CONCERNED CITIZENS CALLING FOR PARLIAMENTARY

PROBE INTO EOCO’S FAILURE TO INVESTIGATE MONEY

LAUNDERING ALLEGATIONS AGAINST CECILIA DAPAAH
AND HUSBAND (MR OSEI KUFFOUR)

Our Ref: MLK/MFD/044/24 Your ref: Date: 15th May 2024

THE RIGHT HONORABLE SPEAKER OF PARLIAMENT
PARLIAMENT HOUSE

CANTOMENT - ACCRA

ATTTENTION: HON KINSFORD SUMANA BAGBIN

Dear Sir, /

PETITION FOR PARLIAMENTARY PROBE INTO EOCO’S
FAILURE TO INVESTIGATE THE MONEY LAUNDERING
ALLEGATIONS AGAINST CECILIA DAPAAH - ARTICLE 103 OF

THE CONSTITUTION (1992) AND STANDING ORDERS OF
PARLIAMENT

We the underlined being citizens of Ghana and interested in promoting and
sustaining Ghana’s democracy and the fight against corruption which has

retarded Ghana’s progress for decades, wish to petition your high office for
a probe on the above matter.

1. It is the situation that the Economic and Organized Crime Office
(EOCO), led by its executive secretary Maame Yaa Tiwaa Addo-Danquah,
has chosen not to investigate the allegations of money laundering against
Cecilia Dapaah. EOCO claim that they cannot comprehend the basis of
the OSP's opinion that Madam Dapaah (former minister for Sanitation and
Water Resources) and her husband were potentially involved in money
laundering regarding the substantial sums of cash discovered in their
residence and in various bank accounts.
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Antecedents

2. The antecedents to the EOCO decision are that on the 21 of January,
2024, the OSP handed over the docket in respect of the investigations of
Madam Dapaah for corruption and corruption related offences to EOCO
on the basis that in the opinion of the OSP the investigation so far tilted
towards money laundering and structuring. That is to say the OSP at the

time did not find any evidence of corruption and corruption related
offences against Madam Dapaah.

3. However, EOCO upon receipt of the docket, did not act timeously to
seize the money that the OSP was returning to Madam Dapaah as publicly
stated by the OSP. Indeed, there are many stories online which show
various legal commentators and anti-corruption crusaders admonishing
Madam Addo-Danquah to ensure that she or her representatives were on
site to also seize the money that the OSP was about to return to Madam
Dapaah. The money seized by OSP was a sum of US$ 590,000.00 and over
GHC 2,700,000.00. The seizure was done in one of Madam Dapaah and
her husband’s homes in Abelenkpe, Accra upon searching it. The OSP also
froze Madam Dapaah’s accounts which also run into millions of Ghana
Cedis and Dollars.

4. Quite apart from the above, EOCO also wrote a letter to the Attorney-
General (hereinafter ‘A-G’) on the 15% of February 2024 to ask for
directions on the investigations. We find this decision untenable because it
is trite that from the facts of this case, the evidence presented by the OSP
and other publicly available evidence, Madam Dapaah had as of that time
and till date has not been able to satisfactorily explain the source of the
money. Indeed, she tried to give explanations, but those explanations failed.
Some of those varying accounts are as follows. The original one million
dollars (US$ 1,000,000.00) that was stolen from her home belong to her
deceased brother. Secondly, it was said the money was funeral donations
of her deceased brother funeral.

5. However, Madam Dapaah subsequently recanted the statements when
the widow of the deceased brother sought to sue her for the recovery of the
money. She also subsequently informed the OSP that the money was from
two cosmetic businesses she owns. But a search at the Company House and
further investigations by the.OSP revealed that those businesses did not
belong to her. Attached is a copy of the OSP report as exhibit C. So,
quite clearly, Madam Dapaah has not been able to explain the source of
money and that information is in the public domain.
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6. The fai.lure' to explain the sources should have been the cornerstone in
the investigation. This is due to the fact that section 1(3) of the Anti-Money

Laundering Act, 2020 (Act 1044) states:

“‘Where a person under investigation for money laundering is
In possession or control of property which the person cannot
account for and which is disproportionate to the income of
that person from known sources, that person shall be deemed
to have committed an offence under subsection (2).

