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Address: HOUSE NO. B1523/3 LAHTEHIDKDHSHIE OFF ZONGO JUNCTION.
DANSOMAN ROAD GA-353-6572

gEmail Commodoreericm@gmail.com Phone: 020B470234/0542694496
Our Rel CEM260624 ¥our Rel:

27" uni 2024

e %1 GISTRAR
GREAIE R ACCRA REGTONAL NOUSE OF CHIEFS
poned v ACCRA

REQUEST AND OFFICIAL SEARCIF - e D

Please Caused a search in your Registry to ascertain the following:

I. Whether or not OBLEMPONG WETSE KOJO I1 (A.K.A) Dr. Prince Asharku
Bruce Quaye Chieftaincy Declaration forms was processed fros the
Greatdr Accra Regional House of Chiefs and subsequently forwarded to
" the \ational House of Chiefs ?

(@) YES  OR () Ny RECENED ON OQ—( cs/24

+ 2. 1I' Yes Please indicate the date it was received from Ngleshie
Alain Traditional Council NZﬁ

3. I Yes Please indicate the date it was submitted to the National

‘House of Chiefs. |8 [Ob [202Y

4. I Yes Please indicate the name(s) of the person(s) who endorsed
~the Chieftaincy Declaration form of Wetse kojo 1l form the Ngleshie
* Alata Traditional Council and the date it was endorsed.
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5. State the capacity and-locus of the person(s) who endorse the

Chacltainey Declaration form as persons making report from Ngleshie
Alary Traditions] Council? MEMPER. CF THE TeRy DO AL
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6. Are there Minutes and/or resolutions of the members of Ngleshie

Alat. Traditional Council attached to the Chieftaincy Declaration
form 1 Oblempong Wetse Kojo I1 7
1:

II" VES when was the meeting conveyed and at whose instance 7

Datr: NL’H

Nami- | person who authorised the meeting.
N [e 4
B. 1t Yos kindly furniff us with a certificd true copies of the

minuies and/or resolution of the meetings of Ngleshie Alata

* Traditional Council membets attached to the Chieftaincy Declaration

form of Oblempong Wetse kojo IL. N {ﬁ

9. State the capacity and locus of the person(s) who endorse and

facilitate the Chiefltaincy declaration form as person making report

at the Greater Accra Regional House of Chiefs? VICE PRESIDENT tad "))
REGSTROR. OF ME HOYSE

10. Was minutes altached;from Greater Accra Regional House of Chiefs
to The National House of Chiefs ?

{a) YIS OR OLY Br Cougl ©RMER
11. 11" Yes Kindly furnisi} us a certified true copy of the minutes.

N/a -

- 12. Kindly provide the amount paid and the serial number of the receipts
+ issued with respect of C.D declaration form of Oblempong Wetse Kojo II.

A Amount - Serial Number of receipts

-

13. Please Kindly furnish my Clienl with a certified true copy of the
C.D tarm of OBLEMPONG WETSE KOJO 11 submitted hy the Greater Accra

Regional House of Chiefs to the National lousc of Chiefs. ALL fems
WieeE FofloarbaEd T NANUNAL thusk OF CHEfs

14, Whether there are receipts attached to the Declaration Forms of
OBLEMPONG WETSE KOJO 11 from the Hegistry of Ngleshie Alata

Traditional Council and Greater Accra Regional House of Chiefs.

(1) YES OR (h] NG
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- 15. 1l Tels Please kindly furnish my Clients with certified copies of
the Receipts from the Ngleshie Alata Traditional Council end the
Receipts from The Greater Accra Regional louse of Chiefs attached to
the (liieftaincy Declaration Forms of OBLEMPONG WETSE K0Jo 11 NJA

16. I'lase indicate the Yate the forms were endorsed from the Greater
Accra Regional House of Chiefs to the National louse or Chiefs. O 5/3}:11{

¥

17. low much was paid 7

18. Kindly furnished us with a certified copy ol the report for the
transmission to The Minister. NOT VALARBLE

19. Any other relevant documents or information ?FIMND aitacigd CourT
GRDERS AND OTHER RELEVANT Coual bocymeni FoR TOWRL PEAuloL. -

I? DATED AT ADUAPROKYE CHAMBERS, ACCRA THIS 27TH DAY OF
) JUNE 2024

....... =iaves ..m.rfﬁ‘:.-(.:';::...-...."”...
COMMODORE ERIC NIl MARTEY ESQ
LAWYER FOR THE

LICENSE No. eGAR06378/24

BP No. 3000081667
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THE REGISTRAR
GREATIH ACCRA REGIONAL HGUSE OF CHIEFS
DODOWA ACCRA

ERIC Ml MARTEY COMMODORE ESQ.
Solicitor and Barnster Of The
H Supreme Courl Of Ghana
: Aduaprokye Chambers
Tk +23354 2604496 +2232T2206924
Emall: Commaodorearcm@gmail.com
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF JUDIGATURE .-
THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTIGE _| “

ACCRA-A.D.2023 i’ﬁ w2
BETWEEN T ACCRA

1. NIl OKPE V 3000034818
DZAASETSE OF NGLESHI ALATA
TRADITIONAL AREA, NGLESHIE ALATA PALACE JAMESTOWN

2. NIl ARMAAH KWAFIO Il
ACTING PRESIDENT OF THE NGLESHIE .... PLAINTIFFS/APPLICANTS
ALATA TRADITIONAL COUNCIL AND CHIEF
OF ARMAAMAN
HOUSE NO.AMS54 NGLESHIE AMAFRO

VRS.

