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INTRODUCTION 

 

A great scientist once said that all the problems of the world could be easily solved if 

men were only willing to think. By thinking he meant reasoning, the process by which we 

combine two statements into a third and so reach new truth. This is certainly the most 

important process carried on by man, and you will note that it is not man‟s inability to 

think, but his unwillingness to do so, that gives so much concern. 

 

Because of men‟s refusal to think, falsehood spread about important personalities remain 

indelible stigma for many years until a thinker emerges one day to strip it of its indelible 

properties. The greatest peddlers of such falsehoods are among the men regarded as the 

best educated people in our society. Most of these people also have the propensity to 

mistake their ignorance for knowledge and mislead the ordinary people who invest their 

trust in them. Some are simply engaged in deliberate distortion of historical facts which 

constitutes a most reprehensible form of intellectual dishonesty. Kwame Nkrumah 

described intellectual dishonesty as not only an abuse of privilege but also a betrayal of 

society. 

 

Many great people have been victims of this despicable practice, the most prominent of 

whom was Kwame Nkrumah. Today, the subject matter is whether Kwame Nkrumah was 

democratic, and whether he was engaged in political practices that could be said to have 

promoted or impeded the development of democratic rule–of–law state in Ghana. The 

statements about Kwame Nkrumah, on the issues of democracy and the rule- of- law, 

have been made by prominent people without any scientific basis, and have been 

swallowed by many gullible people without critical analysis. Today, we are here to test 

the validity or otherwise of these statements. 

 

Scientists understand perfectly well that they can make no progress unless they 

understand the true relations between cause and effect, and they experiment untiringly to 

see if their ideas are correct. In contrast, public thinking on all questions is befogged with 

a cloud of error because happenings are not traced to their true causes. 
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ALI MAZRUI 

 

A classic example of this situation is a statement made by Professor Ali Mazrui at a 

public lecture at the Novotel Hotel in Accra some time ago according to which Kwame 

Nkrumah started as a democrat and ended up as a dictator, and Jerry Rawlings started as 

a dictator and ended up as a democrat. This is an example of several statements that have 

no scientific basis which is clearly befogged with a cloud of error with events not traced 

to their true causes, and is undoubtedly one of the most nonsensical assertions by the 

same person, and yet I heard at least two important members of Jerry Rawlings‟ party 

quoting it to support their points on two separate occasions in radio discussions. Another 

nonsensical statement from the same professor was to the effect that Kwame Nkrumah 

was a good African, but a bad Ghanaian. The intended diabolical effect of this statement 

is very clear; however, it goes to demonstrate Nkrumah‟s superior and overwhelming 

prognostic capability which continues to reveal the inadequacy of his intellectual 

opponents and the defects in their world outlook. For example, a number of his 

predictions which were declared refuted by neo-colonialist–hired intellectuals such as 

Professor Mazrui, continue to be confirmed with the advance of history. 

 

What this professor has been doing is a spectacular example, or a clear manifestation of a 

deliberate distortion of historical facts or records, for the achievement of definite 

propaganda and diabolical aims which we just mentioned above, and which is a most 

reprehensible form of intellectual dishonesty. Because all scientists know that broad 

comparisons most frequently distort history, although they may occasionally serve a 

purpose, they are not reliable scientific methods for dealing with issues like this. 

 

As a professor of political science, nobody will believe that he did not understand the 

actual political situation right from the time of the formation of the Convention People‟s 

Party, up to the time of Nkrumah‟s overthrow in 1966. That there was a force of 

integration as against external force of disintegration which created internal subversive 

groups whose activities it teleguided as its marionettes. That all the people, who were 

engaged in internal subversive activities and who were arrested, have managed to depict 

themselves after the 1966 coup, with the support of the Western news media, as victims 

of Nkrumah‟s “political oppression”. This is exactly what is happening in Zimbabwe now 

as we speak. It is only those who still remain in the ideological captivity of imperialism 

who accept the Western misleading interpretation of events in that country. Not only that, 

but also organized a massive media campaign of falsehood in which they sought to 

change the history of Ghana, and to attribute the merits of Kwame Nkrumah and his men 

to themselves. His refusal to subject this situation to a critical intellectual analysis was 

therefore deliberate, and not out of his lack of ability. 

                          

WHAT NKRUMAH STOOD FOR 

 

People who listened to Nkrumah and read his books and speeches throughout the years 

could not have failed to notice three recurrent themes. The first is freedom of the 

individual. The second is justice. And the third is political independence not only for 
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Ghana, but also for the whole continent of Africa. He says and I quote: “Mr. Speaker, we 

can only meet the challenge of our age as a free people. Hence the demand for our 

freedom, for only free men can shape the destinies of their future”. In his book Africa 

Must Unite again he declared: “Freedom is not a commodity which is given to the 

enslaved upon demand. It is a precious reward, a shining trophy won through a hard 

struggle and sacrifice”. And on another occasion he said: “I do not know how anyone can 

refuse to acknowledge the right of men to be free.” 

 

On the content of the Evening News Kwame Nkrumah said: “Any injustice, however 

small, which came to the notice of the paper was publicly condemned and this quite often 

landed us in trouble. This was just the sort of thing I envisaged when founding the paper. 

It was to be a place where grievances could be aired, where abuse of power and injustice 

in any form could be made known”.  

 

On political independence Nkrumah said: “With the end of our long struggle in sight, 

those against democratic government in this country are now trying to upset things. You 

and I know, however, that they will never succeed in sabotaging our struggle for 

independence. Our goal is now within reach, and it is up to each one of us to see that 

nothing stands in our way”. 

 

PARLIAMENTARY DEMOCRACY IN GHANA 

 

Evidence will be led to prove that Kwame Nkrumah and the Convention People‟s Party 

championed democracy, rule-of-law, freedom of the individual and social justice, more 

than any person or group of people in this country. A lot of people seem to have already 

forgotten about the fact that the parliamentary democracy, which we are practising now, 

was introduced into this country by Kwame Nkrumah with considerable difficulty. 

 

The CPP government established for the first time elected local councils. Placed the local 

courts, prisons and police administration under the elected local councils. It established a 

proper local judiciary, in line with the central judiciary, and released the people of this 

country from the tyranny of the decadent oath-swearing, inordinate fines and 

pacifications. In the sphere of central government, democratic innovations by the CPP 

government included universal adult suffrage, a fully elected Legislature and a 

Government collectively responsible to the Legislature; coupled with this they have been 

responsible for an independent judiciary under the Judicial Service Commission and 

independent public service under the Public Service Commission. 

 

Kwame Nkrumah was convinced that the colonial powers and their laws have no place in 

the lives of subject people who are ready to take their destiny into their own hands. 

According to him, in the administration and legislation of colonial possession by the 

colonial powers, three basic principles may be distinguished: (1) “Most of the Legislation 

for the colonies is enacted in the Mother country through her home legislative organ. 

Other Supplementary legislation is enacted in the legislative councils of the colonies, the 

head of which is the governor, appointed by the Secretary of State for the colonies. The 
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governor is endowed with veto powers and is subject to no one but the government of the 

Mother country”. 

 

(2)  “Under the second type of colonial administration most of the legislation is supposed 

to be enacted by the colony itself. However, both the executive and legislative councils in 

the colony are under strict and direct control of the all-powerful governor of the colony.” 

 

(3) “The third system provides creation of a representative legislative body in the colony 

with official members appointed by the governor and unofficial members supposed to be 

elected by the people of the colony. The official members are in the majority and 

represent heads of the various government and commercial concerns”. 

