand in hand with thugs to 
attack rallies. In most cases, where the thugs acted alone, in the first few 

days they were repulsed by the large numbers of demonstrators. Where 
the police acted alone, they were bolder, firing tear gas, and even live 
bullets, resulting in fatal casualties. Violence was also unleashed by 
protesters in several Northern states, especially in response to police 
violence. 

Once the genie of violence was let out of the bottle, burning 
and looting ensued. The state governments stepped in to protect 
property and reinstate order. Katsina state government declared a 24-
hour curfew in Dutsinma local municipality, and a 12-hour curfew in all 
other areas in the state. Five other states spread across the three 
geopolitical zones in the North, also put curfews in place. The police 
arrested the organisers of the protests in their homes over the weekend, 
and conducted house-to-house searches to recover "looted 
properties".

In the North East and North Central states affected, 
protesters defied the curfews, after a few days of compliance. On 3 
August, protesters took to the streets again in Kano, the second largest 
city after Lagos. One of the protesters is reported to have said “we 
rather die of bullets than to die of hunger; we cannot stay at home and 
die of hunger”. Interestingly, several protesters in Kano marched with 
the Russian flag raised high. A similar situation played itself out in 
Katsina two days later, even though Russia distanced itself from this. 
Protesters were not only waving the Russian flag in these states, they 
were also calling for a military takeover to save the poor masses. This is 
what they assumed is the situation in the Sahelian states, particularly 
Niger, with which they share history, culture and even kith and kin . 

Violence in the southern states was largely one-sided; from 
the police and thugs. But this was not wholly so. In Delta state, a 
policeman shot and injured a protester on 2 August. This was when the 
protest that had been peaceful there turned violent. Youths and market 
women sought to lynch the local government chair, who narrowly 
escaped unhurt. 

In Lagos, the epicentre was around the Gani Fawehinmi 
Freedom Park at Ojóta, a major entry point into the state, with 
thousands of protesters coming from different parts of the state each 
day. It was designated as the place for the protest by the state, with a 
catch; protesters were to go into the gated park. They resisted, and the 
police were forced to concede. There were other rallying points such as 
in front of the Lagos State House of Assembly at Alausa. But none drew 
the kind of crowd that was at Ojota. 

The enthusiasm of protesters there was palpable. On Friday, 
the barricade coordinators suggested a weekend break; there was a 

loud shout of no, in response. The following day, there were up to 5,000 
people at the rally ground. It was, however, agreed to have it low-key on 
Sunday. In the wake of President Tinubu's speech on Sunday, fifth 
columnists tried to use the opportunity of the planned low turnout, and 
the absence of most of the comrades who had provided leadership 
there, to demobilise, claiming the protest had been called off. This 
deception, coupled with a much more massive anti-riot presence, 
resulted in declining numbers of protesters there on Monday. There 
were less than a thousand people, the least since the protest started. 

Causes of protests not going away
The ongoing nationwide protest is the third massive protest 

movement in 21st century Nigeria, after the 2012 #OccupyNigeria 
uprising and the 2020 #EndSARS Rebellion. But, while 2012 and 2020 
started as largely spontaneous, popular responses with no set time, 
these #DaysOfRage started with clearly defined commencement and 
end dates. Within the “structurelessness” and “leaderful” 
“leaderlessness” that defined #EndSARS and most of the unfolding 
autonomist-inspired social movements since #OccupyWallStreet, a 
sense of organisation is emerging. This is largely possible because of 
the role of a nationwide radical, non-sectarian Left platform, the Take It 
Back movement, which was equally central in cohering the demands 
and mobilisation of the #EndSARS movement.

Organised labour might also be losing its relevance as the 
social force representative of the working class. What happened on Day 
1 and Day 2 was effectively a general strike. But it would be crucial for 
the emergent movement to be able to go beyond passive involvement of 
rank-and-file workers to active engagement, in building working 
people's power. 

It is also significant that this protest's demands started 
where the #EndSARS demands ended before it was drowned in blood; 
#EndBadGovernance. Fostering understanding of the need for system 
change and revolutionary democracy from below, rooted in working 
people's power, to “end bad governance” is of utmost importance for 
the Left's political work in the unfolding period. This would, amongst 
other things, help dispel the illusions in Putin, Russia and military 
vanguardism of any sort. 

Most important in these days of protest is the soil it has 
ploughed for the seeds of a storm, which is likely to come quite soon. 
As the protest organisers pointed out when the state was finding 
people to hold responsible as mobilisers for the protest, the key 
mobilisers are hunger and generalised hardship in the land. And there 
is no sign that any of these are going away soon.

Hardship Sparks Nationwide Protest Cont. from Page 8
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O
n 4 July, Daily Trust reported that the Nigerian 
government had signed a partnership agreement 
deal  which contains “clauses that  compel 

underdeveloped and developing nations to support the agitations by 
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender (LGBT) community for 
recognition, as condition for getting financial and other supports from 
advanced societies.”

Their report sparked a lot of controversy, even after 
Abubakar Atiku Bagudu, the Minister of Budget and Economic 
Planning, quickly clarified that the agreement does not mention 
LGBTQ or same-sex marriage.

Also, at a press briefing in Abuja, the Minister of Information 
and National Orientation, Mohammed Idris Malaga, said “We are 
alarmed by the level of reckless reporting and statements by some 
media organizations and individuals that border on national security 
and stability. We find that despicable and wicked, because the 
allegation is nowhere in the document signed on behalf of the federal 
government.”

Other media outlets were quick to publish fact checks, 
which all came to the same conclusion: that there was no mention of 
queer rights in the final agreement Nigeria signed.

The federal government filed a complaint against Daily Trust 
with the Nigerian Press Council (NPC), the statutory body that 
oversees ethical standards in the Nigerian press. But even this did little 
to temper the hysteria. Calls came from various political, cultural and 
religious organisations for the government to revoke its assent to the 
agreement.

The National Assembly even stepped in on 9 July, voting to 
investigate the agreement, despite the fact that only them—the 
members of the National Assembly —are empowered to make federal 
law. Only days after announcing the investigation, the Premium Times 

obtained a letter dated 9 May from the National Assembly to Abubakar 
Atiku Bagudu, urging the Minister to sign the agreement. It goes 
without saying that when the National Assembly is done reviewing the 
agreement, it will give it the green light. After all, our political elites and 
their associates own most of the private sector which is supposed to 
drive and further profit from the national economy, if the European 
Union is to have its way.

But make no mistake about it, this false alarm has been even 
more brutal for the LGBTQI community in Nigeria. The public 
denunciations by political and religious figures particularly, has 
stoked a witch hunt, leading to increased targeting by both state and 
non-state actors.  Even social media accounts of ruling party 
chieftains have participated in sharing lists of human rights 
organisations that cater to LGBTQI concerns. Till date, neither the 
federal or state governments have taken any action to investigate what 
clearly amounts to an incitement to violence.

So, what really does this agreement contain? It has whipped 
up a lot of unease, fed by valid fears of imperialist imposition. But it is 
quite unfortunate that the irresponsibility of the corporate media in 
Nigeria continues to misdirect attention from legitimate issues 
towards bigotry and moral panic. Driven by their bottom lines, this 
media's priority is clicks and engagement, through an editorial lens 
that manufactures consent for the capitalist system, if not the current 
government.

