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Kenya: The Road to Democracy 

Rok Ajulu 

The beginning of the 1990s has ushered 
in positive developments in the politi- 
cal arena in Kenya. For the first time in 
nearly two decades, the moving forces 
of our history have imposed on the 
political agenda the demand for de- 
mocracy and political accountability. 
The ruling clique and its organ, Kenya 
African National Union (KANU), has 
been pushed on the defensive and 
forced to engage in a convoluted 
propaganda exercise calculated to le- 
gitimise the continued rule by the 
unpopular and undemocratic Moi. The 
political assassination of the foreign 
minister, Robert Ouko in 1990 has not 
only discredited the regime with its 
imperialist allies, but more impor- 
tantly, has demonstrated that all is not 
well within KANU. The national out- 
cry following the death in controversial 
circumstances of the regime's maver- 
ick critic, Bishop Alexander Muge, has 
once again demonstrated the unpopu- 
larity and the complete disarray within 
the Moi regime. 

The Origins of the Political Crisis 

It is tempting to attribute the present 
political crisis to tribalism. Yet it is also 
true that, like the Kenyatta regime, Moi 
has relied on a narrow political base 
serving sectarian and ethnic interests. 
Thus, it is not surprising that sections 
of the Kikuyu bourgeoisie have staked 
their claim to state power in the name 
of a 'persecuted ethnic group', while 
the Luo petty-bourgeoisie strive to 
defend their sycophantic loyalty to the 
Moi on the basis of their so-called 
'disadvantaged position'. 

These, however, are symptoms and not 
the disease. They are a political mani- 

festation of a bigger problem, the root 
of which lies in the neo-colonial char- 
acter of the regime, and the specificity 
of capitalist development. Its main 
planks of support are based on certain 
social classes: the local bourgeoisie, 
sections of international capital, and 
ethnic loyalties cobbled out of patron- 
client relationships, nurtured and de- 
veloped in concrete historical 
circumstances. If tribalism has become 
its most visible trademark, then this 
must be understood as an ideology 
produced and sustained under histori- 
cal, economic, and political circum- 
stances. 

By the time Kenya attained political 
independence in December 1963, po- 
litical power had already been be- 
queathed to local classes of property 
allied to metropolitan capital and will- 
ing to defend the interests of imperial- 
ism. In order to create a political space 
for these collaborationist and pro- 
imperialist classes, the militant trade 
union movement was ejected from the 
political arena in the 1950s. Its key 
activists were sentenced to long terms 
of imprisonment on trumped up 
charges. Thereafter, the labour move- 
ment was taken over by a new genera- 
tion of moderate Africans organised 
under Aggrey Minya's Kenya Federa- 
tion of Registered Trade Unions 
(KFRTU), later replaced by Tom 
Mboya's Kenya Federation of Labour 
(KFL), which was to prove its most 
effective representative. With the tri- 
umph of the moderate and 
collaborationist tendency in the labour 
movement, and the defeat of Mau 
Mau, the militant traditions of the 
1940s and early 1950s were largely 
eradicated. 

The contradictions of colonialism and 
national oppression, however, frus- 
trated this clinical manoeuvre to wipe 
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out the third estate from the political 
arena. The weakness of the indigenous 
class of capital and property ensured 
that at independence, it could not 
inherit political power without the 
support of other classes. Hence the 
nationalist parties formed in the wake 
of our own glasnost of the 1960-61 
period, were alliances of class forces in 
which no single class could immedi- 
ately claim political hegemony. 

Thus KANU and the Kenya African 
Democratic Union (KADU), the main 
parties of African nationalism, repre- 
sented different combinations of class 
forces. While KANU was the party of 
the advanced sections of indigenous 
embryonic bourgeoisie and the petit- 
bourgeoisie, which for historical rea- 
sons had to be found within the two 
nationalities, the Kikuyu and the Luo, 
KADU was an alliance of the weaker 
sections of the same classes from the 
minority nationalities, and for these 
reasons, could not compete for power 
on an equal footing in the then unfold- 
ing 'political free market'. 

But KANU was above all a mass party 
- an alliance of trade unions, urban 
working class, the lumpen-proletariat, 
urban traders and the peasantry, but 
one in which leadership had been 
captured by the old classes of small 
and big property. 