Annexed is a copy of the law as exhibit D.

It is evic.lent and quite clear that with ample evidence available,
accompanied by a docket that contains over twenty (20) witness statements,

it is highly doubtful that EOCO cannot comprehend the details of the
docket.

7. Another salient fact that should help is that EOCO released a press
statement that asserted that EOCO had returned the docket to the OSP on
37 May, 2023. However, a few days later, when Madam Addo- Danquah
was interviewed on the matter, she among others stated that she was about
to send the docket to the OSP; meaning the press release was false. This is
another fact that calls for a probe because it suggests a deliberate attempt
to cover up the crime that has been committed in this case.

8.It is also instructive that on Saturday 4™ May 2024, the A-G stated on
radio (Joy Fm) that EOCO had finished its investigation into the matter
which directly contradicts a statement in the A-G’s representative’s letter
to the EOCO that investigation was yet to commence. Attached is a copy
of the programme and the letter as exhibits A and B respectively.

In the circumstances, we humbly petition your high office to set up a
bipartisan committee to probe the lapses including inactions on the part of
EOCO, the A-G etc.

Humbly submitted.

Yours truly,

1. Dr. Adam Bonaa

2.Daniel Yaw Domelevo M
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3. Justice Abdulai Esq

r 4 Martin Kpebu

5. Dr Nana Yaw Akwada Wf
6. Prof. Ransford Gyampo g@ .. Kd . ...............
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I
| PLATFORM
. P. O. Box MB 60, Ministries, Accra
OFFICE OF THE Digital Address: GA-110-0887
) ATTORNEY-GENERAL Tel: +233 302 665 051
L T AND MINISTRY OF JUSTICE My Ref: GR/PD/199/24
RETUBLIC OF GHANA Your Ref: A/117/117/V 5/41

Date: 25" April 2024

REQUEST FOR DIRECTIONS IN THE MATTER OF THE REPUBLIC VS CECILI
ABENA DAPAAH & DANIEL OSEI KUFFOUR: A REFERRAL BY THE SPECIAL

PROSECUTOR TO THE ECONOMIC AND ORGANISED CRIME FOR MONEY
LAUNDERING INVESTIGATIONS

A‘_We refer to your letter dated 213' February 2024 requesting directions on a referral by the Special
‘Prosecutor, of the above-mentioned case to the Economic and Organised Crime Office (EOCO)
for investigations on money laundering and structuring.

You have stated in your letter that: upon a review of the docket from the Office of the Special
Prqsecutor (OSP), it is not clear which predicate offence to posit an alleged case of money
laundening by the OSP on".

You attached a copy of the feport on your review of the OSP’s docket to your letter referred to
‘above. '

A study of the docket from the OSP and the report by your-office indicates that: -

a. investigations by the OSP did not establish any éviﬁence of corruption, corruption
related offences, or procurement breaches against the suspects;

b.  the OSP has retumed money and other propertiéé retrieved from the suspects in the
course of their investigations to them and the suspects have been accordingly
discharged by the OSP.

We observe that the OSP did not place a copy of its report on investigations conducted by that
outfit on the docket submitted to your office. The OSP's letter to you also did not disclose the
basis for the suspicion of the commission of the offence of "mohey laundering and structuring".
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~ Itis thus difficult to ascertaln the basis for the 0SP's susplclon of the commission of the offerrce

. of money laundering and structurmg by the’ suspects

A study of all the documents on the dockat subrnitted by the OSP does not drsctose how the
| offence of money laundenng and structunng mlght have been committed, as alleged by the OSP.
These documents inctude

. _ th_e OSP's |etter to your outfit by which the docket was transmitted;

il  the diary qf_}actidn;

iii. - statements taken in, the course of mvestrgatrons by the OSP

iv. letters wntten by the OSP to various mstrtutrons mcludmg the Criminal lnvesttgatrons_

Depattment of the Ghana Polroe Servroe and some banks in the country -

- owned by persons with which the ﬁrst suspect Ms Cecrlra Abena Dapaah i ts assocrated

various exhtbrts rncludrng documents of rncorporatron of entities with whrCh the ﬁrst ‘
suspect Ms Cecilia Abena Dapaah is assocrated oompany documents of entmes _

