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The 51st Anniversary 
First things first. Let’s herein set the records straight. Mr. Paul Biya, president of La Republique du 
Cameroun, engages in pure witchcraft to justify why he, personally, took the decision on December 4, 
2009 to schedule the so-called festivities to mark the so-called 50th Anniversary of the Camerounese Army 
in Bamenda, a main town in the former UN Trust territory of the Southern Cameroons.  
Contrary to Mr. Biya’s ludicrous averment (as uttered in his Bamenda speech of December 8, 2010), at 
some forgotten point after “re-unification” a ghost-obscure 13th Company emanating from the Northern 
Zone of the Southern Cameroons attached itself (by magic) to another ghost 2nd Battalion in Dschang-East 
Cameroon and thus started the Camerounese Army.  
Habba-Pure witchcraft! This is the hallmark of yet another presidential fib – some would say 
gobbledygook. Most armies celebrate the anniversaries of major past battles (Trafalgar, Sanakang, 
2Okinawa, Meiway, Custer’s Last Stand, Din3

Amazingly, all local radio and television states in Cameroun swallowed the above Biya hook, sinker and 
line. This Big Lie was echoed and echoes with the pious hope that it would translate into the truth.  

 etc). Here is an army tagging a Golden Jubilee to nothing but a 
simplistic attachment of non-existent units.  

The historical fact, as computed by open records, is that the Camerounese ARMY was created on 
November 11, 1959 by a dictate of the French colonial administration and its puppet storekeeper aka 
boutiquier Ahmadou Ahidjo. 
As fate would have it, General Remy Claude Meka, Chief of Army Staff of the Camerounese Army, wrong-
footed and put his own politicking “lord of the armies” in his place when he told the world on December 9, 
2010 that the Camerounese army was indeed created in 1959 and that by the name that Camerounese 
natives (least of all Mr. Biya himself) would never name – Ahmadou Ahidjo. The import of this is that 
Bamenda, the Northern Zone and the Southern Cameroons had, and has, abso-BLOODY-lutely nothing to do 
with the Camerounese army. 
Be that as it may, that army is a nifty 51 years old this day and not fifty. Surely if Mr. Biya has so attained 
the state of senior senility that he can forget to sign a decree instituting an Elections Commission for his 
own country then it is very easy to forget such times and dates as the ancient date of birth of a most 
ancient army.  
Talking of age, again the records show that Camerounese army circa 25 generals dead-beat, most of them 
over 75 years old; all tottering on the borders of senility and decay, often wheel-chaired out to official 
functions and still, it is adjured, in ACTIVE service.  
Per the book, “Une Armée sans Defense,” published by Guerandi Mbara, the head plotter of the flopped 
April 6, 1984 coup d’état in Cameroun, when these worn-out generals are not engaged in various rackets 
and scams involving army supplies, army treasury and army weaponry, they are on other hot pursuits 
involving drowning themselves in sex and alcohol.  
The foot soldiers have, most appropriately, labeled the generals “Les baleines” or whales because of their 
extra-high propensity to bilk the army and thus the state. The whales run the food stores, they run all 
supplies, they run assignments, they run purchases hence they grow fat and pompous as the soldiers 
suffer.  
Now despite a contrary advisory tabled to Mr. Biya by none other than the U.N. Secretary-General Ban Ki-
moon, on an official visit to Cameroun, last June 2010, (and many others including the ACHPR) which 
advisory called on Mr. Biya to desist from deploying his army to Bamenda on a so-called 50th Army Day, 
the ever supercilious Biya stuck his guns and will heretofore bear the consequences.  

                                                             
1 With Notes from the Manuscript of Den of Lions Vol I and II. By Ntemfac Nchwete Nkong A. Ofege 
2 Sanakang near Mamfe, The 1916, last stand of the colonial Germans wherein they were routed by the British 
Forces. 
3 The Battle of Din is a famous encounter in Southern Cameroons wherein the Oku-Noni routed their Banso 
tormentors 



Let the records also show that Mr. Biya’s obtuse and confrontational deployment of the Camerounese 
Army to the Northern Zone of the Southern Cameroons intended to portend the following, (1) A REPLY TO 
THE ACHPR demands for “Constructive Dialogue” with SCAPO and the SCNC, two leading posses in the 
determinate crusade to actualize the independence, sovereignty and statehood of the UN Trust Territory 
of the Southern Cameroons (2) his refusal to honour even ONE of the recommendations of the ACHPR in 
the 2009 Banjul Ruling on the Southern Cameroons Question (3) a conceited desire to once more insult 
the intelligence of the seemingly gullible populace of the Southern Cameroons by making some more 
empty promises (4) demonstrate the litigious might of the Camerounese Army and (5) jump-start yet 
another campaign to eternalize his infamy at the helm of the Camerounese state. 

Reviewing the Southern Cameroons Question 
To all intents and purposes, Bamenda and the Northern Zone , are not only on record as being 
passionately opposed to this Paul Biya man and all his works but Bamenda spearheads all groups and 
individuals crusading for the actualization of the sovereignty, independence and statehood of the former 
British Southern Cameroons.  
Proponents of the Southern Cameroonian determinism have simplified the Southern Cameroun Question 
in the Cameroons as the illicit occupation of the Southern Cameroons territory by one La Republique du 
Cameroun, itself a former UN Trust Territory. This occupation is in flagrant violation of all international 
laws and treaties as well as all internationally recognized boundaries between the two former UN Trust 
territories.  
In fact, the leadership of the struggle to actuate the statehood of the British Southern Cameroons has, via 
Communications 337/2007 now pending at the African Commission of Human and Peoples Rights, asked 
that body to actualize the internationally recognized borders between Southern Cameroons and La 
Republique du Cameroun.  The purveyors of Southern Cameroons determinism have the above facts for 
the consideration of International Law, the International community, the AU, the UNO, the ACHPR and 
men and women of good will. 
These activists, who are a 95 percent plus majority, are so committed to the issue that Professor Carlson 
Anyangwe, who this day heads a Restoration Government charged with the actualization of Southern 
Cameroons independence, writes: 
 

 “For close to half a century already La Republique du Cameroun is still unable to prove its 
claimed title of sovereignty to the Southern Cameroons territory. Evidently it has no valid 
instrument of international law by which it can found its claim to jurisdiction over the Southern 
Cameroons. Political hot air about the 1961 plebiscite or the 1972 fraud cannot do.”  

 
The Southern Cameroons Question is about ending the illegal occupation of one country by another. It is 
about resolving a territorial dispute between two territories with international status. It is about 
territorial restitution. It is about decolonization. It is about freeing a colonized and subjugated people and 
giving them back their freedom. It is about correcting international fraud and theft of one people’s 
territory, country and space of existence by another. It is about enforcing principles of international law 
and principles enshrined in the Constitutive Act of the African Union, the African Charter on Human and 
Peoples’ Rights, and in the Charter of the United Nations.  
The withdrawal of La Republique du Cameroun from the illegally occupied Southern Cameroons territory 
will not diminish the legal territory of La Republique du Cameroun. It will not entail a change in its 
recognized international boundaries as they stood as of the date of its achievement of independence from 
France on 1 January 1960.  
Consequent upon the above, in 2006, a group of Southern Cameroonians, on their behalf, and on the behalf 
of the natives of Southern Cameroons brought the following petition before the African Commission on 
Human and Peoples Rights. And this group recorded thumping success.   

