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I. FOREWORD  

 

Communit y leaders in mining areas and civil society campaign groups in Ghana 

claim large scale surface mining activities are responsible for widespread poverty, 

social and environmental degradation and demand urgent action and 

compensation.  

 

Awareness of environme ntal and human rights concerns within the gold mining 

industry has increased over the years .  Extensive media coverage of these 

concerns has attracted critical public debates.  

 

The mining industry in Ghana is a major contributor and player in national 

devel opment .  However, notwithstanding its positive contribution to national 

development it is not without its own attendant problems, challenges and 

constraints including alleged human rights abuses in mining areas, which when not 

addressed holistically can und ermine the countryôs juvenile democracy and 

threaten the benefits of mining for national development.  

 

The Commission o n Human Righ ts and Administrative Justice ( CHRAJ), which has 

primary responsibility in the country to protect and promote the rights of a ll 

persons , has received many complaints on human rights violations from people 

living in mining communities across the country.  

 

The Commission has since 2001 investigated human rights violations in mining 

areas .  Earlier in 2001 -2002, the Commission inves tigated complaints of violations 

of human rights in some mining areas .  Public hearings were organized in the 

Wassa West district that has the greatest concentration of mining companies to 

solicit views from all stakeholders and to ensure that the basic rig hts of individuals, 

groups and companies and communities affected by mining operations are 

respected and preserved .  A key emerging issue concerned the lack of mutual 

understanding between the mining companies and communities.  

 

A verification mission undert aken by a team of investigators from the Commission 

to the mining communities of Sans u and Binsere in the Obuasi Municipality of the 

Ashanti region and Kenyasi and Ntotroso in the Brong Ahafo region in October, 

2006 confirmed some of the reports of widespr ead violent abuses of human rights 

by mining company officials and their security contractors.  

 

The causes of the violations of human rights appear systemic in nature requiring, in 

part, a solution that will tackle the systemic causes of those concerns and  

violations .  Based on the Commissionôs concern for the protection of basic human 

rights of all persons and in line with its mandate, the Commission in 2006 proposed 
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a systematic investigation to determine the state of rights and fundamental 

freedoms of peo ple living in mining communities in Ghana.  

In undertaking this exercise, the Commission is mindful of the economic objectives 

of the Fourth Republican Constitution of Ghana, 1992 which, among other things, 

requires the state to take:  

óAll necessary action to ensure that the national economy is managed 

in such a  manner as to maximize the rate of economic development 

and to secure the maximum welfare, freedom and happiness of every 

person in Ghana and to provide adequate means of livelihood and 

suitable emplo yment and public assistance to the needy 1ô.  

 

It appears most people living in mining communities in Ghana believe that the right 

to development remains an empty promise to them even though the UN General 

Assembly officially recognized this right in a Decl aration over two  decades ago.  

 

The Declaration on the Right to Development recognises that development is a 

comprehensive economic, social, cultural and political process, which aims at the 

constant improvement of the well being of the entire population an d all individuals 

on the basis of their meaningful participation in development and in fair distribution 

of its benefits resulting. 2 

 

Article 8 of the Declaration  provides that : ñStates should undertake, at the national 

level, all necessary measures for  th e realization of the right to development and 

shall ensure, inter alia, equality of opportunity for all in their access to basic 

resources, education, health services, food, housing, employment and the fair 

distribution of income .  Effective measures should  be undertaken to ensure that 

women have an active role in the development process .  Appropriate economic and 

social reforms should be carried out with a view to eradicating all social injusticesò. 

 

Claims of greater justice by people living in mining commu nities do indeed merit 

serious attention .  The price of not addressing these concerns is the resulting tense 

relations between companies and communities that could make the communities 

drift into violence.   

 

The project entailed two types: systemic and nor mal complaints investigations .  

The systemic investigation was not a fault finding one .  It was rather directed at 

studying the systemic causes of human rights violations .  Investigation of individual 

complaints is being undertaken as part of the Commissionôs routine investigation of 

complaints of violations of human rights and freedoms.  

 

                                                 
1 Art 36 (1) of the 1992 Constitution of Ghana  
2
 Resolution 41/128, December 4 1986   
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The investigation seeks to critically examine the broad trends of the human rights 

situation in mining communities and the underlying reasons for increasing reports 

of human rights violations in mining areas in the country.   

The specific aims of the investigation are:  

 

 To assess  the human rights situation in the mining communities.  

 To examine the extent of pollution of water bodies and causes of environ -  

mental degradation.  

 To promote cordial relations between mining companies and mining commu - 

nities.  

 

A foremost aim of the investigation , in the long term , is to find solutions to the 

problem of allegations of abuses of the rights of people living in mining 

communities across the country.  

 

The investigation was launched in December, 2006 at a Stakeholderôs Forum on the 

State of Human Rights in Mining Communities .  Village community leaders and civil 

society campaign groups in the meeting reiterated that large scale surface minin g 

activities in the country are responsible for widespread poverty, social and 

environmental degradation in the mining areas in the country .  This report covers 

the above processes.  

 

The investigation is not a fault finding one, however, it does not overloo k the 

obligations and responsibility of any of the stakeholders as it explores ways of 

advancing human rights in places where mining take place in the country .  All role -

players have an opportunity to address the issues with the Commission in a co -

operative  manner.  

 

The investigation was based on Focus Group Discussions with community leaders, 

local authorities, women and youth groups, consultations with local police service 

and mining companies, and interviews with complainants .  These were done in a 

confide ntial manner in order to elicit the nature and causes of alleged violations 

with a view to exploring solutions with the various groups.  

 

Most importantly, the Commission extends its sincere gratitude to those living in 

mining communities who willingly disc ussed with the team of researchers what in 

their view constituted violations in the mining areas .  In addition, the Commission 

is very grateful to the representatives of institutions and mining companies who 

shared with the interviewers their views on perti nent rights issues raised during the 

consultations.  

 

We hope that this report and project will contribute to a better understanding of 

the reality of life in mining communities in Africa and will become a tool that will 

assist in taking measures to tackle the numerous problems that beset mining 
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communities in particular .  We envisage that the report will also help in promoting 

tolerance and restore cordial relations between all groups in areas where mining 

take place in the country and create the most conduc ive environment for develop -  

ment  

 

I take this opportunity to thank DFID, UNDP and DANIDA for providing funding 

support for this timely and important initiative.  