' and oontracts awarded in the tenure of-the ﬁrst suspect, Ms. Cecilia Abena Dapaah A

- as Minister at the Mmrstry of Samtatron and Water Resouroes

. The OSP indicated that Octaber 2023, the mvestrgat]ons became transboundary wrth the

3 rnvolvement of the Federal Bureau of Investigations (FBI) of the United States ..
- - stating that it had oonducted seven (7) months of extensive investigations and four (4) months of
: collaborative investigation® concluded that “the case is Iargely in the province of suspected money

- Iaundenng and structurmg"

3 The,_oft‘ ce, after

It is noted, however, that the OSP did not present a copy of the report on the coltaboratrve

~ rnvestrgatrons oonducted with: the FBI to your outfit. Nerther are the ﬁndrngs of the “transboundary
-investigations” wnducted by the OSP stated i in the OSP'’s docket to you.

E We observe that by a.t_etter dated 1% February, 2024, you wrote to the OSP to furnish you with a
“copy of the findings on the case to facilitate your investigations. You inform us that, to date, the

OSP has not respondeo to your request.
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Sections 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 of the Antl- Money Launderlng Act, 2020 (Act 1044) creaté offences
relating to money laundering At the outset itls important to indicate that the offence of structuring
~is not known to Ghana laws At the heart of the offence of money laundenng is gams obtalned

~ from criminal proceeds arising from an unlawful activity, which is defined ir section 63.0f Act 1044

to refer to offences specifically spelt ouf therein. The status of property being. prooeeds of crime’

is therefore crucral to money laundenng This is even 50 under section 55(2) of Act 1044 where -

an accused may be- presumed to have unlawfully acquired property in her POSSOSSlOﬂ which
“'icannot be accounted for In any event, it is. matenal to note that section 55(2) of Act 1044 is
(3 . tnggered only ln the course of a trral of an accused person for a specrﬁed offence under the Act. “ _

‘ ﬁ_, ln the absence of the rdentlﬁcatlon of any cnmmahty assocrated with the propertles retneved from e

N “the suspects, the OSP’s referral to EOCO for mvestlgatlons to be conducted mto money
\laundenng is w1thout basrs ‘ ‘ : Aol -

4 Ever though as part of your mandate you could commence lnvestlgatlons lnto the source(s) of
- the money found in the ‘home of the suspects we do not find this necessary since- thls Ofﬁce
2 before- the reference by the OSP had lnstmcted the Pollce Serwce who are already selsed wrth )

other aspects of the case to lnvestlgate the source(s) of the huge sums of money found in the -
. home of the suspects a fact. the. OSP is aware of. We fi nd from the QSP’s docket, marked as
e “B1", a copy of lihe Attomey-General's letter to the Drrecter-General of the CID dated 31" July,

_ 2023
B In llght of the above the OSP docket on the subject matter is retumed herewnth

FOR: ATTORNEY- GENERAL

THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
ECONOMIC AND ORGANISED CRIME OFFICE

ACCRA
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; The OSPs' criminal intelligence suggested that the first respondent had unexplained large cash sums
of money (far above her i income as a Minister of State) secreted.and stashed up in her residence: and
: that her house- helps had allegedly helped themselves to part of said sums of money through larceny.

.The OSPs' crrmrnal intelligence further suggested that the first respondent, as a Minister of State, was
engaged in an undisclosed and undeclared real estate business in which she obscured and concealed
the transacnons by employing the use of aliases to avoid detection of the actual ownership of the

‘business and properties, while c|ever|y recelvmg hte proceeds of the transactions in her bank
accounts and investments :

| On Sth July 2023 the. Republrc based on complalnt filed by the respondents herein, commenced

: cnmmal proceedings in the Circuit Court, Acra against four (4) persons on na amended charge sheet
on vanous counts of stealrng ni Case No D4/155/2023 titled The Republrc v Patience Bowte e Thre
~ Ors. "

01The charges filed in court in respect of sald proceedmgs retounted that between July and October
: -2022 the accused persons alegedly stole valuable.items from the residence of hte respondents
" herein ta Abelemkpe, Acra - -including-large cash amounts of One Milion United States dolars
g (US$1 000,000.00; Three Hundred Thousand euras (€300,000; :00);"and Three Hundred and Fifty
: Thousand Ghana Cedrs (GHC 350 000) belongmg ot the ﬁrst respondent

