












Later that same day, once his discharge had been completed by the Court, my Project Manager Mr. 
Mohammed Suraj went to the site and confirmed the destruction for himself. He thereupon lodged a 
formal complaint at the Manet Police Station in respect of the demolition of my property. 

The following day, 10th September 2026, my workmen were arraigned before Circuit Court 9. 
On this occasion the Court, having been apprised of the facts of the matter, refused to remand 
them. 

I ask that the whole of that sequence be considered together. One officer of the Ghana Police Service, 
acting on what was in front of him, arrested and handcuffed a man caught demolishing a building. 
A specialised unit of the same Service arrived minutes later, undid that arrest, declined to hear 
the crime, freed the suspect and his machine, and detained the men who had reported it - and 
when it put those men before Circuit Court 9 the next day, the Court declined to remand them. 

That is the second time in eight days that the And-Land Guard Unit brought my men before 
Circuit Court 9. On 3rd September the Court granted a remand to aid investigation. On 10th 
September, with the facts before it, the Court refused. 

3.8 The shape of these events 

Within two months: a stop-work order from Regional Police Headquarters and a workman arrested 
and released without charge; warning shots and six more arrests the next day, with no reason 
given; demolition equipment escorted onto my land by police, its operators left untouched while the 
same workman was arrested a second time; eleven tradesmen refused bail and remanded on a complaint 
about a neighbour's wall; a machine sent at night by a man who said policemen had sent him; and 
finally, on the one afternoon the site stood undefended because everyone concerned was in court, a 
demolition carried out and the perpetrator freed from handcuffs by a police unit. On every occasion 
the Police were behind it. On no occasion was a single document of authority produced. 

4. THE POLICE JUSTIFICATION, AND WHY IT CANNOT ST AND

4.1 The Police justify their involvement in this civil matter on the footing that a criminal complaint 
was made alleging the breaking of the Defendants' fence wall and the forcible takeover of 
the Defendants' land. I respectfully submit that this justification collapses on examination. 

(a) I had no conceivable reason to touch that wall. The razed wall was the Defendants' own rear 
boundary wall. It was of no material use whatsoever to my right of access to the land. I was 
already in possession. I had created two separate entrances of my own onto the parcel, and my 
access to every part of the land was complete, independent and unobstructed by that wall. I had no 
need to touch the Defendants' wall, or anything of theirs, to reach any part of my land. A site visit will 
confirm this immediately and beyond argument, and I invite your investigators to make one. The 
suggestion that I broke down a neighbour's rear wall in order to gain access to land I already 
occupied, already fenced, already gated and already entered by two gates of my own construction is 
frivolous on its face and physically pointless. It was not made because it is true. It was made 
because it was needed.

I add this, which the Police have never been told: the building whose rear wall is said to have been 
broken is itself standing on my land. The 3rd and 4th Defendants built it there without my 
knowledge 







(ii) Establish why a suspect handcuffed by a police officer on 9th September 2026 was released

within minutes by a Regional Anti-Land Guard team, on whose instruction, why the offence he had

committed was not received at the Regional Police Headquarters, and on what authority his machine

was also released;

(iii) Identify from Exhibit E the operator who attended the site at about 8:54 p.m. on 5th September

2026, and establish the identity and status of the person he named as "Mboma," including whether

that person is or holds himself out as a police officer;

(iv) Establish who instructed, requested or procured police attendance on each occasion, through

whom and on what basis, including production and examination of the docket opened on the

Defendants' complaint;

(v) Cause the complaint concerning the razing of the Defendants' rear wall on 11th July 2026 to be

independently investigated, including the question of who in fact brought it down, and direct that a

site inspection be conducted to establish whether that wan bore any relation at all to my access to

the land;

(vi) Obtain and review the record of proceedings in Circuit Court 9 on both 3rd September and

10th September 2026, and account for the basis on which police bail was refused and a remand was

sought on the first occasion, and for the case that was put before the Court on the second, when

remand was refused;

(vii) Review the prosecution file and cause the charges against the eleven named workmen,

adjourned to 21st October 2026, to be withdrawn, and their bail conditions discharged, and in doing

so account for the discrepancy between the reason given to the men at the point of arrest - a

complaint that thugs had broken a wall - and the offences of land guard activity and vigilantism

afterwards laid against them on the charge sheet;

(viii) Direct the release and discharge of bail conditions of all workmen arrested on 14th July, 15th

July, 28th July, 3rd September and 9th September 2026, including Mr. Ali Yussif and my

contractor, Mr. Osman Kumatu;

(ix) Cause the arrest and prosecution of the 3rd and 4th Defendants, the operator known as Derrick

- who attended my site with demolition equipment on 28th July 2026 and carried out the

demolition of 9th September 2026 - and all other persons who took part in or procured that

demolition;

(x) Take appropriate disciplinary and, where warranted, criminal action against any officer found

to have acted unlawfully;

(xi) Account for the discharge of firearms at my site on 15th July 2026;

(xii) Direct that no further police action be taken in respect of this land pending final detennination

of Suit No. LD/0580/2026, and that the status quo be preserved;

(xiii) Furnish me, within a reasonable time, with the outcome of the investigation.

7.EXHIBITS

Exhibit A - Writ of Summons and Statement of Claim, Suit No. LD/0580/2026, filed 27th July

2026 



Exhibit B -Letter of the Registrar, High Court (Land Division), to the Inspector-General of 

Police, Ref. LD/635/07/26, dated 27th July 2026 

Exhibit C -Certified true copy of the Order for Interim Injunction dated 30th July 2026 

Exhibit D-Video recording of the incident of 28th July 2026 

Exhibit E -Video recording of the night incident of 5th September 2026, showing the operator's 

face 

Exhibit .F-CCTV footage of the demolition of 9th September 2026 

Exhibit G -Charge sheet and records of Circuit Court 9 (3rd, 9th and I 0th September 2026) 

Exhibit H -Complaint lodged by Mr. Mohammed Suraj at the Manet Police Station on 9th 

September 2026, and the station reference number 

Exhibit I -Photographs and schedule of damage 

Exhibit J -Deed of Lease dated 16th July 2026, and site plan 

Exhibit K -Medical reports in respect of injured workmen

I am available at any time to assist the investigation, as are my Project Manager, my contractor, my site 

caretaker and the affected workmen. 

I count on your usual cooperation. 

Yours faithfully, 

r-- @�. ti: ·············. 
HABIB MUSAH ADAMS 

Plaintiff, Suit No. LD/0580/2026 

Spintex-Manet, Accra 

Counsel: Emmanuel Acolatse Esq., Acolatse@Law, Sefakor Chambers, 34 Afriyie Street, GR-126-

3100, Abelenkpe, Accra. Tel: 0208137866 