The Banjul Case 
Petitioning the African Commission on Human and Peoples Rights 
The Banjul Communiqué 
37th Session of the African Commission on Human & Peoples Rights 
Re: Communication No 266/2003 



Dr. Kevin Ngwang Gumne and Others; Acting on their Behalf and on Behalf of SCNC/SCAPO and the 
Southern Cameroons  
Versus 
La République du Cameroun. 
This is a case that was filed before the Africa Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights on January 9, 
2003 by representatives of the Southern Cameroons National Council (SCNC) and Southern Cameroons 
Peoples Organization (SCAPO), acting on their personal behalf and on the behalf of the Southern 
Cameroons. The plaintiffs who filed the case were the following: 
 
1. Dr. Kevin Ngwang Gumne  
2. Augustine Feh Ndangam  
3. Dr. Martin Ngeka Luma (Deceased)  
4. Chief Ayamba Ette Otun  
5. Mr. Nfor Ngala Nfor  
6. Humphrey Mbinglo  
7. Mr. Albert Womah Mukong (Deceased)  
8. Isaac M. Sona  
9. Dr. Emil Mondoa  
10. Dr. Tayoba Ngenge  
11. Dr. Stephen Shemlon  
12. Dr. Martin Ayim  
13. Dr. J Asongu  
14. Mrs. Regina Mankefor (Deceased)  
15. Ms Melissa Nambangi  
16. Mr. Andrew Edimo  
17. Tum Tafon  
18. Dennis Atemkeng  
 
The complainants were represented by Prof. Carlson Anyangwe, as lead Counsel and the law firm of 
Akinlawon & Ajomo of Lagos, Nigeria. The complaint recites that La République du Cameroun is guilty of 
violating the rights of hundreds of citizens of the Southern Cameroons and the collective rights of the 
People of the Southern Cameroons. 
In their Submissions on Admissibility and on the Merits Complainants adduced compelling and conclusive 
evidence of a continuing and consistent pattern of gross and reliably attested violations by the La 
Republique du Cameroun of individual human rights in the Southern Cameroons.   
This was supported by an exhaustive catalogue of repression and oppression targeting the people of the 
Southern Cameroons, involving torture, arbitrary arrest and detention and maiming extra judicial 
executions and killings of the citizens of the Southern dating from 1961. 
Complainant submitted that the delinquent conduct of Respondent State violates Articles 1, 2, 3(1), 4, 5, 6, 
7, 9, 10, 11, and 14 of the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights.  Particular attention was drawn 
to Article 4 which protects the right to life and to the physical integrity of the person; to Article 5 outlaws 
torture and other cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment and punishment; to Article 6 which prohibits 
arbitrary arrests and detention; Article 7 which guarantees the right to fair trial; and Article 9-12 which 
guarantee the right to freedom of expression, association, assembly and movement. 
Complainants further submitted that forty-five years ago in 1961, Respondent State occupied the 
Southern Cameroons and established its colonial rule there, complete with its structures, and its 
administrative, military and police personnel, applying a system and operating in a language alien to the 
Southern Cameroons.  Respondent State continues to exercise a colonial sovereignty over the territory to 
this day. But according to the fantastic claim of Respondent State the Southern Cameroons is part of its 
territory that was transferred back to it by the UN and the UK Government. Yet the stubborn fact of the 
matter is that Respondent State is a latter-day colonizer. It has grabbed and is trying to steal territory it 
has no rightful claim to at all. Its conduct is in violation of international law and a breach of its obligations 
under the African Charter. 
Complainants have always argued and adduced conclusive evidence in support, that the occupation and 
assumption of a colonial sovereignty over the Southern Cameroons by Respondent State amounts to a 



violation of Articles 19 and 20 of the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights, both of which outlaw 
domination, colonialism and neo-colonialism in all its forms and manifestations. Article 19 places an 
absolute ban on the domination of one people by another. Article 20 emphatically asserts the right of 
every people to subsistence, to self-determination, and of resistance to colonialism or oppression by 
resorting to any internationally recognized means of resistance. 
The substance of the complaint of the people of the Southern Cameroons is that the rights recognized to 
the peoples under the African Charter on Human and Peoples Rights have for the people of the Southern 
Cameroons, been suppressed by La République du Cameroun  (the Respondent State) through domination 
and colonization in violation of the Charter;  and that la République du Cameroun is guilty of a series of 
gross massive continuing and reliably attested human rights violations in respect of the named citizens 
and groups of citizens of the Southern Cameroons. 
The Commission is requested to find la République du Cameroun (the Respondent State) guilty of these 
violations; to reaffirm the inherent, unquestionable and inalienable right of the people of the Southern 
Cameroons to self-determination and thus the enjoyment of all the rights recognized to the peoples under 
this Charter; to reaffirm the right of the people of the Southern Cameroons to live in peace and security as 
a free people; to call on States parties to the Charter to assist the people of the Southern Cameroons in 
their liberation struggle against the foreign domination of La République du Cameroun; to call on la 
République du Cameroun to end its continuing violation of the human rights of individual Southern 
Cameroons Citizens; and to find that victims of rights violations by la République du Cameroun are 
entitled to adequate compensation. 
At the 35th Session of the Commission held in Banjul in May/June 2004 the admissibility of the case was 
considered.   At that hearing La République du Cameroun was represented by an 8-man delegation led by 
Dr. Dion Ngute, Minister Delegate in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.   
The Respondent State argued that the communication does not meet the requirements of Article 56 (2) 
because the Complainants are advocating for secession under the pretext of allegations of violation of the 
provisions of the African Charter and other human rights instruments. While conceding that the right to 
self-determination is an inalienable right, the Respondent State argued that this right should not “be 
interpreted as authorizing or encouraging any measure that would partly or wholly compromise the 
entire territory or the political unity of sovereign and independent States” 
After satisfying itself that the communication satisfied the seven conditions stipulated in article 56 of the 
African Charter of Human and Peoples’ Rights, the Communication was declared admissible by the African 
Commission on Human & Peoples’ Rights.  At the 36th Session of the Commission, held in Dakar in 
Nov/Dec 2004, the Respondent State demanded that a copy of the decision on the admissibility of the 
Communication be made available to them, failing which it would cease to co-operate with the 
Commission.  The merit stage of the Case was therefore adjourned to the 37th Session scheduled to take 
place in Banjul in April/May 2005.   
It may be recalled that at the 36th Session, at which Humphrey Mbinglo represented the Complainants, Dr. 
Dion Ngute, speaking on behalf of the Respondent State, said that the SCNC has been in factions and that la 
République du Cameroun did not know which faction to deal with.  The Respondent State said it had 
identified some SCNC individuals with whom it was discussing. He went on to name the four individuals 
as: Isaac Oben, Theodore Leke, Samuel Tita and Gregory Agbor.   All four individuals were present in 
Dakar in the corridors of the Commission.  The Commission listened to the statement from the 
Respondent State without comment. 
At the 37th Session of the Commission, held in Banjul from April 27 to May 11, the Commission heard oral 
presentation made by the Complainant (Southern Cameroons) and the response of Respondent State (la 
République du Cameroun). The Complainants reiterated that their submissions at the Admissibility and 
Merit stages of this case establish conclusively the elements of ‘people’, ‘domination’, ‘colonialism’ and 
‘oppression’: the people of the Southern Cameroons are without any shadow of a doubt a people, a people 
under the domination of the people of Respondent State, a people under the colonial rule of Respondent 
State, and a people oppressed by Respondent State.  Complainants repeated the following incontrovertible 
facts:  