 

 

Acting Commissioner  

Anna Bossman (Ms)  
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II. ACRONYMS  

 

AGA   AngloGold Ashanti  

AGL   Abosso Goldfields Limited  

AMS   African Mining Services  

BGL   Bogoso Gold Ltd  

CAGGL          Central African Gold, Ghana Ltd  

CBA   Community Birth Attendant  

CCC    Community Consultative Committee  

CEO   Chief Executive Officer  

CEPIL    Centre  for Public Interest Law  

CGML          Chirano Gold Mines Ltd  

CHF   Community Health Facilitator  

CHRAJ Commission on Human Rights and Administrative Justice  

DA District Assembly  

DCE District Chief Executive  

DMCC   Damang Mining Consultative Com mittee  

EPA   Environmental Protection Agency  

FCD   Focus Group Discussion  

GAG   Ghana Australian Goldfields Ltd  

GMCL   Ghana Manganese Company Limited  

GNMC   Ghana National Manganese Corporation    

GSRL    Golden Star Resource Limited  

GWSC   Ghana Water & Sewerage Corporation  

 ICI    Imperial Chemical Industries  

JSS   Junior Secondary School  

KMS   Kwesi Mensah Shaft  

LVB   Land Valuation Board  

MC   Minerals Commission  

MCE   Municipal Chief Executive  

NCOM   National Coalition on Mining  

NGO   Non -Governmental  Organisation  

NHIS    National Health Insurance Scheme  

OASL           Office of the Administrator of Stool Lands  

OICI    Opportunities Industrialization Centres International  

PUC                       Prestea Urban Council  

REGSEC  Regional Security Council  

SEED    Sustainable Empowerment and Economic Development  

SSCE   Senior School Certificate Examination  

ECG   Electricity Company of Ghana  

SSS                      Senior Secondary School  

TGL   Teberebie Goldfield Ltd  

TWN   Third World Network  

UC   Unit Co mmittee  

UNDP    United Nations Development Fund  
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WACAM  Wassa Association of Communities Affected by Mining  

AILAP   Agriculture Improvement and Land Access Programme  

NPV   Net Present Value  

NDC    National Democratic Congress  

ECD    Environmental Control Dam 
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III. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

 

Over the years, there have been increasing reports of violations of the rights of 

people living in mining communities.  Community leaders in mining areas and civil 

society campaign groups c laim large scale surface mining activities are responsible 

for widespread social and environmental degradation and demand urgent action 

and compensation.  

 

Allegations of violations of rights and fundamental freedoms of people living in 

mining communities i nclude:  

 Violent, illegal arrest and detention of community members.  

 Torture of persons illegally arrested and detained.  

 Assault and battery (sometimes involving the use of firearms and other 

deadly weapons) of youth accused of trespassing on mine property and 

illegal mining.  

 Interference (often violent, involving the use firearms) against citizens 

engaged in public protests against activities of mining companies.  

 

In view of the human rights situation in the mining communities and the nature of 

allegations,  the Commission decided to conduct a nation -wide investigation to 

determine in a systematic manner, the nature and causes of these violations.  

The investigation was launched on December 12, 2006.  Its foremost aim was to 

examine critically the state of hum an rights in mining communities and the 

underlying reasons for the increasing reports of human rights violations in mining 

areas in the country .  Even though the investigation is not a fault -  finding one, it 

does not overlook obligations and responsibility of any of the stakeholders as it 

explores ways of advancing human rights in the mining areas .  All role players had 

an opportunity to address the issues in a co -operative manner.  

The investigation also seeks to protect the rights and fundamental freedoms of  

people affected by mining operations across the country; the rights to livelihood, a 

home, clean water, safe environment and the nationôs rights to development.  

It further aims to restore cordial relations between all groups in areas where 

mining takes p lace in the country, and create the most conducive atmosphere for 

development.  

 

The Report  

 

The Report provides an accurate reflection of the broad trends of the human rights 

situation in mining communities and the underlying causes of human rights abuses 

that continue to dominate the headlines of our newspapers and radio.  This final 

Report is in two parts: The first part provides information on the state of human 

rights in communities covered in the study based on focus group discussions (FGD) 

and the sec ond part states the findings and recommendations.  
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Focus Group Discussions  

 

Focus group discussions with strategic sections of mining communities including 

traditional rulers, womenôs groups, farmers, artisanal miners and illegal artisanal 

miners (galamsey s) and the youth allowed the team of investigators to delve into 

the relevant issues in considerable depths .  Consultations with mining companies 

also allowed the companies to respond to issues raised by community represent -  

atives and comment on evidence g athered by the investigators.  

 

Findings and Recommendations  

 

The results show that there is evidence of widespread violations of human rights of 

individual members of communities and communitiesô collective rights in some 

mining areas in the country .  Some of these identified violations have been profiled 

for possible thorough follow -  up investigations.   

 

The Commission found evidence to conclude that there has been widespread 

pollution of communitiesô water sources, deprivation and loss of livelihoods.  

Sev eral examples of excesses by the security agencies and the security contractors 

of the mining companies were provided and documented .  Some of these excesses 

had resulted in serious injuries and were sometimes fatal.  

 

The findings include the following: ina dequate compensation for destroyed 

properties; unacceptable alternative livelihood projects, absence of effective 

channels of communications/consultations between companies and communities; 

excesses against galamseys; health problems attributed to mining, reckless 

spillage of cyanide, and unfulfilled promises of employment.  

 

The study results showed that both mining companies and communities recognise 

the importance of effective channels of communication between them as an 

effective means of resolving diffe rences and preventing the escalation of conflicts.  

It must however be noted that there have been commendable efforts by some 

mining companies to address some of the problems identified .  Some mining 

companies have provided alternative sources of water for p olluted or destroyed 

ones, established community relations departments to handle grievances of 

communities, particularly those concerning compensations for destroyed property 

and the planning of community development projects .  Some companies have 

undertake n specific projects, such as malaria control programme, to address 

specific health concerns of communities.  

 

The nature and degree of these rights abuses vary in scale based on a variety of 

considerations: the specific company operating in the area; the s tage of mining 

activities, proximity of community to mining and processing facilities, the mining 
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culture of local population; whether one is dealing with large scale or small -scale 

mining.  

 

The most serious complaints of abuses came from communities with in the 

operational areas  of long history of mining and least in those at mine development 

phase .  While issues of excess force against individuals and of deprivation of 

livelihoods are more endemic in large -scale mining areas, child labour is absent in 

thes e mines but very endemic in small -scale mining areas .  Complaints of human 

rights violations were more prevalent in communities affected by AGA operations in 

Obuasi and Golden Star Resource operations in Prestea and Dumasi .  In many of 

these cases the violat ions were against alleged galamseys encroaching upon 

concessions of these companies.  

 

The investigations also show that state institutions with regulatory and monitoring 

responsibility for the mining sector have not performed optimally due to capacity 

cons traints.  

 

Water and Water Sources  

 

Access to water is a problem in many communities .  Many rivers and streams, 

which hitherto, provided water for the communities have been destroyed, polluted 

or either dried up .  Cyanide spillages into rivers and streams by  mining companies 

were recorded.   There was evidence that mercury was widely used in small -scale 

mining in the communities visited.  

 

The companies provide alternative water supply to the communities: stand pipes, 

bore holes and pipe borne water, some of wh ich were malfunctioning .  Apart from 

some malfunctioning, communities complained that some provided water that was 

unsafe for drinking .  District Assemblies also provided some potable water to some 

of the communities.  

 

Tests of water sampled from water sourc es in 22 out of 28 mining communities 

show that, at least, two water quality parameters, with health implications, were 

present and in concentrations significantly higher than the World Health 

Organization (WHO) maximum allowable limits for drinking water.  

