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Preface 

The Identity of self in Ibsen  

My first encounter with Ibsen was during my undergraduate where I read two of his plays 

‘A dolls house’ and ‘An Enemy of the People’ as a literary text to define what modern 

drama is. At that time my understanding of Ibsen wasn’t in-depth. I read and understood 

his plays as history in drama; and never saw any similarities of his themes to a Ghanaian 

setting and always interpreted his themes to the setting and background of his time. 

Moreover I was only exposed to two of his texts; ‘A doll’s house’ and ‘An enemy of the 

People’. I was always curious to know who he was as a Person, the kind of audiences he 

was writing for at that time and how theatre at that time was viewed with relation to his 

plays and subject matter. Another encounter I had with Ibsen’s text was to play the role 

of Nora in ‘A doll’s House’, to me as an acting student; I interpreted it the best way I can 

- as an European woman who through the norms and values of society at that time needed 

liberation; to free herself from a confined world to redefine and educate herself. For 

many students like me, they felt I had given it the best interpretation they needed to 

understand the text. Especially since the themes in ‘A dolls house’ were not similar to our 

social and cultural background as Ghanaians. In Ghana when there is a divorce or 

separation the custody of the child is always given to the woman and when in a situation 

where the woman leaves her husband due to misunderstanding or problems within the 

marriage, she will leave with her children, but in ‘A dolls house’ we see the opposite, 

Nora leaves her children behind. These two experiences did not give me much 

understanding of his text but having the opportunity to study him again for my post 

graduate, I am fascinated by the issues he writes about and would like to use the medium 

of film to present some of his themes to Ghanaians.  
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Chapter 1  

1.1 Introduction  

The growth and development of every nation depends largely on the democracy of the 

country. As this research concerns itself with the underlying political agenda in An 

Enemy of the People and its impact on Ghanaian politics, this thesis will look at how the 

political agenda in An Enemy of the People is still relevant to today’s political situation in 

Ghana. The election in 2012 raises questions on how unstable Ghana’s democracy is 

since the declared winner was contested in court by the largest opposition party because 

they declared there were irregularities in the results. Even though a verdict was reached 

by the Supreme Court on the 29
th

 of August 2013 to retain the declared winner as 

President, there were still unanswered questions about our electoral system and 

democracy. First and foremost, the democracy we practice is not true democracy but 

democracy related with tribalism, corruption and misuse of political power.  

In addressing the problems within Ghana’s political system, this thesis will be in six 

chapters. The first chapter will explain why I think the Enemy of the people should be 

produced in Ghana, situating the text within various ideological critiques in the play and 

further on look at an ideology critique that can be related to Ghana’s situation now. 

Drawing on the perceptions gathered from political leaders and activists who were 

interviewed, chapter two will constitute an overview of Ghana’s political situation – from 

independence till now and I will explain why the political agenda within An Enemy of the 

people could have an impact on Ghana’s politics. Further in this chapter I will examine 

the significance of my research to Ibsen’s performances in Ghana and whether it has been 

used in any political context.   

 

The next three chapters will explain the different political situations in three different 

countries and how Ibsen’s An Enemy of the people was used to critique some problems 

affecting them at a point in time. Starting from Arthur Miller’s adaptation of An Enemy of 

the People, in a period in America’s history where the political agenda at that time was 

that of McCarthyism. It was a time where individual’s freedom of expression was 
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repressed. In order to bring out my points clearly, I will do a close reading of the text and 

the analytical tool I will use here will be textual analysis. Here I will analyze the 

significance of Miller’s translation considered as an adaptation in its own right and in a 

specific cultural and political context.   

 

Chapter four of my thesis will focus on a film adaptation of An Enemy of the People from 

India, in a different Political context – the adaptation focuses on the misuse of religion for 

Political gains. Ganashatru, a contemporary version of Ibsen’s An Enemy of the People, 

which was produced 1989, 39 years after Miller’s adaptation brings out a different 

Political agenda altogether. The film focuses on religion and science and on how water in 

the name of religion can be used in politics.  

 

Chapter five will try to focus on a current stage production of Ibsen’s An Enemy of the 

people in Egypt. Looking at the current trends of uprising in that country, this chapter 

will look at the impact of the play’s performance and how it was received. Though this 

chapter will be based mostly on reviews written after the play was staged, I will also give 

my account of my perception when I saw it re-staged at the Ibsen conference in Skien 

from 16
th

 – 17
th

 September 2013.  

 

The sixth chapter sums up my observations and thoughts on the Political Agenda of an 

Enemy of the People and its impact on Ghanaian Politics and will try to critique whether 

art and politics can result in a public policy which will in effect help build a better 

democracy in Ghana and within Africa since the issue of corruption is a global thing.  
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1.2 Topic  

Ibsen’s An Enemy of the people has been performed a number of occasions in different 

countries under various political ideologies. I believe An Enemy of the People is often 

used as a political play due to the political issues that run through out the play. Arthur 

Miller in 1950 adapted the play and focused on the issue of individual freedom of 

expression.  I quote this line from Arthur Miller’s translation to support my above point 

on the issue of repression of individual freedom of expression.  

“Peter Stockmann: […], Mr. Aslaksen I move that Doctor Stockmann be prohibited from 

reading his report at the meeting!” (90). The political agenda during Miller’s time in 

America was that of McCarthyism.  

 

 Another political issue which runs through out the play is the issue of double standards 

which can be associated with the part the media plays in politics. An example from the 

play is when Aslaksen declares the doctor as An Enemy of the people and later goes to 

him with Hovstad to support their paper with finance.  

“Hovstad: We couldn’t go on supporting you because in simple language we didn’t have 

the money to withstand the loss in circulation. You’re boycotted now? Well, the paper 

would have been boycotted too if we’d stuck with you” (Miller 117). 

“Hovstad: if we started to support you again doctor we will lose circulation for a while. 

We’d like you – or Mr. Kiil rather – to make up the deficit” (Miller 117). 

Here it can be seen clearly that the media did not have an independent mind and that is 

the case in some countries in Africa, Asia and Eastern Europe.  

 

Looking at the political situation in Ghana now, the issue of corruption which is also a 

subject of discussion in the play is what I will focus on as far as the political situation in 

Ghana is concern, above other political issues in the play.  The issue of corruption has 

affected us as a country and that is why I chose the topic the political agenda of An 

Enemy of the people and its impact on Ghanaian politics.  
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1.3 Basic Question and Hypothesis  

Recent reports in the Ghanaian media indicate acts of corruption within the private and 

public sector and especially with government institutions. (The Gyeeda Report - 

www.peacefmonline.com, www.myjoyonline.com , www.vibeghana.com). This report 

revealed embezzlement of funds by government officials. Even though the criminal 

offences ACT 1960 (ACT 29) provides laws that deal with corruption and have 

institutions that check these corruptions like CHRAJ, it seems the problem is getting out 

of hand. Amamoo in his book; Ghana 50 years of independence argues that “people in 

various positions of trust, both in the private and state sectors, continue to indulge in 

corruption out of Need or Greed”(355).  If what he claims is true, then Ibsen’s An Enemy 

of the people will be a good source to critique the issue of corruption in Ghana. The 

Enemy of the people in a resolving manner identifies problems that are associated with 

corruption which helped me to formulate the question – how can Ghana enforce its rule 

of law and the mandate of its constitution to enhance its democracy and fight against 

corruption?  

 

My hypothesis is that An Enemy of the People should be produced in Ghana because as 

an ideology critique on corrupt practices, it does not only bring out the issue on 

corruption but Ibsen in his play raises some political ideas concerning corruption which 

can help address this canker in my country. More so the issue of corruption is not only 

limited to Ghana but in Africa and beyond. For us Africans, corruption has been a 

problem that has hindered our development. I hope that in my writing and critique a 

better public policy can be developed for Ghana and also help the citizenry to become 

accustomed to proper social ethics and conducts.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.peacefmonline.com/
http://www.myjoyonline.com/
http://www.vibeghana.com/
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Chapter Two  

Historical Background 

2.2 Significance of Research  

Looking at Ghanaian politics now, clearly there has been a lot of improvement especially 

coming from a colonial background and having gone through phases of coup d’etat. For 

the past 20 – 21 years; we have had a likeness of democratic governance where we have 

seen governments change through the ballot box and have gone through successful 

elections but yet still recorded acts of violence within our elections – but is democracy all 

about holding elections? Would the nation develop under these elections if its political 

leaders focused on good governance?  In Africa, Ghana can be seen as a beacon for 

democracy – and through its effort in ensuring good governance and democracy it was 

ranked 5
th

 country with Political Stability in Africa in the year 2013 

(www.worldnews.com ).  

 

Yet with its political stability, Ghana’s politics cannot be said to be based on any political 

ideology where a political party can clearly define which style of ideology it is using to 

govern the country, even though we try to emulate the governance style of Britain and 

America - the two largest political parties NDC, and NPP have come out recently with a 

kind of political governance ideology they stand for. The NDC believes they are social 

democrats even though they hardly implement social interventions and the NPP party 

which believes they are capitalist during their term in power from 2000 – 2008 

implemented some social interventions like the national health insurance scheme, the 

school feeding programme and introduced a policy that takes care of the very poor in the 

society. This said the nation is fraught with many problems. One of the many issues is 

how as a growing democratic country we can move away from ethnic, tribal politics to 

issues based politics? In the face of democracy how do we move from a developing 

nation to a developed nation?   

 

 

http://www.worldnews.com/


 11 

 

Though these questions among many other things would be discussed in this thesis from 

different perspectives, the reason why most of the argument will be bothered on 

corruption is that through out my interview it was a concern for all interviewees. John 

Boadu deputy communication director of NPP when asked about corruption in Ghana 

responded by saying that “it’s a symptom of weak system” (Personal interview, 7
th

 June 

2013). Samuel Akuamoah – director of programmes at NCCE when asked the same 

question says “the institutions are there but they are weak” (Personal interview, 14
th

 June 

2013). Felix kwakye currently deputy minister of information for the NDC government 

believes “corruption is not limited to politicians. Corruption is much larger than that. 

There are many people who are not politicians who work in most organizations even in 

the private sector who act in ways that bother on corruption” (Personal interview, 17
th

 

June 2013), but Mr. Aborampah programmes officer at CDD holds a different view he 

thinks “every Ghanaian politician is corrupt because none is able to show his source of 

funding”. (Personal interview, 18
th

 June 2013) 

 

If what they claim are true. How then can Ghanaians eradicate this practice in our 

society? Amamoo in his writings argue that it is a cultural thing “a major social factor 

that undermines any serious efforts to eradicate the problem is the extended family 

structure […] as such however successful he is, he is often strapped for cash and has to 

find it from somewhere”(355), but R. E. Bannerman at the Ghana @ 50 anniversary 

lectures disagrees on that theory that it is a cultural thing, he remarks “ the theory that 

bribery, especially in Ghana is a derivative from our tradition or custom of presenting 

drinks or cola to chiefs and elders has also been effectively debunked. For one thing, […] 

in fact it has been said that a significant part of the corruption suffered by developing 

countries is transferred from the developed world”(252).  

 

 As a country, Ghana is guided by the 1992 constitution and as part of our constitution 

“the state shall take steps to eradicate corrupt practices and the abuse of power”. (1992: 

33). As a constitutional requirement a commission on human rights and administrative 

justice have been established among other things to “investigate all instances of alleged 
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or suspected corruption and the misappropriation of public moneys by officials and to 

take appropriate steps including report to the Attorney – General and the Auditor – 

General, resulting from such investigations” (1992: 135), but that is not always the case. 

It seems there is something fundamentally wrong with the established institutions which 

most of my interviewees believe it is due to a weak system. According to Bannermann’s 

lecture “the police, CEPS and even the judiciary” (259), have been mentioned somehow 

to have engaged in some acts of corruption and this for a nation can be dangerous. As 

Bannermann puts it “corruption raises transaction costs; reduces the nation’s revenue; 

adversely affects investments from both local and foreign sources; causes inflation; 

undermines soundness in the determination of priorities in respect to projects; shakes the 

morale of good citizens who want to do the right thing, and reduces confidence in 

democratic governance” (261). 

 

I believe some of the conflicts in An Enemy of the People can be related to these 

corruptions. Through the lens of such diverse conflicts such as majority vs. minority, 

truth vs. lies, self interest vs. common good and the role of the bureaucracy and the 

media; this thesis will bring to the fore the many political issues confronting a developing 

country as Ghana and how Ghana can move from a developing nation to a developed 

nation entrenched in true democracy. 
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2.3 Data and Methods 

For the purposes of having accuracy about the political situation in my country, I visited 

Ghana in June 2013 and sampled interviews from leaders of political parties, journalists, 

and some officials of democracy and governance institutions. The reason for interviewing 

these groups first of all was because of their direct involvement in the 2012 elections 

which was contested in court. I engaged them in various questions directly hence 

establishing information that was highly accurate. In Ghana we practice the multi – party 

democracy but I didn’t interview representatives from all the political parties, I 

interviewed deputy communications director as well as deputy information minister of 

the two largest political parties (NPP and NDC). Even in our parliaments it is these two 

political parties that are greatly represented. I also interviewed two senior journalists 

from two of our well established media houses - Peacefm and Citifm respectively.  

 

Since by our constitution we have established commissions that sensitize the general 

public on their human and civic rights, I spoke to the director of programmes at national 

commission on civic education (NCCE) and also deputy director of public education and 

research at commission on human rights and administrative justice (CHRAJ) about their 

functions’ as an institution and the role they play as far as the issue of politics is concern. 

Apart from these people, I also interviewed a legal practitioner as well as a programmes 

officer at centre for democratic governance – this is one of the democracy and 

governance institutions established in the country to help check democracy issues.  

 

 I employed quantitative and qualitative analysis as frame work for the research. The data 

analytical tool I used for the interview was content and discourse analysis. The 

participants for the study were adults between the ages of 35 – 60 years which fell within 

the constitution of Ghana as people with the right to vote. Also to get direct access to the 

situation on the ground and not base all the data collection on interviews I spent time at 

places like party head quarters, parliament house, and events grounds of these political 

parties to enable me get live recordings of events.  
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Interviewing these groups of people about Ghana’s politics was very important for my 

research. They gave me an in depth information on Ghana’s political history and the 

various changes that had occurred over the time. From the interview I was able to identify 

problems like tribalism, clientelism, double standards and corruption which in many 

ways are affecting our politics and our development as a nation. Another interesting 

revelation I gathered from the interview was the numerous laws we have as a country and 

how bad it was ineffectively being implemented. Every one I interviewed with relation to 

the political situation in the country on countless occasions referred to our constitution 

which they believed as a country guided us but believed some amendments’ needed to be 

done. Mr. Egbert Fabil – a legal practitioner I interviewed about Ghana’s politics had this 

to say about corruption. “Article 88 of our 1992 constitution needs to be amended if 

indeed we are willing as a country to fight against corruption.  It is not the best for the 

country if the Attorney General a legal adviser to the government can only initiate 

criminal prosecutions since he can favor his friends and this can promote cronyism” 

(Personal interview, 7
th

 June 2013). 

 

Apart from this data collection, I tried to trace the performances of Ibsen’s plays at the 

School of Performing Arts, where two of Ibsen’s plays – An Enemy of the People and A 

Doll’s House are studied in modern drama. I wanted to find out whether any of Ibsen’s 

plays have been used politically as a critique. At the School of Performing Arts, I didn’t 

get much data from their library archives. This is because there have only been three 

performances of Ibsen’s play. The first one was A Doll’s house which was performed in 

2006 as a master’s student project, where I played the role of Nora.  

 

I gathered from Mr. Aveh – Head of the Department of Theatre Arts at the school of 

performing arts that there was a student production of An Enemy of the people in 2008 

but I couldn’t get access to that material in our departmental archives because it was an 

undergraduate’s student project work. I also had an interview with Rev Dr. Esiaman- 

lecturer for theatre for development at the School of Performing Arts who mentioned a 

project he undertook with An Enemy of the people as an environmental theatre where his 
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interest and subject matter was on sanitation and pollution. This project was done outside 

the school in “Korle Gonor”; a suburb of Accra. During my research in the school, I 

learnt there has been a recent student production of A Doll’s House (14
th

 – 16
th

 March, 

2013) and when I spoke to the stage manager Elizabeth Amponsah, she informed me it 

was a Nigerian adaptation of the play called Eneora. She mentioned that it was greatly 

appreciated by the students.  

 

From the research in the school I realized that the performances of Ibsen’s plays were just 

limited to the students, I believe this is so because it is only at two Universities 

(University of Ghana and Cape Coast University) that some of his plays are studied and 

even at the University if it is staged they are normally student projects for academic 

purposes. The awareness theatre creates in my country isn’t as effective as the film does 

especially if one is seeking to address a national phenomenon as corruption. Also with 

film you are able to cover the length and breathe of the country through the medium of 

television. Due to the collapse of theatre I believe the production of Ibsen’s An Enemy of 

the People should be as film. Films in Ghana over the years have taken over the theatre. 

When performances are staged in our theatres, it’s an empty auditorium; you only get a 

full house if the performance is a comedy.  

 

Well that is the case because the building of our audiences for theatre was through comic 

plays (Bame 36). A comic play is a kind of Ghanaian theatre which is known popularly 

as concert parties which dates back as far as 1918 -  uses humor, music and everyday life 

situations to entertain an audience(Bame 8). To the Ghanaian the theatre was a source of 

entertainment rather than education. Most Ghanaians are not familiar with Ibsen’s literary 

text and it will be better if his text is presented to them in a filmatic way than through a 

medium which is collapsing.  
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Apart from the interviews, I would also do a library study on Arthur Miller’s adaptation. 

Analyzing translations of the play by other writers and doing a textual analysis of the 

written text. Since I included a film adaptation of An Enemy of the people in my research, 

I would apply the theories of film to help me analyze a DVD version of the play. Also I 

will review articles written about it and also use cultural studies books to analyze some 

aspects of the film.  

 

Apart from these two analyses I would also do a critical review of a current production of 

An Enemy of the people in Egypt. For this writing, I will do a performance analysis of my 

first impression when I saw the play staged at the Ibsen Conference in Skien in 2013 and 

also include reviews of the performance when it was staged and is reception. Most of my 

methodology here would be based on a library study.  
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2.4   Theoretical Foundation  

The theoretical frame work that I am using for my analyses is political and reception 

theory.  I am using these main two theories because of the analyses of my work which 

focuses on politics, reviews, and productions of Ibsen’s play An Enemy of the People. It 

is my objective to use An Enemy of the people as an ideology critique and in order to do 

that, I will first of all start with a political theory which explains why people form 

government and how it affects society. This is a theory related to pluralism and 

reconciliation. I believe this theory will help me explore the questions I have proposed in 

my research.  

 

Within the political theory I will base my research on the works of Isaiah Berlin and John 

Rawl’s work which can be found in What is Political Theory (White & Moon 2004). In 

this book, Berlin is quoted as stating that “a plural society, unlike a totalitarian society, or 

at least the idealized model of totalitarianism so popular at the time, is a society where 

political choice is open, and where the adherents of different ideals contest over the 

direction their society should take”(13). Here Berlin believes as a pluralist society 

political choice should be open and that is the case in Ghana, where we practice multi – 

party democracy.  

 

But with the advent of plurality that Berlin focuses on, he also “invoked the idea of 

pluralism in a second and more distinctive sense, proposing that value is inherently plural, 

which is to say that there are many different things that are in some sense ‘good’ or 

desirable or worthy, and these ‘goods’ are incommensurable in the sense that they cannot 

be rationally ordered”(14). “Berlin famously argues in much of his writing that the 

plurality of value has important political implications”(15). Here I believe Berlin is 

placing value on pluralism because to him cultural values help shape the political 

ideology of the people.  
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Well if this value of pluralism is taken in a Ghanaian context based on our politics, I can 

say that our cultural and social values as a country influences our politics in the sense that 

it is on the bases of these cultural and social values that some political ideologies are 

formed. An example is our social value on the same sex marriage. A political leader with 

such a background can never be a president in my country because the constitution 

forbids that and our parliament will not pass a law to protect such persons in our society.  

 

Further to this argument is Rawls political ideology which expands Berlin’s theory. 

“Berlin locates moral pluralism in a theory of value one that appears to be a version of 

realism, according to which value judgments are to accord with the structure that the 

world of value actually has, Rawls seeks to build a political theory that is agnostic about 

such questions. What is crucial about pluralism in Rawl’s view is not the fact, if it is a 

fact, that value is plural, but that there is reasonable disagreement about values and moral 

and political issues generally – including the question of whether value is plural”(16), 

here Rawl believes the plurality of value must be subjected to reasonable disagreement.  

 

“So Rawl’s view of pluralism is more hospitable to political theorizing than Berlin’s and 

like Berlin’s appears to provide a grounding for a liberal and democratic society which in 

turn reinforces the very pluralism which occasions theorizing”(17). But this proposal by 

Rawls I intend to include in my argument because as society even though value could be 

said to be pluralistic, it can not be one sided since opinions vary but even with this 

reasonable disagreement Rawls places it within a context of “political liberalism” which 

“conceives of the principles of justice as the object of reasonable agreement among 

citizens who seek to live co operatively with one another while acknowledging 

reasonable disagreement on comprehensive moral, religious and philosophical 

doctrines”(20).  

 

Besides Rawl’s theory of reasonable disagreement is reconciliation theory which also 

further expands Rawl’s ideology of reasonable disagreement for a pluralist society. These 

reasons make Rawl and Berlin political theories relevant to my research. 
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Further more with the stage production of An Enemy of the People that I will analyze, I 

intend to use a reception theory of Hans Robert Jauss who according to K.M. Newton is 

“generally regarded as its most important representative”(130). Newton argues that Jauss 

theory of reception “accommodate both Marxist and formalist criticism through focusing 

on the reception and influence of the literary work. He sees the relation between the work 

and its succession of audiences as ‘dialogical’ at both the aesthetic and the historical 

levels”(131). Here Newton is talking about Jauss interest in relating the literature work to 

its historical reception. Newton cites Jauss to further elaborate his point. He writes, “The 

aesthetic implication lies in the fact that the first reception of a work by the reader 

includes a test of its aesthetic value in comparison with works already read. The obvious 

historical implication of this is that the understanding of the first reader will be sustained 

and enriched in a chain of receptions from generation to generation; in this way the 

historical significance of a work will be decided and its aesthetic value made 

evident”(131).  

 

Apart from the relationship between the aesthetics of the literature and history, according 

to Newton, Jauss also introduces ‘horizon of expectations” as part of his reception theory. 

With this theory, Jauss claims that all literary works are read with a pre conceived 

horizon of expectation which readers have derived understanding from through other 

works. In addition, Jauss explains that “if these works are to retain their power as 

literature […], modern readers have to make an effort to recover and experience the 

original reception of these works”(132). Furthermore Jauss argues that there are 

“similarities between reception theory and structuralism and semiotics, all of which are 

concerned with poetics, an important difference is that interpretation of individual texts 

remains central in reception theory. But the aim of interpretation is not ‘the tracing of a 

text back to its “statement”, to a significance hidden behind it or to its objective 

meaning’; rather ‘the meaning of a text [is] a convergence of the structure of the work 

and the structure of the interpretation which is ever to be achieved anew”(134). 
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These reasons make Jauss reception theory useful for my research. I will like to mention 

that apart from these theories, I also used adaptation and film theories to explain some 

aspects of my work.  
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        Chapter Three 

                                  Ibsen’s translation in America 

3.1 The Context – A Historical Background 

As mentioned earlier in my writing, Ibsen’s An Enemy of the people has been performed 

a number of occasions in different countries under various political ideologies. In a 

different cultural and political context, Arthur Miller adapted An Enemy of the People to 

speak against McCarthyism. It was a period in America History where the political 

agenda at that time was the oppression of certain individuals in America. According to 

David M. Kennedy and Thomas A. Bailey in their book The American Spirit  - Senator 

Joseph R. McCarthy of Wisconsin “rocketed into the headlines in 1950 when he declared 

in a political speech that there were scores of known communists […] McCarthy here 

defends his tactics”(2002, 441). I will re – echo the question they asked “How convincing 

was he?” 

 

To answer this question, I will like to give an overview of how the situation was like in 

America in the early 1950s and what contributed to what people term “The McCarthy 

Hysteria”. Yannella in his writing describes how “a number of political parties and 

reform movements, both radical and conservative were established or came into 

prominence during the great depression, (The great depression was a time in American 

history where the country went through great poverty), many did not last”(8). “The group 

that had by far the deepest and most lasting impact was the Communist Party of the 

United States of America. Formed in 1919, the CPUSA had been small and largely 

ineffectual during the 1920s”( 8).  

 

According to Yannella, the formation of this group led to the cause of anti – communism, 

a transcending political and social movement, which over its long history from the 1930s 

into the 1980s fundamentally shaped American domestic politics and foreign policy. 

Apart from this, the group attracted a significant number of writers to its cause and there 

by had a major impact on America literature.  
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How then did this Communist Party of United States affect or change American politics?  

History has it that the 2
nd

 world war had some bearing and happenings on McCarthyism 

in America. In transforming the world by Keith Robbins, he recalls how World War 2 

resulted or led to some countries forming alliances. “The UK, the USA, and the Soviet 

Union all had particular aspirations anxieties. The overwhelming need to defeat the 

enemy restrained their corrosive effect, but not necessarily for long”(3-8).  

 

In his book Robbins maintain that “while not discounting ideological differences between 

the victors, it sees at least the elements of a transcending desire to create a world without 

major war”(41). Here this point argues that during this period of time, the world power 

countries having different ideological perspectives sought some how to tolerate each 

other in other to avoid a third world war. But the events yet to follow were what became 

known as the cold war. “The outcome of the war left the Soviet Union in a position to 

create its own Europe” (Robbins 47). He talks of the rise of new governance in Eastern 

Europe through the influence of Soviet Union called ‘communism’. Robbins explains that 

“groups of intellectuals in many countries, particularly if young, were not averse to 

joining the vanguard. […] to a people’s democracy was engineered”(48).  

 

Further to that argument, Yannella holds the view that “anti – communism abated 

somewhat in the early 1940s because the United States and the Soviet Union were allies 

in World War 2. But after the war ended in August 1945, and in direct response to the 

postwar Soviet creation of satellite states in Eastern and Central Europe, anti – 

communism flared and quickly became the major theme of American political 

discourse”(28). This led to a friction between these two countries. “The belief that there 

were two worlds, one free and the other savagely imprisoned behind an iron curtain, was 

the premise of American foreign policy from the 1940s through the 1980s, that is, for the 

entire period of what came to be called the cold war. Through out this period containment 

was the most fundamental element of American policy toward the Soviet Union” 

(Yannella 29). 
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American’s believed in a free society but in the 1950s the communist anguish had taken 

over the country. A situation that placed so much fear in Americans. But why was 

McCarthy “un American activities” popular at that time? This can be attributed to many 

factors. One such factor was the aftermath of the world war 2, In the American spirit 

(2002: 368 – 442), a historical account of how these communists groups were with force 

overthrowing all established institutions of the state was alarming. “The loss of a half – 

billion or so Chinese to the communists was a staggering blow to U.S policy” (Kennedy 

& Bailey: 2002, 423).  

 

Also McCarthy claimed that “State Department contained no less than 205 communists. 

Secretaries of State Marshall and Acheson, he asserted, were part of a conspiracy to 

betray their country. The ‘loss’ of China had been treason. No institution in the USA was 

safe from his accusations”. (Robbins 62). “During that time, often referred to as the 

McCarthy period after the Congress hearings on “un-American activities” thousands of 

Americans were accused of being communists or communist sympathizers and became 

the subject of aggressive investigations and questioning. Many people suffered loss of 

employment, destruction of their career and even imprisonment”. (Nilu 2007) 

 

“Its most famous moment came in October 1947, when it held nine days of hearings on 

Communist influence in the Hollywood motion picture industry. Films, HUAC members  

reasoned could be used by their makers to propagandize mass audiences into sympathy 

for the Soviet Union or into other subversive “un – American” beliefs”. (Yannella 30 - 

31) “Blacklisting from the film industry was the first step in what would become 

widespread blacklisting of entertainers and writers said to be Communists or Communist 

sympathizers. Robeson’s passport was taken away by the committee, as was the passport 

of playwright Arthur Miller, though both later had their passports returned to them 

through a US Supreme Court decision”(Yannella 31-32).  
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The “Anti – Communism of the postwar era unfolded on three major fronts. First, there 

were hearings held by the US House of Representatives Committee on un – American 

Activities (HUAC). Second, there were prosecutions of Communists under the Smith Act, 

passed by Congress in 1940. Third, beginning in 1952 and continuing in early 1954, and 

simultaneous with HUAC hearings and Smith Act prosecutions, there were the hearings 

conducted by the US senate committee on government operations and its subcommittee 

on Investigations, under the chairmanship of Senator Joseph McCarthy, Republican of 

Wisconsin” (Yannella 30). 

