FOREWORD
The public response to “Fight Back!" was overwhelming. The paper completely sold out by 1000. Since
then Ghanaians of all ages and from all walks of life looking have visited the lnsight offices seeking copies
for reference and as souvenirs of their commitment to confronting “oppressors rule" in Ghana. We are
receiving e-mails from Ghanaians and pan-Africanists from all over the world excited that progressives
have resumed a direct ideological challenge to neo-colonialism after many years. This is why the Socialist
Forum of Ghana has undertaken this publication.
The struggle to protect the historical record of our national independence struggles and' of Dr.
Nkrumah's government is not nostalgic. It is a piece of history that speaks directly to the material
struggles of the current generation of freedom fighters. It nurtures our quest for a free, egalitarian,
prosperous and peaceful society.
The political and military establishment of the neo-colonial political elite that seized power forty years
ago has used state power to supervise the steady pillage of our resources and the oppression of our
peoples. They deliberately sold off or destroyed productive and social infrastructure developed under
Nkrumah as part of their scorched earth war on working Ghanaians. Steadily the gap in living standards
between the elite and the working poor has widened and other fissures have opened up to the point
where it is possible to speak of “many societies" -in a state of undeclared but active warfare. Today, the
level of (disorganized and spontaneous) mass resistance to neo-colonialism is such that the local elite
clearly cannot maintain a stable grip on power whether through the current two-party dictatorship or
through another military junta. The next few years will see a sharpening of class confrontation. Ghana
will move either towards democratic revolution or towards ethnic. Disintegration.
Working Ghanaians have begun once again to ask for real policy alternatives and for popular political
vehicles to deliver these alternatives. The ruling elite in its panic seeks to prevent the crystallization of
this class-consciousness and confidence. Their main tactic is to destroy or bury the phenomenal record
of political, economic and social success achieved by Ghana's own revolutionary tradition from the late
40s through to the mid-60s when Western governments hired a bunch of local traitors to drown our
socialist experiment in a deluge of bloodshed. Progressive Ghanaians have a duty to expose the truth to
the sunlight so that all may understand how much we achieved as a people under the socialist leadership
of Dr. Nkrumah. We must also consider how much more we could have achieved if socialists, including
Osagyefo,"had avoided certain mistakes.
We hope you enjoy reading it. Yours in struggle. '
Kyeretwie Opoku
Convener, Socialist Movement of Ghana

INTRODUCTION
A Response to Anti-Nkrumah Provocations
The purpose of this special edition is to set the historical records straight by exposing the childish lies,
mischievous falsehoods and half-baked propaganda that have become the stock-in- trade of right wing
intellectuals and ideologues against Nkrumah. Nkrumah may have made mistakes, but not the kind that
is perpetrated by 'Mate Me Ho' propagandists.
This trend continued in i966 when a fascist military junta, closely allied to the Danquah Busia tradition,
overthrew Nkrrumah's CPP government. It continued under the Busia government and has been 'revived
since 200l when the New Patriotic Party came to power.
The publication of the Great Deception and the revealing details out roles played by leading figures
within the 'Mate Me Ho' camp silenced them for a while. ln' the past few weeks the Danquah-Busia
ideologues have started the propaganda war against Nkrumah again. A Knowing that they played no
positive role in the struggle for independence because of their 'collaboration with the British colonialists
in the heat of the anti-colonial struggle, the 'Mate Me Ho' propagandists are desperate to use their
control of the state apparatus to justify the 1966 coup, distort history and seek maximum political
advantage in advance of the independence celebrations.
A political tradition that campaigned vigorously against Ghana's independence is now basking in the
glory of the 50th anniversary celebrations. Our duty as Nkrumaists is to respond to the vile campaign
against Nkrumah and expose the Danquah-Busiaists for who and what they are.
To compromise on this battle of principle is to betray the Osagyefo and what he stood for. The articles
in this special edition have been carefully collected from Nkrumaists and others across the globe and
they show the falsity of the arguments of the “Mate Me Ho” propagandists.

.

ANTI-NKRUMAH LIES, FALSEHOOLDS AND
PROPAGANDA
By Michael Nunoo
Introduction
My intention in this piece is to confront the lies, unfounded falsehoods and vile
·propaganda against Osagyefo Dr. Kwame Nkrumah by Mate Me Ho' ideologues. I
'intend to use secondary sources and official statistics to confront the oft-repeated
lies about the Nkrumah regime. By all accounts these sources have a semblance of
detached independence from the bigotry and ideological bias that have become
symptomatic of political journalism in Ghana.
1 Ghana was a prosperous country at the time of independence. Prosperity is a
descriptive term that denotes affluence or success. Ukandi G. Damachi
(Developments Paths in China and Africa. eds. Ukandi G. Darnachi, Guy Routh &
Abdel-Rahman E. Ali Taha, 1976) describes the socio- economic conditions on the eve
of political independence thus: "many Ghanaians were living at extreme poverty level.
Education, health service housing and social security were all at very rudimentary
stages; and illiteracy was prevalent. The government therefore had the responsibility
of raising the living standards of Ghanaians by promoting social and economic
development."
Damachi points out that "the economic development which had taken place during
the colonial era was one- sidedly directed toward the production of primary
commodities for export to non-African countries." He goes on to state that "there had
been little Industrialisation and little had been done to develop domestic markets for
Ghana's own products. The structure of the economy at independence still reflected
the colonial pattern which existed in the early 1900s."

John Sender and Sheila Smith (1986) also point out that the post-colonial African
leaders faced regent and forcefully articulated demands for economic advancement
because of the deplorable, socio economic conditions at the time of independence:
"organized wage and salaried workers struggled for the removal of discriminatory
differentials increases in real wages and improved working conditions; there were
mass demands for better education transport water supplies, health housing. etc.;
most importantly the emerging bourgeoisie was in a strong position to insist upon the
provision of a wide array of preferential discriminatory and protective measures from
the state."
Does the description given by these Africanist scholars paint a picture of Ghana as
an affluent society in 1957? The answer is a clear no. In fact life was no more
prosperous for the privileged classes who faced all manner of discriminatory practices
during the colonial regime than it was for ordinary people.The mining, import-export
and trading sectors were all controlled by white people. Ghanaian entrepreneurs and
businessmen had little or no access to credits. It was mainly as a result of the
objective experiences that the vast majority of our people supported the anti-colonial
struggle.

Damachi further points out that the task of reconstructing the colonial economy was
inherently fraught with problems because 62% of the working population was
engaged in agriculture. There was high importation of food because of insufficient
food production, and the Gold Coast imported all her manufactured needs. Foreign
exchange for imports was in short supply and there was rising expenditure against
falling cocoa prices.
If Ghana was not an affluent society in 1957, then why is it that ideologues of the
Danquah-Busia tradition have tried to paint a different picture of the period? Is it
mischief, propaganda or an attempt to re-write or distort history?
Indeed, if Ghana was prosperous in 1957, what did the UGCC think it was doing
when the movement was launched? Was it because the Danquah-Busiaists wanted a
change over of the guards for the British to hand over power to an elitist group of
people to continue with the same system of exploitation under the guise of flying a
flag of independence? Did they want our people to live under the same backward
conditions which would allow the intelligentsia to dictate what they thought was good
for the masses? Was Nkrumah invited to a tea party? These are questions the 'Mate
Me Ho' propagandists have to provide answers to.

2. The British left Ghana a lot of money before leaving all kinds of figures has been
bandied about the amount of money the British left Ghana in 1957.In fact, what the
'Mate Me Ho' people describe as huge monies left by the British were, first the
accumulation of cocoa surplus known as Cocoa Marketing Board sterling reserves,
and 'second,: export duties on cocoa also known as Ghana Government holdings in
sterling securities. '
Thus at the time of independence, these were the two foreign reserves held by Ghana
at the Bank of England, which were very often used by Britain to support the pound
sterling in times, of financial crisis. Nkrumah did not touch these foreign reserves
until 1960.
The finances of the First Development Plan (1951-1956) costing £93.3 million, came
from cocoa and internally generated resources, such as indirect taxes and duties. The
Second Development Plan (1959-1964) was financed from the free reserves of EG50m
from Government holdings in sterling securities, £G25m from Cocoa Marketing Board
sterling reserves and £G 15m from internal revenue, totaling £G90m. The balance of
£G260m came from foreign resources and deficit-financing.
In a treatise on the agrarian basis of the post-colonial state for the period 1951-78,
Bjorn Beckman (Judith Heyer, Pepe Roberts & Edwin Williams (eds.), Rural
Development In Tropical Africa, 1981) points out that Nkrumah relied initially on
reserves and later on foreign and local borrowing, including monetary expansion.
So, where is the huge sum of money that the British left Ghana in 1957? As a
colonizing power, Britain was never benevolent to have left Ghana money to take care
of itself after independence. Indeed, no colony the world over has benefited from the
luxury of an imperial power leaving tons of money for reconstruction and
development after colonial pillage. The French, as is well known, stripped Guinea
naked taking away everything including bulbs tables and chairs Carpets. etc.
3. Kwame Nkrumah recklessly mismanaged the economy after Independence.
The Danquah-Busiaists claim to derive their philosophical orientation from the
laissez- faire policies of free trade private enterprise unregulated economy private
profit and tight fiscal and monetary policies. They believe in state intervention if it is
limited to the state creating conditions to enable private capital to make profit. They
deride state funding for social investments and believe that the state has no business
creating employment.

However, there are fundamental problems with the assumption that 'Western'
economic models of capitals' development can be applied to under-developed countries
like Ghana.
Myrdal (1957) argues that the industrialization of advanced capitalist economies
took place against the background of specific historical conditions that are total
different from under-developed countries. Moreover while advanced capitalist
societies are concerned with allocating resources within a given setting, the
preoccupation of underdeveloped countries is to promote economic growth and
development. Furthermore, in least developed countries, 'Western economic policies
obstruct rapid economic growth which can be promoted through government central
planning import controls deficit financing and other forms of state intervention.
One of the defining characteristics of politics is that political parties make policy
choices depending on the political vision, ideology and values. Thus the world outlook
of a political party informs the way it allocate resources to achieve the objectives it has
set itself and its management of the economy. There is therefore universally
acceptable model for managing an economy.
Nkrumaist believe that private capital formation and the rate of private accumulation
of capital in a developing country like Ghana is low and slow because the productive
forces are largely under-developed. The objective is therefore to use the post-colonial
state, because of its powers and capacity to generate wealth, as the main catalyst for
creating social wealth and meeting the need and aspirations of the people.
According to Bjorn Beckman, Nkrumah had to change economic direction from 1960
because "the liberal oriented policies of the 1950's had failed to stimulate a major
growth of private investment in those sectors which were considered to be
particularly important for the transformation of the economy.” The contradictions in
the philosophy of the 'Mate Me Ho’ tradition are many. While claiming to be opposed
to central planning, the Busia regime introduced a one yet development plan, but did
not have time to implement five-year plan before it was overthrown from power. The
Progress Party government could not resist the temptation of creating a mass organ
like the National Service Corp, while claiming to believe in individualism. Last, but
not the least, the Progress Party's claim to believe in an unregulated incomes policy,
and the setting up of the Campbell Commission. In short, the 'Mate Me Ho'
philosophy, based on classical European conditions long abandoned, has never
rooted itself in objective realities of an African setting.
4. Kwame Nkrumah squandered our money on irresponsible prestigious projects the
pre-1960 CPP programme drafted by a British economist, Arthur Lewis, has to be
situated within .the context of post-war world afflicted by poverty and

unemployment. The policy orientation of the post-war government in Britain was to
use Keynesian economic principles of spending and social investment to stimulate
economic growth. It is therefore not surprising that the orientation of the CPP
government followed the same pattern.
Measured against its 1951 Manifesto, the achievements of the CPP far exceeded
expectation. According to Ministry of Education statistical data, enrolment in primary
schools was 102,138 in 1950, that is, before the CPP came to power. This figure
increased to 456,290 in 1961 and to a phenomenal 1,137,495 in 1966. During the
period 1951- 61, enrolment in 12 assisted secondary schools including Achimota and
non-assisted schools increased from 2,776 and 3,319 to 9,882. By 1966, enrolment
in public secondary schools had increased to 42,11l. Enrolment in middle schools
also increased by more than three-fold in 1951 to 139,984 in 1961, doubling to a
remarkable 267,434 in 1966. Two university colleges were set up in Accra and
Kumasi.
Medical services were extended throughout the country via the establishment of
regional hospitals. The tenth system of communication was improved through the
building of telephone and telegraphic lines, new road extension of railway lines,
construction of bridges, a new port at Tema and extension of the Takoradi harbour.
Furthermore the CPP introduced fee-free compulsory education, free health-and
medical care, etc. In fact the Iist of CPP achievements is endless. It is only
propagandist engaged in peddling lies and falsehoods who would deny the historic
contributions made by Kwame Nkrumah.
5. Kwame Nkrumah was a tyrant and dictator. He introduced a one-party state and
made himself life President Between 1951 and 1960, Ghana was a multi-party
democracy. It had a thriving democracy, an electoral body, a parliament, an
opposition political party, parliamentary committees, independent judiciary, etc.
Indeed, the parliamentary records of the period show that there were lively debates in
parliament, with the parliamentary opposition employing all kinds of tactics to
register its disapproval of government policies and programmes, such as walk-outs,
boycotts, heckling representations to the Queen in England, etc.
In fact, some political observers of the Ghanaian political scene have aptly described
the Danquah-Busia opposition of the time as the most irresponsible opposition group
in Ghana's political history. They did not only send a deputation to England to veto
Ghana's political independence, they went globe-trotting campaign against projects
like the Accra-Tema Motorway, Volta hydro-electric scheme and many others that now
constitute the bedrock of our infrastructure.