 

Environment (Pollution and Blasting)  

 

Widespread complaints about dust and noise pollution from mining activities 

resonated in many communities .  It was evident that the companies did not take 

dust suppression measures seriously and often limited sprinkl ing to the areas 

where they were actively operating.   
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It was clear that some communities are bearing considerable negative brunt of the 

mining activities of some companies .  In some cases some of these affected 

communities have appealed to the companies f or resettlement or relocation .  

Communities such as Binsere, Dokyiwa, who feel threatened by the unacceptable 

stench from a cyanide pond located very close to these communities and Anwiam 

as well as Anyinam located within active mining areas demand resettle ment.  

 

Blasting activities of mining companies have caused cracks in several buildings in 

Obuasi and Prestea .  Blasting and the consequent vibration of the ground result in 

the shaking and cracking of buildings and the mosaic of underground workings 

aggrava tes the vibration from blasting .  The communities visited in these areas 

contend that noise and dust from blasts, and the movement of large haulage trucks 

constitute major nuisance to the communities .  It was also alleged that noise from 

blasting detracts sc hool children from paying attention in class, while residents 

have sleepless nights when blasting occurs in the night .  The women complain that 

people usually experience shock and children especially are frightened when 

sudden loud blasting sound is heard .  They have to constantly re -plaster these 

cracked buildings at their own cost.  

  

Health and Related Issues  

 

Most mining communities visited attributed a variety of health problems prevalent 

in their environment to mining activities .  At Obuasi medical offic ers at the Bryant 

Mission and Obuasi Government medical facilities acknowledged that some of the 

diseases prevalent in communities in the periphery of the mine are in part 

attributable to mining.  

 

Common diseases suffered by community dwellers are skin di seases, chest 

diseases including TB, diarrhoea an d malaria, as well as typhoid .  Communities 

located very close to centres of mining activities like Anyinam claim air pollution 

makes them experience dizziness and headache.  

 

Mining communities in Akatakyieso , Binsere and Dokyiwaa complained of the 

prevalence of mosquitoes in their communities due to stagnant water in abandoned 

pits and trenches dug by the mining company.  

 

The communities claim that water borne diseases they suffer are caused by the 

bad qualit y of water after their rivers and streams were destroyed by large scale 

surface mining operations of the mining companies .  For instance, the people of 

Abekoase in the Western region complained of episodes of cyanide spillage which 

polluted their main sourc e of water and contaminated fish in the river.  They 

further alleged that those who ate the contaminated fish suffered stomach 

disorder.  
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The Commission recommends further testing of fruit, fish and bush meat samples 

from Obuasi, in order to ascertain whet her chemical use in mining are present in 

them.  

 

The Commission urges Government and the Ministry of Health to urgently assess 

the overall health needs of rural communities, especially mining communities with 

a view to providing health care to these commun ities in the most efficient manner.  

 

Safety and Security  

 

Mining companies maintain private security personnel to protect their concessions 

and property from encroachers/trespassers .  Apart from the private security of the 

companies, all the mining compan ies, with the assistance of the Government 

(various REGSECs) deploy state security personnel (especially police and military) 

to protect their property/concessions.  

 

In the case of large -scale concessionaires there is evidence that galamseys are 

harassed, and inhumanely treated often with the help of state security .  The study 

found evidence to show that AGA Obuasi had engaged state security and used 

guard dogs in its fight against the encroachment of galamseys .  The  worse affected 

communities are (Sansu, Doky iwa, Binsere, Akatakyieso), where the investigation 

team received individual complaints.  

 

Almost all the companies operating in the communities visited, including AGA, AGL, 

CGML, CAGGL and BGL have established permanent posts in their concessions for 

the m ilitary, the police or both .  The Military/Police operate from these posts thus 

established by the companies on rotation bases.  

Incidents of police and military excesses occur in mining communities .  There were 

periodic exercises carried out by the Police/m ilitary code named ñOperation Flush 

Outò, during which excesses occurred.  

 

The Commission calls upon the Government to review the use of the military in the 

mining communities unless in exceptional circumstances which are beyond the 

control of the police service.  

 

Royalties  

 

The study established that communities impacted by mining activities do not 

directly benefit from mining royalties .  In most cases most communities did not 

even know of the existence of the facility .  In communities where people expresse d 

knowledge of the facility, they said the chief was the main beneficiary of these 

funds.  
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The Commission urges the Office of the Administrator of Stool Lands (OASL) and 

the Chamber of Mines to take steps to publish an annual report on all mining 

benefits  paid by companies with actual amounts received by the Government of 

Ghana and traditional authorities.  

 

Enhancing transparency in the payment of disbursements and utilization of 

royalties is indeed critical to building mutual trust between the traditional  

authorities and their subject and ensuring peace and social harmony in the mining 

communities  

 

The periodic announcement by mining Companies of their mineral royalties 

payments is highly commendable .  Apart from this measure, the Commission 

advises strongl y that the Government and the Chamber of Mines should publish in 

their entirety figures of mining production and all payments made to the state, 

local government and the traditional authorities.  

 

Compensation and Resettlement  

 

Most communities were highly  dissatisfied with compensation paid by mining 

companies for affected property .  These complaints were pervasive throughout 

large scale mining sites but were more topical in areas operated by AGA, Obuasi 

and Newmont Ahafo and Akyem .  Community members compla ined that they 

received highly inadequate compensation from the companies for destroyed farms 

and crops.  

Problems relating to compensation and resettlement would seem to be some of the 

key challenges in the communities affected by mining activities in Gha na.   

 

Livelihood and Employment  

 

There was high discontent among communities with the inability of mining 

companies in their area to employ the youth of the communities .  The communities 

are highly dissatisfied with the number of their members in companies ô 

employment .  One of the constraining factors why communities do not benefit 

much from employment is the apparent lack of skills required by the mines in some 

of these communities.  

 

Communities have complained of appropriation of their land by mining comp anies 

without compensation and thereby depriving them of their sources of livelihood.  

 

Artisanal mining and the illegal form, generally known as galamsey is pervasive in 

almost all the mining areas visited .  Galamsey is bolstered by lack of viable 

employme nt or livelihood alternatives .  However, their activities provoked mixed 

reactions from the various stakeholders consulted .  It is regarded by most 

communities visited as a legitimate livelihood endeavour; in some communities 
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they are seen as a nuisance and accused of destroying farms and polluting water 

bodies .  In areas where they operate in concessions of large -scale and registered 

small scale concessions, they are regarded as criminal encroachers.  

 

The study showed that mining companies have provided a va riety of projects such 

as schools, boreholes, community centres and electricity .  They have built and 

renovated existing facilities in some of the communities in their operational areas .  

In some cases communities have expressed appreciation for these facili ties .  

However, some of the communities felt they were not consulted and would prefer 

other facilities .  To make these projects more meaningful to the beneficiary 

communities, it is recommended that companies adequately consult communities 

on the selection, design and implementation of these projects.  

 

 Artisanal and Small Scale Mining  

 

The study assessed the state of human rights in the artisanal small -  scale mining 

areas of Yale and Kadema, in the Upper East Region as case studies .  The artisanal 

and small s cale mining sector has a complex structure .  The existence of simmering 

conflicts was observed among some of the actors .  The involvement of children in 

artisanal and small scale mining is worrying .  Despite efforts by government to 

regularize the sector, par ticularly at the Yale area, illegal mining is still pervasive, 

and poses a big challenge to both registered miners and the Minerals Commission.  