It was this character of KANU as a 
mass party of the exploited working 
class and the peasantry, the nationally 
oppressed majority, which gave it its 
initial progressive image. In other 
words, the radical petit-bourgeoisie, 
the urban labouring classes, and the 
peasantry, despite earlier setbacks, had 
for a brief period imposed their de- 
mands on the party. KANU thus 
became identified with the radical 
tradition of anti-colonialism which had 

been the trademark of Mau Mau 
throughout the 1950s. It was this mass 
appeal which gave it advantage over 
KADU in the struggle for control of the 
independent state during the 1962-63 
period. But in maintaining a fragile 
alliance to capture control of the inde- 
pendent state, the class forces in KANU 
merely postponed the struggle from 
within. Soon after political independ- 
ence, the fragile alliance within KANU 
began to disintegrate. Class forces 
within KANU had been held together 
just long enough to capture state 
power; once this was achieved, the 
battle over the spoils of Uhuru had to 
be fought out to its logical conclusion. 

Essentially the embryonic bourgeoisie 
which came to power on the backs of 
the KANU masses inherited, in com- 
parison to other former colonies, a 
viable economy. Kenya as a settler 
economy had served as a commercial 
and industrial constellation of East and 
Central Africa. It had a well developed 
infrastructure, a viable import substi- 
tution industry, a large commercial 
and service sector and, above all, large 
tracts of land to be inherited from 
settlers. Obviously, there were lots of 
pickings to be had. The question then, 
as now, was whether these resources 
would be administered to benefit the 
people of Kenya as a whole or be 
mortgaged to foreign interests and a 
few wealthy Kenyans. 

The Traditional Opposition: 
Kenya People's Union, 1966-69 

The ensuing battles in KANU pitted its 
radical petty-bourgeoisie against its 
bourgeoisie over the path to economic 
and political independence. At the 
same time, the KADU embryonic bour- 
geoisie which was confined to the 
fringes of state power after independ- 
ence could not just stand by and watch 
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its KANU rivals take all the pickings. It 
was these circumstances which formed 
the merger between KANU and KADU 
at the end of 1964, a marriage of 
convenience based on mutual interests. 
On the one hand, the KADU barons 
wanted access to thefruits of Uhuru. On 
the other, the KANU bourgeoisie, 
locked in battle with its left over the 
neo-colonial policies of the independ- 
ent state, required the support of the 
conservative KADU. 

The merger of the two parties and the 
de facto one party system which 
emerged as a consequence, strength- 
ened the position of the reactionary 
and pro-imperialist camp within the 
party. At the beginning of 1965, this 
faction launched its offensive, and for 
the next two years engaged the left in 
close combat. Bildad Kaggia, a veteran 
of the trade union and anti-colonial, 
struggle was dismissed from the gov- 
ernment in 1964. Pio Gama Pinto, 
another veteran of the anti-colonial 
struggle and a key underground activ- 
ist during the Mau Mau struggle, was 
assassinated in 1965. By 1966, the pro- 
imperialist camp felt strong enough to 
force a political confrontation with the 
left. 

The political battles of 1964-66 finally 
led to the formation of a new opposi- 
tion party. Democratic and progressive 
forces had to find a new political home. 
The KANU 'annual' conference, the 
first in six years, was held at Limuru, a 
few miles outside Nairobi. The contro- 
versy centred around the change of the 
party's constitution. For example, the 
position party vice-president was re- 
placed by seven regional vice-presi- 
dents, and the election results were 
nullified wherever the left candidates 
appeared to have won. In the end, the 
left were removed from all positions of 
influence in the party. Following the 

Limuru Conference, KPU was launched 
with Jaramogi Oginga Odinga and 
Bildad Kaggia, two veterans of the 
anti-colonial struggle, as President and 
Vice-President respectively. 

Right from its inception, the KPU was 
attacked variously as a communist- 
inspired, foreign controlled subversive 
organisation working against the na- 
tional interests, precisely the same 
vitriolic attacks which have now be- 
come the common currency of KANU 
leaders in their attacks on multi-party 
advocates. Nor was the KPU purely a 
Luo affair as Hilary Ngweno's right of 
centre Weekly Review never tires of 
reminding Kenyans. KPU drew its 
support from three main class forces: 
progressive democrats who had cham- 
pioned the anti-imperialist policy 
within KANU, the urban crowd of the 
militant tradition of the 1950s, and 
finally the landless peasantry, the strik- 
ing force of the Mau Mau in the 1950s. 