 

McCarthy’s activities became widespread. “Through much of 1953, he held well – 

covered and sometimes televised public hearings on communist influence in the Foreign 

Service, the government printing office, the United States information service, over-seas 

libraries run by the state department, […] where the US was competing with the Soviet 

Union for influence. It has been said that no great revelations resulted from these 

hearings” (Yannella 39). In another development Yannella in his writing establishes that 

McCarthy and Cohn were completely unrestrained: (Cohn was appointed by McCarthy as 

his chief council), among other things, they aired unsubstantiated charges, bullied 

witnesses, brought in disgruntled former government employees to testify against their 

former bosses, and ended hearings abruptly when evidence which did not serve their ends 

was beginning to emerge.  

 

During this time in American history, many feared to be labeled communist and also 

were forcedly through the hearings of McCarthyism suppressed of their individual 

freedom of expression. Individuals refused to speak against the government and that was 

dangerous for a democratic country like America because for democracy to grow there 

should be a  tolerance level of accepting fair and bad judgment from individuals who 

constitute that democratic country.    
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In this social political context, McCarthy was able to inspire fear in many Americans. An 

example was when Harvard students refused to sign the anti – McCarthy petition for fear 

of being branded communist. (Kennedy & Bailey 2002, 444). To further elaborate my 

point, I believe Arthur Miller who was a victim of McCarthyism chose to use Ibsen’s 

play An Enemy of the people to raise an important issue in American politics – “what 

Miller, in fact, found most perplexing and frightening about the late forties and early 

fifties “was not only the rise of ‘McCarthyism’ … but something, which seemed much 

more weird and mysterious. It was the fact that a political objective, knowledgeable 

campaign from the far right was capable of creating not only a terror, but a new 

subjective reality, a veritable mystique which was gradually assuming a holy resonance”. 

(Adler 90). 

 

With Miller’s Adaptation, Peter Stockmann – the town Mayor was able to inspire fear in 

the Media and the townspeople. They were afraid to stand by the truth and that is a 

danger of such an authority. According to Keith Robbins, “this period of political 

repression blotted the image of the USA as a free society. Fear of Communism’s 

contempt for freedom sapped American freedom”(62).  Further to this suppression of 

individuals which was not good for American belief system of democracy, Yannella 

claims that “typical uncooperative witnesses argued that, in fact, HUAC was itself un-

American because it violated the political and intellectual freedom Americans were 

guaranteed by the Constitution and Bill of Rights”(31).  

 

In the events that had unfolded, the theory of political pluralism which gives society the 

option of having different principles and political ideologies was what was being opposed 

or suppressed by McCarthy in America. For individuals who were branded communist 

during the McCarthy hysteria, were persons who had a liberal mind to object or speak up 

against things the government in power was doing and for that matter suffered such fate. 

Also, “reasonable disagreement” of which Rawl proposes to be associated with a 

pluralistic society in this sense was not functioning as far as the issue of suppression of 

individual freedom of expression was concern.  
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For in a pluralist society, individuals had the right to uphold different views. “Although it 

is possible to resolve many issues, others cannot be settled, and reasonable people will 

continue to hold different views in spite of their having sincerely considered the 

arguments and evidence that others have offered”(White & Moon 16). For this reasons 

McCarthy’s approach can be considered to oppose the principles that a democratic 

society should have as far as the issue of freedom of expression, liberal opinions and fair 

judgment is concern.  
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3.2 Authority and Individual Freedom of Expression in An Enemy of the People 

 

Democracy is no longer free when subjected to intimidation and this creates concern 

when authority suppresses individual freedom of expression. In Arthur Miller’s 

adaptation of An Enemy of the People this was the issue at stake. He sought to 

concentrate on the language by making it more contemporary and he worked on the 

structure and ideas to bring out the political angle of the play clearly. Against the 

background of the McCarthy hysteria – Arthur Miller adapts Ibsen’s play An Enemy of 

the People as a mouthpiece by which his feelings about the political season at that time 

could be expressed.  

 

Miller is a victim of the abuse of individual freedom of expression (Yannella 2011). In 

his adaptation from 1950, Miller points to the underlying problem of the society in which 

he lived in. What he sees as the central theme of the play 

“--- the question of whether the democratic guarantees protecting political minorities 

ought to be set aside in time of crisis”(8) Miller continues:  

“The play is concerned with the inviolability of objective truth. Or, put more dynamically, 

that those who attempts to warp the truth for ulterior purposes must inevitably become 

warped and corrupted themselves”(9).  

 

Here the question of objective truth can be seen as the underlying factor of every 

democratic country but in a situation and environment where individuals feel their 

privileges and powers are being trampled on, where lies the truth? In other words, when 

freedom of speech is being suppressed how can one defend truth in the face of 

democracy? And if people feel their individual privileges and powers are being 

suppressed then that is a danger to democracy. This danger to democracy can lead to 

distrust within society where people are not able to speak the truth and end up being 

corrupt.  
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For Miller the central character Dr. Stockman who was vilified by his town’s people for 

speaking the truth represents the liberal minded people of American who had been tagged 

“un American,” as Bigsby puts it “[…] Stockman’s unpopular views strip him of his 

livelihood, a fate increasingly facing those in fifties America who were touched by the 

palsied hand of the House ‘un – American Activities Committee”(2005: 140). To Miller, 

the interest of adapting Ibsen’s play at that time was to bring out the political agenda of 

abuse of individual freedom of expression and how dangerous it was for a growing 

democratic country like America. Bigsby also points out that, “For Miller, then, the 

relevance of the play to America lay in its concern the pressure to conform” (2005: 142).  

 

Bigsby acknowledges that, An Enemy of the People is “a play with multiple targets” and 

he further goes to explain what these targets are – “It is about corruption, but the 

corruption here is to the body politic, […] and moderation is the fundamental tenets” 

(2005:138). Diana Hoeveler in her article “Ibsen’s An Enemy of the People in America” 

agrees with Bigsby and suggests that “the drama has persisted in popularity […] acts of 

aggression”(2007: 135). These interpretations argue, then, that An Enemy of the People 

can be used under different political ideologies because Ibsen’s text contains different 

political agendas. But the question here still remains – whether in the face of these 

political agendas’ democracy can still strive?  

 

But as seen previously in the earlier chapter the pandemonium McCarthy created with his 

accusations, one can clearly say that it is dangerous for democracy to strive if people are 

subjected to a climate of fear; in other words, when people are made to live in a culture of 

silence. But one can also argue that in a society where there is absolute freedom of 

speech and expression it can also endanger the power of those in authority as can be seen 

in An Enemy of the People – when Aslaksen cautions the Doctor to speak in moderation 

(Miller 65). But in a constituted democratic society, what does it mean to be moderate? I 

mean how can people choose what to say and when to say it when authority is a concern? 

Wouldn’t that create a conflict between authority and individual freedom of expression?  
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In terms of structure and in seeking to bring out the political agenda at that time, Miller 

transformed the five acts of the original into three acts, but still kept to the plot of the 

original acts. According to Bigsby, Miller’s restructuring was “to shift the emphasis” 

(2005:143). I believe in shifting the emphasis; Miller removes all references to suggest 

that certain individuals were better off than others in society due to their class.   

 In light of genocide, the holocaust that has swept our world on the wings of the 

black ideology of racism, it is inconceivable that Ibsen would insist today that 

certain individuals are by breeding, or race, or ‘innate” qualities superior to others 

or possessed the right to dictate to others. (Miller 10)                                                 

 

In the same way, the dialogue in the last part of act 5 of Ibsen’s text “The strongest man 

is the one who stands most alone” is omitted, but instead “[…], remember now, 

everybody. You are fighting for the truth, and that’s why you are alone. And that makes 

you strong.” (Miller 124). Nilu suggests that “this change plays down the importance of 

the egocentric aspect of Dr. Stockmann’s character. It is also in line with contemporary 

views on social change and does further give the end of the play a more optimistic and 

positive political flavor”(2007) which I believe as made Ibsen’s play more relevant to  

today’s audience as far as the issues of politics is concern.   

 

 In Act 2, scene 1 in Miller’s text; Dr. Stockmann’s character is exaggerated by Peter 

Stockmann with the aim of creating mistrust. Through this exaggeration, Peter is able to 

convince the newspaper editors to prevent Dr. Stockman’s article from being published: 

 

It happens to be a fact. Plus another fact – you’ll forgive me for talking about 

facts in a newspaper office – […] that we live in a pesthole! (Miller 74) 

 

 

Even though Hovstad tries to persuade Peter that Dr. Stockman’s article is based on 

science, Peter Stockman continues to speak badly about his brother: 

 

This is based on vindictiveness, on his hatred of authority and nothing else. […] 

understand it exactly so! (Miller 74) 
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As suggested by Nilu, “Peter Stockman’s attempt to create suspicion about Dr. Stockman 

corresponds to the suspicious atmosphere towards political dissidents during the 

McCarthy period. This is still a relevant issue since the same kind of tactic is followed by 

authorities in many countries of the world today”(2007).  

 

In Act one, scene two; Hovstad talked about how power belonged to just a few people 

who were bureaucrats and very authoritarian because they had power (Miller 44). He also 

talks about the ideology of idolized authority (Miller 49). This pronouncements from 

Hovstad, is a typical fascism style of Governance, where individuals are made to submit 

totally to the state and are made to idolize authority. During the McCarthy period this was 

the situation, McCarthy was against the idea of any one speaking against the government 

and saw these decisions as “un American” McCarthy uses the word “un American 

activities”, which in a sense is referring to the state or the nation. Here, the “un American 

activities” is being used to refer to the insubordination of individuals to the state. With 

the fascist, they believed in an authoritarian hierarchical government and saw any 

individual with opposing views as a threat to its rule and did forcefully eliminate those 

people by removing them from the positions they occupied within society and that was 

what McCarthy period was all about, he blacklisted anyone he considered a communist. 

 

 I believe McCarthy used the word communist here because that was the precedent threat 

in the world at that time, but his approach and vindictiveness was very much a fascist 

style. Again what I consider very fascist in McCarthy’s time, was the total subordination 

of individuals to the state and the suppression of individual freedom of expression, In 

Miller’s Adaptation, Peter Stockmann an official of the state, believed that without moral 

authority there can be no government, this goes to confirm how he used his authority to 

influence the media to revoke his brother’s decision of publishing what he considered a 

threat to the health of the citizens in the Norwegian town.  
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To Senator McCarthy anyone in America who had a different opinion from that of the 

Government was considered “un American” and in the public meeting scene the focus 

was Dr. Stockmann’s anti liberal ideas where he was seen as opposing those in authority 

and the community.  

 

In a similar situation the Mayor offers a reason for “stifling freedom of speech which is 

not in the original and perhaps says more for America in the 1950s than Norway in the 

1880s […]” (Bigsby 2005: 143), - this can be seen as the power those in authority 

exempts and still do now - which was the conflict between authority and freedom of 

expression in America at that time and yet still the conflict between authority and 

freedom of expression still goes on in some parts of the world. “…after all we are a 

Democratic country. Now, God knows, in ordinary times I’d agree a hundred percent 

with anybody’s right to say anything. But these are not ordinary times. […] broke down 

all authority and left only revolution and chaos” (Miller, 89). Thomas P Adler further 

expands this point, he believes the “most significant given the Political climate; […] in 

the name of preserving security and avoiding revolution”(87). But in looking at 

Democracy, must the adoption of totalitarianism, communism and fascism methods be a 

way out to resolve revolution? 
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3.3 Political Authority, Dictatorship and the rule of law 

Democracy in itself is another form of political ideology that has come to be accepted in 

some developed and developing countries, though the practice of this democracy cannot 

be said to be the same across the board. When one observes democratic countries like 

Norway and America, one can clearly see how differently democracy is understood and 

how it is operated within these two countries. The same can be said of countries like 

China, Russia and Ghana. But under these practicing democracies lays the façade of 

dictatorship rule in governance and economic system of totalitarianism, communism, and 

sometimes fascism or authoritarianism in some countries in the world today.  

 

 “When the word democracy is used, it is always taken for granted, as a minimum, that 

the ultimate foundation of the power of the state is the freely expressed consent of all the 

citizens”(Nun 9). Here democracy is seen to favor those in power but not those being 

governed. It is assumed that the governed are satisfied. In going back to Ibsen’s text, Dr. 

Stockmann’s zeal to speak up against Authority was seen as undermining democracy, in 

the same context, minorities of a society who speak up against those in Authority in a 

democratic country are often times considered a threat to Government. So in order to 

avoid chaos or violence, a make believe Democracy is instituted. Which Shaw suggests 

needs to be analyzed as far as the issue of democracy is concern.   

 

He notes that “democracy is really only an arrangement by which the governed are 

allowed to choose the members of the representative bodies which control the executive. 

It has never been proved that this is the best arrangement, […] might take the form of 

actual violence” (Shaw 95).  To Shaw; it is ineffective and this ineffectiveness goes to 

suggest that, “democracy may or may not contribute to economic development, to social 

justice, or to providing food, health care, and education the fundamental issue is that it is 

exclusively a procedure”(Nun 14). As this is seen to be an arrangement, or procedure, 

some political leaders use totalitarian methods to rule. They twist and turn the  
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rule of law in their favor and here the question of good governance within these 

democratic states is questionable.  

 

Before this chapter, I referred to Thomas P Adler’s argument about those in authority 

abusing their political power when “sensing some internal threat to its stability even 

within a democratic state will adapt to totalitarian tactics”(87), and that is what Miller 

was addressing within his adaptation of the play. The public meeting embodied these 

totalitarian methods that those in authority enforced on the people during the McCarthy 

period. The public meeting scene further establishes a link to the hearings on “un-

American activities” at that time. During the McCarthy period people were accused based 

on their ideas and beliefs, and were considered “un - American”, in the same manner, Dr. 

Stockmann’s ideas and beliefs were considered to oppose authority hence echoing the 

Political Agenda at that time.  

 

In Miller’s adaptation, Dr. Stockman was not allowed to speak about the contaminated 

water. This happened when the Mayor used his authoritative power to propose; “Mr. 

Aslaksen, I move that Doctor Stockman is prohibited from reading his report at this 

meeting!”(Miller 90). According to Nilu during the McCarthy period, trials were often 

not fair and that many verdicts were pre- arranged (2007).  In the same manner, in 

Miller’s version the outcome of the meeting was pre- arranged. Peter Stockman assumed 

the role of a dictator and a politician who through his authority established how the 

meeting should take place and called the shots from the very beginning of the meeting to 

the end. It is interesting to note, that individuals who spoke against the government in 

America at that time were considered “un – American”.  

 

In the light of this arguments, how can one guard against the suppression of individual 

freedom of expression in a democratic state? In Thomas P. Adler’s “conscience and 

community in An Enemy of the People” – he reiterates my question of “what the nature of 

good government is; but he further expands this question by asking -when, if ever, does 

adherence to abstract principles, either in support of or in revolt against a lawfully 
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constituted government, become an extreme that cannot be tolerated if individual rights 

and the community are to be protected” (87-88). What does this mean? It’s a very dicey 

question because human understanding vary from one person to the other, but taking it in 

the contest of a constituted government and is rule of laws;  I think what he is trying to 

point to is that, within a constituted government there are rule of laws that everyone must 

adhere to but these rule of laws cannot guarantee freedom of expression since some 

individual opinions might be considered an extreme in favor of the constituted 

government or against a constituted government which will render them breaking the law 

or adhering to sanctions; but again I think in a situation of abstract principles or ideas that 

become an extreme, tolerance must be accepted by those being governed and those 

governing;  in order to protect individuals within the country.  

 

But that was not the case during  the McCarthy period and now in some democratic 

countries,  individuals are subjected to vindictiveness all because they have a different 

opinion to things and are considered a threat to government; but in a lawfully constituted 

government, should it be the decision of the government in power that must hold at all 

times? Would it be out of place for persons to disagree with government and still feel 

protected? And when such persons are denied the free will to bring out their concerns 

isn’t it an issue of abuse of political authority or power?  

 

Within governance of a country, one will consider economic growth, good health care 

and education as a nature of good governance but that alone cannot be considered good 

governance when the civil rights of individuals are denied. That was the situation in 

America when Miller adapted An Enemy of the People. Peter Stockmann a mayor of the 

town symbolized authority over the people and held the views that; “individual must 

remain subordinate to the state” (Adler 88). Is that good governance? Now in trying to 

answer this question from my perspective, I will like to connect it to the political 

authority that political leaders have. In Jean Hampton’s book “Political Philosophy” she 

gives an over view of theories associated with political authority and how each functions, 

but my argument is going to be based on “consent based theory” (3-34).  
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With this theory, political authority is not based on the good, neither is it based on natural 

subordination or by some divine authority but its based on equality and the people’s 

choice. In defining what good governance is; Hampton relies on Aristotle’s ideology of 

consent based theory; “In particular, a stable, effective, and just political society is one in 

which the political authority, however it is structured, operates in a way that recognizes 

the equality between the rulers and the ruled”(33). Hampton believes; the consent based 

theory proposed by Aristotle can also be used negatively in the sense that, “Aristotle 

derives […], that denies their mutual equality and fails to secure their common good”(33). 

 

If the consent based theory is applicable, then why do we form authority? Why do we 

believe we need to be governed? Ball writes that “political power is usually accompanied 

by authority. Political authority is the recognition of the right to rule irrespective of the 

sanctions the ruler may possess”(29). In Miller’s Enemy of the People and looking at the 

kind of governance during the McCarthy period, it clearly reveals the abuse of political 

power and the rule of dictatorship where persons ruling feel superior over the ruled. 

“Now, God knows, in ordinary times, I’d agree a hundred percent with anybody’s right to 

say anything. But these are not ordinary times” (Miller 89).  

 

Also if this argument of Ball will hold in a constituted democratic country, then it means 

the political authorities have been mandated to rule by the people; they are actually 

representative of a majority choice. (Here the majority choice can be questionable in 

respect to their opinions and whether at all; the majority is right. In view of this,  in some 

democratic countries now the minority sometimes oppose the view that a ruling party 

won the elections based on a majority vote but believes the elections were rigged to favor 

the former).  But in keeping to Ball’s line of argument are those with political power 

justified in taking some of the decisions they do in controlling the masses who try to 

cause threat to a political authority?  Here the question still remains – to what limit is this 

political power?  
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Chapter Four 
 

Ibsen’s transcreation in India  

 

4.1 Theories in Film 

According to the oxford dictionary of film studies, film as the name implies “is any kind 

of motion picture; a series of shots edited together”(2012). But as this medium offers 

creative directors the opportunity to create and recreate stories which sometimes reflect 

our everyday life, what most film directors have sort out to do these days due to the vast 

technological equipments and visual effects this medium have, have set to adapting 

stories from plays and novels and retelling them in this medium. Adaptation as a theory 

has always been linked with all forms of art. Be it painting, photography, film or 

literature.  

 

In this chapter, I seek to engage my reader in a discourse about theories of film and 

applying them to the film Ganashatru - an adaptation of Ibsen’s An Enemy of the people. 

The reason for applying these theories is to find out if by adapting the source text in a 

different medium other than stage which it has been written for, the produced work or 

material would be better understood looking at the theories of film in relation to 

Ganashatru. Sometimes the produced work becomes a new material altogether and other 

times too, the source text is not lost. That is the case with Ganashatru; a typical 

transcreation with intersecting sources.  

 

There are a number of film theories; it cuts across from the period of the silent movies; 

plastics of the image, depth and movement theories etc (Furstenau 2010), then moving on 

to the period when sound was added to film; semiotic and psychoanalysis theories 

(Braudy & Cohen 1999) then the 1980s where film makers tried to give meaning to film; 

perception and representational theories etc (Andrew 1984).   

 I will like to state here that because I am not technically writing about film studies, I 

limit my arguments in the parameters of which theory I think is applicable to the analysis 
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of the film I am talking about. I have sort to also regroup these theories the way I can 

explain them better due to the periods of discourses surrounding the theorists that have 

been developed over time.  

 

These theories I have grouped as four. Classic film theory, traditional film theory, 

contemporary film theory, and the digital age of film theory but within this discussion I 

will be focusing on Dudley Andrew’s contemporary film theory where he talks about 

theories of perception, representation, interpretation and adaptation. Whiles I discuss 

these theories in relation to the film, I will also take a look at the mise en scene and 

aesthetic of the film Ganashatru. I will not treat them as separate analysis, but will situate 

the mise en scene and aesthetics in the context of the film theories. 

 

 I will first and foremost start my discourse on the theory of perception. Perception in 

simple terms is how one sees things. How I will view what I see with my eyes might 

differ from ten people watching the same thing with me. Let me put it this way in a film 

context, a film director’s interpretation of a script is how he perceives it to be. Dudley 

Andrew in his writing in “concepts in film theory” believes that “cinema is above all 

things a representation of visual life itself; it mimics the continual work of seeing by 

means of its own work (technological, psychological and sociological respectively)”(35).  

 

 I believe, the technological that Andrew suggests can be associated with the technology 

aspect of film. That is the mise en scene and aesthetics of film; the psychological as well 

as the sociological can be said to be the kind of interpretation given by the director within 

the social context of the film. But if looking at cinema “being above all things a 

representation of visual life itself” how then can Ganashatru be placed in that context? 

Ganashatru can be placed in that context because through the structure of the plot and the 

mise en scene, we get the representational aspect of the conflict of religion and science 

that revolves around the lives of Bengal people visually. Here through the medium of 

film we are able to see, appreciate and criticize the problem at hand.  
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 A film deals with more moving images than dialogue but in Ganashatru, Ray lays 

emphasis on dialogue which when compared to Ibsen’s text is the same (its more 

theatrical than filmic when the issue of dialogue is taken into consideration), the only 

difference is that the dialogue is re- written for the screen and some aspects of the 

dialogue is from Arthur Miller’s adaptation of An Enemy of the people. Also Ray sticks to 

Arthur Miller’s action line of three acts, instead of Ibsen’s five Act scenes. Though Ray 

does the writing of the text for film, he is very loyal to Ibsen’s text. As in Ibsen’s plot 

structure, the unfolding action takes place indoors except two establishing shots of people 

at the temple. This kind of adaptation is called intersecting in film. I will talk more about 

this intersecting theory, when I get to the discussion of adaptation as a film theory.  

 

Ray opens the film with a wide shot of the doctor’s office and then zooms in to give a 

medium shot of Dr. Gupta making a call to a newspaper office telling them of an 

outbreak of jaundice. He frames the stethoscope in a close up shot establishing 

symbolically the position and occupation of Dr. Gupta, then he cross fades to the next 

scene, which then begins from the sequel. Here the perception of seeing or looking at the 

unfolding action of the character gives you a representation of life itself. This 

representation of action and scene can be seen to reveal more of life visually, which 

makes “cinema remain tied in a special way to the perception of reality” (Andrew 36). 

How then does this representation become believable to the eye when watching or seeing 

a film?  

 

This question then brings me to the second theory of film, which is called 

representational. In watching or viewing what has been filmed, how representational does 

it appear to the eye? Andrew writes “one goal of interpretation has always been to make 

coincide the world of the reader with that of the writer”(39), to borrow his words and to 

situate it in the image of film what he means is to match the world of the viewer to that of 

the screen writer. If this idea is applicable, is the representational achieved in the film 

Ganashatru?  
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Costuming of a character enhances and distinguishes one character from the other. For 

example, a costuming of a character as Queen of Norway will differ from a character 

playing a servant in the royal home. Thus costuming in Ganashatru gives us a 

representation of the time and season in which the film was set. Moreover the costuming 

does not only enhance but it reveals the social and cultural context within which the film 

has been adapted. In Ganashatru, as mentioned above, the costuming of Dr. Gupta and 

Nisith for the meeting scene creates a clear distinction of their personalities. Apart from 

this scene there are some aspects of the film where I want to lay emphasis on in terms of 

how representational those scenes were presented in the film. Dudley Andrew writes “the 

first elements of cinematic representation are perceptual”(40). Here the words 

representation and perceptual tends to parallel each other when the issue of film theory is 

being analyzed. I believe it is so because what is being represented carries a meaning and 

that meaning is what we perceive.  

 

Let me use an example from the film to explain this point further. After the first sequel, 

in Act one – Ray introduces the news editor and the wife of the doctor in a conversation. 

The Doctor’s wife is dressed in a traditional dress of India women but the editor’s outfit 

is regular but what is striking about his costume is the red vest he is seen wearing because 

after this scene we see him through out the film with this red vest. He is not the only one 

seen with that symbolic colour, Nisith as well, also wraps a red scarf around his neck. 

Red was the colour of the communist and that was the Political influence at that time. In 

Act one, this political ideology was established, when Nisith, brother to Dr. Gupta asks 

the news editor and Ronen; his brother’s son in law, about their political ideologies, they 

state to be left oriented. (Ray: Ganashatru 1989).  

 

 “The cinema reproduces identifiable parts of our world by framing, focusing, and 

juxtaposing aspects of the visible in “acceptable” way” (Andrew 47). This representation 

can be termed as realistic since it represents a fraction of life which the viewer considers 

acceptable. Again the theory of representation can be looked at this way; what is the link 

between the source text and what is being represented? The actors’ representing the 
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characters in the text is one mise en scene that can be discussed here in relation to the 

theory of representation. This is further explained by Andrew. “Representation is 

obviously dependent on textual cues and is in an important sense a textual effect; […] 

since in every case representation establishes a relation between a text and something 

outside the text, our sense of that which is outside is constitutive of the representation” 

(50 - 51).  The acting skill from the actors can be said to create a link between the text 

and what is being represented.  

 

In Ganashatru, the actors give us a presentational acting style which is more naturalistic 

than stylized. Even though I am talking about the text being represented through the 

acting, here the performance style can be classified under representational or 

presentational skills. The presentational performance style depicts an actor whose 

mannerisms and gestures reflect that of the character to the point that the viewer can 

identify with such character but the representational which is more stylized and 

dramatized relies on a more direct approach to get the director’s point across. 

 

Let’s now take a look at the third theory which is called adaptation. The adapted material 

is a theory in itself. This is how Andrew puts it. “ The notion of the process of adaptation 

has much in common with interpretation theory, for in a strong sense adaptation is the 

appropriation of a meaning from a prior text”(97). I must say here that; there is some sort 

of similarity between adaptation theory as an idea and adaptation film theory. What is 

being adapted is the text. Here with adaptation theory, there is a sort of relationship with 

the source text in the same way with adaptation film theory; the text is the subject matter.  

The link between the text and what is being represented when we consider the adaptation 

meaning that I gave above, somehow connects adaptation to interpretation. Here that 

connection or similarity is created because the text which is adapted for this new medium 

needs to be interpreted in that medium for suitability.  

 

Let’s take a look at the process of adaptation in relation to the film. Andrew talks about 

borrowing, intersecting and transforming sources as processes of adaptation. With 

Ganashatru, the adaptation version of An Enemy of the People; as I have mentioned 
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earlier on, Ray is loyal to Ibsen’s text, a process Andrew terms as intersecting. He defines 

intersecting as “the uniqueness of the original text is preserved to such an extent that it is 

intentionally left unassimilated in adaptation”(99). This can be seen in the film 

Ganashatru. Ibsen’s polluted water becomes sacred temple water in the film which 

becomes more significant to the film and is reception.  

 

When we talk about the classics in terms of the source text being adapted, one can say 

that many classics which have been adapted to film somehow used the process of 

intersecting in other that the story or plot will not be lost. In other words, “instead they 

present the otherness and distinctiveness of the original text, initiating a dialectical 

interplay between the aesthetic forms of one period with the cinematic forms of our own 

period” (Andrew 100). Now when the material is adapted, there is some kind of 

interpretation that comes with it, and that brings me to my next theory which is 

interpretation. Usually interpretation comes from the director but as a viewer or reader 

you can also interpret what you see to your own understanding. It’s like reading a novel 

or a play, in our minds eye we create a pictorial interpretation of what we are reading.  

 

According to Dudley Andrew “interpretation invokes the context for meaning and 

establishes whatever is pertinent about such meaning”(172). How then does this meaning 

in Ganashatru come out effectively? A film offers the director the opportunity to use 

both interior and exterior locations in telling his story. Here interior refers to scenes taken 

indoors and the exterior refers to scenes taken out of doors (Location). In looking at the 

meaning established by Ray in his adaptation of Enemy of the people, I will like to focus 

my attention on the setting and scenic design of the film. Setting is the time and place of 

the action of the film which helps in creating a mood for the actors. It can be created 

within studio indoors or a real setting can be used, depending on the director’s choice. In 

creating the set, the scenic design is developed to support the idea with visual elements. 