1 The respondents assessed the value of other stolen items - including jewelry, bags and clothes
b'elonging ot the first respondent - ta One Hundred and Thirty‘—‘Ohe Thousand and Four Hundred
‘United States dollars (US$131,400.00) and Nrnety- Five Thousand cedis (GH¢95,000.00). While the
value of rtems stolen from hte second respondent stood at Nmety Thousand cedis (GH¢90,000.00)
and three Thousand United States dolars (US$3, 000. 00) The Charge Sheet si attached and annexed
as Exhibit "OSP1". :

112 On the basis of the huge volumes of cash alleged to have been stolen from the respondents’

.residence recounted inthe court-processes in said proceedings, particularly as belonging to the first

respondent who was a public officer, and reinforced by the OSPs' criminal inteligence alluding to

. suspected unexplained huge volumes of cash stashed and concealed ta the residence of the

" respondents, which were suspected to be proceeds of coruption, the Special Prosecutor authorised
full investigations of the respondents as deposed to in paragraph 6above.

A search immediately conducted at the Ablemkpe residence of the respondents by authorised
officers of the OSP in the urgency of the case on 42 July 2023 led ot the discovery of the cash sums of
Five Hundred and Ninety Thousand United States Dolars (U5$590,000.00) and Two Milion Eight
Hundred and Sixty- Two Thousand and Seven Ghana Cedis (GHC2,862,007.00). Further searches were
conducted were conducted in wt o 2() other residential properties of the respondents in
Cantonments and Tesano in Accra.




. ehvzrll‘zp;:s'sz r:r;qneys_ bw_ere dcra_f_tlly:cor!cealed In wraps, polyethene bags, clothes, thirty- two 3(2)
d . 3 were buried and secreted in obscure places i = g s A N -
St : ) . placeés in the residence, some with ‘
descri iowi : ek =NCE, with labels and
of m En?ns. e visual recording of the search revealing the sureptitiously concealed cash sums
fmo ey ?re atta_chgfj In a sealed pen drive and marked ds Exhibit "0SP2" Ragric , Hops

‘atzj:;gt:irdzr.\c:ﬁwmh section 32(1) (a) of Ofice of the Special Prosecutor Act, 2017 (Act 959),
-horised officers of the OSP, having reasonable grounds t6 suspect that hte cash'sums afe tainted

- property S s e ¥ ‘ , :
R P hperty fim:i\that It was-necessary to prevent concealment or los, seized the cash sums discovered
- 8t hte residence of the respondents.in aid of the investigation., - e :

' :’_l’he Spe_ci_al Pr'qsecut@r,directed the arrest of the first résb.oﬁden,t on 24 July 2023 and subsequén'tlf/'
- the second respondent on 1August 2023. . P et LRSI e

i Upon thfe’.rel'ease of the cash sums of money earlier ta the first respondent in'compliance with-an
.- order of the High Court,'Accra dated 31 August 2023;fautHori$ed. officers of the OSP re-seized same -
o ‘on 5September 2023 -to aid the ongoing inv’estigaﬁori upon reasonable grounds that the cash sums of
- money ,remain_ed suspected tainted property. The seiz‘u,ré‘ was effected to prevént‘ loss, E’on_cealment -
or dissipation pending the completion of the ongoing investigation, Atacched_"and. marked sa Exhibit
"OSP3" is a copy of the seizure notice dated 5 Septembér 2023. S Y

. The reasonable grounds that the cash sums seized from the residence of the respondents are
.. suspected tainted property (as suspected ot be derived, obtained, or realised from the commission
- of corruption or corruption-related offences) are premised on the consideration that the cash sums
are unexplained and not linked to any disclosed IawaIls'o‘urce(_s) of income of the respondents; and
reinforced by the ‘ ' ' =

conduct of the respondents in their rendition of varying and sometimes conflicting accounts of the
. ownership and source(s) of thelarge amounts of money reportedly stolen from her residence, the
cash amounts seized from her by the OSP, and the link between the large sums of money reportedly
~stolen from their residence and the cash amounts seized by authorised officers of the OSP.