 

Under these systems, Nkrumah continued, it is impossible to vote the government out of 

office. In reality the legislative power rests basically with the parliament of the Mother 

countries. In Great Britain this is justified by so-called royal prerogative, which allows 

the king to enact legislation for the colonial possessions. These systems also deliberately 

prevent and curb any aspirations towards independence on the part of the colonial 

peoples. In fact, such administrative systems are not only the embodiment of colonial 

chaos and political confusion but definitely nullify the ideas of true democracy. 

 

A most spectacular example is the following: in February 1944, the “Governor of 

Nigeria, in spite of strong opposition, passed a bill through the local legislature giving the 

British Government in Nigeria the right to take possession of all minerals discovered on 

land in possession of Africans”. See Towards Colonial Freedom by Kwame Nkrumah. 

 

THE JOINT PROVINCIAL COUNCIL OF CHIEFS 

 

When Kwame Nkrumah was invited to meet the Joint Provincial Council of Chiefs, led 

by Sir Tsibu Darko and Nana Ofori Atta 11, to discuss a peaceful settlement of the crisis 

resulting from his declaration of the Positive Action, he explained to the Chiefs that 

Positive Action must continue until self-government was achieved. Dr J.B. Danquah who 

was present at the meeting then declared: “It is obvious that the law as far as Nkrumah 

was concerned must go according to him”. He added: “It is my opinion that those who go 

against constitutional authority must expect to pay for it with their neck”. 

 

But the point here is that Kwame Nkrumah was acting within the conformity of his 

natural rights which were inalienable, and that no one, not even the law itself, has the 

right to deprive him of these rights. If the law does not correspond to natural rights, it is 

illegal. If organs of state power carry out any actions infringing upon a person‟s natural 

rights, trample upon the principles of law and freedom, perpetrate travesties of justice and 

in general behave immorally, the sovereign people in the person of civil society has the 

right to resist and depose those who do this. This point was made very clear in his Motion 

of Destiny. The following is just one example: 

 

Mr. Speaker, we have frequent examples to show that there comes a time 

in the history of all colonial peoples when they must, because of their will 
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to throw off the hampering shackles of colonialism, boldly assert their 

God-given right to be free of a foreign ruler. Today we are here to claim 

this right to our independence. 

 

In my view, Dr Danquah, as a lawyer, ought to have recognized that the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights is the primary international articulation of the fundamental 

and inalienable rights of all members of human family. And that it represents the first 

comprehensive agreement among nations as to the specific rights and freedoms of all 

human beings. The Declaration has become a cornerstone of customary international law, 

binding all governments, including the British colonial Government, to its principles.   

 

Therefore, one would have expected Dr Danquah, as a lawyer, to have drawn the 

attention of the British colonial government to its own obligation under the International 

Law. But this did not happen. Rather, he chose to side with the Colonial Authorities 

against Kwame Nkrumah and the CPP. This unfortunate incident further deepened the 

mistrust between the two sides and led to an unshakable conviction among the entire 

membership of the CPP that Dr J.B. Danquah had become a brake on the struggle for 

political emancipation of the people. 

 

Despite all this overwhelming evidence to the contrary, the opponents of Kwame 

Nkrumah continue to describe themselves as the proponents of democracy and the rule –

of-law, and Kwame Nkrumah and his followers as opponents of democratic governance. 

 

For example, all the people who were engaged in internal subversive activities against the 

CPP government and who were arrested, have managed, with the support of the Western 

news media, since the 1966 coup, to depict themselves as victims of „Nkrumah‟s political 

oppression‟. The disappointing incapacity of the social sciences in Ghana to call a spade 

by its real name has created a serious credibility problem for many intellectuals in our 

society. If we do not come together as a people and face up to our own history with all 

honesty and humility, the safeguard that we have put in place to keep the „elemental 

force‟ under control may tear apart, and could as a consequence, provoke an outbreak that 

could have terminal consequences for any genuine search for peace in this country. 

 

In one of his books The Dark Days In Ghana, Kwame Nkrumah explained how 

intellectuals and journalists are organized and paid by Western governments to write 

negative articles about people and governments they do not like. At that time, this 

statement was vehemently rejected by the elite in our country. However, in a BBC 

programme on the 9
th

 September 2006, it was admitted that the US government has been 

paying thousands of dollars to journalists to write negative stories and articles about 

foreign politicians and governments, particularly about the Cuban leader, Fidel Castro 

and his government. 

 

The Western news media are capable of making people hate whom they want them to 

hate, and to like whom they want them to like. They use the media to portray nationalistic 

Third World leaders as common criminals. The most spectacular example is the way the 

Western news media portray President Robert Mugabe of Zimbabwe. President Mugabe 
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is the only African leader left on the continent who is capable of calling the spade by its 

real name. He is the only leader on the continent who is capable of saying what needs to 

be said. This is why proper education is very important for sound opinion formation. This 

is because unless you are capable of reading between the lines you are bound to be 

enslaved by propaganda. 

 

THE HISTORY OF DEMOCRATIC GOVERNANCE 

 

To be able to trace happenings to their true causes in politics, it is important to trace the 

history of democratic governance, and to do this, it has become necessary to subject the 

following documents which form the basis of modern democratic governance to a critical 

examination: (1) Solon‟s Reform Programme of 594 B.C. in Athens. (2) The British 

Magna Carta of 1215. (3) The American Declaration of Independence of July 4, 1776. (4) 

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights, by the United Nations General Assembly in 

1948. (5) The Manifesto of the Communist Party, by Karl Marx and Frederick Engels in 

June 24th 1872. (6) The Atlantic Charter of 1941. (7) The Motion of Destiny by Kwame 

Nkrumah in 1953. 

 

This decision is based on the fact that (a) to understand any phenomenon correctly, we 

must examine it in its connection with other phenomena, know its origin and further 

development, (b) that the problem of democratic governance itself began around 600 

B.C, and the objectives of these documents, by which I mean the problems that they were 

meant to solve during the various stages of history were similar, (c) that the historical 

precedent of the USA Federal Constitution also was traced to the British Magna Carta, a 

feudal document issued 569 years earlier. On June 15, 1215, an assembly of barons 

confronted a despotic and cash-trapped King John and demanded that traditional rights be 

recognized, written down, confirmed with the royal seal, and sent to each of the counties 

to be read to all freemen. The result was Magna Carta. 

 

The history of the problem of democratic governance will be incomplete without dealing 

with the situation that led to the emergence of the communist movement on the global 

scale. Karl Marx examined this situation and came to the conclusion that “The 

philosophers have explained the World in various ways, and that what is required now is 

to change it”. (d) The three sources and  three component parts that together make up the 

Marxist Philosophy are the legitimate successors of the best that were created by 

mankind in the nineteenth century in the shape of Classical German Philosophy,  English 

political economy, and French Socialism 

 

A proper explanation of this situation is impossible without the use of scientific methods. 

The goal of science is, first of all, to understand nature and society as a law-governed 

process of motion and development, a process that is conditioned and guided by objective 

laws. But what is a law? A law is an intrinsic connection and interdependence between 

phenomena. Not every connection between phenomena and processes is a law. For a 

connection between phenomena to be regarded as a law it must be essential, stable, 

repetitive and intrinsically inherent in those phenomena. The study and the explanation of 
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the laws governing the connections between various processes and phenomena are the 

fundamental aim of every branch of science. 

 

Having said that, it is also important to recognize that even the most general theory has 

its limits of applicability. Sooner or later new facts lying beyond these limits are 

discovered, causing negation of accepted ideas. It is from this negation that a new, more 

general theory will develop. But it must not be assumed that the new theory will 

completely reject previous knowledge. On the contrary, it will assimilate it as a special, 

limiting case. The old theory will remain fully valid within the sphere where it is 

supported by facts. In this lies the principle of conformity, one of the fundamental 

principles of contemporary physics. It is on this basis that the use of the law as the only 

yardstick to describe a rule-of-law state has a serious limitation. 