The Tinubu regime signed the Samoa Agreement on 1 June.  
The agreement's stated goal is to “establish a strengthened political 
partnership between the [signatories] to generate mutually beneficial 
outcomes.”

Its strategic priorities include Human Rights, Peace and 
Security, Human and Social Development, Inclusive and Sustainable 
Economic Growth, Environmental Sustainability, as well as Migration 
and Mobility.

Each area of strategic interest is organised around the same 
principles of entrenching Western capital as the driving force in the 
neocolonial economy of developing countries in the global south, like 
Nigeria. As early as Article 1 of the agreement, it is stipulated that one 
of the central objectives of the partnership is to “mobilise investment, 
support trade and bolster private-sector development” in African, 
Caribbean and Pacific (ACP) countries. One of the ways this is to be 
achieved is by improving “regulatory environment as well as the 
quality, availability and accessibility of financial and non-financial 
services, to support the development of micro, small and medium-
sized enterprises (MSMEs) in the context of domestic investment 
mobilisation.”

In that regard, the Tinubu regime has signed on to the 
partnership as one of its most compliant participants. Since June 
2023, the APC-led Federal government has implemented a trove of 
neoliberal reforms meant to cultivate and strengthen a local capitalist 
class. In April, the government announced a N200 billion intervention 
fund for Medium, Small, and Micro Enterprises (MSME). Private 
manufacturers cashed out big, getting N75 billion in grants from the 
Intervention Fund.

The regime has also begun speedy implementation of its 
new student loan scheme, as it allows tuition rates to soar across the 
country. In addition, it has further deregulated the electricity sector. In 
April, it allowed the private electricity distribution companies 
(DISCOs) to hike electricity tariff by 230% for 15% of connected 
households.

Under the articles covering environmental sustainability, 
the agreement stipulates that “the parties shall promote economic 
policy instruments that support climate change action, such as 
carbon pricing, market-based instruments and carbon taxes, as 
appropriate.”

Carbon pricing, carbon taxes, and all such other market-
based instruments are incapable of tackling climate change and its 
many adverse effects in Nigeria, but they provide a lucrative avenue for 
enrichment that distracts from much more fundamental and effective 
solutions.

There are so many other provisions of the agreement which 
serve to stimulate economic growth in ACP through deregulation 
which enables the lowering of  risks and responsibilities private 
capitalists have to worry about when embarking on new business 
ventures.

In exchange for these reforms, the Nigerian government, 
and governments of other ACP states, will receive development aid 
through the European Development Fund (EDF). While the agreement 
includes no financial  protocol, the EU has committed to 
“communicate at the earliest opportunity,” the amount of aid it 
intends to disburse.

The agreement contains yet more troubling provisions 
cushioned between flowery platitudes about promoting democracy, 
human and labour rights, women's rights and sustainable 
development. Provisions which would have received further scrutiny if 
our queerphobic media did not opt instead to remain preoccupied with 
LGBTQI scaremongering.

There is an important lesson in this, particularly for 
revolutionary and anti-imperialist forces of the Nigerian left. The moral 
panic queerphobia can whip up in neocolonial African societies has 
made it into one of the handiest tools of the local ruling class. While 
policy makers surrender the country's economic sovereignty to the 
forces of imperialism represented by EDF, IMF, World Bank, etc., they 
paper over the perpetuation of Nigeria's neocolonial condition in 
favour of a hatefest, a competition to determine who can outdo the 
other in inciting hatred and violence against minorities.
The queer liberation struggle has to assume a place of higher priority 
in the anti-colonial struggle, if nothing else, because of how regularly it 
is deployed to distract from systemic failures and to gin up support for 
the same collaborationist political class overseeing these failures. It is 
not just enough to point out that queer Nigerians don't affect the cost 
of food in the market. The state's extension of its assault against the 
rights of queer people functions as a mechanism to manufacture 
consent for its steady descent into fascistic rule, and it is crucial to 
properly understand this in order to effectively resist it.

Conclusion
It has been a long journey since the Apena Declaration. There have been terse moments of the 

NLC's fracture, right from its early days, through to the 21st century. But it has managed to rise from these, 
more united. 

The National Party of Nigeria government sowed the earliest schisms in the Second Republic. They 
promoted a Committee for Democratic Trade Unions (CDTU) as a counterforce to the left leadership of the 
NLC in the early 1980s. It came close to being registered after it lost to the left line-up with Hassan Summonu 
as president for a second term in 1981. But the NLC foiled efforts in this direction. 

The military government of General Ibrahim Babangida went a step further. It supported what was 
left of the CDTU to conduct a parallel delegates conference in 1988. It then used the contrived excuse of there 
being factions to proscribe NLC! His intention then was to make sure the NLC was not available to mobilise 
mass resistance to what would become a centrepiece of neoliberal policies till date; sharp increases in fuel 
pump price. However, this stratagem failed. Rank-and-file workers took to the streets with students, forcing 
individual unions to support the actions that workers were taking from below already in what was a massive 
wave of resistance to the May 1988 fuel pump price hike. 

At the beginning of the 21st century, this dance of fuel price increase and mass resistance took on a 
more regular dimension and equally more trenchant dynamics. A sharp increment in June 2000 led to an 
instantaneous wave of mass strikes and protests which peaked with a general strike. In 2003 and 2004, there 
were increasingly powerful repeat performances, leading President Olusegun Obasanjo to accuse the NLC of 
constituting itself into a parallel power to the state. To undermine this power, it passed the Trade Union 
(Amendment) Act 2005, which stripped the NLC of its privileged position of being the sole recognised central 
labour organisation. 

The government granted registration to the Trade Union Congress as a central labour organisation. 

This was the former SESCAN that had been formally denied such status by the military government under 
General Olusegun Obasanjo. But instead of becoming merely rivals, as the government envisaged, the 
collaboration of the two centres deepened. 

There have also been short-lived divisions from within the movement. In 2003, some affiliates of 
the TUC broke away to form the Congress of Free Trade Unions (CFTU). That was because TUC pulled out of 
the general strike it had commenced with NLC to force a reduction of the fuel pump price. Most affiliates of 
CFTU eventually decided to join the NLC. And in 2015, an NLC faction emerged in the wake of a rancorous 13th 
National Delegates Conference. This faction later became the United Labour Congress. But in 2020, it 
reconciled with the NLC. 

The history of the trade union movement over the last five decades is one of organisational 
resilience. But even more importantly, it is one of workers' power. Strong trade union organisation 
underscores institutional power. This is good. But workers' power is much more than that. The Apena 
Declaration meant much more than the formal organisational unity of The trade union centres to the rank-
and-file workers fifty years ago. It's spirit means much more than that to today's generation of workers. 

To borrow from Ralph Chaplin's great song, Solidarity Forever, 
In our hands is placed a power greater than their hoarded gold,
Greater than the might of armies, multiplied a thousand-fold.
We can bring to birth a new world from the ashes of the old
For the union makes us strong.
Holding that power dearly and fighting with it to end wage slavery is the greatest inspiration we 

must draw from the spirit of the Apena Declaration, for workers' struggles today, and till we win; we have 
nothing to lose but our chains, and a world to gain!