There are no financial.records and traces of thevorigin(s) of the maney reportedly stolen from the
residence of the respondents and the money discovered by the OSP at said residence. Further, there
isno 'evidenc,e of the amounts of money having been»derived from any I'egitimate businesses,
profession or vocation, and no evidence of said amounts having been lawfully declared and

subjected to any statutory payments.




ii. Dunng the search conducted in her presence, the ﬁrst respondent drsavowed and claumed no
knowledge of the presence of the said cash sums in the residence. The conduct of the first:
'. respondent, bemg a.public officer, helghtened the susplmon of the authorused ofﬁcers of the 0SP
: that the cash sums were. talnted property. :

St

-|l| In her |nvest|gatlon cauhoned statement.to the OSP durlng the course of mterwewmg on 24 July

.2023, the first respondent Categorically stated that an amount of Elght Hundred Thousand Umted

States Dollars {US$ 800,000.00) out of the cash, sums reportedly stolen-from their residence ;
belonged ‘to. her‘deceased brother, one Naria Akwasi Essan II. Attactied and sealed and marked as - T
Exhlblt "OSP4" is a copy of the cautloned statement of the first respondent : .

iV, Subsequently, on 28 July 2023, ina further statement, vquntarlIy given to the OSP, the first
’ .respondent clalmed that the amount of Five Hundred and Nmety Thousand United States dollars
o (US$590 000:00) concealed in their residence’ and dlscovered by the OSP was part of. the One Mlllron
* United States dollars (US$1,000;000.00) the respondents had reported to the police’as stolen from
- their premises, By this, the first respondent was suggesting that though the accused persons in Case .
No. D4/155/2023 titled The Republicv. Patlence Botwe e* Three Ors are standmg trial for, mter alia,
allegedly stealmg . i B P S L : o ‘

One MI”IOn Umted States dollars (USSl 000, 000 OO) in fact the amount they allegedly stole in the

dolfar currency was Four Hundred and Ten Thou$and Umted States dollars (US$410 000.00).

Attached and sealed and marked as Exhibit “OSPS" isa copy of the first respondent s further : o
statement. : ' ; {

V. Therﬁrst respondent feigned having no knowledge of and also could not attest to the source of the

cash.sums beyond the mere statement that her'deceased brother (who she'had stated as being the

owner of Eight Hundred. Thousand United States Dollars (USS 800,000.00) allegedly stolen from said

residence) owned businesses. She later recoiled and pled her constitutional right to remain silent by ; ‘
refusing to provide information on the ownership and sources of the amount of money reportedly

stolen from said premises and the cash sums discovered.by the OSP in said premises. Attached and

sealed and marked as Exhibit "OSP6" is the latest cautloned statement of the first respondent 7

September 2023, on the issue.

vi. The first respondent also claimed in Exhlblt "OSPS" that she owns an undisclosed and }
. unidentifiable part of the sum of Two Million Eight Hundred and Sixty-Two Thousand cedis and Seven.

Ghana Cedis (GHC2,862,007.00) retrieved fromsaid residence. She claimed that some of the money

was received as sitting allowances and revenue from her cosmetics business, which'she registered

under the'name Dermacare Cosmetics as a sole proprietorship. However, OSP's investigation

revealed that the first respondent is not the registered legal owner of the said business enterprise. '

The official records at the Office of the Registrar of Companies reveal the proprietor of Dermacare
Cosmetics as one Marian Awuah. A copy of the Business Registration Documents of Dermacare.
Cosmetics is attached and sealed and marked as Exhibit "OSP7" ’




Vil Further mvemganon by the OSP revealed the exlstence of another busmess entlty with the name
Dermacare Enterprise registered with the postal address of the first respondent However, the Iegal

‘ ownershlp vests in one one Victoria AdIOk and not the first respondent A copy of the Business

~ Registration Documents of that busmess is.attached and sealed and marked .as Exhibit "OSP8". -