 

One question that we must ask ourselves is: What exactly do we mean by a rule-of-law 

state? The term itself was invented by Immanuel Kant (1724-1804). Do we mean a state 

in which every activity is governed by law or what we really mean is a democratic state? 

Any careful thinker is very critical of conclusions which he may be asked to accept, and 

therefore, it is important to be very clear about what this expression actually means. 

 

Perhaps this would be an appropriate moment for us to dwell on what we mean also by 

“democracy”. When we examine the documents above, the question we need to answer  

was posed by an American writer on Eastern European Affairs, and is whether American 

democracy not the legacy of an Anglo-Norman process of evolution in restraining 

monarchical authority ultimately influenced by the mutually incompatible ideals of 

French rationalism: liberty, equality, and fraternity? 

 

This democracy may be a noble concept well suited for the preservation of 

those English customs and traditions that prevail in the American society 

that is reputed to be an amalgam of peoples. However, Russians share a 

different yet strongly held attitude towards government. They take more 

comfort in unanimity than in the principle of slim majority rule. Whether 

we like it or not, that consensus is the ideal of democracy Russians feel 

most comfortable with in the marrow of their bones.                               

 

This observation was made by Pedro A. Sanjuan, an American writer with a deep 

knowledge of East European history, in his paper entitled: PARADOXES OF 

PROGRESS (A Skeptical Look at Our Brilliant Future). This clearly explains why people 

talk of Western democracy, and other forms of democracy, and that it is very important to 

now recognize the fact that Western democratic system based on the principle of slim 

majority rule and the winner takes all, is only one form of democracy and that serious 

efforts are required to examine the other forms of democratic governance in order to 

avoid any possible explosion emanating from a loss of confidence in the existing system 

of government with its propensity for perpetrating travesties of justice. 
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THE ROLE OF THE OPPOSITION 

 

There is a school of thought, which maintains that the presence or absence of the 

opposition is a criterion of the level of democracy in society, for, democracy means not 

only the power of the majority but also guarantees for the protection of the minority and 

of the separate individual, including protection against that majority. 

 

A constructive and cultured opposition motivated by an awareness of its duty and desire 

to serve its country rather than by purely selfish interests is the marvelous balance that 

contributes to the normal functioning of the state machine. An opposition that makes a 

critical appraisal of the performance of the ruling party and helps bring about a gradual, 

smooth transfer of executive power when the people demand it by expressing their will. 

Regrettably, this was not the kind of opposition Nkrumah had. He was always confronted 

with subversive opposition since he became Leader of Government Business in 1951 

 

To prove this point, this is what Kwame Nkrumah had to say: 

 

Our political opponents have been singularly confused in their aims, 

methods and approach and would not hesitate to make an alliance with the 

devil himself if by so doing they could frustrate the victorious march of 

the masses towards their just aspirations. Since the formation of the 

Convention People‟s Party in 1949, no less than twelve political parties 

have sprung up, and yet, because they failed to produce any policy 

acceptable to the people, none of them has succeeded. For the first and 

only time in the chequered  history of this country, ours has been the only 

party to present a clear and bold political programme –for independence, 

freedom, democracy and social justice…              

 

What I cannot understand is why these opposition parties don‟t get 

together and use their energy in a more constructive and effective way by 

forming themselves into a nationwide opposition party, instead of racking 

their brains for ways and means of overthrowing the party in power and 

believing that the dynamiting of the houses of our party members would 

be as final in its destruction as that of a child‟s sand castle knocked down 

in a fit of rage by a fellow playmate… 

 

The reason they (the Opposition) adopt such tactics is because they fear 

democracy and the common man, and they try to camouflage such fears 

by undermining the party system and the parliamentary democracy we 

have been able to introduce into this country. 

 

THE RULE-OF-LAW STATE 

 

On the issue of what constitutes a rule-of-law state, the debate is far from over. However, 

in our search for an acceptable solution, a most convincing description was found in a 

paper written by Vladimir Stupishin, on “Who has power in a Rule-of-Law state”, 
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published in the International Affairs Magazine of December 1989. After reading it over 

a decade ago, I felt like going back to school. It is unfortunate that only the relevant 

extracts can be quoted here. In that paper, he made the following statement, “Legal 

experts‟ attempt to derive a rule-of-law state from the self-limitation of power by the law 

always found themselves stymied: in this instance any state is a rule-of-law one, for no 

state exists without laws, without a legal system, without law and order in whose 

framework bodies themselves function in one way or another”. 

 

“Nothing is changed in this situation by the declaration of the primacy of law as the 

preeminent quality of a rule-of-law state, even if this is called, in the Kantian fashion a 

juridical law. Such a state of affairs can readily emerge in a totalitarian state, as this, 

strictly speaking, took place in the Third Reich, which called itself none other than a rule 

–of-law state”.  

 

Quoting from a legal expert, he continued: “the idea of popular sovereignty is a central 

moving nerve, the living soul of all conclusions and constructions, touching upon the 

theory of a rule-of-law state. In his opinion, this idea was not only of judicial but also of 

philosophical and ethical importance. It provides the moral and philosophical 

substantiation of the rule-of-law state.” 

 

Stupishin continued: “however, the experience of the Jacobins amply showed that 

people‟s sovereignty should have its limits too. Benjamin Constant de Rebeque (1767-

1830) a French liberal of the restoration period, engaged in a search for them. In his 

major work A Course of Constitutional Politics, he advanced the eternal principle. There 

is no unlimited power on earth - neither power of the people nor of those who call 

themselves its representatives, nor power of the monarch or people, depending on the 

form of government should be included in the same limits as the power which gives it. If 

the issue of self-limitation of the state is not acceptable, what real juridical and political 

mechanisms are capable of providing, conditions for limiting the might of a state for 

materializing as full as possible popular sovereignty, which is respected in principle by 

everyone?” 

 

The experts say that where there are no democratic institutions, where the people is 

deprived of sovereignty, and the nations, of the right to self-determination, where all 

power is concentrated monopolistically, i.e. indivisibly, in the hands of a political group 

possessing it, a sort of oligarchy, there exist their own totalitarian laws. With the primacy 

of such a law, such a state acquires the quality of a totalitarian juridical rule-of-law state.  

So, it is clear that the primacy of law is not the solution to the problem of democracy, the 

solution lies somewhere else. However, it is important to remember that the terms “rule –

of-law state” and the legal law were invented by Immanuel Kant.                            

 

Another problem that continues to agitate the minds of many people is whether 

democracy and one-party system are compatible or not, since theory provides no answer 

to this question at all? However, we do know that Marxist philosophical literature does 

not contain any emphatic prohibition of multi-party system in socialist society. 
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PHILOSOPHICAL COGNITION 

 

Complex issues such as the one under discussion cannot be resolved within the domain of 

one particular discipline. We need a multidisciplinary approach, and sometimes such 

approaches are done through philosophical cognition. This is because it is philosophy that 

embraces and brings together what is common in phenomena, and therefore serves as an 

overall methodology for all sciences, a general theory of development both in nature and 

society. 

 

The philosophical comprehension of man should not be confused with the biological, 

psychological or sociological. In the context of a philosophical analysis man is 

represented not as a simple empirical individual characterized by a sum total of his 

specific socio psychological features and not as some abstract “generic” being existing 

outside time and life. Philosophy presents man as a social being capable of acting and 

thinking in accordance with his “generic” nature in a definite historical epoch. 

 

In this sense philosophy seeks to evolve a notion of man reflecting not his temporal, 

special and hence always limited position in the world, determined by the existing 

historically transient situation, but his universal position, his developing “generic” 

essence in a concrete situation. Philosophy is the knowledge about the historically 

developing “generic features of man, that is, everything that is not reduced to a sum of 

psychological, individual, that is not lost in all that, but makes him a full-fledged 

representative of the entire human race. This was the world outlook that governed the 

activities of Kwame Nkrumah throughout his political life. 