1) that the Southern Cameroons and République du Cameroun were two separate Class B UN Trust 
Territories under two separate colonial Authorities with well-defined international boundaries 
(see 1958 Map showing the Southern Cameroons as a UN Trust Territory under UK 
Administration; Nigeria is to the west and the Trust Territory of French Cameroun is to the east) ;  



2) that the Plebiscite Questions as framed by the UN invited the people of the Southern Cameroons 
to pronounce themselves on the achievement of independence by ‘joining’ either Nigeria or 
République du Cameroun;  

3) that the pre-plebiscite Agreements between the Southern Cameroons and Respondent State and 
the voting at the UN in April 1961 leading to the adoption of Resolution 1608 doubtless envisaged 
three concomitant events to happen on 1 October 1961, namely, achievement of independence by 
the Southern Cameroons, entry into a federal association with République du Cameroun and the 
consequential termination of the trusteeship over the Southern Cameroons;  

4) that operative paragraph 5 of Resolution 1608 called on the Government of the Southern 
Cameroons, the UK and République du Cameroun to finalize before 1 October 1961 the 
arrangements by which the agreed and published policies on a federal association would be 
implemented;  

5) That said paragraph 5 was not and has never been implemented;  
6) That on 1 September 1961 Respondent State passed an annexation law asserting sovereignty over 

the Southern Cameroons; and   
7) That on 1 October 1961 Respondent State sent its troops into the Southern Cameroons, grabbed it 

as part of its territory, and has since been exercising a colonial sovereignty over it, the fierce pro-
test of the people notwithstanding. 

The Complainants concluded their presentation as follows: “the self-determination process of the people 
of the Southern Cameroons is irreversible. Respondent States is grossly mistaken in its blind faith in the 
use of force, in the use of corrupted chiefs and other reactionary forces in the Southern Cameroons as fifth 
columnists, to maintain its colonial subjugation of the Southern Cameroons. The lesson of history, ancient 
and modern, shows how unsustainable and unrealistic such expedients always have been. And the Lord 
said to Moses, go to Pharaoh and tell him “LET MY PEOPLE GO!”  
The Complainants state that the “alleged unlawful and forced annexation and colonial occupation” of 
Southern Cameroun by the Respondent State constituted a violation of Article 20 of the Charter. They 
claim that Southern Cameroonians are entitled to exercise the rights to self determination under Article 
20 of the Charter as a separate and distinct people from the people of “La Republic du Cameroun.”  
Article 20 of the African Charter of Human and Peoples Rights stipulates that: 
 

1) All peoples shall have the right to existence. They shall have the unquestionable and inalienable 
right to self determination. They shall freely determine their political status and shall pursue their 
economic and social development according to the policy they have freely chosen. 

2) Colonized or oppressed peoples shall have the right to free themselves from the bonds of 
domination by resorting to any means recognized by the international community. 

3) All peoples shall have the right to the assistance of the states parties to the present Charter in 
their liberation struggle against foreign domination, be it political, economic or cultural. 

The Respondent State, replying in French, informed the Commission that it did not have much to say 
because the leader of their delegation, the Minister Delegate at the Ministry of External Affairs was not 
present.   He further said that they had never seen the map of the Southern Cameroons and requested a 
copy of together with Complainants oral presentation, so as to enable them to study both.  He further 
wondered aloud the capacity in which the Complainants are acting before the Commission, saying the 
Respondent State was in possession of a document from “the Chief of the Southern Cameroons”. 
(Presumably one Mr. Isaac Oben who, together with three other individuals, have always been tagged 
along by the Respondent State since the 36th Session in Dakar).   
The Commission asked for clarification on the following issues: 
 

1) How do the Complainants reconcile their claim to self-determination with the OAU Cairo 
Declaration of 1964 on the in-violability of boundaries inherited at independence?  

2) Whether the People of the Southern Cameroons were ethnically connected with the people of la 
République du Cameroun?  

 



The Complainants responded by confirming their total subscription to the terms of the OAU Cairo 
Declaration that States must respect the borders, which they inherited at the time they attained 
independence.  Complainants called the Commission’s attention to the fact that the Respondent State, a 
former UN Trust Territory under French Administration, achieved independence on January 1, 1960 and 
was admitted to membership of the United Nations on September 20, 1960.  At no time prior to or at the 
independence of the Respondent State or at the time of its admission to the United Nations was the 
Southern Cameroons ever a part of the Respondent State.  The international law principle of Uti Possedetis 
Juris ordains that the boundaries of a colonial territory become frozen on the date of its attainment of 
independence.   Respondent State’s claim to territory outside the territorial framework it inherited on its 
attainment of independent could only be expansionist, hegemonistic and colonialist, outlawed under 
international law. 
On the second question, the Complainant stated that there is no substantial ethnic connection between the 
Southern Cameroons as a whole and the people of the Respondent State as a whole; but that along the 
common border between the Southern Cameroons and la République du Cameroun, one occasionally finds 
some communities astride the common border between the two countries.    
However, there is nothing unique about this phenomenon in Africa.  For example, there are many tribes in 
the territory of the Respondent State which spill over into the contiguous states of Equatorial Guinea, 
Gabon, Congo, Chad, Central African Republic and Nigeria. Along the common Nigeria – Southern 
Cameroons border, there are communities which are astride Nigeria and the Southern Cameroons.  
Therefore even if such connection existed to a substantial degree, it cannot be the basis for laying any 
claim to the territory of the Southern Cameroons. 
The Commission thanked the parties for their presentations and indicated that it would rule on the 
request made by the Respondent State to be given a written copy of the oral presentation of the 
Complainants and for a map of the Southern Cameroons. The Commission did deliberate and came out 
shortly afterwards to inform Complainants that a written copy of the oral presentation and a map of the 
Southern Cameroons should be made available to the Respondent State through the Commission. 
This brought to a close the formal hearing of the matter by African Commission of Human and Peoples’ 
Rights.  The decision on the merits of the case was delivered in May 2009. 

The Abuja Ruling 
On February 14, 2002 a suit (ABUJA High Court suit No FHC/ABJ/CS/30/2002), was filed at the Federal 
High Court in Abuja by 12 Southern Cameroonians acting for themselves and on behalf of the peoples of 
the Southern Cameroons, against the Attorney General of the Federal Republic of Nigeria.   
The Plaintive requested the following reliefs from the Court: 

1) A Declaration that under Articles 1 and 20(1) (2) and (3) of the African Charter on Human and 
Peoples Rights (Ratification and Enforcement) Act, Cap 10, Laws of the Federation of Nigeria, 
1990 the Federal Republic of Nigeria has a legal duty to place before the International Court of 
Justice and the United Nations General Assembly and ensure diligent prosecution to conclusion 
the claim of the Peoples of the Southern Cameroons to self-determination and their declaration of 
independence; 

2) An Order compelling the government of the Federal Republic of Nigeria to place before the 
International Court of Justice and the United Nations General Assembly, and ensure diligent 
prosecution to conclusion the claim of the peoples of the Southern Cameroons to self-
determination and declaration of independence. 