Why You Should be Concerned About the Samoa Agreement

Apena Declaration: Fifty Years of Trade Union Unity and Working-Class Struggle
Contd. from Page 5
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From Kenya to Nigeria, Africa Must Reject IMF and 

World Bank Poverty Policies

Eyes have seen and ears have heard the revolutionary wave and beats of resistance on the 
streets  sounding from Kenya.

Largely led by Gen Z youths, the young Africans have shown to the world yet again that the power of 
the people is greater than the people in power.

For weeks from  June to July and with their 
stated commitment to still take things forward  we saw 
Kenyans demonstrate against attempts by the William 
Ruto-led government to increase taxes that were already 
considered a great burden.

, Not less than 39 protesters were killed in cold 
blood. But the youths refused to let the repression cower 
them. They persisted, and won the first round of what 
could become a long drawn revolutionary struggle. The 
tax bill has been scrapped, Ruto has dissolved nearly all 
members of his cabinet and the Inspector General of 
Police has resigned.

The popular struggle of Kenyan youths must 
be commended, and Nigerian working people as well as 
all other exploited Africans, must back the #RutoMustGo 
campaign, and demand justice for slain protesters in 
Kenya as well as the youths killed during Nigeria's 
#EndSARS.

It must be stated that the increased of taxing 
of poor working-class people over and over again, whilst protecting and enabling the growth of the wealth of 
the rich few are policies introduced by the capitalist governments across Africa at the “advise” of 
international financial institutions such as the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank, which all 
represent the interests of Western imperialism.

These imperialist financial bodies are out to force policies on African nations targeted at 
reinforcing the subordinate place of African economies in the world economy, which enable the industrialised 
countries to deepen their exploitation of African labour and natural resources.

In Nigeria, the President Bola Tinubu-led government like every of his predecessors – Muhammadu 
Buhari, Goodluck Jonathan, Olusegun Obasanjo, etc, is out to impose more hardship on the poor, in line with 
the dictates of the IMF and World Bank, which also benefits the few super-rich local capitalists that benefit 
from the neoliberal order.

This has played out in the constant removal of questionable fuel subsidies  and the free fall of the 
naira's value against the dollar like a mass object under the force of gravity. This is also evident in his 
introduction of the student loan trap which has even woefully failed in the United States where it was copied 
from.

We must demanded that fee hikes be reversed, grants provided to students, fuel “subsidy” removal 
reversed and local production must be funded.

Historically, Nigerian youths, like Kenyans, have always demonstrated against tyranny and 
oppression over the decades. The most recent of these was the #EndSARS Rebellion in 2020. Before this, 
Nigerian youths led the 1989 Anti-SAP Revolt against the Structural Adjustment Programmes and the 

1978 Ali Must Go protests against the commodification of tertiary education, among several others.
The situation in Nigeria, however, is getting harder if not worse than the condition in Kenya by virtue 

of the hunger and poverty in the land, a pointer to the fact that Nigerians must not only stand in solidarity with 
Kenyans but must also draw lessons for greater struggle for liberation here in 
Nigeria..

It is significant to say that crises ongoing in Africa today, including the 
devastating violence in the Democratic Republic of Congo where the masses are 
at the losing end of conflicts between government forces and rebels, cannot be 
disconnected from broader imperialist interests for the exploitation of the 
mineral resources in Africa. Working-class people and class conscious youths in 
Africa must be more outspoken and decisive in expunging some of these 
agencies and their military apparatus at this point.

As we see, the US troops are withdrawing from Niger just like the 
French forces were also asked to leave, and the military regime in the country is 
being hailed as revolutionary by many people. It is therefore important that 
Africans must defend their rights to economic independence across the 
continent and stand in  solidarity with all other exploited and  oppressed people 
across the globe. But this must not be equated with support for the military junta.

We must not declared support for the anti-people ruling regimes of 
capitalists whether the organised as a military junta or the “democratically 
elected” class of exploiters.

The solution to African problems is not to submit the democratic 
rights and will of the people to the military dictatorship. The experience under the 

military regime in Nigeria for decades after “flag independence” has not in any way bettered the lots of 
working people. We cannot contract out the task of our liberation to the military, which is an instrument for 
suppression and violent control of social life under jackboots of armed authority.

We cannot afford to be fooled by the argument that the regime in Niger is revolutionary even though 
it is military. It is only playing to the gallery. We should not forget that its top brass were part and parcel of the 
civilian regime it overthrew and the coup it executed last year was because the civilian government was going 
to purge General Abdourahamane Tchiani, head of the junta. 

This takes us again, to the collaboration of the foreign imperialists especially the United States with 
the national ruling class in Nigeria, which enabled Abacha to keep his loot and invest it in their own economy. 
The US, until it was done using those resources (perhaps not even done) stolen by Abacha, has been returned 
the “crumbs left with them”, which we never even knew how much was actually with them.

At this point, it is not out of place to ask the US, the UK, Switzerland and other foreign countries to 
declare or account for how much of stolen funds, precisely, the Abacha regime stored in their countries.
Therefore, again, working-class people and youths in military-run Niger, Burkina Faso, Guinea and other 
African countries must unite against dictatorship and install a revolutionary working people's government to 
uphold the democratic will of the exploited people. We must be clear that the future of Africa lies int he self-
emancipation of the working masses and youth, not in any self-acclaimed band of liberators.

“When the government fears the people, there is liberty. When the people 
fear the government, there is tyranny” – Anonymous

Even certain sectors of the civil society movement have completely 
capitulated to this narrative. But more than a year later, the policy has 
proved disastrous and is projected to raise the poverty rate by around 
4%. In contrast, Nigerian banks declared record profits. And Oando, 
run by the Presidents's billionaire nephew, Wale Tinubu, has seen it's 
market value go from N70 billion in 2023 to N1 trillion as of September 
2024. 

In November, the federal government announced that it 
had saved N1.45 Trillion from only a few months of ending subsidy 
payments. That was a huge windfall. But far from his promises to use 
this money to invest in education, healthcare and infrastructure, the 
Tinubu administration has spent lavishly on luxuries and frivolities.

In the supplemental budget passed by the National 
Assembly last November, President Tinubu and his deputy, Kashim 
Shettima, allocated to themselves N12 billion to renovate their 
offices. The first lady, Remi Tinubu also received an allocation of N1.5 
billion to purchase official vehicles. Earlier this week, it was reported 
in the Punch that the First Lady's office spent N701 million naira on 
foreign trips in three months. President Tinubu himself spends 
extended periods abroad for health and other reasons, on the 
country's dime. All the while, we the poor masses are pushed to the 
point of famine.

Another promise that was used to market fuel subsidy 
removal to Nigerians was the claim that fuel queues would become a 
thing of the past. 

The scarcity, we were told, only existed because subsidised 
crude products were being smuggled across the border and sold at 
market price. Once government removed this incentive for 
smuggling, they told us, fuel queues would disappear.  We all know 

that this has not materialised. If anything, the scarcities have become 
more frequent, as marketers take advantage of the price hikes to 
hoard, only to resell to black market retailers.

In August, there were nationwide protests demanding that 
the government reinstate the subsidies. State security forces 
violently repressed the protests. Dozens were killed, thousands 
arrested and several charged with treason, a crime punishable by the 
death sentence in Nigeria. 