It was observed that the intense nature of the conflict between large -scale mining 

companies and galamseys and t he associated brutalities, observed in southern 

Ghana did not exist in the study sites in the Upper East Region .  This is largely 

because of the absence of large scale mining operations in the Upper East.  

 

The small scale miners do the mining the same way a s the so called ógalamseyô 

miners do.  The distinction between the two is therefore merely as to form and not 

of substance.  

 

Giving formal education to children of the mining areas and training and equipping 

young people with skills other than those fit f or digging minerals provides a way of 

opening other job opportunities .  This may stem the tide of children and youth 

engaging in illegal mining.  
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1.0. INTRODUCTION, BACKGROUND, METHODOLOGY  

1.1. Introduction   

 

The  Commission on Human Rights and Admin istrative Justice (CHRAJ) commenced 

actual field visits for this systemic investigation into the state of human rights in 

mining communities in Ghana  on March  19  2007 .  The investigations spanned a 

yearôs period, cover ing  communities in the Obuasi, Wassa, B ibiani, Ahafo, New 

Abirem and Bolgatanga areas of the country .  In all , 4 2 communities were covered 

in the investigations  in 4 (four) regions namely; Ashanti, Western, Brong Ahafo and 

Upper East where major mining  activities take place .  This  followed consis tent 

reports from mining communities of serious violations of fundamental human rights 

and freedoms in their communities .  This document is a report of the investiga -  

tion .  

 

The Commission on Human Rights and Administrative Justice (the Commission) is 

Ghana ôs National Human Rights Institution, established in October, 1993 following 

the return to civilian rule to support the new democratic process and foster a 

culture of respect for fundamental human rights and freedoms in Ghana .  

Specifically, the Commission is mandated, among others, to:   

 investigate complaints of violations of fundamental human rights and 

freedoms, injustice, corruption, abuse of power and unfair treatment of any 

person by a public officer in the exercise of his official duties;  

 investigate  complaints concerning the functioning of the Public Services 

Commission, the administrative organs of the State, the offices of the 

Regional Coordinating Council and the District Assembly, the Armed Forces, 

the Police Service and the Prisons Service in so  far as the complaints relate 

to the failure to achieve a balanced structuring of those services or equal 

access by all to the recruitment of those services or fair administration in 

relation to those services;  

 investigate complaints concerning practices a nd actions by persons, private 

enterprises and other institutions where those complaints allege violations 

of fundamental rights and freedoms under the Constitution;  

 take appropriate action to call for the remedying, correction and reversal of 

instances  s pecified in paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) of this subsection 

through such means as are fair, proper and effective;  

 investigate allegations that a public officer has contravened or has not 

complied with a provision of Chapter Twenty - four (Code of Conduct for  

Public Officers) of the Constitution;  

 investigate all instances of alleged or suspected corruption and the 

misappropriation of public monies by officials and to take appropriate steps, 

including reports to the Attorney -General and the Auditor -General, res ulting 

from such investigation;  
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 to educate the public as to their fundamental human rights and freedoms 

by such means as the Commissioner may decide, including publications, 

lectures and symposia; and  

 

Thus, the Commission has the primary responsibility in  the country to protect and 

promote fundamental human rights of all persons in Ghana.  

 

1.2. Background   

 

The Commission ha d earlier  received various complaints of violations of 

fundamental human rights and freedoms in mining communities .  Following these 

complaints, the Commission conducted investigations in the Wassa West district of 

the Western region, between February 14 and December 22, 2001 .  The 

investigation was followed by a public hearing, which gave community members 

and stakeholders the opportunity  to state the issues for the resolution of the 

violations.  

 

Before the report of that e xercise could be published, more reports of alleged 

violations of human rights continued to be made to the Commission at Head 

Quarters, as well as in the Regions and Dis tricts of Ghana, where mining took 

place.  

 

A fact - finding mission was despatched to Sans u and Binsere in the Obuasi 

municipality of the Ashanti region and Kenyasi and Ntotroso in the Brong Ahafo 

region from October 9 -13, 2006 to ascertain the veracity of t he reports .  The 

findings of the fact - finding mission confirmed some of the reports of widespread 

violent abuses of human rights in mining communities.  

 

As a way of exploring solutions to the matters raised in the various reports, the 

Commission commenced t hese investigations to determine the state of 

fundamental human rights and freedoms of people living in mining communities  

across the country . 

 

The investigation therefore, seeks to critically examine the broad trends of the 

human rights situation in minin g communities and their underlying causes with the 

view to finding more permanent  solutions to the alleged abuses of human rights in 

those communities .  The investigation is not a fault finding one.  

 

In particular, the investigation seeks to explore variou s ways of protecting the 

fundamental human rights and freedoms of people affe cted by mining operations in  

the country: the right to livelihood; a home; clean water; safe environment and the 

right to development .  It also aims to facilitate the building and strengthening of 

good relations between and among mining communities, companies and other 

stakeholders.  
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1.3. Purpose of the Investigation  

 

The investigation therefore, set as its terms of reference, the following issues:  

 To assess the human rights situatio n in the mining areas in general;  

 To ascertain the reasons for any violations of human rights in the area, if 

any;  

 To determine the nature of the violations;  

 To make recommendations to curtail human rights violations in the 

communities;   

 To promote the b uilding of cordial relations between and among competing 

interest groups in mining areas ;  and   

 To promote awareness of human rights in mining areas . 

 

1.4. Methodology  

 

Being a human rights monitoring ex ercise, the investigation employ ed human 

rights monito ring techniques and met hods, namely focus group discussions , 

interviews, site inspections, documentation and observation, among others , to 

ensure high quality investigation.  

 

1.4.1. Ensuring High Quality Investigation  

 

Focus Group Discussions (FGD) with st rategic sections of mining communities 

including traditional rulers, womenôs groups, farmers and the youth allowed the 

Commission to delve into the relevant  issues in considerable depth .  Consultations 

with mining companies also allowed the companies to res pond to issues raised by 

community representatives, and comment on the evidence gathered by the 

investigators.  

 

A team of six investigators of the Commission (the investigators) led the 

investigation: three lawyers with social development and solid human r ights 

backgrounds, two researchers, and a statistician .  Three specialists (consultants) in 

various fields of mining supported the team .  Each of them brought their 

speci alised skills to the investigation  to enable team  adequately address the issues 

in the i nvestigations.  The process also resulted in building a cohesive team, a 

shared understanding of the approach to the issues and a rigorous design of the 

investigation tools.  

 

1.4.2. Stakeholder s Forum and Consultations  

 

Stakeholdersô fora and consultations were  built into all levels of the investigation 

process .  The investigation began with a Stakeholdersô forum to discuss and solicit 

views on the human rights situation in the mining areas from a wide range of 

stakeholders, including mining companies, the E nvironmental Protection Agency 
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(EPA), the Ministry of Lands, Forestry and Mines, security agencies, traditional 

leaders, land owners, representatives of communities affected by mining and civil 

society groups .  The Forum sought to garner support for the Com mission as it 

proposed a systemic investigation into increasing allegations of human rights 

violations in mining communities following increasing reports of violations arising 

from mining activities across the country.  