The new opposition was thus an at- 
tempt to revive the struggle for genu- 
ine economic and political 
independence. Its rejection of imperial- 
ist domination and the 'democracy of 
the rich' which for all practical pur- 
poses had become the undeclared mani- 
festo of KANU after the Limuru 
conference, thus represented a forceful 
alternative to KANU. It was for these 
reasons that the government was deter- 
mined to get rid of KPU. The story of 
the harassment and detention of KPU 
members, and finally the banning of 
KPU, is a familiar one. The irony is that 
some of those who voted for the 
banning of KPU in 1969, and who in 
1982 voted for the de jure one party 
system, are now the champions of 
political pluralism. 

What has changed between then and 
now? 
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Kenyatta's Democracy of the 
Rich, 1966-78 

Following the banning of KPU in 1969, 
Kenya became a defacto one party state. 
In theory anyone could form an alter- 
native political party if they so wished. 
In practice, however, after the experi- 
ence of 1966-69, Kenyatta never al- 
lowed his popularity to be put to test. 
The monopoly of the political platform 
which KANU enjoyed as a result of 
these policies rendered the party use- 
less from the point of view of those 
who controlled state power. The party 
was relegated to the background and 
the new class went about the serious 
business of accumulation in collabora- 
tion with foreign capital. 

The party was polished up every five 
years for the purpose of elections with 
the people relegated into the back- 
ground. The occasional promise of a 
school, a clinic and direct monetary 
rewards to influential patrons secured 
the votes; they then spent the next five 
years recovering their expenses from 
government coffers. Hence corruption 
in high places became the order of the 
day. 

At the same time, it is important to 
emphasise that Kenyatta's democracy 
of the rich helped consolidate the 
position of the indigenous bourgeoisie 
which, for historical reasons, had 
emerged among the Kikuyu, particu- 
larly the Kiambu fraction. Its control of 
the state during 1966-78 facilitated its 
transition from a bureaucratic to 
comprador status. By 1978 a powerful 
politico-economic class had emerged 
within this group which straddled the 
commanding heights of the economy 
and politics. Although this group was 
largely dependent on foreign capital, it 
had effectively moved from traditional 
areas of primitive accumulation into 

other sectors of the economy - manu- 
facturing, banking and finance - and to 
some degree, sections of it had devel- 
oped in conflict with multi-national 
capital over areas of continued accu- 
mulation. 

This period, therefore, produced a 
more cohesive 'looter class', the Kiambu 
faction of the bourgeoisie constituting 
its inner cabal, and the rest arranged in 
respective pecking order. This is not to 
suggest that this arrangement was 
devoid of intra-class conflicts. Rather 
these were minimised by the fact that 
this pecking order was extended into 
the political terrain. Those whose po- 
litical ambitions threatened this 'civi- 
lised order' were dealt with in mafia 
style; Tom Mboya and J.M.Kariuki, are 
probably the best known examples. 

Moi's Nyayoism 

It is against this background of tight 
control of the economic and political 
power by a small section of indigenous 
classes of property, mainly located 
within the Kiambu bourgeoisie, that 
the political posturing of the initial 
years of the Moi regime can be under- 
stood. 

The wave of populism with which 
President Moi came to power in 1978 
can therefore be seen as a reflection of 
the unpopularity of the old regime and 
the political uncertainty of its succes- 
sors. After all, Moi was unknown 
quantity from the KADU days; he 
therefore had to seek by deception the 
consent of the majority. Thus he re- 
leased political detainees, un-banned 
the University Students' Union, and 
even promised to do away with deten- 
tion without trial. But at the same time, 
he signalled that nothing much had 
changed. By adopting the so-called 
philosophy of nyayo (footsteps), he 
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declared his intention to follow in the 
footsteps of the early accumulators. 

During his Vice-Presidency, Moi learnt 
one important lesson: political power 
is more than a cabinet office, it is the 
access to key levers of the economy 
which constitutes real political power. 
The Moi clan, a bureaucratic bourgeoi- 
sie par excellence, had to rely on its 
control of state power for capital 
accumulation, the mechanisms of which 
included allocation of business and 
trading premises to itself, kickbacks 
from multi-national corporations, loot- 
ing of parastatals, fraud and corrup- 
tion. 