Even the promise that the Port Harcourt refinery would 
become operational again has been repeated so many times that the 
good faith of the people making these promises is in serious doubt. 
The NNPCL CEO, Mele Kyari, and President Tinubu, who is also the 
minister of petroleum had promised that the Port Harcourt refinery 
would start producing petrol by August 2024 but that timeline is now 
in the past but , the refineries are still not operational. The 
government has practically ceded the local refining of crude to the 
Dangote Group.

The foray of the Dangote group into the oil sector was 
another empty promise that failed to materialise any tangible 
benefits for the Nigerian people.

The completion of the Dangote recovery, and its 
commencement of production, was supposed to crash the local price 
of PMS. Yet, the pump price is between N950 per litre and N1020 per 
litre at NNPCL filling stations across the country.

During minimum wage negotiations earlier this year, the 
president committed not to further raise the pump price. It was 
around N700 per litrer at that time.

And while Nigerians were urged to celebrate the Dangote 
refinery as a solution that would save the government significant 

sums in foreign exchange, after a lot of back and forth of accussations 
between state regulators and the chairman of the Dangote group, 
Aliko Dangote, the NNPCL has announced that it would be buying 
Dangote refinery's PMS with USD.

Subsidy removal has delivered none of the benefits it 
promised. It has not even eased the pressure on Nigeria's foreign 
reserves. Instead, it  has primed the economy for more 
neoliberalisation, whether subsidy is really gone or not. The Nigerian 
state is overseeing a transfer of major sectors of the economy to 
private ownership. 

The removal of fuel subsidy is only one point of 
deregulation. The NNPCL itself has been reorganised to prepare for 
full privatisation and commercialisation of the petroleum industry.

In general, the Nigerian economy is being put through 
shock therapy, championed by IMF and World Bank policy advisers. 
Subsidies and price controls on everything from electricity to tuition 
fees have been scaled back by the federal and state governments. And 
this scaling back has negatively impacted working-class people who 
are expected to suffer the depreciation in their standard of living with 
patience and fortitude, while the rich get richer.
The Tinubu regime has shown that it will stop at nothing to keep its 
policies, which are disastrous for the Nigerian masses, in place. The 
government has repeatedly resorted to repressive measures 
precisely because these policies, having finally been put to the test, 
have been soundly rejected by the Nigerian people. But these 
measures cannot save it from the judgment of history or the anger 
of working-class people and youths today. The struggle continues 
until victory is won. 

Subsidies Removal: Shock Therapy Against the Poor Masses Contd. from Page 1
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Apena Declaration: Fifty Years of Trade Union
Unity and Working-Class Struggle

On 21 September 1974, trade union leaders in 
Nigeria issued the Apena Declaration, where 
they committed themselves to working for 

working-class and trade union unity. 
The declaration derived its name from the place where 

it was signed. It was at the Apena cemetery in Ebute Metta, Lagos, 
where trade union leaders from all four trade union centres had 
come to bury Chief J.A. Oduleye, treasurer of the United Labour 
Congress of Nigeria. 

This was the point of departure for overcoming the 
long history of organisational division within the movement and 
laid the basis for forming the Nigeria Labour Congress, which the 
Nigerian state tried to scuttle by hook or crook. 

Before the Apena Declaration
During the 1930s, the number of trade unions in 

Nigeria expanded from just a handful to dozens. This was partly 
because of the impact of the Great Depression on the working 
class. They combined to fight for better wages and dignity in 
different sectors. By the early 1940s, the trade unions came 
together to form the first trade union centre in the country. They 
named it the Trade Union Congress (of Nigeria) at its first 
conference in 1943. This was also the period of renewed anti-
colonial resistance. The National Council of Nigeria and the 
Cameroons (NCNC) was formed the following year. Workers' 
power was crucial to the middle-class nationalists. The TUC 
leadership became involved in the leadership of the NCNC from 
its onset in 1944. But the leaders of some of the big affiliates of 
the federation did not welcome this, and differences over what 
the orientation of the TUC should be to the NCNC would 
eventually lead to the demise of that first trade union federation 
of Nigerian workers. 

Differences between leaders on partisan engagement 
in the anti-colonial struggle could not dampen the massive 
growth of workers' power. In 1945, the workers took the initiative 
to organise the first General Strike in Nigeria. It was a glorious 
chapter of struggle. To press home their demands for a cost-of-
living allowance (COLA) to ameliorate their poor wages and 
working conditions, they stopped work for over fifty days. And 
they won!

The nationalists started singing the praises of workers' 
leaders, wanting to leverage on the power of our class to their own 
benefit, claiming that we all stood to benefit from the struggle to 
kick out the colonialists. But just some years later, when it 
became clear that the British colonial state would hand over 
power to them, they abandoned the working class to its fate. And 
eventually, after independence, they also continued exploiting us 
just as the colonial capitalists did. 

But all that is a story for another day. We will go back 
now to explain why this history is important for today's 

generation of the working class to understand the importance of 
the Apena Declaration. The Trade Union Congress split at its 
December 1948 Conference. This was the first split of many in the 
history of the Nigerian trade union movement. And it was over the 
continued affiliation of the TUC with the NCNC, as we pointed out 
earlier. 

A section of the trade unions' bureaucracy argued that 
the TUC had never formally passed a resolution to affiliate to the 
NCNC, and they called for a vote on the matter. They won the vote. 
Those who were for continued affiliation walked out of the 
Conference and went ahead to form the Nigerian National 
Federation of Labour (NNFL). There were several attempts to 
reinstate unity of the movement after this, even as the bases of 
continued splits changed. But the successes of each of these 
were at best temporary until the Apena Declaration. 

The first of these efforts led to the formation of the 
first Nigeria Labour Congress (NLC) in May 1950. But that NLC 
withered away within a year. Efforts to get a unified centre back 
on track led to the formation of the All-Nigeria Trade Union 
Federation (ANTUF) in 1953, which lasted for four years before 
yet another split.

By the late 1950s, the locus of division had changed. It 
was then along the lines of ideological orientation to either the 
World Federation of Trade Unions, with ties to the Soviet Union or 
the International Confederation of Trade Unions which was 
aligned with the capitalist West. In the immediate aftermath of 
Independence, the native capitalists that had come to power 
wanted the trade unions united for the purpose of incorporating 
them into a “patriotic” cross-class agenda. Jaja Wachukwu, the 
Speaker of the first House of Representatives, summoned a 
conference at Trenchard Hall University of Ibadan (UI) for this 
purpose, poised to unite the two currents into a United Labour 
Congress of Nigeria. 

This was not a successful venture. The newly formed 
ULCN voted to affiliate to the ICFTU, reflecting the slight but 
significant numerical superiority of the social democratic 
current in the movement. The Marxist-Leninist current 
immediately pulled out to reconstitute the NTUC. There were 
frictions within each of the two centres, which led to the 
formation of two more centres. 

In the ranks of the ULCN, a split had occurred over the 
delegate list of the centre to the 1962 International Labour 
Conference. Some of those who felt that they had been left out 
formed a new federation; the Nigeria Workers Council, which 
claimed to be neither to the left or to the right of the ideological 
divide. It later affiliated to the World Confederation of Labour, 
which had close ties with the Church. Meanwhile, by 1963, the 
young Marxist Turks in the NTUC, led by Wahab Goodluck, took 
over the leadership. The old guard of Michael Imoudu and Gogo 
Chu Nzeribe, whom they had taken power from left to form the 
Labour Unity Front. 