The dominant trend of thought in Africanist politics in the early 1960s was the
integration model as opposed to the conflict model. In the latter case social and
political conflicts are institutionalized and consciously reinforced in political
pluralism and multi-party system. In the integration model, society is viewed as an
association' of individuals and groups that complement each other in the
achievement of collective goals. Indeed, the belief in progressive circles in those days
was that newly-emergent African states were too weak politically to allow the bitter
contest for political power to divert their attention from the principal tasks of
transformation and reconstruction of the colonial economy.
It was envisaged that the one-party state would enhance national unity and stability,
bring about the effective mobilization and utilization of resources for nation
development, ensure consistency in the implementation programmes and policies,
encourage mass participation in governance and eliminate corruption associated with
the financing of political parties. The belief was that a one party state would provide a
platform for a national collective ideology devoid of the conflicting clash c ideologies
in a multi-party system.
The one-party state that emerged in Africa was not adopted only by the usual radical
states such as Ghana, Mali, Tanzania, Zambia, Guinea, etc. Countries like the Ivory
Coast, Kenya, Malawi, Cameroon and others whose leaders had a right-wing
conservative orientation also adopted it.
It is certainly the case that some newly-independent African leaders, and the men in
Khaki used the one-party state to transform themselves into corrupt tyrants and
dictators, but can anyone say with any degree of historical accuracy or intellectual
honesty that Nkrumah or Nyerere 'was a Mobutu Sese Seko, Evaderna, or Kamuzu
Banda or Bokassa?
It is interesting that the Danquah-Busiaists have had no problem dealing with oneparty state leaders in the Ivory Coast and Togo over several decades.
Ghana was a thriving multi-party democracy between 1951 and 1960. The CPP won
all three elections in 1951, 1954 and 1956 with thumping majorities, including a
plebiscite on the future of British Togoland.
Indeed, it was a democratically elected parliament of Ghana that took the decision to
make the country a one- party state and Nkrumah President for life.
6. The 'liberators' who staged the 1966 coup did so because of their love for freedom
and democracy

Declassified documents of the Central Intelligence Agency released by the USA
government show that Afrifa, Harley and Kotoka were paid $13,000,000 in 1966 to
stage the coup against Nkrumah. In fact they were promised more money if they
could assassinate Nkrumah. Are we to conclude that those who staged the 1966 coup
are Mercenaries, bearing in mind that a mercenary is a soldier of fortune? For a
political tradition that claims to believe in freedom and democracy, the coup plotters
introduced the Protective Custody Decree which retained all the essential features of
the Preventive Detention Act. Not only that; the National Liberation Council banned
Nkrurmaists parties from contesting the 1969 elections.

Indeed, the ’liberators’ abducted and paraded Boye Moses, an aide of Nkrumah, in a
cage, like a monkey through the principal streets of Accra. ln fact, the cubists
committed many atrocious acts against innocent people whose only crime then was
to have been allied to the CPP in one way or the other.
Certainly, the claim that Nkrumah was overthrown because he was infringing on the
freedom and liberty of Ghanaians is only an attempt to throw dust into the eyes of
Ghanaians because the historical records also show that only one year after

independence, elements of the Danquah-Busia tradition were implicated in a coup
plot against the democratically elected government of Ghana.
7. Kwame Nkrumah used the Preventative Detention Act (PDA) to harass and detain
his political opponents. It is significant to place the Preventive Detention Act in its
proper perspective. Following the humiliating defeat of the United Gold Coast
Convention by the CPP in the 1951 elections the former disintegrated into tribal and
regional separatist and nationalist movements. The emergence of the National
Liberation Movement in Ashanti, the Ga Shifimo Kpee and Tokyo Joe boys in Accra,
Togoland Congress in British Togoland and Northern Peoples Party in the 1954
sharpened the political conflict between the CPP and other right-wing conservative
forces in the country.
These right-wing forces resort to political violence, including bomb-throwing, house
burning, political murders and political mob lynching, with the worst violence
occurring in the NLM heartland of Kuma 'stem the tide of violence in the country,
parliament passed the Preventive Detention Act in 1958.The same year; parliament
also passed a bill outlawing political parties based on tribal and religious grounds.

lt is certainly true that middle and lower level CPP functionaries misused the PDA to
settle personal and political scores, particularly in areas of the country where the
authority of the state was writ large, but does this invalidate the PDA? May be the
'Mate Me Ho' ideologues should tell us how they would have dealt with the terrorism
they visited on the country if they had been in power then.
It is interesting that the same 'Mate Me Ho' ideologues are today planning to
introduce an anti-terrorism bill in Ghana at the prompting of their paymasters in the
US at a time when Ghana is somehow free from the political terrorism they practiced
in the l950s and l96Os.
Indeed, many advanced democracies in the Western world have passed anti-terrorism
laws with worse features than the PDA in the aftermath of the bombing of the World
Trade Centre in New York on September 11.
8. Kwame Nkrumah undermined the position of chiefs and traditional rulers. The
challenge of financing the post-independence drive for accelerated economic growth
and development brought the CPP into sharp conflict with feudal social forces. This
problem stemmed partly from measures the CPP government introduced to secure
control over land and cocoa revenues as a means of mobilizing internal resources.
It passed the Local Government Ordinance and Municipal Council Ordinance, aimed
at vesting control and management of stool lands and revenue in the newly created
local government structures controlled by CPP cadres. The State Council Ordinance
drastically reduced the powers and control of chiefs over stool revenue.
However, it was the Cocoa Duty and Development Fund Ordinance which fixed the
producer price of cocoa at 72 shillings for four years that led to a fierce resistance by
rural agricultural classes, including chiefs and farmers.
ln the urban areas, the acquisition of land by the state for national development was
opposed by chiefs sympathetic to anti-C PP forces.
9. CPP's state enterprises were unproductive ventures to provide 'jobs for the boys'
The change in the direction of economic policy from 1960 stemmed from the failure of
the liberal economic policies of the l950s to meet the demands of accelerated
economic development objective of the newly independent state.
The orientation of economic policy from i960 onwards was state capital formation
through state intervention.
The aim was an integrated industrialization cum agriculture strategy that would
establish import- substitution industries, produce raw materials to feed domestic

industries, produce for export to generate revenue to finance the industrialization
drive and reduce dependence on imports.
Various enterprises were set up, including a match factory, clinker cement factory,
aluminum roofing sheets and utensils factory, a distillery, brewery, a nails factory,
two cocoa mills, two sugar mills, a meat processing and several vegetable oil mills.
Others are a motor assembly plant, soap factory, flour and textile mills, the Kumasi
Jute Bag factory, sugar factory at Komenda, rubber shoe factory at Bonsasu, steel
plant and ferro-manganese plant and a prefabricated housing factory both at Tema.
State farms were set up, using modern techniques, mechanization and fertilization.
Agricultural Production Drive Committees were also set up throughout the country to
co-ordinate the efforts of the Agricultural Co- operatives of the United Ghana
Farmers' Co-operatives, the State Farms and the Agricultural Wing of the Workers'
Brigade.
By setting up various state institutions to mobilize domestic capital to support the
state accumulation drive, the growing administrative classes became engaged in
productive activity, The CPP set up a National Investment Bank in l963 to finance
state enterprises to produce industrial surplus. Also, the Agricultural Credit and Cooperative Bank, the Industrial Development Corporation and the Agricultural
Development Corporation were reorganized as profit seeking institutions, dependent
on state funds. The hitherto semi-autonomous IDC and ADC were made state
enterprises in order to control surplus mobilized by the agencies.
All these ventures created by the state opened up employment avenues for the
thousands of unemployed people, some with little or no skills.
The author, Michael Nunoo, is a member of the Central Committee of the CPP and
the Party’s Campaign in the 2004 elections.

THE STRUGGLE FOR FREEDOM
By: Peter Kofi Amponsah, Chairman of Research Committee, CPP
History chooses unusual people and reveals itself through the drama of their lives. It
is also known that in all political struggles, there are individuals whose presence in
the field of battle makes a difference? It was the major difference made by the
appearance of Dr. Kwame Nkrumah in the field of our battle for political
independency~ that we are about to discuss here.
The story of the struggle for freedom can be found in many of the books of Dr Kwame
Nkrumah. What we are about to do here now is not to write a new story but to
rearrange and present it in such a way as to make it easier for the reader and also to
save him from the labour of having to go through the individual books.

History, which is also concerned with facts, cannot be written entirely impersonally,
because many of the facts of history have to do with people, with what they did and
why they did it. For this reason, the historian's approach is slightly different from
that of the scientist who works by experiments. However, all characteristics of a good
historian, with the exception of his style of writing, can be traced either to his
knowledge of facts or to his interpretation of them. For one thing, the historian is
bound by the facts and people of history. Unlike the novelist. He cannot invent
characters and he must supply credible evidence to support his views on people and
events.

After the second World War had ended, some 65,000 Gold Coast soldiers who had
fought as members of the British armed forces returned home. The experience abroad
of these ex-servicemen in fighting fascism had broadened their political outlook, and
opened their eyes to the injustices of the colonial system. They therefore became a
potential force in the anti-colonial movement. Nkrumah and Danquah spoke at a
meeting of ex- servicemen at the Palladium Cinema in Accra, on 20th February 1948.
A petition was drawn up to be presented to the Governor expressing their grievances.
The ex- servicemen who had returned from the Second World War with high
expectations ~demanded the benefits which had \been promised to them during the
war, and assistance in finding work.

On 28th February, the ex-servicemen's march set off to present their petition to the
Governor. It was originally intended to go to the Secretariat offices. But instead the
procession took the road to Christiansborg Castle, the Governor's residence. After the
marchers refused to halt when they were asked to do so by the armed police which
barred the road, the police opened fire. Three ex- servicemen were killed and many
others injured.
The infuriated marchers then turned back to the centre of Accra to join angry crowds
out in the streets protesting at the failure of European merchants to lower their
prices enough to meet the needs of the people. News of the shooting of the exservicemen sparked off days of rioting. Shops and offices of foreigners were attacked.
Cars were set on fire. Shops looted. The violence spread to many parts of the country,
Faced with widespread disorder, Governor Sir Gerald Creasey declared a state of
emergency and troops were called out to restore order in Accra. Later, Kwame
Nkrumah and five other members of the UGCC, considered as trouble makers, were
arrested.

After the arrest of the Big Six, a Commission of Enquiry was set up by the Governor
under Aiken Watson KC to enquire Into the disorders. The first thing the Commission
did was to call for the release of the prisoners to enable them to appear before It as
free men. The rest of the five during their separate Interrogations put the blame on
Nkrumah. As a result the Commissioners came to the conclusion that Nkrumah was
largely to blame for the disorders. The Commission also found out that the UGCC did
not really' get down to business UN I the arrival of Nkrumah on 16 December 1947.
Soon after the publication of the Watson Commission's report, Mr. Obetsebi Lamptey
and Mr. William Of or I Atta Transacked Kwame Nkrumah's office in Saltpond while
he was away addressing a party meeting. Searching through files and papers they
seized every document which they considered might help to prove that he was a
communist. Letters containing the word comrade were considered vital evidence.
Kwame Nkrumah became convinced that the time had come to break with the UGCC
and form his own party. They objected to his founding of the Ghana College,
established by him to accommodate pupils who had been expelled from schools
because they went on strike in support of the Big Six when they were detained in the
Northern Territories. Nkrumah had managed to hire a hall in Cape Coast to
accommodate the students. The three teachers with whom the college started had
lost their jobs for the same reason as their students.

These teachers agreed to work for no pay until the college finances were on a sound
basis. Nkrumah himself contributed ten pounds of his twenty-five pounds monthly
salary to purchase basic equipment.

At the opening of the Ghana College on 20 July 1948, Nkrumah urged all present
and future students to consider laziness a crime: He told them: "Think! Study hard!
We with sustained effort. As never before we want thinkers, thinkers of great
thoughts. We want doers of great deeds.
Of what use is your education if you cannot help c country in her hour of need?" He
said that he envisaged similar colleges being established throughout the count
leading eventually to the founding of a University Ghana.

Another cause of mounting friction between Nkrumah and the UGCC was the
founding of the Committee on Youth organization (CYO) which ern bodied mainly the
Ashanti Youth Association and the Ghana Youth Association.
Nkrumah intended the CYO to be the youth section of the national movement.