3) A perpetual injunction restraining the Government of the Federal Republic of Nigeria whether by 
herself, her servants, agents and or representations or otherwise howsoever from treating or 
continuing to treat or regard the Southern Cameroons and the peoples of the Territory as an 
integral part of la République du Cameroun.  

 
After considering the admissibility as well as the substance of the case, the Federal High Court in Abuja 
with the Hon (Mrs.) Justice Rosaline Ukeje presiding delivered the following Tomlin Order on March 5, 
2002: 

1. The Federal Republic of Nigeria shall institute a case before the International Court of Justice 
concerning the following:  



a. Whether the Union envisaged under the Southern Cameroons Plebiscite 1961 between La 
République du Cameroun and Southern Cameroons took effect as contemplated by the 
relevant United Nations Resolutions particularly United Nations General Assembly  
Resolution 1352 (XIV) of 16th October 1959 and United Nations Trusteeship Council 
Resolution 2013 (XXIV) of 31st May 1960.  

b. Whether the termination by the Government of the United Kingdom of its trusteeship 
over the Southern Cameroons on 30th September 1961 without ensuring prior 
implementation of the Constitutional arrangements under which the Southern 
Cameroons and La République du Cameroun were to unite as one Federal State was not 
in breach of Articles 3 and 6 of the Trusteeship Agreement for the Territory of Cameroun 
Under British Administration approved by the General Assembly of the United Nations on 
13th December  1946, the United Nations General Assembly Resolutions 1352 of 16th 
October 1959; 1608 of 21st April 1961, and United Nations Trusteeship Council 
Resolution 2013 (XXIV) of May 31 1960 and Article 76 (b) of the Charter of the United 
Nations;  

c. Was the assumption of the Sovereign Powers on 1st October 1961 and the continued 
exercise of same by the Government of La République du Cameroun over Southern 
Cameroons (after termination by the Government of the United Kingdom of its 
Trusteeship over the territory) legal and valid when the Union between the Southern 
Cameroons and La République du Cameroun contemplated by the Southern Cameroons 
Plebiscite 1961 had not legally taken effect?  

d. Whether the peoples of Southern Cameroons are not entitled to self-determination within 
their clearly defined territory separate from La République du Cameroun;  

e. Whether it is the Southern Cameroons and not La République du Cameroun that shares a 
maritime boundary with the Federal Republic of Nigeria;  

2. The Federal Republic of Nigeria shall take any other measures as may be necessary to place the 
case of the peoples of the geographical territory known as at 1st October 1960 as Southern 
Cameroons for self-determination before the United Nations General Assembly and any other 
relevant international organizations. 

 
The Banjul Ruling: recognizing Southern Cameroonians as a People. 
The African Commission not only frowned at all attempts by the Biya government to have the case thrown 
out, but it also dismissed and discountenanced all arguments brought against the SCNC and SCAPO by the 
Biya regime and then passed a milestone ruling or recommendation.  The African Human Rights 
Commission found that, with regards to the Southern Cameroons issue, the Biya and Ahidjo regimes 
violated a number of important rights protected by the African Charter.  
For example, Articles 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7(1), 10, 11, 19 of the African Charter were deemed to have been 
violated by Cameroun. Per the above articles, the ACPRH said that; there is no independent Judiciary in 
Cameroun. That the deportation of SCNC members from Bamenda to be tried and sentenced in Yaounde 
violated international law. That Biya ought not to be chairman of the Higher Judicial Council. That there 
are politically motivated extra-judicial murders in Cameroun. That the Southern Cameroonians are a 
People recognized as such in international law. That using armed soldiers to kill and main during 
demonstrations violates international law. 
 In fact, the SCNC and SCAPO only failed to obtain their request for outright independence and/or self 
determination because the decolonization issues happened long before 18 December 1989, date of the 
advent of the African Commission and long before the defending party (LA REPUBLIQUE DU CAMEROUN) 
ratified the treaty creating the African Commission on Human and Peoples Rights. 
The ACPRH made it clear that it was not within its competence to rule on charges by the SCNC and SCAPO 
that LA REPUBLIQUE DU CAMEROUN has annexed and is occupying the British Southern Cameroons 
illegally based on events that occurred between 1960 and 1972 (See paragraphs 151-56 and 182 of 
attached ACPRH Ruling).. Rather "if Complainants can establish that any violation committed before 18 
December 1989, continued thereafter, then the commission shall have competence to examine it". 
In Communication 266/2003, the fourteen Southern Cameroonians “on behalf of themselves and on behalf 
of the people of Southern Cameroons” asked the African Commission on Human and Peoples Rights to 
determine, among other things, the whether Southern Cameroons are a “separate and distinct people.”  



In retort, the government of Cameroun, similarly, questions the existence of a “people” known as 
“Southern Cameroonians” stating that, “…[s]upposing that there are a people of Southern Cameroons, 
nevertheless, it would have to be proven that it is entitled to claim its self determination.  

Per the government of Cameroun:  
Despite CAMEROUN’s strenuous arguments to the contrary, and despite decades of divide and rule, the 
African Commission states that “after thorough analysis of the arguments and literature, it finds that the 
people of Southern Cameroun can legitimately claim to be a “people.” Besides the individual rights due to 
Southern Cameroun, they have a distinct identity which attracts certain collective rights.” 
 

“[t]he complainants raise in order to shore up this assertion the use of the English language 
(working language), the specificity of the legal system, of the educational system, of the system of 
government, traditional cultures. In fact, the specificities of former Southern Cameroons stem solely 
from the heritage of British administration and the legacy of Anglo-Saxon culture. No ethno-
anthropological argument can be put forward to determine the existence of a people of Southern 
Cameroons, the Southern part being of the large Sawa cultural area, the northern part being part 
of the Grass fields’ cultural area. Since 1961, although some specificities had been preserved on 
more than one aspect, there had been remarkable rapprochement at the administrative and legal 
levels. The ‘separate and distinct people’ thesis is no longer valid today. (ACHPR EX.CL/529(XV) 
2009:30) 