 

1.4.3. Investigation Planning Worksh op  

 

The Stakeholders Forum was followed by a two -day workshop (February 28 ï 

March 1, 2007) for the Investigators and the consultants .  It was devoted to 

detailed discussions of investigation methodology, the design of the investigation 

and logistics .  The b road objectives of the workshop were:  

 To identify priority issues and actions required to undertake field investiga -  

tions into human rights in mining communities  

 To agree on methods and approaches to employ in the investigation  

 

To conduct the field inves tigation exercise, the following had to be addressed:  

 Agreed Sites/communities to visit  

 Sampling  

 Field data collection, recording and analysis tools and methods  

 Logistics  

 

1.4.4. Selection of Sites and Respondents  

 

Site selection was purposive and based on practical factors such as: the availability 

of people to interview; the nature of the respondents sought; whether or not any 

mining activity was taking place at the time of the investigation; number of 

complaints received by the Commission; diversity of  stakeholder representation, 

distance and findings of investigations of previous complaints that the Commission 

received.   

 

The following communities were therefore  selected based on the criteria 

determined:  

                    Table 1: Selected Sites for  Investigation  

 

 COMMUNITIES  INSTITUTIONS  

A                        OBUASI  

1.   Anyinam  AGA   

Obuasi General Hospital   

Anglogold Ashanti hospital   

Byrant Mission Hospital Eye Centre  

Ghana Police Service  

2.   Sansu  

3.   Binsere  

4.   Dokyiwaa  

5.   Akatakyieso  

6.   Amamo m  
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7.   Odumasi (Aduaneyede)  

8.   A Haso Nye Wo Dia   

9.   Diewuoso  

10.   Anwiam  

11.   Boadi  

B           WASSA WEST  

12.   Huni -Valley  Huni Valley Health Centre  

13.   Kyekyewere( New)   

14.   Nyamebekyere   

15.   Damang   

16.   Prestea  Prestea Govôt Hospital+  

17.   Heman -Prestea  Heman Method ist JSS  

Heman Health Post  

18.    Odumase  Small Scale Mining Department of 

the Mineralôs Commission 

Small Scale Mining Dept  

Inspectorate Division of the Minerals 

Commission  

EPA  

Central African Gold Ghana Ltd.  

District Police Office  

Ghana Maganese Company , N suta  

19.   Teberebie  

20.   Adayie(Mile 8)@ Agege  

21.   Huniso  

22.    Abekoase  

23.   Sens u  

24.   Tamso  

 C            BIBIANI  

25.   Koduakrom   

26.   Bibiani Old Town   

27.   Dzokolineso   

28.   Akoti  & Etwebo   

D            ASUNAFO AND TEPA AREAS  

29  O.L.A Resettlement  Ghana Police Service  

OICI,  Ntotroso  

Ntotroso Gyedu Health Centre  

Newmont Ghana Ltd  

EPA   

Kenyasi Health Centre  

WACAM (NGO)  

30  Dokyikrom ( Tutuka)  

31  Yawusukrom  

32  Kwameaduanikrom  

33  Kantinka  

34  Ntotroso  

35  Wamahinso  

E             NEW ABIREM - EASTERN REGION  

36  Hweakwae   

37  Ntronang   

38  Adausina   

F                 UPPER EAST  REGION  

39  Bolgatanga  Talensi -Nabdam District Assembly, 

Minerals Commission, Afrikids, 

Ghana Police Service  

40  Yale 

41  Kadema  
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The selection of groups/respondents within the sites was i nformed by criteria 

designed to ensure that the variou s interests in the communities we re covered in 

the investigations (see table below)  

 

                      Table 2: Selection of Target Groups  

 

S/NO  GROUP  NUMBER  

1.   Women  26  

2.   Farmers  3 

3.   Unit Committe es of District 

Assemblies  

14  

4.   Small Scale Miners  5 

5.   Galamsey Groups  2 

6.   Victims of Cyanide Spillage  1 

7.   Mining Companies  4 

8.   Regulatory Institutions/Agencies  3 

9.   Traditional Leaders/Chiefs  22  

10.   Youth Groups/Associations  29  

11.   Civil Society Organisations  3 

 

1.4.5. Preparation for Investigations: Forerunners  

 

To maximise the limited time and the resources for the field investigation, 

forerunners  were recruited for each community/site .  The forerunners were persons 

who prepared the grounds prior to the field  investigation exercise .  Appointed from 

the Commissionôs districts offices, the Forerunners were officers who: 

 Had prior and extensive knowledge of the investigation area, having worked 

with the Commission as districts staff;  

 Are experienced in applying a range of investigation techniques;  

 Are experienced Community facilitators/mobilisers.  

 

The role of the Forerunners included the following:  

 

 To build rapport and alert each community to the purpose of the investiga -  

tion.  

 To put in place appropriate logisti cal arrangements for the investigation 

team.  

 To identify and document potential key informants for the investigation 

process.  

 To set up focus groups and appointments for the team to discuss with them 

on their arrival.  

 To brief the team on its arrival at ea ch investigation site about the outcome 

of the activities undertaken and any other information relevant to the 

success of the fieldwork.  
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 Once the investigation team arrived in the field, the forerunner remained an 

active participant of the investigation te am and provided advice and support 

to the team.  

 

1.4.6. Role of Team Leader and Consultants  

 

A team leader was appointed who convened both formal and informal meetings 

among the team, the workshops and events .  He coordinated the teamôs work and 

the sharing  of investigation findings during field investigation exercises.  

 

The consultants participated in the planning workshop and assisted in the 

development of investigation tools, choice of investigation sites and interviewees 

including institutional responden ts .  They provided invaluable support in shaping 

the field investigation tools .  The consultants also participated in the field 

investigations at some point, providing direction and explaining the technical 

aspects of mining that arose in the field.  

 

1.4.7. Field Investigations  

 

The field investigations were conducted in four ways, which were complemented by 

site inspection, and observations .  These were the following:  

 Focus Group Discussions  

 Semi -structured interviews of:  

o Key informants, and  

o Institutional In formants  

 Video Documentation  

 Sampling and Testing of water  

 

Focus Group Discussions and semi -structured interviews: Focus group discussions 

were a principal means of gathering information .  The Focus Groups like individual 

interviews allowed issues to be explored in considerable depth .  Sometimes all 

team members were together in a focus group and on other times, each member 

conducted his/her own focus group discussion .  In all, the Team conducted 175 

focus group discussions involving 847 people (520 male, 3 27 female) .  Semi -

structured interviews were also conducted with 21 institutions and organisations, 

including civil society organisations.  

 

Site Inspections and Video Documentation: The team inspected certain locations in 

the communities, including areas wh ere active mining took place, water bodies and 

supply points, abandoned pits, factory premises and facilities, damaged houses and 

buildings, galamsey pits, schools, livelihood facilities and resettlement 

infrastructure in the mining communities .  A v ideo do cumentation was add ed in the 

Tarkwa area .  The recording is packaged in a documentary and it accompanies this 

report.  
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1.4.8. Scope and Limitations  

 

All aspects of human rights could not be given direct attention .  Where sufficient 

information was obtained ab out a particular human right s situation, it is highlighted 

and discussed.  