In Ganashatru the time period is 1989 and the place is India, specifically the town of 

chandipur in West Bengal. All unfolding action takes place in doors, except two 

establishing shots from the director to signify pilgrims washing their hands at the Hindu 

temple which significantly in the film was contaminated. In this context Ray has 
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established what is important for his viewers. The scenic design in Ganashatru is very 

simple, except for the public meeting scene which had headless gods or goddesses. This 

scenic interpretation is metaphorical looking at the conflict of the film which deals with 

science and religion. Again in a matter of interpretation on the director’s part, meaning is 

established.  

 

The simplicity of the rest of the scenic designs I think was done by the director to help 

the viewer to concentrate on the dialogue. To Andrew, if we value artistic expression we 

will appreciate interpretation. He writes, “If we value artistic expression and privilege it 

as a kind of discourse from which we gain something unavailable to other modes of 

discourse, and then interpretation may become an essential way of dealing with the 

essential”(174). In all of these discourses, I realize that Andrew’s theories seems to be 

overlapping each other from perception to interpretation and makes it quiet difficult to 

distinguish these theories but within the discussion of each theory, however, I am hoping 

a line of distinction can be understood from the analyses I made with regards to the film 

Ganashatru. I presented theories that I understood and thought they were applicable to 

the film Ganashatru.  
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4.2 From Text to Screen: Film Adaptation of an Enemy of the People 

“Even though the medium of film was not what Ibsen was writing for” (Ronning 87), 

“there has been a large number of films produced out of his text”(Ferguson 18). 

According to Jan Erik Holst “Ibsen has been in the media focus for the last forty years” 

(9). The opportunity film offers to a director is the use of space and time.  Though the 

theatre also uses space and time, the director of a theatre is limited but a director of film 

due to technology can use both interior and exterior locations (space) in telling a story 

and creating that believability. The director is able to move one action from the past to 

the present easily and that believability can be sustained. Another advantage film has 

over theatre is the moving images which makes it more realistic than stage.   

 

The produced television and film versions of Ibsen’s text, present the stories from 

different perspectives and in a different medium. Satyajit Ray’s film Ganashatru is – an 

India film adaptation of Ibsen’s An Enemy of the People. Before I go into the analysis of 

the film, I would like to state that I will base my argument on adaptation theories, looking 

at the changes made when the film was being transcreated into a Bengali context and 

establish that the localization of Ibsen’s text made the film more relevant to the people of 

Bengal. The concept of “transcreation” I will define as the adapting of a text to another 

culture, whiles maintaining its purpose, approach, and context. Ray contextualized 

Ibsen’s text to give it a “Bengal Spin” (Crossette 1989). So what negotiations and 

alterations did Ray make in order to contextualize and localize the play?   

 

According to Hutcheon with O’Flynn – “Like Parodies, adaptations have an overt and 

defining relationship to prior texts usually revealing called “sources”, unlike parodies, 

however, adaptations usually openly announce their relationship”(2013: 3), with this 

analysis from Hutcheon with O’Flynn it can be established that there is a relationship 

between the adapted material and the prior text and this can be seen in Ray’s film 

Ganashatru. He does not move away from the literal subject matter in the source text, in 

the sense that the conflict of the polluted water still remains the central problem. In Ray’s 

film however, the polluted water becomes sacred Temple water; an important aspect of 
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religious life in India.  Here Ray is using the adaptation to “engage in a larger social or 

cultural critique” (Hutcheon with O’Flynn 94). Here the larger social problem is the 

contaminated water which socially affects the lives of the people living within that 

community. The cultural critique that Ray is engaging in here can be said to be the 

religious life of the people of Bengal.   

 

As Cooper reveals in his “introduction”; “In film after film, he investigates […] both in 

his own state of Bengal and in the larger Indian Nation” (2000: 2). Copper’s revelation 

shows that Ray as a film maker was concerned about the governance, religion and social 

problems of his people and through the medium of film tried to address it.  He used the 

medium of film to criticize and question the institutions that governed the social and 

cultural background of his people which influenced his transcreation.  

 

 In Satyajit Ray – The Inner Eye, Ray comments on how the situation in Calcutta 

influenced him to make the conflict of religion and science the subject matter of the film. 

“Did you read the papers yesterday about contaminated water? It’s exactly the same 

situation. It’s happening in Calcutta. And about three weeks ago there was an item in a 

magazine here which said that the water at Tirupati, a very famous south Indian temple, 

is contaminated and that lots of pilgrims have fallen ill. So I was backed up by such 

information. This gives the film a more solid basis in truth”(Robinson  342).  

 

 The film then touches on a fundamental contradiction and conflict even between religion 

and science, between tradition and modernity. In the words of Cooper, “Doctors in India 

are often faced with the dilemma of being obedient to their scientific training or to the 

demands of their religion; Hinduism”(220). This could be seen in the dialogue that 

transpired between Dr. Gupta and his brother in the public meeting scene in Ganashatru 

(Act three).  

Chairman: “Do you consider yourself a Hindu?” 

Dr. Gupta: “Of course, I do but there are certain Hindu religious customs that I do not 

follow because of my scientific training. But I definitely call myself a 

Hindu.” 
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Chairman: “Do you go to the temple? Have you ever been to the temple?” 

Dr. Gupta: “No, I haven’t. For the same reason – I do not feel the necessity to go 

there. But I am not saying that you should never drink holy water. You 

should wait until it is decontaminated.” (Ray: Ganashatru 1989) 

 

Also in this scene, the use of language and costume reveal an aspect of the society  

and culture of the adapter which makes the interpretation meaningful. As Cooper writes,  

“In Ray’s 1990s trilogy, the spoken word becomes the most prominent signifier of the  

social, political and cultural struggle […] in Ganashatru language becomes most critical  

in the scene showing the public debate between the two brothers, for it explicitly spell out 

his reliance on logic and reason, and Nisith’s manipulative rhetoric, fed and fueled as it is  

by calculated appeals to the fundamentalist forces supporting him”(219 - 220).  

 

I will like to draw your attention to how they were costumed in this very scene.  

 What if, they were costumed as such to give us contrasting ideological perspectives? I  

say this because, costume enhances a character and it also tells you the cultural setting of  

the film or play and here Nisith who is politically against his brother’s decision of  

publishing that the temple water which they use is contaminated; is represented wearing a  

suit and a tie, something which is western but Dr. Gupta is wearing a traditional cloth  

which depicts him as a true statesman who have the interest of the people at heart but  

Nisith on the other hand was living on borrowed culture and was interested in his 

political gains.  

 

According to Hutcheon with O’Flynn “almost always, there is an accompanying shift in 

the political valence from the adapted text to the transculturated adaptation” (Hutcheon 

with O’Flynn, 145). I believe this political valence they speak of can be seen in the 

religious aspect of the film Ganashatru. It has been said that Ibsen’s main focus was on 

the issue of Institutional corruption but in the transcreated adaptation Ray’s focus was 

more on religion being used by Politicians for their own selfish gains. To quote Cooper to 

support this argument he stated “Ray’s humanism was endorsed […] he started off by  

questioning the powerful fundamental beliefs of Hinduism sanctioned by conniving  
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‘bhadralok’ bureaucrats and fanatical religious zealots in Ganashatru”(213). The use of            

Hinduism, a religion and ingrained part of India daily life is what becomes the political  

conflict here. When you look at the above dialogue between Dr. Gupta and Nisith his  

brother on religion, you realize that Nisith being the chairman of the municipality-  

which can be said to be a political or a government position is using religion for his  

political gains. Ray’s transcreation here implies that religion is an important aspect of  

India people’s life. In Ibsen’s text, Dr. Stockmann has a long speech of criticism of the  

corruption and political ideologies of the institutions but this is completely removed from  

the film; perhaps Ray considered it – irrelevant to his audience at that time. 

 

 

“An Adaptation like the work it adapts, is always framed in a context – a time and a place,  

a society and a culture; it does not exist in a vacuum” (  Hutcheon with O’Flynn, 142). 

With this point I am trying to argue that, though Ray’s version of An Enemy of the People  

is a film targeted at an audience which exist within a particular society with its own  

cultural beliefs, the import of the message was achieved through the changes he did when  

he had to adapt it to his cultural setting.  With this perspective as a background, one  

change that is quiet clear is the characterization of the actors.  

 

According to Kamaluddin Nilu’s article on – An Enemy of the People -  a narrative  

discourse on time and space, “regarding the characters, it should be noted that the Peter  

Stockmann character - Nisith, is Dr. Gupta’s younger brother. The reason is the role of  

seniority in Indian society, implying that it would be difficult for Dr. Gupta to oppose his  

brother if he had been elder to him”(2007), but Cooper seems to disagree with him, he  

writes “the biggest lapse of Ganashatru, it seems to me, emerges through Ray’s  

characterization of his main dramatis personae; the idealist Dr. Gupta and his black-  

sheep conservative younger brother, Nisith, who is the ambitious chairman of the  

Chandipur Municipality; what could have developed as an interesting clash of ideologies  

between them never materializes because Nisith is very poorly developed as a  
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character”(215). I tend to disagree with Cooper on this analysis because Nisith’s role and  

nature is quiet distinct from Dr. Gupta in the film, their set of ideologies can be seen in  

the kind of arguments they make and how each is portrayed. Cooper’s point is that Nisith  

is a one – dimensional character, too simple in his view.  

 

Characterization I believe can be determined by what the person does in the film or play, 

what he says, and what other people say of him or her. As culture demands in an Indian 

setting, Ray makes a clear distinction of who the eldest is. Also the action of a character 

tells us more about himself and here Nisith is seen smoking; an action Nilu explains as 

disrespect in Indian Culture. He writes, “In the Indian sub – continent smoking in front of 

elders or socially superiors is considered as an act of disrespect and should thus not 

happen. […], this is clearly an expression of superiority in terms of power and a sign of 

disrespect” (2007). 

 

 But Cooper thinks otherwise, he believes Ray could have developed this character better. 

To quote him, “All Nisith wants, we are told, is money and power, […] Instead of 

offering a critique, Ray offers a stereotype via Nisith’s fondness for flashy bureaucratic 

occidental attire and constant smoking of imported cigarillos”(215). Why I still disagree 

with Cooper is that Nisith’s fondness for flashy bureaucratic occidental attire and 

constant smoking of imported cigarillos all contribute in enhancing of his character, here 

this choices create a difference between himself and his brother Gupta.  

 

“Another important change, clearly motivated by communist dominance in West Bengal,             

is that the local newspaper is run by Marxists”(Nilu 2007). Here I will argue that this  

was clearly depicted in the film, where Nisith the chairman of the municipal raised  

concerns about the left and right ideologies connected to how the newspaper office was  

being run. (Ray: Ganashatru 1989) I will like to point out here that “Ganashatru” was  

not the first attempt of Ray being political about issues affecting India. As Cooper points  

out “In shantranj – ke – khilari and Sadgati, the two films, […] of India history”(178).  
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Here according to Cooper, Ray’s main concern is how “power works in the oppressive  

society that was created by Hinduism […] , his political explorations center around the  

struggles between pre-dominant and minority cultures”(178).  

 

In adaptation the “context of reception, however is just as important as the context of 

creation when it comes to adapting” (Hutcheon with O’Flynn 149), that is why in the 

ending of the film unlike the source text; Ray gives it an optimistic ending. Ray in an 

interview admits ‘my ending is quite unlike Ibsen’s. That famous line – “The most 

powerful man is the one who stands alone” – is not in. it is simply that I don’t feel it is 

appropriate. I have been rather more hopeful, or at least my ending admits hope” 

(Malcolm 1989). I do agree with Ray on his alteration to the ending, because time and 

space affects the context of an adaptation. The time the play was written and the time Ray 

adapted it is totally different and thus affect the meaning of the adaptation looking at how 

it is received in a particular era and time.  

 

Here Ray’s transcreation is done in a period where society no longer believed in idealism 

but liberalism. Society believed in change and new ideologies were springing up every 

now and then. Ibsen’s play was written in 1882 and Ray’s film was produced in 1989, 

which gives a difference of 107 years – in which a lot could change. Nilu in his writing 

believes the ending is very significant when transcreation is concern and I agree with him, 

to quote him “The major transcreation in the film is in the last scene. Recalling that 

Miller in this scene shifted the focus from the individual to the collective and ending up 

in an optimistic way, Ray provides a definite happy ending. At the moment of deepest 

despair, Dr. Gupta’s situation suddenly changes when a series of positive occurrences 

reverses the previous setbacks”(Nilu 2007). 
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4.3 Culture and Politics 

My next chapter I have titled culture and politics, because I am of the belief that the 

social behavior and customs of a country can reflect on the political ideology of that 

nation. An example of a social behaviour and custom reflecting on a political ideology of 

a nation is a situation of the same sex marriage in Ghana. As custom Ghanaians don’t 

accept the same sex marriage, so if you are a politician and you choose to campaign for 

the human rights of such individuals no one would vote for you due to that ideology. In 

fact, a political party will not elect a presidential aspirant with such an ideology.  

 

The way one dresses, the language spoken and the food one eats, are all forms of culture 

which identify groups of people within a society. Culture is broad and within a particular 

country there are various diverse cultures, stemming from the different tribes that make 

up that society. But what is interesting is that within these diverse cultures, there is a level 

of political influence controlling them because in democratic countries, institutions have 

been set up to establish policies to bind these customs and values. Before institutions 

were set up, traditions and norms existed within a society.  Also I believe that not 

belonging to a particular culture limits one in drawing conclusions on that culture; so in 

the analysis I am making on Ganashatru; I am not drawing conclusions based on just 

empirical theory but I am basing my analysis on some theoretical studies on culture and 

politics and how those findings can be applied to the film Ganashatru.  

 

How then is culture connected to politics? Woshinsky writes “politics everywhere 

reflects the culture of a time and place”(3), “To understand politics anywhere, you must 

first understand culture within which political acts are embedded”( 3). To elaborate this 

argument further, I will like to quote Lane and Ersson, “culture maybe seen as 

comprising ethnicity, religion, historical legacy and universal values and we will inquire 

into what roles these cultural items play in terms of outcomes in society and politics”(2). 

With these perspectives, culture then can be said to be connected to politics. Let us now 

continue with the film Ganashatru and examine the role each play in order to find out 

how compact they are in terms of adaptation.    
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 In the case of Ganashatru, the setting of the film is situated in India, precisely Chandipur 

in West Bengal and through the film it is established that as a religious lifestyle of the 

Hindu’s, drinking sacred temple water is part of their values and norms. This norm 

though traditional has been politically accepted and it is part of their culture. To further 

elaborate this point, we need to understand that “norms- deep seated beliefs about how 

people should behave – produce a powerful effect on society. When most people in any 

culture share a norm, they will act in a manner congruent with that norm. Norms to put it 

simply, influence social behaviour. It follows that any norm in any culture will influence 

political behaviour since all behaviour is intertwined. We cannot separate social from 

economic political activity” (Woshinsky 19).  

 

In Ganashatru, the sacred temple water became contentious because it was politically 

tied to religion. According to Larne and Ersson, “Throughout history, religion has been a 

powerful source of cultural diversity […] cultural identification”(144). This reveals the 

significance religion is to India and in the case of Ganashatru, what was considered 

sacred was later deemed unsanctified by a medical doctor. Religion which becomes a 

regular social behaviour of the people’s faith then becomes controversial. But in looking 

at religion as an aspect of culture, Lane and Ersson suggests “in all studies of religious 

behaviour there are two alternative perspectives which need to be balanced; 

understanding the main ideas – the content of a religion, and theorizing the practical 

consequences of a religion for society – their social economic and political 

outcomes”(150).   

 

If this is true, what it means is that, the religious practice means something to the people 

and they apply it to their daily life. Lane and Ersson suggest; the two approaches in 

understanding religion are the essentialist and relativist approach (151 - 152), which is to 

mean, the “core ideas and the active force in social life”(152), but in the case of 

Ganashatru, the two approaches is intertwined. The core idea of the Hindu faith is what  
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has become the norm of the people attending prayers at the temple and the social life is 

the part about drinking the temple water. In terms of culture being a way of life a group 

of people live, the beliefs and norms of these people can affect their Political lifestyle.  

 

Lane and Ersson further on in their writing suggest that, “the complexity of the Indian 

regional structure makes it impossible to separate ethnicity from religion in relation to the 

major culture of this giant country, namely Hinduism”(193), because Hinduism was not 

just a religious idea that belonged to a group of people within the India culture but Hindi 

as a language was accepted as a national thing. With this point, I am trying to establish 

that with the India’s, religion and ethnicity cannot be separated because to them, the core 

idea of religion is not just a faith but a lifestyle. But let me clarify something here, 

religion, ethnicity, universal values, these are all aspects of culture, but the meaning of 

these aspects of culture vary among nations. In some countries, religion and ethnicity is 

tied together an example is the case of the India’s, in other countries too, there is the 

distinction between religion and ethnicity an example is a country like Ghana.  

 

We have three main types of religion the Christian, Islamic and Traditional, these three 

have separate doctrines and even among these three religions there are further doctrines.  

In the case of ethnicity, there are various norms and values which expounds from the 

number of tribes within the country but within these ethnic norms and beliefs, there are 

national accepted practices which have been constitutionalized and accepted as a cultural 

thing. An example is what I mentioned earlier on about the same sex marriage.  

 

From the above discussion, I have tried to establish that culture does matter in adaptation, 

because through the adaptation the content of the text is made local to reach the target 

audience and in the case of Ganashatru, Ray’s localization of Ibsen’s An Enemy of the 

People made the film more relevant to the Bengal society. According to Ray the 

background for the adaptation was; “It seems the play could be brought up to date, 

transplanted to Bengal and turned into a completely India story, relevant to modern 

times” (Crossette 1989). 
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Chapter Five 

 

Ibsen on Stage  
 

5.1        The Context – A Historical Background 

In this chapter, I will focus on a stage performance of An Enemy of the People in Egypt. 

The reason is to look at the context for the adaptation of the play and its reception. 

According to the director Nora Amin this is the first time An Enemy of the People have 

been staged in Egypt even though historically it has only been staged once in the Arab 

world, that was in 1948 in a secondary school in Palestine by the great poet Khalil 

Motran. She mentioned that this information is from the historians of the theatre circle 

and not documented in archives. Apart from An Enemy of the People, there have been 

other performances of Ibsen’s plays in Egypt– A Doll’s House, A Wild Duck, Ghosts and 

Hedda Gabler.  

 

But before I go into the performance itself, I will give a brief historical background of 

Egyptian politics, this is relevant for this discussion because the adaptation of the play 

last year for the Egyptian audience was staged during a time when there was uprising and 

violence in Egypt because the citizens were not happy about the governance and political 

system. The citizens were staging various demonstrations to speak against the abuse of 

power by their political leaders. This resulted in mayhem and much loss of lives. It is in 

this context that I will like to trace where it all started and why the staging of An Enemy 

of the People in Egypt today is relevant.  

 

“On 23 July 1952 Egyptians were told by Cairo radio that Free Officers had taken control 

of the country. The king was required to abdicate and leave the country permanently. A 

Revolution Command Council, chaired by a young colonel, Gamal Nasser (b.1918), was 

going to give the Egyptians a new start. The 1923 Constitution was abolished. A 

Revolutionary Tribunal was set up to try old – style politicians. By the end of 1953 the 

Monarchy was overthrown”(Robbins 66).  
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This development worsened when the military “upon capturing power banned all political 

parties and imposed a single – party – which after 1962 was named the Arab Socialist 

Union (ASU) – that was intended to represent a grand coalition of all social forces”(Zaki 

13). The formation of a single state was totally in contrast to the theory of pluralism 

being practiced in other parts of the world. With this theory from Berlin who believes “a 

plural society, unlike a totalitarian society, or at least the idealized model of 

totalitarianism so popular at the time, is a society where political choice is open, and 

where the adherents of different ideals contest over the direction their society should 

take”(13). Here the openness that goes with pluralist society in terms of political choice 

was not what was being practiced in Egypt. It was rather propagating the ideology of 

totalitarianism, what is even worrisome is that recent mayhem and chaos have been 

triggered by the same kind of ideology where individuals are subordinate to the state.   

 

 According to Zaki in his book Civil Society & Democratization in Egypt, 1981 – 1994, 

“until the turn of the nineteenth century and during the first two decades of the twentieth, 

Egypt’s landed bourgeoisie, a class created by Muhammad Ali and his successors, 

constituted almost exclusively the country’s dominant and ruling group”(9). “But 

following Egypt’s nominal independence from Britain in 1923, a new embryonic 

bourgeoisie (dominated by the Misr Financial – Industrial Group) developed. This newly 

emerging ‘class’ strove for industrialization in the face of resistance from both the landed 

bourgeoisie and the British colonizers. By 1930 however, mutual interests united the 

agrarian and industrial bourgeoisie to form the two sectors of a single class which until 

1952 constituted the Egyptian ruling elite” (Zaki 9). 

 

During this period as quoted by Kassem “the provisional constitution of 1953 was 

followed by four more constitutions in 1956, 1958, 1962, and 1964, all during Nasser’s 

presidency. Each constitution was formulated to fit the president’s political objectives 

and directions” (17).  The issue of the amendment of the constitution for the benefit of 

the ruling president is a situation I will describe as exploitation of presidential power 

which in effect places the president in a position where he rules to his own benefit, in  
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other words “Nasser institutionalized a formal system of personal political control over 

individuals, groupings and state institutions”(Kassem 19). What this means is that in 

controlling the people, institutions like the police or military were full of appointees of 

the ruling party who will do their bid. This style of governance continued even after 

Nasser’s regime.  

 

Apart from pluralism giving rise to an open political environment, Berlin also proposes a 

theory of value that goes in line with different political choices. Here his theory of value 

is in relation to collective principles of the people where value can be judged as the 

beliefs and ethics of the people. I do not share Moon’s view that “when there is social 

pluralism, that is, when politically active and influential groups within the society hold 

conflicting ethical and political values and principles, normative disagreement can give 

rise to systematic reflection and criticism, and so to political philosophy”(White & Moon 

13). I believe Berlin is placing value on pluralism because it is the values of the people 

that shape their political ideology. “In the face of the real plurality of value, Berlin argues, 

we must opt for a liberal and at least ideally a democratic society that allows space for its 

members to make different choices, to pursue different ways of life expressive of 

different moral views, and so accommodates the incommensurability of value”(White & 

Moon 15). In this context, the Egyptian situation was far from this proposed theory of 

pluralism and value.  

 

Hosni Mubarak succeeded Sadat. Hosni Mubarak was also vice to Sadat. Here the seat of 

government was becoming like a throne where successive leaders were all coming from 

one political party which in a way made the governance style authoritarian and 

undemocratic. For when democracy is discussed or mentioned, one expects transparency 

and change. According to Kassem, “in contrast to his predecessors, the new president was 

not confronted with any particular power struggle at the start of his tenure in office. What 

Mubarak faced, however, was arguably something more challenging to the system of 

personal rule. Namely, there was the existence of ideological, socio economic and 

political disillusionment in Egypt”(26). To further elaborate this point, I will like to 
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mention that this was a time in Egyptian politics, where political liberation was taking 

shape so it gave room for certain political ideologies to be formed by individuals or 

groups who believed their ideas were contrary to the ruling government. Due to improper 

mismanagement of the state resources by previous leaders of the country, the economy 

suffered lots of set backs which led to a lot of people being disappointed in the 

government.  

 

Further to this argument, Kassem states that; “one of the most prominent indications that 

the legislature is a weak entity under the Mubarak leadership is the discrepancy in the 

number of executive – initiated laws in comparison to its own members. […] following 

the premature legislative elections of 1987, the discrepancy was even starker as the 

executive initiated 659 bills in comparison to 10 from legislators”(29). Also “in view of 

such stringent control over legislators, those who do manage to over come the imposed 

electoral impediments tend to play passive roles within the legislature. In fact the 

phenomenon of the “silent majority” […] on this basis, the majority of legislators are 

aware of the role expected of them and are aware that the system is constructed to ensure 

that they abide by it”( Kassem 35).  

 

Apart from these institutional laws the President took advantage of, he also imposed his 

will and abused his power as a leader, “according to Law 46 of 1972, which remains in 

effect, the president is responsible for appointing and promoting judges. Further more and 

according to the same law, the president is also responsible for the appointment of the 

public prosecutor […] the intertwined relationship of the president with the judiciary is as 

prominent a feature under Mubarak” (Kassem  36). “In regard to the judiciary, the 

imposition of a state of emergency proves useful to the regime in that it limits judiciary 

intervention due to several reasons […] law stating that “the president of the republic has 

the right to refer to the military judiciary any crime which is punishable under the penal 

code or under any law”(Kassem 37).  
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With the above points, I will like to establish that, the political leaders of Egypt right 

from Nasser to Mubarak’s time all used some kind of authoritarian rule to exploit the 

power they had as political leaders. Though from the above arguments it has been 

established that Egypt moved from one party state to multi party elections hence allowing 

a level of political liberation, Egypt can not be considered as a democratic country 

because a country is considered to be democratic when change of government is done 

without any violence or mayhem, also a country is considered to be democratic when 

various political ideologies or groups are allowed to exist without any intimidation from 

the ruling government. But in the case of Egypt that is not the case. Even though there are 

institutions set up to regulate what the government does in terms of how they use the 

power they have as leaders, they can not do so because the institutions are not strong. The 

presidents from time to time had made their powers superior over state institutions like 

the judiciary.  

 

An example is in the case of Hosni Mubarak. Mubarak ruled for 29 years and was able to 

stay in power for that long because he and his predecessors have accorded so much 

power to themselves in their constitution. It seems they do not have duration for how long 

a president can be in power. This misuse of power led to the over thrown of Mubarak in  

2011 during an uprising against him. He was forced to step down due to the revolution. 

His term in office superseded that of his predecessors making it dangerous for the kind of 

democracy Egypt was striving for?   

 

Up until now, Egypt’s democracy has been unstable due to the weak institutions and 

systems that they have and political powers politicians accord themselves. After 

Mubarak’s overthrown in 2011, Mohammed Morsi assumed power but that did not last 

because he was also overthrown in 2013 because some people believed his political 

ideologies projected that of a dictator. As soon as he assumed office, he also in the same 

way like his predecessors amended the constitution for his own political ambition and 

this did not sit well with the citizens which led to a military coup in July 2013. 
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This exploitation of political powers by elected leaders in Egypt is still on going because 

of the weak institutions. Institutions are established to strengthen democracy but how do 

these institutions function if powers yielded to them is limited? In other words, the 

institutions are not strong enough to subject political parties, leaders and individuals who 

abuse their rights to face the law. When institutions are weak and cannot function 

properly in a democratic country people begin to take power into their own hands by 

resulting to violence and this endangers the democracy they enjoy.   
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5.2 Dangers of Authoritarian Rule  

According to Gretchen Casper “Authoritarian regimes leave an imprint on society long 

after their leaders have been overthrown because they systematically seek to alter the 

traditional roles of important social institutions”(3). What this means is that state 

institutions like the police, military, the judiciary do not perform credibly even after the 

overthrown of an authoritarian regime because under authoritarian rule, individuals or 

leaders of these state institutions have been appointed by these authoritarian leaders and 

when they are no longer in power their style of governing and doing things still remain 

with them which goes a long way to affect the state. (In some democratic countries, the 

change of government often affects these political appointments.) The use of the word 

“credibly” is not to say these state institutions do not function properly or do not do their 

job well but because they had been under authoritarian rule for a long time they turn to 

think that, that system of authoritarian governance is correct and still implement it in their 

work.  

 

The issue of weak institutions is clearly seen after an authoritarian government is 

overthrown. Due to the improper administration of these state institutions the change of 

government from one regime to another often times is clearly seen to be manipulated by 

the overthrown government. This is how O’Donnell puts it “weakly or strongly, 

depending on the case and the stage of the transition, these rulers retain discretionary 

power over arrangements and rights which in a stable democracy would be reliably 

protected by the constitution and various independent institutions”(6). “In other words, 

authoritarian leaders transform or destroy the social institutions on which a successful 

democracy depends” (Casper  4).  

 

To further elaborate this point, what O’Donnell seeks to address is the absence of a 

proper constitution and independent institutions that should serve as a guide for a country 

emerging out of an authoritarian rule. I use the word “proper” because constitution of a 

country can be and always are manipulated under authoritarian regime.  
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An example is the Egyptian regimes where political leaders like Nasser, Sadat and 

Mubarak have all amended the constitution to favor and allow them to have unlimited 

rule of power. The danger these authoritarian regimes pose for a nation even after their 

overthrow is that individuals and groups of that society turn to lose faith in the state 

institutions and there by result to violence and sometimes coup after a new government 

have been established whenever they feel dissatisfied with the governance style of the 

ruling party. They feel that even though the authoritarian leaders no longer rule, the state 

institutions are being led by authoritarian persons because they previously served under 

these authoritarian leaders. In the book Legacies of Authoritarian rule, Casper argues that 

“However, political instability does not end with the collapse of authoritarianism and the 

introduction of or return to democracy. The experience of authoritarianism also threatens 

the post authoritarian government because institutions and groups cannot revert back to 

their preauthoritarian behaviour and structures”( 7).   