 
Per the Commission, “The minimum that can be said of peoples’ rights is that, each member of the group 
carries with him/her the individual rights into the group, on top of what the group enjoys in its 
collectivity, i.e. common rights which benefit the community such as the right to development, peace, 
security, a healthy environment, self determination, and the right to equitable share of their resources.” 
In fine, the Commission stated that after thorough analysis of the arguments and literature, it finds that 
the people of Southern Cameroun can legitimately claim to be a “people.” Besides the individual rights due 
to Southern Cameroun, they have a distinct identity which attracts certain collective rights.  
 Furthermore, the Commission stated “the UNESCO group of Experts report referred to hereinabove, 
states that for a collective of individuals to constitute a “people” they need to manifest some, or all the 
identified attributes.” The Commission agrees with the Respondent State that a “people” may manifest 
ethno- anthropological attributes. Ethno- anthropological attributes may be added to the characteristics of 
a “people.” Such attributes are necessary only when determining indigenology of a “people,” but cannot be 
used as the only determinant factor to accord or deny the enjoyment or protection of peoples’ rights. Was 
it the intention of the State Parties to rely on ethno anthropological roots only to determine “peoples’ 
rights,” they would have said so in the African Charter? As it is, the African Charter guarantees equal 
protection to people on the continent, including other racial groups whose ethno anthropological roots are 
not African. 
Based on that reasoning, the Commission finds that “the people of Southern Cameroun” qualify to be 
referred to as a “people” because they manifest numerous characteristics and affinities, which include a 
common history, linguistic tradition, territorial connection, and political outlook. More importantly, the 
African Commission said, “they identify themselves as a people with a separate and distinct identity. 
Identity is an innate characteristic within a people. It is up to other external people to recognize such 
existence, but not to deny it.” 
Moreover, the Commission pointed out the GOC implicitly recognized the Southern Cameroons by pointing 
out that “there have been problems created regularly by the secessionist SCNC and SCAPO, in that part of 
its territory, which calls itself the “Southern Cameroun”. LA REPUBLIQUE DU CAMEROUN could no longer 
pretend that Southern Cameroonians do not exist as a people, the Commission said. 
“I hope no one expected the African Union Human Rights Commission to go ahead and out rightly declare 
that we are henceforth independent from Cameroun,” says activist Dr Emil Mondoa. “First of all, and very 
importantly, the verdict agrees in spite of la Republique's objections that we (the people of Southern 
Cameroons) are "a people" as defined and protected under international law. This is significant because we 
now have a legitimate internationally recognized armor to argue and fight for the rights of our "people 
hood." This is the first international organ (post-1961) to define and recognize us as a protected "people" 
under international law.” 



There is universal awareness that every “SEPARATE AND DISTINCT PEOPLE” who live in their own 
territory have rights especially the rights to self-determination – and other rights - as enshrined in the UN 
Charter, the African Charter etc. No moribund army can fight against this fact. 

Payment of Compensation as Per the ACHPR Ruling  
The African Human Rights Commission found that, with regards to the Southern Cameroons issue, the 
Biya and Ahidjo regimes violated a number of important rights protected by the African Charter.  
For example: 

a. Articles 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7(1), 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 17(1), 19, 20, 21, 22, 23(1), 24 of the African 
Charter have been violated. 

b. The République du Cameroun has violated its general duty under in Article 26 of the 
African Charter to guarantee the independence of the Judiciary. 

Per the above articles, the ACPRH said that; there is no independent Judiciary in Cameroun. That the 
deportation of SCNC members from Bamenda to be tried and sentenced in Yaoundé violated international 
law. That Biya ought not to be chairman of the Higher Judicial Council. That there are politically motivated 
extra-judicial murders in Cameroun. That the Southern Cameroonians are a people recognized as such in 
international law. That using armed soldiers to kill and main during demonstrations violates international 
law. 
After roundly reproving La Republique du Cameroun for its years of maltreating Southern Cameroonians, 
as per the “impressive list” of documents and grievances tabled by the SCNC and SCAPO, the African 
Commission recommended as follows; 
That the government of Cameroun: 

1. Abolishes all discriminatory practices against people of North-west and Southwest Cameroon, 
including equal usage of the English language in business transactions; 

2. Stops the transfer of accused persons from the Anglophone provinces for trial in the Francophone 
provinces; 

3. Ensures that every person facing criminal charges be tried under the language he/she 
understands. In the alternative, the Respondent State must ensure that interpreters are employed 
in Courts to avoid jeopardizing the rights of accused persons; 

4. Locates national projects, equitably throughout the country, including Northwest and Southwest 
Cameroun, in accordance with economic viability as well as regional balance; 

5. Pays compensation to companies in Northwest and Southwest Cameroun, which suffered as a 
result of discriminatory treatment by banks; 

6. Enters into constructive dialogue with the Complainants, and in particular, SCNC and SCAPO to 
resolve the constitutional is-sues, as well as grievances which could threaten national unity; and 

7. Reforms the Higher Judicial Council, by ensuring that it is com-posed of personalities other than 
the President of the Republic, the Minister for Justice and other members of the Executive Branch. 

The African Commission, however, pointed out to the SCNC and SCAPO that “secession is not the sole 
avenue open to Southern Cameroonians to exercise the right to self determination.”  
The ACPRH told the SCNC and SCAPO that “the African Charter cannot be invoked by a complainant to 
threaten the sovereignty and territorial integrity of a State party and that “the Commission has, however, 
accepted that autonomy within a sovereign state, in the context of self government, confederacy, or 
federation, while preserving territorial integrity of a State party, can be exercised under the Charter. In 
their submission, La Republique du Cameroun implicitly accepted that self determination may be 
exercisable by the Complainants on condition that they establish cases of massive violations of human 
rights, or denial of participation in public affairs.” 
Consequently, while leaving it to SCAPO and the SCNC to prove the case of massive violations of human 
rights, or denial of participation in public affairs” (already in progress), the African Commission 
recommended that the SCNC and SCAPO transform into political parties “abandon secessionism and 
engage in constructive dialogue with the La Republique du Cameroun on the Constitutional issues and 
grievances.” The African Commission placed “its good offices at the disposal of the parties to mediate an 
amicable solution and to ensure the effective implementation of the above recommendations.” 



The African Commission finally requested the parties to “report on the implementation of the aforesaid 
recommendations within 180 days of the adoption of this decision by the AU Assembly. » 

 
Mr. Biya’s Response 
On December 10, 2009 SCAPO and the SCNC acquiesced to the “CONSTRUCTIVE DIALOGUE” as proposed 
by the ACHPR. A document to the ACHPR signed by the two organizations said “The principal conclusion 
which guided the ruling of the Abuja Federal High Court was that the issue of self-determination of the 
former British Southern Cameroons was a highly sensitive matter which needs to be referred to the ICJ, 
the United Nations and the African Union for both legal and political adjudication because the issues which 
are still in suspense are so complex that they cannot be solved merely by the transformation of SCAPO and 
the SCNC into political parties or through constitutional dialogue between the Southern Cameroons and La 
République du Cameroun because the Respondent state has failed to acknowledge the very existence, let 
alone, the right to self-determination of the British Southern Cameroons.” 
“In the light of the foregoing, the response of SCAPO and the SCNC to the call for dialogue with the 
government of La République du Cameroun is that we are prepared to sit down with the government of La 
République du Cameroun if the following conditions are met: 
 

(a) The dialogue is held under the auspices of the ACHPR/AU b. The dialogue is held in, Abuja in 
order to ensure maximum participation and security of our representatives; 

(b) The dialogue is sponsored by the United Nations; 
(c) The United Nations nominates a Chief Mediator acceptable to the SCAPO/SCNC; 
(d) La République du Cameroun should transmit to the ACHPR all legal documents in their possession 

by which sovereignty over the former UN Trust territory of the British Southern Cameroons is 
being legitimately exercised by to La République du Cameroun; 

(e) La République du Cameroun should name a delegation which is competent to negotiate the 
questions on the agenda. 