 

The report has been shaped by the evidence and information produced by the 

investigation .  Read as a whole, the report provide s an accurate reflection of the 

broad trends of human r ights situation in mining communities in Ghana and their 

underlying causes.   

 

Even though the investigators had noted the existence of some vibrant NGOs in the 

mining communities, WACAM was the only  one encountered in the filed.  Field Staff 

of  othe r NGOs were not available to be interviewed during the visits to the comm -  

unities.  

 

The investigators met with some resistance in two communities; Teberebie  and 

Etwebo .  Youth leaders in these communities insisted nothing good would come out 

of such an investigat ion.  They vehemently condemned researchers who conduct ed 

interviews in their communities without recording any positive changes in their 

living conditions .  At Etwebo a youth representative prevented the Traditional 

authorities and youth group from being i nterviewed even though the groups were  

ready and had gathered for discussions .  The large forum that was created gave an 

opportunity for democracy and human rights education in the community instead .  

At Teberebie , after some initial resistance the youth grou p granted an interview.   

 

1.4.9.  Structure of the Report  

 

Apart from the section dealing with introduction, background and methodology, the 

report is organised in two broad sections, namely, findings from mining communi -  

ties and major conclusions and rec ommendations .  There is an appendix section.  

 

The findings section covers reports received from the communities in the mining 

areas of the country .  In each community , ten ( 10) issues were explored  namely, 

water and water sources, dust and pollution, blastin g, health and related issues, 

safety and security, livelihoods and employment, resettlement and compensation, 

illegal mining, royalties and development projects .  In some areas, depending on 

the mining activity  being carried out, the issues we re fewer than the ten.  

 

Following from the findings of the communities, major conclusions are drawn and 

recommendations made for implementation concerning the t en major issues .  

These are found in the Major Conclusions and Recommendations section.  
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The last section conta ins the list of communities visited and a brief  profile of Mining 

Companies to refresh readersô minds about the companies that were operating in 

the communities vis ited during the investigation.  

 

 

1.5.0. Validation Workshop  & Additional Comments  

 

In a vali dation workshop organized in Kumasi, Ashanti Region on the Report on 

May 13 ï 15, 2008, participants drawn from the mining communities and 

companies as well as the Regulatory Agencies had a unique opportunity to examine 

and comment on the Report .  Represent atives of the mining companies, regulatory 

bodies and community leaders commented extensively on the report . 

 

The mining companies gave various explanations for the different situations 

captured in the report .  Participants had an additional opportunity to submit further 

comments and also make recommendations for consideration .  Some participants 

expressed their dissatisfaction with the use of strong words such as  brutalities  

attributed to some Security Agencies whose mandate is to protect and maintain the 

peace.  Participants recommended the use of less harsh language.  In some 

specific cases, they recommended that words used in the Report should be 

changed.  

    

The Attorney General and Minister of Justice, Hon. Joe Ghartey, himself in attend -  

ance, requested strongly that the Commission should engage the Law Reform 

Commission and the Ministry of Justice in considering recommendations made by 

the Commission to guarantee peace to the mining areas and ensure protection of 

the rights of all stakeholders in the min ing sector.  

 

1.5.1. Mining Companies  

 

The mining companies underscored their immense contribution to national 

development and their contributions to improve the living conditions of people in 

the rural communities in which they operate.  

 

Among other  things , companies emphasized that illegal mining is the greatest 

security threat in mining communities.  Illegal mining also has a negative impact 

on the environment .  It is a national issue and is primarily the responsibility of 

government.  They were concerned that sometimes when police and military got 

involved there was potential for violence and human rights issues.  

 

The need for mining companies to move from one time compensation to long term 

investment in people in the communities was highlighted by a compa ny represent -  

tative.  
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A companyôs representative expressed concern about the fact that the Regulatory 

bodies did not have enough resources to educate the communities on mining laws.  

 

Mining companies referred to tailings dam said to have been designed, co nstructed 

and being operated to the highest engineering and operational standards.  

 

Mining companies further referred to the Extractive Industries Transparency Initia -  

tive p roject and drew attention to the advances made in introducing transparency 

into th e industry by publishing annually royalties ô payments to government.  

 

1. 5. 2. Chamber of Mines  

 

The Chamber lauded the objectives of the study. However, it found the Report 

replete with CHRAJôs personal opinions, which it said was in most cases adverse to 

the mining companies.  

 

The Chamber expressed the view, among others, that CHRAJ also came across 

evidence of illegal miners inflicting various kinds of injury to some mining 

companies staff who have been detailed to protect company property from being 

enc roached upon by illegal miners and yet no mention were made of these.  

 

According to the Chamber of Mines, statements such as ñseveral examples of 

recklessness by the Security Agencies and security contractors of the mining 

companies with accompanying bruta lities were given and documented,ò did not 

portray impartial investigations of allegations.  

 

In the view of the Chamber, mining companies are required by law to compensate 

owners of farms and land which are disturbed or encumbered by mining opera -  

tions. As far as the Chamber is aware, mining companies compensate those 

affected.  

 

The Chamber also deems it unfortunate the use of strong words such as 

recklessness  attributed to persons whose mandate is to protect and maintain the 

peace.  

 

Having referred to the  indication in the Report that most of the alleged violence 

and human rights abuses are as a result of illegal miners encroaching on mining 

companiesô concessions, the Chamber reiterated its position that illegal miners 

cause violence and human rights abus es in the mining communities and requested 

CHRAJôs support to find a solution to the menace of illegal mining with the 

attendant pollution, social vices, violence and total disrespect of people and the 

environment.  
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1.5.3. WACAM  

 

In the view of WACAM the document is strong on establishing social and 

environmental rights violation s. The report should also have captured elements 

of socio -economic/cultural rights.  The loss of forest and farmlands deprive 

farmers in communities their right to sustained economi c lives and cultural 

believes and rights.  

 

WACAM argues, among other things, that community farmers were investors 

who have invested in their farmlands and farms.  Government disregards these 

investors and give out lands to foreign investors as if these in digenous investors 

did not exist.  Government granting license to investors without disclosure of 

information on how community livelihoods would be affected  with t hose 

investments expose communities to expectations that we re never met.  

 

Before the Youth Em ployment Scheme and appropriate training in skills 

development to ensure youth employment, many lives may have been 

destroyed.  Such ventures should form part of the EIA process and company 

development plans should indicate how displaced community people w ould have 

their livelihoods restored.  WACAM insists that farmers/community people 

should be regarded as people who have invested time and money in the 

ventures and companies in developing such alternative employments/income 

schemes should not regard it as  corporate social responsibility but as part of 

communityôs right to sustainable livelihood. 