 

If Casper’s argument is true then that can be said to be the situation in Egypt right now. 

The malfunctioning of institutions like the judiciary, military and the police is what has 

led to continual instability in the country. One underlying factor that has made the Egypt 

situation what it is now in my opinion, is their failure to amend their constitution to 

change the powers previous leaders have accorded themselves and also strengthening 

their institutions. When institutions are strengthened, you strengthen democracy also. The 

second factor which has contributed to continuous uprising and authoritarian rule is their 

failure to include in their constitution a duration of office for their presidency, so then 

you have Mubarak reigning as president for 29 years but if they had amended the 

constitution to have just two term or three terms for presidency a situation of this sort 

could have been avoided since it leads to future predicaments.  

 

 It is not that easy though to amend constitutions and strengthen institutions under 

authoritarian regimes and even after because “the experience of authoritarianism changes 

social institutions. In the short term, this change leads to the institutions defecting from  
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the authoritarian regime’s support coalition, causing its collapse. In the long run, the 

experiences that the institutions undergo can threaten democratic consolidation, as the  

institutions are trying to simultaneously reunify their membership and re - identify their 

roles in society” (Casper  8). To further elaborate the above point, I will like to mention 

that, some individuals and persons who are part of this state institutions being run by 

authoritarian leaders somehow realizes the need to form a likeness of democracy for 

other countries that practice democracy to appreciate. Even though under this purported 

democracy the methods of authoritarian rule are still being applied in ruling. And these 

individuals who had worked for these authoritarian leaders somehow manage to still hold 

their positions within these institutions even after the over throw of a regime leader to 

still control the affairs of the nation. This often poses danger for democracy since the 

ideologies remain the same except the leader that has been removed.  

 

What often takes place under this governance is the introduction of liberalization rule, 

where certain laws are amended as a form of democracy for the citizens. Here individuals 

and groups enjoy their freedom of association, multi – party is accepted and their rights 

as individuals are protected by the state but “liberalization can exist without 

democratization” (O’Donnell & Schmitter 10). O’Donnell believes that “authoritarian 

rulers may tolerate or even promote liberalization in belief that by opening up certain 

spaces for individual and group action, they can relieve various pressures and obtain 

needed information and support without altering the structure of authority, that is, without 

becoming accountable to the citizenry for their actions or subjecting their claim to rule 

[…] “tutelary democracy” (9). The above arguments go to confirm how dangerous 

authoritarian rule is and what effects it brings on a nation. Egypt which has been a clear 

case study for this discussion reveals the impact such an authoritarian regime has had on 

a nation. I end by saying that “under authoritarianism, the institutions have become 

radicalized. When the country tries to return to democracy, these institutions cannot 

easily revert back to their preauthoritarian roles” (Casper 10). The question then remains, 

how can Egypt solve its problem of political uncertainty? 
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5.3         PERFORMANCE AND RECEPTION  

I decided to title this chapter ‘performance and reception’ because I want to discuss the 

relationship between the performance of the play and the audience. I see this as an 

important aspect of this writing since it will inform my reader on how well the play was 

received. Background of audience also helps in understanding how the performance was 

received. Here I am talking of their cultural, social, historical and professional 

backgrounds. Are they students, politicians, lecturers or just members of a civil society? 

This will inform us of their horizon of expectation because these members of groups in 

the society will react differently based on their familiarity with the text or their 

unfamiliarity with the text. A person watching the play for the first time without any 

knowledge of the text will have a different perception from the one who is in known of 

the text. 

 

As Bennett defines, “yet all art forms rely on those cultural values for their existence and, 

among them, theatre is an obviously social phenomenon. It is an event which relies on the 

physical presence of an audience to confirm its cultural status” (92). This background of 

the audience which is accessed, informs us of the mindset of the audience because their 

social, cultural, historical and profession helps to shape the horizon of their expectation. 

In other words, “Since theater is a social and political space, it may take on a 

paradigmatic role for society. All that occurs publicly in the theater – both on stage and 

between actors and spectators – may reflect, condemn or negate the surrounding social 

conditions or anticipate future ones” (Lichte, Gronau & Weiler 2011: 7).  

 

Unfolding events at the time the play was adapted also influence the audience in the 

interpretation of the performance. Here I am referring to the social and cultural 

background in Egypt at the time the play was adapted. According to Selaiha, the political 

instability in Egypt at that time prompted Amin the director to stage the play. I will like 

to mention that the Egyptian production of An Enemy of the People does not fall within a  
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historical interpretation, here what I am trying to say is that because there has never been 

a performance of An Enemy of the People until this production, that analysis cannot be 

made but the reception of the performance can be traced through the aesthetic of the 

staged play and the horizon of expectation of the audience.  

 

 In defining what the horizon of expectation is, I will like to start with Hans Robert Jauss; 

theory of reception which deals with “the identity of the poetic text in the changing 

horizon of understanding”. He writes, “If the horizon of our present did not always 

already include the original horizon of the past, historical understanding would be 

impossible, since the past in its otherness may only be grasped in so far as the interpreter 

is able to separate the alien from his own horizon” (Machor & Goldstein  7), what this 

means is that reader’s and audiences familiarity with the text’s reception when it was first 

performed and relating it to events at that time will help them to get the historical 

perspective of the text but in interpreting the text in its present performance, the audience 

must not be influenced by previous reception but must be able to separate the past from 

the present to enable the reader or the spectator give an informed interpretation of the 

performance.  

 

  I will elaborate on Jauss horizon of expectation as the discussion goes on but lets first 

look at some reviews when the play was first staged and presented to the audiences the 

writer was writing for. I am including this in my discussion just for my reader to know 

how the text was received when it was performed for the first time. According to Michael 

Meyer in his book Ibsen a Biography “An Enemy of the People” was published on 28 

November 1882, in an edition of ten thousand copies. Its reception was mixed. Not 

surprisely, Dr. Stockmann’s hard remarks about political parties offended all the 

reviewers who belonged to either; […] the theatres seized eagerly upon the play. The 

Christiania Theatre and the Royal Theatres of Copenhagen and Stockholm, all of which 

had rejected Ghosts as unfit for public presentation, immediately acquired production 

rights of An Enemy of the People, apparently unembarrassed by the fact that its theme 

was the unworthiness of those who “do not dare” (503-504).  
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These reviews inform me that the plays performances at various countries were a success 

though the reception from audiences was mixed. But that does not mean a current 

production of a text cannot be viewed as a new piece of art if the circumstances that led 

to its writing is not decoded.  As Jauss puts it “this approach held that a work which had 

become foreign could be understood either literally or through interpretation by 

disregarding the distance in time and by studying the text alone, or by returning 

historically to its sources and compiling factual knowledge about its time”  (Machor & 

Goldstein 17). To elaborate his point further he means to say that, a reception of a 

performance that is foreign to the viewer or audience can be understood without adding 

or trying to place the text in the originality of the period of which it was written but if one 

intend to do a historical interpretation then the information must be accurate.  

 

From the above discussion on audiences’ horizon of expectation by Jauss, I will like to 

use the above information to decode the horizon of expectation of the audience in Egypt 

by looking at the performance. According to the director, the play was always adapted 

and some changes were done always to suit the present situation of political scene in 

Egypt every time it was performed.  In this regard, “each public will clearly have a 

different horizon of expectations, and these can coexist among different publics in any 

given society”(Bennett 100). In January according to Selaiha when it was performed the 

expectation of the audience at that time was viewed against the back drop of recent 

political events in Egypt and urgently topical in view of the upcoming parliamentary 

elections within 2 months. But after June 30
th

, Selaiha writes again that the horizon of 

expectation from the audience was different. “When Amin’s Enemy opened again, in 

August 2013, the political scene had dramatically changed, and with it the context of 

reception. Egypt had undergone a second revolution” (Al – Ahram Weekly, 18-09-2013). 
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I had the opportunity of seeing the performance at Skien conference last year September. 

The audience was made up of students, lectures, literary critics, and Ibsen Scholars with 

various devise cultural background but I will like to say that in interacting with some of 

them after the performance there was a clear indication that they understood the 

performance and related it to the ongoing crisis in Egypt at that time. The horizon of 

expectation from the audience there met with the ongoing crisis in Egypt at that time. For 

the audience who were present at the Skien conference it was only 2% who were not 

familiar with the play because they were students who were then studying Ibsen and had 

not read the play.   

 

The performance itself can affect an audience horizon of expectation in the sense that 

actors performance skill, the ‘mise en scene’ of the performance as well as the crowd at 

the event can make an audience appreciate or deappreciate a performance. Even seeing 

the same performance at different venues can have an impact on the horizon of 

expectation of an audience because “it is the creative use of the main materials – space, 

actors’ bodies, set, sound and their combination, synchronization or opposition that 

constitute the production. And it is the special relationship between stage /auditorium and 

actors/spectators that, each night, determines the success and impact of a performance” 

(Lichte, Gronau & Weiler 2011: 6).  

 

Bennett describes it as such “The horizon of expectations brought by an audience to the 

theatre are bound to interact with every aspect of the theatrical event, and, for this reason, 

it is useful to examine the idea of the event and its general implications for the act of 

reception”(Bennett  108) . “In other words, the horizon of expectation evoked by the 

work confirms or transcends the horizon of experience introduced by the recipient” 

(Machor & Goldstein 23). Here we must note that the horizon of expectation do not only 

rest with the audience, but the director, actors and production team all go through levels 

of expectation in interpreting the text, through their directorial concept, performs skills, 

costume and set design.  
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“The performance is therefore characterized by ephemerality; it is transitory and its 

analysis will tend to emphasize the event and its impact on the spectators at a particular 

point in time. Because of the extremely complex cognitive, […] it is hermeneutical in 

orientation and might fall more properly in the realm of audience research” (Balme  132).  

 

Another interesting point which establishes a relationship between the performance and 

the audience is the performance space. Bennett in her writing cites Hayes to support her 

argument. She writes “As Hays suggested it determines not only the physical and 

perceptual relationship of the audience to the stage, but the actual number of individuals 

who become the audience as a group” (Bennett 140).  A plays success is also determine 

by this, if the auditorium is full it will have an impact on the horizon of expectation of the 

viewing public in the same way if its half full it will have an impact. “It is the interactive 

relations between audience and stage, spectator and spectator which constitute production 

and reception, and which cause the inner and outer frames to converge for the creation of 

a particular experience” (Bennett 149).   

 

“A rejuvenating reception requires that the fusion of horizons not be silently presupposed 

but be consciously achieved as a dialectic mediation of the past and present horizons in a 

new actualization of meaning” (Machor & Goldstein  25). With this last point I move on 

to discuss the ‘mise en scene’ of the performance itself, through my own experience of 

seeing the performance and what reviewers had written about it.  
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5.4 Ibsen’s Reception in Egypt  

This chapter is going to focus on a recent stage production of An Enemy of the People 

which was used as a tool to critique the political situation in Egypt. I will first of all do a 

performance analysis of the play by giving my impression of the play and then move to 

an analysis of how it was received in Egypt when it was performed. The play was 

performed in Skien International Ibsen Conference (18
th

 & 19
th

 September 2013) by the 

Lamusica Independent Theatre Group from Cairo, Egypt. The original play was 

translated by Randa Hakim & Sherin Abdelwahab and the Dramaturgy, scenography and 

directing was done by Nora Amin.  

 

First and foremost, the director did not use an adapted version of the play but rather used 

the original play written by Ibsen. I was surprise she did not use Arthur Miller’s version 

of the play which I think gives it a more political twist based on the changes of the 

original five act to three act and most importantly gives it an alternative ending which 

admits hope due to the contemporary situation of society where there is a vibrant media 

and various state institutions that fight against these political dissidents but as a stage 

actor and director myself I respect her decision as well. After the performance I asked her 

why she opted for Ibsen’s version, her answer was that - and here I will paraphrase what 

she said “looking at the political scene in Egypt, anyone who stood up against the 

authoritarian regime or rule was seen as An Enemy of the People. Her answer also goes to 

confirm that perhaps hope for the Egyptians is in the distant future.  

 

But the use of the original text could also mean that she wanted so much to prevent 

censorship from authorities on the performance that is why she used the origin as a way 

of copyright protection to prevent being targeted; looking at the circumstances in the 

country at that time when the performance was ongoing. The play was performed in 

Arabic and from the reviews I understand it was the same for the performances in Egypt. 

I believe the director did this translation in order to use a language they understood to 

address the problem. Also the meaning of language varies; which means that the 

interpretation wouldn’t be as direct as what was in the original text because when you  
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translate a text to a different language it affects the context. I would also like to mention 

that at the Skien conference whiles the performance was ongoing the interpretation of the 

language was displayed on screen for the non-speaking Arabic’s.  

 

Another interesting change the director did to the text was the change of the plot structure. 

The director did not do a chronological or narrative flow of events in the play where Act 

two will follow Act one in that order rather the director started from the meeting scene 

which was Act four of Ibsen’s original play. In the original play Ibsen had five Acts but 

with the production the director had 12 scenes, I count them all as scenes because there 

was no change of set, but the fade in and fade out of the lights depicted the change of a 

scene.  I do not know the reason for the director’s change of scenes but from my 

perspective starting the play from the meeting scene was a good start to begin the action 

of the play. It reflected what the political situation was like in Egypt at the time the play 

was being staged. For in the original text, the meeting scene to me was the rising action 

of the whole text where various political ideologies come into play and looking at the 

Egyptian political scene then, that was what was on going.  

 

Another aspect of the play that I want to touch on is the performances style of the actors. 

The director did very well by creating a play within a play where some of the actors were 

made to sit within the audience to create that actor – audience relationship. By so doing, I 

was able to feel the direct impact of how chaotic the situation was in Egypt then, due to 

the shouts and arguments from actors within the audience which helped create or depict 

that effect. Acting style of the actors I think was very good. It was very realistic and 

natural that I could identify with such persons within our society. An example was the 

actor who played Hovstad (Ahmed Elsalakawy). His mannerisms and shrewdness was 

nicely portrayed. But the role of Petra whom Ibsen saw as the hope for the future as far as 

change was concern was not included in the performance.  

 

 

 



 68 

 

I do not know why but from my perspective it might have been based on the setting of the 

play because when a play is adapted into a different social political context, culture 

becomes paramount in the interpretation of the text. Perhaps, I do not know for a fact but 

I think women in Egypt are seldom in the front line of affairs especially when the issue of 

politics is concern. I am drawing my perspective based on the male dominance of cast in 

the play that I saw in Skien. One may argue that the original text have just two female 

roles which may downplay the kind of argument I am trying to raise here but as far as I 

am concern the cutting out of Petra’s role could be based on the socio – cultural setting of 

the Egyptian people.    

 

Further more, the set design was a simple one. It actually had no scenery to depict the 

exact location of the play (for example a scenery to depict a publishing house or a 

scenery to depict a home), well that was the case because the whole action took place at a 

conference room where there was a meeting of the townspeople and Dr. Stockmann who 

had discovered that the health springs which the people used was polluted. Apart from 

this scene the whole action of the play unfolded here. I think the simplicity of the set was 

very significant because it helped the audience to focus on the unfolding performance.  

 

Apart from the simplicity of the set, the director’s use of light was also very good. Most 

of the time, she used the spot light to alienate the performing actors from the rest of the 

action of the play. By so doing, audiences are forced to focus on the performing actors. 

Also this theatrical effect also makes the play more realistic for as an audience even 

though it was a performance depicting a situation, I somehow felt closer to the situation 

in Egypt. The fade in and fade out of the lights helped to intensify the action of the play.  

Music was also an accompaniment of the performance. It was not just background music 

but live tunes of several instruments which also contributed to the dramatic effect. When 

there was disorder and confusion among the townspeople over Dr. Stockmann’s speech, 

the tunes heightened and sometimes droned the actor’s voices. This helped to create the 

chaotic situation in Egypt at that time where there was confusion and disorder.  
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The end of the play did not depict hope but uncertainty, for the director portrayed what 

was in the original play where Dr. Stockmann says “The most powerful man is the one 

who stands alone”. As mentioned earlier this choice by the director could mean that hope 

for the Egyptians is in the distant future. In this analysis I did not add a historic 

interpretation of the performance because this is the first time it is being performed in 

Egypt. In the same way, the analyses that will follow will not have a historical 

perspective to it.   

 

Also as I mentioned earlier, the audience at the Skien conference cuts across from theatre 

critics, students, performers and Ibsen Scholars and they all received the play well. After 

the performance I interacted with some of them it was only those who were not familiar 

with the play that couldn’t connect the play to the ongoing crisis in Egypt then. Before 

the staging of this performance at the Skien conference, the Lamusica Independent 

Theatre Group had already been on tour with the play in Cairo Egypt and how the play 

was received varied. In the reviews on how the play was received in Egypt at the times it 

was performed, reviewers did not include background of audiences which is very relevant 

in understanding how the play was received.  

 

According to Nehad Selaiha – Professor of Drama and Criticism at the Arts Criticism 

Institute and also the resident drama critic of the national English – language newspaper 

Al – Ahram Weekly, “Nora Amin’s version of Ibsen’s An Enemy of the People critiques 

the kind of democracy peddled in Egypt today” (Al-Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013).Her 

article which was published in the Al-Ahram weekly had the heading “A timely play for 

Egypt today” (Al-Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013), had a remarkable positive contribution on 

how the play was received in Egypt when it was performed at the time of her writing.  

I can discern from her writing that Nehad had an open minded view of the performance, a 

choice of words was very friendly and the language was very theatrical which informs me 

of a background as someone who knows what goes into a theatre production. In the first 

two pages of her writing, she focuses on the meaning of the text to the political situation 

in Egypt.  
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She writes “viewed against the back drop of recent political events in Egypt (the current 

president’s declaration to an American newspaper that he was ‘democratically’ elected 

and had the ‘majority’ of the Egyptian people on his side, the row over the presidential 

decree by which he gave himself unprecedented sweeping powers […] Ibsen’s An Enemy 

of the People, which warns of the pit falls of democracy, demonstrates the tyranny of the 

majority and warns of the danger of an uniformed public that can be easily manipulated 

by politicians, seems of serious political relevance in post – revolutionary Egypt and 

urgently topical in view of the upcoming parliamentary elections within 2 months” (Al-

Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013).  

 

Further more the ending of the play which leaves Dr. Stockmann all to himself which I 

personally disagree with looking at how democracy over the years have developed in the 

world and how vibrant the media and society is thought the alternative ending written by 

Arthur Miller must have been appropriate for Nora’s production since Dr. Stockmann 

doesn’t stand alone but prompt that any one in society who is fighting for the truth and is 

resisted by the majority should know they are the “strongest people in the world”. Nehad, 

comments on this ending and admits that “the tentatively optimistic note of hope in future 

generations on which the original play ends becomes in Nora’s Amin’s production an 

urgent rallying cry to stay in Egypt and resist. It felt as if Nora and her cast and crew 

were speaking for the Copts, the liberals, the secularists and the revolutionaries of Egypt” 

(Al-Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013).  

 

The change of the plot structure is explained by Selaiha as the “whole conception of  

Nora’s production and seemed to centre on a conflict very much like the one at the heart 

of the current political scene in Egypt – a conflict between knowledge and ignorance, 

open – mindedness and bigotry, disinterested honesty and selfish moral hypocrisy” (Al-

Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013), to Selaiha this explains why Nora went right to the heart of 

the play, to the public meeting which takes up the whole of Act 4, staging it almost in full 

and making it the focus of her stage version” (Al-Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013).  
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Other aspects of the play which Selaiha focuses on his the set design, lighting, and acting 

skills of actors. She writes, “Nora created a semblance of the hall in Captain Horster’s 

house where the public meeting takes place by placing her actors and audience in a 

curtained off space on the stage of the Hosapere theatre, containing 70 seats for the 

audience and the actors planted among them, […] in this set up, the performance and 

audience spaces were merged, casting the spectators in the role of the townspeople in the 

play and bringing the action nearer home” (Al-Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013).  

 

“To enhance this effect, the space was evenly lighted throughout with only an added 

spotlight on the actors in the scenes preceding the public meeting, and the acting was 

uniformly realistic, creating a strong illusion of reality” (Al-Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013). 

“The illusion of reality, however, could hardly have been maintained with such force for 

over an hour and a half were it not for the superb performance of the whole cast. As Dr. 

Stockman, Tareq El – Dweiri, a brilliant director in his first acting experience here, gave 

a stunning, finely shaded and heart – felt performance that reflected his deep, personal 

sympathy with the character’s views, moral stand and the values he represents” (Al-

Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013). In all Selaiha believes the play “was a wonderful new year’s 

gift from the Norwegian nation to the Egyptian people” ” (Al-Ahram Weekly, 9-01-2013). 

 

The second review is again coming from the first reviewer Nehad Selaiha on the 

“changing contexts of reception after 30
th

 June 2013. Here her review is concentrating on 

the changes that were made in the play to reflect the political situation in Egypt after 30
th

 

June 2013. This review is also significant to my research because it tells on how the socio 

– political climate of a country can affect the reception of how a play is received. She 

notes “what has not been sufficiently stressed, I think, is the extent to which socio-

political reality impinges on, and influences the reception/interpretation of a dramatic text 

or a performance […] in other words, performances are intended by their makers and 

received by spectators as encoded political messages critiquing lived political reality”(Al 

– Ahram Weekly, 18-09-2013). 
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If what she says is true then how did this affect the meaning of the play? She writes “my 

own responses to Nora Amin’s latest production, a highly condensed version of Ibsen’s 

Enemy of the People, on two different occasions, separated by only seven months and 

each belonging to a different historical moment and political reality, will serve to 

illustrate how far changing contexts of reception can influence the interpretation of the 

same performance and change its meaning and immediate message” (Al – Ahram Weekly, 

18-09-2013).  

 

“The production opened in January 2013, six months into the reign of Mohammed Morsi. 

At that time, it came across as a powerful reflection of the bitter disappointment and rage 

felt by intellectuals, artists, liberals, socialists, secularists and revolutionary youth 

movements at the results of both the parliamentary and presidential elections that brought 

to power a conservative, right wing, Islamist regime, with a repressive, totalitarian 

agenda. […] it was this realization, I think, that drew Amin to Enemy of the People, with 

its scathing critique of democracy” (Al – Ahram Weekly, 18-09-2013).  

 

“When Amin’s Enemy opened again, in August 2013, the political scene had dramatically 

changed, and with it the context of reception. Egypt had undergone a second revolution. 

The simmering anger and resentment of large sections of the population, including the 

young revolutionaries who, together with liberals, secularists socialists, artist and 

intellectuals, had led the 25 January Revolution, only to have it snatched away from them 

by the Islamists […]finally the frustration and anger flared up on 30
th

 June, the first 

anniversary of the Islamists coming to power, when more than 33 Egyptians went on the 

streets, calling for the ousting of Morsi and his Islamist regime, a feat which was 

accomplished with the help of the army on 3
rd

 July” (Al – Ahram Weekly, 18-09-2013). 

 

To quote Selaiha to further support her earlier analyses “how did the production feel like 

after the triumph of this massive popular revolution which removed from power the 

enemies of culture, freedom and enlightenment?” (Al – Ahram Weekly, 18-09-2013). She 

writes, “Predictably, the new reality infiltrated the performance and could not be shut out.  
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The play had another resonance. The performance text was the same; what changed was 

one’s perspective. This resulted in foregrounding certain ideas, which in the previous 

viewing had received little attention, or passed unnoticed, and in a different reading of 

others. […] watching the performance after the Egyptian people had risen against the rule 

of the Islamists who had rested their claim to power and superiority on a vain belief that 

they alone possessed the ‘truth’ and knew what was best for the people, one could not but 

feel that the changed political scene cast a fearful shadow on some of Dr. Stockmann’s 

views and sentiments and gave his passionate pronouncements a chilling ring. A man 

who is capable of saying: “Yes, my native town is so dear to me that I would rather ruin it 

than see it flourishing upon a lie…” (Al – Ahram Weekly, 18-09-2013).  

 

She goes on to explain the character of Dr. Stockmann that “… such a man, assuming he 

means what he says and is not simply ranting or carried away by passion, can be truly 

dangerous. Listening to him in the August performance, his words seemed to 

uncomfortably echo the threats of the leaders of the Muslim Brotherhood on the eve of 

the second round of the 2012 presidential elections when they repeatedly warned that 

they would burn Egypt and raze it to the ground if their candidate did not win”(Al – 

Ahram Weekly, 18-09-2013). “In short, Stockmann’s original ambivalence as a character 

– by turns formidable and frail, wise and naïve, funny and tragic – acquired a sinister side 

in the August production in view of the actual deeds of fervent fanatics after the fall of 

Morsi” (Al – Ahram Weekly, 18-09-2013). 

 

Again she mentions of what relevance the change of context meant to the people with 

regard to “the controversy over the resignation of Nobel Prize winner Mohammed Al – 

Baradei, the former director – general of the International Atomic Energy Agency and a 

prominent figure in the 25
th

 January Revolution, from the post of vice – president of 

Egypt for foreign relations after the ouster of Morsi […] suddenly the man who since 25
th

 

January 2011 had been regarded as a trusted friend and leader of the Egyptian revolution 

became An Enemy of the Egyptian people. A recurrent refrain in the abusive campaigns 

against Al – Baradei on face book and Twitter said that since he had lived abroad most of  
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his working life, he knew little and cared less about his homeland”(Al – Ahram Weekly, 

18-09-2013). In the same regard, “when one of the townspeople in the play hurls the 

same accusation at Dr. Stockmann in preparation for branding him An Enemy of the 

People, no Egyptian audience watching the play on 17
th

 August, as I did, only three days 

after Al – Baradei’s resignation could fail to make the connection between the public 

condemnation of Ibsen’s hero and the public attacks on Al – Baradei” (Al – Ahram 

Weekly, 18-09-2013). 

 

The above arguments and analysis by Selaiha indeed does reveal how the reception of the 

play changed after 30
th

 June, the circumstances and issues at that time gave the audience 

a new meaning. The horizon of expectation from the audience met with the ongoing 

political situation. In this analysis, Selaiha does not talk about the other aspects of the 

performance like the set design and costume because she states that it’s the same, her 

main focus is on the text which is changed to suit present conditions in Egypt.  

 

The last reviewer is Naira Antoun. She is a freelance writer and youth worker who works 

in both formal an informal educational setting. She recently wrote her MA thesis on the 

framing of the Egyptian uprising as a youth uprising. Naira is a reviews editor for Arab 

Studies Journal and for the past few years has been one of the organizers of the annual 

Palestine society conference at the school of Oriental and African Studies.  Her article 

which she wrote on Nora’s performance was titled “we are all complicit”, it was 

published in the Mada Masr news paper – an independent progressive journalism 

(www.egypt independent.com, October 24
th

, 2013). 

 

Antoun’s use of words in her review is friendly and the language is very simple. She does 

not entirely cover all the aspects of the performance, like Selaiha she starts with the 

context of the text to the audience. She writes, “The audience is not simply watching a 

play; we become unwitting attendees at a public meeting. Our silence is read as approval, 

as Thomas and his wife appeal to the crowd to speak up for them. As Amin says, “your 

silence becomes part of the play” (www.egypt independent.com, October 24
th

, 2013). 

 

http://www.egypt/
http://www.egypt/
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She continues her analysis by laying the fact that the context of the meaning was very 

significant to the audience because “the feeling of crisis during the past two years in 

Egypt – desire for change, disappointment, conspiracy, the clamor of group dynamics – 

are all there in “An Enemy of the People”. More than that, it is as if the play were written 

just last week and specifically for Egypt” (www.egypt independent.com, October 24
th

, 

2013). It is clear how the present conditions in Egypt at that time, contributed in making 

the performance come as live as possible. To the audience, these were issues they could 

identify with.  

 

Also she notes that the whole idea of staging the production according to Nora Amin was 

“initially conceived at the end of 2012 during the rule of Muslim – Brotherhood – 

affiliated President Mohammed Morsi, the production has evolved along with the 

political context. Amin makes continual changes and tweaks, and the troupe frequently 

return to rehearsals. She thinks this helps keep the performance fresh” (www.egypt 

independent.com, October 24
th

, 2013). 

 

The play had a tremendous effect on the audience, Antoun recalls how in her own way 

she reacted as the performance heightened. “After failing to answer pleas from Thomas 

and his wife, I found myself clapping for him at one point. The sound of my hands 

surprised me. I was clapping not when he was weak, but when he was defiant. Many of 

us did. This led me to realize that, whatever I think of my political principles and 

commitment to truth, I reacted when it was easy to do so” (www.egypt independent.com, 

October 24
th

, 2013). 