The trade union movement experienced division along 
the lines of these four federations for a decade. But, they united to 
fight where and when this was of utmost importance for the 
working class. The first time was in 1964, when they formed the 
Joint Action Committee to fight for the release of the White Paper 
of the Morgan Commission. This JAC led the second nationwide 
general strike in the history of Nigeria and the first after 
independence. The second time was in the early 1970s when they 
formed the United Committee of Central Labour Organisations 
(UCCLO) over the Adebo Commission. 

This was the situation when J.A. Oduleye died in 1974. 
He was the treasurer of ULCN. Incidentally, his brother was also 
General Secretary of the NWC. Anyway, when he was buried at 
Apena cemetery on 21 September 1973, leaders from all the 
centres came to pay their last respects. It was there that Okon 
Eshiett, who was head of the Trade Union Institute of the ULCN, 
penned that historic call for unity of the movement, which was 
unanimously endorsed. 

From Apena Cemetary to the birth of the third NLC
The leaders of the four federations agreed to the call. 

Towards implementing this decision, each of the federation held 
a delegates conference where they voted, in line with provisions 
of the Trade Union Act (1973) to dissolve into and form a new trade 
union centre. There was a consensus on what the new centre 
would be called. This was the Nigeria Labour Congress. That was 

based on the recognition of the 1950 NLC as the first effort to 
unite a fractured organisation of the trade union movement in the 
country.  A number of other important decisions were reached. A 
50-person Steering Committee was constituted,which was to 
steer the process towards the founding congress of the new NLC 
that was scheduled for December 1975. 

There were intense consultations, facilitated by the 
Steering Committee. And one of the resolutions that came out of 
these was to have as inclusive a National Executive Committee as 
possible, covering leaders from all the four centres. Towards this, 
a meeting held at Agege arrived at a list of over 100 trade union 
leaders to make up the NEC, with Wahab Goodluck as President. 
This agreement was known as the Agege Deal. 

Unfortunately, despite the large size of the proposed 
NEC, there were still a number of trade union leaders, from the 
different centres, who felt they should have been on the list but 
were not added. They rejected the “Agege Deal” as an autocratic 
scheme and declared themselves to be “democrats.” They did 
everything possible to upturn the Agege Deal, to no avail. As the 
18-19 December 1975 founding conference of the second NLC 
drew closer, they courted the federal government's intervention 
claiming that most of the trade union leaders on the proposed 
NEC list were corrupt. 

The Federal Military Government, on its part, had been 
bothered by the independent efforts of the trade union centres to 
unify into one body. They realised that this could deepen working-
class power to challenge the military government and, indeed, 
the capitalist class. So, they had been thinking of how to nip the 
unification process in the bud. The complaint of the so-called 
democrats provided them with an opportunity.

On 4 December 1975, just two weeks before the 
opening conference of the 2nd NLC which the Steering 
Committee had invited him to join, General Henry Adefowope, the 
federal commissioner for labour in the military junta issued the 
government's “new directive on labour.” This was to be based on 
“guided democracy” and “limited intervention” in the labour 
movement.  

The junta tried to scuttle the Conference from taking 
place. Several delegates could not get to the venue, they suffered 
harassment of different sorts. But eventually people still turned 
up at the venue on 18 December, which was scheduled to be Day 1 
of the Conference. Seeing this, Adefowope came to the opening 
session only to inform delegates that the NLC that they were 
forming there and then was being banned by the government. 
And he added that the military government would restructure the 
trade union movement. 

A few months later, the junta set up a tribunal to 
investigate the activities of the former four trade union centres 
and their leaders. Justice Duro Adebiyi led this tribunal. It found 
eleven leading trade unionists from each of the four centres, who 
were all on the Agege Deal NEC, guilty and banned them for life 
from ever taking part in trade union activities. Furthermore, the 
military junta conducted another kangaroo process to try Wahab 
Goodluck, the second NLC's President, and two of his close 
comrades for actively participating in the Socialist Workers and 
Farmers Party (SWAFP), following the prohibition of partisan 
politics in the mid 1960s. 

However, the Nigerian state clearly recognized that a 
structural unity of the trade union movement was an inevitable 
reality that could not be denied. So, it decided to shape that 
process on its own terms. It was not as successful as it intended.

The over 1,000 trade unions operating at the time were 
streamlined into 41 “industrial unions” and 24 “senior staff 
associations.” And a new NLC was constituted as the “central 
labour organisation” with the “industrial unions” as its affiliates. 
The senior staff associations were constituted into a senior staff 
consultative assembly of Nigeria (SESCAN). 

The inaugural conference of the third NLC was held at 
Ibadan on 28 February. The military junta's scheming to 
determine the leadership that would emerge there failed 
woefully. Hassan Summonu, a protege of Wahab Goodluck from 
the former NTUC was voted president.  

   Contd. on Page  3

Conclusion

By Baba Aye
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By Lekan Abdulazeez Soneye

overnment officials and capitalist employers have Galways argued that trade unions cause inflation by 
demanding higher wages. But empirical evidence 

in Nigeria and several other countries shows that the opposite is 
actually the case. Inflation is a whip which the capitalists use to 
reduce workers' real wages, even when there is a nominal increase in 
our wages, thus resulting in the reduction of the share of national 
income that ends up in the pockets of already impoverished workers. 

Inflation has gotten so entrenched in socio-economic 
debate nowadays. We often hear in the mass media talks about the 
GDP, Real GDP, inflation, consumer price index (CPI) etc. It has thus 
become a topic that is not limited to discussion by economists. It 
resonates with the different classes and strata of the society, with its 
multifaceted effects on the livelihood of the working class, women 
and youth. Realising this, apologists of the Tinubu regime and big 
business have been doing all they can to give the working class dog a 
bad name to hang it. Their voices were loud in calling out the trade 
unions to be “reasonable” during the national minimum wage 
negotiations, leading to an agreement for a minimum wage that is 
definitely not a living wage. These ideological mouthpieces include 
the likes of Adams Oshiomole, mainstream media houses, liberal 
economic experts, and obviously paid political pundits like Reno 
Omokri. 

The trade unions succumbed to the cries and lies of our 
exploiters, oppressors and their publicists, to accept a N70,000 
minimum wage which cannot buy a single bag of rice, while N30,000 
could buy two to three bags of rice when it was made the minimum 
wage in 2019. On the eve of signing the 70,000 minimum wage, the 
NLC president, Joe Ajaero is reported to have said that the Tinubu 
regime had threatened to increase the pump price of petrol, once 
again, if the unions demand for a N250,000 minimum wage was to be 
considered. And according to him, this would have led to higher 
inflation and consequently higher cost of commodities in the market, 
which would lead to high unemployment, because government 
spending would reduce and consumption will also drop. The Nigerian 
Labour Congress (NLC) leadership who represent the mass of 
working-class people must fiercely refute this superficial argument.

To borrow from the words of the founding president of the 
current NLC, Comrade Hassan Summonu, 28 years ago,  “the first 
challenge (for the trade unions) is that of relevance. How can we 
make the Nigerian Trade Union Movement to be relevant? To be 
relevant, the Nigerian trade union movement has to be proactive and 
not reactive, as the case is at present”. For us as working-class 
activists, we must consistently point out that inflation is a reflection 
of the systemic problem of capitalist development because it is 
geared towards putting profit before people. This is what the 

mainstream media, capitalist politicians and their lackeys will 
mischievously shy away from mentioning.  