The decision to break away from the UGCC was taken at a (CYO) conference in
Tarkwa. The attitude 'of the Working Committee of the UGCC towards both Nkrumah
and the (CYO) made this decision Inevitable.
Immediately after the meeting at Tarkwa the (CYO) members rushed to Accra in order
to organize a mass rally at the Accra Arena for Sunday 12th June 1949. They were
hurrying to keep one step ahead of the Working Committee of the UGCC which had is
own plans, they knew.
At the same time the (CYO) was meeting at Tarkwa ,the Working Committee was in
conference at Saltpond, and at that meeting they decided that Kwame Nkrumah
should be expelled from the UGCC. They took this decision without any reference to
the ordinary members of the movement and their intention was to publish this
decision before Nkrumah had a chance of announcing the formation of his party.
Kwame Nkrumah was aware that they had already issued a press release which was
due to appear in the newspapers on Monday. By the prompt action of the (CYO)
members. they took the wind out of their sails in such a way that Nkrumah's
expulsion from the UGCC could not be published.
On that Sunday, 12th June 1949 at the Accra Arena, the CYO was transformed into
a full political party before a crowd of over 60,000 people. The crowd was
uncontrollable.
The following Thursday, 16th June, the Working Committee of the UGCC held a
meeting at the Palladium, Mr. Obetsebi Lamptey, when referring to Nkrumah in his
speech, used the word "stranger" and declared to the gathering that he failed to
understand why the Ga people, who form the majority of the population of Accra
should permit themselves to be led by a man who did not even come from their area.
This was too much for those who happened to be present and the meeting ended in
uproar and confusion against him. The foundation of age-old tribalism had suffered
their first irreparable crack. Since Nkrumah proclaimed the formation of the CPP
before a crowd of about 60.000 people at Accra Arena the leaders of the UGCC never
forgave him.
From that day. they began to side with the colonial authority against the CPP and its
leadership.
In 1950 Kwame Nkrumah was arrested and imprisoned for declaring the Positive
Action which paralysed the country. The "Positive Action" began at midnight on 8
January 1950. It was clear by then that the government had no intention of calling a
constituent assembly to let the people decide for themselves whether they would

adopt the Coussey Report or not. The economic life' of the country was paralyzed and
trouble was unavoidable. The story 0' the Positive Action is so important that we have
to leave it now and treat it as a special paper later on.
In February 1951 the general election under the Coussey Constitution took place.
The CPP won thirty-four out of 31 elected seats and also had a majority In the
Assembly. Kwame Nkrumah was elected for Accra Central with 22.780 votes about of
a total of 23.122, the largest individual poll so far recorded.
On 12 February 1951 Nkrumah was released from prison. The following day he was
invited by the Governor, to form a government. On the same day, Nkrumah called a
press conference at which he declared that the constitution under which he was to
act as Leader of Government business was bogus and fraudulent, but that it would
server temporarily as a stepping-stone towards self-government.
And once again. members of the Opposition went into action to try to wreck the
Independence movement. Disgruntled at the success of the CPP in the general
election and disappointed at not receiving positions in the new government, they
proceeded to try to cause confusion and discontent among the people by announcing
that now the CPP' leadership had landed themselves "good job's" they had forsaken
the policy of self-government now!
Kwame Nkrumah challenged the political opponents of the CPP to join the party in a
campaign of “positive Action” in order to achieve self-government now! He invited
Danquah, Obitsebi-Lamptey and the Executive of the UGCC, Ollenu, Bossman and
the Executive of the National Democratic Party, the chiefs of the Asanteman Council,
Nana Ofori Atta I, President of the Joint Provincial Council and chiefs of that Council,
Kobina Sekyi, and the Executive of the Aborigines Rights Protection Society all our
critics, to notify the General Secretary of the Party in conference to plan a nationwide campaign of positive- action if the British government rejected a motion for "selfgovernment now".
Nkrumah said: "the sincerity of our political opponents and their connivance with the
colonial government may be judged by the fact that not one of them answered the
challenge. " On 10 July 1953, Nkrumah introduced into the Legislative Assembly the
historic Motion of Destiny. This called upon Britain to make constitutional and
administrative arrangements for independence so that all members of the Assembly
be elected directly by secret ballot, and Cabinet members be members- of the
Assembly and directly responsible to it.

The Motion took Britain by surprise. It demanded self- government now, and in dear
commitment by Britain to a date for full independence. Because Nkrumah was using
constitutional machinery available to him to put forward his case, Britain could not
do anything about the matter beyond insisting on another election. But the results of
the June 1954 elections devastated the colonial power and its local agents. The CPP
won 72 out of the 104 seats in the order to achieve self-government now! He invited
Danquah, Obitsebi-Lamptey and the Executive of the UGCC, Ollenu, Bossman and
the Executive of the National Democratic Party, the chiefs of the Asanteman Council,
Nana Ofori Atta I, President of the Joint Provincial Council and chiefs of that Council,
Kobina Sekyi, and the Executive of the Aborigines Rights Protection Society all our
critics, to notify the General Secretary of the Party in conference to plan a nationwide campaign of positive- action if the British government rejected a motion for "selfgovernment now".
Nkrumah said: "the sincerity of our political opponents and their connivance with the
colonial government may be judged by the fact that not one of them answered the
challenge.” On 10 July 1953, Nkrumah introduced into the Legislative Assembly the
historic Motion of Destiny. This called upon Britain to make constitutional and
administrative arrangements for independence so that all members of the Assembly
be elected directly by secret ballot, and Cabinet members be members- of the
Assembly and directly responsible to it.
The Motion took Britain by surprise. It demanded self- government now, and in dear
commitment by Britain to a date for full independence. Because Nkrumah was using
constitutional machinery available to him to put forward his case, Britain could not
do anything about the matter beyond insisting on another election. But the results of
the
June 1954 elections devastated the colonial power and its local agents. The CPP won
72 out of the 104 seats in the Assembly matters affecting the form of the
constitution. Once again, the NLM and Its allies refused to participate. The alliance of
the opposition and the imperialists to delay the independence became evident.
.
The conference was adjourned for a week to enable delegates from the Joint
Provincial Council of Chiefs to persuade them to attend. But their mission failed. The
delegates tried again later, but were still unsuccessful in getting the opposition to
participate. The result was that although the conference agreed on almost all the
recommendations of Sir Frederick Bourne its findings were, however not acceptable
to the British Secretary of State as providing the necessary conditions for the
granting of a firm date for Independence just because the NLM had not taken part in
the discussion.

Under these circumstances Nkrumah was compelled to draw up his own
constitutional proposals for the sovereign and independent state of Ghana. And put
them before the Assembly on 15th May 1956. The motion was debated and passed on
5th June. After which the Assembly was dissolved and a general election declared. to
take place in July. The British Secretary of State gave the pledge:
"If a general election is held, her Majesty's Government will be ready to accept a
Motion calling for Independence within the Commonwealth passed by a reasonable
majority in a newly elected Legislature and then to declare a firm date for attainment
of their purpose.
The election was to be the test of opinion for or against a federation. The outcome
would show just how much or how little support the political opponents of the CPF
had in the country. The Party won 71 seats, increase by the support of one of the
Independents, which majority of 40 in the Legislative Assembly. Unlike NLM the CPP
won seats throughout the country whole and was the only Party which could claim to
in a national sense. Even in Ashanti, then the strong!" the NLM, the CPP won 8 out of
the 21 seats and re 43% of the votes cast, an increase on the previous election
The reaction of Dr Busia to the decisive election rest to call a press conference in
Kumasi and, to declare that election had established the opposition case federation,
since the CPP had not won overall major Ashanti and the Northern Territories.
Everyone knew the election had been fought on the federation issue and that the CPP
had won more than a reasonable majority. Furthermore, during the course of the
campaign, himself had declared that he would be prepared to form a government if
the NLM secured anything over 52 E members. That is, he had accepted the fact that
a single overall majority, even of one seat. Constitute democratic verdict.
When the new Assembly was formally opener opposition benches were empty except
for two me who turned up from Togoland. Afterwards. Busia a friends excused
themselves by saying that they arrive and could not get through the dense crowd
outside Assembly.
The Governor. in his speech at the opening ceremony, stated that the government
would, that week, introduce a Bill declaring the Gold Coast a sovereign and
independent state within the Commonwealth. The following day the opposition tabled
an amendment criticizing the proposal as "premature" until a further effort had been
made to get "an agreed Constitution.
.

The amendment was defeated by a majority of 37. After this defeat. the opposition
issued a statement to the press saying they would absent themselves from the
Assembly when the independent motion came before the House. Busia, showing
where his real support lay, announced that he considered the struggle centred not in
the Gold Coast but in London, and that the opposition would send a delegation to the
British government.
Busia, who led the opposition delegation to London, actually appealed to the British
government not to grant independence. He said the country was not ready for it: "We
still need you (the British) in the Gold Coast" He found some support among sections
of the British press, but there could be no denying that the conditions laid down by
the Secretary of State, that Nkrumah's motion for independence should be passed by
"a reasonable majority in the newly elected Legislature", had been satisfied, and at
long last a date for independence was fixed for 6th March 1957.
In a speech marking the 10th Anniversary of the formation of the Convention People's
Party Kwame Nkrumah put the whole struggle for independence in its historical
perspective when he said: "History shows us that from the signing of the Bond of
1844, which gave to Britain the means of imposing her political control over our
country, there have been repeated efforts from patriotic citizens, various times to
loosen the grip of alien domination."
"In this connection we are proud to remember the ear political pioneers in our
country's history. Though: intellectuals, for example, associated with the Aborlglm
Rights Protection Society and the West African Nation Congress. Names enshrined in
the history of our people are, among others, those of Casely-Hayford, Mensah
Sarbah, Atto Ahumah and Dr Aggrey".
"These men, judged in errs of society and time in which they lived, did all they
possibly could for their country.
They were sincere and dedicated men. I traced the struggle for freedom from the
signing of the Bond of 1844 with Great Britain, to the founding of the CPP and the
attainment of independence".
Here, Nkrumah, like all great people, recognized greatness in others. It demonstrated
his incredible respect for true patriotic citizens of the land by publicly acknowledging
the immense contributions of others before him.
Explaining the significance of the events, Nkrumah continued: "Our many sacrifices
were rewarded. We are now the masters of the Citadel. The flag of imperialism w
lowered and over the ramparts we proudly hoisted 01 national flag, symbol of our
hard-won freedom and the banner of the hope of Africa's total redemption. Our Party

flag has a rightful place beside these symbols of nationhood, for it was under the red,
white and greed banner that the battle for freedom was fought and won”.
See I speak of Freedom, page 161-162.

SHAMEFUL ANTI-NKRUMAH ENTERPRISE
By Ebow Duncan
Over the last couple of months, some elements of the Danquah-Busia political tradition have declared
war on the person and legacy of Osagyefo Dr. Kwame Nkrumah, Ghana's first President. Some of these
right-wing political hoodlums have gone as far as to compare Nkrumah to Hitler and to suggest that he
presided over a harsh dictatorship unequaled in Ghanaian history.
The reasons for the current spate of attacks on Nkrumah and his legacy are not hard to fathom.
The failure of the New Patriotic Party (NPP) to deliver on 'its promise to the electorate has finally
vindicated Nkrumah and the Convention People's Party (CPP).
As far back as 1949, Nkrumah and the CPP warned that thrusting power into the elitist hands of the
Danquah-Busiaists could only spell doom for Ghana.
The people of Ghana then accepted Nkrumah, the CPP and their ideas and rejected the neo-colonial
path of the Danquah- Busiaists.
Indeed, the CPP won all national elections from 1951 to 1966, when the Central intelligence Agency
(ClA) of the US assisted local reactionary gangs to overthrow the Government of Nkrumah and banned
the CPP to pave the way for the election of the Progress Party (PP) in the 1969 elections.
The euphoria around that doubtful victory did not last long. Only months after Busia had been installed
as Prime Minister, the masses of Ghana embarked upon massive agitation against the policies and
actions of the Progress Party.
It was overthrown in a coup on January 13, l972 and its supporters argued that it did not have time to
implement its programme.