» Further investigation into the actual beneﬁmal owners) of thls business is ongoing. '

viii. The ﬁrst respondent also claimed i |n Exhlblt "OSPS" that. part of the dlscovered cashin cedls

discovered by the OSP in said resldence was proceeds from the sale of her Dermacare Cosmencs

business.in 2003, which'she keptin herhouse This herghtened the SUSPIG'OF‘ °f the authorised

officers of the OSP since the dlscovered cedr currency . notes are in the-new cedi. denommatlons

mtroduced in-July 2007 and they were not in exrstence in 2003 when the alleged sale of Demacare
: Cosmetlcs was purportedly completed in 2003 S . - :

ix. Then again, contrary to. the first respdndent s claim that Dermacare Cosmet‘lcs ceased operatlons
in 2003, the business registration documents (Exhrblt "OSP7") show that the busmess was registered -
“in 2018 Further the flrst respondent was unable to provrde partlculars of the’ sald busmess sale and -

proof of statutory payments in respect of the sald busmess

X.. Although the first respondent clalmed that part of the cash sums dlscovered by the OSP was

funeral donations and another part belonged to the second respondent, the first respondent has

" been unable to provide details of what' component of the Two Million Elght Hundred and Sixty-Two

" Thousand cedis and Seven cedis (GHCZ 862 007.00) represent funeral donations and which part

" belongs to the second respondent Indeed contrary to the clarms of the first respondent the second
respondent, in'his cautioned statements and interviews with the OSP, did not IayAclalm to any part of
the money: The-cautioned statement and further cautioned statement of second respondent-are '
attached and sealed and marked as Exhibit "OSP 9" and Exhibit "OSP ' '

10".
xi. The first respondent claimed that the various amounts stashed in thirty-tvl/o

(32) different envelopes, discovered through the arduous search by authorised officers of the OSP, .
amounting to a total sum of One Hundred and Thirty-Two Thousand and Seven cedis
(GH¢132,007.00) were her sitting allowances. A record of the various sums sealed in said envelopes
range from Four Hundred cedis (GH¢400.00) to Thirty-Eight Thousand One Hundred and Sixty cedis
(GH¢ 38,160.00), most of which far exceed the approved sums recommended for payment to public
officials as sitting allowances - raising suspicion as to the legitimacy of their sources. The said record
is attached and sealed and marked as Exhibit "OSP11". »

xll. The second respondent in his cautioned statement to OSP (Exhibit

"0SP10") attributed ownership of the sum of Two Hundred Thousand United States dollars (US$S
200,000.00) out of the dollar amount discovered by the OSP and which the respondents claim they
erroneously reckoned as allegedly stolen from said residence) to his niece, one Akua Dorcas
‘Owiredua living in the United States of Amerlca '




xili. The second respondent claimed that his niece is in'the habit of remitting money to him from the
United States for the purposes of her construction projects in respect of which he acts as consultant.
However, the identified niece was unable.to provide evidence of the source of the said amounts and.'
evidence of Iawful remrttance of said-sums to the second respondent

Whereupon she claimed to have personally and physrcally brought the sald sums purportedly
amounting to Two Hundred Thousand Umted States dollars (US$ 200,000.00) without Iawful
declaratron

xiv. Indeed, the second respondent and his supposed hiece gave conflicting accounts of how the
purported remittances were delivered to- the second respondent, number of times she visited Ghana.
to give him money and how much money was given to the second respondent during each visit. The
recorded statement of Akua Dorcas Owiredua and its transcrrphon are attached and sealed and - 3
marked as EXhlblt "OSP12" and Exhibit AR

"OSP12A‘I

xv. Though the respondents clalm that the amounts of money drscovered by the OSP in sard
'resrdence form part of the amounts they earlrer reported to the pollce as allegedly stolen from said .
residence, they are yet 10 take steps to report their purported dlscovery and change of facts and.
arcumstances to the Ghana Polrce Serwce to amend therr allegatrons of theft for thCh eight

(8) accused persons are currently standlng trral

- 190n the basrs of the foregomg and in pursuance of sectlon 32 of Act 959 the apphcant contends ;
that this a fit and proper case for thrs Honourable Court to conﬁrm the selzure by the OSP of the cash
_ amounts of Five Hundred and Nmety Thousand United States dollars (Uss590, 000.00) and Two o

. Mllhon Elght Hundred and erty Two Thousand and Seven cedis (GHC2 862 007. OO) discovered by the It

OSP at the residential property of the respondents located at Abelemkpe

- 20 Further, the Specral Prosecutor consrderrng that freezing of the property of the first respondent rs

necessary to facilitate the ongoing investigation, invoked his statutory power under section 38(1) of
Act 959 and directed the freezing of the first respondent!s-bank accounts and investments held at .
" Prudential Bank Limited and Societe Generale Ghana. Attached and sealed and marked as Exhrblts ¢
"0SP13" and "0SP14" are the respectlve freezing orders. .