(f) The central theme of the dialogue shall be the self-determination of the British Southern 
Cameroons;” 

In reply to the above, Mr. Biya first caused his self-styled minister of communications to lie that the 
SCAPO-SCNC Case was thrown out of court. Then the same minister said that the government of La 
Republique du Cameroun will not negotiate with SCAPO and the SCNC because (1) these groups want to 
“divide” Cameroun and (2) these groups have not transformed into political parties as recommended by 
the ACHPR. Whereas moves by SCAPO to transform into a Southern Cameroons political party were 
rebuffed by the pro-consul governor of the Northern Zone because as, he said, SCAPO could not register as 
a Southern Cameroons party.  
Whereas, the Camerounese government did indicate to the ACHPR that the opposition Social Democratic 
Front was a Southern Cameroons Party.  
 

In paragraph 140 of the Banjul Case, the Complainants (SCAPO-SCNC) alleged violation of Article 
13. They stated that the people of Southern Cameroon were not adequately represented in the 
institutions of the Republic of Cameroon except for “token” appointments. They allege further 
that the Respondent State manipulated demographic data to deny Southern Cameroonians equal 
representation in government. 
In rebuff the Camerounese government wrote: 
 
141. The Respondent State submitted that, upon the introduction of multi-partyism in 1992, 
many Southern Cameroonian opposition parties, such as the Social Democratic Front (SDF), have 
participated in municipal, legislative and presidential elections. Opposition parties control 
several councils and are represented in the National Assembly. It argues that access to high office 
is open to all citizens without distinction. The Respondent State accused the Complainants of bad 
faith, and stated that some of the highest positions in the Republic had been held by Southern 



Cameroonians. It accuses SCNC and SCAPO of persecuting fellow Anglophones who refuse to 
adhere to the secession agenda. 

Despite the above shenanigans, the Camerounese government wrote to the ACHPR in 2009 
requesting MORE TIME to prepare for the “CONSTRUCTIVE DIALOGUE” as recommended by the 
ACHPR. Mr. Biya now uses the “more time” to invent an ARMY Celebration in Bamenda and then 
flaunts his might. Let the records show that no army or manipulator has even won a war against a 
determined people. 
 

Bamenda and the Northern Zone under State of Emergency for 
One Full Year 
From December 4, 2009 to December 7, 2010 - one full year since Mr. Biya announced his so-called Army 
Day, all of the territory, the Northern Zone especially was under a state of Emergency. A visit by Queen 
Elizabeth herself or even a George Bush sally into conquered Iraq could not have raised that much 
preparation and hassling of the population by the Biya army of occupation.  
The regime moved troops to Bamenda, which soldiers in uniform and plain clothes spent all year through 
harassing and intimidating the population. The entire North West region was all but declared a warzone, a 
police state and placed under emergency laws.  
While the newly-created brigade d’intervention rapide fanned out right into the villages to terrorize the 
populace the feudal pro-consul governor of the region, Ahmat Abakar, banned all public and private 
gatherings and manifestations, declared a dawn to dusk curfew and reinstituted the caler-caler or military 
mass arrests of groups of citizens for no apparent crimes.  
“We are catching (arresting) bad citizens in the town,” said Leon Ongolo, a Biya tribesman and provincial 
chief of public security. Up popped the governor to give the Bamenda dog a bad name. “Bamenda is a very 
violent town,” the governor Abakar declared on Equinox Television.  
“We are being forced to go to bed at 7 am,” Fonba Bondi, a crusader for the determinism of Southern 
Cameroons posted on the activist website, Ambasbay. “Evening classes or Bible classes in the evenings 
have been prohibited. No gun firing at funerals henceforth in Mezam.” 
Throughout the year while preparations for the visit lasted – and was postponed and re-postponed - the 
economy of the province suffered indignities visit upon it by the regime. Bamenda’s Commercial Avenue, 
the main hub of economic activities for the entire province and known locus of the so-called 50th 
Anniversary parade was flooded with uniformed and plainclothes army, gendarmes and police. 
The computation is hazy but it is estimated that not less than 10 billion FCFA was squandered by the Biya 
regime in readiness for this visit of the king to his conquered subjects. Only, this monarch never fought 
and won a war nor could he.  
Subterfuge and reaping where he never sowed are more his thing. Most of the money spent was stolen by 
the generals anyway who created one fake security threat after another to demand more money which 
money they promptly stole. But for one full year Biya’s soldiers terrorized the peaceful populace of the 
Northern Zone. “Thank God they are gone without an incident,” a relieved pastor told this expositor. 
 

Of Ludicrous Universities, Ghost Referral Hospitals and the Ring 
Road 
On May 6 1972, Ahmadou Ahidjo, the now defunct Camerounese dictator-tyrant mounted the rostrum of 
the Federal National Assembly and in a periphrastic speech declared to a nonplussed audience: “J’ai decidé 
de mettre fin a la Federation.” (‘I have decided to end the federation’). Then, incongruously, he said he 
would ‘consult’ the ‘people’ by referendum two weeks later, on May 20th.  
Despite the intelligibility of paragraph 47 of the September 1961 Constitution, which paragraph 
proscribed any action that tampered with the federal (albeit de facto) nature of the state, Ahidjo now 
proceeded to overthrow the de facto federation. This was vintage, sublime, quintessential, dictatorial and 
inelegant Ahidjo – the former Camerounese dictator.  
In 1991, Mr. Paul Biya stood on the Bamenda Commercial Avenue and claimed that he would “personally 
supervise” the construction of the Ring Road. Twenty-two – 22 – years later, the same man popped up in 
Bamenda to make another false promise about the ring road. This when the Bamenda Ikom and Aba-
Mutengene Roads are receiving attention thanks to Nigeria coercion during the Greentree Agreement.  
Mr. Biya promised “STUDIES” for a REFERRAL hospital when Faith-based organizations and other sons 
and daughters of the Northern Zone, have invented about the most performing network of private 



hospitals, nursing schools and private clinics in the territory; when stringent management of extant 
government hospitals in the territory by natives have preserved the quality of services in these hospitals. 
Mr. Biya’s promise of a university to Bamenda is sans objet. The Catholic and Presbyterian churches as 
well as other private individuals have organized to create same in the Northern Zone.  
Mr. Biya all but insulted the intellect and the intelligence of the people of Bamenda and all of Southern 
Cameroons. And, as choreographed, the rented crowds (most of them prostitutes recruited from Douala, 
Yaounde etc) cheered. But the phrase “J’ai decide” invokes painful memories of past Camerounese 
treachery at the expense of a too trusting Southern Cameroonians. 
The dictator, Mr. Paul Biya, said “I have decided” or J’ai decidé at least five times in his Bamenda Address! 
Surely, the respect of the ACHPR and its clause to pay compensation to the Southern Cameroons for 50 
years of acute marginalization would release funds to build a university in every COUNTY in the Southern 
Cameroons.  
 
Southern Cameroonians React 
The following post on the Southern Cameroons website Ambasbay by activist Martin Tumasang surmises 
the factious Biya outing to Bamenda: 
Tumasang writes: 
Dear All, 
 Biya was in Bamenda playing with words as usual. 