The real wages of Nigerian workers has consistently 
declined since the the Nigerian state's adoption of the Structural 
Adjustment Programme (SAP) in 1986. The SAP prescription on 
developing countries like Nigeria, which was from the international 
financial institutions like the IMF and World Bank, was driven by free 
market ideology of trade liberalisation, currency devaluation, etc. 
While the names have changed over the decades into National 
Economic Empowerment and Development Strategy (NEEDS) under 
Olusegun Obasanjo, Transformative Agenda under Goodluck 
Jonathan, Economic Recovery and Growth Plan (ERGP) of 
Muhammadu Buhari and now Renewed Hope of Bola Ahmed Tinubu, 
the same neoliberal logic of capitalism which was put in place four 
decades ago is still what the Nigerian state is utilising for 
maldevelopment that keeps making live worse for the working class.   
The so-called invisible hand of market forces that is central to SAP, 
under any name so called, will only keep driving the economy into 
perpetual inflationary spiral. Inflation is endemic to capitalist 
economic systems. It is a phenomenon that reflects the inherent 
dynamics of capitalism and its crises. To address the deepening 
socioeconomic servitude of the working people of Nigeria, we must 
not allow ourselves to be gaslighted into accepting suffering wages. 

Radical and revolutionary youths in the country, 
particularly Millennials and GenZ are finding it 
increasingly difficult to trust and work with the trade 

union movement on the new wave of popular struggle in the country. 
As a youth myself, I have noticed this in several conversations, and 
arguments on several social media platforms in recent times. 

There is an expectation of more radical strategies on the 

part of the trade union movement to inspire and lead a workers' revolt 
against a government that has in less than one year implemented 
what is arguably most severe anti people's policies than any other 
government since 1999. The audacity with which the current regime 
dishes out these policies raise the angst of the emerging left that 

more than ever before, Labour movement should match all out in the 
same manner the civil societies of the left has done with the 
#WeAreHungry and #EndBadGovernance protests. Rather, the 
Labour has chosen to adopt press statement that are clearly stating 
their non-involvement in the organising yet pledging their support to 
the right of Nigerians to 'peacefully' protest against their 
displeasures.

The magnitude of the #EndBadGovernance by the third 
day had raised the expectations that it was time for the Labour 
bureaucrats to swing into action and declare a total solidarity with the 
people on the street across Nigeria. Without being affirmative, the 
labour bureaucrats obviously feel the labour centres cannot be 
drawn into a mass action it 'knew' nothing about. Hence, an 
expectation that it must be consulted formerly for such intervention 
to come. There is a counter moral question these young radical 
generations ask on whether Labour needs a formal invitation to be in 
a struggle of the people-the workers. 

Even if consulted, I doubt if the institutional framework in 
Nigeria would have allowed the Labour to declare an official solidarity. 
The praxis of course, leaves a choice to Labour to consult its organs 
widely and one could be so sure that the majority of the congresses 
would say a loud YES to protest. After all we were all human with 
inalienable rights to protest before being workers. This forms the 
displeasure of some of us towards the Labour leaders. With just a 
press statement of Labour cautioning the government from 
repressing the masses who were protesting peacefully, Tinubu's 
government would declare NLC President a suspect against the state, 
order an illegal raid of the Labour secretariat, clampdown on its 

voices and every other method of silencing known. 
What lesson I think we should draw from this is that we 

cannot continue to fight against same issues but separately. It is in 
my presumption that Tinubu and his cronies in power are smart 
enough to know that the NLC was not actively involved in mobilising 
for these protests. Declaring NLC President a suspect and raiding the 
Labour house are just special tactics of intimidating the Nigerian 
Labour from conceiving the idea of joining a potential mass protest 
that is likely to mark the country's independence anniversary in 
October. This is the very reason the Nigerian Labour must throw itself 
strategically into the struggle of the people. Otherwise, the 
repression the government is bringing to its doorstep would persist. If 
there is anything, history has taught us that no repressive 
government simply change by its own volition but can only be 
compelled by the resistance of the people. 

The understanding that the young radicals of my 
generations must have is that trade unions do not and, cannot 
operate like civil society organisations. Nor can they organise with 
the same strategy as new social movements. Of course, the latter is a 
debate among labour scholars. But what is beyond any argument is 
that trade unions are basically reformist mass organisations of 
workers for the defence of their economic interests. We should learn 
to be humble enough to appreciate both the strength and the 
limitations of trade unions. A sharp analysis of the subjective factor 
would give us a better understanding. That we cannot fight on behalf 
of the people nor arrogantly dismiss the potent power of trade unions 
as workers' vanguard in their own right. We can only appreciate it if 
well utilised. 

It is not workers’ wages that causes Inflation

Revolutionary Youths and the Trade Union Movement

with each other as human beings. It remains our fundamental goal in transforming society to 
transform labour and inter-personal relations.

 It is noteworthy that it is not only commercial sex workers that have had to surrender their consent 
to men for survival. Even wives who have married not out of love, but for their survival and the survival of their 
families, have been subtly coerced by the system into domesticated prostitution. They too are victims of a 
societal disorder that has forced them to sell their hearts and their bodies to the highest bidder. We must be 
ready to struggle for the death of the old patriarchal institutions of the family and marriage built on 
oppression and exploitation of the husband over the wife and parents over children.

For us, as fighters for a new world, we yearn to see a day when intimacy and sex are no longer 
economically coerced out of women by men through the institutionalisation of poverty. It is crucial that we 
create a world where poor working women do not have to choose between death, starvation, and 
homelessness, or giving their bodies to the cold touch of a randy consumer, whether that be an unloved 
husband or a customer scanning the streets. We know, for that day to come, the whole capitalist system must 
be brought down! We know that the working women of the world cannot liberate themselves from the chains 

of forced intimacy, without destroying the exploitation machine that is capitalism. We know that this state 
sanctioned rape will never be defeated if we continue to live under a system based on brutal exploitation of 
humanity.

It is for us, on this point, to keep up our struggle against the domination of humanity by capital and 
the exploiting class of capitalists who personify it, and use their state power to repress and oppress us.  The 
fall of capitalism and the ultimate realisation of a socialist society will move human relations from one based 
on exploitation of one class of people over the other into one where control over the means of production is 
collectively owned by the working people, and no one group of people can claim divine or political right over 
the means of production, or the bodies of others. The flavour of love and sex free from all forms of financial and 
economic coercion from the exploiter class and the state which acts on its behalf, is the flavour that will be on 
the lips of all women and men, when we have toppled this system that commodifies intimacy.

In organisation and struggle lie our greatest hopes, comrades. We must organise ourselves as 
working-class people to fight and overthrow the capitalist system and establish a government of the working 
people, that doesn't commodify people and force them to sell their sexual intimacy and parts of their persons.