However, Moi came to power at a time 
when imperialism had successfully 
completed the process of exporting the 
crisis of capitalism into the developing 
countries. If the 1960s had been marked 
by relative economic buoyancy, the 
late 1970s and the 1980s witnessed the 
exacerbation of economic crisis in the 
majority of developing countries, and 
intensification of the transfer of sur- 
pluses from the producing classes via 
the apparatuses of the state to the 
imperialist countries. Moi therefore 
could not satisfy the rising expecta- 
tions of either the masses or the petit- 
bourgeois and embryonic bourgeois 
classes which were supposed to be the 
regime's class base. And because there 
simply wasn't much to go around, the 
Moi regime could do no more than loot 
the previous looters. 

Crisis and Bankruptcy 

As we have already indicated above, 
by the end of the 1970s, the crisis of 
capitalism in developing countries was 
full blown. In a neo-colonial economy 
like Kenya, despite the facade of a 
successful capitalist democracy in Af- 
rica, this crisis was clearly manifest by 

the mid-1970s. At one level it was 
evident in the worsening conditions of 
the urban working class and the peas- 
antry, the education crisis of the second 
half of the 1970s and the spate of the so- 
called illegal strikes in the early 1980s. 
At another level, there was official 
corruption and unmitigated looting of 
the country's resources as this 'hungry' 
bourgeoisie plundered the economy. 
These were indeed indications of a 
deep seated economic crisis. 

It is not surprising therefore that Moi's 
populism soon gave way to political 
repression unprecedented even by 
Kenyatta's own murky standards. Fol- 
lowing the 1982 attempted coup d'etat, 
repression was stepped up and deten- 
tion without trial was back as the 
cornerstone of the repressive appara- 
tus. The moratorium President Moi 
had initiated with the university stu- 
dents collapsed as he herded hundreds 
into prisons and detention camps. 

Having broken the back of the stu- 
dents' opposition, Moi directed his fire 
at the radical and progressive intelli- 
gentsia. The emergence of Mwakenya 
and its organ Mpatanishi at the begin- 
ning of 1985 witnessed another round 
of repression. While the Moi regime 
was forced to concede the presence of 
an internally based opposition, this 
was used to justify the repression of 
1985-86 which was mainly directed at 
three main forces: the traditional oppo- 
sition (that is, the former activists of the 
banned KPU), the radical intelligentsia 
(main activists of Mwakenya), and 
finally, the professional classes, mainly 
the progressive sections of the legal 
profession. 

Faced with mass rejection, President 
Moi decided to personalise the most 
important repressive apparatuses of 
the state. In 1989 he changed a provi- 
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sion in the constitution which gave him 
power to sack the Attorney-General, 
High Court and Court of Appeal 
Judges. The much touted independ- 
ence of the judiciary was thus wiped 
out by a stroke of a pen. The same Bill 
also gave the police the right to hold 
suspects for up to 14 days before 
bringing them to court, as opposed to 
the 24 hours previously stipulated. 

Yet while the populist rhetoric of nyayo 
has served to maintain the illusion of 
continuity, it has camouflaged the 
qualitative shifts in class forces which 
has taken. place at the economic and 
political level over the last ten years. 
Moi's alliance of the embryonic bour- 
geoisie and other trader classes has 
finally succeeded in removing the old 
accumulators from the centres of power 
and, to a large degree, economic con- 
trol. This has indeed been an important 
arena of political battles between the 
dominant classes of property and capi- 
tal, the outcome of which usefully 
explains the present realignment of 
political forces. 

Increasingly alienated from the politi- 
cal ring, and excluded from the tradi- 
tional area of accumulation, the old 
bourgeoisie started fighting back. This 
brings us to the present conjuncture 
and the realignment of political forces 
in the country, in which, under the 
leadership of the old bourgeoisie and 
the patriotic sections of clergy, the 
question of a multi-party system and 
democratic accountability have been 
forced on to the political agenda. This 
debate has been given the 'blessing' of 
the imperialist powers, the most recent 
converts to political pluralism in Af- 
rica. 

The important question to ask how- 
ever, is, whence the interest of imperi- 
alism in political pluralism in Africa? 

What has suddenly gone wrong with 
the one party systems, and repressive 
regimes which have served imperial- 
ism so perfectly over the past three 
decades? The answer to these ques- 
tions must be sought within the crisis 
of imperialism and capitalism in Africa 
and the third world. So deep seated 
had this crisis become over the last 
decade that imperialism has been forced 
to look for ways and means of contain- 
ing it. Repression, it is now publicly 
acknowledged, cannot cope with the 
political crisis engendered by the fail- 
ure of capitalism and neo-colonialism 
in post-independent Africa. 

