The essays in this VISIONS series, The Kwame NKrumah Legacy Project, are the work of individuals
who believe that the Unitary Vision espoused and promoted by Ghana's first President, Dr. Kwame
Nkrumah, are the essence of Ghana as Nation, and what Ghana (and Africa) can be. These individuals
recognize that the international stature and significance of Dr. Nkrumah are completely secure, a point
found in many of the essays. However, within Ghana itself, some people do not have reliable
information about the Founder of Ghana, Dr. Nkrumah, due to the wanton destruction of heritage
records of all sorts and massive misinformation after the CIA-sponsored coup d'état that toppled
Nkrumah's CPP at the hands of the Dr. Kofi Busia directed NLM and NLC military regime, in 1966.
These essays are an attempt to provide more objective Ghana-centered information about all those
records.
Some of the essays may have been previously published on other platforms/media. Further, these
essays are not the work of reporters and so, readers may find some errors in grammar, diction,
spelling. For a Ghana-centered publication where English is not native, we do not fret those
imperfections. We believe more in substance, in context, and in the development of the masses and
their resources for their own benefit right here on the land, on earth, as Dr. Nkrumah envisioned
through his many publications, speeches, and the numerous institutions and physical infrastructure he
bequeathed Ghana.
Thanks for your interest in VISIONS/The Kwame Nkrumah Legacy Project.
Long Live Kwame Nkrumah's Ghana!
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Columnist: Kwarteng, Francis

Dr. Kofi Dompere On Nkrumah’s Scientific
Thinking 10
There is no doubt that professional haters and detractors of Nkrumah have made careers out of painting
him as the most despicable human being that ever walked the face of the planet, in spite of the fact that
he was not superhuman but human like themselves. Of course Nkrumah was “superhuman” in terms of
ideational productivity, patriotism, vision, personal sacrifice, industry, love for his people, organizational
adroitness and statecraft, technocratic innovation, and so forth. Similarly, none of America’s Founding
Fathers, Nelson Mandela, Mahatma Gandhi, and Mother Teresa was infallible. This essay draws readers’
attention to some of the key ideas they need to bear in mind while evaluating Dr. Dompere’s scientific
works on Nkrumah, so as not to fall for the revisionist distortions of Nkrumah’s detractors and
professional haters.
In the first place, Gandhi would not board or ride the same bus or train with Black South Africans during
Apartheid, just as most White South Africans would not during the same period. Yet there is a tendency
to make Gandhi a saint despite his apparent humanity, foibles, and political shortcomings. George Orwell
made the following observations in his 1949 essay, titled ‘Reflections on Gandhi,” after reading Gandhi’s
autobiography “The Story of My Experiments with Truth”: “Saints should always be judged guilty until
they are proved innocent…Sainthood is also a thing that human beings must avoid…the average human
being is a failed saint.”
Orwell came to these conclusions after reading a few surprises about Gandhi’s life in his autobiography.
One of his general conclusions about Gandhi reads: “One feels that there was much he [Gandhi] did not
understand…I have never been able to feel much liking for him, but I do not feel that as a political
thinker he was wrong in the main, nor do I believe that his life was a failure.”
Like Gandhi’s humble or modest autobiography, Nkrumah had this to say to those who tried to make him
a cynosure of historical apotheosis: “Fundamentally, I do not believe in the great men of history, but I do
think that socalled great men of history merely personify the synthesis of the tangled web of the material
and historical forces at play.” As the preceding statement demonstrates, Nkrumah put himself and his
vision for Africa squarely at the epochal intersection of ancestral prodding, populist support, and
circumstantial actualities, rather than at the center of selfadulation, narcissism, selfpromotion, self
reference, and personal aggrandizement, to account for his meteoric climb on the historical ladder of
greatness.
Nkrumah may not have overtly mentioned his name in the statement above, but it is there. Still, the
import of Nkrumah’s periphrasis may have been lost on his audience, as it may arguably have been
directed at the aggregate indictment of those in his audience who may have wished to assign Nkrumah an
elevated status of greatness. Of course, it is the moment of history and hindsight and clear conscience and
time that set true assessment value to the legacies of men and women, not otherwise.
Yet no one, we dare say, will argue against Gandhi’s influence on Nkrumah, as Henry David Thoreau
and Leo Tolstoy both, in turn, influenced Gandhi (See Thoreau’s “Civil Disobedience” and Tolstoy’s
“Writings on Civil Disobedience and Nonviolence”; Note: It is always the tendency on the part of
Western commentators to completely ignore Tolstoy’s enormous influence on Gandhi; see also the
epistolary correspondences between Gandhi and Tolstoy; see Norman Finkelstein’s work “What Gandhi
http://www.ghanaweb.com/GhanaHomePage/features/artikel.php?ID=350991&comment=0#com
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Says: About Nonviolence, Resistance and Courage”). This parenthetic fact is analogous to the attempts
being made to appropriate Nkrumah’s ideas for J.B. Danquah, who never measured up to the former in
the realm of political sophistication, diplomacy, and statecraft.
On Mother Teresa: The late Christopher Hitchens, a Britishborn American journalist, criticized Mother
Teresa for her religiouspolitical hypocrisy and social shenanigans in the public eye (See Hitchens’ Oct.
21, 2003 article “Mommie Dearest: The Pope Beatifies Mother Teresa, a Fanatic, a Fundamentalist, and a
Fraud”). One of Hitchens’ major criticisms of Mother Teresa stemmed from her refusal to account for
money philanthropists and others gave her for her philanthropic activities, a controversial issue
compounded by her order’s refusal to publish any audit. Hitchens further wrote that Mother Teresa
befriended “the worst of the rich”; and that she also took misappropriated money from “the atrocious
Duvalier family in Haiti,” whose rule she praised, as well as from Charles Keating. The Economist
described Keating as a “moral crusader and financial snakeoil salesman” (see “Charles Keating:
Crusader and Fraud” in the April 12, 2014 edition of The Economist).
Hitchens further wrote: “MT [Mother Teresa] was not a friend of the poor. She was a friend of poverty.
She said that suffering was a gift from God. SHE SPENT HER LIFE OPPOSING THE ONLY KNOWN
CURE FOR POVERTY, WHICH IS THE EMPOWERMENT OF WOMEN AND THE
EMANCIPATION OF THEM FROM A LIFETSOCK VERSION OF COMPULSORY
REPRODUCTION…THE PRIMITIVE HOSPICE IN CALCUTTA WAS AS RUN DOWN WHEN
SHE DIED AS IT ALWAYS HAD BEEN…SHE PREFERRED CALIFORNIA CLINICS WHEN SHE
GOT SICK HERSELF” (our emphasis). He concluded: “More than that, we witnessed the elevation and
consecration of extreme dogmatism, blinkered faith, and the cult of a mediocre human personality. Many
more people are poor and sick because of the life of MT [Mother Teresa]: Even more will be poor and
sick if her example is followed. She was a fanatic, a fundamentalist, and a fraud…”
How then does Mother Teresa contrast with Nkrumah? Nkrumah, we should point out, rescued an entire
continent and its millions of citizens from five hundred years of European slavery, colonialism, and
imperialism, while dying penniless, leaving behind an unparalleled legacy on the continent, improving
human relations, and being passionately hated from within and without!
On Nelson Mandela: Desmond Tutu once criticized Mandela for appointing unqualified persons to
cabinet positions in his government, purely on the basis of a common historical attachment to Mandela,
in respect of their common membership in the ANC and of their common struggles to dismantle
Apartheid. A good number of Black South Africans also say Mandela sold out to Whites at the expense
of their complete political and economic emancipation. These Mandela critics continue to level
posthumous accusations against Mandela for his failure to nationalize South Africa’s industries and
mineral wealth for reasons of equitable employment representation and wealth redistribution, where
Black South Africans received their fair share of the national cake. Mandela’s failure to reclaim “black”
land for Black South Africa remains a sticking point for many.
Yet, Mandela was so despicable and subversive in the eye of the Reagan Administration in that the latter
blacklisted him as a communist terrorist, the National African Congress (ANC) as a communist
organization. According to writer Earl O. Hutchinson, as late as 2007 Mandela and officials of the ANC
had to obtain “a State Department waiver or special certification” before they could enter America. In
other words, Mandela was a communist terrorist and the ANC a communist organization, and both,
rightly remained so, during Apartheid and postApartheid South Africa. Mandela as South Africa’s
President and the ANC as the governing political party made no difference in the thinking of American
officials. Reagan’s main reason for blacklisting Mandela and the ANC was that both posed security
threats to the government of South Africa and America’s interests.
http://www.ghanaweb.com/GhanaHomePage/features/artikel.php?ID=350991&comment=0#com
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The Bush Administration finally removed Mandela and the ANC from America’s terrorist list in July
2008, with the Congressional Black Caucus (Condoleezza Rice, John Kerry, etc) mounting political
pressure on the Bush Administration to do the right thing (see Hutchinson’s article “America’s Shameful
Treatment of Mandela’s Still Lingers”). In contrast, Ronald Reagan referred to Mobuto Sese Seko as “a
friend of democracy and freedom” and Jonas Savimbi “a freedom fighter”; George W. Bush’s father
called Mobuto “one of our most valued friends on the entire continent of Africa” (see Antoine R.
Lokongo’s essay “DRC: Democracy at Crossroads,” Nov. 16, 2011, Issue 558, Pambazuka News). As
well, both the Bush, Sr. Administration and the Reagan Administration gave Savimbi at least $30 million
in covert military aid in the 1980s (see Shana Will’s article “Jonas Savimbi: Washington’s Freedom
Fighter, Africa’s ‘Terrorist,’” Foreign Policy in Focus, Feb. 1, 2002). Then also Rev. Pat Robertson, one
of America’s foremost evangelists, dined with the likes of Mobuto even as he lobbied for the later and
Liberia’s Charles Taylor in Congress. Charles Taylor was a darling of the CIA in the 1980s, a secret he
made public at his international court.
Nelson Mandela and ANC officials communist subversives? So too were Martin Luther King, Jr.,
Malcolm X, W.E.B. Du Bois, Paul Robeson, Patrice Lumumba, Kwame Nkrumah, Amilcar Cabral,
Steve Biko, Stanley Levinson (one of King’s advisor), and hundreds of freedom fighters around the
world, particularly in the black world, became communist terrorists. In addition to the their “communist
terrorist” label, King became an “enemy of the state” just as Nkrumah became “an enemy of the state” in
the British Empire! One thing is certain, and Dr. Motsoko Pheko is right about it. He writes: “In Ghana,
Britain never liked Nkrumah. It was only when the Gold Coast (now Ghana) became ungovernable that
Britain conceded to the demands of Nkrumah’s CPP Party” (see “Democracy and Legitimacy in Africa,”
New African Magazine, Sept. 18, 2013). King did not kill any of his opponents, so too did Nkrumah not
kill a single political opponent. Rather, both King and Nkrumah allowed the state, the security services,
the intelligence community, and the courts to deal with their enemies according to the laws of the land, in
the face of vigilante violence, terrorism, armed insurrection, and lynching carried out against their
persons, their supporters, their sympathizers, their families, even the general public. Nkrumah’s and
King’s intellectual and political immersion in Gandhian nonviolence explained their approach to taming
the fire of terrorism and violence that came their way and that of their following.
On America’s Founding Fathers: America’s Founding Fathers ruled over a vast empire of slavocracy,
which witnessed women, Native Americans, African Americans, and poor whites generally sequestered
from active engagement with mainstream American politics. The same founding slavocrats supervised a
wellengineered, wellorchestrated seizure and outright stealing of NativeAmerican lands across colonial
America, in addition to supervising an externallyimposed starvation of Native Americans, the latter’s
physical brutalization, massacre, physical dislocation, and forced relocation to “reservation.” The term
“reservation” is none other than a politically correct rubric for “concentration camp.” Native Americans
(and African Americans) suffered at the hand of White America, which perpetrated its train of heinous
crimes against them with reckless abandon and impunity.
Successive generations of American leadership also imposed American exceptionalism and Manifest
Destiny on parts of the world. Historians, writers, and journalists such as the Pulitzer Prizewinning
Garry Wills have raised serious questions about America’s Founding Fathers, the American Constitution,
religion (Chrsitianity), and politics regarding their combined roles in shaping slavocracy, among others
(See his book “Head and Heart: American Christianities”). In fact, so many distortions and misplaced
historical attributions are exposed in this wellwritten, wellresearched book and elsewhere (See also
James W. Loewen’s books “Lies My Teacher Told Me: Everything Your American History Textbook
Got Wrong,” “Lies Across America: What Our Historic Sites Get Wrong,” and “Lies My Teacher Told
Me About Christopher Columbus”). We have in Ghana and outside Ghana hateful professional
http://www.ghanaweb.com/GhanaHomePage/features/artikel.php?ID=350991&comment=0#com
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revisionists who are bent on distorting Nkrumah’s legacy despite the world’s moral opposition to their
revisionist enterprise!
What is the moral of Orwell’s “Reflections on Gandhi”? The answer(s) should be obvious from the
foregoing. Clearly, one important idea Orwell raised in his essay points to his implied admission
regarding the tendency, or the instinctive nature, of human beings to “apply high standards” when
evaluating the legacy of historical figures and that, in doing so, he further claimed, evaluators
understandably miss out on some of the virtues of their subjects, the objects of their evaluation. Indeed,
Orwell’s line of arguments, moral and otherwise, can be thinly likened to what psychologists call “moral
exclusion.” We shall also loosely associate the enemies of Nkrumah with the label “déformation
professionnelle,” given that they have made Nkrumah the focus of their professional hatred. As a matter
of fact, there is no veil of definitional misclassifications or conundrums here. We are merely making
attempts to place the professional haters of Nkrumah in their proper ideological frames to ease their
critique.
We make these arguments to establish a moral basis for comparative assessment of individuals and their
legacies. Alas, it is all hypocritical politics as usual when it comes to Nkrumah, his nonpareil legacy,
with regard to his ideological enemies. How so? It is morally acceptable for the state under Julius
Nyerere to use the PDA and the Americans the Patriot Act, but morally unacceptable for the state under
Nkrumah to use the PDA, as terrorists, fifth columnists, neocolonial sycophants, CIA stooges, and
ethnocentric irredentists roamed the Gold Coast and Ghana terrorizing him [Nkrumah] and members of
his government, children, innocent men and women for no reason other than the people’s love for
Nkrumah. It is also morally acceptable for Nyerere, HouphouëtBoigny, and Kenyatta to establish one
party states but morally unacceptable for Nkrumah to do same, as when his enemies pushed him to
establish one.
On the question of surveillance and gathering intelligence on “enemies of the state” in America from the
1940s to the 1970s, Pulitzer Prizewinning Tim Weiner writes of FBI boss J.E. Hoover: “If he was going
to attack the enemies of the United States, better that it be done in secret and NOT UNDER THE LAW”
(our emphasis; see “The History of the FBI’s Secret ‘Enemies’ List,” Feb. 14, 2012, NPR). What is the
basis or justification for these skewed assessments of historical and moral leaders, such as Nkrumah?
It is clear from the above that Nkrumah did nothing of the sort, of the historical wrongs we associate with
America’s Founding Fathers, for instance. In other words, while we call for serious critique of
Nkrumah’s legacy we also think it is best for those who cite the example of Western democracy as a
backdrop for their moral crusade against Nkrumah and his legacy, to always bear in mind the moral
utility, evaluative strength, and methodological superiority of comparative historiography. Thus, any
serious attempt to decipher the labyrinthine infrastructure of leadership greatness within and outside the
circumvolution of history and of historiography requires nothing short of the holistic appreciation of the
aforementioned portfolios of ideas. We advance these arguments with particular reference to Prof.
Dompere’s informal and formal education and his mathematicalscientific valuation of the cultural
symbols and memes associated with his psychological landscape, as well as, finally, with Nkrumahism.
Was Nkrumah not the hero of Mandela and of millions of Africans! Did Basil Davidson not call
Nkrumah the “Black Star”? Has Nkrumah not be ranked among the world’s greatest historical figures of
the twentieth century? We shall end this chapter with a poignant quote by John A. Mooney, taken from
his book “Joan of Arc”: “A SAINT, HOWEVER PERFECT, LEAVES AT LEAST ONE ENEMY ON
EARTH, AN ENEMY THAT NEVER DIES, THE DEBAUCHEE, TRUE ‘DEVIL’S ADVOCATE.”
We hope the professional haters of Nkrumah have taken note!
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We shall return…
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Your Comment:

Subject:
Your Name:
Prof Lungu

Comment to
Article
0320 00:49

Post

Re: Dr. Kofi Dompere On Nkrumah’s Scientific Think Compare the best of them and see the worst in
each! But, these are mostly men whose legacies remain as paramount edifices for what a visionary
human being ought to be judged as  in comparison one, and to the other. Ag
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Prof Lungu
0320 00:49

Francis Kwarteng Dompre on stupidity There is no doubt that professional fools like francis kwarteng
will always copy nonsense about Nkrumah and spread it just to make himself heard. A silly way of
seeking public attention.
(click to comment on this comment)
ADJOA WANGARA
0320 08:59

Listen To Some Bullshit I wouldn't have read this piece if I knew it is loaded with this kind of crappy
stuff, far from my expectation to read something about the so called Nkrumah's SCIENTIFIC
THINKING. Check this out; "It is also morally accept
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Mr. FigureOut
0320 13:17

Compare Best, See worse, not Worst! Again, We are particularly thankful that the lead up to this essay
http://www.ghanaweb.com/GhanaHomePage/features/artikel.php?ID=350991&comment=0#com
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that compares legacies is about Mahatma Gandhi, and George Orwell's take. But even so, none of that
takes away from Gandhi's legacy to the world.
(click to comment on this comment)
Prof Lungu
0320 00:51

Are u kidding, lungu? What legacy, Lungu, did Gandhi bequeath to the world? He was an
uncompromising and unrepentant racist who poured scorn and disdain on blacks describing them in
coarse and distasteful terms.
(click to comment on this comment)
Mojingles
0320 17:34

Re: Are u kidding, lungu? You have a point, Mojingles! With respect to Gandhi, we were only talking
about the Non Violence Activism, and alternative form of resistance to oppression, by "government".
(click to comment on this comment)
Prof Lungu
0321 02:10

Kwame Nkrumah Another great attempt at justifying hot air "Talking big with no solid foundation at
liberating your people" Ghana became famous for producing cocoa and it was the indigenous farmer who
produced that accolade. Nkrumah's ans
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Borketey Lawe
0320 00:59

Borkotey Lawe's empty talk Your comment is meaningless
(click to comment on this comment)
James Obeng
0320 01:36
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NKRUMAH WAS A DICTATOR Nkrumah was a despot, dictator, megalomaniac, totalitarian and
murderous tyrant who imprisoned opponents for life while he made himself President for life with no
Vice President. Communist Peoples Party (CPP) did not like
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Bernard Sackey
0320 08:48

Please Be Serious I'm sorry, your point here is misplaced. It's a 'crying baby type of argument. My point
is, even if you wish to argue that state farm was a failure. It was established with good intentions i.e. to
mechanize and commercialize
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
kosoko
0320 05:06

Your hatred has no boundaries In every civilized industrialized nation mechanization, automation and
mergers have displaced and replaced workers with machines not to mention the destruction of
communities. Global community as it is called has ensured that
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Abeeku Mensah
0320 07:36

Kudos to Prof. Kwarteng A comprehensive essay that uses the apparent weaknesses of other great men
and women as examples to demonstrate unimpeachably that Nkrumah, as a human being, had his deluge
of moral, physical and spiritual weaknesses. Kud
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Dr. SAS, Attorney at Law
0320 02:25

Re: Kudos to Prof. Kwarteng You are reading something not said into all of it, Dr. SAS, Attorney at
Law. It is all about the legacies bequeathed, comparatively, despite the "deluges"!
(click to comment on this comment)
Prof Lungu
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0320 03:57

Conclusion derived like a lawyer If the one thing you could derive from the article was the imperfections
of Nkrumah then you and the number of Nkrumah haters and worshipers of J.B. Danquah may want to
prove to us all why your idol is a saint without fault.
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Abeeku Mensah
0320 08:00

Dr. SAS, Attorney at Law What Says You? Gauntlet: "Danquah advocated that voting be reserved for the
elite class in Ghana and I dare you to refute"! Dr. SAS, Attorney at Law, what says you?
(click to comment on this comment)
Prof Lungu
0320 09:37

But Nkrumah Took Away the Right to Vote If Osagyefo Dr. J.B. Danquah indeed advocated for the
restriction of the universal adult suffrage, I would never say that he was right. We Danquists espouse
only those values for which the Osagyefo the great Redeemer, J.B. Da
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Dr. SAS, Attorney at Law
0320 16:13

SAS BE SERIOUS In all seriousness, it seems to me that this SAS chap really needs some kind of help. I
would not want to be in his shoes  or rather in his head. SAS's evident extreme phobia of anything about
Nkrumah, conjures the metaph
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
kasapreko III
0320 09:35
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Nkrumah and the Brigades... At independence in 1957 we do not have Ghanaians and foreigners growing
or cultivating staples in a large scale. The big farms were usually the cocoa farms that grew cocoa which
are exported. As the process of industrializati
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Kwame
0320 10:52

Something You Haven't Yet Demonstrated.. I commend you for acknowledging Prof. Kwarteng's efforts
in this Article, even though I sense your thinly veiled cynicism. Using 'the apparent weaknesses of other
great men and women as examples to demonstrate unimpeachab
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
G. K. Berko
0320 12:57

No better African than Nkrumah. The problem with blackman is that, the whiteman can easily get us to
hate our own kind. While the whiteman tries to glorify their own kind even though compelling evidence
shows contrally, the blackman will join the whites to
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Kofi UK
0320 11:01

This Is One Of The Best, Wellthought .. I simply see this Article as one of the best reasoned, conceding
Nkrumah's fallibility unlike in any other leader among the World's modern historical giants, while
emphasizing his general good deeds. It is always humbling
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
G. K. Berko
0320 12:12

The extreme Fallibility of Kwame Nkrumah There are those who ask the rather simplistic question as to
why we incessantly criticize Francis Kwame Kofi Nwia Ngoloma Nkrumah, the first president of Ghana.
My answer is simply that many myths have shrouded his real perso
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Dr. SAS, Attorney at Law
0320 13:49
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Re: The extreme Fallibility of Kwame Nkrumah Dr. SAS, attorney at law keep repeating the same old
narrative that have made you lost any semblance of respect on Ghana. You stand the risk of sinking to
level where no one else will ever take you serious on this forum, like
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Souljah Man
0320 15:36

What so scientific about socialism? Francis, can you please tell us what is so extraordinary or scientific
about Nkrumah's brand of socialism he tried on Ghanaians? I thought he got the blue print from Soviet
Union and China and the then Eastern European countr
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Kwadwo
0320 16:26

WHAT IS SCIENTIFIC SOCIALISM? It is so painful when Africans, the race that has suffered most
from the practice of the primitive 'survival of the fittest' ideology of capitalism, and the only race of
people who continue to be humiliated as the most backwa
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
kasapreko III
0320 17:49

Re: Dr. Kofi Dompere On Nkrumah’s Scientific Think With SAS the more you rein on him to be
temperate, balance and objective about Dr Nkrumah the more out control he gets.He has a fetish and a
mindset poisoned by his exposure to the west and western education which makes him
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Kenneth
0320 15:24

Excellent Blessed are those who see the light and believe that Nkrumah was God's gift of a 'Moses' to
African people. There are still men of wisdom like Francis Kwarteng in the African diaspora. Thank
God.
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(click to comment on this comment)
Tuskegee
0320 15:46

Nkrumah Was Indeed Like Moses Nkrumah was indeed the"Moses" of Ghana. The dictatorship/tyranny
of Moses is exemplified in his use of poison gas to exterminate all who opposed him in the wilderness,
all in the name of God. He promised to lead the people of
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Dr. SAS, Attorney at Law
0320 16:02

Dr. SAS, You're Inching Dangerously To t Dr. SAS, you are inching dangerously to the precipice of
infamy and mammoth attacks from the Judaic Messianic followers, especially from the Southern USA,
where you live. My Brother, please, stay with us, around your alleg
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
G. K. Berko
0320 17:18

Re: Dr. SAS, You're Inching Dangerously To t I understand that if you are so naive as to believe in the
fictional narrative of Moses as a liberator, you would believe in the fictional narrative of Nkrumah as a
liberator. My beef is with those Nkrumaist icons who will
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Dr. SAS, Attorney at Law
0320 18:02

HAVE THE PRESENT BEEN SCIENTIFICNO OPAYIN EGYA KWARTENG, DO YOU KNOW
WHAT, THE PRESENT SO CALLED POLITICIANS IN THE NPP,WHO CONTINUE TO
CRITICIZE NKRUMAH, WERE PEOPLE WHO WERE NOT ON EARTH, BABIES,PUPILS AND
STUDENTS ATTENDING PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Paa Joe
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0320 18:37
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Columnist: Kwarteng, Francis