 

Apart from her reaction she says others reacted in a different way “and at the end of the 

play, four men repeatedly sang the accusation “enemy of the people”. It was like an 

incantation – “adu al – sha’ab, ‘adu al – sha’ab, ‘adu al – sha’ab”[…], it went on and on, 

and I started tapping my foot on the ground” (www.egypt independent.com, October 24
th

, 

2013). 

 

 

http://www.egypt/
http://www.egypt/
http://www.egypt/
http://www.egypt/
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The aspect of the production that Antoun touched on is the staging and the music as an 

accompaniment. She notes, “Amin says the production has been adapted based on each 

venue it was performed in since it began touring the country in January. But one element 

that remains consistent are actors scattered through out the audience taunting Thomas and 

cheering his detractors” (www.egypt independent.com, October 24
th

, 2013). With the 

music she mentions that “The experience is visceral. This physicality is created in no 

small part by the music, performed by Nader Samy on lead guitar, Tamer Essam on 

drums, Ahmed Montasser on guitar and Bassem Abu Arab on the bass. The music 

heightens emotions, adds intensity and somehow gives the characters depth”(www.egypt 

independent.com, October 24
th

, 2013). 

 

In conclusion I will like to mention that it was important for An Enemy of the People to 

be staged in Egypt looking at how volatile their political and democracy is. Performance 

brings change but the change is not immediately but the impact is felt years on. People 

who see performances form various ideas after seeing a performance especially when the 

performance is of relevant to a situation which is similar within their society. Discussions 

continue even after the performance amongst spectators and these discussions sometimes 

results in ideologies that will bring change. Egypt still remains volatile, just recently 

according to BBC On 28
th

 April 2014, BBC reported on their webpage www.bbc.co.uk 

that “A judge at a mass trial in Egypt has recommended the death penalty for 683 people 

– including Brotherhood leader Mohammed Badie”, this recent information reveals that 

the Egyptian political instability still remains the same and that change is in the distant 

future.     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.egypt/
http://www.egypt/
http://www.bbc.co.uk/
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CONCLUSION                                               

 
In an essay written by Arthur Miller for Index on An Enemy of the People, he writes “it is 

a terrible thing to have to say, but the story of Enemy is far more applicable to our nature 

– despoiling societies than to even turn – of – the – century capitalism, untrammeled and 

raw as Ibsen knew it to be. The churning up of pristine forests, valleys and fields for 

minerals and the rights of way of the expanding rail systems is child’s play compared to 

some of our vast depredations, our atomic contamination and oil spills, to say nothing of 

the tainting of our food supply by carcinogenic chemicals” (Index on Censorship 1989:  

6&7).  

 

Apart from how relevant it is to our “nature – despoiling societies” these days, it’s really 

about the body politics of our society and the very essence of how it is shaped. The 

inconsistency of truth verses lies, majority verses minority, self interest verses common 

good and the fight against the suppression of human beings who stand up for the 

objective truth within our society – are all reasons why An Enemy of the People concerns 

us all. This conflict of interest can be seen unfolding now in countries like Ukraine, Syria, 

Sudan and Egypt all in the name of politics.  In Egypt the staging of the performance was 

prompted by some of these occurrences of conflict of interest which resorted in riots and 

mayhem but the very essence of staging a performance to speak against authoritarian rule 

prompts that ideologies are being formed in people’s minds and they are calling for 

change.  

 

In another different setting, under a different political context, Ray focuses on a film 

adaptation of An Enemy of the People from India. Here the director touches on a social 

issue on how water in the name of religion is being used politically for selfish interest. 

The conflict which was a very delicate issue at that time did not only raise concerns for 

the citizens but then it exposed the political ideologies of the leaders at the helm of affairs. 

Ganashatru, a contemporary version of Ibsen’s An Enemy of the People, which was  
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produced 1989, 39 years after Miller’s adaptation brought out a different Political agenda 

altogether - an agenda which was destroying the very fundamental beliefs of the people.  

 

Democracy in America is greatly admired all over the world. It is a country which 

believes in human rights and free speech. But I will say that this was not achieved 

overnight but through the efforts of great playwrights and social activists who used their 

writings and works to critique and also to support such good wills. Arthur Miller as a 

playwright adapted Ibsen’s play to speak against the suppression of individual freedom of 

expression. Arthur Miller used Ibsen’s An Enemy of the People to critique some problems 

America faced with its politics at a point in time. It was a period in America’s history 

where the political agenda at that time was that of McCarthyism. This adaptation of the 

play to speak against the suppression of individual’s freedom of expression became a 

wake up call for many Americas who later rallied against the suppression of individual 

freedom of expression to uphold principles like the right to “hold unpopular beliefs and 

the right of independent thought”.    

 

With Ghana the suppression of individual freedom of expression is not seen because we 

have a vibrant media and our motto as a nation is “freedom and justice” so over the years 

we have had an open society of freedom of expression where individuals are allowed to 

express themselves freely without any intimidation from a ruling government. Also since 

1992 we have held elections to change governments and have not suffered or had 

authoritarian rulers but what we face as a nation now is corruption which in a way has 

hindered our development.  Ghana as a country has suffered in recent times due to the 

level of corruption that are going on in the country. A recent report discussed in the 

Ghana media has exposed some public officials’ involvement in various acts of 

corruption within government institutions. (The Gyeeda Report - 

www.peacefmonline.com, www.myjoyonline.com , www.vibeghana.com  – 15
th

 August 

2013). The widespread of corruption in the country has led to increase in poverty, 

unemployment and high living conditions. It is at this stage of our political crisis that I 

seek to use An Enemy of the People as a tool to critique the corruption that is going on in 

the country and how the citizenry change towards embezzlement of state funds can help 

http://www.peacefmonline.com/
http://www.myjoyonline.com/
http://www.vibeghana.com/
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move the nation forward in terms of development. Ghana’s recent discovery of oil 

brought much hope to the citizenry of a better life, proper health care, and access to 

education, just to mention a few.  But what do we see now; a nation entrenched in 

economic instability all because of corruption.  

 

To further elaborate my question on, how can Ghana move away from a developing 

nation to a developed nation? I ask why Ghana a major producer of Cocoa and Gold has 

not seen the yielded results in its economy over the years. Let’s take the case of the recent 

discovery of oil as a nation. In 2007 when Ghana discovered oil, it became publicly 

known that every citizen is going to benefit from its resources and that it was going to 

help elevate the poverty that we face as a country. Isn’t it interesting that these resources 

have not yielded much to the benefit of Ghanaians? Isn’t this mismanagement of state 

resources tantamount to corruption? The citizens are robbed off their benefits through 

governments who implement bad policies with our foreign investors which do not benefit 

the citizenry but benefit “only” the ruling government and its officials.   

 

The conflict of self – interest verses common good is what is at stake here when the issue 

of corruption is raised and this is the very root of African’s problem. I believe the issue of 

corruption can be stopped if as a people we change our ethics and social conduct. When 

party A is in power and corruption is leveled against his officials, they turn to tribalize it 

which never gets the problem solved or the culprits punished and that is why I raised the 

question, how can Ghana move away from ethnic, tribal politics to issue based politics? I 

believe the changing of our ethics and social conduct will help us move away from ethnic, 

tribal politics to issue based politics.  I quote Ibsen’s speech to support my suggestion 

that we need to change our ethics and social conduct. As cited in Arthur Miller’s 

adaptation of An Enemy of the people written in 1950.  

“Of course, I do not mean the aristocracy of birth, or of the purse, or even the 

aristocracy of the intellect. I mean the aristocracy of character, of will – that can 

free us.” (Miller 10) 
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I do share Ibsen’s view on the aristocracy of character, for a corrupted person becomes 

corrupt if he or she does not have any social convictions he or she stands for. It is the 

character of a person that can get a person corrupt.  

 

The adaptation of An Enemy of the People for the people of Ghana is important. In a 

Yoruba adaptation of An Enemy of the People by kole Omotoso – which is in Nigeria, he 

does not mince his words on why Africa seeks to learn some lessons from An Enemy of 

the People, “from an African point of view, this play has many attractions for a 

performance, even an adaptation. It is not impossible that the reasons for the adaptations 

made by playwrights in the United states, in Britain and India are different from those by 

playwrights in Africa” (Omotoso 454). As can be seen that the issues do not differ from 

one country or the other, Omotoso further explains how corruption, authoritarian rule and 

military interventions affected their development as a nation. I quote “in the particular 

instance of Nigeria, my country and place of origin, corruption, political shenanigans and 

military intervention in politics had led to social and communal instability within ten 

years of independence in 1960” (Omotoso 454). This goes to confirm that if Ghana’s 

corruption issue is not solved it can lead to “social and communal instability”. 

 

The conflict of ‘An Enemy of the People’ can be seen as a political battle between the 

majority and the minority. Though all the politics we see represented in the play exist 

strictly on a local level it can also be viewed as a national issue. ‘An Enemy of the 

People’ is as real as anything now to use to question the aggressive world of political 

maneuverings in Ghana. In the reading of the text, both majority and minority have an 

opportunity to be heard, whether their opinions are wrong or right. The play takes all 

levels of society to task. In the end, it's not the difference of opinions that is highlighted 

in the play, its intellectual inequality where I term the gap between the illiterate and 

literate people within our society (Ghana). The play proposes that the main problem with 

society is that it's run by the majority, a group made up of illogical minds. Indeed, “it 

would seem, from the proceedings of this play, that the might that democracy grants to  
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the majority, to the people and the masses, is totally misguided and becomes the basis of 

corruption in the society”(Omotoso 453).  

 

In adapting the play to a Ghanaian setting, I am mindful of whom we are as Ghanaians. 

Here I am talking of our social and cultural setting. As Ghanaians, our social and cultural 

settings play important role in our films. In our everyday language as Ghanaians when we 

speak we use idioms and proverbs - and in adapting this text, I will look out for some of 

our idioms and proverbs that fall within the themes in ‘An Enemy of the People’ and 

translate the text to that because “Proverbs, wise sayings and folktales prioritize the 

preeminence of the communal in African life” (Omotoso 454). Apart from the use of 

proverbs and idioms in the adaptation, I intend to do the adaptation in a local language 

called “Twi”, this is because the issue at stake is corruption which affects every Ghanaian 

from the Upper Class right down to the Lower Class in our society. In addressing a 

national phenomenon as corruption it is necessary to use a language the people 

understand. Even though English as a language is spoken and taught in our schools, the 

gap between the literate and the illiterate is wide.  Also, “in the scale of things, African 

languages root for their communities while English and European languages make the 

case for the individual” (Omotoso 456).  

 

The subject matter which is corruption will revolve around our recent discovery of oil. 

What I mean is to make Ibsen’s baths – the polluted water, into Ghana’s discovered oil. If 

the issue of corruption is peddled around a current situation as Ghana’s discovered oil, it 

will bring out the meaning of the adaptation to the people of Ghana. When one is writing 

about a subject, I believe it’s important to write about a subject the people you are writing 

for can identify with. Also with regards to the setting of the adaptation, I intend to make 

Dr. Stockmann the eldest of the two brothers because with our social and cultural setting, 

it will be much easier to accept the behaviour of Dr. Stockmann than if it had been the 

other way round. For in Ibsen’s play, Peter Stockmann is the eldest. Further more, as 

Ghanaians our extended families play an important role in our lives, whenever there are 

disputes between siblings, and it cannot be solved by the nuclear family, you are referred 
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to the elders of the extended family to resolve the issue. I do agree with Omotoso that 

“Henrik Ibsen’s play does not provide for the possibility of extended family arbitration in 

the dispute between the two brothers” (Omotoso 456). That is why in my adaptation I 

would make Dr. Stockmann the eldest of the two, which will make it much easier and 

understandable culturally if he disagrees with Peter Stockmann and also I will include the 

extended family as a branch of the townspeople. It will be accepted culturally with the 

stand Dr. Stockmann takes in the play for as a society, we believe the young must give 

respect to the old at all times, irrespective of what the issue is. Even when there is dispute 

or disagreement among two siblings and the eldest is wrong, in resolving the matter 

amicably we often ask the youngest to apologize to the older one and the youngest is 

rather rebuked that he or she must respect the elderly.  

 

I do share Omotoso’s view that “the hint of Dr. Thomas Stockmann insanity in Act Four 

of An Enemy of the People is of interest here:  

 Hovstad: Well, you know how he always rushed things. 

 Another Man: (to Billing) Look, you go to his house a lot, have you ever noticed   

 If the fellow drinks? 

 Billing: I’m hanged if I know what to say. There’s always toddy on the table 

 When one calls. 

 A Third Man: No, I think he’s off his head sometimes.  

 First Man: Ah, I wonder if there’s any madness in the family. 

 Billing: Could very well be.” (Omotoso 456) 

 

In Ghana madness is seen as a curse and if a person comes from a home that has a mad 

person, people in society points fingers at that house. Even when one is going to get 

married, our elders ask, “has there been any mad person in this house?”, if it happens to 

be true, the marriage will be called off and the young man or woman will be advised to 

marry from another family. With this cultural background and connecting it to the 

revelations in Act Four, Dr. Stockmann’s utterances will be seen as natural by 

maintaining the lines here.  
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As far as the production of the film is concern, we do not have censorships on literary 

works and performances but our censorship deals more with nudity and sexual acts, 

which the society deems inappropriate. Due to this I intend to keep all the dialogue in the 

play but I will use both Ibsen’s and Arthur Miller’s version.  Film is a powerful tool that 

can influence an individual’s mindset. Through film we question ourselves and the world 

in which we live. People do not often forget what they see with their eyes. The mental 

picture stays in their minds forever. Though the issues will be localized, I hope it will be 

Globalize so that other African countries which have recently seen political instability 

will learn one or two things from the production of Ibsen’s Enemy of the People from a 

Ghanaian Perspective; for that matter an African Perspective and positively effect 

changes to their political system and democracy.  

 

It can be seen from the above points, that An Enemy of the People has been used under 

various political agendas, it is of the same interest that I want to Produce An Enemy of the 

People as a film in Ghana to speak against corruption which is Ghana’s main problem 

now. 

 

 

 

 
        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 84 

 
 

List Of Works Cited                                   

                                          
Adler, P. Thomas. “Conscience and community in An Enemy of the People and The  

          Crucible.” In Bigsby, Christopher. (ed.) The Cambridge Companion to Arthur 

          Miller. Cambridge: University Press, 1997 (86-99)         

Amamoo, G. Joseph. 50 years of independence. Accra, Ghana: G- Pak Limited, 2007  

Andrew, Dudley. Concepts in film theory. Oxford University Press, Inc. 1984 

Ball, R. Alan. Modern Politics and Government (fifth edition). Houndmills: 

           The Macmillan Press Ltd, 1993 

Balme, Christopher B. “Performance Analysis.” In The Cambridge Introduction  

          To Theatre studies. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008 (132 – 146) 

Bame, N. Kwabena. African Traditional Theatre in Ghana. New York: Lilian Barber 

          Press, 1985 

Bannerman, E. R. “The fight against corruption as an Essential factor in our development 

          Effort.” In Gyekye, Kwame F. G. A (ed.) Ghana at fifty anniversary lectures.Accra 

          Ghana: G – Pak Limited, 2008 

Bigsby, Christopher. Arthur Miller – a critical study.UK: Cambridge University Press,  

          2005 

Bennett, Susan. Theatre Audiences – A Theory of Production and Reception, London and 

          New York: Routledge, 1990 

Braudy, Leo, and Cohen, Marshall. Film theory and criticism – introductory readings.  

          New York: Oxford University Press Inc, 1999 

Casper, Gretchen. Fragile Democracies – The Legacies of Authoritarian Rule. UK & US:  



 85 

          The University of Pittsburgh Press, 1995 

 

Cooper, Darius. The Cinema of Satyajit Ray: Between Tradition and Modernism. UK:  

          Cambridge University Press, 2000 

Constitution of the Republic of Ghana. Ghana: 1992 

Consolidation Of Criminal code. Republic of Ghana: 1960 ACT 29 

Ferguson, Robert. Ibsen pa film. Oslo: Norwegian Film Institute, 2006 

Fischer – Lichte, Erika. “Introduction.” Global Ibsen – Performing Multiple Modernities.     

           (ed.) Barbara Gronau., Christel Weiler, and Erika Fischer – Lichte. New York:  

           Routledge, 2011. (1-15) 

Furstenau, Marc. The film theory reader – debates and arguments. New York: Routledge,   

          2010  

Gibaldi, Joseph. MLA Style Manual and Guide to Scholarly Publishing. New York: The  

           Modern Language Assoc. Of America, 1998 

Hampton, Jean. Political Philosophy. Colorado: West view Press, 1997 

Hoeveler Long Diane “Ibsen’s An Enemy of the People in America.” In Mazur G.O (ed.) 

          One Hundred year commemoration to the life of Henrik Ibsen (1828-2006).  

          New York: 2007 

Hutcheon, Linda, with O’Flynn, Siobhan. A Theory of Adaptation. New York & London:  

          Routledge, 2013 

Holst, Jan Erik. “Preface”. In Jan Erik Holst and Astrid Sæther (ed.) Ibsen on Screen.  

          Oslo: Centre for Ibsen Studies and Norwegian Film Institute, 2000 (8-9) 

 



 86 

Ibsen, Henrik. An Enemy of the People. 1882 

Kassem, Maye. Egyptian Politics – The Dynamics of Authoritarian Rule. UK, USA:  

          Lynne Rienner Publishers, Inc. 2004 

Kennedy, M. David, and Bailey, A. Thomas. (ed.) The American Spirit. Boston, USA: 

          The Board of Trustees of Iceland Stanford Jr. University and Trinity Partners, 2002 

Kuhn, Annette, and Westwell Guy. A Dictionary of Film Studies. Oxford:  

          Oxford University Press, 2012  

Lane, Erik – Jan, and Ersson, O., Svante. Culture and Politics – A comparative approach.  

          Aldershot: Ashgate, 2002 

Meyer, Michael. Ibsen a Biography. USA: Double day and Company Inc, 1967 & 1971 

Miller, Arthur. An Enemy of the People - Adaptation of the play by Henrik Ibsen.  

          New York, USA: Penguin Books, 1979 

Machor, L. James and Goldstein, Philip. (ed.)  Reception Study: From Literary Theory To  

          Cultural Studies, New York and London: Routledge, 2001 

Newton, K.M. Interpreting the Text: A Critical Introduction to the Theory and Practice  

          of Literary Interpretation, Hertfordshire, United Kingdom: Billing and Sons   

           Limited, Worcester 1990 

Nun, Jose. Democracy – Government of the people or Government of the politician.  

          U.S.A: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers 1993 

O’Donnell, Guillermo, and Schmitter Phillippe C. Transitions from Authoritarian Rule –  

         Tentative Conclusions about Uncertain Democracies. Baltimore & London: The  

         Johns Hopkins University Press, 1986 

 



 87 

Omotoso, Kole. “Ibsen in Communal Africa: Ota Ilu. A Yoruba Adaptation of An Enemy  

           Of the People.” In Frode Helland, Kaja S. Mollerin, Jon Nygaard, and Astrid     

           Sæther (ed.) The Living Ibsen. Proceedings – The 11
th

 International Ibsen   

          Conference. Oslo 2007 

Ray, Satyajit. Our Films, Their Films. Calcutta: Orient Longman Limited, 1976 

Robinson, Andrew. Satyajit Ray, The Inner Eye.  London: Andre Deutch, 1989 

Robbins, Keith. Transforming the World: UK, Palgrave Macmillan 2013 

Ronning, Helge. “From Snorre to Dante’s Peak.” In Jan Erik Holst and Astrid Sæther 

           (ed.) Ibsen on Screen. Oslo: Centre for Ibsen Studies and Norwegian Film Institute,  

           2000 (73 – 88) 

Shaw, Bernard. Major Critical Essays. London: Penguin Group England, 1958 

White, K. Stephen and Moon, J. Donald. (ed.) What is Political Theory: London, United 

           Kingdom: SAGE Publishing Limited, 2004 

Woshinsky, H. Oliver. Culture and Politics – An Introduction to Mass and Elite Political  

           Behaviour. New Jersey, U.S.A: Prentice – Hall Inc, 1995 

Yannella, R. Philip. American Literature in Context after 1929. UK, USA:  

            Wiley – Blackwell Publishing, 2011 

Zaki, Moheb. Civil Society & Democratization in Egypt, 1981 – 1994. Cairo, Egypt: 1994 

 

Online Resources 
 

 Antoun, Naira. “We are all complicit”. http://www.egyptindependent.com 24/10 (2013) 

          Accessed 29
th

 October (2013) 

 

 

Arthur, Miller. “Ibsen’s warning: Why An Enemy of the People, Ibsen’s play about the  

           Pressures against dissent is more than ever relevant today”. 6& 7 (1989) 

           In: Index on censorship. London. Accessed 12
th

 May (2014) 

http://www.egyptindependent.com/


 88 

 

Asare, Kwaku. S. “The GYEEDA Report for the Busy Citizen”. 

        http://www.vibeghana.com  2013/08/02/the- gyeeda- report – for – the – busy –   

        citizen/. Accessed 15
th

/08/2013 

 

 

Awuni, Azure. M. “Manasseh’s Folder: Why the final GYEEDA report can’t change”.   

         Opinion.myjoyonline.com/pages/features/201308/111488.php  

          Accessed 15
th

 August 2013 

 

Crossette, Barbara. “Satyajit Ray Gives Ibsen a Bengali Spin”. http://www.nytimes.com 

          

           07/05 (1989)  In: New York Times. Accessed 12
th

 August 2013                                    

 

 

Malcom, Derek. “Dr. Stockmann in Calcutta: Derek Malcolm reports on Satyajit Ray’s 

          First film in five years, an optimistic adaptation of Ibsen’s Enemy of the People”. 

          58:2 (1989), 92 – 933. – ISSN 0037-4806 In: Sight and Sound – London.  

          Accessed 12
th

 August 2013 

 

 

Selaiha, Nehad. “A timely play for Egypt today”. http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/print/942. 

          aspx. 09/01/ (2013) In: Al-Ahram Weekly. Cairo Accessed 11
th

 October 2013 

 

 

Selaiha, Nehad. “Changing context of reception”. http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/Print/4152. 

          aspx. 18/09 (2013) In: Al – Ahram Weekly. Cairo Accessed 23
rd

 October 2013 

 

 

“Ghana ranked fifth in Political Stability”. article.wn.com/ view/2013/07/02/ Ghana_ 

           Ranked_fifth_in_Political_Stability/. Accessed 15
th

 August 2013 

 

 

“What is the President doing about the GYEEDA report”?     

           http://comment.peacefmonline.com/pages/editorial/201309/175369.php 

          Accessed 20
th

 September 2013 

 

Lecture and Conference Paper  
  

Nilu, Kamaluddin. “An Enemy of the People – A narrative Discourse on time and space”      

         Lecture at the Centre for Ibsen Studies. Oslo, 2007 

 

Electronic Material  
 

DVD of the film Ganashatru. New Delhi: Eagle Home Entertainment Pvt. Ltd. 2008 

 

http://www.vibeghana.com/
http://www.nytimes.com/
http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/print/942
http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/Print/4152
http://comment.peacefmonline.com/pages/editorial/201309/175369.php


 89 

 

 

Interview  

 
Boadu, John. Personal interview. 7

th
 June 2013 

 

Mensah, Richard. Personal interview. 7
th

 June 2013 

 

Monnie, Issa. A. Personal interview. 12
th

 June 2013 

 

Akuamoah, Samuel. Personal interview. 14
th

 June 2013 

 

Fabil, Egbert. Personal interview. 14
th

 June 2013 

 

Kwakye, Felix. Personal interview. 17
th

 June 2013 

 

Aborampah, Kwabena. Personal interview. 18
th

 June 2013 

 

Bosompim. Personal interview. 25
th

 June 2013 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 90 

 

 

Appendix  
 

Interviewer: Marcia Olivette 

Interviewee: John Boadu – Deputy Communications Director (NPP) 

Date: 7
th

 June 2013/ Peace Fm Studios (Ghana) 

(M = interviewer Marcia; J = interviewee) 

M: How would you describe Ghanaian Politics? 

J: Well looking at Ghanaian Politics from the lenses now, clearly there has been a lot of forward movement 

in terms of our Political understanding of situations. Gaining independence and the kind of Governance that 

we had, more or less a one party state around the 60s, and the kind of vision that the first president had with 

regards to getting the country developed in our economic and social life and the shortfalls in it led to the 

toppling of that Government in 1966, then after that the military organized the election in 1969, far 

departure from the presidential system we had for the first time, the prime ministerial type of politics, 

where parliament is the main organ that runs Government with the prime minister coming out of 

parliament; having ceremonial president around that time.  

Massive devaluation around 70s led to a lot of discontent, and especially with the introduction of the 

private sector which obviously led to a lot of other things. In 1972, that Government was also overthrown. 

We had military and its phases, up until 1979 an election was organized. That election was considered as 

one of the fiercest and peaceful election ever held in Ghana. More so because the players that organized it 

were not parties to it. You can talk about the 1960 election where Nkrumah was a party to it; you can also 

talk about 1969 election where Busia was a party to it. In 1979, the armed forces revolution council 

(AFRC), if you go closer, there are stories that some of them didn’t want to hand over and all that but 

finally they did hand over to the PNP, that is Dr. Hilla Limann. Coming out of a decade of dictatorial 

regime of which the people didn’t have any way of contributing to what was going on, obviously the 

economy was down, almost everything was down and all that, Limann did not have it easy, he also didn’t 

take steps to take control of a lot of things, and that led to another coup d’etat in 1981, to topple him, we 

went through all kinds of things for eleven years without parliament and all that, and the first thing most of 

these militaries dictators do is to suspend the legislature. Right up to 1991 – 92, there was this clarion call 

by a lot not only in Ghana but by a lot of African countries and especially countries that are run by 

individuals without the consent of the people to go democratic and we were not left out; especially in 

Ghana where the media – although the media wasn’t very vibrant couldn’t have, because it was a 

dangerous period for them, but many of them formed all kinds of association to put pressure on the PNDC 

to transform itself or move the country to democracy. For the past 21 years we have had a resemblance of 

democratic Governance, Governments have changed through the ballot box about three or four times, with 

all the difficulties, I think that Ghana has come far, the media is now more than vibrant. Although very 
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young, we have been trying our hands to faction out the kind of Governance that can be related to us as 

Ghanaians and not to imitate that of the US or Europe. 

 M: How do Politicians use Power in Ghanaian Politics? Do they use it positively to move the nation 

forward or negatively? 

J: In terms of whether it is effective or not, our own economic growth and whether or not those growths are 

impacting on the people will tell. My view really is that, I think we have huge potential that if we are 

prioritizing very well as a country, we could move forward than we are now in terms of our economy. In 

managing an economy you need to take cognizance of the social environment other than that, you would 

have beautiful programmes, if you are not able to get the mass majority of the people behind you, your 

programmes might not work, so in doing so, we deliberately; especially with the mass unemployment 

around, NPP decided to implement some youth programmes, in order to take care of them, temporal though 

but it was the beginning of looking at how best to utilize the human resources. Examples are the Youth and 

Employment programme, health insurance was introduced and you can talk of a lot of interventions that 

were introduced. But going forward with all these interventions you remember, NPP manage to get some of 

the companies, like cosmos to discover oil. With that huge potential; if things had gone on the way it had 

been planned, with the gas plant being on board if, programmes that were put in place had not been 

curtailed by now we wouldn’t be complaining so much about high cost of fuel.  

 As an NPP I would say during our time, political handlers have used the power effectively only that, there 

are still challenges, only that a lot more people are not literate to even appreciate, only that our educational 

system still have semblance of the colonial arrangement that was put in place and as a result are churning 

out graduates, that so to speak may not be relevant to our economic development and where we are and all 

that.   

M: Does elitism, or class or societal arrangement affect our voting system? 

J: Centre for Democratic Governance (CDD) came out with a research about 4 or 5 years ago and from the 

research came to a conclusion that vas majority of our people vote for one reason; one - ethnic and tribal 

leniency, two -  economic arrangement. These groupings get people voting in one area or the other. 

Development that they will get does not so much be the reason for deciding to vote. For instance, if 

economic arrangement in terms of how you want to put it – higher, middle and lower class, is the basis for 

determining where to vote, political party cannot do a programme that will not take cognizance of that 

arrangement of this programme on the ground and try to meet that arrangement, in order to get people 

behind them because with all your arrangement and programmes and policies and all that, if you don’t get 

the support of the people you are not going to make headway.  That’s why for us we believe that it must be 

a priority by government to have almost everybody educated up to SHS level, and Governments must take 

the lead in doing so. Though in US and other places, people also vote based on the fact that they come from 

the south or north irrespective of what goes on in the economy.  