Thankfully, the Danquah-Busia tradition has been in power since January 2001 and their administration
has moved from one failure to the other.
The people of Ghana now know without a doubt that the Danquah-Busia tradition has nothing to offer
but disaster.
It is this realization by the masses which has led to the frenzied attacks on Nkrumah and what he
represents.
These NPP apologists falsely believe that if they can vilify Nkrumah, the masses will abandon their
rejection of the neo-colonial package they have put on offer.
They are mistaken. The more they attack Nkrumah, the more the people of Ghana realize that they are
opposed to national self-reliance and dignity.
As for the accusation that Nkrumah was a dictator, the least said about it, the better it would be for
all.
Did the terrorists in the Danquah-Busia tradition who were exploding bombs at public places, including
stadia, expect murderous activities? Terrorists at the very least belong to the prison if not the firing
stakes.
This anti-Nkrumah enterprise is shameful!
Ebow Duncan is a columnist at the Insight Newspaper

THE FALLACIES OF J. B DANQUAH HEROIC LEGACY (I)
By: Dr. Botwe-Asamoah
Introduction

It is one thing adoring one's kin and/or mentor regardless of his or her nefarious
deeds and treasonable acts, and it is another thing trying to impose such an
individual on a nation as a hero. Every nationalist, seeker of truth, sincere scholar
and student of Ghana's political history should have been deeply startled and
traumatized by the sudden public utterances by President Kufour and the Okyehene
Amoatia Ofori Panyin in February 2005, and the subsequent articles by Dr. Kwame
Okoampa Ahoofe in a desperate attempt to turn Dr. J. Danquah into a "compatriot
saint of Ghana." In fact, the arguments they advanced in support of their mendacious
claims suffer from a severe historical amnesia. eir ethnlcitles, social classes, gender
and religious beliefs. Furthermore, such historical personalities invarTably
committed revolutionary' suicide towards the freedom of African people. These are the
criterion that J. B. Danquah's place in Ghana’s political history ought to be
investigated and judged. Otherwise, dirty politics, false claims and public
pronouncements by President Kufour and the Okyehene, as well as Dr. Okoampa's
simple-minded articles regarding Danquah as a "great patriot" and his alleged
"criticism" of Kwame Nkrumah can seriously lead to falsification of history to achieve
a short-term gain, as has been the case of the traitor Emmanuel K. Kotoka .
.Dr..J. B. Danquah: The Prime Minister Ghana Never Had?
What is shocking about the campaign was President Kufour's III-mannered rewriting
of Ghana's political history in order to adore, as well as honor his political ancestor,
Dr. J. B .Danquah. The president's melancholic statement that Danquah was the
best Prime Minister Ghana never had" was an insult to the dignity and integrity 'of
Kwame Nkrumah who uncompromisingly championed the course of Ghana's
independence at his personal sacrifice (violent attacks). Also, the claim that Danquah
was a "pathfinder, who blazed the trail for the country's independence" is out of sync
with the facts of history. In Governor Burns' constitutional reform in the late 1930s,
Danquah pressed for the creation of an Office of Minister of Home Affairs for himself.
But his prospect was jeopardized by his Involvement In the barbaric murder of
Odlkro Akyea Mensah of Apedwa (one of the Amantco-mrnlensa towns) in February
1944. Odikro Akyea Mensah was one of the (over 80) children of Ofori Atta I. and had
served as his personal clerk and tribunal Registrar. His murder was to supply blood
for the "blackening" of the ceremonial stool of the deceased and providing companion
for the Omanhene in his Journey to the underworld. This barbaric act brought
Danquah into conflict with judicial and executive authorities thereby making him a
persona non grata with Governor Allen Burns.
Defending the convicted criminals (four) s.ons of the late Ofori Atta I and four other
royal members to the hilt were J.B. Oanquah and Edward Akuffo Addo. After
repeated appeals before the Privy Council in London to overturn the guilty verdict.

Oanquah went to the extent of mobilizing his political connections in England to
obtain stay execution of the death sentences. Hereafter. any effort by Oanquah to
secure personal representation of the non-tradltlonal groups (farmers •. trade unions
and the Youth Congress) in the Legislative Council was doomed to failure. What a
compatriot saint!
On hindsight, President Kufour's lamentation over J. B. Danquah's rejection by the
people in the electoral votes to become their "best Prime Minister" in the Gold Coast
or Ghana is a serious indictment of the Danquah himself. After the birth and
popularity of the CPP, the Working Committee of the UGCC meeting in Salt pond in
1949 passed a vote of no confidence of Dr. J. B. Danquah's leadership. And shortly
after the CPP victory in the 1951 election, the UGCC
collapsed. The CPP won 34 out of the 38 seats. Even, Danquah's election to the
Legislative Assembly in 1951 was through the municipal election/Electoral College
and not 'by popular vote.
The 1950 Coussey Constitution which Danquah wholeheartedly endorsed, was not
designed for the Africans to take over the Government. It was formulated "as an
adaptation of the principle of indirect rule," whereby “change would come through
and with the consent of the traditional authorities." Furthermore the office of leader
of Government Business had been set aside for the AttorneyGeneral an office for a British official. But through pressures from Nkrumah, the
Governor, on March 5, 1952 addressed the legislative Assembly that "the Leader of
Government Business should disappear from the Constitution and that the Office of
Prime Minister should be formally recognized." Dr. J. B. Danquah not only opposed it
but he also characterized it as window dressing.
In his September 1. 1955 proposal to the Akyem Abuakwa State Council, Ofori Atta
11 warned that any stool heir in the state and royal member of Kyebi dynasty who
supported the CPP would be committing subversive activities against the "chiefs and
"Chieftaincy." In the process, the Akyem Abuakwa State resources were mobilized in
support of Danquah. The Okyeman's great oath was also administered to 140 chiefs
to declare their allegiance to Danquah and the NLM. Yet still Danquah was defeated
in the 1956 general election by his nephew. Kofi Asante Ofori Atta of Tafo. So, how
could Danquah have become the best Prime Minister after the electorate in his
Akyem Abuakwa Central constituency rejected him in the 1954 and 1956 general
elections, including losing the votes in his hometown Kyebi? What a heroic legacy!
Danquah the Anti-Nationalist and Secessionist
Perhaps the best way to show Danquah's anti-national and secessionist stance is to
pose the following questions:

First aside from his loyalty and collusion with the unlawful British colonial
government and imperial British what drastic measures did J. B. Danquah take
colonialism in the Gold Coast?
Second how was he a national hero when he collaborated with his brother "Sir" Nana
Of or I Atta I and the government to suppress the-e Aborigines Rights Protection
Society (ARPS) and the National Congress of British West Africa?
Third in view of his total contempt for the ordinary in the country especially the socalled immigrant Ga Krobo, Ewe. Northern. Juaben and Akwapim Akyem Abuakwa
how was he a nationalist?
Fourth was he not the one who called for Nkrumah and also rejoiced over Nkrumah's
imprisonment in connection with the Positive Action campaign in 1950?
Fifth, did not Danquah and his brother Sir" Nana Ofori Atta 1 use their convivial
relationship with the colonial government to deport Dr. Nnamdi Azikiwe from the
Coast in 1936 characterizing him as a nuisance in the country?
Sixth, why would the "nationalist" Danquah form the Gold Coast Youth Congress, a
loose organization of literacy clubs to the exclusion of the radical Wallace Johnson’s
Youth League, the coastal intigentsia and ARPS under Kobina Sekyi?
Seventh how on earth would the "doyen of Gold Coast" politics weep In Jail like a
child In connection with the national uprising against colonial injustices, and then
blame his comrade “Ako Adjei for his part in recommending” Nkrumah to the UGCC?
Eighth, what were Dr. J. B. Danquah and his brother Nana Of or I Attah II doing at
the C,a State Council where Nkrumah had been summoned to be reprimanded for his
planned Non-Violent "Positive Action" against the British colonial government In J ne
1950?
.
Ninth, notwithstanding his systematic campaign to banish Kwame Nkrumah from
Accra as a "stranger." as well as his repeated violent campaigns and collaboration
with the CIA to overthrow the democratically elected government of Kwame Nkrumah
between1951 and 1964, how was
Danquah a "compatriot saint?"
Finally, how did the “great patriot" Danquah end up on the CIA payroll? The fact Is,
Danquah and his comrades did not only oppose everything that Kwame "Nkrumah
and his government proposed, did or stood for, but they also sought every means
possible to deport Nkrumah from Accra as well

as eliminate him physically from the political scene. Therefore, Dr. J, B Danquah', so
called criticism of Nkrumah is a sham.
As history shows us, the dreadful traditional ruler Nana Ofori Atta I was very
instrumental in the creation and Implementation of the draconian indirect rule
system in the colony. And it was to legitimatize and entrench Ofori Atta's despotic
rule in the three Akyem states that he asked
Danquah to write the "Akim Abuakwa Constitution." ·In fact all the political actions
that Danquah took were at the behest of the Ofori Atta dynasty, for the benefit of few
educated elite and his own selfish interest. On March 14 1956, for instance,
Danquah and his brother Ofori Atta 11 told a visiting parliamentarian delegation to
Kyebi that "Party politics was an alien political form which" had "created civil strife
and violent dissension between father and son." Accordingly, if the British showed
no understanding, Akyem Abuakwa would secede from the country "as a sovereign
and independent state with the only rival of the Ashanti country." A compatriot saint!
indeed!
. ., ..'
Naming the University of Ghana after Danquah?
The call by the Okyehene to rename the premier university of Ghana after Dr. J. B.
Danquah is the most absurd .of the public statements. In 1951 it was Danquah who
vehemently and steadfastly opposed the 1951 Local Council Ordinance Bill and the
establishment of Cocoa Marketing Board introduced by Nkrumah's internal-selfgovernment. .
Thus, if Danquah had won the debate the Kwame Nkrumah government would' not
have generated the requisite revenue for the first five-year development plan
containing the construction of the Volta River Project. Tema Harbour and City. Adomi
Bridge. Okomfo Anokye Hospital democratization of education the Medical School
and the planning and construction of the University of Ghana at Legon. In fact the
prerogative to rename the
premier university of Ghana after any Ghanaian of repute necessary belongs to the
people of Labadi via their king and the Ga State Council and NOT the Okyenhene
Nana Amoatia Ofori Panyin and his Chief of Staff of Akyem Abuakwa. It was the king
of Labadi who gave the land. La Goon (La Hill) to Kwame Nkrumah's Government to
construct the University of Ghana at its current site. On my list of such great persons
of national importance are:

constituencies are directly or . Indirectly related to Dr. J. B Danquah. So the sudden
public adoration of Danquah at the beginning of President Kufour's second term
comes as no surprise to some of us. For instance after the CIA Inspire military coup
that overthrew the government of KwamE Nkrumah on February 24. 1966 this same
Danquah·Busia camp via the military Junta named the uncompleted Ghana':
international airport after Africa's traitor Col. Emmanuel
Kotoka. Later. honorary doctoral degrees were conferred upon Major Afrifa and the
Police Commissioner Harley fOI their traitorous act on behalf of the NATO bfoek (read
John Stockwell. Opoku Agyeman works and Komer's report fOI details). In addition.
Obetsebi Lamptey (partly responsiblE for the rapid bomb explosions In Accra between
1961 and 1962 that killed over three hundred children) and J.B. Danquah were
named after two circles constructed by
Kwame Nkrumah. What an Irony?
Indeed. Imposing Dr. J. B. Danquah on the nation "as a compatriot saint" Is a
mockery of Ghana's ultra-~ government that Kwame Nkrurnah fought so hard to
achieve. Dr. Botwe-Asamoh Is the author of the Chelkh Anta Dlop Award for
excellence in scholarship book. Kwame Nkrumah':
Politico-Cultural Thought and Policies. Published by Routledge. Kwame BotweAsamoah. Ph. O. is Professor 01 African! African American History University of
Pittsburgh,
PA 15260

THE FALLACIES
Dr J.B DANQUAH’S HEROIC LEGACY (ii)
By: Dr. Botwe-Asamoah
Dedicated to Krobo Edusei's Sister who was murdered in her yard by the NLM thugs,
while preparing food for her Children.
Introduction
When the unrefined boxer faces a refined boxer (like Mohammed AIi) in the ring the
former's only hope to win the fight is to relentlessly hit below the belt of his trained

opponent. And when he cannot defend himself against the punches of his superior
opponent, he removes his gloves and starts fighting the fans, referee and his trainer.
Such are the brute tactics of the acolytes of Dr. J. B. Danquah, whenever the facts of
history are brought into the open. Danquah's politics in Ghana were completely
driven by his commitment to strengthening and maintaining the rule of the Ofori
Atta's dynasty and the draconian "Chieftaincy" system (indirect rule via. the native
headmen) introduced by British colonialism.
As Kofi Awoonor notes, Ofori Atta I, in particular, "was a classical example of a chief
removed from the bounds of the original African democratic system and exalted to
the British colonial master’s stable”. With J. B. Danquah as Ofori Atta's "AttorneyGeneral" (legal advisor), the latter manipulated the indirect rule system to acquire
political power and personal wealth through unpopular destoolment of his opposing
sub-kings, physical punishment of protesters, taxations, tribunal system, money
laundering and land policy.
.•
This was one of the many reasons why Danquah was defeated in the 1954 and 1956
general elections in the Akyem Abuakwa Central constituency. In his bid for the
presidency in 1960, the "Doyen of Gold Coast Politics" got 10% of the total votes;
Volta Region was the only province where Danquah won.
Who are the Akyems?
My interviews (ethnographic research into Akyem history) with some Akyem
traditionalists, including Osofo Nana Kwadwo of Kofi Gyemprem Shrine, Osabarima
Adusei Peasah IV of Tafo and the late Professor Adu Boahen did not yield any
conclusive result regarding the etymology of the name "Akyem." But, based on Rev.
C. C. Reindorf's account the name Akyem was given to the Akyem kingdom by the
Adanse-Asante for being suppliers of salt (enkyen) into the interior. According to
Osabarima Adusie Peasah IV and Reindorf, the Akyem migrated from Kwaman under
the leadership of King Okru Banin.

As Osofo Nana Kwadwo told me, they first settled on the River Birem at Bunso, where
Okomfo Asare emerged from the depth of the river on Tuesday with a palm frond in
his hand. Hence, Ohum (Akyem festival), the names Bunso (bun no so), Beremu,
(Birem) Birem Abena and the expression, “Akyem kwaa onom Beremu”. The Akyem
including Begoro kingdom). Reindorf points out, was' the parent group of Akwamu.
Reindorf further points out that Akyem was an equally powerful nation, on par with

that of Denkyira. But until the arrival of the refugee Abuakwa people under
Kuntunkruku migrated from Adanse and begged to settle in Akyem the Akwamu had
submerged its ancestral Akyem kingdom. Hence the saying in Tafo is that, "Abuakwa
be too Akvern," meaning "before the arrival of the Abuakwa (from Adanse) there was
Akyem." That explained why Danquah spoke of rehabilitating the image of Abuakwa
so that it could lead the nation after his failure in obtaining a stay of execution of
death sentences for the convicted murderers of Akyea Mensah. So, why would Ofori
Atta and Danquah turn around, would harass and label the Juaben, Ga, Shai, Krobo,
Ewe, Akwapim, Northern and Kwahu people in Akyem as atubrafoo strangersettlers," to borrow Busia's expression?