 

A critical analysis of the events leading to the declaration of the Positive Action, and 

what it brought in its wake, has so far disclosed that contrary to a massive propaganda 

campaign against him to the effect that he was a tyrannical dictator and totalitarian ruler, 

Kwame Nkrumah had in fact, all along been far more democratic and a more sincere 

believer in the rule-of-law, than both the Colonial Authorities and his own political 

opponents. Every step he took in the struggle for freedom was towards the establishment 

of a democratic rule-of-law state, because history has clearly demonstrated that there is 

no better approach to the establishment of such a state than through civil society which is 

the embodiment of popular sovereignty. 

 

The bringing together of about fifty organizations under Ghana People‟s Representative 

Assembly to oppose the Coussey Committee report, and to demand the establishment of a 

constituent Assembly, and the consequential declaration of the Positive Action, to back 

this demand, constitutes a most effective use of civil society. 

 

From philosophical point of view, a civil society is formed in the process of subjects 

becoming citizens i.e. into such a community of inhabitants of a state who acquire a sense 

of their own dignity and a capacity to make a political choice based on a clear-cut 

understanding of what their natural rights are. 
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THE SOPVEREIGNTY OF THE PEOPLE 

 

This formation takes place simultaneously with the transformation of an ethnic union into 

a sovereign people that perceives itself as a nation, as was the case of the Gold Coast 

during the anti-colonial struggle. A people whose sense of justice is elevated to an 

understanding of the need to recognize and exercise the natural and inalienable rights of 

the individual and the citizen, on the one hand, and to subordinate to himself absolutely 

all state bodies, on the other, for only a sovereign people is a legitimate source of power. 

 

The sovereignty of the people was recognized by the Roman state. The fathers of the 

theory of sovereignty proceeded from this principle. The essence of Kwame Nkrumah‟s 

Motion of Destiny which I referred to in the part One of my paper on the „Struggle for 

Freedom‟, published in the Daily Graphic of August 19
th
 2005, was based on this 

principle. The 1992 Constitution of the Republic of Ghana, the first Article of which 

reads: “The sovereignty of Ghana resides in the people of Ghana in whose name and for 

whose welfare the powers of government are to be exercised in the manner and within the 

limits laid down in this Constitution” is also based on this principle. Again, one of the 

world‟s most celebrated arguments which was embodied in the Declaration of 

Independence of the United States of America, signed on July 4, 1776, was also based on 

this principle. 

 

The political existence of civil society is realized not only in the legislative activity of its 

representatives. It is also effected through political parties, trade unions, public 

organizations, cultural associations, the press, and through different forms of expression 

of public opinion. The main thing is that in exercising it, the individual does not remain 

helpless in the face of an omnipotent state, and a chance electoral failure does not deprive 

him of a possibility to exert a certain impact on the course of state life in general and on 

the drafting of legislation in particular.  

 

“It is from the sovereignty of the people which crystallizes during the formation of a 

modern civil society that the theory of a democratic rule-of-law state obtains. The main 

point of this theory is to build some ideal model as a goal for which any civilized, i.e. 

civil society strives. In constructing such a model we naturally pay particular attention to 

the role of law with, admittedly, the substantial reservation that it is not the state that we 

consider the source of this law but civil society as the embodiment of popular 

sovereignty”. 

 

The meaning of all the theories of a rule-of-law state usually boils down to binding a state 

with law, establishing juridical limits of its might and thus protecting citizens from 

arbitrariness on the part of the state, and disallowing the mutation of statehood into 

tyranny. 

NATURAL RIGHTS 

 

No one gave the individual his natural rights. No one, and as I have already said above, 

not even the law itself, has the right to deprive anyone of these rights. If the law does not 

correspond to natural rights, it is illegal. If organs of state power carry out any actions 
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infringing upon a person‟s natural rights, trample upon the principles of law and freedom, 

perpetrate travesties of justice and in general behave immorally, the sovereign people in 

the person of civil society has the right to resist and depose those who do this 

 

The age of the Enlightenment, which drew the finest elements from the Renaissance, 

awakened in people a civil sense through their comprehension of their own natural rights, 

i.e., those which are given to a person from nature and which can be either recognized by 

the state or limited and even trampled upon by it. They are not at all someone‟s gift for 

which the individual should feel obligated. What are the natural and inalienable rights of 

the individual? 

 

The first is the right to life, which was first juridically formalized in the Declaration of 

Independence of the United States of July 4, 1776. This natural human right was codified 

in international law in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, which was passed by 

the UN General Assembly on December 10, 1948. Recognizing the right to life, we 

inevitably must recognize the right to a decent existence, which is logically derived from 

the value which is possessed by any human individual, aside from his merits, as well as 

the right to family, homeland, ethnic identity, and protection of the environment.             

 

A person is free to choose his own world outlook, faith, cultural predilections, place of 

residence, and form of employment. From the natural right to a world outlook obtain such 

inalienable rights of the individual as a citizen as free election of his representatives to 

state bodies and to the administration of public organizations, freedom of speech, the 

press, assembly, association and demonstration. 

 

The declarations of human and civil rights of 1789 and 1793 number among people‟s 

natural rights equality before the law and also their safety, including a clearly formulated 

presumption of innocence. 

 

They invariably elevate to this lofty juridical rank the right to property, which Article 16 

of the Declaration of June 24, 1793 defines as the right of each citizen to use and dispose, 

at his discretion, of his property, his income, and the fruits of his labour and his trade. 

This definition was also reflected in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights of 1948. 

                                       

PRIVATE PROPERTY 

 

Karl Marx also believed that the practical application of man‟s right to liberty is man‟s 

right to private property. “Isn‟t it the natural right of those who work to possess as their 

own property the means of labour, including land, as well as the fruits of their labour? 

Without this right, formalized and guaranteed juridically, no sense of being a master is 

possible, for this sense is a function of ownership and cannot be the result of some 

upbringing of even autosuggestion”. 

 

The notion of private property has been in existence since ancient times. It is not a 

concrete class-based notion but an extra temporal juridical one. Exploitation begins not 

with private property but with its blending with slave, serf or hired labour which makes 



 13 

the appropriation of the surplus product possible. If, however this does not exist, private 

property becomes a prime parameter of the citizen‟s economic freedom and, 

consequently, his political freedom without which there is no civil society in the modern 

sense (as opposed to the medieval one, where a society based on estates was considered a 

civil one.) This explains the major difference between the philosophy of “property 

owning democracy” also based on estates, of the Danquah-Busia tradition, and the 

“universal adult suffrage” advocated by Kwame Nkrumah, which is not opposed to 

private property, but which does not make it a condition or qualification for one to 

exercise his democratic rights. 

                             

IN THE WORLD OF SCIENTISTS 

 

In the world of scientists, if the facts cannot be explained by the theory, it is the theory 

that will have to be reconstructed on a new basis, and immediately. This is the rule by 

which the activities of natural scientists is governed, particularly the physicists who have 

a penchant for universal laws. There are so many examples of this situation in the history 

of science that we cannot enumerate all of them here. However, the problem of 

democracy in the history of governance has been with mankind for the past three 

thousand years. The question of justice and its denial which lies at the basis of all social 

and political revolts for the past three thousand years or so, has still not been answered 

adequately. 

 

The current world-wide search for a better system of democratic governance, is actually 

not about democracy itself, because no model of democratic practice has been able to 

provide adequate solution to the problems of human society to the satisfaction of all, but 

about the solution of problems associated with injustice in society, and democracy is only 

being used in an inadequate way as a vehicle for the establishment of such a society. 