1) Says studies for the possibility of a reference Hospital in Bamenda. What is new in this? These 
studies have been going on for ever and on the shelves in the ministries with nothing happening 
and nothing is likely to happen again. Who is he fooling? Did he come to Bamenda to announce 
studies? If at the end of the studies the conclusion is that it is not viable what happens. Why not 
finish his studies before announcing the studies so that the conclusion of the studies can be seen. 

2) Biya says negotiations are ongoing with major companies to tar the Ring road. Nothing new again. 
These negotiations are almost 30 years old. I have a friend who worked with `SCOTT WILSON 
Engineers in London and they designed this road and have been having negotiations with big 
companies for more than 20 years so nothing new again. Biya playing with words to deceive 
people. Why re-annouce studies/negotiations that have been going on for over 20 years? 

3) Biya says power station to be built in Bamenda. There has always been a power station in 
Bamenda near Ntumazia Hills and Biya stopped it from producing electricity and now that 
Bamenda is in darkness he comes and is adding salt to injury with the issue of a power station in 
Bamenda. Nothing new here. In fact, the huge thermal generator, gift of the British government, 
which Prince Charles inaugurated in 1990, shortly before the launching of the SDF, was stolen 
overnight. The generator is said to be in the village of Emmanuel Nguiamba Nloutsiri, former 
director of Intelcam in Mr. Biya’s South region. A huge SW 300KW radio tube-transmitter, said to 
be among the largest in Africa, planted in the Northern Zone by a smart son of the territory, was 
also removed in the deep of the night and carted away to Yaounde. The portly Prof. Mendo Ze, 
former director general of CRTV had allowed the transmitter to rot for years by refusing to but a 
75 million FCFA tube for the transmitter. Mr. Biya mentions Menchum in passing but did not say if 
there is a study or if it was to be developed. Was not even bold enough to make his usual false 
promises on this one. Do not be fooled for there is nothing happening in Menchum or to happen in 
the near future. He was advised to mention Menchum at least in passing without any commitment 
and that the people will not notice the difference and he did. 

4) Foncha died asking for a University in Bamenda and he refused to grant it. 40 years of asking for a 
university and he said no (Both as Prime Minister and as President). Now that there is a Catholic 
University, a Presbyterian University, Bamenda University of Science and Technology, Mr. 
Young's Polytechnic/University, he is advised that Ecole Normal is literally acting as a university 
and with all the private universities in Bamenda, to change the name of Ecole Normal and call it a 
University or make something with few faculties will cause little harm to the power structure in 
Cameroon hence he should declare it. A 40 year story being rehashed. 

 In conclusion what did he bring to Bamenda?, Nothing except studies/negotiations for a ring road, studies 
for a Reference Hospital, not even studies for Menchum falls dam, and finally studies to link Bamenda with 
other regions by more roads. 



 With all these studies in Bamenda and zero action, it seems Biya wants to be a Professor of 'Bamenda 
Studies'. 
 Of course he did not have the guts to mention the Southern Cameroons issue. We are awaiting a response 
from the SCNC on this useless speech and trip by Biya to Bamenda. He takes 20 years to prepare a trip and 
comes and delivers nothing except more studies. 
Regards 
Tumasang 

Years of Stealing from the Southern Cameroons 
Over the years financial and other establishments set up by the Government of the  British Southern 
Cameroons as well as private businesses by  the British Southern Cameroons businessmen have all been 
purposefully and systematically snuffed out: the Development Agency was destroyed; the Cameroons 
Bank (CAMBANK) was moved to LRC, looted and then closed down; the Marketing Board was looted and 
its financial reserves of over 78 billion FCFA francs (approx. USD160 million) misappropriated with 
impunity; the Electricity Corporation (POWERCAM) was closed down, its assets confiscated by SONEL and 
the hydro-electricity installations in the territory demolished; the Cameroons Timber Company based in 
Muyuka was closed down and its assets confiscated; Fomenky’s Direct Supplies company, Niba 
Automobile company, Nangah company, Kilo Brothers company, Union Profess in Kumba, and Che 
company were ordered to relocate in LRC and then were deliberately starved of credit and squeezed out; 
agro-industrial establishments such as Santa Coffee Estate, Obang Farm Settlement, and Wum Area 
Development Authority were maliciously closed down;  
The chart herein shows the comparative agricultural potential of La Republique du Cameroun and the 
Southern Cameroons at independence.  
Although it has become en vogue for Francophone Cameroonians to claim that the British Southern 
Cameroonians brought nothing to the unification table, the truth is completely different. At unification, the 
Francophone State of LRC ran an annual budget of circa 12 Billion FCFA.  
On the morn of unification, Ahidjo blew up his budget to 62 Billion FCFA. The newfound cash came from 
the came from the Southern (later West) Cameroon Produce Marketing Board. Those excess funds was 
part of the 78 Billion FCFA savings and profit, painstakingly garnered and preserved for a rainy day by the 
Endeley-Foncha-Jua governments of  the British Southern Cameroons. The money had been so jealously 
guarded that the Jua administration would not touch it even when the Ahidjo Federal government starved 
it of funds.  
Ahidjo thus used the sweat of Southern Cameroonian farmers to promote fund mainly east of the Mungo. 
Part of the Southern Cameroons money went to erect a multi-storey building in the Douala-Bonanjo area 
said to be the head office of the so-called National Produce Marketing Board.  
The Produce Marketing Board was eventually milked to death. Southern Cameroonian nationalists have 
threatened to bring down the NPMB Building. Every computation shows a bewildering regression in 
Cameroun’s agricultural prospects.  
From the 1960 figures as published by the French Ministry of Cooperation the country records an across 
the broad stagnation – when not outright regression – in its output of critical foreign exchange earners 
like cocoa, coffee, bananas, tea.  
The figures are most indicative. In 1960 the Cameroons had the combined cocoa production of 
74.000tons. Southern Cameroons produced 68.000tons while La Republique du Cameroun had 
14.000tons. The combined tonnage of coffee was 42.000 tons of coffee with Southern Cameroons 
producing 40.000 tons. Of the 137.000tons of bananas La Republique du Cameroun accounted for 85.000 
tons to Southern Cameroons’ 52.000 tons.  
Today, even with its doctored statistics, Cameroun produces only 200.000 tons of cocoa, 70.000tons of 
coffee, only 56.000tons of rubber because the production of Southern Cameroons has stagnated. 
Moreover the colonial Camerounese government started extorting petroleum from the territory of the 
Southern Cameroons since 1977.  
What percentage of the circa 10.000 billion FCFA worth of petroleum extorted to this day has been used 
for the development of the Southern Cameroons? 
Ducking the ACHPR Recommendations 



The reality, however, is that the recommendation made to the Biya regime by the ACHPR is made of 
sterner stuff.  For example, the ACHPR calls on Mr. Biya to: 

1. Abolish all discriminatory practices against people of North-west and Southwest Cameroun, 
including equal usage of the English language in business transactions; 

2. Pay compensation to companies in Northwest and Southwest Cameroun, which suffered as a 
result of discriminatory treatment by banks; 

3. Enters into constructive dialogue with the Complainants, and in particular, SCNC and SCAPO to 
resolve the constitutional is-sues, as well as grievances which could threaten national unity; and 

Mr. Biya Biya is not willing to proceed. Instead he send his army to intimidate the citizens of the Southern 
Cameroons and then he make empty promises and engages in even more hollow rhetoric. Were Biya to 
honour the above ruling and pay compensation to the Southern Cameroons for years of stealing their 
cocoa, coffee and petroleum, then the territory can take care of its own development. 