Dr. Kofi Dompere On Nkrumah’s Scientific
Thinking 11
This characteristic feature of Prof. Dompere’s academic profile constitutes a defining moment in his
hybrid of creative and productive intellectualism. Among other things, it is to stress the importance of
formal and informal education to personality development, intellectual independence, and character
formation. It also points to the variables of knowledgeability, vision, persistence, methodological
versatility, curiosity, and intellectual cosmopolitanism as potential expressions of his scholarship.
Evidently these facts cannot be overemphasized or glossed over. They are what have made Prof.
Dompere one of the greatest thinkers alive today.
It is no coincidence that Prof. Dompere has plumbed the internal dynamics and dialectic prospects of
nationalism for Africa’s development economics. He has, and continues to do so, by employing the
empirical vista of cultural motifs in which he takes aim at successive generations of African leadership
that have consistently failed to apply the continent’s vast wealth, cultural capital, and human capital to
reverse the negative trend of her development economics.
A corollary of Prof. Dompere’s methodological approach to African problems is his frequent use of
everyday cultural symbols and memes, an approach similar to those who developed the Theory of
Relativity using pedestrian materials, such as clocks and trains and their mechanical behaviors, to
formulate frames of cosmological theories for exploring and explaining extraterrestrial phenomena. In
doing so, Prof. Dompere invariably directs Africa to either take a closer look at her immediate
environment or take a deep look within herself for some of the hidden truths about herself, including, but
not limited to, the causation of her internal tensions and their correlative effects on her political economy,
growth and development, corruptibility of African leadership, patriotism, direction as well as destination
of her scientific and technological advancement in the twentyfirst century.
Deciphering creative hints for practical solutions to untangle Africa’s contemporary dilemmas defines
the political and moral essence of such an enterprise as conceived by Prof. Dompere. The concept of
sociology of knowledge is paramount to correct or proper interpretation of the burden Prof. Dompere
imposes on Africa. On the other hand there is a range of exegetical possibilities that can be ascribed to
the preceding paragraph. What do we mean? Africa can choose to take Prof. Dompere’s directive as an
inquiring metaphor, an axiom, or a hybrid of the two pending the political sanction of situation analysis.
Unlike us, however, his empirical methodology makes no such choice. Either way, he reaches the same
destination of philosophic and scientific authentication. But advanced mathematics, logic, and science
give the theoretical choices jolts of empirical actuation in respect of the question of directional certainty
on the matter of Africa’s development economics and her internal organizational cohesion.
The irony is that this proposition may not necessarily parallel the eschatology of heaven and hell, with a
limbo sandwich. We invoke heaven and hell merely as metaphors, not even as reified constructs,
concepts with no immediate provable scientific and mathematical existence. Nkrumah captured the
essence of our arguments with the following statements: “I am not concerned with plans for exploring the
moon, Mars or any of the other planets. They are too far from me anyway. MY CONCERN HERE IS
ON EARTH WHERE SO MUCH NEEDS TO BE DONE TO MAKE IT A PLACE FIT FOR HUMAN
EFFORT, ENDEAVOR, AND HAPPINESS. SCIENCE MUST BE DIRECTED TOWARDS
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FIGHTING AND OVERCOMING POVERTY AND DISEASE AND IN RAISING THE STANDARD
OF LIFE OF THE PEOPLE OF THE EARTH; ITS AIM MUST BE FOR THE PROMOTION OF
PEACE AND, THROUGH PEACE, THE HAPPINESS OF MANKIND. UNLESS SCIENCE IS USED
FOR THE BETTERMENT OF MANKIND, I AM AT A LOSS TO UNDERSTAND THE REASON
FOR IT AT ALL. IT DOES NOT REQUIRE A CLEVER BRAIN TO DESTROY LIFE. IN FACT ANY
FOOL CAN DO THAT. BUT IT TAKES BRAINS, AND EXTRAORDINARY BRILLIANT BRAINS
TO CREATE CONDITIONS FOR HUMAN HAPPINESS AND TO MAKE HUMAN LIFE WORTH
LIVING” (our emphasis; see Nkrumah’s “The Academy of Sciences Dinner” Speech).
Nevertheless, this quote is not meant to question Nkrumah’s intellectual and philosophic investment in
space science, per se, for he clearly understood science enough not to have imputed negative literal
connotations to its practical usefulness. Rather, it is meant to underscore Nkrumah’s understanding of the
immediate utility of science to addressing man’s everyday problems before considering expanding its
frontiers to accommodate space science. What is more, it does not make practical sense to begin to think
of resolving the totality of human problems before expanding the frontiers of science to space science.
Space science itself has solved a number of human problems, and continues to do so. Still, it is from the
standpoints of context, costbenefit analysis, and strategic prioritization that give real meaning to
Nkrumah’s observations. Africa had just come out of five hundred years of slavery, colonialism and
imperialism through his vision, selfless sacrifice, and political supplantation of the colonial order, and
therefore Africa and her new leadership could not afford to misprioritize her goals.
The choice of strategic prioritization and efficient allocation of resources to Africa’s nascent
development economics therefore enjoyed status assignation among a rank of other choices. But
neocolonialism has taken the place of slavery, colonialism, imperialism, and poor African leadership.
Neocolonialism reinforces Africa’s dependency complex, a situation that requires an effective array of
responses for its extirpation or suppression, thus undermining her chances of remaining independent in
an interconnected world of interdependence. Strategic prioritization, organization development, team
building and team management, costbenefit analysis, group development, consciencism, knowledge
management, Afrocentricity, STEM, strategic planning, and human relations remain central to Prof.
Dompere’s scientific project as far as the internal and external organization of the African state, Africa’s
political economy, and her external relations goes.
The scholarly works of Nkrumah and Prof. Dompere demonstrate a clear need for a useful interaction
between theory and praxis. Prof. Dompere’s empirical methodology thus treats the question of choices
collaterally as serious inquests of mathematics, logic, and science. How do we look at the same question
through the lens of African leadership? One major problem, it seems from our analytic station, points to a
dilemma posed by the disparate or variegated elements within the larger community of African
leadership. These elements are not united in their arrant rejection of outmoded ideas detrimental to the
continent’s development, growth, organization, and strategic interests. The theoretical identification of
this problem and strategies for its practical resolution stand out against the exegetical backdrop of Prof.
Dompere’s text “African Union: Pan African Analytic Foundations.” This book should be read critically
in close conjunction with the other one on the theory of polyrhythmicity, “Polyrhythmicity: Foundations
of African Philosophy.”
Yet, the aforementioned question is equally good for ordinary Africans from whose midst the anchorage
of African leadership finds sustenance and characterological definition, to answer. Let us be clear: We
are not necessarily advocating uniformity of ideas across the socialpolitical wavelength of ideational
diversity. Neither are we advocating groupthink nor stilted conformity to ideas per se, however
detrimental to the national enterprise of organizational cohesion. We strongly argue in favor of these
statements as they stand, and of their logical negations. The implications of our argued positions
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notwithstanding, it comes as a major surprise when some Ghanaians (and Africans) fail to appreciate the
gustatory unity represented by the nomenclatorial formula of Okro soup, Groundnut Soup, Light Soup, or
Palmnut Soup, given the uniqueness of each dish’s recipe as derived from a diversified unitariness of
culinary strategies, ingredients, condiments, etc. The optimal interaction between human anatomy and
physiology, where the major systems of the body collaborate to produce homeostasis to keep the human
organism going, represents another example.
Evidently, there is richness and cultural aesthetics in the enabling soul of diversity. This is also one of the
major themes Prof. Dompere undertakes in his scientific investigations into the symbolic world of
Africa’s cultural motifs, memes, social ethos, phenomenological pathos, and Nkrumahism. These
inquiring methodological inevitabilities are part and parcel of the normative scientificness of Prof.
Dompere’s holistic scholarship. In one sense, unity is such an essential operational commodity in the
political economy of any society’s internal development and her external relations. That the anthropic
principle and the fundamental physical constants, anatomy and physiology and homeostasis, string
theory, unity of science, unified theory, harmony in music theory, to name but a few, cannot be
sufficiently accounted for without some form of methodical, experimental, or conceptual allegiance to
untangle any contestations between praxis and theory from the standpoint of unitary empiricism, is not in
doubt. Curiously enough, it is in the heat of contestations, clashes, and polarizations that some of the
profoundest of human ideas find material expression.
Our emphasis and context are the strategic internal reorganization and creative manipulation of Africa’s
political economy where her people are the beneficiaries. This is what Nkrumah attempted to realize with
his consciencism theory and Africancentered political philosophy, concepts which Prof. Dompere
subjects to simulation, mathematical modeling, and scientific verification. Yet, intimate familiarity with
the political economy of cultural aesthetics in diversity, polarizing or not, alone is not enough to drive
Africa’s development economics toward the desired destination of collective acceptation. For the most
part Africa is still in the doldrums of development. Ghana, for instance, has not achieved much in the
area of development, science, technology, and growth since Nkrumah’s CIAorchestrated coup (see
Robert Woode’s book “Third World to First WorldBy One Touch: Economic Repercussions of the
Overthrow of Dr. Kwame Nkrumah”). It is also not in doubt that the coup plotters and their CIA co
conspirators destroyed some of the revolutionary scientific and technological ideas (the Atomic Energy
Program for instance) Nkrumah had put in place to produce an industrial economy, which he had hoped
to use as a model for the continent. The National Liberation Council (NLC) even allowed the CIA to
seize some of these technologies and ship them to America.
Also, those governments that came after him [Nkrumah] either left the industries he built across the
country so as to rot to appease the neoliberal West or sold them among themselves, to their families,
their cronies, and their Western friends, leaving a huge gap in Ghana’s developmental map. Turned out,
most of these leaders were/are not guided by the same level of intellectual and philosophical precision in
the area of development economics and quanta of qualms, vision, technocratic prescience, patriotism, and
creativity as by those that guided Nkrumah. The constitution of these governments were/are more of the
persuasion of ideological Luddites than of strategic thinkers!
What do we do in the face of all these developmental anomalies, since we have already said intimate
familiarity with the political economy of cultural aesthetics alone is not enough to move Africa forward?
In that case other collaborative variables are also called for! We have already mentioned STEM
education and scientific education; information technology; popular democracy; gender equality;
responsible journalism; environmental consciousness; resisting superstition and religious dictatorship and
corruption; universal quality education; strengthening the private sector; enhancing the quality of
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parenting; technocracy; improved public health; improved and expanded public services; personal and
collective responsibility; food security; protection of Africa’s strategic interests; investment in research
and development (R&D); improved standard of living and of quality of life; data collection and data
analysis (analytics); promoting scientific skepticism among the citizenry; and combating illicit drug
infestation of Ghanaian politics and society, etc., as part of the general policy plumage of practical
resolution strategies, all of which we have meticulously advanced in a number of previous essays.
These development variables are implied in Prof. Dompere’s large body of academic works, yet his
multipronged empirical methodology goes far deeper than most authorities on the political economy of
framing realistic solutions to match Africa’s myriad problems. These policy strategies should be framed
with the youth, Africa’s future leaders, in mind! Thus, developmental psychology and pedagogy theories
require that parents, school authorities, society, religious institutions, and the like closely monitor
children for bad and good behaviors, while simultaneously discouraging negative behaviors and
reinforcing as well as inculcating in those children who portray negative behaviors positive behaviors,
attitudes, and prompts. The youth should be trained to respond positively to these instructional regimens
in their formative years. Juvenile delinquency, child slavery, teenage pregnancy, juvenile street hawking,
malnourishment and undernourishment in children, and so on constitute a few topical preoccupations that
have consumed Prof. Dompere’s intellectual passion. Hence his measured faulting and critique of
parents, institutions, and African leadership for putting Africa’s future in the frigid purchase of mortal
collapse. Nkrumahism takes the welfare of the youth very serious.
Anas Aremeyaw Anas’ recent investigational journalism and sequent disclosure of stolen food meant for
the poor and maternal mothers, policy misprioritization, and leasing of vast arable African lands to
foreign multinationals while Africans reportedly go hungry do not make a mite of practical sense, a
troubling trend that adds up to the shameful dilemma confronting the continent today. A future without
enabling conditions and environments does not bode well for creativity or inventiveness. Yet the future is
also a product of historical and contemporary actualities, both of which are malleable as human
psychology invariably is. It means therefore that the future follows the dictates of human psychology. A
future for generations yet unborn has a place in the compartmentalized heart of Prof. Dompere’s
multifaceted scholarship and Nkrumahism. Prof. Dompere cares so much about African children and
wants to see their plights reversed. What are we driving at among other things, going back to pedagogy
and developmental psychology theories and development economics strategies? Software development,
computer programming for instance, should be introduced in and taught from high school up across the
pedagogical landscape of Africa. Software development, scientific management, curiosity, and strong
institutions are what drive the enabling engines of industrial economies today!
Software development also constitutes one of the pillars of analytics and therefore teaching children
programming skills early in life offers them ample room for improvement. It also offers them ample
opportunities to face up to instructional and absorption challenges posed by programming techniques and
formatting. Thus, Africa needs to create the necessary environment for creativity, as we said previously.
Alas, at the present moment universal corruption represents the major drawback to Ghana’s and Africa’s
progress and socialpolitical stability. In the main, social decay contributes enormously to erosion of
Africa’s development economics and African values, negative tendencies we may all have to learn to
deal with and not to allow it to become an albatross around the neck of South Africa as portrayed through
the realistic novelism of Angela Makholwa, South Africa’s crime fiction writer. It is clear that social
justice and social stability are central to the flowering of development economics, a tenacious correlation
Prof. Dompere’s empirical methodology establishes as part of his conceptual foundation of nation
building. This line of argument was also a fixture of Nkrumah’s intellectual landscape yet, somehow, the
neocolonial political psychology of postNkrumah African leadership pursues a divergent pathway.
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That is why Prof. Dompere has not ceased to advance cogent arguments for stronger institutions, with the
executive, the judiciary, and the legislature in mind.
We shall return…
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Feature Article of Saturday, 28 March 2015