The Origin of the Tyrannical Rule of Danquah's Brother Ofori Atta I
According to Reindorf. Jarle Simensen and oral tradition the first batch of refugees
from Adanse to settle in Akyem was' led by Kuntunkruku who later became the first
Omanhene of Akyem Abuakwa. Ofori Panin who died about 1730, led the next batch
of Adanse (Abuakwa) immigrants. The reign of Ofori Panin marked the turning point
in Akyem history as it was the period of wars for kingdoms. It was their defeat of
Akwamu Empire in 1733 that brought towns like Asamankese, Akwatia, Tafo, Maase,
Apedwa, Apappam and Asafo under Kyebi dynasty. In spite of this, there was hardly
any land in Akyem, which came directly under the Kyebi royal stool. Therefore, when
Ofori Atta came to the throne in 1912, and to prevent the Omanhene from being
"reduced to the position of a beggar: he devised a "centralization of land control"
policy in order to draw land to the royal stool. But the policy as Mensah Sarbah.
Casely-Hayford and Kobina Sekyl argued was a breach of the general Akan land law
in which public or stool land was attached to the stools of divisional and village
"chiefs." And the towns with big lands were Tafo, Begoro and Asamankese. The only
means for Ofori Atta I to achieve his goal was through judicial and political authority
over the Akyem state with the backing of the Colonial Government especially the
District Commissioner W. J. A. Jones.
Ofori Atta I was born in 1881 to Akosua Buor Gyankromah (the first cousin of
Omanhene Amoako Atta I) and E. Boakye Danquah (nephew of the Omanhene of New
Juaben). Danquah, on the other hand was born at Bepong in Kwahu in 1895 to a
different mother. In 1903. A. E. B. Danquah (later Ofori Atta I) was called to Kyebi
together with his brother A. E. A. Danquah (a police officer) to form the core of a new
secretariat at the palace of Amoako Atta II. This was after A. E. B. Danquah (Ofori
Atta I) had served as a sergeant in the British volunteer force in the 1900 British war
against the Asantes. After the successor to Amoako Atta II was dethroned less than

one year on the throne, A. E. B. Danquah was elected Omanhene in 1912 with the
stool name Ofori Atta.
As indicated above, there was no extensive land attached to the Paramount stool. But
with the indirect rule political power became the main source of wealth for the new
Kyebi dynasty. Ofori Atta introduced his own financial policy through arbitrary
tribunal income and various forms of political tribute in connection with installation
of kings and queens, festivals and other forms.
The new Omanhene soon found the District Commissioner (Jones) as his influential
mentor and appealed to the Colonial Governor to aid the Omanhene in containing the
internal conflicts of the state and solidify his position as the new traditional
aristocrat. It must be pointed out that it was during Ofori Atta's regime that the Gold
Coast became the showcase of British indirect rule. Ofori Atta accepted British
supremacy and became proud of his citizenship in the British Empire.
.
As Simensen points out. Ofori Atta "gave eloquent proof of his loyalty to the Empire"
by "contributing large sums of money "to cover the cost of an aeroplane during the
First Imperial War (WWI). In appreciation of this, "a war plane was christened "Aklm
Abuakwa,' and on receiving his C. B. E. in 1919. Ofori Atta was presented with a
linguist stick with silver mountings and a miniature aeroplane on the top. This large
financial contribution to Britain in Its Imperial war for world domination (Including
the Gold Coast) could have been used to develop Akyem Abuakwa. But no, Ofori Atta
Just aimed at securing greatest possible advantage in terms of economic benefit and
political power for himself his family, the royal lineage and the town Kyebi with
Danquah as his legal wizard.

The Omanhene "had about forty wives and more than eighty children who naturally
came to represent an important resource for him, both at the local and national
levels" (Jarle Simensen, 95). It was one of these children, Aaron Kofi Asante Ofori Atta
of Tato that defeated Danauah In the 1954 and 1956 elections. There is also a welldocumented rumour that Ofori Atta desired to have one out of every man's wives
brought to his palace to serve him (see "Akyem Abuakwa and the Politics of the
Interwar Period in Ghana." an anthology of papers presented at two seminars at
Legon in 1971).The Tyrannical Rule of Ofori Atta with Danquah as the "State
Attorney General"
Soon after the arrival of Dr. J.B. Danquah from Britain with, a Ph. D. degree in
philosophy, Ofori Atta instrumented the Native Administrative Ordinance of 1927.

Between 1927 and 1943. Danquah served as Ofori Atta's secretary, ambassador and
legal advisor (Attorney General).
This was what gave rise to J.B. Danquah's political career. In 1928. Danquah
accompanied his Brother Ofori Atta's rise to knighthood for his meritorious service to
the British Empire. It was around this time that Danquah published the two books.
"Akan Laws and Customs and the Akim Abuakwa Constitution" and "The Aklm Laws
Handbook" to impress the British public with the majestic state of Akyem Abuakwa
and Its ruler. Ofori Atta's land policy of 1919 and section 123 of the Native
Administrative Ordinance of 1927 aimed at securing a large share of the benefits of
land commercialization.
The land commercialization policy was tied up with the political and judicial
authority to control the "immigrant tenants" particularly. J. B. Danquah's support of
the 1927 Ordinance stemmed from his worship of the principle of colonial laissez
faire "as the best way to secure both orderly Government and dedication to the
British Empire." This meant "Personal (Omanhene) rights and citizenship (exclusively
Akyems) as opposed to Family Rights (the local stool family) and communal
ownership of land (held in trust by the local king/queen). Danquah would advance
the same argument against the 1951 Local Government Ordinance authored by
Nkrumah's Minister of Local Government. E. O. Asafu-Adjaye.
..
In effect, the 1927 Ordinance gave legislative power to control the sale of stool lands
and regulate the flnancial and judicial position of the "strangers-immigrants”. But
this did not only bring conflict between the so-called "settler- immigrant and Ofori
Atta," it also brought conflict between the Omanhene and divisional kings of Tafo,
Asamankese and Begoro.
These allen policies thus led to major uprisings In Akyem Kotoku and Akyem
Abuakwa against the Ofori Atta's dynasty. And were it not for the arrests and
beatings of the protesters by the colonial government's police force, the Amantoommiensa' (king/queen makers of Akyem Omanhene) uprising and those of the
commoners in Asamankese, Tafc, Asafo and other places, would have toppled Ofori I
Atta's regime.

In the case of Tafo, the Tafohene (the original Omanhene of Akyem) challenged Ofori
Atta’s alien laws. And when the Tafohene challenged Ofori Atta's notion as to the
origin of the Akyem state and customary practice in land matters. Ofori Atta clamped

down on him (see Simensen's work on Akim Abuakwa, Vol. I and II). Nevertheless,
the Tafohene's open defiance of Ofori Atta's policies foreshadowed Danquah'r defeat
in the general elections. Meanwhile, the Amanhene of New Juaben,Akwapim and
Kwahu expressed serious concerns about the ill-treatment meted out to their
subjects by Ofori Atta I. In 1932, the Konor of Manya Krobo also protested the Ofori
Atta's land declaration as it interfered with the rights of his subjects in the disputed
border areas. But in January 1928. Oforl launched an offensive assault on the New
Juabens in Akyem Abuakwa with a new by-law. This new bye-law imposed a 1% tax
on each cocoa tree owned by all non-Akvem farmers who held their land on a
usufruct basis.
The Juaben settlers in Tafo led a protest against the law saying that it singled them
out for special tax even though they were willing to partition their farms permanently
with 1/3 going to the Omanhene. They also viewed the special tax as an effort to
exploit the 1927 Ordinance for Ofori Atta's personal gain. Their complaint was that
since the enactment of the 1927 Ordinance, they (New Juabens) had being feeling the
"iron hands of Okyenhene" (see Simensen. 201). As pointed out earlier, the father of
Ofori Atta and J.B. Danquah was the nephew of the New Juaben Omanhene. The
next victims of Ofori Atta's "iron hands" were the Kwahu traders. He ordered his subkings "to evict from Akyem Abuakwa all Kwahu traders who did not own their houses
in the country." Subsequently the Kwahu were thrown out of their stores. Besides,
Ofori Atta turned down an appeal by a forty-member delegation of the Kwahu traders.
And Akyem landlords who showed sympathy with the evicted Kwahu traders were
summoned to Kyebi for questioning. Speaking to this, he said "we should not be
blamed for selfishness if we try to see in the first instance to the substantial erection
of our own National Edifice" (see Ofori Atta's speech to the Presbyterian Church (N/ A
Kibi, 11- 197-41). In his "An Epistle To the Educated Youngman" in 1927, Danquah
echoed Ofori Atta's lamentation that "Mother Akim Abuakwa is being dismembered
slice by slice like bread on a breakfast table." and "future generations might have to
rent from strangers their own ancestral land." But when Governor Guggisberg visited
Kyebi in February 1922 one Donkor of Fankyereko told the Governor 'that the bones
on the Akim state drums were those of.... rebellious sub-chiefs." Certainly, as the
Ofori Atta's special secretary ambassador as well as legal wizard, Dr. J. B. Danquah
was an accomplice in the Ofori Atta totalitarian rule and his method of silencing
dissidents. Can we imagine what would have happened to rebels, bomb throwers,
assassins and coup plotters under Danquah's premiership? Certainly, this is not a
proud legacy.

Indeed, imposing J.B. Danquah as a "Patriotic Saint of Ghana" is a persecution of the
ghosts of the 300 Young Pioneers (children) and Krobo Edusei's Sister who were
murdered by the Danquah-Busia thugs, for following Osagyefo Dr. Kwame Nkrumah.
Kwame Botwe-Asamoah, Ph. D. Professor of African and African American History,
University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, PA 15260 Dr. Botwe-Asarnoah is the author of
the Cheikh Anta Diop Award for excellence in scholarship book, Kwame Nkrumah's
Politico-Cultural Thought and Policies, published by Routledge.

THE FALLACIES J.D. DANQUAH'S HEROIC LEGACY (iii)
By: Dr. Botwe-Asamoah
Dedicated to Nana Akumfi Ameyaw of Takyiman, "A True National Hero," who
together with the Brong-Kyempem Federation, saved the Country from a Civil War,
threatened by the NLM-NPP Declaration of Secessionism on Nov. 2, 1956.
What I have been trying to show in my articles is that Dr. J. B. Danquah was not "a
compatriot saint of Ghana" or "a pathfinder" of Ghana's as President Kufuor claimed
in his February 2005 public pronouncement. Certainly, since he was rejected by his
own Akyem Abuakwa electorate in the 1954 and 1956 elections, Danquah could not
have been "the best Prime Minister Ghana never had," as contained in President
Kufuor's speech. Based on his pro-British Empire stands (read Part III of this series)
absolute contempt for the ordinary people, anti-electoral process, secessionist
assertion, and the coup plots against Kwame Nkrumah's government. Danquah does
not deserve to have the University of Ghana renamed after him as urged by Osagyefo
Amoatia Ofori Panin of Akyem Abuakwa in February 2005. As stated in my
introductory article. President Kufuor and the Okyehene's views, and the serialized
articles by Dr. Kwame Okoampa-Ahoofe, Jr. (whose father was a foot soldier of
Kwame Nkrumah, a Young Pioneer official and a graduate of the School of Music and
Drama at Legon) suffer from a severe historical amnesia. They were deliberately
orchestrated to honour Danquah in a big way during the coming 50th Anniversary of
Ghana's independence. Otherwise why would President Kufuor appoint Mr. Tony
Oteng-Gyasi as Chairman of the University of Ghana Council (Ghana web July

11.2006)? The Undemocratic Behavior of Danquah and His Allies after the 1956
Election.
In November of 1957, a Commission of Enquiry Headed b) the British Judge J.
Jackson found serious abuses of power by the Akyem Abuakwa State Council in
terms of its willful promotion of the NLM as the sole party of the State. In it: findings
the Jackson Commission accused Ofori Atta II 01 failing to behave "as an impartial
statesman." He was also accused of using "coercion to bring other chiefs into line" if
such a case as the oath-taking to support J. B. Danquah and the NLM. Additionally,
the Commission found an abuse of power in the appointment of Danquah as
Twafohene and in the financial manipulation of the State Council in favour of
Danquah and the N LM.