21 The applicant submits that by the combined effect of sections 38 and 40 of Act 959, all that is
required for this Honourable Court to confirm the freezing orders in question in the circumstances of
the present case is to satisfy itself that:

i. the respondent in question is being investigated for corruption or a corruption-related offence; and -

ii. the Special Prosecutor has, in writing, frozen the property in question being the property of the
respondent or-specified property held by a person or entity other than the respondent) as being
considered necessary to facrlrtate the investigation; and

ili. there are reasonable grounds to believe that a confiscation order shall be made under Act 959 in.
respect of the-property - that is to say, that the property in question is liable to be confiscated if at
the end of the investigation it is established to the satisfaction of the court that it is indeed tainted
property in subsequent proceedings for confiscation of the property. '

22 The law does not require the;applicant to establish any other ground beyond the above or to
place before the court, at this stage, the outcome of the investigation or the detailed indices of the




rnvestl ationortoh
: g ave conducted rugourous |nvest|ganon at this: stage. The law merely srtuates the

. sat:atth};ef:s:zsufers ;hat freezmg Of the Droperty is necessary to faclhtate the investigation. That is to

|nve bl g order’is merely to facilitate the investigation and'not as the outcome of the’

Shoj‘dgt‘dheon or that the findings of the mveshgatlon necessitate the freezing order. And further that,
Dfoperty be indeed established as tainted property subsequently, it will be liable to be

C ;
onfiscated. Any contrary reading of the clear and simple provisions of Act 959 in the context of the :
instant case would be per incuriam and unwarranted

23 On this reckoning, the freezmg order regime of the OSP is remarkably sui generis and dlffEFGNt
from that of other lnvesngatmg bodies in the jurisdiction - which require very detailed grounds of .
such bodies in an application for confirmation of a freezing order. ‘And the applicant humbly: submlts
that fidelity must-he had to Act 959 in respect of the instant application and not in reference -
directly or referentially to lnapphcable laws and statutory provisions.

24 On th:s score, the applicant has demonstrated beyond satisfaction from the foregomg that the
first respondent whose bank accounts and investments are under a freezing order, is bemg '
‘investigated for corruption and corruption-related offences including using public office for profit as
" deposed to in paragraph 6 above and that the frozen property is liable to be confiscated shauld-it be
subsequently estabhshed as tamted property. .

25 However, ex abundati cantela out of abundance of caution, the applicant would proceed to state
the particulars informing his estimation that the frozen property is suspected tainted property and
that it is necessary to freeze the property to facilitate the investigation to prevent loss and .
dissipation. .

Particulars

i. There are several suspicious transactions running through the bank accounts and investments of
the first respondent and other transactions which cannot be attributed to her lawful income and her
declared or disclosed sources of income at all material times in her position as a public officer.

ii. On another score, the first respondent simply refused to speak to the sources of the funds running
through her bank accounts and investments.

ili. As deposed to in paragraph 8 above, the OSP's criminal intelligence suggested that the first
respondent, as a Minister of State, was engaged in an undisclosed and undeclared real estate
business in which she obscured and concealed the transactions by employing the use of aliases to
avoid detection of the actual ownership of the business and properties, while cleverly recelvmg the
proceeds of the transactions in her bank accounts and investments.

.iv. In an instance, the first respondent sold a SSNIT Borteyman.Estates Flat No.