M: How do we determine, as the years go on, that we are moving towards a developed country where in 

this case as we discuss people are voting based on tribal sentiments. 
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J: Voting based on issues, does not make you develop or not developed. I believe that with the higher 

concentration of illiteracy – it’s a major handicap of a vibrant society who would want to contribute based 

on issues so it is one aspect that needs to be taken care of, until that is done, because if that is done, it will 

help raise the economic status, they will become players in the economy, they understand if the stock 

exchange move by 0.05% they will know the effect of that on interest rate and all that. In this country, bank 

rates are increased by 100 basic points but it looks like nothing has happened. You will have inflation 

around 7 – 8 %, you will still have interest rate around 28%, because there is a total disconnect, because 

there are a lot more of people in the informal sector and their contribution is not really captured. So there is 

that disconnect, and its all about education leading to a economic emancipation of the people, then all these 

superstition and things that are not the real issues will fall aside.  

M: What kind of Governance does Ghana have? 

J: If you look at US what kind of Governance do they have. Is it socialist or capitalist? Ours is a hybrid of 

the two. NPP is a centre right political party that believes that demand and supply should be the main 

determinant of prices of goods and services and labour. NPP believes in the private sector and did introduce 

the private partnership partnering with Government for development in the areas that if you allow the 

private sector they would not be able to do it on their own. Governments partner to do that. That is exactly 

what we believe in. when we came to power, because we are coming from a weak economic infrastructure 

background – we couldn’t have gone full scale privatization of almost everything, because you end up 

privatizing and leave the people behind. That is why we did a lot of social interventions like free 

capitalization, health insurance and all that you see, even though these are social interventions that do not 

make us a socialist party. Privatization is the catalyst that spurs on growth.  

M: Are there any double standards in Ghanaian Politics? 

J: Of course. A typical example is about the petrol pricing. Where for instance, a party in Government will 

push that there is a need to recover cost, purchase of the crude and as a result the price must be realistic. 

Another party in opposition will be kicking against it but when the mantle is handed over to them, they do 

the worse thing. Petroleum pricing policy, there are lots more example that you can use in the policy 

direction. There were times that Government wants to buy vehicles for its use and all that because one is in 

opposition they will kick against it, but will come and buy expensive ones.  

M: would you agree with me that some politicians are corrupt?  

J: I won’t, unless you give me some examples. You see, the way we look at corruption we narrow it, you 

can categorize corruption – petty ones and major ones. It’s a symptom of weak system. People in US and 

other places, who told you they are not corrupt, they are. The systems are such that, first of all, it will be 

difficult, you must have an IQ that is higher to be able to do that, and they will use a higher IQ to find you 

out and punish you to serve as a deterrent to others. Here it is not like that, so weak system, weak 

procurement procedures, media not been very apt and objective in looking at these things; and that is 

alarming, its not just about the politician, the doctor, the teacher, the medical practitioner, the military, the 
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police, the immigration and all that. If you look at it from that perspective, it’s arising out of weak systems. 

So If the Politician gets the opportunity and takes advantage, if the other person also does the same, then 

it’s the weak system. So in resolving it, it is not to look at the Politician, or to look at the chief Director or 

to look at whoever but look at the system and how well we implement the system, and how well we 

evaluate its implementation and if there are short falls, how well do we address the shortfalls, and how do 

we resolve it in a manner to serve as a deterrent to others.  

M: In Ghana, we don’t have right to information, how does that affect our Ghanaian Politics? 

J: right to information bill. Well a lot of discussions have gone on and it’s far too long, we can’t explain it 

away. I remember 2006 – 2007 was when I heard the right to information bill and whistle blowers Act Bill 

and all that, and it’s still at a stage of a Bill. It’s something I don’t think its proper we need to fast track it. 

Now anytime you hear about it, they say “oh its with Government, oh its with parliament”, I don’t think 

there is any reason not to do it, the challenges they are talking about is about  infrastructure, its about all 

kinds of things which  if we put our minds to it, we can do it. It should be done by people who intend 

would be checked by it. I would have thought that NCCE, will take this up and sponsor it, its all about 

arrangement that are not good, the checking of the system in the hands of the implementer of the system, 

obviously I don’t think there should be any excuse for its delay in being passed.  

M: Even though in the eyes of the world Ghana is seen as a democratic country, others believe that most of 

our politics now is vented with tribalism? Do you see it that way? 

J: I don’t know to the extent to which others believe and what they consider as tribal politics whether is as 

a result of totality of votes coming from one region or the other or what? Whether it is about appointment 

or whether it is about giving out contracts, because when you talk about tribalism it is broad which can be 

found in all societies. If you have the military or the security service that is made up of one group of people, 

give yourself 5, 10 years, it will blow up in our faces. That is what happened in cote d’ Ivoire and their 

system broke down. Tribalism in itself it’s not a bad thing but the way it is practiced, the way it is said. 

Yeah its there in our politics, its positive and it can be very negative and it depends on how you manage it.  

M: Why did the NPP decide to contest the election results in court? 

J: Because the elections results in our view was flout with massive irregularities, omissions and 

malpractices as per our constitution ACT 64: 3, requires that if such a thing happens in our presidential 

election, you need to petition the Supreme Court with facts and evidence in order to prove it and if you 

prove it based on what the constitution says, remedies will be taken. Apart from remedies being taken, it 

also opens up our electoral processes for scrutinizing and I think all of us are learning from what is going 

on and all that. For us, we believe it’s a wonderful exercise that the petitioners embarked on.  

M: So then it means whatever decision that is taken by the Supreme Court you will accept it? 

J: Well that’s the bases for an enlighten society. I don’t think we went there to be the adjudicators of the 

case; we also want to believe that the judges would also look at the evidence in question, look at a decision 

that would be fair, honest and truthful. If that is done, I don’t think anybody would complain. Justice 
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delayed and Justice denied, obviously will never bring peace. We believe in the system, and we believe we 

have facts.  

M: one question that beats many people’s thought are you had polling agents at the centre and they signed 

the forms, so why are you now saying there were irregularities? Didn’t the polling agents know when they 

were signing it?  

J: if you listen to the electoral commissioner these polling agents ought to have been given provisional 

register, they were not given, you have elections -  people being registered outside, political parties were 

not aware, we agreed that we will use, verifiable machines to make sure we do not have multiple and all 

that. We have an electoral commissioner who is telling us that he printed pink sheets without serializing it. 

That is obviously recipe for compromising the integrity of the election.  

M: but am sure this has happened in previous elections? I mean the irregularities did not just happen in this 

election. Perhaps in other ones it did.  

J: it might have happened previously, may be then the weight of the evidence was not so huge to change 

the verdict as declared. Obviously with all these things which we are talking about if we think that the 

weight of the evidence wasn’t huge we wouldn’t have wasted our time. But we think that it was widespread, 

it was massive. Listening to the electoral commissioner you can see clearly that he himself is not on top of 

issues for us it is forward looking that we are more interested in.  

M: Any thing you will like to add? 

J: The kind of questions you ask me tells me you are coming from a different environment and different 

understanding. I want to say that in writing put the situation here, some of them will look so absurd but you 

must be able to understand the environment other than that your conclusions may not be correct. It may be 

correct to your professor and he will be happy but you may not have done justice to the society in question. 

For transformation of governance system and that also help them in also understanding what is going on in 

Ghana, in Africa and in other so called developing countries and all that. You should take into 

consideration the environment the level of our development, our constitutional frame work, the challenges 

that we have and the little we are doing to improve it.  

M: Thanks for your time.  

J: You are welcome.  
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Interviewer: Marcia Olivette 

Interviewee: Richard Mensah – Radio News Editor – CITI FM 

DATE: 7
th

 June 2013/ Citi Fm Studios (Ghana) 

(M = interviewer Marcia; R = interviewee) 

M: How would you describe Politics in Ghana? 

R: Well what I can say is that, Politics now in the 4th Republic is just about growing, so in some instances 

you can describe it as very abrasive and very ethnic based in terms of their orientation more so because the 

youth and for some of the people who are involved in Politics here in Ghana, it’s not so much about 

ideologies. I have had the chance of interviewing people just to get an understanding of what ideology they 

are following and it’s amazing that some are just following because, it’s a party they like, they just like the 

leaders of the party and therefore they are following, and for those who have had a long tradition especially 

the Dankwa – Busia Party which is the NPP it’s got to do with family ties. It’s just a few of them who are 

really into ideology and it’s sad to say that. NDC which is the ruling party now, came out of a revolution, 

so at a point in time, there were no ideology driving them. When you ask them they will tell you; probity 

and accountability. That is how they were formed, from those principles of probity, accountability - let’s 

punish those we think are doing the state some bad and all that. They came out of that and then emanated 

into a party. It’s just recently they say they are social democrat, so if you go to their grass roots (in 

Ghanaian politics grass roots refer to the ordinary people who support the party).   

 You ask them about social democrat, what they will tell you is that, social democrat are people who care 

about the ordinary Ghanaian but really that is not the definition. You talk about the NPP too they will say 

they are capitalist. But when you look at our history too, you will realize that, in the time of former 

President Kufour, you will realize that they are the ones who introduced a lot of social interventions, so it’s 

a mix of both ideologies that reign in the various parties. 

M: Looking at the two Political Parties, looking at the forms of Governance style they have which one do 

you think goes down well with Ghanaians? 

R: Well if you should ask me, what the two Political parties believe in, I think the NPP will say they 

believe in Property owning democracy, so what it means for them is that you empower the private sector, 

you don’t ostracize the private sector when they are into things, and what it also means is that you don’t 

frown on wealth and they say so because of our history. The revolutionary eras have always frowned on 

wealth so people who are wealthy are accused wrongly or rightly so of being the people who are taking the 

state for granted or people who are involved in some activities that are not worthy of notice. The Property 

owning democracy- for them in their own definition is a governance system that encourages participation 

of private sector in the activity of state while the state does not lose sight of the fact that they have a 

responsibility towards the people. When you look at the NDC too, in the first few years of the 4th republic, 

it was then under Rawlings, it all has to do with the people so that is how they coin the term grass roots 
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people. let’s go to the ground, let’s get to know the needs of the people on the ground, so that we address 

the needs of the masses, so the NDC will tell you that they believe in the power of the masses which means 

that you address the needs of the masses and because they came out of a revolution in terms of their leader, 

who is Rawlings, they also had that mentality of not encouraging wealth creation and this I say in quote, 

because their policies will tell you, that they wanted people to be wealth but the mentality of you are 

wealthy and therefore you are a crook was there, so every person who is a little bit successful is looked at 

with a second eye. In Ghana here we are largely a rural country in terms of our infrastructure. Apart from 

Accra and Kumasi the rest when you go, you are amazed at the kind of things you see, even in the cities, 

there are people who are very poor and for that matter if you want me to say which of the governance style 

I prefer, then the one that has state taking responsibility but also encouraging the private sector to act. I 

think this has not been lost on the two parties, the NPP did a lot in promoting private sector, and the NDC 

also did a lot in their first term in terms of trying to take care of the need of the masses. But there has been 

a fusion from NDC, during President Mills’s time and Kufour’s time. There has been a fusion of the two 

governance style. And that is why I made a point earlier on that, when Kufour came into being, you look at 

most of our social interventions, they introduced it, ordinarily, a property owning democracy believing 

Government should not be involved in that, examples: introducing the bus system, introducing leap – a 

policy that takes care of the very poor in the society so they give them some stipends at the end of the 

month. These are things that socialist will do and not Property owning democracy people will do. During 

President Nkrumah’s time that we had a lot of industries striving and all since then you talk of Ghana and 

basically we are just an import economy, we import everything.  

M: Does elitism or class or societal arrangement affect our voting system?          

R: We have fairly a large number of people who are illiterates and it’s just the way society has been like, 

we have largely rural people, and because the economy is not that strong; there is a large number of people 

who are within the lower class, and the reason why it affects our politics is that the politician can 

indoctrinate them without them really understanding what the situation is, and what is supposed to be done 

so yes, the social structure affects it. But what I can also say is that, in over the years, Ghana is now having 

a fairly large proportion of middle class people. So now the realization is coming. That is why people are 

now beginning to question policies, people are now beginning to ask of Politicians accountability, but it has 

to grow and like you are saying, because there is a structure, there must be a conscious effort by the system 

to ensure that we are all at a certain level. Why should we use the word opposition and ruling party, when 

it’s just a democracy? Other places, like US, it wouldn’t be a problem, for a democratic president to use a 

republican who he thinks knows best in terms of some strategic area, he will put him there. In 1992, for 

those of us who were around the campaigns, it was about insults - the one who can insult best. By 1996 it 

was changing, 2000 it changed a lot, now even in 2004 & 2008, the campaign was about issues, a classical 

example is the 2012 elections, you will now find politicians, now going on a campaign platform and trying 

to explain policies to the people and what it tells you is that, the nation is gradually becoming conscious of 

the fact that this things must be done because the people are now growing out of their ignorance, the 
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negative is that, the large group of lower class people will not care about your policies, they want to hear, 

you say that when I come I am going to improve your life, I am going to put roads in there, so when a 

politician leaves the cities and go to the villages it’s not about going to explain Policies to the poor old 

woman who goes to his farm and has to go and has to come back and come and buy kenkey 50 pesewas, 

and sometimes it’s hard to find it. The promise you give such a person is that, I will ensure that you buy 

that thing; this is normally not backed by any policy, it’s just phantom talking.  

M: How does Politicians use the Power they have? Do they use it positively to move the nation forward or 

they use it negatively? 

R: it’s both ways. They use it positively and negatively. Positively because I have always held the 

conviction that especially with the leadership when it comes to the Political Parties, when we talk about the 

Presidency, I don’t think any President comes into power to throw the country into abyss. I think there are 

good intentions, the execution is what becomes a problem and in one way or the other the society helps 

them to use power negatively. Because the level of accountability is that low and the level of education is 

that low, there is no real force out there to force somebody to perform, so you wouldn’t have any minister 

in Ghana here that he goes to do something stupid, and it comes to light and you will hear him say he is 

resigning, no you won’t find such. And why wouldn’t you find such, because there is no accountability, and 

the parties are ready to protect their own, rather than protect the nation, sometimes they erroneously equate 

protecting their own – in protecting the nation so you find somebody doing something bad which is against 

the nation and is in one party, they try to cover it saying it will affect the nation but no it rather will affect 

the person’s credibility. Also there is the intention to use power positively but ultimately it is used 

negatively. The intention for using power is to influence the lives of the people and it’s to take the nation 

forward, the other bit of using it negatively is so pronounced because one, corruption, nepotism and all the 

isms that comes with it. It makes it very hard for power to be used positively but ultimately every 

Government wants to move the nation from a certain point to another point and you can argue out that; yes 

if we want to look at the 4th republic we can say that, the successive governments have tried to do that, take 

for instance Rawlings – most of the country’s infrastructure had broken down, he managed to follow 

through, when Kuffour came in, he realized that we are at a bad place when we come to our balance sheet, 

so we went into HIPC, by the time Kuffour was leaving, at least the economy had gone into something, 

Mills came in he did his bit, he tried to shore up, our reserves outside and all that, so these are good 

intentions but the execution. When you leave it to people who are greedy in a way, because there is no 

accountability, the power will always be used negatively, so that is my reason for saying that it’s positive 

and negative.  

M: Even though in the eyes of the world Ghana is seen as a democratic country, others believe that most of 

our politics now is vented with tribalism? Do you see it that way? 

R: we talk about tribalism and ethnicity, the point is that the way the society is structured; you would 

always have a problem of such, if you look at the political structure, as it was then in 1957 and now, there 

are certain traces of why this is so. So you look at Nkrumah who came out of the UP tradition to form CPP, 
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he tried to identify with the grassroots which means all manner of people, but you  look at the party that 

they came in, there was a certain class of people, who formed it and they can be traced to certain clans, 

tribes and all that. Even in the elections, if the results are analyzed well, from 1992 till now, you would 

notice without any doubt that the pattern of voting as always been on tribal lines. The point here is – do we 

use that, as a positive force? But there is a way to turn this force into a positive way of doing things and in 

the same way there is a way to turn it into a negative way. Now that is where the pronouncements of the 

Politicians come into being. I will give you a classical example: you talk of NPP; straight away someone 

will say it’s an Akan Party, because of their behavior but there are Gas, what remains to be done is for the 

leadership of the NPP to ensure that they defuse such thoughts by their own actions and pronouncements. 

You go into the NDC, they will tell you it’s a party for Ewes and partly the Gas, then Mills comes in and 

they say it’s for Fante people and all that. Why would a party be campaigning and say [ “wey di yaa yen 

dze” – as for this it belongs to us; why would you use that]? It’s because, we recognize that there is a 

problem so want to use it for our advantage, by using it for your advantage, one thing must be kept clear, 

that if you don’t do it well, it comes back to hit you. 2012 elections, such things did happen, so yes I can 

speak of the president going to the north and saying to the northerness [“look this is your time, if this time 

passes you will not get it]”. These are sentiments that have been around, I can speak to the fact that Nana 

Addo goes to a place and says [“yen akafo”, why not “yen NPP Foo] and why would the President go and 

say North it is your time? It is about Governance, so I have the policies; so if you believe in me, give it to 

me. So yes, we have the problem of ethnicity; we have the problem of tribalism, all in Ghana and 

sometimes the pronouncement of the Politician makes it worse and that is the sad aspect of it. However I 

can beat my chest and say that, people are beginning to recognize that if you don’t handle it well, it will 

blow in our faces. So there is this conscious effort that although it is there, it is dying down a little bit and I 

made reference to 1957, Nkrumah introduced boarding house because of this whole ethnicity and tribalism 

and things, example: there is a boarding house in Accra, somebody else comes from Ashanti or the North, 

so we all mix and it helped a lot because you meet people with different characters and that makes you 

wonder but within two to three months you all become a family. There are situations in Ghana that some 

tribes are not allowed to marry to some tribes and that is bad it fuels that and the Politician knows because 

Politicians are a subset of society. As for the issue of ethnicity and tribalism we can’t hide and say it’s not 

happening, it is happening but we need to control it.  

M: In Ghana as we speak, we don’t have right to information bill, how does that affect you as a media 

house, in terms of ensuring fairness in our Political front? 

R: what it means is that, you have to go look for your information knowing very well that you can be 

refused and no explanation would be given and the person refusing you is not thinking is a wrong idea to 

do that, fortunately for us the country has had on a drawing board a bill to that effect, which has gone 

through public debate, various lobby groups – in terms of what should be included and what should not be. 

Well as we speak we are being told cabinet has approved the document, so it’s now going to parliament and 

the president has given its assurance, when it comes back from parliament as approved, he is going to sign 
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it into law, so granted all these things happen, then it means that, the field is now going to change, in terms 

of finding or looking out for information because it helps a lot. When you have the right, as empowered by 

law to find out something, you are always confident in going there, other than that, you have to address 

your mind to accept a few of these kinds of things to get your information which is not good, it makes the 

work very hard because you have to go look out for the information and give.  This is a society that likes 

keeping things to itself, it runs through our culture, even in the house, you go and do something but you see, 

you are told to let it stay in the house. Now with the implementation, the fight that will be happening, in 

terms of what the person thinks naturally should go out and what should not go out will be the problem. 

Not forgetting that the bill has certain specifics to that effect.  

M: would you say there are double standards in Ghanaian politics?  

R: there are double standards. If you have observed our political landscape especially in the fourth republic, 

you will realize that when the parties are in opposition they turn in quote speak more for the people, the 

same policies they criticized, the same actions they criticized when they are in government they become 

mute over it. A classic example I can give is the issue of utility tariffs and the fuel prizes, every opposition 

party that I have known since 1992 has fought against it and I am saying 1992 because the two main 

political parties have had the opportunity of coming into power so when they were in power, the issue of 

increasing tariffs was as good as the argument can be, when they are out of power don’t mention it. The 

same leaders you find coming to say whatever about it, are the same people who are now saying they don’t 

agree 

Yes, there are double standards, more so because there is so much nepotism and cronyism.  

M: From your media outfit, your responsibility over the 2012 election was to monitor, and ensure it was 

free and fair, now the NPP is contesting it, would you say you did a good job or perhaps; there was 

something your outfit overlooked.  

R: I can tell you my outfit did a good job. Ours is to observe, ours is to report on happenings. Where there 

should be interventions we did what we could do as a media house. In fact we in collaboration with IDEG 

and the rest organized constituency symposium where you had the candidates coming to explain what their 

policies are and all that, so yes we did our part as a media and maybe speaking for ourselves, I can 

confidently say that, that task was executed fairly. So not to strain into the merits and demerits of the 

contestation at court now, I will say yes the media did its job because the media is not in charge of the 

process; we are only to be as watch dogs and from where we stand, we did our work well, because we can’t 

interfere in the process. In terms of pre-campaign messages, we had all the political parties represented.  

M: the EC in his hearing at court; admitted to some irregularities, wouldn’t the media have had knowledge 

of that?  

R: no that will be very difficult because for instance if you look at some of the irregularities that have been 

discussed there, it has to do with what the EC officials and the party people must do, now let me tell you 

what happens here, the media person is given a tag to identify himself to go around, during counting, you 

are there, they are counting, you don’t even have the right to question anything, because counting is done in 
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the open, so being in the media you can’t say, you think a ballot paper is not good, you run the risk of being 

beaten. It’s not good for whom? You are not part of the people ensuring that it goes in the box that is why 

we will not be able to identify such irregularities.  

M: now the court case is ongoing, if there should be any kind of decision, do you think the outcome is 

going to strength our democracy? 

R: I tend to disagree with people, who say that looking at the way our society is, this thing shouldn’t have 

happened, I believe this is the best time it should happen. We have practiced 20 years of our democracy, 

when there is need to be change it has to be now. Not to run into difficulties of agreeing that there were 

irregularities, or there were no irregularities, or things must change, am saying that we can’t continue to be 

doing the same things, over and over again. If it doesn’t benefit you, and I think that it will only has to 

strength our democracy. From where I sit, what I see is that no matter the decision that come out of the 

court proceedings, there will be a strong case made for electoral reforms and that will only go to the benefit 

of us as a nation. Therefore the appeal has always been that let the politicians educate their so called foot 

soldiers to know that in court it can be A, it can be B, and that is why they have the scale of justice. If by 

the end of the court proceedings, they say let’s go for a second round, that is the democracy we have agreed 

to. let’s all ensure that we protect ourselves from any external things, which will cause confusion and go 

through the process, when it’s said the decision of the EC should remain, let’s all agree that, in the next few 

years, we will go to elections again and do our things well, if they also say the other person has won, other 

than the current one presently sworn in, that is what the parties had adhered themselves to the processes in 

court, and I think it will strengthen our democracy and it will have a telling impact on our institutions. 

M: Thank you so much.  

R: you are welcome.  
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Interviewer: Marcia Olivette 

Interviewee: Abu Issa Monnie – News Editor – PEACE FM 

DATE: 12
th

 June 2013 / Peace Fm Studios (Ghana) 

(M = interviewer Marcia; A = interviewee) 

 

M: How would you describe Ghanaian politics? 

A: I think people understand little when it comes to politics in Ghana. What they do understand is they 

belong to a certain group that they identify themselves with and that is how we associate with politics in 

this country. It’s not about issues that are raised or what we intend to benefit from it but it’s a matter of 

identification, sometimes it is for ethnic associations, at other times too it’s because of peer association – 

the people we get to know. That is the nature of the politics in this country.  

M: what are the issues that confront Ghanaian politics in general? 

A: In Ghana it is very easy to look at politicians and describe them as people who think about themselves 

first because no matter which side of the two political device you belong to, you realize that when the 

politician comes to power they think about themselves first, it’s not about the people.  They enrich 

themselves; they do all the good things to themselves before the electorates. I am speaking in terms of the 

two biggest political parties; NPP and NDC. The issues really don’t come into play.  

M: What does your media outfit do to keep a fair balance atmosphere with our politics? 

A: we do our best here. You can be sure that when party A is called on an issue, party B will also be called 

to tell their part of the story. We try to create a fair balance ground for the politician. The real difficulty we 

have is that if you are not careful and you put the issue out there and try to say what it is the parties will not 

be happy with your station and they will pollute the minds of their supporters that you are against them. So 

it’s a difficult terrain. There is a thin line between telling the people what the true story is and what kind of 

political game is being played. Most of the time we don’t have editorial opinion of what is really happening, 

we depend on the political parties to see it the way they way they see it, so we don’t have opinion as 

journalists, we tell people what politics is, but the real game is between the political parties, not what the 

media houses have to say, because whatever they say is a reflection of what they think and not what the 

media houses think.  

M: In Ghana as I speak to you now, we don’t have the right to information bill, how does that affect our 

Ghanaian politics?  

A: As a media house you can only get the information that is available, what the politician decides to hide 

is what you don’t get to see and probably if the right to information bill is passed then that will put some 

kind of pressure on the politician to tell us what the true facts are or what the state of affairs are; but in the 

absence of that you can only know what they want you to know so we have a difficulty, and sometimes 

when you get behind them and tell the story as it is, they come out and deny that it is not so. But I am sure 
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when the right to information bill is passed then it will put them in a difficult area, it will force them to tell 

us the truth then everybody will believe what we are saying. Because for now if I say A and you come out 

and say B, then we will leave it to the masses to judge so nobody knows what the truth is.  

M: Are there any double standards in Ghanaian politics? 

A: We all know that politicians always exaggerate their positions on what are really the issues. I mean 

when it’s not their party in power they tend to exaggerate their opinion of what they think about the same 

issue. An issue in point is, increasing fuel prizes. Party A, is in opposition and criticizes and says its not 

good for the average Ghanaian but believe me, when they come to power that is the first thing they do, they 

increase petroleum prizes. We have seen issues when the former president kuffour of NPP wanted to 

introduce the national health insurance or taking Ghana to hipc. There was hue and cry in the political arena 

but believe me every Ghanaian is benefiting from it now. So when you think about it, you ask yourself why 

the opposition party was making so much noise about. Is it because they will not get the credit? I think we 

should have a national development planning commission which should be devoid of partisan issues, if 

there is development project it should come from that and also those people at the electoral commission 

their tenure should not be determined by the politicians in power it should be a state appointment and they 

should be there as long as they continue with their project so that this country can develop. For instance we 

have another issue on education, Party A says its 4 years, party B comes and says it has to be three years, so 

they are playing with our educational system. Then you begin to wonder what is good for our country?  

M: Do you think the majority is always right. I am asking you this question based on how our 

parliamentarians run affairs in the parliament house in - terms of decision making. 

A: well majority is always right in terms of numbers but if it is about policies that will succeed and benefit 

this country I think we need to look at it again, so like I have just said it takes us back to national 

development planning commission. If there is an issue, that will faze this country and it is for the citizens of 

this country to benefit I don’t think it should depend on majority vote, I think everybody’s opinion is 

important especially the stake holders, the politicians, the opinion leaders in society. We need to speak to 

everybody to find out what they need. I mean the politician will always say that yes, putting every issue to 

referendum is expensive and it might take sometime there fore it will delay political programmes and so on, 

but the end of the day, if its because of numbers we tend to put bad policies in place then its majority of this 

country who is going to benefit from that kind of thing.  The issue of majority is right is a bit dicey I do not 

subscribe to that. I think we should look at how important the issue is, and what Ghanaians can say about it.  

M: Even though in the eyes of the world Ghana is seen as a democratic country, others believe that most of 

our politics now is vented with tribalism? Do you see it that way?  

A: sometimes segregation is good. At other times too, segregation is not. There is nothing you can do about 

tribalism, people belong to tribes, and for various reasons we didn’t create those tribes. Particular group of 

people will like to vote in a particular way but I am saying this and to be very controversial, I am saying 

that if really we want to develop this country I think people should not be partisan, I think they shouldn’t 

belong to any political party because at the end of the day, the politician themselves are not honest to the 
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people of this country, so why should I put my vote on auto pilot so that I know that every year I am voting 

for party A or party B. I think people should redraw their votes, they should always look at the programmes 

of political parties to be able to vote for them but in this country its unfortunate, people vote according to a 

certain pattern , you know region A by all means will go to party A and region B will go to party B. so 

when the issues are like that it gives the politician little work to do because they know that this region will 

support them, they don’t really have to work hard to prove themselves that they can do much and they 

know that ok this is region B,  no matter what I do they will vote against me, I don’t have to work hard to 

put something there. But if it is about changing the opinion of developing this country then I think the 

regional votes shouldn’t be the same. I think people should not be committed to political parties. I think 

they should be committed to programmes for this country and that is very controversial. I pray that some 

day it will happen, people will look at issues.  