Learning Lessons for Mr Biya 
All expositors of the Biya visit to the Northern Zone will, however, say this. Mr. Biya himself was taken 
aback by the sheer warmth of the visit. So much so that some observers wondered if the man had not 
become more comfortable in Bamenda than in Yaounde and Mvomeka. “Biya can even beat Fru Ndi in a 
free and fair election in Bamenda,” declared one troubadour with that debonair air of savvy common with 
the unwary and the unwise. There is some telescopic wisdom in this seemingly ignorant observation. The 
fact about the matter is that the antitype Bamenda man and by inference the entire Southern Cameroons 
has nothing against Mr. Biya. This territory, however, identifies with and will always go along with the 
truth, god governance, social justice, etc. This expositor applauds Mr Biya for attempting to clean up his 
Augean stable through the fight against corruption. But there are many more rogues to jail. The critical 
issue, however, is that the current Cameroun was founded on trickery, thievery and falsehoods. Cameroun 
is anchored on a fraudulent system. Time to deal with those issues. 

Time to Deal with the Graffi Collaborators 
The last time a Camerounese dictator engaged in an act to undermine the interests of the inhabitants of 
the UN Trust territory of the Southern Cameroons, almost on cue and in the traditional well-
choreographed exercise, hired crowds and collaborators were wheeled out (or wheeled themselves out) 
to undermine the supreme interests of the locales.  
The vaudeville agitator, John Begheni Ndeh; the diminutive, obscure, revolting obfuscator, Tawa Crecy, 
and their ilk are the newest entrants into this ancient cult of self-seeking collabos. Ditto the manipulated 
fons, with Fon Angwafor who has been used and misused worse than toilet wraps at the helm. Ditto the 
pathetic chairman of the opposition Social Democratic Front, John Fru Ndi, who looked indeed pitiful and 
pitiable as he clung to one corner of the Bamenda grandstand as King Biya showed off. How much 
humiliation can a man take?  
Mr. Biya’s security detail thoughtfully planted two armed and burly guards over Mr. Fru Ndi’s head even 
where he said. Were this expositor, for the sake of argument, to point out that Mr. Fru Ndi is a Southern 
Cameroonian leader then the question: Is this how the colonial Biya regime treats our leaders? There is a 
message in the shabby treatment awarded Mr. Fru Ndi both at the Commercial Avenue Grand stand and in 
the Bamenda Congress Hall. 
John Begheni Ndeh’s toadying can be explained. On October 21, 2010, the lead lawyer for the defense of 
Atangana Mebara in the infamous Albatross Saga – certain Claude Assira - told the Mfoundi High Court 
that his client was in no way connected to the Albatross thievery.  
In a 17-page submission which took over three hours to present, Barrister Assira argued that decision to 
buy a presidential plane was taken in 2001 when his client was not yet secretary general at the presidency 
of the republic. The lawyer said that court should rather arrest the following persons who were part and 
parcel of the transaction - Marafa Hamidou Yaya, who was then the secretary general at the presidency, 
Yves-Michel Fotso, who was the director general of CAMAIR, John Begheni Ndeh, who was then minister of 
transport and Adolphe Moudiki who funded the transaction with funds from the National Hydrocarbon 
Cooperation, SNH. Yves Michel Fotso has just been arrested. Next stop: John Begheni Ndeh. 
The judicial police also want to know why, as minister of transport, John Begheni Ndeh, replenished a 
Paris account of the National Civil Aviation Authority with circa 700 million FCFA whereas that account 
was the personal account of the now-jailed director general of the NCAA, Ntongo Onguene. 



Or again, when the ever pompous agitator, John Begheni Ndeh, announces that he will pay the 
5.000.000FCFA caution demanded by law for an eventual Biya candidacy in the 2011 elections from his 
pocket the logical question is where is the money coming from?  
The answer is simple. The man will, most naturally, thieve the money from the Mission for the 
Development of the North West region or MIDENO wherein he is director general.  
Or again, when the same John Begheni Ndeh makes huge donations in situ to his local Ntamulung 
Presbyterian Church, church authorities who fawning receipt the funds pretend that they do not know 
that the funds are from money stolen from MIDENO. 
A certain Tadzong Abel Ndeh, former government delegate to the Bamenda Urban Council used to operate 
the same Yakuza tactics as JB Ndeh. Today, he faces a long stretch in sing-sing. Next stop, John Begheni 
Ndeh. Perhaps John Begheni Ndeh reckons that the cup will pass him by if he continues going on all fours 
in front of Mr. Biya.  
Zaccheus Mungwe Forjindam was not only an agitator but the man started the asinine call for 25 more 
years for Mr. Paul Biya as president of Cameroun. The said Mr. Biya even commended Zaccheus in his 
December 2006 End of Year Speech. Today, Forjindam sits smug in the New Bell Maximum Security Prison 
serving out a 12-year stretch which all his property seized.  All John Ngu Foncha got for trading off the 
Southern Cameroons was an ill-fitting coffin from the presidency of La Republique du Cameroun. 
However there is a message from the hyper agitations of the collabos from the Northern Zone. The 
message these stuck-up oblique souls send out to the Southern Zone is that the Northern Zone fraternity is 
part of the problem. Having sold the Southern Cameroons to La Republique, the forebears of the John Ngu 
Foncha would do all to eternalize the captivity by their greed. Time enough for Northern Zones to rein in 
their ministers and ex ministers, fons, parliamentarians, misguided presidential candidates (Nfor Susungi, 
Christopher Formunyoh, etc), the works, who sap the energy of the struggle thanks to their stretched 
libido of greed. 
There is even precedence in these matters. On December 31, 1999, a Southern Zone, Justice Ebong Fred 
Alobwede led a posse that took over Radio Buea and caused the broadcast of a message heralding the 
restoration of the independence of the Southern Cameroons. Those who said ngang about taking over 
radio Bamenda and causing the same broadcast were Northern Zoners. Those who undermined every 
action Justice Ebong took to free the Southern Cameroons by using every devious method – including 
divide and rule – are Northern Zoners.  
Time enough for the graffi to sit up. The deportment of the likes of Begheni Ndeh, the royal beggars called 
the fons, (the characterization Royal Beggars was given by journalist Hillary Fokum Kebila) 4

 

 the two-
timers like Nfor Susungi et al, the devious so-called elites and collabos, the hypocrisy-pretense of those 
who know the truth, led to the Southern Cameroons Question in the first place. An issue for which lives 
have been lost, blood spilled and untold pain incurred. It should be obvious to even the blind that Biya has 
nothing to offer except more empty promises, more blood and more pain. Those pretending to have 
solutions are just politicking. Faced with those choices, the answer is clear. SCAPO-SCNC offer tangible 
pathways. Mr Biya and his army came to the Northern Zone to manifest the army, which army is the CPDM 
ARMY. The Southern Cameroons Question in all its awesome ramification remains. Now let us get on with 
it. 

                                                             
4 See the Book Royal beggars by Hillary Fokum Kebila 