B8T/0D/BLK2/2BR/1 under the name of Nana Yaa Ode. Indeed, the first respondent appended her
signaturé on all relevant correspondence with the buyer under the name of Nana Yaa Ode.
Concerning the payment, first respondent, through her agent, gave the buyer her Prudential Bank
Account Number 0090924640014. It was only at the point of payment at the bank that the agent of
the first respondent revealed to the buyer that the true identity of Nana Yaa Ode was the first
respondent; into whose account payment of the purchase price of One Hundred and Seventeen
Thousand cedis (GHe 117,000 00 was to be made and was effected. A copy of the investigation




statement of the b i LR :
11© BUYET In question is attached and sealed and marked as Exhibit "QSP15" While tHe

- 'v. There is also the transfer of
 cedis (GHC_14(;t;§0tB§hs.fer of ah ?mount of One Hundred and Forty-Four Thousand Nine Hundred
009092464001; N -0)‘~m’t° th?’ﬁm respondent's Prudential Bank cedi account number account
as.pay‘ment order IFO SSNIT Borteyman Sales Account on 17 January 2018. .

vi. Analysis of the‘,sta-te'me_nts in the first respondent's Prudential Bank account number
0090924640014 high‘v-Suspicious:tkansacﬁons involving the name of the first respondent’s deceased
" brother - Nana-Akwa§i Essa‘n. The said Nana Akwasi Essan died in Jariuary 2022 and there is no
record domiciled at the financial institutions of probate or letters of administration granted to
~ personal reDVESquaﬁvés). Strangely, there are active transfers from the deceased petson’s bank -
account to that of the first reép’ondent'é Prudential Bank.account number 0090924640014 As
~fecently as 19 September 2022 and 23 May-2023, amounts of Ten Thousand Four Hundred and Fifty
: cedis (GH¢10,450.00) ar_wd_élevefp Thousand Two Hundred and Eighty Thousand cedis (GH¢11,280.00)
respectively wér(e:'-tralt\s'fer'fed,fsupposedly by the deceased bfothgr to the first respondent.

Vi, Analysis_cqndvutc:t'ed_‘ori first respondent's Prudenﬁéi Bank dollar acc'lount numbef’009d924646058
revealed the following payment transactions into the account, which are unsupported by the first
respondent's dis&l_osed lawful income: o ’ AL
a) Deposit of Onie, Hundred and Thirty-Thousand United States dollars (US$130_,OO0.00) by the first
respondent on 22'Novembeér 2016. S [ . T P
b) A transfer of the ar_n'c_;un"c of One Hundred Thousand United States doIIars.(US$IQO,;OOOA.QO) by the
first respondent on 29 June 2023. : AL T
A copy of the statement on 'the'séid account is attached and sealed and marked as Exhibit "OSP17".

1. Analysis of first réspondént's Prudential Bank cedi account number .

0090924640014 revealed the following transactions unsup‘portéd by the first respondent's disclosed
lawful income: ’ ;

a. On 10 April 2019 and 29 July 2019, two payments of the sums of Seventy-Five Thousand cedis
(GHe 75,000.00) and Fifty-Four Thousand Five Hundred cedis (GH¢ 54,500.00) respectively made by
cheque deposit numbers 186739 and 360379 into first respondent's account number
0090924640014.

b. Deposit of One Hundred Thousand cedis (GH¢100,000.00) by the first respondent into this account
on 10 August 2021.

c. Within a period of five (5) month~s, precisely on 16 August 2022 and

25 January 2023, transfer by the first respondent from this account of the sums of Three Hundred
Ghana Cedis (GH¢300,000.00) and Three Hundred and Fifty cedis (GH¢ 350,000.00) totalling Six
‘Hundred and Fifty Thousand cedis (GH¢650,000.00) to Sundry.P/Q's issued IFO

Land Commjssion Account.




On 19 Apnl 2023 payment by the ﬁrst respondent of the amount of One Hundred and Twenty
Thousand cedrs (GHClZO 000.00) into this

account.

d
e.On 1o May 2023, payment by the first respondent of the sum of One Hundred and ertY Thousan
“cedis (GHC160 000. 00) into thrs account

- ber
A copy of the Bank Statement of the first respondent on Prudential Bank cedl'account numbe
‘ 0090924640014 is attached and sealed and marked as Exhibit "OSP18".

| nfirm the
26 On the baS|s of the foregoing, the Special Prosecutor prays this Honourabte Court to co

32(2) and -
seizure of the suspected tainted currency and the freezing order in pursuance of.Se_'ctlQnS 32(2)
38(2) of Act 959 and regulatlcm 19(2)(b) of L I

>

2374, and further in terms of sectlon 40(3) of Act 959

’ WHEREFOR,E | swear to this affidavit in support of the_application.




~ REPUBLIC OF GHANA