Columnist: Kwarteng, Francis

Dr. Kofi Dompere On Nkrumah’s Scientific
Thinking 12
KWAME NKRUMAH: “We must reassess the glories and assert the glories and achievements of our
African past and inspire our generation, and succeeding generations, with a vision of a better future…
When I speak of the African genius, I mean something different from Negritude, something not
apologetic, but dynamic…I DO NOT MEAN A VAGUE BROTHERHOOD BASED ON A
CRITERION OF COLOR, OR ON THE IDEA THAT AFRICANS HAVE NO REASONING, BUT
ONLY A SENSIVITY. BY THE AFRICAN GENIUS, I MEAN SOMETHING POSITIVE, OR
SOCIALIST CONCEPTION OF SOCIETY, THE EFFICIENCY AND VALIDITY OF OUR
TRADITIONAL STATECRAFT, OUR HIGHLY DEVELOPED CODE OF MORALS, OUR
HOSPITALITY AND OUR PURPOSEFUL ENERGY” (our emphasis).
Following Mazama, Diop, Asante, BotweAsamoah, BenJochannan, Karenga, Obenga, and their ilk,
Prof. Dompere persuasively demonstrates how crucial it is for Africa to maintain deep ties to her
progressive past against the backdrop of modernity and modernization (see “Polyrhythmicity:
Foundations of African Philosophy”). The multifaceted scholar Diop saw Ancient Egypt, the source of
GrecoRoman Civilization and hence Western Civilization, as a model for postcolonial African
civilization. Frantz Fanon advanced similar arguments but strongly cautioned against romanticizing the
past. We should, however, want to point out that the intellectual sympathy for the African past is not a
controversial one, since Europe, the West in general, continually feeds on the model of the GrecoRoman
past for intellectual and institutional direction as to the question of civilizational modernism. Asians do
the same.
Finally, Prof. BotweAsamoah’s classic work on the cultural foundations of Nkrumahism, a seminal
thesis of profound scholarship, also points to the same destination of intellectual chorus on the question
of Africa’s critical allegiance to her progressive past (see “Kwame Nkrumah’s PoliticoCultural Thought
and Policies”).
Yet all these renowned scholars, like Nkrumah before them, share the view that Africa’s progressive past
and her postcolonial actualities be carefully managed so that they cohabit the space of scientific and
technological modernism under threat of mutual antagonism. Taking full charge of her affairs, of her
collective destiny, of her strategic foreign policy decisions, and of her development priorities formed part
of the scientific thinking of Nkrumah. What is more, partisan politics and electoral politics (universal
adult suffrage), of which Nkrumah’s social and political activism helped usher into the exclusive politics
of colonial dictatorship, were to pave way for the scientific and technological revolution he planned for
Ghana and Africa. That was cut off by a combined intelligence apparatuses from the West, including the
CIA, and their local agents. This ushered in a long trajectory of alternate episodes of kakistocracy,
democratic dictatorship, and khakistocracy. It is important stressing again that the socalled Edmund
Burke’s political ideology, which made preordained rulers and educated elites sole candidates qualified
to fill the positions of a country’s premiership and presidency, pitted the likes of Danquah and Busia
against the moral agency of popular sovereignty.
Danquah and Busia and their political did not believe in adult suffrage as a moral pathway to either the
presidency or premiership of the Gold Coast, and later of Ghana. Both men will fight the executive
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dominance of the CPP government which represented the will of popular sovereignty. To men like
Danquah who were not baptized in the fire of political sophistication and of the intellectual intrigue of
mass mobilization, the will of popular sovereignty merely meant “a thing of the masses,” a bundle of
emotions. Nkrumah had studied Classical Africa, Ancient Egypt specifically, which exposed him to the
intellectual greatness of those ancient Africans in Egypt whose soughtafter priestprofessors (and
templeuniversities) had trained or instructed a number of the best minds in the ancient world, including
Plato, Soros, Pythagoras, Thales, Homer, Democritus, Herodotus, Anaxamander (and many others),
hence his [Nkrumah’s] “The African Genius” Speech from which our epigrammatic attribution, the first
paragraph, derives.
Nkrumah knew what the African mind, which he referred to as “the African Genius,” was capable of
accomplishing given the right environment and resources (see also Molefi Kete Asante’s “Race in
Antiquity: Truly out of Africa” and “Nkrumah Celebration”; Cheikh Anta Diop’s “Barbarism or
Civilization: An Authentic Anthropology” and “African Origin of Civilization: Myth or Reality”; and
Theophile Obenga’s “Ancient Egypt and Black Africa”). Further, Nkrumah’s speech “The Academy of
Sciences Dinner” and the “African Union Kwame Nkrumah Scientific Awards” speak to the question of
African creative gifts. There is no denying the fact that science is not for the exclusive use of any
society’s elites and preordained rulers. Rather, science is for the benefit of humanity and further, science
requires the patronage of the masses for its existence. We will also point out that it was the context of
Nkrumah’s investigational forays into the creative productions of the University of Timbuktu and of
Ancient Egypt what gave him cause to fault Leopold Senghor’s Negritude, which assigned rationality
and logic to Greek psychology and emotivity to African psychology, contrary to the verifiable facts of
comparative historiography and of history, classical scholarship and science.
And far from what others might say or think, Nkrumah was right in his critique of Negritude because,
unlike Nkrumahism, it lacks the scientific power of material actuation and transformative possibilities for
improving race relations and easing human suffering! The wideranging scholarships of Profs. Botwe
Asamoah, Dompere, Diop, and Asante do not give much intellectual and philosophic weight to Negritude
by way of critical expositions. Even Busia took issue with it. Wole Soyinka, contrariwise, has not
explicitly demonstrated his reservations about Negritude. Rather he has always lauded Senghor for the
maturity, ornateness and sophistication of his rhetorical prowess. So much for the commentary on
Negritude and its unscientificness!
The crux of the matter is that the kind of scientific and technological revolution Nkrumah envisioned for
Ghana and Africa required the active support of the masses, a fact Danquah’s elitist political philosophy
and distaste for the masses would not have countenanced let alone appropriate for the execution of his
political ambitions. The foregoing facts go to explain why Nkrumah may have brought the masses on
board via adult suffrage and popular sovereignty, on a quest for popular actuation of that scientific and
technological revolution. What of the present political dispensation and its links to the political
architectonics of suffrage and development economics? Concerning the actualities and challenges of the
modern dispensation for instance, Prof. Dompere has thoroughly examined the underlying factors
feeding electorate seems general miscomprehension of the moral burden of elective politics and the
political implications of the democratic process for development economics. This includes his
investigational reappraisal of such popular instruments as the role electoral franchise plays in
development economics, civil protection of liberties, Ghana’s sociopolitical evolution, individual and
collective responsibilities, and so forth. He offers a regimen of theoretical and practical solutions to
address the problem of electoral miseducation, disinformation, and misinformation.
Prof. Dompere’s primary worry, though, regards African leadership’s continual destruction of the
continent, a process he believes contributes to collateral blighting of the future of generations yet unborn.
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It is in this context that one wonders whether politicians accord any degree of respect to electoral
franchise at all, particularly after election cycles. A corollary question is: Do the people themselves have
any respect for their suffrage? If they do, why is it that they always seem to vote for incompetent
politicians? But there is a tempting tendency to invoke Senghor’s Negritude as a possible explanation for
the voting patterns of the electorate: Emotivity rather than logic and rationality as a determining factor
for the voting patterns of Ghana’s and Africa’s electoral politics. Another question is: What are the
reasons that seem to undermine the people’s ability to protect their electoral franchise and civic
responsibilities from the human faces of gross political incompetence? Quality mass education based on
scientific literacy; computer literacy; STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering, Mathematics)
pedagogy; critical thinking; information, media, and financial literacy; policy and political analysis;
public science; critical pedagogy; Afrocentric theory; discourse analysis; critical theory; and technology
literacy may situate citizens in a better position to critique electioneering and postelectioneering
promises. In short, to critique public policy.
There is, however, some evidence that the political elite are not ready or willing to improve the quality of
education for the masses because they [the political elite] can sponsor their children’s education abroad at
public expense, via corruption and kleptomania among a range of choices, and because they [the political
elite] fear quality mass education stand to jeopardize their privileged status in society. The survival and
perpetuation of the political elite means that citizens must be kept in mass poverty and ignorance for their
own social convenience. Overall, Nkrumah’s “developed code of morals” appears to have completely
lost their place and corrective direction in postNkrumah neocolonial politics. The end result of this
policy is the mushrooming of temples, churches, mosques, and shrines and charlatanic clergy, rather than
of research institutions and cuttingedge scientific laboratories and scientists, on every street corner.
However, for Nkrumah, science meant a social riposte to poverty, disease, ignorance, superstition, low
quality of life and of standard of living, melancholy, and antagonism and beyond that, raising the profile
of the masses’ sociopolitical consciousness. Prof. Dompere teases out the scientific foundation of
Nkrumahism in all his major works on Nkrumah.
In fine, Nkrumah’s promotion and projection of public science encouraged the idea of giving children a
shot at scientific education and scientific literacy and, in the words of E.A. Haizel, to be executed “from
the earliest stages in education, and taught to realize that science is not just something which works in the
laboratory, but is all around us in nature and in the things we see in our daily lives” (see E.A. Haizel’s
“Education in Ghana, 19511966”). Nkrumah did in fact demonstrate his deep appreciation of
developmental psychology, the art of teaching, childrearing practices (parenting), psychology of
learning, and education of children (pedagogy” in his 1941 essay “Primitive Education in Africa”). This
may partly explain why he took the education of children and of the youth to heart!
Yet in another context ethnic, cultural, religious, and regional allegiances and alliances, as well as mass
poverty and a misinformed, disinformed public are part of the dilemma of electoral politics across Africa.
Nkrumah’s suggestion that Ghanaians (and by inference Africans) should not view themselves as Fantes,
Gonjas, Ewes, Gas, Asantes, Nzemas, and so on but simply as a collectivity, “Ghanaians,” belonging to
the nationstate Ghana was antithetical, if not rather strange, to Danquah and his thugs of ethnocentric,
terrorist, and secessionist friends who advanced the political philosophy of ethnoregional balkanization
over public objections. The radicalness of Nkrumah’s scientific thinking, on the contrary, drove him to
push for the unitary state, with a responsible central government, where ethnic diversity coalesced into
seeming nationalism, as a conceptual framework that exerted a blanket of moral superiority over
Danquah’s divisive and exclusive politics, of ethnocracy. Danquah’s lack of scientific grasp of mass
mobilization, of organizational intelligence, and of the intrigue of political sophistication betrayed him.
As well, his [Danquah’s] infatuation with the Edmund Burke’s political ideology, ethnocracy, political
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ethnocentrism, and overreliance on his royal pedigree to do his bidding did his political career in. In the
first paragraph, for instance, Nkrumah made it clear that his idea of “brotherhood” did not depend on “a
criterion of color,” for his scientific thinking had no room for ethnic nationalism and ethnocracy. He may
have believed that colorism lacked scientific justification and that it should not be a barrier to race
relations. It was as if he had the completed pages of the Human Genome Project right before him, from
which he derived his scientific views on racial and ethnic equality.
It may have been probably why in all his major scholarly works and speeches he used “colonialism,”
“imperialism,” “the West,” “neocolonialism” and “Western” rather than “Caucasians” or “Whites” as
critiques of race relations with political overtones, although the former set of labels may have constituted
subtle and nuanced references to the latter set of labels. Nkrumah’s marriage to Fathia solidified his
credentials on ethnic and raceblind political philosophy. Copts are not Arabs. The French savant F.C.
Volney who visited Egypt in the 18th century inferentially classified Copts as “Negroes.” Volney writes:
“All the Egyptians have a bloated face, puffedup eyes, flat nose, thick lips…in a word, the true face of
the MULATTO. I was tempted to attribute it to the climate, but when I visited the Sphinx, its appearance
gave me the key to the riddle.”
He continues: “ON SEEING THAT HEAD, TYPICALLY NEGRO IN ALL ITS FEATURES, I
remembered the remarkable passage where Herodotus says: ‘AS FOR ME, I JUDGE THE COLCHIANS
TO BE A COLONY OF THE EGYPTIANS BECAUSE, LIKE THEM, THEY ARE BLACK WITH
WOLLY HAIR’” (our emphasis; see Volney’s book “The Ruins of Empires”). Also JeanFrancois
Champollion, the Father of Egyptology, who also visited Egypt in the 18th century, drew similar
conclusions. Results from Diop’s blood typing analysis (on Egyptian mummies), melanin dosage test, as
well as scientific and mathematical work on Ancient Egyptian physical anthropology produced similar
conclusions. Mrs. Fathia Nkrumah, nee Ritz, was ethnoracially a Copt! It bears emphasizing that,
according to the American Nkrumah scholar Dr. Zizwe Poe, Nkrumah the philosopher communicated
with Diop the scientist on a number of questions related to the African world and that Nkrumah later
impacted Diop internationally. Diop’s scientific work on the ancient world, comparative linguistics,
anthropology, sociology, political economy, human geography, classical scholarship, Egyptology, and
human biology led to a set of conclusions some of which Prof. Dompere makes good use of in his
scientific valuation of Nkrumahism.
Also in 1966, the First World Black Festival of Arts and Culture honored Diop and Du Bois “as the
scholars who exerted the greatest influence on African thought in the twentieth century.” In addition, the
Africancentered (Afrocentric) theory which Dr. Asante theoretically expanded upon and gave it a stamp
of international character owes its origination to Nkrumah. Dr. Asante makes it clear that Diop provided
the scientific tools for this theory (see “Cheikh Anta Diop: An Intellectual Portrait”). This theory, which
critiques Eurocentrism, cultural imperialism, and intraAfrican ethnocentrism among others, has
impacted the American Academy and international institutions in many meaningful ways. Therefore,
Nkrumah’s impact on the American Academy (and the Civil Rights Movement) has contributed to
enhancing the scientific understanding of the African world and its external relations, as well as of race
relations, African psychology, and the African Personality. This scientific understanding of race relations
and particularly of Africans’ aggregate awareness of their “new” station in human relations, strength and
weaknesses, common aspirations for a new era of freedom and of civilizational development, is
important because it was on that basis that Nkrumah’s grand vision for that new Africa found the moral
high ground of intellectual, scientific, cultural, and philosophic empowerment, even refinement.
Nkrumah saw this common destiny as a unitary continentalization of strategic priorities in Africa’s
interest. He said: “The independence of Ghana is meaningless unless it is linked with the total liberation
of Africa.” The philosophic and geopolitical basis of this statement has already been affirmed to a certain
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extent, although its scientific ramifications are yet to fully find empirical or material expression in
Africa’s contemporary political economy. But we need to take what the phrase “a certain extent” means
with some measure of analytic caution. The pursuit of development priorities or politicoeconomic
independence is a process. Namely, a gradualist and not a catastrophic enterprise. Nkrumah essentially
saw “development” as “the result of internal and external conflict relations” and went on to view it
[development] as a “struggle of opposites which causes development leads, at a certain point, to a
revolutionary break, and to the emergence of a new thing?a new culture, a new education, or a new
national life” (see Nkrumah’s 1943 essay “Education and Nationalism in Africa”). It does happen that in
the particular case of Africa neocolonialism, bad and visionless leadership, misplaced policy
prioritization, kleptomania, partisan politics, and lack of policy focus on longterm planning and strategic
planning militate against maturation of the political economy of selfdetermination. Nkrumah’s
“Consciencism: Philosophy and Ideology for Decolonization” provides a solid scientific riposte to the
dilemma. Also the scientific works of Profs. Diop and Dompere expand upon these strategic inquests.
Finally, nuclear scientist and businessman Dr. Kwame Amuah, Nelson Mandela’s soninlaw and
husband of Makaziwe MandelaAmuah, has added his voice to the universal chorus that Nkrumah was
“nonracial” (see “Do You Write on Death When You Haven’t Experienced It? Nelson Mandela to His
SoninLaw,” New African, Dec. 2, 2013). Dr. Amuah tells the world: “NKRUMAH, WHILE PAN
AFRICANIST TO BOOT, WAS EQUALLY NONRACIAL” (our emphasis). Furthermore, Nkrumah’s
historical consciousness which derived from a deep intellectual marriage with his cultural roots,
extensive reading, cosmopolitan worldview, as well as intimate knowledge of the comparative
historiographies of the Ancient Egypt and GrecoRoman worlds convinced him that intelligence,
originality, intellectual prowess, and creativity were not the province of any particular race or ethnicity.
Rather, he saw intelligence and creative productions primarily as a function of individual and collective
drive, enabling environments with the right caliber of incentives, society’s needs and wants, healthy
competition and collaboration, unity in diversity, curiosity, intellectual freedom, a healthy citizenry,
freedom from politicoeconomic repression, etc. Dr. Kwame BotweAsamoah’s scholarly work on
Nkrumah handles these questions in greater detail (see “Kwame Nkrumah’s PoliticoCultural Thought
and Policies”; see also Dominic Kofi Agyeman’s essay “Social and Political Outlook”).
There is no doubt that Nkrumah demonstrated a serious commitment to popular democracy where the
will of popular sovereignty submerged isolated agitations for ethnocracy, ethnoregional identity politics,
and ethnic nationalism. It takes more than politics to do this in many a situation. This is borne out by his
scientific understanding of how society, human psychology, mass mobilization, ethnicblind practices,
and group dynamics work to advance the collective enterprise of human undertakings. A scientific
appreciation of the facts of human complexity, evolution, and diversity plays a major role in the kind of
inclusive politics Nkrumah pursued. In the meantime, Danquah’s open distaste for Nkrumah’s
appointment of J.B. Braimah, a Northerner, to a cabinet position in the CPP government, when he
[Danquah] said Nkrumah had brought “ntafo” into his government to rule the country, is antithetical to
Nkrumah’s “scientific” conception of education in the special case of a unitary state. The fact still
remains: If Nkrumah did not see any significant biological differences between Caucasians and himself
as a matter of social critique, how then could he, an Nzema, have used biological markers to set himself
apart from and above J.B. Danquah, an Akyem; Gamal A. Nasser, an Arab; ObetsebiLamptey, a Ga;
Sekou Toure, a Mandinka; S.G. Antor, an Ewe; Jomo Kenyatta, a Kikuyu; June Milne, a British; R.R.
Amponsah, an Asante; Patrice Lumumba, a Tetela; Jawaharlal Nehru, an Indian; J.A. Braimah, a Gonja;
Richard Nixon, an America; Nnamdi Azikiwe, an Igbo; Sam Nujoma, an Ovambo; Chou EnLai, a
Chinese; and K.A. Busia, a Bono?
Perhaps more importantly, and in a twist of irony, is it not also true that the Nzema (Kwame Nkrumah)
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and the Bono (K.A. Busia) are ethnocultural siblings? If this is truly so, whence cometh the political
animosity between Busia and Nkrumah then? Profs. BotweAsamoah, OwusuAnsah, Mcfarland, and
other historians, experts on human geography, ethnologists and ethnographers believe that “the Brong
and Nzema groups” were, conceivably, the earliest cluster of Akans to leave Ancient Ghana for their
present milieus (see Dr. BotweAsamoah). Putting this aside, Nkrumah’s scientific thinking and the
scientific concept of Nkrumahism both ensure that disharmonies of whatever kind, degree, or form find
meaningful and practical expression in the unitary confines of ethnic, linguistic, racial, linguistic,
ideological, cultural, religious, and political diversity. Cheikh Anta Diop explored these questions
thoroughly from the standpoint of his comparative empirical methodology. Prof. Kofi Kissi Dompere
takes them to another whole level of vigorous scientific, philosophical, and mathematical actuation.
Finally, and most significantly, like the newly discovered Nelson Mandela handwritten manuscripts
which never made it to his bestselling memoir “Long Walk To Freedom” and consequently set to appear
in a sequel next year to fill in some of the major gaps in the long political narrative on Mandela’s life,
Prof. Dompere’s forthcoming books “The Theory of Categorical Conversion: Analytic Foundations of
Nkrumahism” and “Theory of Philosophical Conversion” are also set to provide a deeper analytic vista
into the labyrinth of Nkrumah’s scientific thinking and into what Nkrumahism still holds out for the
African world in terms of getting her out of the quagmire of developmental toxicity!
We shall return…
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Columnist: Kwarteng, Francis