However, it has to be clearly understood that it is impossible to fight injustice and 

corruption without a well-developed civil society. 

 

What in my opinion, the advocates wanted the rule-of-law to connote is the antithesis of 

the rule of arbitrariness, if we take the law in this context to mean the totality of norms 

established by the legislative body freely elected by the citizens of the state and within 

the bounds outlined by principles and rules passed by civil society i.e. norms whose 

primacy is also limited by the sovereignty of the people. This has also been the position 

of the Manifesto of the Communist Party, written by Karl Marx and Frederick Engels. 

That document is undoubtedly a superior intellectual product. It may be very useful for 

all our members of Parliament to read it, since it is very easy to obtain a copy from the 

internet.  

 

Let us examine carefully, for example, the following extracts from the Manifesto:  

 

When in the course of development, class distinctions have disappeared, 

and all production has been concentrated in the hands of a vast association 

of the whole nation, the public power will lose its political character. 
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Political power, properly so-called, is merely the organized power of one 

class for oppressing another… 

 

If the proletariat during its contest with the bourgeoisie is compelled, by 

the force of circumstances, to organize itself as a class, if, by means of a 

revolution, it makes itself the ruling class, and, as such, sweeps away by 

force the old conditions of production, then it will, along with these 

conditions, have swept away the conditions for the existence of class 

antagonisms and of classes generally, and will thereby have abolished its 

own supremacy as a class. In the place of the old bourgeois society, with 

its classes and class antagonism, we shall have an association, in which the 

free development of each is the condition for the free development of all.  

 

For a long time the notion of “ human values” was considered to mean the ultimate result 

of the struggle waged by the working class, which, while liberating itself, liberates all 

mankind from class antagonisms. This clearly is in conformity with Article 4 of the 

Declaration of the Rights of Man, passed by the French Parliament in 1789. 

 

 There is no doubt that at the core of all political struggles is the question of justice. 

Without a high level of a sense of justice on the part of citizens, society is incapable of 

dictating its writ to the state apparatus, for, having placed themselves over society, 

officials in any state find a host of ways and means to veil themselves from the control of 

society. 

THE AMERICAN WAR OF INDEPENDENCE 

 

This was the spirit behind the American War of Independence. However, the constitution 

which emerged later on was a big disappointment. In actual fact, the US constitution 

represented a class compromise between the two dominant groups at the time, the 

bourgeoisie in the North-East and the plantation and slave owners in the South, which 

forged a state of unity in the face of the democratic aspirations of the masses. This is 

because the US Constitution itself took its source from the British Magna Carta, a feudal 

document issued on June 15, 1215, and meant to protect the rights and property of the 

few powerful families that topped the rigidly structured feudal system. 

 

We must also take a critical view of attempts to ascribe an undying democratic character 

to the US Constitution on the strength that it embodied the revolutionary ideals of the 

Enlightenment. Not seeking to deny that the authors of the Federal Constitution were 

dedicated to the sanctity of private property, R. Hofstadter, in his book entitled The 

American Political Tradition and  Men Who Made It, New York 1948 page 3-17, set out 

to prove that these ideas of the Founding Fathers coincided with a proposition of the 

advanced philosophy of the Enlightenment. According to him, this second aspect guiding 

the thinking of the Founding Fathers made the US constitution an event in the intellectual 

history of Western Civilization. 

 

H.S. Commager also in his book The Empire of Reason: How Europe Imagined and 

America Realized the Enlightenment, New York 1977, claimed that the Founding Fathers 
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succeeded in bringing to life something which was even beyond the capabilities of the 

leading and boldest brains in Europe. At the same time, a comparison of the constitution, 

and the philosophy of the United States Founding Fathers, with different currents in the 

ideology of the Enlightenment shows that the authors of the fundamental law of the USA 

resolutely rejected the radical doctrines of this ideology and accepted only its more 

moderate principles. 

 

Moreover, some of the constitution‟s propositions were at odds with the sacred principles 

of the Enlightenment. It did nothing to abolish Negro Slavery, which was in contradiction 

to the Enlighteners‟ first precept on the equality of all people before the law. In fact, the 

Constitutional Convention of 1787 cancelled out the democratic achievements of the 

American Revolution and replaced the colonial masters overthrown in the 1775-1783 war 

of Independence with the domination of a trading and financial aristocracy. 

 

Thomas Jefferson‟s original draft of the American Declaration of independence included 

a denunciation of the slave trade. Take the following for example: “He has waged cruel 

war against human nature itself, violating its most sacred rights of life and liberty in the 

persons of a distant people who never offended him, captivating and carrying them into 

slavery in another hemisphere, or to incur miserable death in their transportation thither”. 

This was later edited out by Congress. It is known that disagreement over the institution 

of slavery almost defeated the Declaration‟s adoption.                                                                        

 

The historical origin of the independence declaration was different from that of the 

Federal Constitution. The declaration of independence was said to have been influenced 

by the 1581 Dutch Republic declaration of independence known as the Oath of 

Abjuration, while the historical precedent of the Federal Constitution was traced to the 

British Magna Carta, a feudal document issued 569 years earlier. 

 

Kwame Nkrumah‟s advantage over not only his political opponents but also the British 

colonial administration was because he had the privilege of studying the American 

political system which was clearly an improvement upon the one to which the British 

officials were accustomed, as well as the contradictions inherent in the USA Federal 

Constitution itself.  

 

This knowledge was demonstrated in the introduction of one of his books entitled Africa 

Must Unite and here I quote:  

 

In this century there have already been two world wars fought on the 

slogans of the preservation of democracy; on the right of peoples to 

determine the form of government under which they want to live. 

Statesmen have broadcast the need to respect fundamental freedoms, the 

right of men to live free from the shadow of fears which cramp their 

dignity when they exist in servitude, in poverty, in degradation and 

contempt. They have proclaimed the Atlantic Charter and the Charter of 

the United Nations, and then said that all these had no reference to the 

enslaved outside the limits of imperialism and racial arrogance... 
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But in the course of fighting for their own freedom, they had, like 

Abraham Lincoln in fighting America‟s civil war, to enlist the aid of the 

enslaved, who began to question the justice of their being dragged into 

wars for the freedom of those who intended to keep them in bondage. 

                                                    

THE ATLANTIC CHARTER 

 

The meeting that resulted in the declaration of war aims known as the Atlantic Charter 

was held in August 1941 in Argentia Bay near Newfoundland, between the US President 

and the British Prime Minister. The eight points of the Charter proclaimed the main 

objective of the war to be the destruction of Nazi tyranny, and mentioned a few general 

democratic principles. 

 

First, their countries seek no aggrandizement, territorial or other. 

 

Second, they desire to see no territorial changes that do not accord with 

the freely expressed wishes of the peoples concerned; 

 

Third, they respect the right of all peoples to choose the form of 

government under which they will live, and they wish to see sovereign 

rights and self-government restored to those who have been forcibly 

deprived of them. 

 

Fourth, they will endeavor, with due respect for their existing obligations, 

to further the enjoyment by all states, great or small, victor or vanquished, 

of access, on equal terms, to the trade and to the raw materials of the 

world which are needed for their economic prosperity; 

 

Fifth, they desire to bring about the fullest collaboration between all 

nations in the economic field with the object of securing, for improved 

labor standards, economic advancement and social security. 

 

Sixth, after the final destruction of the Nazi tyranny, they hope to see 

established a peace which will afford to all nations the means of dwelling 

in safety within their own boundaries, and which will afford assurance that 

all the men in all the lands may live out their lives in freedom from fear 

and want; 

 

Seventh, such a peace should enable all men to traverse the high seas and 

oceans without hindrance; 

 

Eighth, they believe that all of the nations of the world, for realistic as well 

as spiritual reasons must come to the abandonment of the use of force. 