By Kelvin Ayemhenre

A Critical Perspective on Prostitution and the
Falsity of  “Consent” in Sex Work Contd. from Page 7
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A Critical Perspective on Prostitution and the Falsity of 
“Consent” in Sex Work

“The sale of women's labour…is closely and inseparably 
connected with the sale of the female body … This is the horror and 
hopelessness that results from the exploitation of labour by 
capital. When a woman's wages are insufficient to keep her alive, 
the sale of favours seems a possible subsidiary occupation. The 
hypocritical morality of bourgeois society encourages prostitution 
by the structure of its exploitative economy, while at the same time 
mercilessly covering with contempt any girl or woman who is 
forced to take this path.” – Alexandra Kollontai, 1921

If someone obtains sexual consent without freedom, it 
cannot truly be considered as consent. It is rape. This is not only 
when there is use of force or physical coercion. This article 
challenges the validity of sexual consent paid for through a 
revolutionary lens. It is a socioeconomic examination of sex work as 
labour in capitalist society. Without moralising, we argue that the 
sex work industry is an institutionalised rape industry which is 
often sanctioned by the state, and in its entirety, it represents a 
dark section of human relations which will be transcended with the 
socialist transformation of human society. We also highlight short 
term and long-term goals in the interest of, and for protecting, sex 
workers, who are victims of capitalism's systemic dehumanisation.

Before delving into the flesh of this argument, just as an 
aside, I would like to debunk the baseless claim that “prostitution” 
is the oldest profession in the world. This is untrue. The job of 
hunter/gatherer in earliest human communities outdates the job of 
a sex worker. Humans have always had the need to find and provide 
food for survival, but only since the emergence of private property 
in human society did prostitution come about.

It is important that we strive to answered the question 
“what precisely constitutes sex work?” for this discussion. Put 
simply, sex work refers to the exchange of sexual services, 
performances, or intimacy for compensation, such as money, gifts, 
or other forms of payment.

To begin with, it is significant that we retrace our steps to 
a considerable point, from which a clear view of the origins of the 
sexual exploitation, now known as the sex industry, began. And, to 
do so, we must analyse the origin of “the family”, as we know it to be, 
today.

Friedrich Engels traces the roots of the modern 
patriarchal family to the disintegration of communal family 
structures and the emergence of private property in his book titled 
The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State. In primitive 
societies, families lived communally, sharing resources and lacking 
the concept of paternity in the sense which it exists today.

 However, with the rise of private property, men sought to 
secure their wealth and power for their biological heirs, leading to 
the establishment of patriarchal authority, monogamy and the 
nuclear family, or where polygamy was rife; polygyny (i.e. polygamy 
where a man can have several wives) but not polyandry (i.e., 
polygamy, where one woman could marry several men). The 
decline of communal living and the development of class society 
further reinforced patriarchal authority, concentrating wealth and 
power in the hands of men, perpetuating male dominance and the 
oppression of women. According to Engels, the modern patriarchal 
family is a product of historical development, shaped by the rise of 
private property and class society.

With the advent of private property, and the transition of 
human society into patriarchal formations, the burden of chastity 
was imposed on women.  Men put norms and laws in place against 
promiscuity by women, in order to ensure that their property be 
passed to their legitimate heirs. But men had no such duty to 
maintain fidelity imposed on them. This created a situation where 
the man, in a union with a woman, could frolic as he wished, while 
restricting his wife. Man's dominance in society backed and 
sanctioned the hypocritical and unfair nature of patriarchal 
authority over the woman, as he became the custodian of inherited 
private property.

Kollontai  distinguished between two types of 
prostitution:

The “licensed” or “legal” prostitution of wives, who are 
bound by marriage and societal expectations to provide sexual and 
domestic services to their husbands for financial support and 
social standing.

The “unlicensed” or “illegal” prostitution of women who 
are forced to sell their bodies on the streets due to economic 
necessity or lack of alternatives.

Kollontai argued that both forms of prostitution are the 
result of a capitalist patriarchal system that commodifies women's 

bodies and sexuality. As working-class and youth activists, we must 
be critical of the sex industry. We must combat any stigmatisation 
or discrimination against sex workers. They are victims of the 
degenerate social systems of class exploitation. As Kollontai 
further affirmed “We do not, therefore, condemn prostitution and 
fight against it as a special category but as an aspect of labour 
desertion.”

At the heart of capitalism are forms of labour that 
generate value.  These cover labour exerted to produce goods and 
services, for which the worker is paid a wage that falls short of the 
actual value she or he has produced. The capitalist employer thus 
pockets the surplus value from this exploitation. We see this 
process most directly in such economic sectors as manufacturing 
and industry. But the social reproduction process is not limited to 
this critical economic heartbeat of society. For example, the unpaid 
care work done by women in families, such as cooking and taking 
care of the wellbeing of other members of the family subsidises the 
capitalists.

Sex work does not involve productive labour, as it does 
not result in the generation of surplus value. But it entails the 
commodification of the bodies of prostitutes, to the greater benefit 
of pimps, brothel madams, and an ever-increasing number of 
traffickers and other forces involved in the sex industry.

 Sex workers are confronted with abuse and violence of 
all sorts. The sex trade is fuelled and moved by a forceful and 
manipulative market of slavers, who buy, sell and transport  young 
peasant or working class girls and women away from their rural or 
impoverished urban communities into areas where their bodies 
can be sold for sex to a brooding market of delinquent men.

For the supply of prostitutes to be able to meet the 
teeming demands of men ready to exploit the bodies of women for 
their own satisfaction, there has to be a market that transports and 
traffics these young women and girls away from their families into 
servitude and modern-day slavery, where they often have to sleep 
with multiple men a day to be able to cover the cost of their 

transportation away from their hometowns, and also to cover the 
cost of clothing and feeding and housing, often taken care of by 
their parasitic pimps. Prostitution creates a safe space for human 
trafficking and traffickers, and upholds the institution of slavery, in 
today's world.

Also, on the analytical journey the topic of sex work 
brings us to an issue which threatens the entire fabric of human 
society–the relations between men and women.

The relations between men and women, cannot be 
normalised or regularised in a society where one group, with 
disproportionate access to wealth and property, continues to 
exploit and buy the bodies of the other. Under such conditions 
there can exist no true form of camaraderie between them. Just as 
there can exist no true form of camaraderie between the bourgeois 
and the worker. One remains a slave to the gratification of the other. 
Where can respect grow when the autonomy of a person's body can 
simply be bought?

If our new society must be one that is to be built on the 
foundations of equality for all, then we must abolish all forms of 
labour that renders a human being to be nothing more than chattel, 
and this includes prostitution. Where another human can obtain, 
through economic coercion, the consent to perform sexual acts on 
another by means of monetary purchase, there can be nothing 
which resembles equality. This sexual consent obtained by means 
of economic coercion is one which we, as a genuine change-seeking 
working-class activists, must put under the microscope of 

examination.
According to Section 357 of the Criminal Code Act of 

Nigeria, 'Any person who has unlawful carnal knowledge of a 
woman or girl, without her consent, or with her consent, if the 
consent is obtained by force or by means of threats or intimidation 
of any kind, or by fear of harm…' is said to be liable for the offence of 
rape. The Criminal Laws of Nigeria on the issue of rape, bear 
semblance with that of most countries of the world today.

If laws prescribe that whatever consent derived by 
means of threat or force be classified as rape, then there must be an 
extent to which we can hold market forces responsible for creating 
the socioeconomic climate that enables this coercion. If the state, 
with its laws, reinforces an environment where men can exert 
financial force on women, to a point where they can, through their 
privileged economic position, buy the sexual consent of working 
women who are faced with the hopelessness of their economic 
realities, why then should the state enjoy immunity from any 
culpability for the sinister crime of subjecting working women and 
girls to sexual exploitation?