Dr. Kofi Dompere On Nkrumah’s Scientific
Thinking 9
On the topic of the utility of reading to personal growth, intellectual development, moral refinement, and
development economics, K.B. Asante recalls of Nkrumah, of his reading habits, writing accordingly: “He
was an avid reader and enjoyed the company of intellectuals and men of ideas, especially those whose
views were similar to his own. Nkrumah was therefore aware of the trends of development economics…
(See Asante’s essay “Nkrumah and State Enterprises”). This type of constructive collaboration is what
we previously referred to as “spatial,” an interactive configuration that has contributed to the “success”
of the socalled Rwandan Model (Rwandan Economic Miracle, or Rwandan Experiment) as well as to
the praxis of Kagame’s enlightenment and knowledgeability about development questions, innovative
strategies for political maneuverability of his opponents, and intellectual cosmopolitanism.
The irony of Kagame’s exemplary reading posture, nonetheless, is that while Britain is Rwanda’s biggest
donor, whose contributions to Rwanda’s GDP amounts to about 70%, Kagame’s intellectual and
ideational sympathies lie with Singapore, not Britain, to which he looks for innovative praxes of
development strategies, tactics of political pragmatism as it relates to the particularity of Rwanda’s recent
history, and useful models of technocracy. In that case, then, the proposition of spatial constructive
collaboration, experimental as it may be in its underpinnings of philosophical temperament, collaterally
carries with it a portmanteau of implications for converting functional knowledge acquired through one’s
quality reading, travels, and strategic association with knowledgeable persons into “intelligence.” This
process of conversion requires the operational variables of imagination, intuition, vision, and personal, or
collective, initiative for effectuation of material success. It may also entail huge costs of emotional and
physical exertion.
Accordingly as a matter of further emphasis, going back to one of our primordial remarks we should
want to state categorically that, Prof. Dompere’s timely advice was in direct response to those Ghanaian
university students and professors who had complained to him about the inability of some major ideas
imported from the West to solve African problems, if effectively. This is a controversial supposition as a
matter of principle. On the one hand not all of these questionable drab ideas are, in and of themselves,
foreign in philosophical content or in cultural texture. Many of these ideas are actually originated in the
partisan political manufactories of Ghana’s winnertakesall capitalism, a system largely borrowed idea
from America and which a crosssection of the American electorate wants to see radically revised,
somewhat molded on a standard potter’s wheel of Gandhian economics.
Proponents of Gandhian economics, not dissimilar to proponents of Nkrumah’s “mixed economy,” the
Nordic Model, Beijing Consensus (“market socialism”), or Keynesian economics, arguably prefer
Keynesian economics to the classical model where, as in the latter case shadow forces purportedly
regulate and steer supernatural engines of economic activities under oversights of theoretical
designations of transcendental mystery and under jolts of revisional impenetrability, as though the greedy
calculus of human intentions does not matter in the dynamics of market economy. The Chinese, who are
under no illusions as to the realistic caliber of Adam Smith’s “invisible hand” successfully shaping and
directing economic activities, have realized the moral weaknesses of unfettered capitalism and,
accordingly, restructured the theory and praxis of market economy to fit a model the Chinese Communist
Party (CCP) calls “socialist market economy,” or “socialistoriented market economy” in line with the
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political economy of Vietnam.
Either system falls under the rubric of state capitalism. It does mean, on the one hand, that state
capitalism intrinsically provides adsorptive and absorptive capacity for the failures of unrestricted
capitalism, and on the other hand against the shortcomings of human predictive power and greed. Among
other things, the Asian Tigers did not blindly copy Western capitalism. Rather, they adapted Western
capitalism to the particularities of their cultural, geographical, spiritual, material, and historical
experiences, a path Nkrumah tried pursuing for the most part. Aside that, humanism or general concerns
for the quality and dignity of human life are accommodated in the critical compartments of Gandhian
economics! Nkrumah’s “mixed economy” substantially shares a practical and theoretical overlap with the
spirit of Gandhian economics.
What is more, teleology, human spirituality, preservation of human dignity, and community are subtle
connotations or, even overt corollaries, of Gandhian economics as of Nkrumah’s “mixed economy.” On
the other hand state capitalism does not share an internecine habitation with individual, or collective,
initiative as regards greed and destructive competitiveness of unfettered capitalism. State capitalism
merely offers a tempering or moderating “visible hand” of corrective intrusiveness at the moment
capitalism undergoes internal episodes of derailment and of haywire, as well as of creative and timely
management oversight in regulatory mechanism. State capitalism can also run currently with the private
sector and public or social ownership of the means of production. Unfortunately for Ghana today, the
spate of corruption scandals, namely the winnertakesall capitalism, bad judgment debts, lack of
competitive tendering and procurement protocols, extreme partisan politics, weak institutions, bribery,
lack of patriotism and of respect for laws, underdevelopment, cronyism and nepotism and ethnocentrism,
technocratic blindness, kleptomania, and the like, rocking the state and the private sector renders any
prospect for implementing genuine “mixed economy” in the contemporary dispensation of Ghanaian
political economy gloomy.
It is worth mentioning that the predominant mode of political economies in the modern era is “mixed
economy” or Keynesian economics.
The question we should all be thinking of is this: Which model of economic proposition fits the
contemporary challenges of Africa’s political economy, of Ghana’s especially, as capitalism has
demonstrated debilitating instances of internal unsustainability in many a situation across the world? That
is a standing inquiry our political economists, politicians, sociologists, political scientists, scholars, and
policy makers are struggling with. Moreover, granted that state capitalism worked so well for Nkrumah
at least, recalling that Nkrumah’s state capitalism predated China’s late 1970s economic reforms and
sequent optimization of China’s contemporary political economy, is there a rational argument to be made
weighing the comparative strengths of state capitalism against unfettered capitalism, the latter of which
Africa’s clueless leadership is vigorously pushing?
Predictably then, the intellectual infecundity of many of our scholars, technocrats, and politicians
constitutes a dangerous trend, a worrisome fixture to many, that needs focused reversing for the sake of
Africa’s development economics to materialize in its fullest capacity, in order for those in charge of the
theory and praxis of development sociology to direct the continent’s positive growth. More important is
the fact that policy effectuation of progressive ideas for advancement and growth need not be inclusive of
the specter of partisan politics, particularly, otherwise the bane of Ghana’s development economics.
Meritocracy, inclusiveness, relative unity across ideological and political and ethnic and regional lines as
regards national development strategies, and patriotism are more than essential considerations as well.
An obvious corollary of the preceding statement underscores a need for proactive contentions for
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safeguards to be erected against or around dangerous possibilities of institutional entrenchment of
ethnocentrism and regionalism. Good examples abound. The idea of ethnic Chinese and Indian
Malaysians with technocratic, scientific, and technological skills leaving Malaysia as a result of
ethnocentric and racist policies or as a result of not returning to Malaysia upon completion of their
studies in the West, or both, clearly, does not bode well for Malaysian development economics (See “A
Never Ending Policy,” The Economist, April 27, 2013; “Politics in Malaysia: Bumi, Not Booming, The
Economist, March 20, 2014; “Washing the Tigers: Addressing Discrimination and Inequality in
Malaysia,” 2012, The Equal Rights Trust & Tenaganita).
This is why a unifying political philosophy that seeks, justifies, sustains, and protects the national interest
from partisan greed, myopia, contamination, and hijack is of paramount consequence to any unraveling
strategy of Ghana’s development. Nkrumahism, categorical conversion, and consciencism define such a
progressive pathway. And no less an academic economist, philosopher, scientist, and mathematician as
Prof. Dompere has taken up this very question and several other related ones in his large corpus of
economics texts. On the other hand, locating the right answers requires intimate knowledge and
scientific, philosophical depth of the human condition, what, to wit, Ali Mazrui once titularly referred to
as The African Condition. The point is not for Africa to pursue an attractive economic proposition merely
because everyone else pursues it and merely because it works for everyone. The political economy of
growth and development economics and their intersection with culture is a more complicated subject to
circumvent than it seems facilely.
Still, as it stands Ghana’s present predicament in terms of institutional behavior parallels Malaysia’s in
many an example. “Malaysia’s lack of transparency and weak institutions have made graft and corruption
endemic, making it easy for people to be smuggled in and out of the country, often on stolen passports,”
writes Joshua Kurlantzick. “The watchdog organization Global Financial Integrity has ranked Malaysia
as one of the countries with the biggest illicit outflows of money in the world, while corruption
monitoring organization Transparent International ranks Malaysia 53rd in the world in terms of clean
government, below many poorer nations with fewer potential resources to combat graft (See “Why
Malaysia Will Say Almost Nothing About the Missing Plane,” BloombergBusiness, March 12, 20124).
The question is: Why is Malaysia ahead of Ghana in terms of development indices even as she is awash
in corruption, racism, and ethnocentrism? Prof. Dompere’s work on Nkrumah and Nkrumahism and his
economics texts covertly and overtly provide some of the major answers to fill in the gaps.
Let us also recall that the postindependence leadership of Malaysia has, to date, retained a number of the
policies the British left behind, such as favoring one ethnoracial group over other. Relatedly, Frantz
Fanon feared postcolonial African leadership following or adopting the crooked ways of colonialism, a
troubling augury whose thematic rhythm Thiong’o’s novel “Petals of Blood” captures in the particular
case of postcolonial Kenya, with familiar echoes proliferating throughout the geopolitical landscape of
Africa. This is why correlation, causality, and effect are such important ideas in the applications of
simulation, mathematical modeling, and game theory to the claims of sociology, of conjecture, and of
hypothesis. Where do we look then? Prof. Dompere, nevertheless, correctly appreciates the political and
moral amplitude of the dilemma confronting Africa well enough to explain to us in no uncertain terms,
that, the scientific and philosophical writings of Nkrumah have answers, positing that the latter’s
eloquent dialectic articulation, at least as framed in terms of the tacticality of development economics
and of the strategy of practical remediation formulas, leaves a lot to be desired.
If so, why have Ghanaian and African leaders largely failed to take full advantage of the full cornucopia
of Nkrumah’s scientific, technocratic, and philosophical ideas, his profound thoughts on development
economics for instance? Part of the arsenal of responses to this inquiry may point to Prof. Dompere’s
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timely ripostes to his audience at the University of Ghana to be ideationally originative. The truthful
nature of this response does not necessarily imply developing new ideas from scratch, for adaptation,
creative appropriation, and adoption are also implied in Prof. Dompere’s ripostes. Furthermore, time,
neocolonialism, psychocultural dislocation on the part of African leadership, and misplaced ideologies
may be the usual culprits. However, the point is not to appropriate Nkrumah’s ideas and adapt them
wholesale to contemporary actualities.
Times have changed, so too have the realities of development economics. Globalization, population
growth, industrial economics, managerial economics, information technology management, cultural
geography, strategic management, decision analysis, operations management, national strategic priorities,
economic espionage, and technology management are other important variables to consider. Yet the
arguments Nkrumah advanced in “Africa Must Unite,” “NeoColonialism: The Last Stage of
Imperialism,” and “Consciencism: Philosophy and Ideology for Decolonization” are still as relevant
today as when he made them several years ago. This is where creative adaptation, adoption, and
appropriation come in. Industrialized economies and emerging ones in Asia and the Americas have done
the same. For instance, Enlightenment and GrecoRoman ideas have been, and continue to be, the twin
sources of Western meteoric rise in global affairs. Most significantly, it is to reinforce the central idea
that every society has its positives which it can appropriate and turn to good use, not least of which is
development economics.
Prof. Dompere also believes one major reason for the lackluster performance of African leadership is not
necessarily its failure to avail itself or to capture the moving rhythm of Nkrumah’s ideas. Quite the
contrary. Rather, he strongly believes African leadership lacks a depth of scientific appreciation of
Nkrumah’s body of works, particularly his “Consciencism: Philosophy and Ideology for
Decolonization.” Prof. Dompere’s tenyearlong perusal of this particular work just to capture its
fundamentals in its fullest philosophical dimensions, and his mathematical, scientific exploitation of
Nkrumah’s “Consciencism,” particularly, among his larger focus of empirical methodology, represent
eloquent testament to the book’s scientific and mathematical merit. That aside, we, on the other hand,
also think the lumbering exigencies and political encumbrances of neocolonialism and intellectual
laziness and dependency complex and personal aggrandizement and inferiority complex are part of the
problem, too.
Even more disconcertingly, Prof. Dompere also thinks there are many selfprofessed Nkrumahists who
claim to have read Nkrumah but, who, regrettably, much like their political siblings who merely pay lip
service to the noble claims of Nkrumahism, lack the rigor of mathematical, scientific, and philosophical
tools required to defog Nkrumah’s sophisticated or labyrinthine psychology, let alone grasp the theory of
categorical conversion, consciencism, and philosophical conversion and their practical implications for
politicoeconomic continentalism and development economics. The recurring debates and multiple
interpretations this work has generated from different scholars, professional philosophers, researchers,
political scientists, scientists, and sociologists around the world speak to Prof. Dompere’s remarks. This
is not to say either Nkrumah or Prof. Dompere has all the answers. No single individual can. Neither
Adam Smith nor Karl Marx did.
Thus, it is to reinforce the notion that both intellectuals, Prof. Dompere and Nkrumah, have given us
enough to jumpstart the national conversation on development economics and continentalism, exactly as
Europeans have done. In theory, Prof. Dompere develops rational arguments to support another of his
salient positions that, it is only through sound scientific and mathematical examination of Nkrumah’s
ideas and their prudent prosecution that African political leadership, researchers, scholars, scientists,
development economists, and policy makers can truly cut the Gordian knot of African problems. These
are exactly what he has laid out in his technical texts. Similarly, Diop’s complex body of scientific and
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philosophical works advance arguments along this path, although our mendicant African leadership has
conveniently turned its back on them for imported taphonomic ideas instead. Then again Prof. Dompere,
a trained “traditional” priest, brings what we have already termed “informal intellectual development” in
prior installments to bear on scientific, mathematical articulation of ideas appropriate for practical
resolution of African, or human, problems. This observation is very important for a nation’s development
given that the best policy strategies for human development are not the preserve of formal education
alone.
Also notably, it is instructive to note that Prof. Dompere as a priest does not permit metaphysical
encumbrances of superstition and uncritical consciousness to arrest the lofty caliber of his scientific
thinking, a given fixture not unlike the highprofile statuses of the worldfamous exneurosurgeon Ben
Carson and Francis Collins, the latter being one of the impressive minds behind the Human Genome
Project, yet both conservative Christians (See George Johnson’s “Fire in the Mind: Science, Faith, and
the Search for Order” and Francis Collins’ “The Language of God: A Scientists Presents Evidence for
Belief”). Besides, Georges Lemaître, the mathematician, physicist, and astronomer Catholicpriest
formulator of the Big Bang Theory, and the Moravian priest Gregor Mendel, the “founding father of
modern genetics,” are two other interesting examples of individuals whose intellectual profiles sight an
overlap between religion and rational thinking.
These striking parallels are similar to the example of Prof. Molefi Kete Asante who went to school to
train as a Christian evangelist, but turned out one of the world’s best and innovative minds in spite of his
African spirituality and religious beliefs. Yet all these creative minds with instrumentalist attachment to
spirituality, namely African, Christian, or otherwise, join the noble and enviable pantheon of the world’s
sharpest and most productive mental factories. It is as if the penetrating vista of transcendence offers
them pineal eyes that strategically position them on a height of scientific and philosophic profundity,
where the limitless possibilities of exploring the mercurial innards of human complexity, of nature,
namely, beyond the pedestrian, assumes a rational pinnacle of calculating certainty. These are the kinds
of creative men and women Nkrumah envisaged for the new Africa, as conceived through the dialectic
prism of the larger inquest of consciencism. Nkrumahism produced many of these but, alas, their services
are rendered elsewhere, across the world if you will.
Yet again, Prof. Dompere, an international scholar not given to the theatrics of apologetics of any kind, is