During the Commission's sittings. Danquah categorically denounced the authority of
the government saying that the people of Akyem were not subject to the laws of Ghana
(see the Report of Jackson Commission. 1958). The irony is that the Akyem Abuakwa
electorate rejected all the five NLM candidates (including Danquah himself) in the 1956
election. Because of the Jackson Commission's findings, Nana Kena II called a meeting
of a section of the State Council at Kukurantumi on June 13. 1958 at which time Ofori
Atta II was glumly deposed as Omanhene while Nana Kena II was appointed as Regent
(Simensen. 1975).
In his July 13. 1959 letter to Mr Brockway in London. J. B. Danquah said. "I was
against any election as premature and favoured Constituent Assembly." where the preordained rulers would be selected to rule (see Historic Speeches of Danquah). To
understand Danquah's reason for disregarding the electoral process and disrespecting
the CPP victories and Nkrumah's government we must point to the root of Danquah's
political Ideology. Aside from being a "tame student of Kant's moral philosophy"
(Danquah Vol. 1). Danquah (including Busia) echoed and practiced Edmund Burke's
ideology of the rule by the pre-ordained elite (Bankole, 1963; Bing. 1968). Burke's
political philosophy was developed at Oxford University into an ideology that the elite is
born to rule the world. Thus, it does society great harm Burke reasoned, if the masses
(affirming Aristotle's views that the masses should have been slaves) are allowed to
participate in governance by voting, So, since Kwame Nkrumah was a goldsmith's son
with some "ntafo" (Northerners) In his government (Danquah's Infamous remarks) and
since the CPP was voted into power mostly by the ordinary people, Danquah and Busia
considered the CPP government Illegitimate and dangerous to the society: and hence
must be destroyed.

Accordingly, Dr. K. A. Busia and the NLM warned the British government In August of
1955 of grisly after-effects, if the county attained Independence under the CPP
government (Ninsin. 1991). It was also for the same reason that the Danquah Busla
camp resorted to the undemocratic methods and terrorist bomb attacks to overthrow
the democratically elected government of Kwame Nkrumah before Ghana’s
Independence.

1. On November 10, 1955, Nkrumah's house bombed while he was resting and working
in his house his secretary and others because of a terrible cold.
2.
On August 3, 1956, the Opposition boycotted constitutional debate tabled by the
CPP government.
3. On November 20, 1956, the NLM and NPP sent resolution to the Secretary for
Colonies, demanding separate independence for Asante and Northern Territories
(Mcfarland & Owusu-Ansah, 1995).
4. Before independence, Dr. Busia traveled to London to make a plea to the British
Government to deny granting independence to Ghana. He said, "We still need you in
Gold Coast ... Your experiment there is not complete. Sometimes I wonder why you
seem such in a hurry to wash your hands off us (Nkrumah, 1957).
5. On the eve of Ghana’s independence on March 6, 1957, the Ewe Unifications, led by
S.C. Antor (Danquah's buddy), formed themselves into a ragged guerilla army Alavanyo
and prepared for an armed insurrection with home-made guns against the CPP
government, (see my Thesis for M.A. Degree in History1977). The Governor General sent
troops to the region to put down the revolt (Mahoney, 1983).
What we must keep in mind is that Kwame Nkrumah Government had just inherited
four fragmented territories from the British Government, when these primitive acts of
terrorism became language of the Opposition.
This was manifested by the undemocratic and/or violent activities of sectarian groups
in Asante, Accra and Volta Region. But the first duty of any government is to preserve
the internal security of the country and govern. Hence consolidation of national unity
and security for which Ghanaian electorate voted was strengthened by the parliament's
enactment of the Nationality and Citizenship Act of 1957 (Act 1), and the Preventive
Detention 1958 (Act 17).
These laws were debated in parliament before enactment and received the consent of
the British Governor-General. The first Act was for the deportation of aliens found to be
"engaged in activities Inimical to the unity, security and stability of the Ghanaian state"
(Ninsin 1991). The act only renewed the powers previously possessed and exercised by
the Colonial Government.
The second Act, the PDA, "made it possible for government to imprison, without trial,
some Ghanaians whose activities were found to be prejudicial to the

security and stability." As such, It was an emergence measure to foster a strong
national unity against ethnocentrism and the “danger of fragmentation,' and
national rivalry (Ninsin). These Acts became the laws land by which the people,
Irrespective of (one's) status, profession political affiliation or ethnic background, had to
live. On the contrary, the disjointed Opposition disregarded these laws and continued
its vow to make the country ungovernable in order to overthrow the CPP government by
violence. To this end, the government issued White Paper in 1959 registering its
unadulterated vow “to the very existence of the state of Ghana by (not) allowing to go
unchecked plots and conspiracies which might result in the destruction of the state
itself" (Ninsin).
Two measures were taken: (l) lithe elimination of sectarian or sectional tendencies
which militate against the unity and security of the Ghanaian state; and (II) the
elimination of the structural basis of the tendency toward national fragmentation." This
reinforced the "Avoidance of Discrimination Act" of 1957, which forbade "racial, tribal,
regional, as well as religious political organizations and propaganda" (Ninsin). Above all,
it produced the United Party for all the political parties to become one thereby
reinforcing the unity of the nation-state of Ghana, Prof. Kwame Nlnsin explained. Was
this an act of dictatorship? The other alternative would have been an outright
proscription and the closure of the offices of the ethno- regional and parochial political
parties in Ghana. Yet, the Opposition, now turned enemy of the State, accelerated its
acts of terrorism to make the country ungovernable.
1. After the passage of the Avoidance Act, the anti- Nkrumah movement, the GaShifimo Kpee, was formally launched in Accra, where a sheep was slaughtered and
oaths were sworn against all 'strangers,' including Nkrumah who was accused of
encumbering a Ga constituency seat. Strangely, Danquah and S. G. Antor were in
attendance. From then on, the organization's youth wing, "Tokyo Joes." thronged
themselves at vantage points in Accra hooting and jeering at Nkrumah and the CPP
leaders. After his trip from abroad, Nkrumah was met with placards reading:
"Welcome Mr. Dictator," "PM Is Goldsmith Your father's name?" etc. (Austin, 1964:
Awoonor, 1991. Bing, 1974).
2.
In 1958, there was a plot to assassinate Nkrumah at the airport and then
overthrow the CPP government Nkrumah was about to leave for a state visit to India. T
plot was discovered and the plotters were arrest, (Forward Ever. 1977).
3. On July 7. 1961, two bombs exploded in Accra. 0 wrecking Nkrumah's statue in
front of the Parliament HOL (McFarland & Owusu-Ansah).
4. In September 1961, there was a conspiracy among the senior Ghanaian military
officers, but the plot collapse of the death of the chief conspirator Brigadier
General Joseph E. Michel in an airplane crash (Mahoney 1983).
5. On August 1. 1962, as Nkrumah was returning from a state visit to Upper Volta (now
Burkina Faso), and had emerged out of his car to speak to the school children in t
crowd that had gathered to greet him at Kulungugu, a bomb contained in a bouquet

carried to him by a schoolgirl exploded. It killed several school children and injured
many
others. The victims' bodies bled from cuts caused by t splinters from the bomb (Kanu
1982; Tetteh, 1999).Nkrumah sustained a serious injury but he refused to have any
device to deaden his pain while the operation went on.
6. On September 9, 1962, another bomb exploded near the "Flagstaff House, where the
Ghana Young Pioneer Orchestra Band was entertaining the audience to mode
Ghanaian Music." The explosion killed one person and many others (Tetteh).
7. On September 18, 1962, two bombs exploded in Accra killing and injuring many
people. One of these bomb blasts occurred In Lucas House in Accra where nine children
fell dead on the spot with their intestines gushed out of their bodies (Tetteh).
8. September 20, 1962, two bombs exploded in Accra killing and injuring several people
(McFarland & Owusu- Ansah).
9. On September 22, 1962, there was another bomb explosion in Accra (McFarland &.
Owusu-Ansah: Tetteh).
10. On January 11. 1963, another bomb exploded at a CPP rally at the Accra Sports
Stadium shortly after Nkrumah had left the scene. This explosion killed over twenty
people
and more than four hundred people were injured; among the victims were children of
the Young Pioneer movement (McFarland &. Owusu-Ansah).
11. On January 1, 1964, a police officer, Seth Ametewe, was posted on guard duty at
the Flagstaff House to assassinate Nkrumah. His five shots missed Nkrumah, but
succeeded in killing his personal security officer, Sgt. Salifu Dagarti. The question is:
what government would permit these primitive and terrorist methods of attack by an
opposing political party?
In the light of these senseless barbaric bomb attacks against the founder of Ghana,
Osagyefo Dr. Kwame Nkrumah, the Young Pioneers and other school children, how was
the CPP government going to protect and develop the newly independent State of
Ghana? The main reason for the repeated bomb attacks against the Ghana Young
Pioneers according to Dr. Tetteh, was that Nkrumah's enemies saw in the Ghana Young
Pioneers Movement (of which I was a member at Koforidua) "the source of permanent
power if allowed to last for at least one generation or 35 years any rate, given Dr. J. B.
Danquah's hostility toward democratic process and given his open statement that the
Jackson Commission of 1958 indicating that the laws of Ghana did not apply to' him,
was it surprising that he resorted to undemocratic and violent methods? Demonstrated
above. J. B. Danquah and his cronies chose the uncivilized methods and terrorism,
including collaborating with the CIA to kill Kwame Nkrumah overthrow his government.
Was this what Danquah meant when he said that Nkrumah would pay with his neck
for the Positive Action crusade in 1950? What a shameful legacy!

Therefore, President Kufour should, on the 50th Anniversary of Ghana's Independence
and in the spirit of a true reconciliation, pardon J. B. Danquah and his cronies for their
coup plots and/or their senseless bomb attacks killed and maimed several Young
Pioneers and other school children, instead of promoting him as a national hero.
Kwame Botwe-Asamoah Is a Ph.D. Professor of African and African American History
University of Pittsburgh, PA15260

CONSPIRACY AND SUBVERSION
Conspiracy and Subversion Directed Against Kwame Nkrumah by the CIA and its
Local Collaborators

(Culled from "JFK: Ordeal in Africa" By J. Mahoney)
Despite the Kennedy administrations diplomatic gains in Ghana, a sudden outbreak of
political violence in the summer and fall of 1962 left Nkrumah more fearful than ever of
Western intentions. On August 1, 1962, he was nearly killed when a would-be assassin
threw grenade at him as he was greeting a group of school children in the small
northern town of Kulungugu. Washington professed outrage at subsequent accusations
in the Ghanaian press that; the West was involved in the attempt. But the record
reveals that Nkrumah had reasons for suspecting the worst.

Ghana's neighbor to the east, Togo, had long been a meeting and staging ground for
Ghanaian opponents of the Nkrumah regime. From that point forward, Togo served as a
dissident and, at times, terrorist sanctuary for Nkrumah's adversaries.

Washington's ambivalence about protecting Olympio stemmed in good part from its
desire to conceal CIA association with Nkrumah's Ghanaian opponents in Lome. The
CIA's "leadership alternative" in Togo, in short, was not to be exposed. A chance for
reconciliation and stability in both Ghana and Togo was thereby tragically lost.

Kennedy's meeting with President Olympio added a further twist to U.S. involvement in
the Ghana-Togo feud. Kennedy was greatly taken with Olympio's sophistication and
strongly pro- Western views and, undoubtedly, took his side in the dispute with
Nkrumah. By late September 1962, the toll of dead and wounded exceeded 300. There
was little doubt that Lome was serving as the base of terrorist operations and, at least
in Nkrumah's mind, the reports of meetings between American officials and Gbedemah
and Busia revived a fearful specter.

Kennedy considered the situation serious enough to warrant a full-scale review of U.S.Ghana relations and, in particular, reconsideration of the phased disbursements of aid
for the Volta project.
He asked the State Department and the CIA to take "a long hard look" at Ghana and
ordered Mahoney home for consultations.
The CIA, in its fashion, had difficulty in leaving well enough alone. "The United Party of
Ghana," one CIA cable from Accra wishfully pronounced, "is organizationally and
mentally prepared to assume the reins of government in Ghana should a turn of events
make this possible. Agents in London and Lome continued to consort with exiled
Gbedemah, who told then what they wanted to hear: that Nkrumah had murdered
several of his ministers (this was simply erroneous) and was on the brink of "popular
collapse." The State Department was ultimately obliged to instruct the embassy in Lome
to pass the word that contacts with Gbedemah and the rest remain covert for this
marginal vindication of common sense, officials at Langley scorned their counterparts
at foggy Bottom as "pro-Nkrumah."

The embassy in Accra saw no basis for operational activity and recommended that "we
maintain our presence on a business as usual basis." Ambassador Mahoney was -soon
to find out, however, what careerists normally prefer to ignore by instinct and what
political appointees usually fail to grasp through innocence- that an ambassador is
seldom the master of his own house.

The matter concerned Dr. J.B. Danquah, Nkrumah's opponent in the presidential
elections of 1960, who had been released from prison a few months after Mahoney's
arrival as ambassador. Danquah paid a visit one November day to the embassy to ask
Mahoney why the funds his family had been receiving during his imprisonment had
been cut off after his release.

This was the first time that Mahoney had heard of the arrangement. After Danquah left,
he summoned the CIA chief of station to ask why he had not been advised of the
agency's association with Danquah. Dissatisfied with the explanation, Mahoney flew to
Washington two days later and personally informed Kennedy about the matter.

The President reacted sharply to the news and told Mahoney that he had sent a letter to
all ambassadors in May 1961 making it clear that their authority extended to all phases
of embassy decision making.