Flowing from our earlier submission in the opening 
paragraph of this article, that consent can only be gotten freely, we 
may also agree that any sexual interaction which involves the 
purchase of consent is illegitimate, and as such, enters the realm of 
rape as it is not freely given. By creating the economic milieu which 
breeds exploitation, and forcing working-class women into having 
to sell their consent and bodies to be able to afford basic amenities 
under capitalist society like housing and access to dignified human 
living, the capitalist state acts as an accessory to this crime of rape 
against working women. This must be stopped!

WHAT IS TO BE DONE?
On sex work, we have to set two categories of goals as 

revolutionaries;
i. Long term goals
ii. Short term goals

Short terms goals will include aims and objectives such 
as decriminalisation of sex work, unionisation of sex workers and 
the legislation of better laws regarding sex work.

In the long term we must fight to completely eradicate all 
factors which compel people to sell their intimacy for survival such 
as hunger, unemployment and homelessness, from society. And 
these can be done only through the overthrow of capitalism and 
building socialism, a new society based on our self-emancipation.

We must take concrete steps to “cut out the roots that 
feed prostitution” such as poverty and poor life opportunities. 
Criminalisation of prostitution is not only ineffective, it is also 
discriminatory and creates avenues for oppression as we have seen 
with the police arresting and locking up women for real or imagined 
involvement in sex work in Abuja and other cities, so as to extort 
them. Rather, we must demand social protection measures. The 
processes of unionisation of sex workers must be strengthened 
and supported by socialists and the radical civil society movement. 
No group of people, including sex workers, in this capitalist society 
should be denied their right to come together and protect their 
collective interests. Duly recognised unions for sex workers just as 
unions for Road Transport workers or any other labour union will go 
a long way in helping sex workers have a stronger voice and stake in 
protecting them and their labour.

We must also advocate for better laws on sex work that 
don't criminalise it, as that will only lead to more underground 
activities that creates room for even more exploitation of sex 
workers by pimps and madams. We need to campaign for the 
creation of a framework for the protection of sex workers as is done 
in some other climes.

As we battle prostitution now, we must have no illusion 
that it can be eradicated without eradicating class exploitation. 
Over the decades, within feminist circles and the larger socialist 
movement, there have been debates on the issue whether or not 
sex work is any different from any other form of labour under 
capitalist society where the individual is forced to sell themselves 
in the form of wage labour. Whether or not there exists any 
fundamental distinguishing factors between the job of a sex worker 
or that of a domestic cleaner, or a therapist in capitalist society, is a 
debate that will keep on rolling-over with well nuanced arguments 
on all sides. But, what is most important to us as advocates of 
societal transformation looking towards the advancement of 
human society and the transition from capitalism into a classless 
society, is that we must reflect towards redefining our relations
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For the first 10 days of August, tens of thousands of 
people trooped out onto the streets across Nigeria in 
nationwide #EndBadGovernance protests against 

hardship and hunger. Demonstrations were held in the Federal Capital 
Territory, Abuja, as well as in 29 of the 36 states of the federation. In all 
the seven states where demonstrations did not take place on the 
streets, residents joined the nationwide protest by sitting at home.  

According to the organised private sector, the Nigerian 
economy lost N500bn ($305m) to the mass actions on the first day 
alone. Security forces killed over thirteen people that day. According to 
Amnesty International, they shot protesters with live bullets. And by 3 
August, the death toll had risen to much more than 40 persons 
according to the Nigeria Labour Congress (NLC). More than 1,200 
people were also arrested.  But all of these failed to quench the mass 
anger which drove the protests. 

There were calls for the president to speak to the people, 
although the organisers stressed that they were more concerned with 
their demands being met. Eventually, President Bola Ahmed Tinubu 
addressed the nation on Sunday 4 August. But, while his speech was  
high on self-praise, it was low on any serious content about how the 
hardship of people would be, at least reduced. All he gave were empty 
promises that these hard times would lead to greater prosperity in an 

undefined future. 
In the course of his speech, he claimed that there were  “a 

few with a clear political agenda to tear this nation apart”, and 
threatened to “ensure public order”. At the same time, he urged those 
protesters “who desired a better and more progressive country” to call 
off the protests and embrace dialogue. 

The working people and youth were not fooled or frightened 
by these threats. The spirit of resistance remained strong, despite 
increased attacks by the police and thugs aligned with the ruling party. 
Authorities clamped down on poor citizens and activists following the 
protests. Ten people face charges of treason, which are baseless 
claims. SWL has called for the release of all protesters and others 
arrested over the nationwide resistance. Protest is not a crime. 

The road to #DaysOfRage
The main drivers of this national protest were  excruciating 

hardship and pangs of hunger, as a result of the economic policies of 
the current government. It has been the most thorough-going in 
implementing neoliberal policies. President Tinubu even declared that 
he deserved the Guinness World Records' recognition for economic 
reforms. 

During his inauguration on 29 May 2023, he simply 
announced that the “petrol subsidy is gone”. This resulted in an 
immediate 240% increase in the fuel pump price. The currency also 
lost 70% of its value against the dollar. An electricity tariff hike of 
upwards of 300% has devastated homes, businesses, schools and 
hospitals. 

Consumer price inflation, which had averaged 13% between 
2002 and 2022, now stands at 34%. Millions can barely feed 
themselves, pay their rents, or afford healthcare, in a country where 
over 76% of health expenditure is out-of-pocket. People now die from 
easily treatable ailments.

Meanwhile, the working class demand for a living wage as 
the new national minimum wage was treated with contempt. After 

much ado about nothing, organised labour settled for an increase from 
N30,000 to N70,000. When N30,000 was agreed upon in 2019 its 
value was $83.50). But the new minimum wage of N70,000 is worth 
just $46.35. Working people in the informal economy are in an even 
more terrible state. There is hardly anywhere to turn to for credit. And 
other working people can hardly find money to buy from them. 

The generalised state of hardship and hunger of working 
people in the country was a recipe for rebellion. 

The first wave burst out spontaneously at the beginning of 
February, in the North Central state of Niger, and Kano in the North 
West. Within two weeks it had spread  including to other geopolitical ,
zones, in both the Northern and Southern parts of the country. The 
Nigeria Labour Congress's declaration of 27-28 February as 
nationwide workers protest days further generalised the momentum, 
even though the unions mellowed after only the first day. The wave 
continued into March, in an atmosphere of an impending general 
strike, which the trade unions had created but failed to live up to. This 
first wave petered out. But the August #DaysOfRage is the second Act 
of this unfolding moment. 

Propositions for #DaysOfRage to protest hunger in the land, 
and #EndBadGovernance, started circulating on several social media 
platforms, in the wake of the revolt of the Kenyan youth. It was initially 
inchoate. The Take It Back movement, which was part of this discursive 
emergence online, stepped in, with Omoyele Sowore, its National 
Convener, conducting an online poll to distil out a shared set of 
demands. As calls for the action became sharpened, and the set date of 
1-10 August drew closer, liberal reformists, as well as the Nigeria Labour 
Congress and Trade Union Congress, made it clear that they were not 
going to be part of the protests. However, they urged the government to 
respect the protesters' freedom of association and expression. 
Meanwhile, groups on the Left, with little if any traction in the emergent 
movement, laid claim to being its 'leaders'. 
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