M: who checks the politician? In terms of making sure that they are not corrupt? 

A: at the moment, it should be the media. It is the media that high lights these issues, bring them to the fore, 

but I think that in a situation where the same politicians don’t have faith in the police service that can 

investigate these issues and publish them, then we have a difficulty. The same politician who will work 

with a certain group of people, the moment they go into opposition they distrust them. We hope that some 

day these institutions will be there. The investigative bodies always say no one has made complain to me 

and until that is done, they cannot pursue or investigate a politician. They act that way because often their 

appointment is a political one.  

M: your media outfit was one of the media houses that gave the public information on the elections in 2012 

now the case is in court and then it comes up there were some irregularities. First of all, does it mean the 

media didn’t do a good job? Why didn’t you identify these irregularities?  

A: you know that the media is not an investigative body. We can only point them out and it’s only the 

electoral commission that can order investigation into these issues or any political party. Even in the last 

election, the media houses were not given an opportunity to take part in early elections so that they can 

monitor the elections very well. The media institutions voted that very day that the elections were taking 

place. So assuming you want to assign people to areas that you can smell by all means there could be 

trouble brewing so you send people there that day your reporter is also in a queue to go and vote so what 

time will they finish and take a car to follow the situation. We had a problem that very day on Election Day. 

The media can only talk about it but the electoral commissioner could say these problems identified by the 

media will have little impact on the results there is nothing the media can do. What is in court right now 

that is where the issue should go.  

M: how did your outfit ensured there was fairness in the election.  

A: because we reported all sides. Now we try to avoid trying to hype issues too much. At the end of the day 

you want everybody to be satisfied. You don’t want to create a panic situation where people will take up 

sticks, arms after each other because one political party has been reported of cheating in one area. We can 

raise issues on what is happening but we can not pursue the issue further.  
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M: so in  a case whiles you are at the election grounds, you realize that one political party is inciting his 

supporters to turn to violence whiles the vote is going on and you come on air to talk about it don’t you 

inform the police to follow up.  

A: we can alert the police but putting it on air we believe we are alerting the police.  

M: now the court case is ongoing, if there should be any kind of decision, do you think the outcome is 

going to strength our democracy? 

A: in the first place, I think it’s a constitutional requirement that if you have any problems with the 

elections that shouldn’t stop the electoral commission from announcing the results as to who as won and 

who as lost. If you have any strong grievances go to court to ask for redress that is why the issue is there. I 

believe its okay that the case is in court, but at the end of the day what exactly are we looking for? We are 

looking for the court to say that the party that has won didn’t win the election and then party B which didn’t 

win now has won. What is the guarantee is that when they say that the supporters of the party in power will 

also agree that we have also lost so let us agree. We will be creating a chaotic situation. But what we are 

saying is that ok, the supreme court in this country should have a final say on what exactly happened,  that 

they should determine the issue be it on the facts that are provided. They are looking at if some 

irregularities had happened, if they did happen, did it affect the final results of the election? Basically what 

everybody is looking at is that, the problems that has been enumerated or talked about in court. These are 

not new issues that had happened. The politicians – it appears they knew about these flaws in previous 

elections and some of them have taken advantage of it, they use it to win elections and so they are very 

much aware. It is us the voters who don’t know.  We hope the court will order strong electoral reforms 

which will block all these holes for future occurrences. Ghanaians are looking for a decision from the court 

that will bring peace and understanding.  

Marcia: thank you so much.   
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Interviewer: Marcia Olivette 

Interviewee: Samuel Akuamoah – director of programmes at NCCE (national commission on civic 

education).  

Date: 14
th

 June 2013/ The office of NCCE (Ghana) 

(M = interviewer Marcia; S.A = interviewee) 

 

M: Can you tell me the mandate of national commission on civic education?  

S A: Our mandate is to educate Ghanaians, on the principles and objectives, of the constitution and to 

empower them, to defend the constitution of Ghana at all times against any form of abuse or violation.  

M: how often is this education done? 

S.A: we do it on daily bases. As we speak our officers are on the field working through out the country, in 

every part of the country, we are present. We have about 1800 work force and who are located in the 

communities, we have 216 offices across the country, so in every district of the country you find our staff, 

we have up to about  8 officers per district and so on a daily basis, we go round to educate the community 

on issues pertaining to the constitution.  

M: with the little survey I did on the role of your outfit, it seems, the general perception is that, NCCE is 

failing to do its work. Especially most of the citizens don’t even know their rights.  

S.A: you see it depends on the location. I am sure, you were talking to the very urban people and in many 

of the urban centres’, people have migrated to look for money and they are not ready to submit themselves 

for public education apart from maybe, what they may hear on radio. We do programmes, and it’s very 

difficult to get the ordinary person on the streets attend, but if you want to have a feel of the impact of what 

the NCCE is doing go to the country side, I tell you, we are a grassroots organization. But I keep telling 

people who want to access us at the urban level that you won’t see the real work, the real stuff that we are 

giving out; you won’t find it here, because people here are on a daily basis engage with what will fill their 

tummy, but in the rural communities, they see our people as the people who will give them enlightenment, 

and so the key stake holders, the community leaders, the chiefs, I mean traditional authorities, when we 

partner them and we want to speak to their subjects or the members of their group, they make themselves 

readily available and it would be very interesting, if it is possible for you to take a trip to the field, to one of 

the districts, and check we have inter party dialogue communities, where we have created the platform for; 

members of political parties and community leaders and other key stake holders including the security 

agencies, to have a dialogue constantly on – monthly basis to discuss issues on Governance and others and 

take decisions, you know that kind of thing. In Accra, we have them but they are very difficult to run but in 

a community, a chief will say lets meet and a chief is even ready to offer say water or some soft drink, in 

Accra its not like that.  

M: what form of education? Is it informal or formal? 
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S.A: we have two main approaches. The first one is direct community contact and engagement, with that 

we get the people into a forum and we talk directly, we educate them directly and get feedback from them, 

and even with the direct community contact we have community durbars, we have focused group 

discussions, we have community theater where the local people themselves engage in. we also have the 

mass approach. The direct community contact we sit with the people, and engage them directly, in that case 

the advantage is that, immediate feedback, and with the mass approach, we use the mass media, we use 

television, radio, mobile cinema vans, we use literature. Etc. sometimes we combine the two, because after 

direct community contact, for instance, we discuss rights and responsibilities, and then maybe we show a 

film to give some kind of better understanding, and then at the end of it, sometimes we give flyers, 

brochures, to sustain the discussion that had taken place. We are now trying to enroll the education on our 

school curriculum, to ensure Ghanaian children to get the foundation at an early stage, we have not been 

yet successful, but what we are doing now, is establishing civic education clubs from the junior high school 

level through the senior high school level, to the University.  

M: so who supports these activities? Is it the Government or stake holders? 

S.A: we are funded by the state. So we take our money from the consolidated fund. The only disadvantage 

is that, we have to go through, the ministry of finance so Government would have a hand in it and that is 

where we have a challenge. But we are not under Government, we don’t take instructions from 

Government, we can only be directed by parliament, we don’t report to Government, we don’t even report 

to the ministry. Any report we send to the ministry is just about finances. We report to parliament and so 

we are an independent institution and all our staff is expected to be non partisan in the delivery of their 

work. You are caught doing partisan work we will fire you. We have stake holders helping us, we have 

developing partners, and donor agencies.  

M: what has been done about voter education? 

S.A: When you come to voter education, I believe strongly that, if this commission was not around, we 

would have gotten a different result. I mean the way people take issues, for instance the last elections as 

soon as the results got to a certain point, we got wind of people trying to use some of the youth, especially 

in the Moslem community; the zongos.  

M: Then it means you know where the problems are? 

S.A: Because our people are on the ground and before the elections we organized parliamentary candidate’s 

debate at most of the constituency level. Before we did that we conducted a research to consult the people 

to know the issues of concern they want their candidates to address and we had 14 issues. The first three are 

education, health, and employment. We got the information to the candidates to study them and they did 

sensitization for the communities and then they created the platform. The last election for instance we made 

it issue based and you realize that they picked up. So you realize each candidate for each party now was 

talking about issues like education, health and employment.  

M: The education that goes on with the citizens concerning voter education, do you see the impact, because 

you have done it over time, do you see any changes? 
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S.A: I think the trend in results from the constituencies is normal. In America for instance if you watch, if 

the candidate is coming from the south what happens; he pulls vote there. So why not us? So if you look at 

the two largest political parties, NDC and NPP and you look at the traditions, you can see that some how 

the Nkrumah’s group some of them, are in NDC, a few of them are in NPP so obviously the strong holds of 

these traditions will obviously come up, for me the positive thing that I saw was that, the acrimony and 

interpret language came down, and people spoke to issues. Even if you look at the trend, there was this 

issue about skirt and blouse, where in one area, they vote for the president and they vote his parliamentary 

candidate out. This tells you that the people are becoming conscious even though they belong to this 

tradition of strong holds belonging to said parties; we want to give our vote to the president and give our 

vote not to the parliamentary candidate of the president but to a different party.  It will take time, we are a 

growing democratic country, indeed we have practiced 21 years of democracy, its not much, we still have a 

long way to travel. The kind of culture we have also influences our politics.  The voting pattern, yes of 

course the last elections, the NDC, was leading in about 8 regions as against 2 regions for the NPP, in 2008, 

it was the same. But if you look at the votes and the percentage because the population is also concentrated 

in some regions, so the trend is there. But the people are getting gradually aware of what good Governance 

is. If you come and you are not impressing them they will throw you out.  

M: How would you describe Ghanaian politics? 

S.A: Ghanaian politics I will say is at a developing stage. Progressively we are growing, but the 

polarization is too much. That is, the problem I have with Ghanaian politics. If you are, party A, then you 

perceive party B, as your enemy. Every problem that comes up in our society and community, instead of 

facing the problems squarely, we turn to politicize it. That is one challenge that we have. 

M: What are you doing, to control the challenge as a commission which seeks to educate the citizens on the 

constitution? 

S.A: In the constitution fortunately there is a section that deals with that. This is about attitudinal change, 

and this is why we are working hard in the schools because the adult population has taken entrenched 

positions and so if we don’t work hard to grow the young ones in the culture of tolerance then obviously 

the polarized situation will continue to persist.  

M: what is your commission doing to curb tribalism in our politics? 

S.A: direct principles of state policy provides for that, this information is in our constitution. We need to 

live above ethnic interest. We need to see ourselves as Ghanaians first and foremost. The tribal issues some 

of the politicians try to play them out. Recently there was an issue on air when a politician was inciting his 

followers against another tribe. I believe strongly in the young generation we have hope because the kind of 

product we are getting from our civic education class, we need to do a lot of work there.  

M: so with the education that goes on, do you sometimes enroll or do you sometimes get the political 

leaders involved as well because they are the front runners; I know that they are part of our society and we 

expect that they should  know what our constitution is, but then again, periodic education on the 

constitution is also important? 
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S.A: they are key stake holders. In our recent constitution week lecture – the democracy lecture, the flag 

bearer of the NPP, Nana Akuffo Addo – he was there to listen to Asante hene, and former president 

Rawlings was also there. We have created a platform which offers them the opportunity to dialogue – the 

inter party dialogue committees. And so in all our programmes we make sure that all the segments of 

society are captured. The marginalized groups, the political parties, community leaders, workers, and 

children we try to capture all of them. For the political parties, we have political party youth activist group 

programme where we target the youth who were in the parties. In the last election, we used programmes of 

this sort to reduce violence. We look at the flash points areas in the country and also engage the youth over 

there, our strategies to try to convince them, to wave violence against peace.  

M: the on going court case what is your office doing so that the decision that will come out from the court 

will not lead to any chaos amongst the citizens? 

S.A: we have already started doing programme on that. As I said we brought the Asantehene to talk to 

every body. We brought the political leaders, diplomatic communities of the youth groups and the general 

public went through series of education. We are also collaborating with the kofi annan peace keeping centre, 

to scan public opinion across the region, so currently we are in the field doing that, to ask about questions 

on how people will take it when the outcome comes. We are trying to put this together to develop a position 

paper, which we will use as public engagements. That will come as a follow up to the big gathering we did 

in Accra, and this will be done across the country. We are scanning the public opinion in regional bases so 

that when the position papers come we will see the trend to be able to curb anything that is negative. So the 

findings, the report will guide us to do precisely, what will help us.  

M: so far you have said so much of what the commission does, it seems the commission is doing well but 

we don’t have stronger policies and institutions to deal with these situations that often arise in our society; 

an example is corruption.  

S.A: The institutions are there but they are weak. We keep calling for the strengthening of these institutions, 

for instance if you look at the mandate of CHRAJ (commission on human rights and administrative justice). 

They have very sweeping powers and its independent but because of the weakness they are not able to 

stand on their feet. The weakness I am talking about, for instance CHRAJ they need legal officers, the 

conditions of service is terrible, and so what will be the crop of legal officers that you attract. You have 

entrenched internal mechanisms. The independent institutions are there, but they are weak in terms of 

human resource capacity, logistics support, funding is a challenge and this is our problem. If you look at the 

CHRAJ mandate very sweeping it combines anti corruption and administrative justice. They can even 

investigate the president. The institutions are there; the electoral commission, the national media 

commission, NCCE etc, we need to strengthen the institutions to be able to realize the fruits that we expect.  

M: thanks for your time. 
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Interviewee: Egbert Fabil – Legal Practitioner  

Date: 14
th

 June 2013 /Adabraka (Ghana) 

(M = interviewer Marcia; E = interviewee) 

 

M: How would you describe Ghanaian politics? 

E: Ghana’s politics has had a much charted history. I mean right from the pre-independence movement 

through the attainment of independence and possibly to the present day 4
th

 republican arrangement, where 

we have since 1992 a constitutional development, one constitution in place that have not been overthrown 

by the constitutions of the 1
st
, 2

nd
, and 3

rd
 republic. It’s been one of mixed blessings. Mixed because under 

our first president Dr. Nkrumah we took off with a lot of promise, then the coup of 1966 came, there after 

we restored our constitution order in 1969 with the election of the Busia’s party in government. That 2
nd

 

government was short lived when Acheampong struck, there after, we also had this situation of Limann 

administration coming into office following elections in September 1979 and that government was also 

overthrown by Mr. Rawlings on 31
st
 December 1982. but since we Palma gated the 1992 constitution on 

the 7
th

 of January 1993, we have seen two governments of president Rawlings, after which we have seen 

two governments of president kuffour. Then came President Mills who unfortunately died in office, first 

time ever in Ghana, and then currently the disputed elections that have witnessed Mahama in office but of 

course we are in court disputing the elections and actually challenging his elections. So I will say that yes, 

Ghana’s democratic journey and its evolution as been a checked one, its almost a saga but I think for now 

we are stable and one of the decent nations on the continent of Africa. We have changed governments from 

one party to another party. I must say that we are not really toddlers in democracy now.  

M: educate me about some of the laws that govern Ghana’s politics? 

E: The fundamental law that governs our politics is the 1992 constitution which essentially among others 

provide for the three arms of government. The executive, the legislature and the judiciary. The president 

heads the executive; legislature is headed by the speaker of parliament and the judiciary which actually 

dispenses justice in the name of the people. This constitution is the fundamental law of the land. Any law 

which is inconsistent with it is a bad law and will be struck down by the Supreme Court if any body goes to 

the Supreme Court for that kind of arrangement. Then of course, our constitution makes provision for an 

electoral commission by law. There is actually a law passed to that effect because every democracy strives 

on elections. There are various organs of the state which have also evolved as a result of the constitution. 

We have the National commission on civic education (NCCE), which actually over see and superintend 

citizens’ education in respect to rights of citizens, obligations of the state and what have you. Ghana has a 

lot of laws; if you check our statutory book we have too many laws. The problem with this kind of 

arrangement as Ghanaians is that we have laws for actually everything but we do not implement those laws 

to the latter.  

M: In Ghana, we don’t have the right to information, how does that affect our Ghanaian politics? 
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E: it does but the right to information bill if its passed into a law is not the solution. A lot of people are 

putting a lot of faith in that law or bill. It is more if you like reactive, you see so phenomenal happenings 

you write to a public office that you want information on this and based on that they have to give you. I 

want a situation where our system should be up and doing such that, minimally wrongs will not even occur 

in the first place. People should not behave as if when this bill is passed into law,  that is the end of the 

problems of journalism. We live in a country where a Minister of state has gone on record to say that when 

I enter my office and my shut my door what ever happens in my office is none of the publics business, so 

maybe we need the right to information bill.  

M: would you say our elections have always been free and fair? 

E: no, our elections have not always been free and fair. That description of our elections been free and fair 

it’s for me almost a swine song from these observers who come, whether from European, American or 

internal sources. Point is that we have issues with our elections. The ongoing petition with Nana Addo, 

President Mahama, and the electoral commission is showing a lot. That we have fundamental problems 

with election administration in this country and I think that this election petition no matter which way it 

goes is going to result in serious electoral reforms in this country.  

M: Are there double standards in Ghanaian politics? 

E: A lot. Politicians are individuals, politicians are human beings. They are prone to the frailties and bias of 

every living human being. Just as we deceive people in our homes, offices and relationships and what have 

you, that same way that those in politics also live. So for example, NDC government promised one term 

premium payment of NHIS (national health insurance scheme), if you add Mahama government to the 

Mills government, how many years now? Five years. Where is it? Have you seen any insurance that is 

running on one term premium payment?  

M: Even though in the eyes of the world Ghana is seen as a democratic country, others believe that most of 

our politics now is vented with tribalism? Do you see it that way? 

E: Tribalism, ethnicity it depends on the uses to which you put it because our tribes and ethnic backgrounds, 

can become centers for organization and developments. When you begin to see tribe as a conquest, where 

you then have a situation where leaders in public and private offices make sure that they fill key and 

important positions with their clans men, people from their ethnic background then it is dangerous. It’s 

happened in Ghana’s history. An example is Mr. Rawlings administration in PNDC days, the kind of 

dominance from the Ewes; give a lot of cause to worry where key positions are filled in with one tribe. You 

compare this kind of scenario to the Kwame Nkrumah years. Nkrumah was a dispassionate Ghanaian. He 

didn’t care where anybody came from; all that mattered to him is your ability to work. Going forward as a 

nation he implement meritocracy, it is better than anything. For good reason or bad measure certain parts of 

this country tend to vote in a domino manner. As Ashantis our party is NPP, as Ewes our party is NDC so 

whatever it is it is not issue based, we just vote for that party, I think it is dangerous. Every party has their 

strong holds; even in America parties have their strong holds. We should harness the good of tribe and 

ethnicity.  
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M: how do politicians use power in Ghanaian politics? Do they use it positively or negatively? 

E: I think that there are enough checks and balances in our constitutional order for our politicians to react 

positively to. But human beings being what they are, I mean go to Italy, Silvio Berlusconi, he has had 

issues with the use of power, even as in minors and all the rest. When ever you exercise power, always 

know that you need to exercise control.  

M: you mentioned that there are laws which checks corruption in the country, but I will like to know which 

institutions are mandated to fight this. 

E: CHRAJ, the police, the BNI, there is laws on causing financial lose to the state. Ghana’s criminal and 

other offences act, ACT 29, is replete with laws that are firmly in place to check corruption if it is found 

and if it is dealt with. Again as I said, we have all these fine laws but one question still remains, if you are 

friend of the Attorney we get no where. You remember in the United States, a serving president Clinton 

was impeached and faced the grand jury over the Monica Lewinsky affair. In Ghana it will not have been 

possible. It was possible in the US, because they have the office of the independent council, where Kenneth 

Starr brought impeachment proceedings and all that against the President. In Ghana when a president is in 

office you cannot take him to court and then when he leaves office you can only bring him to court within 

the first three years.  

M: now the court case, some sections of the public believe that the NPP knew of these loop holes and 

irregularities in our electoral processes and are using it to their advantage. 

E: I don’t think so at all. This case is not between NPP and NDC. Its between Nana Akuffo Addo as first 

petitioner, Dr. Mamud Bawumia has second petitioner and jake obetsibi lamptey against John Mahama as 

first respondent, 2
nd

 respondent is the EC, and the NDC applied to join as 3
rd

 respondent. The NPP didn’t 

know of any loop holes. It is just that when the results started coming in and we started auditing what was 

coming out and people realized that there was something fundamentally wrong.  

M: and they raised there was something wrong only at the time, they were going to declare the results? 

E: but that is what our laws say. On Election Day what can you do? On Election Day every thing stops 

working apart from security. Our law says that if you want to challenge the validity of the election of the 

president, you cannot do so until the results are gazetted, and then 21 days after that you can go to court.  

M: Do you think the outcome of the court case is going to strengthen Ghana’s democracy? 

E: I believe in the case of the petitioners. How ever it goes, one thing is that the elections of this country 

will never be the same again. It will be better organized. Better ballot accounting, and there will be better 

preparation if you like logistical provision made for future elections.  

M: is the majority always right? 

E: no, certainly not.  
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M: How would you describe Ghanaian politics in general? 

F: Ghanaian politics is as vibrant as you can find in any other country. We embraced democracy a long 

time ago. During the first republic Ghana was a vibrant democratic state with relatively strong institutions. 

It is a case that the democratic experience was interrupted unfortunately by military adventures so we had 

periods where democracy could not flourish for a long time but since 1992, we have returned to democracy. 

We have put in place a strong tested constitution. That is the 1992 constitution which forms the basis for all 

that we do in terms of governance and in terms of democratic practice. It’s a constitution that guarantees 

basic fundamental human rights and also ensures that those who exercise authority do so in a responsible 

manner and accordance with the principles of the rule of law. It’s a multi – party democracy we are 

practicing here so that means that we have many political parties; some small – some relatively stronger. 

The two main parties are the NDC and the NPP so invariably they are the ones that dominate our political 

discussion even though, smaller parties like the CPP, PPP every now and then make meaningful 

contributions. We have a strong parliament,  that is representatives of various political groupings, once 

again the NDC and the NPP dominate.  There are a few independent candidates. Our governance process is 

such that, parliament exercises direct oversight on the activities of the executive which is headed by the 

executive president. This arrangement allows for scrutiny of government programme policies and other 

laws that government want to pass. We also have a very strong judiciary which serves as an arbiter, when 

some persons feel aggrieved in terms of violations of their rights and other statutory violations. We have a 

very vibrant media. The Ghanaian media I dare say is the most vibrant media any where in Africa – in fact 

even in the world. There are no intimidations. I can proudly say that there is not a single political prisoner 

in Ghana. Currently there are close to a 100 news papers, there are even more radio stations and there are 

quiet significant TV stations as well.  

M: In Ghana as I speak to you now, we don’t have the right to information bill, how does that affect our 

Ghanaian politics?  

F: I have a copy of the right to information bill right in front of me, it initially went to parliament but 

parliament brought it back for some amendments to be made in order to further deepen transparency and 

accountability which are major requirements in our constitution. The idea behind it is to empower the 

citizenry through legislation to be able to demand the sort of accountability and transparency in the workers 

of government that is necessary to enhance democracy and development.  

M: how do politicians use power in Ghanaian politics? Do they use it positively or negatively? 
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F: In Ghana we are guided by the constitution. The constitution makes clear that those who exercise 

authority, those who exercise some form of privilege, and those who exercise some form of discretion are 

not permitted to use it in a capricious manner. That the use and exercise of that prerogative must be done in 

accordance with the law and must be done in a manner that factor the need to respect the rights of 

individuals. We also have an independent constitutional body called, the commission on human rights and 

administrative justice which have the mandate to investigate some of these abuses. They have done a good 

job. They have had some landmark cases before them. They are instances persons in government have been 

called to appear before the commission. Irrespective that a particular government is in power, the 

commission has made that determination of the matter and has often provided sanctions which other wise 

would not have been applied. Persons found guilty have been compelled to give up their positions or take 

corrective measures.  

M: How do we determine, as the years go on that we are moving towards a developed country where in this 

case as we discuss people are voting based on tribal sentiments? 

F: if you followed the elections that were conducted in 2012 very closely, you will find out people voted on 

issues. The political parties for the first time were compelled to speak to issues because people were not 

prepared for the excesses of campaign. People were not prepared for personality attacks and what have you. 

The opposition NPP put across what may sound as a fantastic idea of free senior high school that any body 

ordinary would adhere to and give their votes to the party making this promise but Ghanaians saw through 

it and thought that it was impractical in view of our current circumstance to expect that one could have free 

senior high school education. We on the NDC side emphasized quality. We argued that for instance rather 

than promising blanket free senior high school education, it’s important that we improve upon the 

infrastructure, expand the infrastructure and give access to people who do not have access to senior high 

education, at the moment we have close to 700,000 students in senior high schools in Ghana, but there is 

also another 150 - 200,000 who do not access to senior high school education. If you promise free senior 

high school education for those in school at the moment you will still keep out the 200,000 people who 

have no where to go because resources that you will other wise have used to expand access will have to go 

into payment of fees for the 700,000. We said it was better to ensure that we created opportunity for the 

200,000 who have been left outside, so that they can come into the system and as and when more resources 

come into the system, we can then begin to if you like relieve parents from the burden of making a 

contribution to their children’s education at the senior high school level. For now until we get to that stage, 

parents would have to make some minimal contribution whiles government bares the larger cost. So we put 

across a programme that said that we will build 200 senior high schools across the length and breadth of 

this country that will guarantee access for 200,000 senior high school students who do not have the 

opportunity. In the mean time, we will also expand infrastructure in the existing schools so that they can 

even engage in more intake when the time comes for admission. We will ensure that we take over the 

burden of utility payment from the schools so that that will then reflect in much lower fees paid by parents. 

Then as and when we bring in more resources and develop further we explore the possibility of ensuring 
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free senior high school education. At least every child will have been guaranteed a place in senior high 

school such that a lack of access will not be a reason why a child will be out of school. We presented this 

programme and then people of Ghana accessed it and found out we had a superior plan and that though free 

senior high school sound fantastic, it was better to be realistic and stick to the plan that NDC had put up. 

Ghanaians accepted our information and voted for us, that is the indication that people vote on issues and 

that the Ghanaian has the capacity to analyze the issues, do the proper assessment and pitch the various 

candidates against one another vis a vis their messages and make an informed choice. If people didn’t vote 

on issues they would have voted for the NPP I would imagine but they didn’t and anyone who says 

Ghanaians don’t vote on issues I disagree. People do know that it is important to sift through what is fact 

and what is pure propaganda and when that time comes they make that assessment. In terms of what 

informs our voting pattern, if you critically analyze what transpired in 2012, you will be left with no doubt 

that the issues really matter. There were various debates organized by various organizations that provided 

the platform for all the candidates to articulate their visions and from these debates and platforms people 

made up their minds.  

M: I do agree with you slightly but you know we have areas in Ghana we call the strong holds of political 

parties, where indeed these strong holds bring in a number of votes but if they were voting on issues then 

the trend must change.  

F: There are strong holds every where and the strong holds do not come about for nothing. People have 

ideological beliefs so people belonging to a certain region may have a certain ideology orientation and if 

they find out there is a party that best represent their ideological orientation and they decide they will form 

a ball rock around that party, I don’t see why that should be a problem. If you look at Ghana’s history 

critically, some of the strong holds have shifted. When politics started in Ghana, the UP tradition (which is 

NPP now), used to do very well in the Volta region but along the line the people in the Volta region might 

have determined that the UP tradition no longer represented their political orientation and that a different 

orientation might have taken over and there fore they felt that they could no longer associate with them so 

they shifted allegiance to CPP and then later the NDC. In recent times, the pattern has changed for NDC; 

we have made significant gains in Ashanti region which is a strong hold of the NPP, which now goes to 

show that indeed even those positions they have taken are not born out of dogmatic beliefs and as and when 

they find that someone best represent their interest they will shift camp. We got 630,000 votes in Ashanti 

region that is much bigger in what we got in two regions combined. We are hopeful that in the next election 

we will push towards a million vote, that is because of the programmes and policies we sell to them and the 

development projects that we bring to their doorsteps.  

M: Are there double standards in Ghanaian politics? 

F: There is hypocrisy and double standards every where and once you have humans engaged in any 

exercise, you can expect some of these things but as far as I know the Ghanaian electorate is getting more 

discerning and they are unlikely to reward politicians who say one thing and do the other. When the time 

comes for them to access your performance and either renew or vote you out am sure they are fairly 
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capable of making up their minds, so that for me is not a source of worry since there is enough choice and 

balances. We will go for election at the end of the day and there fore if what you have said, in the past does 

not reflect what you have done then clearly you will have some questions to answer. There are sometimes 

when it becomes necessary to change one’s position on an issue that is not double standards, based on more 

information and the experiences you gather along the line, you are able to say I used to hold this view but 

now I think that that view is no longer sustainable and its better to do it this way. If you are sincere about it, 

if you level up the people and explain why you have adopted such a position I don’t think they would hold 

it against you.  