Kennedy then telephoned CIA Director John McCone and told him that he was sending
Mahoney over to CIA headquarters and wanted the matter resolved immediately. The
understanding that emerged from the meeting at Langley was that "no undertakings of
any kind, even remotely involving our situation in Ghana, would either the continued or
launched without the ambassador's knowledge and approval.

NKRUMAH TO MAZRUI WITH LOVE
By: Kosi Dedey
At the Aggrey-Frazer-Guggisberg Memorial lectures in the year 2002, at Legon, Ali
Mazrui declared Kwame Nkrumah a dictator. He also declared Nkrumah a great
African but not a great Ghanaian. This did go down well with most Nkrumaists and
prof. Akilakpa Sawyer the Chairman for the occasion reacted very strongly. But Ali
Mazrui has held this view since the 1966s. It can safely be assumed that the organizes
of the Millennium Excellence Award in in Ghana in 2005 agreed with Ali Mazrui,
because conspicuously missing inn the list of great Ghanaians was the name Kwame
Nkrumah.
Mazrui further repeated these statements at the Novotel Hotel in 2004 and angered
many Nkrumaists again.ln fact many have branded Mazrui an anti-Nkrumaist.
Information on the internet suggests that Ali Mazrui celebrates every 24th February
while it is no secret that Nkrumaists mourn that day. Could this be further
confirmation of the anti- Nkrumah credentials o AliMazrui?
For most Nkrumaist. Ali Mazrui is someone they love to hate. In these bouts of anger
many Nkrumaists have failed to acknowledge any similarities or points or convergence
between Nkrumah and Mazrui.
First of all Mazrui has every cause to celebrate every 24th February because it is
supposed to be his birthday. lt may have nothing to do with being anti-Nkrumaist. lt
may be pure coincidence that one of the critics of Nkrumah has a birthday that
coincides with one of Nkrumah’s saddest moments in history.
One of the points of convergence between Nkrumah and Mazrui is on the issue of how
to regain our self-worth and be confidence as Africans. In i964 when Kwame Nkrumah
published his book “Consciences”, Mazrui was 31 years old. Mazrui acknowledges being
inspired by Nkrumah’s book “Consciencism”. He however renames one of the subjects

of “Consciencism". The Africans: li Triple Heritage” and makes a BBC documentary of it
in 1986. The subject matter of Mazrui 's work is essentially a subject Nkrumah had
extensively written about almost 23 years prior to the production of the BBC
documentary.
lt is therefore quite evident that Mazrui and Nkrumah agree on some issues. ln fact
Mazrui agrees largely with the Pan- African vision as espoused by Nkrumah. For the
purpose of this write-up however, “The Kwame Nkrumah Historical and Research
Foundation” will limit the discussion on convergence to Consciencism and Mazrui's
greatest work The Africans: A Triple Heritage.
On Page 78 of “Consciencism” Nkrumah states thus.
“The three segments of African society which I specified in the last chapter, the
Traditional, the Western, and the Islamic, co-exist uneasily; the principles animating
them are often in conflict with one another.”
“What is to be done then? I have stressed that the two other segments, in order to be
rightly seen, must be accommodated only as experiences of the traditional African
society. If we fail to do this our society will be racked by the most malignant
schizophrenia.”
“Our attitude to Western and Islamic experience must be purposeful. It must also be
guided by thought, for practice without thought is blind.”
“Social revolution must therefore have, standing firmly behind it, an intellectual
revolution, a revolution in which our thinking and philosophy must find its weapons in
the environment and living conditions of the African people. It is from those conditions
that the intellectual content of our philosophy must be crated. The emancipation of the
African continent is the emancipation of man".
Mazrui also asserts in his work “The Africans: A Triple Heritage” that;
“While the colonial period was rather brief, traditional African” beliefs have been
disrupted. Traditional Africans believed that animals have souls and that the forces of
creation and humans were partners with nature. Christianity and lslam have caused
Africans to be separated from the created, and to think of nature as a servant of man.
Thus, in the twentieth century, an ecological imbalance exists where the profit margin
is more important f than a “respect” for nature as a servant of man. Thus, in the
twentieth century, an ecological imbalance exists where the profit margin is more
important than a respect for nature”.
Mazrui further makes this observation;
Ironically, the organization for African Unity is divided? By language. For a common
language, they must use a foreign language, such as English or French; Nevertheless,
Mazrui asserts that “inany fruitful union of the Triple Heritage, the indigenous culture
must be the foundation.” _

Ali Mazrui further asserts in his Aggrey-Fraser-Guggisberg Memorial lectures (2002) as
follows:
“The second engine of globalization after religion has been technology. Kwame Nkrumah
was eager to push technology forward as motor for Ghana’s development. The building
of the Akosombo Dam had grand ideas behind it about the electrification of Ghana's
country-side. `Nkrumah's configuration of the project of a nuclear reactor in Ghana was
an assertion of a African’s “right to enter the nuclear age. Nkrumah insisted that
“socialism without science is void.”
The third engine of globalization was economy. Nkrumah was keenly aware of the link
between the mini-economies of and the mega economies of the capitalist world.
He was sensitive to the negative side of globalization. He recognized clearly the
dependency consequences of Africa’s associate status with the European community at
the time.
He correctly diagnosed that kind of African relationship with the European Economic
Community as a form of neo- colonialism.
Nkrumah saw the link between the global economy and global imperialism. Nkrumah's
last book, while he was still in power was Neo-colonialism: The Last Stage of
Imperialism. ”
So what is it that Mazrui wants to prove in his somewhat strong criticism of Nkrumah
on the same occasions? ls he trying to prove that he understands the African situation
better than Nkrumah or he just wants to defend a position he held 40 years ago even
after accepting in many of his subsequent writings that Nkrumah was ahead of his
times. Or is it simply trying to find favour with everyone?
Maybe Mazrui only wants to engage in an intellectual exercise without dealing with the
real challenges because as he clearly acknowledges in his own work, when America was
confronted with terrorism in the 2lst century they employed tactics that Nkrumah
employed against terrorist in the 20th century while Mazrui likes to engage in endless
intellectual debates, Nkrumah loved to fold up his sleeves and put to practice his
thoughts. Ali Mazrui is clearly in a dilemma. But he is not alone in this dilemma. The
dilemma of Mazrui is the dilemma of most African intellectuals. Plenty talk but nothing
to show for
As Nkrumah ' clearly identified introductory section of his book “Consciencism" there
are three types of educated Africans, those who enjoy learning 'and impacting
knowledge. Those who seek education as a means of self-aggrandizement and those
who seek education in order to use their education to change the society from which
they have come. Where does Mazrui stand in his triad of educated Africans?
From the a at the social and economic transformation of the African society requires
educated Africans of the first and third kind as Nkrumah identified above but mostly
the third kind. Nkrumaists all over the world must bow their heads in shame for letting
Africa down in her moment of need. Most have packed their bags and gone looking for

greener pastures, living the homeland barren. Where are the Nkrumaists? Stand up
and be countered or forever hold your peace. As the 41st Anniversary of the coup of
24th February approaches, will Ali Mazrui mourn with Nkrumaists 'or celebrate his 74th
Birthday?
The message of Ma2rui's documentary. “The Africans; A Triple heritage" is no different
from the message of Nkrumah's “Consciencism" 42years ago. In fact it is Nkrumah's
message to Mazrui. Mazrui is one of the messengers of the word put out by Nkrumah
some 42yrs ago. The message is as relevant today as it was 42years ago.
Maybe just maybe AI Mazrui is an Nkrumaist in the Shadow of Globalization, waiting
for the light. ln this moment of need, Africa shall once again stretch forth her hand to
God.
Forward Ever, Backward Never.

THE ORIGINS OF PREVENTIVE DETENTION IN GHANA

By Ekow Nelson & Michael Gyamerah
The PDA was introduced in 1958 after many years of what we will today describe as
acts of terrorism.
Between 1954 and 1957 violence, murders and bombings orchestrated largely by the
National Liberation Movement (NLM), attended much of the political life in the Gold
Coast. However, as we explain later in this article, the single incident that triggered the
introduction of preventive detention, first proposed by the late Krobo Edusei (after
seeing a copy of the Indian Act on preventive detention), whose own sister had been
killed in an act of NLM terrorism and whose wife had been the victim of an N.L.M bomb
blast, was the planned assassination of the Prime Minister by Modesto Apaloo, R.R.
Amponsah and Captain Awhaitey.
There are some on the United Party (U.P.) side of this argument who trace the origins of
the violence of that period to the now infamous incident on 9th October 1955 when a
quarrel broke out between C.P.P. and N.L.M. supporters in a house in Ashanti New
Town, Kumasi.
According to Dennis Austin, the quarrel led to blows and E.Y. Baffoe was stabbed to
death by K.A. Twumasi Ankrah who had recently been reinstated as regional
propaganda secretary for the C. P.P. Twumasi Ankrah was later charged, tried and
hanged for this offence but the N.L.M. put it about that he was acting with the
imprimatur of the C.P.P. leadership and used this as justification for much of their acts
of terror.
Their claim, however, that the N.L.M. was a peaceful nationalist movement until the
infamous incident does not fit with the facts and is an attempt to rewrite history. R. J.
Vile, the Assistant Secretary and Head of West Africa Department B at the Colonial
Office gave one of the first independent assessments of the N.L.M. after his visit to the
Gold Coast in March 1955. In a memorandum "Constitutional developments in the Gold
Coast" (Ref: CO 554/805, no 22) - on his visit to the Gold Coast he wrote this (in
Paragraph 11):” So little is known about the internal politics of the N.L.M. that it is
difficult to know the importance of this core of determined people, or the kind of control
exercised by the Asantehene [sic] over them. It is, however, clear that they have a fair
amount of dynamite at their disposal and presumably can easily obtain fresh supplies
by theft from the mines. They contain a number of thugs who are prepared to use
knives and arms of precision. Reports were current in Kumasi a fortnight ago that the
N.L.M. had been smuggling in rifles and machine- guns, and there were other reports
that small bands of people were being trained with the object of sending them to Accra
to attack, and possibly murder, Gold Coast Ministers. "
In paragraph 12, R.J. Vile writes: "It is possible that Dr. Nkrumah's peaceful approach
(described in paragraph 10) may lead to the resolution of the differences between the
N.L.M. and the C.P.P. on constitutional matters". Nevertheless he concluded ominously,
that "it is quite possible that the core of determined young men will take to the forest
and engage in guerrilla warfare from there if other methods fail". The idea then, of a
peaceful N.L.M. before the E.Y. Baffoe incident, which took place some six months after
R.J. Vile's memorandum is fanciful and pure fiction.

Prominent amongst the N.L.M's victims were C.E. Osei, Krobo Edusei's wife (Mary
Akuamoah) and sister; Archie Caseley-Hayford and Kwame Nkrumah whose houses
were targets for bombings at one time or another and the Governor, Sir Charles ArdenClarke, whose car was pelted with stones when he went to Kumasi to mediate and seek
an end to the violence.
The aim of much of this orchestrated violence was to make the country ungovernable so
that the Colonial Office would have little choice but to intervene and delay progress
towards the granting of independence.
Less than a year after independence, and after three defeats at the polls in 1951, 1954
and 1956, four prominent members of the U.P. were involved in either undermining the
stability of the new Ghana or planning a coup to overthrow the C.P.P. government. In
November 1957, only eight months after independence, S.G. Antor and Kojo Ayeke two
leading U.P supporters, were arrested and charged with complicity in the Alavanyo riots
in Trans- Volta Togoland, which took place during the
independence ceremonies.
In 1958, Modesto Apaloo and R.R. Amponsah (General Secretary of the N.L.M. and later
the combined opposition parties, the U.P.) were implicated in plotting the first coup in
the new Ghana with Captain Awhaitey, Commandant of the Giffard Camp (now Burma
Camp).
The long-standing and broad basis of the connection between Awhaitey and the
Opposition came out clearly during the Court Martial of Captain Awhaitey. For
example, according to Geoffrey Bing (in his book "Reap The Whirlwind"), evidence
presented at the tribunal showed that in November and December [1958] he [Awhaitey]
was using a green Wolseley car which belonged to a then prominent Opposition Member
of Parliament.
Victor Owusu, whom after the coup, the National Liberation Council (N.L.C.) appointed
as Attorney General. Awhaitey certainly had the car and was involved in an accident
with it, after which it was repaired at Amponsah's request. General Paley [the British
General then commanding the Ghana Armed Forces] reinforced this connection in his
evidence to the tribunal when he confirmed that the car was indeed the one found in
front of Awhaitey's house at the time of his arrest.
According to Geoffrey Bing, "In the period immediately preceding Awhaitey's arrest
there had been rumours of an army coup d'etat and there was even a Special Branch
report in regard to it. Its source was a conversation in a foreign Embassy in Accra
which had been allegedly overhead by a non-Ghanaian guest who reported it to the
police. According to this report, Dr. J. B. Danquah had been heard assuring a diplomat
Known to be not particularly friendly to the C.P.P. Government that everything was
planned and that Dr. Nkrumah would be overthrown by Christmas by the Army. In view
of the status of the informant, the report was taken seriously enough by the Special
Branch and General Paley for there to be a thorough investigation made as to whether
there was any possibility of the army planning a coup d’etat.