  

Concerning galamsey, the organization reiterated that historically, artisanal 

mining is an economic activity, which cannot be wished away. Solving the 

galamsey p roblem is not a matter of the use of force but requires a social 

understanding of what promotes the activity.  Meting out brutalities against 

galamsey suspects cannot be justified by law.  
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FINDINGS FROM MINING COMMUNITIES  

 

2.0. OBUASI AREA  

 

2 .1   ANYINAM  

 

2.1.1. Water and Water Sources  

 

The community members alleged that mining operations have contaminated the 

Buasi, Sumpang, and Ponko streams that the community used to depend on. That 

the mining company has provided pipe borne water from the companyôs water 

treatment plant at Watsiso, but the water is not wholesome and unfit for drinking. 

The w omen in particular, complain ed that they usually travel to Kofikrom, one mile 

away, to obtain drinking water, because the water provided by the company is 

coloured, full of impurities and has a foul smell. They allege d that, although the 

same water is supplied to the AGA quarters such as Sam Jonah, Precious, Bruno, 

and Dankwa and  Anyinam, it wa s usually filtered before being supplied to these 

quarters. Ac cording to the community, the Municipal Assembly and the Member of 

Parliament (MP) have provided 2 boreholes each for them. The CHRAJ team 

inspected a sample of tap water that had particles in it.  

 

Reacting to the communityôs allegation that water provided by the company was 

filtered by the company for residence of its staff quarters, the company officials 

said that was false, explaining that water was filtered by the workers themselves 

and not by AGA. That due to persistent water borne diseases, communitie s were 

advised to filter their water.  

 

2.1.2. Dust and Chemical Pollution  

 

The community alleged that the air wa s polluted with dust, chemicals and smoke. 

The w omen particularly complained that chemical effluent with a pungent smell 

was discharged in to th e community from the companyôs ore treatment plant at 

Sansu every evening. They claim ed the toxic chemical s from the Sulphur 

Treatment Plant ( STR),  affect ed the health of community members. During focus 

group discussions with the community youth group, one  member of the youth told 

the team: ñMy sister was advised by a doctor to leave Anyinam so  that her unborn 

baby does not suffer the negative effectives of mining activitiesò.  

 

2.1.3. Health and Related Issues  

 

The community alleged that skin disease s w ere  pre valent in the area and attributed 

this to the release of poisonous gas into the atmosphere from a ventilation shaft, 

the Kwesi Mensah Shaft (KMS), which is located in the middle of the community. 

One community member said he suffers from asthma attacks  as result of dust 
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pollution from blasting and showed evidence of inhalers and medicine purchased. 

The women alleged that pipe borne  water provided by the company wa s the cause 

of typhoid fever in the community. ñUnfortunately, there is no hospital in the 

community and we have to trek to Obuasi for treatment in case of emergencyò, the 

women lamented.  

 

2.1.4. Blasting  

 

According to the communi ty, blasting activities of AGA wa s destroying their houses 

and schools. Blasting and the consequent vibration of the  ground result ed in the 

shaking and cracking of buildings and that the mosaic of underground workings 

aggravate d the vibration from blasting. Trucks work all day producing unpleasant 

noise and dust, they claim ed. They contend ed that noise and dust from bla sts, and 

the movement of large haulage trucks constitute d a  major nuisance to the 

community. That noise from blasting detract ed school children from paying 

attenti on in class, while residents had  sleepless nights when blasting occurs in the 

night. The wome n complain ed that people usually experience d shock and children 

especially we re frightened w hen sudden loud blasting sound wa s heard. They have 

to constantly re -plaster these crack ed buildings at their own cost.  Their  persistent 

complains to the company t hrough their assemblyman ha d not yielded any results.  

 

Following reports of excessive noise by the company disturbing studies at the 

primary school, three investigators sat in a lesson during which the teacher had to 

shout in order for the pupils to hear her.  

 

On noise pollution at the primary school, the MCE said the issue ha d never been 

brought to his attention, and that he would send in the EPA to assess the sit uation, 

and if the noise level wa s found to be too high for the students, the school would 

be relocated.  

 

The companyôs attention was drawn to the high level of noise caused by the 

companyôs activities to pupils at the Anyinam Primary school. The company officials 

said they would send an  expert to the location to determine the noise level. They 

claimed the companyôs attention had not been drawn to the problem previously 

and expressed their gratitude to the Commission for drawing their attention to the 

alleged noise pollution.  

 

2.1.5. Safety and Security  

 

The community said operations of the compan y in their community ha d raised 

some serious secur ity problems. That the company wa s at war with illegal miners 

(galamseys) and sometimes carr ied  this fight too far. They alleged that the use of 

guard dogs by companyôs security was a threat to the security  of the community. 

They also alleged that these dogs sometimes attack ed people leading to death. 
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They claimed one Kofi Freh was killed by the companyôs guard dogs and that the 

family of victim ha d not been compensated despite petitions to the company. They  

further alleged that two years ago, mine security and military personnel set fire to 

car tyres and placed them at the entrance to holes dug by galamsey operators 

during one of their operations.  That about 120 galamsey operators were arrested, 

some were c onvicted and fined. Others were trapped underground but no deaths 

were reported.  

 

The community claims ther e is a consultative committee whose  representatives 

serve d as liaison between the community and company, however they alleged that 

the mining compan y never addresse d their grievances. They also claimed that the 

company operates a private detention cell at its offices.  

 

The MCE said he wa s not aware of the existence of such a facility at the premises 

of the company. He explained that the mining compan y ha d a police post where 

police officers brought in from Kumasi  we re chang ed every three months. Arrests 

we re normally made in collaboration with the police. Statements of those arrested 

were taken at the companyôs charge office and then they were handed over to the 

police for prosecution.   He emphasized that the company security agents had  a 

charge office at the companyôs reception and not a cell.   

 

 

On inspection it was established that the company had no detention facility. A 

small room which was prev iously used as a cell might have given cause to the 

communities ô concern that the company was still operating a private detention 

facility.  

 

2.1.6. Resettlement and Compensation  

 

Members of the community complained that they received highly inadequate  

comp ensation from the company for destroyed farms and crops. Some community 

members suggested that no matter how huge the compensation paid it was never 

beneficial to them and recommended that, instead of taking over the land and 

paying them once, they should negotiate monthly payment s.  

   

They alleged that the process used in to determine the value of their crops was 

unfair as it was the companyôs workers who valued the property affected for 

compensation  
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They claimed their large community palace with n ine rooms and a very large 

compound was destroyed by the company, and the replacement was a small two -

room building with small compound.  

 

The community wished they could be resettled given that the KMS is situated in the 

middle of the community. They regre tted, however , that their request for 

resettlement was turned down by the company. The company said resettling them 

would be too co stly due to their large numbers the  community alleged.  

 

2.1.7. Livelihoods and Employment  

 

The community accused AGA of entr enching poverty in the community. According 

to them, poverty is endemic in the community due to lack of adequate farm lands 

and infertile land resulting from chemical contamination of the land from AGA 

mining activities. Most farmers lost their farms years  ago to mining and some crops 

were destroyed due to surface mining. That formerly  the  commu nity cultivated 

cocoa but this wa s now no longer possible due mining and blasting activities. They 

complain ed that they c ould  no longer grow crops and ha d to rely on  other 

communities for food stuff at a higher cost.  