Since no future peace can be maintained if land, sea or air armaments 

continue to be employed by nations which threaten, or may threaten, 
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aggression outside of their frontiers, they believe, pending the 

establishment of a wider and permanent system of general security, that 

the disarmament of such nations is essential. They will likewise aid and 

encourage all other practicable measures which will lighten for peace-

loving peoples the crushing burden of armaments. 

 

Immediately he returned to England, Churchill gave his version of what the Charter 

meant. In his report to Parliament on the 9 September 1941 he declared: “At the Atlantic 

meeting we had in mind, primarily the restoration of the sovereignty, self-government 

and national life of the states and nations of Europe now under the Nazi yoke, and the 

territorial boundaries which have to be made. So that is quite a separate problem from the 

progressive evolution of the self-governing institutions in the regions and peoples which 

owe allegiance to the British Crown”. See Parliamentary Debates, Fifth Series, House of 

Commons, Vol. 374 col.69.  

 

In other words, Churchill unequivocally excluded from the jurisdiction of the Atlantic 

Charter Britain‟s colonial empire. Shortly after, Roosevelt rejected Churchill‟s 

interpretation, stating on the 22 February 1942 that the Charter applied to the whole 

world and so to the British Empire as well. A similar assertion was made in May 1942 by 

the US Under-Secretary of State, Sumner Welles: “The principles of the Atlantic Charter 

must be guaranteed to the world as a whole – in all oceans and in all continents”. See 

R.B. Russel, A History of the United Nations Charter. The Role of the United States, 

1940-945, Wash.1958 p.83.  

 

THE HYPOCRISY OF THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT 

 

This is a clear demonstration of the hypocrisy of the British government. A further 

demonstration of this hypocrisy was her policy of pursuit of empire by other means when 

it became obvious that Britain could no longer prevent her colonies from gaining their 

freedom. Under this policy, Britain‟s visible empire would become an invisible one. 

There would be a shift toward black majority rule in colonial Africa, but this would be a 

sham independence. Africa was to be looted the same as always, but under private 

auspices instead of London in its own name.                                                                        

 

The British left a devious, but extensive, apparatus prepared to bring down any African 

leader who fought for real independence. It was this policy that led to the formation of 

internal subversive groups in Ghana, which it financed to destabilize the government of 

Dr Kwame Nkrumah. 

 

Let us now come back to the main point, according to Stupishin, the concretization of the 

idea of the direct dependence of the state on a civil society is observed back in Chancellor 

Salutati (1331-1406), a Florentine of the age of the Renaissance, and Erasmus of 

Rotherdam (1469-1536). Subsequently this motif would be echoed more forcefully in 

John Locke and Jean-Jacques Rousseau and would be embodied in the recognition of the 

right to resist oppression as one of the natural and inalienable human and civil rights     

(Article 2 of the  Declaration of Rights of August 26, 1789), and also in the following 
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postulate: When a government violates the rights of the people, insurrection is for the 

people and each part of the people the most sacred of rights and the most necessary of 

obligations, ( Art. 35 of the Declaration of Rights of June 24, 1793). 

 

Many scholars believe that it is this strong civic society as the embodiment of national 

sovereignty that Immanuel Kant had in mind when he maintained: The greatest task of 

humanity to the accomplishment of which it is called by its very nature is the attainment 

of a united, law-setting civil society. 

 

 

SOLON‟S REFORM PROGRAMME 

 

On the Solon‟s reform programme, the Athenians considered Solon the great hero of their 

state and pointed to the reforms of Solon as the basis of their state.  But what is Solon‟s 

reform and to what extent does it provide any political lesson to our modern-day society? 

 

In his book entitled: Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State, Frederick 

Engels gave details of what happened in Athens in 594 B.C. In Athens, the farmers in the 

surrounding countryside produced mainly wheat, while the wealthy and nobility owned 

estates that produced wine and olive oil. Wheat-farming was badly managed; however, 

the average Athenian farmer didn‟t rotate crops or let fields lie fallow. Production of 

wheat plummeted at the same time that Athenians began to import wheat and to export 

olive oil and wine. So not only did production of wheat fall, so did its price. The average 

farmer had fallen deeply into debt to the wealthiest members of society. To pay for debt, 

farmers sold their children, their wives, and even themselves into (limited) slavery both 

in Athens and abroad. The situation was a powder-keg waiting to explode, suffering 

under unmanageable debts, sold into slavery, with the government under the control of 

the wealthy people that were the causes of their problems, the average Athenian farmer 

was prime for revolution. 

 

Recognizing the danger inherent in the situation, in 594 BC, the Areopagus and the 

people of Athens agreed to hand over all political power to a single individual, Solon. In 

effect a tyrant, Solon‟s mission was to reform the government to stem the tide of 

privation and exploitation and set up a system to guarantee that Athens didn‟t slip into 

such a situation again. 

 

Solon immediately dismissed all outstanding debts, and he freed as many Athenians as he 

could from the slavery they had sold themselves into. He banned any loans that are 

secured by a promise to enter into slavery if the loan is defaulted, and he tried to bring 

people who had been sold into slavery abroad back to Athens. In addition, he encouraged 

the development of olive and wine production, so that by the end of the century, most of 

Athenian land was dedicated to these lucrative crops. 

 

The Areopagus mentioned above was a council of nobles under a king known as 

“basileus”. As their wealth increased, the Areopagus slowly stripped the king of power 

until Athenian government imperceptibly became an oligarchy. 
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A careful examination of the events in Athens will show that the problem of governance 

is not about the issue of democracy. It is about justice and equity. These are parts of a 

considerable empirical data that have been accumulated in the sphere of politics which 

require philosophical generalization. The identification of philosophical problems of 

politics as a special form of scientific cognitive activity has been prompted by this, in 

addition to two other factors. 1. A number of new problems have arisen on the borderline 

between philosophy and politics. 2. The development of philosophy and politics into 

scientifically substantiated forms of cognitive and practical activity radically transformed 

their functions and purpose, facilitating scientific interpretation of some old categories 

and of new ones. Both philosophy and politics have ceased to be the preserve of loners or 

narrow groups of professionals.                                                                                                                          

 

The link between philosophy and politics stands out quite clearly throughout the history 

of philosophy from antiquity to the present day. For instance, classical philosophy 

comprised all the branches of natural-scientific and social knowledge. 

 

This also explains why a deeper philosophical substantiation of theoretical and practical 

political activity is especially topical today. Without philosophical substantiation, a 

policy is incapable of fulfilling the prognostic function of correctly predicting political 

events, and thus cannot lay claims to reasonable control of the political activity of state 

and society. 

CONSCIENCISM 

 

In my paper on the theory of “Categorial Conversion” in the Consciencism, I stated that 

“philosophy has certain prognostic capabilities in relation to natural scientific research, as 

it can work out in advance the categorical structures necessary for this research. It may 

and frequently does advance ideas and propositions that anticipate the future of science. 

But it is always science that provides the decisive proof of their accuracy”. See Daily 

Graphic, 19th September 1994, page 5. 

 

However, in the case of the social science, the situation is different. It is true that in this 

complex world, in this intricate interaction of scientific and social development it is 

science and science alone that can more or less definitely forecast the possible changes 

that scientific discoveries will generate in society, making their impact felt on its social 

problems; however, science about man will more and more take precedence in many 

areas, but this will be the subject matter of another article.  

 

ECONOMIC BASIS AND SUPERSTRUCTURE 

 

When we speak of the structure of modern society, we have in mind first of all, its 

economic basis and Superstructure - (political, state, legal and ideological) - of which 

philosophy is the highest component. Philosophy deals directly with the highest sphere of 

ideological superstructure, while political economy deals with the economic basis of 

society. 