Needless to say, these Investigations did not uncover anything untoward at the time
and Dr. J.B Danquah went on to appear as counsel for Amponsah, Apaloo and Dr.
Susie before the Granville Sharp Commission of enquiry set up to investigate matters
disclosed at the Court Martial of Captain Awhaitey.
The Granville Sharp Commission produced three reports (see proceedings and report of
the Commission appointed to inquire into the matters disclosed at the trial of Captain
Benjamin Awhaitey before a Court Martial and the surrounding circumstances):
Majority of the Commission, Sir Tsibu Darku and Mr. Maurice Charles (a West Indian
and one of a small number of judges maintained in office by the N.L.C. after the coup)
found "that Awhaitey, Mr. Amponsah, Mr. Apaloo and Mr. John Mensah Anthony, were
engaged in a conspiracy to assassinate the Prime Minister, Dr. Kwame Nkrumah, and
carry out a coup d’état...".
Mr. Justice Granville Sharp in his minority report found that "there did not exist
between Amponsah, Apaloo and Awhaiteya plot to interfere in any way with the life of
the Prime Minister on the airport before his departure for India."
The third unanimous Report (by all commission members) found "that Amponsah and
Apaloo since June 1958, were engaged in a conspiracy to carry out at some future date
in Ghana an act for unlawful purpose, revolutionary in character".
The violence did not, however, end there: numerous attempts were made on Nkrumah's
life in the years following the introduction of the PDA, including the infamous
Kulungugu bomb outrage, the bomb outrages in late 1961 that preceded the visit of Her
Majesty Queen Elizabeth 11 in 1962, and the repeated assassination attempts on
Nkrumah throughout the' early 1960s and especially in 1962 and 1964. By the fifth
assassination attempt on Nkrumah's life, a death toll of 30 Ghanaians, men, women
and children, had been recorded with the wounding of some 300 others.
Revisionist historians will have us believe the no member of the opposition was ever
involved in the bombing campaigns, yet it is a matter of record that an opposition
Member of Parliament, R.B Otchere, and Yaw Manu, an activist, pleaded guilty for their
role in the Kulungugu bomb. This is what Dennis Austin wrote (see "Politics in Ghana
1946-1960", published 1964): "That the [Kulungugu bomb] plots had been hatched in
Lome and elsewhere by former opposition members" notably Obetsebi Lamptey was
clear. And, indeed Otchere [R.B.] pleaded guilty.
But that Tawia Adamafio, Ako Adjei or Coffie Crabbe had anything to do with the
Kulungugu attack became increasingly doubtful as the trial continued. And on 9
December all three were acquitted. No one who examined the evidence could have
supposed the verdict would be otherwise. Nevertheless, on 11 December, Nkrumah
acting within the terms of the constitution- dismissed Arku Korsah as Chief Justice:
and on December 25th Nkrumah declared the Judgment null and void. The
consequence of Nkrumah's response to the trial was that the opposition members who

had pleaded guilty and were convicted by a court presided over by Van Lare, Akuffo
Addo and the Chief Justice, had their death sentences quashed. In the subsequent trial
ordered by Nkrumah, those who were acquitted in the original one were convicted. With
the passage of time, all honest observers of our history accept that Tawla Adarnafio,
Ako Adjei and Coffie Crabbe were treated unjustly.'
But to conclude from their convictions in the retrial, that they were the bomb plotters is
not only unfair to their reputations and memory; It is simply dishonest. The number of
people arrested under the Act was so exaggerated that the N.L.C. had to release
common criminals with PDA detainees after the coup in 1966 to confirm this falsehood.
According to Geoffrey Bing, "of the seven hundred and eighty-eight [788] detained
persons that were released [after the coup in 1966]. [some] three hundred and fifty to
four hundred [350·400]" were criminal detainees "apparently let loose for the purely
propaganda purpose of increasing the total number freed". This led to an embarrassing
upsurge in crimes rates in the country after the coup.
How was Ghana to deal with the high levels of Intolerable violence?

Each country in the midst of a terrorist crisis has a set of emergency laws that are
similar to the PDA. In operational terms, the concept of preventive detention has been
in existence since British rule in India and elsewhere In other colonies. For example,
the U.G.C.C leaders (the so-called Big Six) arrested after the 1948 riots in the Gold
Coast were technically held In preventive custody and were neither charged nor tried.
After 1947, both India and Pakistan adopted prevention detention statutes to bring this
long-standing practice within the purview of their judicial systems and constitutions. In
the Indian Constitution, this comes under Article 22 "Protection against arrest and
detention in certain cases" specifically denies anyone held In preventive custody the
fundamental rights set out In clauses (1) and (2). Article 22 clause (3b) specifically
states:
"Nothing in clauses (1) and (2) [I.e. protection from arbitrary arrest and detention, the
right to consult and to be defended by, a legal counsel of choice] shall apply to any
person who is arrested or detained under any law providing for preventive detention"
In the United Kingdom for example, The Prevention of Terrorism Action (PTA) , allowed
for detention without trial, charge or access to legal counsel for a period has been in
force since the early 19705. Since 9/11 both the US and UK governments have
Introduced anti-terrorist legislation, much of which has created a conducive
atmosphere for preventive detention and some would argue, encouraged the flagrant
breaches of human rights witnessed or alleged in the notorious Abu Ghraib prison In
The UK's Anti-Terrorisrn, Crime and Security Act of 2001 allowed non-UK nationals to
be detained without charge or trial for an Indefinite period of time, if the Home
Secretary believed such a person was a national security risk and a suspected
"international terrorist who could not be deported. According to Amnesty International,

the only body which [could] review the executive decision is the Special Immigration
Appeals Commission which "can hold hearings in secret, can exclude the detainee and
their lawyer from parts of the hearings, and can base its decision on secret evidence".
The reason for this, according to the then Home Secretary, is that suspected "terrorists"
cannot be easily convicted because of lithe strict rules on the admissibility of evidence
in the criminal justice system of the United Kingdom and the high .,standard of proof
required". In his view, these high standards of proof have to be set aside in the interest
of national security. A view echoed by Geoffrey Bing in his book [Reap the Whirlwind] in
which he demonstrates how difficult It was under British law, the basis of much of
Ghana's legal system- to get common criminals Into jail after Independence. In fact
under J.K. Harley and A.K. Deku (Commissioner and Deputy of Ghana Police under
Nkrumah) much of the police force pleaded with the CPP government to extend the PDA
to common hardened criminals by 1960.
The UK's Antiterrorism, Crime and Security Act of 2001 has since replaced Indefinite
detention of foreign nationals with a system of "control orders" which can be brought
"against any suspected terrorist, whether a UK national or a non-UK national, whatever
the nature of the terrorist activity (international or domestic)." Control orders, which
can be imposed for as long as 12 months renewable, are, according to the UK Home
Office "preventative orders which impose one or more obligations upon an Individual
which are designed to prevent, restrict or disrupt his or her involvement in terrorismrelated activity. This could, for example, include measures ranging from a ban on the
use of communications equipment to a restriction on an individual's movement".
The Australian Antiterrorism Act of 2005 allows a person to be taken into custody and
detained for a short period of time in order to:(a) prevent an imminent terrorist act
occurring; or (b) preserve evidence of, or relating to, a recent terrorist act. Similar
legislations have come into
force across OECD countries since September 11.2001.
Arguably the PDA may have fallen into misuse or may have been abused on occasions,
as when some people settled local disputes by making serious but false accusations
against their opponents; a peculiar problem which still afflicts the Ghanaian body
politic and leads some
people to use security personnel to settle personal scores or as private debt collectors.
But no responsible government can ignore the serious but false accusations some fellow
Ghanaians were ready to make against their own kith and kin.
This was the case with some twenty-one people detained under the PDA from the Anlo
area. As the DJabanor Committee explained in its "Report of the Committee of "against
any suspected terrorist, whether a UK national or a non-UK national, whatever the
nature of the terrorist activity (international or domestic)." Control orders, which can be
imposed for as long as 12 months renewable, are, according to the UK Home Office
"preventative orders which impose one or more obligations upon an individual which
are designed to prevent restrict or disrupt his or her involvement in terrorism-related

activity. This could, for example, include measures ranging from a ban on the use of
communications equipment to a restriction on an individual's movement".
The Australian Anti-Ierrorism Act of 2005 allows a person to be taken into custody and
detained for a short period of time in order to:(a) prevent an imminent terrorist act
occurring; or (b) preserve evidence of, or relating to, a recent terrorist act. Similar
legislations have come Into force across OECD countries since September 11.2001.
Arguably. the PDA may have fallen into misuse or may have been abused on occasions,
as when some people settled local disputes by making serious but false accusations
against their opponents; a peculiar problem which still afflicts the Ghanaian body
politic and leads some people to use security personnel to settle personal scores or as
private debt collectors. But no responsible government can ignore the serious but false
accusations some fellow Ghanaians were ready to make against their own kith and kin.
This was the ease with some twenty-one people detained under the PDA from the Anlo
area. As the DJabanor Committee explained in its "Report of the Committee of Enquiry
into the Affairs of the Anlo Traditional Area" (1967): "Evidence was given about other
exploits and adventures of Kusitor and these led us to have a strong suspicion that
Kusitor could have been telling tales about these Anloga people to Ambrose Yankey and
his outfit.
After the evidence of Mr Hans Kofi Bonl [it was done in camera] we had no doubt that
our suspicions were well founded. In fact Johnny Gbagba Kusitor had much more to do
with the detention of his compatriots than he would have us believe. He had land
litigation with some people and got them out of the way through Preventive Detention.
In conclusion we felt that there is no evidence on which we could reliably hold that
Togbi Adeladza was responsible for the detention of his people.
In view of the foregoing and after the numerous attempts on Nkrumah's life and those
of his Ministers and the violence of the late 1950s and early 1960s what else was he to
do in a legal system ill-equipped to deal with the N.L.M/U.P. Terrorism?
Martin Wolf of the Financial Times observed recently that the length to which terrorists
are prepared to go to achieve their aims creates. in extreme form. the classic liberal
dilemma - how do people who believe in freedom respond to those who would use that
tolerance to threaten it? It is a delicate matter of balancing rights with security. but in
the end most fair-minded liberals will accept however reluctantly that there was a
powerful argument for preventive detention in the Awhaitey case at least.
The outcome of the Granville Sharp Commission provides a perfect illustration of this
argument. As Geoffrey Bing Enquiry into the Affairs of the Anlo Traditional Area"
(1967): "Evidence was given about other exploits and adventures of Kusitor and these
led us to have a strong suspicion that Kusitor could have been telling tales about these
Anloga people to Ambrose Yankey and his outfit.
After the evidence of Mr Hans Kofi Bonl [it was done in camera] we had no doubt that
our suspicions were well founded. In fact Johnny Gbagba Kusitor had much more to do
with the detention of his compatriots than he would have us believe. He had land

litigation with some people and got them out of the way through Preventive Detention.
In conclusion we felt that there is no evidence on which we could reliably hold that
Togbi Adeladza was responsible for the detention of his people.
In view of the foregoing and after the numerous attempts on Nkrumah's life and those
of his Ministers, and the violence of the late 1950s and early 1960s what else was he to
do in a legal system ill-equipped to deal with the N.L.M/U.P. Terrorism?
Martin Wolf of the Financial Times observed recently that the length to which terrorists
are prepared to go to achieve their aims creates, in extreme form, the classic liberal
dilemma - how do people who believe in freedom respond to those who would use that
tolerance to threaten it? It is a delicate matter of balancing rights with security, but in
the end, most fair-minded liberals will accept, however reluctantly, that there was a
powerful argument for preventive detention in the Awhaitey case at least.
The outcome of the Granville Sharp Commission provides a perfect illustration of this
argument. As Geoffrey Bing explains (pp. 265, ibid), no Government could be expected
to release individuals whom majority of a quasi-Judicial Tribunal had found were
engaged in a plot to murder the head of the Government. On the other hand, it was
almost certain that no successful prosecution could be launched against those
concerned when a Judge of the Court of Appeal had come to the conclusion that,
though they had been involved in the conspiracy, it was impossible to determine what
this conspiracy was and that they had abandoned their plans, whatever they were,
prior to the date on which they were to be carried out.
Setting aside the fact that majority of the Commission found the accused guilty of
conspiracy to assassinate the Prime Minister, how was a responsible Government
expected to react to Justice Sharp's own conclusion that Amponsah and Apaloo had
been part of a conspiracy but had withdrawn from it when they suspected the police
had knowledge of their plans? Does the Government set them free and wait until the
next plot or conspiracy succeeds? Or, is preventive detention in these circumstances
the lesser of two evils?
This requires finely balanced legal and political judgments and in our view, the age-old
maxim of fiat justitia, ruat caelum - let justice be done though the heavens should fall;
that the law should take its course even if the opposition were shaking the very
foundations of the state and plotting to assassinate the Prime Minister would have been
a wholly irresponsible and inappropriate response for a country that was being plunged
into violence and on the verge of breaking-up along tribal lines.
In our view the PDA was a necessary piece of legislation which along with the Avoidance
of Discrimination Act might - just might - have helped us avoid some of the more
dangerous conflicts that we have seen In other parts of the African continent. It served
to quickly isolate potential and real leaders of violent and destabilizing acts and
safeguard the security of the nation and people of Ghana.
Ekow Nelson and Dr. Michael Gyamerah