M: do you also hold the same view that Ghanaian politics now is vented with tribalism.  

F: There have been some irresponsible statements that bother on tribalism. As a society we have found a 

way of ostracizing people like that and deterring others from engaging in such conducts. There are some 

who are recalcitrant so once in a while makes that statement, but the whole society comes out to condemn 

such behaviour. Tribalism can not be a good thing, in any field of human endeavor not only in politics, you 

cannot relate to people on the bases of where they come from or where they do not come from. We as 

Africans have suffered that in the past – in the past the colour of our skin has actually led to some 

discrimination. You can talk of the apartheid, or make mention of the discrimination that happened in 

America in the 50s. You can also talk of the tribal conflicts in Rwanda and other places so it cannot be a 

good thing so as far as possible we must endeavor as a people to wipe out this sort of thing. 

M: Would you agree with me that some politicians are corrupt?  

F: Corruption is not limited to politicians. Corruption is much larger than that. There are many people who 

are not politicians who work in most organizations even in the private sector who act in ways that bother on 

corruption. But because we narrow the focus on politicians we turn to loose the bigger picture and allow 

many crooked individuals to get away with what they do. As a society, I think the time has come for us to 

shift from consistently blaming politicians for every act of corruption and really throw the spotlights on 

people who are operating under the reader and are yet benefiting from the corrupt act. As a human trait it is 

difficult to wish it away. What ought to be done is to fight it through policy, laws and practice. M: do you 

think the on going election petition can affect our democracy? 

F: Well I do not expect any thing to come out of the court case. I was actively involved in actives before, 

during and after elections. I can tell you without any fear of contradiction that president Mahama secured 

his victory through very legitimate means. He did not influence the outcome in any illegitimate way but 

just by campaigning vigorously. I believe strongly that, it is born out of insincerity on the part of those who 

have filed this case. They have not been truthful to the people of Ghana and for me; it’s a malicious attempt 

to undermine the legitimacy of president Mahama. They are doing it deliberately with a political motivation. 

I believe that kind of conduct must not be encouraged. There is nothing wrong in going to court to seek 

redress if indeed you genuinely believe; there is genuine evidence that some manipulation happened which 

robbed the one who should have been elected of victory. They are telling the people of Ghana that after you 

and I had woken up at dawn, waiting in a long winding cue to vote, when the votes where counted and 
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declared, a presiding officer forgot to sign the pink sheet which is a results declaration form on which the 

results are written because the presiding officer forgot to sign a pink sheet in a few incidents, the votes in 

those polling stations should be cancelled. For me, it’s the most unreasonable and the most dishonorable 

way for anybody to want to become president. They claim that pink sheets bare the same serial numbers 

because of that the votes that have been legitimately cast in some polling stations for Mahama should be 

cancelled.  

M: so are you saying our elections over the years has been free and fair? 

F: they have always been free and fair at least to the extent possible. Sometimes because of a lack of 

resources we are not able to implement all the measures to ensure a very tight system. There is no such 

system in the world. Even in the US, they have difficulties. There is no election that you will not find some 

clerical errors being committed.  

M: so it means you disagree that the court petition can strengthen our democracy? 

F: There are those who have said that it strengthens our democracy that will happen if the challenge is 

legitimate and the people going to do this challenge shows sincerity. In the NPP case they have not shown 

sincerity what they have done I think it’s a malicious attempt to undermine the credibility and legitimacy of 

President Mahama, for that reason I cannot say what they are doing will strengthen our democracy. If for 

nothing at all, it has created unnecessary tension.  

M: is the majority always right? 

F: of course, the majority cannot always be right. That is why you need a proper functioning minority that 

has the capacity to scrutinize everything the majority brings and make meaningful contributions towards 

these things. Once you do that you should have a situation where by all views are covered and the citizenry 

is protected.  

M: what do you think should be the way forward for Ghana politics? 

F: political leaders must behave responsibly. We must encourage healthy debate. We must refrain from the 

tribalism that you spoke about. We must refrain from deliberately trying to undermine people’s credibility 

which is totally unnecessary and we must also strengthen our institutions. We must be truthful and candid 

and not encourage wrong doing. When people misconduct themselves, we must be bold to tell them of their 

wrong doings. We must ensure that we use the media for positive works that ensure and highlights, the 

positive attributes of a country.  

M: Many thanks for your time.  
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Interviewer: Marcia Olivette   

 Interviewee: Mr. Kwabena Aborampah - programs officer – CDD (centre for Democratic Development) 

Date: 18
th

 June 2013/ North Airport (Ghana) 

(M = interviewer Marcia; K.A = interviewee) 

 

M: Can you tell me the vision and mission of CDD.  

K.A: CDD was established in the country 1998, by three founding members prof henry kwasi prempeh – 

Seton Hall law School Faculty of Seton University, Dr. Baffoe Agyeman Duah, -  who is attached to UN 

mission now in Liberia, and Prof Eyi gyemah Boadi – executive director and a lecturer at the university of 

Ghana. The main focus as you might be aware was the rise after the military junta that had cropped the 

country and also re-entering into democratic dispensation in 1982, but still having people with reservations, 

people embittered through the coup d’etat issue, the killings, even though the country was in democracy the 

heart of many were not okay, and for democracy to strive we need all hands on deck. The first programme 

of the organization was the national reconciliation agenda. Then it was later a vision of trying to entrench 

democracy came about. So now our mission itself is to ensure a free society for all and the vision is to try to 

entrench democracy in Ghana in particular and in Africa in general.  

M: what are some of the awareness you have created since the establishment of this organization? 

K.A: a whole lot. Because of the tremor of coup d’etat actually democracy itself was new to people. Trying 

to educate people about the tenure and pillars of democracy was therefore the basic things that we needed 

to do. It came through with many issues like reconciliation, democratic education, governance issue and 

following processes and procedures to achieve one’s work, rule of law, media freedom. Don’t forget in 

1993 that the criminal libel law was repealed so all these things were there but now as you can see, the 

contributions of many such institutions like ours – both governmental and non – governmental have 

contributed to a free society at least as we have now.  

M: how would you describe Ghanaian Politics? 

K.A: Generally I think we have gone a bit far. I can support this with data. When you pick the afro 

barometer survey in round 1,2, 3and 4 now we have round 5, when you pick the survey;  

M: what is afro barometer survey?  

K.A: it is an African wide survey that is conducted across 40 African countries trying to get the perception 

of democracy in each country and CDD Ghana is a secretariat and actually we have partners in other 

African countries. The home country is actually in the US. We do this survey every two years trying to 

check the democracy growth trying to compare it to other subsequent ones conducted over the years. When 

you look at the first result people did not even know about Democracy. People did not think democracy 

was worth while, now the democracy growth is coming up to the  extend; that now, people think the only 

way in administering a good society is through democratic dispensation. Yes I think the sensitization is 

getting roots and a just last Friday an individual fought a judgment debt which has been paid and won it in 
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court. These are some of the democratic tenures. For people to know that they can single handedly help a 

country prosecute a court. One other achievement is the two terms of electoral outcomes, changing power 

from one political party to the other. It rarely happens in African countries and the most encouraging of it 

all, now the court petition we have in our courts in other jurisdiction you will see people taking arms, you 

will see people taking cutlasses, but now we are following the due processes of allowing rules and 

institutions to work.  

M: as a representative of centre for democratic development what is your take on how the political parties 

being represented in the case interpret the election petition for the court? 

K.A: we see it as a plus for democracy in Ghana. That is the issue that we expect. Whoever is going to 

court; goes to court because he thinks he has a case. Whoever is going to respond also thinks that his 

opponent has no case, that is the essence of the affidavit that they sworn in court. The affidavit seeks from 

the three petitioners what they are saying because of 1,2,3 reasons we think the elections were declared 

wrongly and we feel we should be declared winners. The respondents says because of the faults that we 

found in 1,2,3 reasons that they are seeking, we think they don’t have any case, that is exactly what you 

expect the court case to be. So the only arbiter who can say yes you are right or wrong is the judges so yes 

it’s a due process in court and everybody will try to defend its case. As to the right he has to petition or as 

to the right to bring a response and the fact that he thinks he is a winner that is perfect and that is exactly 

what they are doing. The danger as a centre we are trying to work around is because there is no precedence 

we haven’t had such a case formally tried in court because though the NDC have tried ones, it was lost on 

procedural grounds so it was thrown away. The danger as it stands now, the country has over 50% illiteracy 

rate, and we are playing a politics of passionmonialism and clientelism. People believe whatever the 

executives tell them. The minds of the people are being prepared for only one results, win. In case there is 

no win, for each of the parties what happens? After the declaration of results in the just ended 2012 

elections; we had localized violence to the extent that within those 40 constituencies, that i monitored, 

recorded conflicts in almost all of them. If declaration of results that we know it happens every four years, 

we are able to record conflicts, what then happens in a case that had not happened before? That either turns 

electoral results against somebody or favors’ some body that is the danger we are trying to prepare so we as 

a centre, this is the data I have, from the results; almost each of the 40 constituencies that we monitored 

there were localized violence. This happened at the background even in the fact that we have had six 

successful elections, we have had local level elections consistently, people know the results will come, 

even that we had reports, this is a unique case that has not been tried before. We are trying to play the 

intermediary trying to bring out a process, a sensitization programme that will prepare the minds of the 

citizens especially the party supporters, against any eventually so that we accept the results as final as it is. 

For it to go the full course itself, I think it’s a plus for Ghana’s democracy.  

M: so indeed it means it will strengthen our democracy? 

K.A: not really, I think the court processes; is a plus for democracy, it strengthens our democracy; it now 

tell people that after elections; adjudication itself is part of the process, so you shouldn’t even sit in your 
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village or in your community and take arm, proceed to court, it is not only the presidential election that is in 

court, there is an oversight there are other parliamentary results also, by the constitution its only the 

presidential result that can be petitioned in the supreme court all other petitions are taken care of in the 

higher courts, there are some there but because the attention has been focused on the supreme court, people 

don’t think that , if all these things are settled, people will begin to understand democracy, they will not 

take cutlasses but to proceed to court to petition their grievances.  

M: Has Ghana’s election always been free and fair? 

K.A: if you ask me, as a member of the coalition of domestic elections, actually secretariat and somebody 

who plays active role in charge of election violence in Ghana’s election, I will say generally yes, because 

we have internationally accepted indicators to observe elections. We have had reports from people who 

came to Ghana to observe the elections and if I show you some of the reports from the Ecowas mission 

from the AU mission (African union mission), from RI, from other institutions they have all declared the 

elections free and fair. But election rigging can happen at the blind side of observers, especially what is 

being contested, if it’s actually true that they happened in the coalition centre, observers will have no idea 

or little idea as to what really happened. But looking at the indicators – was the environment free and fair, 

were people allowed to go through their campaigning, were people not hindered from entering particular 

places, was everybody allowed to vote. Were the voting centres accessible to people disability? All these 

indicators are internationally accepted indicators if they are ticked yes, yes, yes, and on the average we 

have about 70%, generally our elections has been free and fair.  

M: looking at the political front these times, I realized the trend of tribalism. That is veering his head into 

our politics, you find one political member inciting or trying to talk one against the other. Is it well for us, 

as a growing democratic country? 

K.A: all this tribalism and politics of sensationalism that the constitution debunks any political party being 

formed on regional or ethnic lines, is actually promulgated and part of the constitution. It’s not a recent 

phenomenon. In the olden days when we were struggling for democracy we had “Ga shipomope”, we had 

“Ashanti liberation council”, we had “ewe people party”, we have “all the northern people party” all these 

parties were at the bases of our politics. So politics of ethnicity started from the creation of independent 

Ghana. That had existed in our fabric. It’s the basis of that in 1992 constitution; the freeman’s in their own 

wisdom provided that no political party should be given recognition formed in ethnic or any sectional lines 

and there fore in the political party act, every political party should have offices in at least 2/3 of the district 

in the country. The recognition exists but the problem is, even though these laws are there, trying to reduce 

the kind of sectional interest we read into political phenomenon, political parties have concentrated on 

mobilization of support in ethnic and sectional lines and there fore any body can stand up and talk that NPP 

is an Akan party, NDC is an Ewe party and so on and so for. I think there are two basic issues surrounding 

this. One is the kind of subservient politics we play in the country and there fore both chiefs (even though 

chiefs are not suppose to take part in active politics) and citizens play to the political parties that give the 

promises. There fore if I am able to play my role that I am an Ewe party and during my era, I am able to 
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even do a bridge in your region, I become a permanent favorite of that region and there fore the politics of 

no go area comes in, and if any other political party comes there and see a new road will try to subdue you 

through conflicts and prevention and 2
nd

 other thing is the entrenched perception of Akan – Ewe hatred. 

That has been there. Even when you say you are going to marry the first thing your parents will ask you if 

you are a man, is where from the girl? So it’s not something only in the politics, its deeply entrenched in 

our culture and that has been capitalized upon by politicians. Go and take Ghana’s voting pattern in some 

places it will tell you in some places the NPP will get 3, the NDC will get 47,000. Go to Ashanti it turns. So 

its not only verbal communication but practically it happens and our voting pattern reveals that.  

M: Do Ghanaians vote on issues? 

K.A: not really. We have two types of voters in Ghana. We have entrenched party supporters even if their 

party loots the countries coffers and all our gold and spend among the executives, they will still vote for the 

party. That is why every electoral turn out you will have the two leading political parties having not below 

45%.  So the third party will make up to 5% no matter how they struggle and then we have those who 

belong to the party because their uncle or auntie is a member. So we have these entrenched supporters who 

will never vote on issues. In the last campaign if they had based their votes on issues, NPP would have won. 

NPP was able to bring the idea free school up to SSS (senior secondary school), health insurance, which 

was brought by the Kufour Administration, is going to be revamped, infrastructural development. The NDC 

was countering the NPP agenda that they can’t do it. But there was no message coming from NDC but they 

won the elections. The very few people or regions that vote on issues, one might be a highly educated 

person and they are concentrated in the urban areas not all urban centres – even in the Greater Accra and 

the Central Region but now Central Region is changing gradually towards the NDC so that has been it. But 

the rest I think they don’t vote on issues.  

M: Does elitism, or class or societal arrangement affect our voting system? 

K.A: The higher class people that you are talking about are the fomenters of trouble. They are the people, 

who play the sticks of the party activists themselves to get their industries, to get their contracts, to get their 

employments, to get their facilitations free and their corruption being sealed for particular administration. I 

don’t even classify them as people who know issues and therefore vote on issues. They are people who will 

do everything including buying arms for the illiterate people to fight on behalf of political parties. They are 

the actual perpetrators of election violence in the country, because of the kind of politics we have played 

for long. This ideology of the elites they are the people who are spoiling politics in the country.  

M: How do politicians use the power they have, do they use the power they have positively or negatively? 

K.A: To benefit themselves. How on earth was Martin Amidu sacked as an Attorney General (Martin 

Amidu was an Attorney General in the NDC administration but he was sacked because he wanted to fight 

corruption within his own party) somebody who was an Attorney General – who has found out that a 

company has been paid huge sum of money did not have contract and as an Attorney General says no I will 

intervene, quickly he was summoned to the castle and given a sack.  

M: Can’t the institutions like CHRAJ, fight for individuals like this?  
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K.A: Policies in the country go through cycles and they are only three institutions – arm of government 

who has rights and direct responsibilities of formulating and implementing policies. Hiring and firing of 

assistance and staff is prerogative of the President. Ghana’s constitution grants so much will and power to 

the President. Because of the huge sums of money we sink into our politics, dangerous very dangerous; 

because people don’t make account, its in the political order Act that they should file annual returns to the 

electoral commission stating where they got their money – none of the political parties conform to that 

ACT.   

M: if they don’t conform to the Act why do they allow them to go through the process? 

K.A: Mr. Afari Gyan the electoral commission says its not every law that that he can enforce because we 

are a growing democracy we haven’t gotten to the extend that we should enforce everything strictly. I think 

that very Act, financing of political party itself creates corruption in the system because you come to power 

and you are influenced in decision making.  

M: Are there double standards in Ghanaian politics? 

K.A: when NDC was in opposition one thing they said was that, when they come into power, they will try 

and implement a policy such that political party will have support from government. That will reduce the 

kind of influence individuals have on the parties because they support the party. When they got to power 

the whole thing changed. When they are in opposition they sing different song when they come to power 

they sing another song. Yes there are double standards and hypocrisy in our politics.  

M: Do you also hold the view that some Ghanaian politicians are corrupt.  

K.A: I will say every Ghanaian politician is corrupt. I will say so because none is able to show his source of 

funding. We have a law that says that, as soon as you come to power declare your assets, ask the 

parliamentarians how many have declared? I say based on that every body is corrupt and looking at the 

kind of advertising they do during campaign for elections, where do they get the money, why are they not 

able to declare their assets to us.  

M: so who checks the politician? 

K.A: we have governmental independent institutions (the IGI), and we have non – governmental 

institutions and we have statutory mandated institutions specific on corruption issues, let me pick the 

governmental institutions – we have the police service, they have CID division, we have EOCO (economic 

and organized crime office), we have CHRAJ (commission on human rights and administrative justice), we 

have auditor general, then we have procurement office – that ensures that everything you buy with the 

states money is recorded. Then on top of it all, on governmental checks, it’s stated in the constitution that 

before government contracts a loan it should pass through parliament for approval. All these structures are 

there for governmental checks, the faults are one, most of these heads of these institutions are appointed by 

government, two, we are under resourced, three, their incentives and payments are low so competent people 

will not accept postings into these constitutions. So the institutions themselves that are expected to check 

on governmental incompetence’s and malpractices, are themselves set with problems that they can’t 

function well. Some of them also use these institutions when in power to torment opposition parties 



 122 

especially BNI (bureau on national investigation). So these are some of the problems in statutory 

institutions who are expected to check corruption. When you are expected to follow the procedure well, 

follow filing of nomination or appointment as a minister or public servant, there we will check you because 

as you appointed as public servant you file a declaration of your assets; so every year we find out how 

much you have added to that, so if there are excesses as compared to your salary but they don’t follow it. 

When you look into everything that can cause commotion especially procurement, there is a law. 

Procurement ACT is there – anything that you buy to this office go into public tender, accepts public 

review. Who won it, on what bases, how much is he given; all this the public is aware. Ask me how many 

times you have seen this public tender in the papers? Very few ones. When it comes to independent anti 

corruption institutions like CDD, GII, etc, because you don’t have the constitutional backing to sanction, 

the only thing you can do is to bark, shout, make noise, but it will not go any where, because the 

government themselves who are receiving these information’s are not interested.  

M: In Ghana we don’t have right to information, how does that affect our Ghanaian politics? 

K.A: I don’t know what is provided there. If it’s a freedom for information Bill, and it sole gives some vital 

information as classified then we are not achieving anything, because there are as we stand now, you go to 

certain institutions for information, and they tell you these information is classified so we can’t give it out. 

Because we have classified information, they have put so many issues under the classified so even the 

common information you want is classified. If that still exist then there will be no need for the freedom of 

information but if actual they have worked on it to make sure that we get access to as much as information 

that we can, then that will be helpful. 

M: Do you think the majority is always right? 

K.A: The majority is not always right but of course in democracy you have to respect minority decision. 

That is why we are doing post election education. We say if indeed Ghana we had 100% votes and the 

winner should get 50 + 1 then it means we have other groups of people who did not subscribe to the 

ideology of the winning party but because they understand the system they agreed. So majority is not 

always right, but that is the only bases in democracy to access the winner.   

M: In Ghana, would you say we have freedom of expression? 

K.A: Sure and its even getting over board. Thanks to our fore fathers who fought for this freedom for us, 

through out the military regime up to 1992 to date. Now in Accra here alone, you can count more than 100 

fm station, more print media houses, more television houses have been established, now we are hooked up 

to international TV stations through Mnet, so yes freedom of expression – people organizes their own 

conferences, go on demonstration. All the tenures of freedom of expression are adhered to.  Now the 

danger is how to control the freedom of expression. The freedom is being misused, especially in a country 

that almost every political party has its own paper, has its own radio and television station, it tells you the 

kind of way we are going but I think its not that bad.  

M: your final words 
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K.A: Ghana’s democracy is growing, the problems you have identified, you were asking some of them – 

ethnicity, sectionalism, politicization of every issue in the country, cliental politics, and politics of rewards. 

Don’t forget that in democracy we talk of institutions not individuals. So if you allow institutions to work, a 

rule of law applies equally to everybody I think we will make a step further.  

M: thanks for your time.  

K.A: You are welcome.  
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Interviewer: Marcia Olivette   

 Interviewee: Bosompim – Deputy Director of public education and research at commission on human 

rights and administrative justice (CHRAJ) 

Date: 25
th

 June 2013/ Accra - Ghana 

(M = interviewer Marcia; B = interviewee) 

 

M: first of all I will like to know the mandate of CHRAJ? 

B: The commission is a constitution body charged to investigate violations of fundamental human rights, 

freedom and abuse of office. It’s a national human rights institution and anti corruption agency.  

M: what are some of the issues your commission has addressed over the years? 

B: The commission have addressed, quiet a number of issues in its mandate and averagely the commission 

investigates over 12,000 complaints. It has the power to as a quasi judiciary body to give remedies and 

enforce its decisions in court. it has basically also conducted systemic investigations into the state up rise 

under mining communities and made recommendations to government some of which have been enforced 

and it continues to protect the vulnerable in Ghanaian society. The services of the commission are 

professional and free, over 12, 000 people who may seek redress and bring their human rights complains to 

the commission rely on the commission to find justice because its partly difficult for them to pay in the 

court. So the remedies that are provided are profoundly effect and necessary for the majority of vulnerable 

persons in Ghanaian society. The commission has a bit of reach at about 100 districts offices spread out 

through out the country. 

M: do people bring up cases to you themselves, or you follow up cases independently? 

B: the commission can only investigate human rights complain that have been filed by complainants, we 

cannot on our own steam investigate complains, the law does not allow us to do that. But as a national 

human rights institution we can undertake or investigate the systemic causes of violations. For instance, 

between 2000 – 2008 as numerous complains by residence in mining communities, increasing reports of 

violations in mining communities, by mining companies, led the commission to conduct systemic 

investigations of performance of mining companies, the status of human rights in all the mining 

communities in the country. A report was issued which is available providing evidential basis of such 

violations. Clearly it was established that some mining companies and their security contractors for 

instance violated the rights of people in these communities. There were serious reports like environmental 

degradation caused by large scale service mining in particular. Some recommendations were made after the 

investigation. There is still a long way to go, entrenching the culture of human rights in the country. 

CHRAJ has made some contribution in the advances of human rights. 

M: what would be your scale, would you say that we enjoy exceptional free will of freedom of expression 

and no victimization. Do you think individuals are really free? 
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B: That is a very important question. If you look at the categories of right, the commission takes the 

position that civil and political rights are relatively fairly enjoyed in the communities because in 1980s it 

was practically impossible for people to speak freely on the airwaves but now you see that, profound 

advancement has been made. Civil and political rights and also the advances made in accepting democracy, 

one can say that there is a poor consensus of constitutionality in the country that makes it impossible at this 

time for a coup d’e tat to be successful. Economic, social and cultural rights, lack behind the advancement 

of civil and political rights. The commission also in 2008 and 2012 monitored the right to vote to access 

how Ghanaians are enjoying their franchise. The other thing is that, Ghanaians appreciate the commission 

as an independent body that can even investigate the sitting president if complain is made.  

M: the main issue for many Ghanaians is the corruption that is going on now, especially within 

governments. We know that CHRAJ can investigate the president, CHRAJ can investigate government 

appointees but we do not hear of such cases.  

B: CHRAJ has engineered to help have a whistle blower law in the country. (Whistle blower law 

encourages and provides protection for individuals in the work places to expose corruption and not to be 

victimized. They can report and have sufficient protection). You notice that based on our culture we don’t 

tell on each other. Implementing the law itself is a fight, to get people to accept that but the more people are 

becoming vociferous, bold and courageous in talking about corruption such a law is useful. There are 

concrete examples about corruption reports concerning government appointees that CHRAJ has undertaken. 

The ministerial probes, that investigated complains against the minister for fisheries between 1994 – 1996, 

for instance those investigations, even though the government issued a white paper to the commission to 

contest as irregular. The government indirectly pushes it somewhere. Even though government did not like 

it, the minister resigned on the quiet. There are some things that the commission cannot do, all matters in 

court is a no go area for the commission. Foreign relations matters between Ghana and another country and 

also presidential prerogative matters cannot be questioned.  

M: How does your outfit ensure that it is not swayed to be partisan? 

B: I think that CHRAJ has steered an independent cause, considerably. That has won it international 

acclaim as well as local recognition. The leadership that started the commission demonstrated an 

independent mindedness.  

M: how often does CHRAJ check government appointees or parliamentarians in order to avoid corruption? 

B: under the issue of suppression of powers, CHRAJ cannot not bring parliamentarians to check like that, 

one of the key institutions that has its integrity works under the constitution, clearly under rules of 

constitutional limited government but notwithstanding the fact. If a specific complain comes up, it will be 

investigated.  

M: so must a complain come up before you investigate? 

B: it must come up, but if we observe that if it’s systemic we can also make recommendations and give a 

guide. But CHRAJ works in close collaboration with parliament. In the sense that the commission has 

come up with the national anti corruption action plan, that is before parliament. It’s left cabinet and it’s 
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already before parliament. CHRAJ has prepared guidelines of conflict of interest to guide all public officers. 

It was done in close collaboration with parliament.  

M: the former attorney general’s case why didn’t you follow it up?  

B: we could not follow a matter that is being looked into by the court. Is a no go area for us. Where the 

Supreme Court is looking at an issue we are not allowed to go into it.  

M: I recall Woyome’s issue came up long before it was sent to court, so why didn’t your outfit look into it 

then? 

B: there was a thin possibility that CHRAJ could investigate this matter. But we could see the trend that 

this thing was going to go to court. The other thing is that if you recall in the Baba – Camara case, Emil 

Short former high CHRAJ boss appeared on metro TV in a discussion about it, we had an attack because 

people said he was being bias. Sometimes it’s not like we are not sure of what we are doing but we need to 

be careful.  

M: how can we help curb corruption in our country? 

B: you don’t give up the fight against corruption in the sense that people are empowered to expose 

corruption and also the law must work.  

M: does the law work? 

B: yes and no. in the sense that, you will expect that if the commission completes its investigation and the 

rules says that decision and recommendation should be lodged with the Attorney’s general office, you will 

expect the Attorney general to act prompt but where you have a problem of the Attorney general being a 

minister then you have problems. The social reengineering of the institutional formula, arrangement, and 

the proper mix has to be found. For instance, if there is a separate public prosecutor or they separate the 

ministries. I guess I must emphasize that what we need most is an explosion of democracy and human 

rights education. People who are highly sensitized and empowered to talk about corruption in their districts 

and all areas.   

M: how would you describe Ghanaian politics, do you think we have a long way to go? 

B: I think that, I made a point that there is a broad consensus of constitutionality in the country. People 

accept that this constitution must work. So it will be very difficult for any coup d’e tat for instance to 

succeed. I wouldn’t be surprised if there is coup d’e tat and public servants refuse to go to work and not 

cooperate with the government. But then I am afraid for one thing, owing to the extreme poverty which is 

very endemic, I wouldn’t also be surprised if there is the Tunisia type of revolution. Clearly if there is no 

efficient re source determination or re source allocation in a manner that vulnerable persons also have some 

sustenance, such desperation can make people see democracy as not yielding results. The likelihood is that 

people may condemn democracy itself. We need to be careful and safe guard against such things, and I 

believe that with more prudent allocation of resources, until society gets vulnerable people to participate in 

their own developments based upon realistic policies. That you know can help us have consolidated 

democracy better and a more balanced society. You know the constitution itself talks about balanced 

development. It becomes a problem if directive principles of state policies say clearly that governments 
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must have balanced developments and then you see that large areas are chronically poor and others 

relatively rich. Also I think that from the 60s the grounds of development that we lost especially in terms of  

 

economic development because growth does not necessarily mean development and the decays of 

developments that we lost, it put us at the lowest level that the only way forward is to see advancement. I 

think that after 1992, it is practically impossible for us to have a reversal of the democratic gains. 

Nonetheless the democratic consolidation poses a challenge because you need to adjudicate or apply 

resources in a manner that you do not ruin the environment or chances of future generations to survive.  

M: thanks for your time. 

B: it’s a pleasure.  

 

NB: THIS IS NOT ALL THE INTERVIEW, I HAVE EDITED OUT SOME PARTS AND KEPT THIS 

FOR THE PURPOSES OF THE THESIS I AM WRITING.  