 



 20 

The basis is the economic structure of society, the sum-total of the production relations of 

the given society. The concept of basis expresses the social function of the production 

relations as the economic basis of social life. The superstructure is the sum-total of social 

ideas, institutions and relations arising on a given economic basis. So both the 

superstructure and the basis have a historically concrete character. Historical materialist 

methodology begins with recognition of the priority and determining role of the basis in 

relation to superstructure, with the fact that every social-economic formation has its own 

basis and corresponding superstructure. Depending on what kind of economic basis a 

society may have, its system of political, legal, religious and philosophical views will 

correspond to that basis, as will the corresponding relations and institutions of the 

society. 

 

Kwame Nkrumah, in his Consciencism, advocated a society in which the free and full 

development of all as a condition for the free and full development of each. This means  

that the group must be responsible for the welfare of the individual, but the activity of the 

individual must also be conditioned by the welfare of the group, so that any activity of 

the individual that is found to be inimical to the development of the group must be 

disallowed by society. Since the economic basis gives birth to the superstructure and the 

superstructure in turns influences the economic basis, the role of the state in bringing 

about the required economic basis is crucial in creating a just society. 

 

Belittling the role of the state will inevitably result in the destruction of the system of 

social protection of the working people and do irreparable damage to society. It is for this 

reason that the capture and use of state power for the establishment of a just society 

became crucial in Nkrumah‟s emancipation agenda. 

 

It is also for this reason that the question as to whether the activities of Kwame Nkrumah 

actually promoted or impeded the development of a democratic rule-of-law state in 

Ghana should be approached not from the law itself, but through civil society and 

philosophical cognition, because as I have already stated above, it is philosophy that 

embraces and brings together what is common in phenomena, and therefore serves as an 

overall methodology for all sciences, a general theory of development both in nature and 

society.  

NKRUMAH IN THREE DIFFERENT SITUATIONS 

 

We have so far examined Nkrumah under three different situations: Nkrumah seeking 

power. Nkrumah in power. And Nkrumah after his overthrow. We have now come to the 

conclusion that the sense of justice runs throughout his political thinking at every stage. 

His policies while in power brought tribalism, which is one of the manifestations of 

injustices in society to the minimum. Today, however, tribalism has been brought back to 

a level that now threatens the stability of our country to the extent that the whole 

Christian Council of Ghana had to hold a press conference calling on Ghanaians to 

declare war against it. See Daily Graphic of October 26, 2006, page 3. 
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THE EVILS OF TRIBALISM 

                                                                                                                                                             

It may be useful here to remind ourselves about Nkrumah‟s position on this very subject, 

and I quote:  

 

In the era of neo-colonialism, tribalism is exploited by the bourgeois 

ruling class as an instrument of power politics, and as a useful outlet for 

the discontent of the masses. Many of the so-called tribal conflicts in 

modern Africa are in reality class forces brought into conflict by the 

transition from colonialism to neo-colonialism. Tribalism is the result, not 

the cause, of underdevelopment. In the majority of „tribal‟ conflicts the 

source is the exploiting bourgeois or feudal minority in co-operation with 

imperialists and neo-colonialists seeking to promote their joint class 

interests. Support has tended to be withdrawn from traditional rulers and 

transferred to rising urban bourgeoisie who are, under neo-colonialism, in 

a better position to maintain and promote the interests of international 

capitalism. The process assumes the appearance of a tribal confrontation, 

but in reality is part of the class struggle...  

 

The emergence of tribes in any country is natural, or due to historical 

development.  

 

Tribes, like nationalities, may always remain in a country, but it is 

tribalism – tribal politics – that should be fought and destroyed.” (See 

Class Struggle In Africa, by Kwame Nkrumah). 

                                   

NKRUMAH SEEKING POLITICAL POWER 

 

Before we conclude, let us take the following extracts from each of the three separate 

situations for example, “And while we are making our claim for self-government I want 

to emphasize, Mr. Speaker, that self-government is not an end in itself. It is a means to an 

end, to the building of the good life to the benefit of all, regardless of tribe, creed, colour 

or station in life. Our aim is to make this country a worthy place for all its citizens, a 

country that will be a shining light throughout the whole continent of Africa, giving 

inspiration far beyond its frontiers. And this we can do by dedicating ourselves to 

unselfish service to humanity”. This was Nkrumah seeking political power. 

                                        

NKRUMAH IN POWER 

 

To any Ghanaian, membership of our party should rightly form the dearest 

possession. The Convention People‟s Party has been built with great 

sacrifice and endeavour, iron determination and outstanding patriotism, 

overwhelming nationalist zeal and selfless comradely service. 

 

It is the people‟s own party, rigidly dedicated to the cause and welfare of 

the whole people of Ghana, and uncompromisingly devoted to a relentless 
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fight against imperialism and neo-colonialism found anywhere on the 

continent of Africa. 

No one can deny that the Convention People‟s Party was thus pitch forked 

by historical circumstances into the spearhead and vanguard of the 

gigantic struggle for the total liberation of Africa and the independence 

and unity of African states. 

 

It is a great honour to belong to the fold of the Convention People‟s Party. 

But it is right to remind ourselves that this membership carries also a 

serious responsibility. 

 

Members of the party must be the first to set an example of all the highest 

qualities in the nation. We must excel in our field of work by working 

really hard. We must produce unimpeachable evidence of integrity, 

honesty, selflessness in the positions in which we are placed by the party 

in the service to the nation. 

 

We must eschew ridiculous ostentation and vanity when the party has 

charged us with eminent offices of state, and remember constantly that we 

hold such offices not in our own right, but in the right of the total 

membership of the party, the masses of the people who really matter. 

 

I must thus personally warn all members of the Central Committee, all 

party functionaries, all Ministers of State and Ministerial Secretaries, the 

Chairmen of public boards and corporations and other key public officials, 

that they owe a great duty to the people, a duty which must be discharged 

with the highest sense of responsibility. It is a travesty of trust, therefore, 

for anyone of us to consider that we are privileged to install ourselves as 

masters of the people instead of their servants.  

 

This was Nkrumah in power. 

 

NKRUMAH AFTER HIS OVERTHROW 

 

It is ironic that the army and police action in Ghana should have occurred 

while I was flying to Hanoi with proposals for ending the war in Vietnam- 

a war in which imperialist aggression is seen in its most blatant and tragic 

form. Since the 1950s when US aid to the Saigon government was limited 

to the training the South Vietnamese army and giving advice and help in 

the political and economic spheres, the American commitment has risen 

sharply. In 1960 there were some 2000 US troops in South Vietnam, by 

1963, when Diem was assassinated, there were 15,500. Today there are no 

less than 280,000 Americans fighting a senseless, protracted war which is 

costing the people of the United States at least two million dollars daily, 

and which con only delay, but not prevent the Vietnamese people from 
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working out their own future free from foreign interference and 

domination.    

  

THE WESTERN COUNTRIES 

 

The Western countries, having failed to control democratically supported 

African governments, were forced into the final extremity of substituting 

regimes which depended upon no other mandate than the weapons which 

they held in their hands. The prosperity of the western world at the 

moment depends upon exploiting less developed countries. Each year the 

western world pays less for its imports and each year charges more for its 

exports. Those who make our “coups” believe, however, or at least 

pretend to believe, that if they copy, or claim to copy, the outward image 

of the western world, then – in some miraculous way- they will secure the 

advantages which the western world enjoys. The contrary is the case. The 

individuals who have made the counter-revolutions from Saigon to Sierra 

Leon are depended for their political existence upon western support. The 

countries over which they temporarily obtained control are therefore 

exploited all the more viciously”.  

 

This was Nkrumah after he was overthrown. 