the type of progressive thinker who also artlessly disacknowldges excessive religionizing of human
psychology as a creative antiphon to development economics. For instance, Prof. Dompere is not one to
gullibly accept gymnobiblism for its own sake, a fixture of Christian apologetics, or Quranic
hermeneutics, simply because such systems purportedly born of the elitist detachment of transcendental
mystery are not only controlling of human psychology, but are also more likely to encumber the freedom
of intellection. We are here referring to fideism and conflict thesis. Disarticulation is therefore the surest
path to scientific objectivity, clear thinking, and intellectual independence from the clasp of irrationality.
Thus, the clear disarticulation between Prof. Dompere’s religious beliefs and rational psychology has
always worked to his advantage.
This is equally reminiscent of Nkrumah who erected a rigid wall of separation between his religious, or
spiritual, beliefs and his rational psychology as it specifically relates to the question of development
economics. Again, for Nkrumah as for Profs. Diop and Dompere the practice of humanism and the quest
for “truth” put the kibosh on dogmatic tendencies of religiosity and xenophobic intellectualism. The
question, however, is not to exclude these profound scholars of diverse faiths from meaningful strategies
of policy formulations as a result of religious bias, the primarily reason being that a thick curtain of
scientific objectivity assumes a translucent partition between their formulaic spiritual identities and their
approach to empirical methodology. This point is more than indispensable to the proposition of
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constructive collaboration. As a ready illustration, it is not possible to discern any traces of religious
birthmarks in the entire corpus of Diopian scholarship for instance, at least those we have read over the
years. It is all about the rigor of empirical methodology and serious scholarship.
The preceding contentions notwithstanding, it is interesting to read how effectively Prof. Dompere
deploys advanced theories of logic, mathematics, philosophy, and science to originate theories for
solving African problems, this, by way of familiar philosophical or cultural systems of Ghanaian
concepts, such as the Adinkra symbols, Sankofa Anoma, AnomaKokoneKone, and Santrofi Anoma,
ideas that help to open up several analytic vistas into the buried chambers of Nkrumah’s labyrinthine
psychology, among others. That is to say, Prof. Dompere brings alive interred artifacts of African cultural
motifs and memes and other profound ideas from the sliding past that Africans have thrown away, either
advertently or inadvertently, through sustained efforts of experimental archeology as per vigorous
scientific and mathematical perlustration. Put simply, mathematical modeling and simulation are expertly
manipulated to underwrite creative translation of the qualitative or philosophic import of cultural
symbols into socialpolitical actuation of communal neighborliness or social egalitarianism, without the
intrusive encumbrances of ethnic balkanization, interethnic exploitations and antagonisms, and systemic
internal disharmony.
This holistic approach to empirical methodology then gives way to a more refined methodology of
creative consciousness, in which the lingering possibilities of unitariness find common ground with the
intrinsic equation of duality, polarity, and contradictions, all characteristic of the resulting historical
particularity that obtained in the crossroads of Africa’s tripartite socialization with cultural otherism, and
of the cultural raciology of Africa herself. As it stands consciencism, categorical conversion, and
philosophical consciencism deal with these complexities. These examples also point to the praxis of
“informal education” which, as we noted previously, Prof. Dompere brings to the scientific and
mathematical investigation of Nkrumahism! Mazama, Diop, Obenga, Asante, BotweAsamoah, and
others have done similarly, as exemplified by Asante’s “The Afrocentric Idea,” though outside the
province of mathematical and scientific inquest.
Also and this is extremely important, we cannot ignore the fact that Prof. Dompere’s intimate knowledge
of the cultural epistemology of “traditional” Africa is deep, profound, exemplary, and even
conspicuously nonpareil. The aspect of his informal education as well as of his grasp of African culture
have enriched the spectrum of his academic work, for, he has, for instance, skillfully demonstrated how
Santrofi Anoma and AnomaKoneneKone and Sankofa Anoma offer themselves up as insightful
philosophical planks upon which theoretical parturition of cognitive foundations assumes inquiring
possibilities of eventuation, and through which the concept of “transformational dynamics,” to
appropriate his phraseology, takes shape, capturing lingering moments of philosophical queries in the
rational crucible of corrective evaluation of global and internal policy constructs, especially those
strategically targeted at asphyxiating the “total” independence of African polities but, which,
unfortunately, seem to evade Africa and her development economics through the slippery roadmaps of
neocolonialism, poor African leadership, political ethnocentrism, weak institutions, and kleptomania.
Unfortunately, outside the scope of Nkrumah’s, Diop’s and Prof. Dompere’s scholarships, self
determination, PanAfricanism, antiimperialism, African Personality, humanism, and social justice have
become emotional staples of socialpolitical mirage even while they still undergird the concept of
Nkrumahism, though they still directly fall under the questioning radar of Prof. Dompere’s empirical
methodology! Admittedly the leadership of postcolonial Africa has not seriously looked at these
variables well enough to extract any meaningful ideas to advance the continent. These concepts, Santrofi
Anoma and all, in their philosophical nakedness and cultural profundity evoke the imageries of internal
contradictions and harmonies inhering in symbolic acceptations of the scatological bird “chichidodo,” so
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called, a metaphoric character associated with the thematic architecture of Ayi Kwei Armah’s “The
Beautyful Ones Are Not Yet Born” as well as of the psychopomp EsuElegbera or the Yoruba Orisha of
crossroads explored in Henry Louis Gates, Jr.’s American Book Awardwinning masterpiece “The
Signifying Monkey: A Theory of AfricanAmerican Literary Criticism,” although both literary works
directly fall outside the inviting oversight of advanced mathematics, science, and logic.
In one sense, the dialectic rigor of Prof. Dompere’s empirical methodology ploughs through the
dilemmatic thicket of the philosophical and cultural mystery surrounding a novelistic creation like Joseph
Heller’s Catch22 in the African example. Also, understanding these concepts requires another level of
intimate knowledge peculiar to the historical method and Afrocentric methodology, source criticism,
semiotics, semasiology, comparative mythology, phenomenology, philology, urban legends, and utility
of myths in the service of social and cultural formations. Urban legends (or myths), for instance, in the
typical Ghanaian context may be home to revisionist concoctions and calculating orchestrations of
falsehoods, of lies, as it were, designed to discredit Nkrumah and his legacy. This is not to imply
Nkrumah was infallible and angelic and saintly. Far from it. He was a human being like every other
human being. “Kwame Nkrumah was never a god,” Genoveva Kanu writes, “he was an astute politician,
an indefatigable leader, an able statement; above all, he was human, he was a man with a dream, a man
with vision for Africa?a great man (See “Nkrumah the Man: A Friend’s Testimony”).
That is, serious attempts to learn about Nkrumah should be a productive intellectual undertaking only if
done outside the hagiographic strictures of cult of personality, hero worship, or unquestioning
embellishment. That is also not to say Nkrumah’s legacy stands a chance of defacement from the annals
of world history as the coup plotters and their ilk unsuccessfully tried to do during and in the aftermath of
the coup. “The hideous thing after the CIAinspired coup, was the attempt by the coup makers to get his
[Nkrumah’s] eightyyearold ‘mother to say that Nkrumah was not her son,’ at gun point,” Prof. Botwe
Asamoah maintains. “She was dragged to a Commission of Inquiry and questioned whether Nkrumah
was her real son. Though almost blind, she refused to tell such a lie; instead, she fearlessly told them she
would stay alive to see her son return to her in Ghana.” Prof. BotweAsamoah concludes: “Another crude
and immoral campaign to disgrace Nkrumah was the dragging of his niece, a high school student at the
time, to the Commission to be ‘quizzed as to the real relationship between her and Nkrumah’” (See
Kwame BotweAsamoah’s “Kwame Nkrumah’s PoliticoCultural Thought and Policies”; see also Prof.
Kofi N. Awoonor’s “GHANA: A Political History from PreEuropean to Modern Times” and Genoveva
Kanu’s aforementioned book).
Others rumored that Nkrumah’s father was a Liberian. In other words there is no finality in sight to these
revisionist fabrications. These Machiavellian pretensions to political wickedness recall a salient episode
in the history of America’s political campaigns where the gossip mills of Thomas Jefferson’s calculating
enemies peddled insidious falsehoods alleging the latter’s death, a move “which was a ploy to discourage
his supporters from going to the polls” according to writer Richard B. Bernstein (See his book “Thomas
Jefferson”). Ironically Jefferson was alive then. But, these legacies of shameful histories and revisionist
concoctions notwithstanding, it still is shocking to hear Nkrumah’s contemporaneous enemies and their
current ideological scions preachify that Nkrumah was not even a Ghanaian, to start with. In other words,
what was a nonGhanaian doing in the Gold Coast and then in Ghana presiding over a nationstate, in the
skewed reckoning of Nkrumah’s xenophobic peers? As the preceding facts amply demonstrate, it is not
possible to erase the indelible legacy of great men and women from the conscience of human history.
To underscore that observation, readers can take a long, winding look back at how Nkrumah’s once
rejected, vandalized localized statue has assumed its rightful status symbol of international respectability
at the headquarters of the African Union (AU), which, according to New York University’s Julius Silver
University Professor and Professor of History and Pulitzer Prizewinning author David L. Lewis, the CIA
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clandestinely persuaded Haile Selassie to agree to have the headquarters of the Organization of African
Unity (OAU), ancestor of the AU, established in Ethiopia as a condition for his acceptance of the African
unification project, Nkrumah’s brainchild, with the latter, but probably unbeknownst to Selassie himself,
the CIA’s insidious intention had been actually to reduce Nkrumah’s global influence (See Lewis’ book
“W.E.B. Du Bois: The Fight for Equality and the American Century 19191963”).
How ironic! The CIA grossly misread Nkrumah as he wanted the headquarters and secretarygeneralship
of the OAU outside the political boundary of Ghana, a political maneuver or tactical orchestration
designed to instill in his peers a reversal of a hovering negative tendency in what appeared to have been a
group of men who collectively nursed wellfounded apprehensions of Nkrumah’s “usurping their
positions of power,” to appropriate Dr. Poe’s phraseology! “Ghana did not seek to be the Headquarters or
SecretaryGeneralship of the OAU,” writes Dr. Poe of Nkrumah’s elastic disinterest in the political
leadership of the Organization of African Unity. Remarkably, we make this assertive admission merely
as a basis for separating the wheat from the chaff in evaluating Nkrumah’s legacy. Of course that
notwithstanding, there is a manifest contradistinction of Nkrumah’s ingenuity, selflessness, vision,
pragmatism, and foresight to the normative intelligence, greed, idealism, cluelessness, and myopia of the
vast majority of humanity.
On the face of it, nevertheless, Nkrumah’s larger vision for Ghana, the world, and Africa circumscribed
any such stifling particularity of philosophical narrowness, of ideological pathos, and of unfounded fears
based on the quest for truth. In other words, Nkrumah’s political and intellectual courage contributed to
expanding the frontiers of human socialization, human community, and development economics. Among
other things, Nkrumah tried unknotting that world of relative complexity analogous to the dialectic
labyrinths of consciencism, categorical conversion, and philosophical consciencism, but for the
intervention of the enemies of Africa. That world he chose to develop from his categorical conversion is,
indeed, a world of technology and science and technocracy and critical thinking and creativity foisted on
a bedrock of African humanism, egalitarianism, cultural ethos, human dignity, gender equality, and
respect for community and race and diversity and ethnicity.
And whilst his enemies tried to strike the explosive match of fear in his wise face through juvenile acts of
terroristic bombing and sniping, fear, we may add, was not an ingredient in the cosmic soup of
Nkrumah’s spiritual identity, thus, remaining as it were outside his intellectual geography of political
innovation. Nkrumah, we further argue, did his best for Ghana, Africa, and the world in the midst of
flying bombs, bullets, insults, aspersions, lies, and jealousies from his political and intellectual rivals,
towering over them then and even in death. What his enemies and rivals did not know was that pain
tolerance was a fixture of Nkrumah’s physical and spiritual wellbeing. It was why he refused general
anesthesia as doctor(s) operated on him in the wake of the Kulungugu bomb attack. “Have no fear for
atomic energy,” sang Bob Marley. “Because none of them can stop the time.” Nkrumah, Nkrumahism,
and Nkrumah’s legacy are unstoppable. Indeed Nkrumah never dies. Indeed Nkrumahism never dies.
Indeed Nkrumah’s legacy never dies.
As a matter of fact Nkrumah, Nkrumahism, and Nkrumah’s legacy have become haunting prospects for
the Ghanaian, African, and global conscience as the 20th century deliberately metamorphosed into the
21st. What are the intentions behind these declarative assertions? Africa falls into a fivehundredyear
induced coma. While in transition in an otherworldly cultural limbo, so to speak, she dreams a strange
dream. In that strange dream she faces the mirror of accountability and in it, the mirror, she sees herself
essentially as Siamese triplets. Yet, somewhere in the depths of the mirror of accountability she sees
herself as a unique individual in a moment of individuation from the Siamese triplets. Trinity in
internecine unitariness of sorts. And then, slowly, she begins to feel the tightening pangs of euthanasia,
of assisted suicide, that is, around her hyoidal conscience as she deliberately swims in the ether of
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internal contradictions.
The boat she is swimming in eventually begins to drown in the blurry consciousness of interior
incohesion, the outboard motor of socialcultural selfcorrection having gone of order. The entire episode
assumes a surprising state of cultural anatopism, of spiritual anachronism. The strange dream even
dissolves into a vaporous ocean of neardeath experience, flowing upstream against the tidal juggernaut
of unitary stream of consciousness. Internal unitariness becomes a central focus of intraTrinitarian
hostilities, a question of Orwellian deceptiveness. Before long the militant voice of Bob Marley’s “Africa
Unite” makes a sudden appearance in the sinking fog of Africa’s cultural abstraction. But Bob Marley’s
is a lighter version of Nkrumah’s “Africa Must Unite.” In other words the modal verb “must” separates
Marley’s lyrical militancy from Nkrumah’s philosophical militancy, an enormous ideological chasm.
Bob Marley’s “Africa Unite,” it turned out, was a philosophical scion of Nkrumah’s African Unity, or
Organization of African Unity. Regrettably then, that dream of unitary cohesion in Africa remains a
distant reality in terms of strategic effectuation of Africa’s internal cohesion, because Nkrumah’s
categorical conversion, consciencism, or philosophical consciencism has not been given a fair chance, if
at all, at material attestation. This, coupled with the drowning boat of philosophical indecisiveness on the
part of African leadership, adds to the political conundrum of effectuating Nkrumah’s larger vision for
Africa and the rest of the world. Thus, successfully weaving a basket of unity in the praxis of
continentalism has become a difficult task to accomplish. Understandably, Africa’s grudging tendency to
hearken to the wisdom of Nkrumahism underscores her sinking boat even as her distorted image in the
mirror of accountability defies the logic of physics.
It still is not in doubt that, all things considered, the philosophical aesthetics of Nkrumah’s consciencism
indisputably remains as mathematically, intellectually, and dialectically appealing to the inquiring
conscience as peacock plumage is to the piercing eye, though the peacock’s cautionary vocalization for
intracontinental harmonization is yet to fully materialize. It is also worth mentioning that peacock
plumage, intrinsically, can be a bane and a boon simultaneously depending on the evolutionary context of
the Darwinian compass of natural selection. A careless, or miscalculated, melodious note from a peacock
in the presence of a powerful predator may constitute the bane of that peacock’s existence; on the other
hand the same situation may attract a prospective female, consequently leading to a boon in the
peacock’s genetic proliferation. Africa, it seems, has not found an equilibratory locus within these
hypothetical extremities.
There is an intrinsic cost, prohibitive though we are quick to acknowledge, which the continent is being
unnecessarily burdened with because her leadership refuses to associate itself with the voice of reason, of
Nkrumahism.
Who are the Siamese triplets? How do we successfully turn the socalled Trinitarian hostilities into
socialpolitical moments of unitary wholeness? How do we get Africa out of the political quagmire of the
proverbial sinking boat? Where is that practical synthesis Nkrumah advanced to underwrite Africa’s
continuing development economics, continentalism, and technocratic advancement? Why are religion
and laziness, to mention but two, rather than science, technology, technocracy, industry, and critical
thinking, being promoted as the panacea for Africa’s manifold ills? What explains Africa’s growing
habituation to antidevelopment ideas that industrialized nations and emerging economies are throwing
away? What is the proverbial mirror of accountability? What is the Orwellian language of deceptiveness
about? Perhaps, the qualitative answers can be gleaned from the universal set of Prof. Dompere’s
uniquely formal mathematical, logical, and scientific solutions to the dialectic quest of Nkrumahism, for
it is in the dialectic realms of Prof. Dompere’s logical, mathematical, and scientific ornateness that the
elegance and timeliness of Nkrumah’s great ideas show themselves.
http://www.ghanaweb.com/GhanaHomePage/features/artikel.php?ID=344621&comment=0#com