1. ODAIFIO WELENTSI Il , NUNGUA MANTSE
NUNGUA PALACE-ACCRA

2. THE GREATER ACCRA REGIONAL DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS
HOUSE OF CHIEFS
DODOWA-ACCRA

3. THE ELECTORAL COMMISSION
ACCRA

(Plaintiffs will direct service)

STATEMENT OF CASE OF PLAINTIFF/APPLICANT FILED IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION FOR INTERLOCUTORY INJUNCTION

1. The 1% Plaintiff is the Dzaasetse of the Ngleshie Alata Traditional
Area and a member of the Okpe Family of Ajumanko
Dawuranpong ruling House.

2. The 2@ Plaintiff is the Divisional Chief of Armaahman under the
James Town Ngleshie Alata Stool of Accra and the Acting
President and a member of the Ngleshie Alata Traditional



10.

2.

Council.

Plaintiffs aver that on the 10" day of September 2024, the 1+
Defendant wrote a letter to the 2nd Plaintiff inviting him for a
meeting at the Nungua Traditional Council.

The Plaintiffs aver that on the 13" Day of September 2024, the
2~d Plaintiff and two others namely; Nii Okudzeman IV and Nii
Ayi Okufoubour | heeded the call of the 15 defendant and
visited him at his palace.

Plaintiffs aver that at the Palace the 1¢' Defendant attempted
to bribe the 2n< Plaintiff to sign the Chieftaincy Declaration
form of one Oblempong Wetse Kojo Il so he becomes the
Paramount Chief of Ngleshie Alata Traditional Area when the
15 Defendant knew the said Oblempong Wetse Kojo Il was not
the rightful person.

Plaintiffs aver that the 15 Defendant who is the chairman of the
research committee of the 27 Defendant institution (Greater
Accra Regional House of Chiefs) has been using his position to
gazette wrongful persons as Chiefs and creating mayhem in
some of the various Traditional Councils within Accra.

The 15 Defendant who has a shrewd skill with how the
Chieftaincy declaration forms are facilitated and transmitted
from the Traditional Council to the National House of Chiefs
maliciously together with two others endorsed and transmitted
purported Chieftaincy declaration form of one Oblempong
Wetse Kojo Il to the National House of Chiefs.

Plaintiffs aver that the 1t Defendant has formed a cartel in the
2rd Defendant institution and they are using their malicious
actions to foment problems within the various Traditional
Councils in the Greater Accra Region.

Plaintiffs aver that the Defendants are organizing elections to
elect various officers into various positions in the 27@ Defendant
institution.

Plaintiffs avers that the 3@ Defendant as an institution
mandated to conduct public elections in Ghana will be at the
house to supervise the said elections.

Plaintiffs aver that the 15 Defendant has demonstrated traits
which do not make him someone who has a proven character
to hold the High Position of the President of the Greater Accra
Regional House of Chiefs.

Plaintiffs aver that even in the absence of elections, the 1+
Defendant is not fit to hold such an office since his fraits will
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lead the region into more chieftaincy conflicts.

Plaintiffs aver that the actions of the Defendants if allowed will
plunge the whole Greater Accra Region into serious
chieftaincy disputes and confusion.

LIST OF AUTHORITIES
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. The High Court (Ciwvil Procedure) Rules 2004 (C.I. 47)

. Pountrney vrs Doegah [1987-88] 1 GLRE 11 CA

. Vanderpuye wrs Nartey [1951])GLE 428 CA

. Baiden wvrs Tandoh [1991] 1 GLR 98 HC

. Food Specialties Ghana Ltd wvrs Technical De Multi

Construction S.&4. [1987-8B]GLR 25 CA

. American Cyanamid vrs Ethicon [1973] 1 ALL EE 504

THE LAW ON GRANT OR REFUSAL OF APPLICATION FOR

INTERLOCUTORY INJUNCTION

The Applicants 1nvoke the powers of this Honourable
Court under Order 25 rule 1 of C.I. 47 which states:

"the court may grant an injunction by an interlocutory
order in all cases in which it appears to the court to
be just and convenient to do so, and the order may made
either unconditionally or upon such terms and conditions
as the court considers just”

There is therefore no doubt that the grant of an
interleocutory injunction is the exercise of the court’s
equitable jurisdiction which is discreticnary and may
be granted if the ©court considers it just and
convenient.

We humbly invite this court to examine the case and this
application in its entirety and restrain the Defendants
by themselves, their agents, workmen and representatives
etc. having regard especially to the clrcumstances of
the case and the wisdom and powers of the court’s orders
in that justice shall be done.