 

From what we have seen so far, it is very clear that the contribution of Kwame Nkrumah 

to the development of democratic rule-of-law state in Ghana from both practical and 

philosophical points of view, is second to none, and the evidence is incontestable. 

However, one fact which has become very clear is that the edifice of Western democracy 

in its present form based on slim majority rule and winner takes all, has so many weak 

spots that it is proving incapable on its own, of solving many problems associated with 

injustice in society.                                      

 

 

THE PROBLEMS OF WESTERN DEMOCRACY 

 

The problem encountered by Western democracy in its present form is similar to the one 

faced by classical physics before the emergence of quantum physics. I am persuaded to 

use physics as an example because physics in our time is the leading natural science. This 

is due, primarily, to the wealth and diversity of the ideas and methods of investigation of 

modern physics, and to the fundamental significance of these ideas and techniques for 

epistemology (the theory of knowledge) and for the development of the world outlook 

given by dialectical materialism. The use of the history of physics makes the explanation 

of this situation much easier. 

 

William Thomson (Lord Kelvin, 1824-1907) said that there are two dark clouds on the 

horizon of the cloudless sky of classical physics –the unsuccessful attempts to set up a 

theory of blackbody radiation, and the contradictory behaviour of ether - the hypothetic 
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medium in which light waves are supposed to propagate. The persistent attempts to 

surmount these difficulties led to unexpected results. 

 

To solve these problems, which were beyond the possibilities of classical physics, it 

became necessary to revise quite radically the established, habitual notions and introduce 

concepts that were alien to the spirit of classical physics. Max Planck (1858-1947) 

succeeded in solving the problem of blackbody radiation in 1900 by introducing the 

concept of light emission in separate portions - quanta. Thus, at the threshold of the 20
th

 

century the concept of quantum appeared. It plays an exceedingly important part in 

modern physics and has resulted in the creation of quantum mechanics. 

 

The contradictory nature of the experimental facts relating to ether induced Albert 

Einstein (1879-1955) to revise the notions of space and time that were considered to be 

obvious from Newton‟s time. The result was the appearance of the theory of relativity. 

The latter gives equations of motion appreciably differing from those of Newtonian 

mechanics for bodies traveling with speeds that are noticeable in comparison with the 

speed of light. The theory of relativity has a leading position by right among the great 

achievements of the advanced physical thoughts of the twentieth century. 

 

Western democratic practice is clearly in need of major improvement in order to reduce 

the incidence of travesties of justice in society. This is where the social sciences are 

expected to provide the needed leadership in revealing the perspectives of the world 

historical process and to explain the deep sources of the movement of the social forces 

and the laws determining the world development today. Regrettably, what we are seeing 

today is an organized, massive media campaign of falsehood in which the perpetrators are 

seeking to change the history of Ghana and to attribute the merits of Kwame Nkrumah 

and his men to other people. How can anyone describe Kwame Nkrumah who brought 

parliamentary democracy into this country and did everything within the compass of law, 

as a dictator, and those who were engaged in subverting the democratic system, as 

democrats and believers in the rule-of-law? This is incredible. In a  forward to Peter 

Omari‟s  book entitled  Kwame Nkrumah the Anatomy of an African Dictatorship, Mr. 

Justice Ollennu said and I quote: “What despotic measure did Nkrumah take which was 

not constitutional, and not sanctioned by the law of the land duly enacted by Parliament? 

Nkrumah did detain people at his discretion without trial; but he did so within the letter of 

the law”. This is from one of the top members of the opposition to Nkrumah, and it is 

very clear that the facts available do not support the claim that he did not respect the rule-

of-law. Unless these reprehensible distortions of historical facts are corrected in a 

comprehensive way, their damaging effects on the intellectual capacity of our present and 

the future generations in the area of the social sciences will be hard to predict. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

However, the most immediate consequence of this situation has been a total absence of 

any ideal for which any citizen will be prepared to lay down his life, a general intellectual 

mediocrity characterized by pomposity and ignorance mistaken for knowledge, and the 

lack of capacity to develop the appropriate mindset that will give us the required self-
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confidence to design a roadmap towards economic and social transformation of the 

country. 

 

During the funeral of the late Madam Fathia, it was said in one of the tributes that 

Kwame Nkrumah was not only the first to introduce parliamentary democracy into this 

country with considerable difficulty, but also that the CPP government which he led was 

the first democratically elected government in the whole of Africa. At first I thought it 

was just a joke. Then, I suddenly realized that it was in fact, a true statement. The CPP 

won the first democratic election in 1951. At that time, there was no democratic 

government anywhere in the rest of Africa. The only African country to hold a similar 

election was Sudan, and that was in 1954. 

 

So, how come we have been bombarded with falsehood for all these years? This situation 

resembles the one described by Maxim Gorky in his book The City of the Yellow Devil, 

when he wrote about “Capitalist Terror in America Against Negro Workers”. On page 

105 of the book in question, Maxim Gorky said, and here I quote:  

 

The Capitalists, needless to say, have something to fight for. Their 

„culture‟ consists of a series of institutions which operate quite freely with 

the object of defending and justifying the absolute and unlimited power of 

parasitic minority over the labouring majority, the workers and peasants, 

and the petty bourgeois, who live by performing wretched little jobs for 

the big bourgeois. Their culture consists of schools and universities, where 

lies are told, of churches where lies are told, of parliaments where, too, 

lies are told, and a press which lies and calumniates. 

 

This is the kind of calamity that can befall a people who suffer a massive distortion of 

their history. It is said that those who do not know their own history risk getting 

themselves into a situation where their own property can easily be sold to them. 

 

One fact which we must realize is that patriotism is an important requirement in 

organizing and leading a people to build a strong and powerful nation, and this is not 

possible without the awareness of the great sacrifices and achievements made by their 

founding fathers. 

 

A patriotic citizen sees his or her education not only as a means of getting a good job, but 

also as an asset of his or her country in its competition with other countries. At the Ghana 

College opening on July 20 1948, Nkrumah urged all present and future students to 

consider laziness a crime. “Think! Study hard! Work 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 your country in her hour of need”. He said 

that he envisaged similar colleges being established throughout the country, leading 

eventually to the founding of a University of Ghana”. See Kwame Nkrumah A 

Biography, by June Milne, page 45. 

 



 26 

Mrs. Hillary Clinton, in her book entitled Living History, said that she wanted to study 

nuclear physics because the Russians outnumbered the USA in scientists by five to one. 

This is exactly how she put it:  

 

I was raised to love my God and my country, to help others, to protect and 

defend the democratic ideals that have inspired and guided free people for 

more than two hundred years. These ideals were nurtured in me as far 

back as I can remember. Back in 1959, I wanted to become a teacher or a 

nuclear physicist. Teachers were necessary to “train young citizens” and 

without them you wouldn‟t have “much of a country”. America needed 

scientists because the Russians have about five scientists to our one.  

 

A country blessed with citizens with this kind of mindset is bound to be great and 

powerful. As we speak now, the intellectual war is already underway, and our country 

has been caught completely unprepared, due mainly to the massive dose of falsehood that 

has been dished out to our youth population from our schools and the universities. As a 

result, we have now developed, not patriotism, but selfish pursuit of self-interest. Such a 

country is totally incapable of defending itself against the fresh challenge which time and 

the new world situation have thrown to our society. 

 

In India today, a tiny percentage of the populace – perhaps less than 1% is spearheading 

its move toward a higher standing in the world order. It is striving to become a 

“knowledge superpower” which hopes to skip the intermediate step of industrial 

development that has preceded other nation‟s march into the Information Age. Ghana is 

now completely absent from this field of battle. It is sad that we are now passive 

spectators instead of being active participants in the efforts to create the new world 

civilization. 
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