9/22

4/5/2015

Dr. Kofi Dompere On Nkrumah’s Scientific Thinking 9 | Feature Article 20150131

The world, no doubt, keeps validating Nkrumah’s major ideas from time to time. Julius Nyerere made it
clear that “Since then Europe via the EU has adopted his [Nkrumah’s] entire proposal apart from the one
on a union government.” A number of industrially powerful polities across the world are gravitating
towards Nkrumah’s “mixed economy.” ExPresident John Kufour saw it wise to declare May 25 an
African Union, Nkrumah’s brainchild, holiday in Ghana (See Dr. Kwame BotweAsamoah’s “A Salute
to President Kufour on African Union Day”). More than anything else Nkrumah’s ideas foreshadowed
the ethnocultural and ethnopolitical conflicts on the continent, as well as on the dangers of
neocolonialism, religious terrorism, gross socioeconomic inequality across the length and breadth of the
continent, the same ideas undermining the developmental strategies of African leadership and threatening
the internal cohesion of Africa today.
It is not in question that Nkrumah’s idea to unite Africa and then to use her vast wealth to develop the
continent and its people stood at odds with Western interest to exploit Africa’s wealth and its people to
develop the West and her people. Jomo Kenyatta once opined that Ghana’s independence ended
colonialism in Africa. This statement is correct in one sense. As it stands the end of colonialism also
ushered in the political birth of neocolonialism. Neocolonialism, an ideological doppelganger of
colonialism, has eventually taken on the spectral shadowiness of religious terrorism, environmental
destruction, mental laziness, dependency complex, and mindless copycatism. Among other things,
neocolonialism is also a selfsustaining institution in which political lies and revisionist untruths take
shape to palliate the bruised psychologies of certain human elements in defense of the status quo, the art
of lying for its own sake.
There are many useful examples to underscore these contentions. Richard Nixon, the same man whom
Dwight D. Eisenhower handed a letter inviting Kwame Nkrumah to visit the United States when the
former attended Ghana’s independence celebration, and Henri Kissinger disapproved of Nkrumah’s left
leaning policies, while, at the same, accommodating the leftleaning policies of Mao Tsetung (See
Andrew Rice’s book “The Teeth May Smile but the Heart Does Not Forget: Murder and Memory in
Uganda”). As a president Nixon and his confidants deployed the Internal Revenue Service (IRS), the
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) against his critics, thus
resigning the presidency in the wake of the Watergate Scandal.
Still, there are those ideological enemies of Nkrumah who see nothing good in Nkrumah’s state
capitalism or state intervention, but the same critics have no problem with the state intervention policies
of Franklin D. Roosevelt, Barack Obama, Angela Merkel, leaders of the socalled Asian Tigers, and
several others around the world. More remarkably, we want to recommend the article “State Capitalism:
Big Brother is Back (France and Germany Lead Revival of State Intervention”) in the Nov. 3, 2014
edition of The Economist for readers’ perusal. There is also an interesting table of facts with the legend
“A Tentacle in Every Boardroom: French Government Stakes in Listed Companies” which readers may
want to look at. Germany’s social market economy, the Nordic Model, Britain’s social insurance, Japan’s
collective capitalism, Keynesian economics, French dirigisme, state capitalism, mixed economy, and
social capitalism are essentially born of similar economic philosophy (For a description of “social
capitalism,” see Haydn Shaughnessy’s article “The Emergence of Social Capitalism: Adaptation or
Threat,” Forbes, Jan. 23, 2012).
Yet others like Ralph Nader, however, put corporate socialism in a separate category. Thus, it seems that
everywhere one looks Nkrumah, without a doubt, pursued the right path for Ghana and Africa in terms of
his overall political strategies on development economics policies. It is unfortunate how Nkrumah’s
ideological enemies fail to see that a “mixed economy” can go either the way of socialism/communism
or of capitalism and that Nkrumah’s “mixed economy” largely went the way of capitalism, Keynesian
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economics. And these critics mistakenly think every component of Adam Smith’s or of David Ricardo’s
classical economics is capitalistic in theory, neither do they fail to see that laissezfaire capitalism hardly
exists anywhere (we explore in a later page).
“Contrary to Smith’s assertion, a cursory revision of the titanic economic growth of the 20th century
developers, namely Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan, CLEARLY REVEALS THAT ECONOMIC
GROWTH IN THOSE COUNTRIES HAS BEEN DUE TO ANYTHING BUT NONSTATE
INTERVENTION,” writes Masoud Movahed. “QUITE THE CONTRAY, IT WAS NOT THE
‘INVISIBLE HAND’ OF THE MARKET THAT KINDLED RAPID GROWTH IN THOSE
COUNTRIES BUT RATHER THE ‘VISIBLE HAND’ OF THE STATE, which directed the flow of
capital to the industries the state thought would be most productive. STATEINTERVENTION AS A
CRUCIAL INGREDIENT OF RAPID INDUSTRIALIZATION OF THE 20TH CENTURY‘S LATE
DEVELOPERS IS NO LONGER AN ESOTOREIC REALITY TO INTREPID DEVELOPMENT
ECONOMISTS (our emphasis).
Movahed continues therefrom: “WITHOUT RIGOROUS STATE INTERVENTION, MASSIVE
INDUSTRILIZATION WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN FEASIBLE IN THE POSTWORLD WAR ll
GIANT INDSUTRILIAZED ECONOMIES, NAMELY GERMANY, JAPAN, AND RECENTLY THE
EAST ASIAN TIGERS. THE STATE IN THOSE LATE DEVELOPERS NOT ONLY PROVIDED
MACROECONOMIC CONDITIONS CONDUCIVE TO CAPITAL ACCUMMULATION AND
ECONOMIC DYNAMISM, BUT ALSO STRIVED TO REDUCE UNCERTAINTY AND RISK FOR
THE LOCAL FIRMS THROUGH VARIOUS PROVISIONS OS SUBSIDIES SUCH AS CHEAP
CREDIT, LOW OR NO TAXES, AS WELL AS SUBSIDIZED EQUIPMENT AND MACHINERY (our
emphasis; See “The East Asian Miracle: Where Did Adam Smith Go Wrong?”, Harvard International
Review, Oct. 26, 2014; see also “A World Bank Policy Research Report: The East Asian Miracle
(Economic Growth and Public Policy),” Oxford University Press, 1993).
The policy OF for the Asian Tigers’ surprising development and growth in a generation is the Keynesian
model, the same model that drove Nkrumah’s economic and development policies. Even China’s then
Den Xiaoping reforms were essentially based on the Keynesian model, namely “mixed economy,” state
capitalism, or state intervention, as Xiaoping’s 1979 Four Cardinal Principles eloquently demonstrate: 1)
The Principle of Upholding the Socialist Path, 2) The Principle of Upholding the People’s Democratic
Dictatorship, 3) The Principle of Upholding the leadership of the Communist Party of China (CPC), and
4) The Principle of Upholding Mao Zedong Thought and MarxismLeninism (See Wikipedia; see also
Jim Abrams’ “Karl Marx Rediscovered As China Stresses Ideological Orthodoxy,” Associated Press
News Archive, Oct. 1, 1989). As a matter of emphasis, these four principles were erected against the
backcloth of free market strategies. Ironically, both capitalist and socialist regimes have seen fit to revise
their political economies to suit emerging realities.
On the other hand, others selectively and conveniently cite Cubans as being happy that, finally, the
Obama Administration’s opening up the island for exploitation. These critics of Nkrumah forget that a
crosssection of Americans, namely religious leaders (clergy), businessmen and businesswomen, farmers,
politicians, CubanAmericans, activists, scholars, etc., have been lobbying for decades to have the
embargo lifted. These critics also forget that the world has railed against America for the injustice of the
embargo and that Pope Francis worked behind the scenes with the Obama Administration to reverse
America’s policies toward Cuba. These critics have not bothered to find out how much in billions of
dollars the embargo costs both America and Cuba every year (See the website of the US Chamber of
Commerce).
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Finally, these critics gloss over the euphoria American exporters, investors, retailer, and business people
have since been expressing over prospects for exploiting the Cubans once the embargo is dissolved. They
want to find every means to identify Cuba’s political economy with Nkrumah’s Keynesian economics
when there is no such link to begin with. It is obvious why the Cuban example is selectively invoked and
manipulated to, in point of fact, attempt an unscholarly distortion of Nkrumah’s nonpareil legacy on the
part of his ideological enemies. Actually, one wonders why anyone will go to this extent because,
apparently, an individual or a group of individuals wants to discredit Nkrumah’s legacy while collaterally
ignoring the fact that Nkrumah’s development economics policies were neither exclusively capitalist nor
socialist, but rather Keynesian economics. Why fabricate or distort historical facts to fit one’s ideological
perspective? Why will anyone go to great lengths to tarnish the image and legacy of another person when
the moral weight of the world is behind that another person?
Now, regarding the preeminence of Keynesian economics, one important study reports: “Given the
general lack of laissezfaire capitalism in the world, examples to show its benefits are few and far
between. Rather than admit that the idea is simply impossible, conservative and right‘libertarian’
ideologues scour the world and history for examples. Rarely do they let facts get in the way of their
searching?until the example expresses some negative features such as economic crisis (repression of
working class people or rising inequality and poverty are of little consequence). Once that happens, then
all the statist features of those economies previously ignored or downplayed will be stressed in order to
protect the ideal from reality (See “Doesn’t Hong Kong Show the Potentials of ‘Free Market’
Capitalism?”).
The author(s) of the said study is/are reacting to the widespread misconception that Hong Kong’s
economic success derives exclusively from laissezfaire capitalism or, to put it otherwise, from Adam
Smith’s “invisible hand,” given that verifiable facts from around the world contradict the misconception.
For instance, it is seldom mentioned that the government of Hong Kong was instrumental in establishing
the Hong Kong Stock Market (HKSM), that the same government has been associated with heavy
expenditures on both social welfare programs and construction of public infrastructures and, finally, that
the government owns every piece of land in Hong Kong and how it uses land to manipulate the economy
of Hong Kong in the its favor. Neither has it been thoroughly discussed that Adam Smith’s “comparative
advantage” or “carrying trade” has come under attack, with some cogently arguing that international
logistics invalidates the idea. These scholars and researchers argue, in effect, that Adam Smith was
wrong on his “carrying trade” theory. James Buchan’s wellreceived book “An Authentic Adam Smith:
His Life and Ideas” dismisses the idea that Adam Smith’s “invisible hand” has anything to do with free
market or laissezfaire capitalism.
As a matter fact, others have also pointed out that Smith used “invisible hand” only three times in his
wellknown work “The Wealth of Nations” and on each occasion the concept had nothing to do with free
market or laissezfaire capitalism. Prof. Duncan Folley’s work “Adam’s Fallacy: A Guide to Economics”
makes it clear that economics is not an inductive or deductive science, but rather a speculative
philosophy, and that proponents of capitalism more often ignore the negative side of laissezfaire
capitalism (See his other interesting work “Understanding Capital: Marx’s Economic Theory”; see also
Robert Heilbroner’s “The Worldly Philosophers: The Lives, Times and the Ideas of the Great Economic
Thinkers). Finally, the impact of Ricardian socialism, a concept derived from David Ricardo and Adam
Smith’s classical economics, on Karl Marx’s thinking is hardly broached by critics of Marxism in
intellectual discourses on economic theory.
Yet unrestricted capitalism continues to devastate economies around the world. “THE BRITISH
GOVERNMENT HAS APLIED TERRORIST LAWS TO FREEZE THE ASSTES OF AN ICELAND
http://www.ghanaweb.com/GhanaHomePage/features/artikel.php?ID=344621&comment=0#com
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BANK…WE THOUGHT WE HAD FRIENDS, IN EUROPE AND IN THE UNITED STATES…
ONLY THE SCANDINAVIANS WERE PREPARED TO EXTEND A HELPING HAND AND THEN,
ALL OF A SUDDE, RUSSIA. SOMEHOW THE WORLD HAS CHANGED…IN MANY WAYS WE
UNCRITICALLY ACCEPTED THE CAPITALIS SYSTEM,” writes Prof. Gauti Kristmannsson, “which
appears to have been a gigantic casino without an owner…But, then again, I heard that a new edition of
‘The Communist Manifesto’ will be published here this autumn. Coincidence, of course?but, like
everything else, unreal. Kafka’s Iceland probably has an ending different from anything that we can
possibly imagine (our emphasis; see his piece “The Ice Storm” in The New York Times).
Prof. Krismannsson was, to all intents and purposes, writing about the failures of capitalism in his native
Iceland and what they did to the economy and people of Iceland. Capitalism, it suddenly yet inexplicably
appears to the world, an excessively dangerous, unpredictable armed robber, a wolf in sheep’s clothing if
you will, storming into the night and making away with King Solomon’s mines. It is no use, then, that the
sleeping world has forgotten so soon that Karl Marx had correctly predicted globalization, its problems,
and the failures of international capitalism more than a century ago. Why have the failures of capitalism
suddenly become a cause célèbre, an epiphany, a déjà vu? The notsounpredictable behavior of
capitalism, we may add, takes after the questionable behavior of Adolf Hitler who, according to the
JewishAmerican public intellectual Dr. Norman Finkelstein, hid 3035% of the wealth he and the
leadership of Nazi Germany stole across Europe in America. This percentage of stolen wealth is still part
of America’s political economy.
Moreover, Dr. Finkelstein has offered some reasons justifying Jewish organizations’ reluctance to go
after the American government in recovering Jewish wealth, artistic and otherwise, as they did with
European governments and European institutions (See Dr. Finkelstein’s “The Holocaust Industry:
Reflections on the Exploitation of Jewish Suffering” and Peter Novick’s “The Holocaust in American
Life”). Other interesting information has been revealed about Hitler and Nazi policies (See Bryan M.
Rigg’s book “Hitler’s Jewish Soldiers: The Untold Story of Nazi Racial Laws and Men of Jewish
Descent in the German Military”).
What is the point of our narrative diversions? These diversions paint an assembly of facts that make it
easier to appreciate Prof. Dompere’s scientific work on Nkrumahism and to easily dismiss offhand the
emotionallytainted yearnings of Nkrumah’s ideological enemies or, conversely, to let readers in on the
knowledge that for Prof. Dompere’s scientific and mathematical exploitation of Nkrumahism to make
practical sense readers will have to develop extensive inventories of expertise in subject matters ranging
from global history, history of philosophy, history of science, history of knowledge, critical theory,
Afrocentric theory, history of science, cultural theory, Egyptology, political theory, Cold War Studies,
classical African history to postcolonial theory. The point is that Nkrumahism cannot be properly or
sufficiently understood outside these investigational contexts, as Nkrumah arguably represented a
culmination of the long, meandering evolutionary history of political refinement, political wisdom, and
moral bravery.
In the end Nkrumah’s call for grafting science, technology, critical thinking, and technocracy on the
bedrock of African humanism, egalitarianism, African Personality, and cultural ethos still holds great
promise for Africa’s developmental vivification. What is more, like the regenerative power of a
salamander or of an axolotls, the advanced mathematics, logic, and science of Prof. Dompere make a
powerful case for policy resurrection of Nkrumah’s great ideas. It goes without saying that Nkrumah’s
ideas are as good for Africa just as they are for Europe. “If Africa unites, it will be because each part,
each nation, each tribe gives up a part of the heritage for the good of the whole. That is what union
means, that is what PanAfrican means,” said W.E.B. Du Bois in 1958. Europeans have seen the wisdom
and light in Nkrumah’s innovative ideas and seen fit to implement some of them to advance their
http://www.ghanaweb.com/GhanaHomePage/features/artikel.php?ID=344621&comment=0#com
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continent, what of Africa and of the African people if we may ask?
We shall return…
Read Article
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Just stay away from this intellectual block and focus on your WANGARA SARPONGESE.
(click to comment on this comment)
KOLA, INSIDE LONDON.
0131 06:43