My Lord on the authorities, the most important and
fundamental factor to be considered is that this
application or the applicants’' case establishes a right
which could be asserted at law.

This right 1is both an eguitable and a legal right as
Traditional rulers known by ocur laws which are evidenced
by the Exhibits attached to our affidavit i1n support:

principles of law governing interlocutory injunctions



generally, and those applicable to this case in particular.

The following principles have been developed applied
and are well known to this court:

a.

That the Applicant though need not show that he has
a prima facie case, the Applicant must prove that
he has a right capable of legal or equitable
protection and that right has been breached or
threatened to be breached. Per Kpegah J (as he
then was) in Baiden v Tandoh [ 199%1] 1 GLR 98 HC
stated:

“"..where a Plaintiff was seeking an order of
injunction, he must establish that the right he was
seeking to protect existed and that there had been
a breach and threat of the breach continuing sc as
to cause him irreparable damage if the Defendant
was not restrained..”

« The Applicant has an interest, both legal and
equitakle in the actions and inactions of the
Greater Accra Regional House of chiefs;, the
subject matter of this suit.

It 1is our supbmissicon therefore that based on

affidavit evidence before the court, the applicants

has established subsisting equitable and legal
interest or right in the actions of the Greater

Accra Regional House of chiefs and inactions which

is capable of being protected by this Honourable

Courtc.

Secondly, the court must hold the scales even and
see whether on  the balance of convenience, which
of the parties would suffer greater hardship in the
event of a grant or refusal as propounded in
Pountney v Doegah [1987-88] 1 GLR 111

Also in American Cyanamid vrs Ethicon [1975] 1 All
ER 504, the House of Lords held on the grant of
interlocutory injunction that;

“..the object of the interlocutory injunctioen is to
protect the plaintiff against injury by wvieclation
of his right for which he could not be adequately
compensated in damages recoverable in the action
if the uncertainty were resclved in his favour at
the trail; but the plaintiff's need of the
Defendant to be protected against injury resulting
from his having been prevented from exercising his
own legal rights for which he could not be
compensated undercaking in damages 1 the



uncertainty were resolved in the Defendant's favour
at the trial. The court must weigh one need against
another and determine where the balance of
convenience lies..”

# However, should an injunction be granted pending
suit, the status guo of the parties to this suit
shall be maintained till all parties prove their
respective rights before this Honourable Court?

¢ My Lord respectfully, our Courts have held that
8 basic purpose of interlocutory orders is “hold
the balance evenly between the parties pending
the final resolution of the matters in
difference between them”. This is the decision
in Odonkor & Ors. v. Martei [1987-BB8] GLRD 54.

* We hereby submit that considering the fact that
the Plaintiffs have a legal and equitable title,
a grant of the 1instant motion would MNOT cause
greater hardship to the Defendants.

* Only the grant of this motion for injunction
will protect the right o¢f the Plaintiffs and
guarantee that no 1irreparable damage, and no
greater hardship would be caused the Plaintiffs.

My Lord it is our humble submission that the balance of
convenience is highly tilted in favour of the Plaintiff and
we pray that interlocutory injunction cught to be granted
accordingly.

C. The third principle is that the applicant must show
that he requires the interlocutory injunction to preserve
the status quo ante

In Vanderpuye v Nartey [1977] 1 GLR 428 CA, it was held
that:

“..the governing principle was whether on the face of the
affidavits there was the need to preserve the status gquo
in order to avoid irreparable damage to the Applicants..”

My Lord stemming from the earlier principle, in order to
preserve the status quo ante, this order ought to be granted
particularly due to the fact that there exists both a legal:
and equitable rights in favour of the Plaintiffs.

The principle was alsc stated in Food Specialties vrs
Multiconstruction S.A. [1987-88] GLR 25 in which the court
held that;

“one of the facters which the court must take into
consideration when called upon for an interim order to
preserve the status quo is whether the plaintiff’s claim



on the face of it is maintainable”

D. The Court must also convince itself that the Applicants’ case
is not frivolous or vexatious.

It was stated in Vanderpuye v Nartey [1977]1 GLR 428 CA that
interlocutory injunction may be granted provided the case of the
applicant was not frivolous or vexatious..”

This application was brought to protect the subsisting rights
of the Plaintiffs and the action is neither frivolous nor
vexatious.

CONCLUSION

My Lord having regard to the affidavit evidence, it is our humble
prayer that this interlocutory injunction be granted having
established the requisite ingredients for which such eqguitable
discretion be exercised in Plaintiff’s favour.

DATED AT ACCRA, THIS 24™ DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2024.

.................................................

SOILUCITOR FOR PLAINTIFFS/APPLIC ANTS
LICENCE NO:eEGAR 046378/24
BP NO:300081 447
EHCNIHMHE?EDEHNIHEE@I
Solicitor and Barnster Of The
HIGH COURT Tok +233542604496 / +233272206824
Commodoreenicm@gmail.com

ACCRA Emai:

AND TO BE SERVED ON THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS.