It must also be recognised that the 
unmitigated looting of Kenya's re- 
sources, and the unbridled corruption, 
which are the hallmarks of this class, 
has done irreparable damage to the 
image of capitalism as a system of 
production. Imperialism is therefore 
looking for a more respectable way of 
managing capitalism. Thus, the two 
issues: the peoples' cry for democracy, 
and imperialism's support for political 
pluralism, must not be confused; they 
are not the same thing. While the 
people seek an alternative, imperialism 
seeks to manage the crisis. 

Multi-Party: A Platform for a 
Democratic Alternative 

The mushrooming of opposition to 
Moi's dictatorship and the recent up- 
rising in the major urban areas have 
highlighted very important questions 
demonstrating the weakness of the 
regime. Despite appearances, the re- 
gime is at its weakest, and now more 
than ever before, rules from a very 
narrow social base. 

It has been increasingly forced to rely 
on massive repression to maintain a 
semblance of political stability. More 
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importantly, it has lost the support of 
the social classes which normally sus- 
tain a regime in power: the working 
class, the peasantry, and the urban 
sansculottes; the middle and profes- 
sional classes; and now the classes of 
property and capital have finally bro- 
ken ranks with the regime. 

On the other hand, it has clearly 
defined the broad spectrum of classes 
behind the call for a Democratic Alterna- 
tive. The important questions raised by 
these developments are the character 
of the struggle for democracy, the long- 
term interests of the classes gathered 
within the democratic camp, and how 
best to forge an alliance which can lead 
to a genuine democratic alternative. 
The answers to these questions, and the 
correct determination of strategies and 
tactics against Moi's repressive regime, 
requires an assessment of the class 
forces assembled under the democratic 
umbrella. 

We have already demonstrated that the 
indigenous bourgeoisie do not have a 
consistent commitment to democracy. 
Over the years they have perfected the 
art of petty rivalry over areas and fruits 
of capital accumulation. Consequently, 
they are unlikely to have a long-term 
interest in democracy. It is quite likely 
that the moment the Moi regime col- 
lapses and they are able to reclaim the 
old areas of accumulation, their objec- 
tives, for all practical purposes, will 
have been accomplished. Their sojourn 
in the democratic camp is probably 
temporary. Indeed, we can assert with 
a degree of certainty that it is from this 
class that imperialism now hopes to 
recruit new 'popular' collaborators. 

However, it is the working class and 
the peasantry who have borne the 
brunt of the political and economic 
crisis. Their conditions are unlikely to 

change with a mere change of guard. 
Their demand for a political alternative 
is therefore qualitatively different from 
that of the classes of property and 
capital. And yet it is this latter class 
which has captured the political lead- 
ership of the democratic movement. 
Thus while we support the idea of 
maximising the class forces capable of 
being mobilised against the neo-colo- 
nial regime of President Moi, it is 
important that this time around we 
ensure that this indigenous class of 
capital is not given a blank cheque. 

The experience of Kenya's one party 
system has demonstrated the worst 
excesses of bourgeois rule. Under a one 
party system the people have wit- 
nessed the dictatorship of a small 
clique based on narrow self-interest 
and close collaboration with multi- 
national capital and imperialist pow- 
ers. It is a political system which has 
not brought the people any direct 
economic benefits but has instead led 
to the plunder and mismanagement of 
the economy by a small minority and 
poverty to the majority. It is this 
experience which has led to the enthu- 
siastic embrace of the concept of an 
democratic alternative. 

Given this background, it is not sur- 
prising that political pluralism has 
come to be regarded as a panacea for 
all the ills of neo-colonialism. It is 
important that we address ourselves to 
this question. The fecundity of political 
pluralism cannot be taken for granted. 
Historically, political pluralism was 
conceded by the bourgeoisie only after 
protracted class wars. It is equally 
important to recognise that the bour- 
geoisie only conceded it after it had 
developed mechanisms for taking ad- 
vantage of the system. Armed with the 
most sophisticated ideological appara- 
tuses (like the media and education) 
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political pluralism has best served the 
interests of the bourgeoisie. 