Kojo T & KOLA, INSIDE LONDON Dear Brothers, How are you? Brother Kojo T, what is going on? I
hope you are great! Brother KOLA, INSIDE LONDON, what is up in London? I hope you are also doing
great too! Let me know how you guys are doing! I am
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0131 06:49

Kwarteng throws Bomb to English!!! The coiledhead and fake English teacher in USA, francis kwarteng
throws another Bomb to English Grammar.: Kwarteng writes, without copying.: > "Have a great
weekend to you two." ..................................
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
ADJOA WANGARA
0131 08:02

Adjoa u are petty This is being petty. Any wonder we are still in the throes of poverty
(click to comment on this comment)
Kojo T
0131 14:15
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Re: Another nonsense from the same idiot Adjoa Wangara is a MORONIC IMBECILE!, matter of fact
he is a SCUMBAG. Bro Kwarteng keep up the good work those of us with discerning minds enjoy
reading your well researched articles. Stay blessed and have a great weekend.
(click to comment on this comment)
JOE
0131 14:36

Re: Another nonsense from the same idiot Dear Brother JOE, Good day. YENTIA OBIA. Well said.
Have a great weekend, Brother JOE. Thanks.
(click to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0131 15:57

Re: Book Long And Long Essay A quintessential product of Nkrumahism. He is the type Nkrumah
started and ended with booklong praise singers and no substance. They fossilized in Nkrumahism such
that they don't know what century we are in now. Who in his
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
MINOR CASE
0131 03:47

Re: Francis Kwarteng Francis, as much as I admire your writing acumen , I believe you are wasting
precious time dilating on Nkrumaism which was a sham. Nkrumaism did nothing to move Ghana and
Africa forward those days and it is not going to enhan
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
King Thomas
0201 22:09

PHD THESIS WHICH SOLVES NO PROBLEM GHANAIANS ARE GOOD AT WRITING LONG
WINDING THESIS WHICH IS ONLY GOOD FOR THE BOOKSHELF, BECAUSE IT DOES NOT
PROVIDE ANSWERS FOR THE SIMPLE ISSUE OF DIRTY, SMELLY OPEN GUTTERS OF
GHANA'S CITIES AND TOWNS. SHAME, LONG ESSAY, BU
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(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
ISSA ABONGO
0131 02:38

Re: PHD THESIS WHICH SOLVES NO PROBLEM Yes, we agree! "... LONG WINDING
THESIS...DOES NOT PROVIDE ANSWERS... (TO)... SIMPLE ISSUE OF DIRTY, SMELLY OPEN
GUTTERS.." But, ISSA ABONGO, you should also know that ignorance of history, science, applied
science, and
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Prof Lungu
0131 17:48

Prof. Lungu & ISSA ABONGO Dear Prof. Lungu & ISSA ABONGO, Good day. Please, I believe I have
already provided a list of books (by Dr. Kofi Kissi Dompere) which has all the necessary answers readers
need from Dr. Dompere and his corpus of works.
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0131 19:37

Re: Prof. Lungu & ISSA ABONGO Francis, it is unfair for to suggested people who disagree with
Nkrumah and his policies are his "emotionally tainted ideological enemies". It is just that in every known
political system, there are those who will oppose cert
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Kwadwo
0131 22:27

Re: Prof. Lungu & ISSA ABONGO Dear Kwadwo, Yes, it is not about constructively critiquing
Nkrumah that is my headache. It is the ahistorical facts and revisionist lies about him that is what I am
concerned about. For instance, why should the coup pl
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(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0131 23:35

To Kwadwo Again Kwawdo, I forgot directly addressing one of your emotionallytainted comments:
Nkrumah never killed Danquah. Danquah brought his own death upon himself. We know why Danquah
joined the National Liberation Movement and we al
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0131 23:52

Francis, not so fast. Assuming what you stated about Danquah are true, I don't remember him being tried
or found guilty by a Court of law before he was imprisoned? These are some of the issues "emotionally
tainted yearings of Nkrumah's ideological
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Kwadwo
0201 01:04

Re: Francis, not so fast. Kwadwo, WHY DID YOU CONVENIENTLY SKIP DANQUAH’S
ASSOCIATION WITH THE RITUAL MURDER OF THE NANA AKYEA MENSAH AND HIS
FALLOUT WITH THE COLONIAL AUTHORITIES ON THAT ACCOUNT? WHY DID YOU
CONVENIENTLY SKIP THE TERRORISM OF D
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0201 06:01
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Francis, you are rather emotionally ranting I asked a simple question as to why Nkrumah never put JB
Danquah before the established court of law before he was imprisoned and you failed to answer it. I
would have moved a judge to strike all that you just ranted as unres
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Kwadwo
0201 08:41

Re: Francis, you are rather emotionally ranting Kwadwo, Go and read the sources and come back again!
Thanks.
(click to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0201 09:01

It is simply a legal question, Francis.! I asked a simple legal question and you are directing me to reacd
sources that have nothing to do with the issue at bar. You have no answer and as a matter of law,
summary Jidgment is in Order. I am done.
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(click to comment on this comment)
Kwadwo
0201 16:41

PROF LUNGU:AM A STUDENT OF HISTORY WHAT IS HISTORY IF IT DOES NOT SOLVE
ANY HUMAN PROBLEMS???? WHAT IS SCIENCE IF IT DOES NOT SOLVE ANY HUMAN
PROBLEMS???? WHAT IS TECHNOLOGY, IF DOES NOT SOLVE ANY HUMAN PROBLEMS????
THE PROBLEM WITH GHANAIANS IS THAT, WE ARE T
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
ISSA ABONGO
0201 00:32

Re: PROF LUNGU:AM A STUDENT OF HISTORY ISSA ABONGO, You are hurting so bad for what
I cannot fathom THE REASON to be. Seriously you are hurting so bad. What makes you tick, is it
Nkrumah’s great name, his great ideas, or his great, rich legacy? Which one? Is
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0201 03:45

Re: PROF LUNGU:AM A STUDENT OF HISTORY ISSA ABONGO, Looks like we agree more than
we disagree. We need books and other reading materials, including the modern internet, to solve
problems. Some of the simplest problems to solve are endemic in Ghana because
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
Prof Lungu
0201 03:54

What is the meaning of all this. As Busia reminds us, communication is not about words but ideas
expressed simply. This is the kind of idiot we call intellectuals. Africa has a problem. Read Busia ,s
Africa in search of democracy and learn how to write. This
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
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Mankind
0131 14:44

Re: What is the meaning of all this. Dear Mankind, You got the title of Busia's book wrong; it is
"AFRICA IN SEARCH OF DEMOCRACY." Mind you, I have read all the writings of Busia. Also
remember Busia was not a democrat; he never believed in democracy. What is
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
francis kwarteng
0131 16:44

GREAT JOB BUT... This writer is endowed with facts and I am really proud of his writeup. However, it
would surprise you only few people would read and be able to digest it. Good job and common sense
approach to issues confronting we Afric
(click to read full comment or to comment on this comment)
EGYA ACKAHBLAY
0131 20:34

IGNORE ADJOA WANGARA,THE HOMOSEXUAL Ignore the nonfactual homosexual,idiotic writer
called ADJOA WANGARA
(click to comment on this comment)
Onua Francis
0201 00:15

Adjoa wangara and insults I wonder why adjoa wangara always insults. Adjoa change !
(click to comment on this comment)
gideon
0201 01:10

another foolish article I wouldn't waste time reading this shit. Nkrumah is dead and gone so are his ideas.
(click to comment on this comment)
warren
0201 09:27
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NKRUMAH'S IDEAS LIVE FOREVER The ideas of Africa's MAN OF THE MILLINEUM live
forever.Amen!
(click to comment on this comment)
James Obeng
0201 15:03

Re: another foolish article Keep burrowing in your warren.Nkrumah is far too big for people who call
themselves warren.
(click to comment on this comment)
YAW
0201 15:09
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