This, however, is not to dismiss the 
potent force of political pluralism and 
its capability to create a political space 
within which progressive and demo- 
cratic forces can organise. It merely 
shows that political pluralism must 
mean more than a right to political 
expression. In Kenya, we must insist 
that political pluralism be defined in 
the widest political sense to answer the 
concrete demands confronting neo- 
colonial societies; that democracy must 
mean more than the right to participate 
in elections every four or five years. It 
must include above all, the right of the 
working people to organise themselves 
to defend their jobs and struggle for 
better wages and working conditions 
unencumbered by state intervention. 
Above all, it must include the basic 
right to organise politically to defend 
these rights. Only in this way can the 
multi-party debate be transformed into 
a potent force of change for the major- 
ity of people. 

At the moment, however, the classes of 
property and capital, the professional 
classes, and sections of the clergy, by 
virtue of their consistent opposition to 
the Moi regime, constitute the domi- 
nant social force. They have won 
popular acceptance in the urban and 
rural areas and, above all, have con- 
vinced the working class and the 
peasantry that they are the champions 
of their democratic aspirations. They 
have captured the political centre stage 
and assumed the vantage point from 
which to derive maximum benefits 
from political pluralism. Under the 
banner of multi-party democracy, this 
class hopes to mobilise the urban 
working class and rural peasantry 
against Moi's dictatorial regime and 
establish its own class rule. 

Towards a Democratic Front 

The above analysis suggests that in 
1992 there exists a possibility of forging 
a united front bound together by the 
common objective of fighting against 
Moi's dictatorship. The forces for de- 
mocracy are not necessarily homoge- 
neous; the old classes of property and 
capital and the new converts to politi- 
cal pluralism, have not consistently 
demonstrated a commitment to de- 
mocracy. Nevertheless, they share with 
genuine patriots, democrats and other 
progressive forces a basic commitment 
to the struggle against dictatorship. 

This conjuncture, and the existing bal- 
ance of class forces, enables us to 
maximise the class forces capable of 
being mobilised for the struggle for 
democracy. We must establish a broad 
front based on a minimum democratic 
programme representing the demands 
of the class forces. The Democratic 
Front must therefore define its imme- 
diate objectives and set out its mini- 
mum programme in such a way that it 
can win the popular acceptance of the 
majority. The Front by its nature can- 
not be the political home of any one 
single class; it must of necessity be the 
political home of all those class forces 
which are for democracy. Its basic 
demands must reflect the broad aspira- 
tions of the majority of Kenyans. 

Forum for Restoration of 
Democracy (FORD) 

Since this debate was initiated in 1990, 
the balance of forces have shifted 
further in favour of change. The 
government's retreat which started 
with the KANU Review Commission 
in 1989 had by the end of 1991 turned 
into a headlong flight. Thus by the end 
of 1991, the combination of internal 
pressure and the political conditionality 
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of President Moi's imperialist backers 
finally forced political pluralism on to 
the agenda. 

Predictably, a number of political par- 
ties and grouping have emerged since 
Moi was forced to announce the return 
of multi-party 'democracy'. However, 
it was the Forum for Restoration of 
Democracy (FORD) which, since its 
launch in August 1991, has spear- 
headed the struggle for a democratic 
alternative which emerged as a politi- 
cal home for those class forces genu- 
inely interested in a real alternative to 
Moi's dictatorship. 

In its 'pure' form, FORD was com- 
posed of two main political forces - the 
traditional opposition, that is, the old 
left of KANU, former KPU, symbol- 
ised in Jaranogi Oginga Odinga; and 
the new left, the intelligentsia, univer- 
sity lecturers, journalists and radical 
lawyers. Since the December 'glasnost', 
and particularly the collapse of KANU, 
FORD has opened its doors very wide, 
and Odinga's 'tent' has been swamped 
by traditional classes of property and 
capital, opportunists and fortune seek- 

ers, who until very recently were Moi 
'loyalists'. Indeed, the balance of forces 
within FORD is now in the process of 
tilting in favour of the old classes of 
property and the traditional bourgeoi- 
sie - very much like KANU in the 
period 1961-1964. 

However, by virtue of its consistent 
opposition to the Moi regime, the 
traditional opposition within FORD 
has won acceptance in the urban and 
rural areas, and has, above all, con- 
vinced the working classes and the 
peasantry that it champions their demo- 
cratic aspirations. And so it would 
seem that the content of democracy in 
the post-Moi period will be ultimately 
decided by the struggles within FORD. 
How far the progressive forces can 
determine the content of that democ- 
racy will depend to a large degree on 
the respective weight of their political 
constituency and whether or not they 
choose to intervene in the current 
process of realignment of class and 
political forces in our country. 

Rok Ajulu is in the Department of 
Politics, University of Leeds, UK. + 
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