 

They lamented that unemployment wa s pervasive in the community, alleging that 

no member of community was employed in AGA. In a group discussion, the women 

claimed their husbands were farmers but with the  coming of AGA, their husbands 

were left with no jobs and women now had become bread winners. They claimed, 

under these circumstances thei r children had no future. They presented the case of 

one Bismarck Dwumoh who obtained aggregate seven from two sitting s in the 

SSCE examinations but is unable to proceed to the university due to financial 

difficulty.  

 

They bemoaned the fact  that the company was doing very little do assist them get 

alternative livelihoods. They alleged that the community initiated discussi ons with 

the company on the provision of an Alternative Livelihood programme for the youth 

but regretted that those discussions have not yielded any results.  

 

 The MCE, reacting to the communityôs concerns on alternative livelihoods, alleged 

that Municipal  Assembly had negotiated an alternative livelihood programme with 

AGA for the communities in and around Obuasi, for which the company promised to 

offer capital and market.  The  Assembly went around Obuasi to announce this . 

Unfortunately , most of the youth i n the communities did not take the offer.  

 

2.1.8. Illegal Artisanal Mining (Galamsey)  

 

 The community admitted there were illegal artisanal miners (galamsey s) in the 

community. They however blamed the high unemployment in the area, particularly 
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among the y outh for it. They claim ed because AGA did  not employ the  youth, they 

we re forced into galamsey in order to survive. Th ey disclosed that the galamseys 

we re often arrested, beaten and sometimes detained . In some cases those arrested 

we re prosecuted for tresp assing o n AGA concession. The chief of the community 

suggested that abandoned mine pits should be released to galamseys to work. 

This, he said , had been discussed with AGA but they had  not received any 

favourable response.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A Galamsey Pit, Obuas i 

 

 

On the issue of galamsey in the area, the MCE observed that illegal mining wa s one 

of the greatest security problems facing the municip ality. Sometimes galamseys , 

desperate for gold -bearing quartz rocks, fought  among themselves, sometimes 

resulting in deaths. That after such incidents a dead body could be left on AGA 

concession.  He s uggested the legalisation of galamsey  or provision of alternative 

jobs within the mining industry to help control galamsey activities.  

 

2.1.9. Royalties  

 

 The community cla imed they derived  very little  benefit  from royalties paid by the 

mining company. Acc ording to the chief, royalties we re normally paid to 

Adansihene who then distributes to other divisional chiefs within Adansiman. He 

claims the community receives only abou t 100,000 cedis ( GH¢10.00) as their 

annual share from royalties. However, according to the Unit Committee, they had  

no knowledge of any royalty payment to the community.  

 

The MCE exonerated  the Company from blame on the question of roy alties ô 

distribution.  He explained that the company honours it s commitment of 3% royalty 

tax to the central government. He explained how the royalty collected by the 

central government is distri buted. According to him the governmen t pays 80% of 

the amount to the Consolidated F und and 10% to Stool Land s Administration.  The 

Stool Land s Administration retains 1% of the 10 % for administrative purposes and 

allocates the remaining 9% among the District Assemblies, Stools and Traditional 

leaders. The MCE recommended that about 40% t o 50% of the royalties should be 
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given to the D istrict Assemblies. He stressed that the mining communities we re not 

benefiting from mineral profits under the current arrangement.  

 

2.1.10. Development Projects  

 

 The community claimed there we re no developme nt projects undertaken by the 

company in the commun ity. They said the community had  no  clinic and had  to trek 

to Obuasi to access health services. They said that the only facility accessible in the 

area is the AGA clinic. The U nit Committee alleged  that al though AGA ha d its staff 

quarters in the community, it ha d not put up any school in the c ommunity. There 

was overcrowding  in the local primary and junior secondary schools in the 

community, they contend ed. The primary school runs a shift system , resulting  in 

extreme pressure on the facilities. They alleged  that the Municipal Assembly had  

neglected the co mmunity because it wa s in the concession of AGA. They , however, 

admitted that AGA ha d been generous by paying their electricity and water bills. 

They claim ed however, that despite the fact that the company pays their electricity 

bills, ECG has continued to bill them and collected moneys to the tune of 150 

million cedis ( GH¢ 15,000). They complained that efforts to get their money back 

from ECG have proved fu tile.  

 

On the allegation that the Municipal Assembly ha d neglected the community, the 

MCE said AGA was very active in the community and had its staff quarters there, it 

was expected that AGA would develop the area. He noted that they have had a 

series of consultations with AGA on the issue. He however added that the Assembly 

was in the process of meeting the communityôs request for a borehole. 

According  to the AGA authorities, formerly, the company supplied free electricity to 

Anyinam. Unfortunately, this had been abused by non - inhabitants of the 

community setting up businesses in the community. The abuse had resulted in the 

frequent blowing up of transformers which had to be replaced at the companyôs 

cost. They disclosed that the company wa s taking steps t o log the people of 

Anyinam to the main electricity grid, which implies that the community will have to 

pay for their electricity supply. The company gave the assurance that the exercise 

was g oing to be participatory and would  involve the Anyinam community  

Reacting to the complaint that the community often experiences power outages, 

the company officials explained that the power outage was not only peculiar to 

Anyinam but to everyone. AGA and other mining Companies were  instructed to cut 

down their power co nsumption to 75%.  So power rescheduling had to be done 

from 9 am ï 12 noon daily.  Anyinamôs schedule was 9 am -4 pm daily.  

 

2.2.  SANSU  

2.2.1. Water and Water Sources  

 

The community complained that the water supply to the community was 

inadequate and the qu ality too wa s not very good. They claim ed that Sansu had 22 
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rivers and streams which had  all been immensely polluted by mining chemicals. 

They further claimed t hat  chemical spillages had  resulted in the death of fish in the 

rivers. According to the Assembl y man their source of drinking water was 

mechanised boreholes. However, some community members claimed the water 

from the borehole appears oily and smells like fish. The chief emphasized the need 

for the water in streams, borehole and taps in Sansu to be t ested.  

 

2.2.2. Pollution  

 

 The community complained of nuisance from blasting, which takes place early in 

the morning and at  late night . According to the Assemblyma n, the communityôs 

environment wa s polluted with dust due to surface mining. They alleged th at AGA 

sprinkle d water in  the companyôs immediate surroundings only, in order to reduce 

dust pollution  there , leaving out the community. They also contend ed that the 

mining activities unleash chemicals, with unpleasant smell into the atmosphere.  

 

2.2.3. H ealth and Related Issues  

 

 The community alleged that uncovered mine pits have resulted in the breeding of 

mosquitoes leading to high incidence of malaria in the community. Galamseys, in 

focus group discussion, alleged that community members we re suffering  from 

tuberculosis, eye and skin disease s as a result of surface mining. They we re 

convinced that eye problems, prevalent in  the area, we re caused by bad water and 

air pollution. The community lamented itôs  lack of  health facility .  

 

 2.2.4. Blasting  

 

 They alleged that blasting had  led to cracks in buildings. That one school building 

was pulled down and rebuilt by the company due to extensive cracking that badly 

damaged it.  

  

2.2.5 . Safety and Security  

 

 The community disclosed that a combined team of poli ce and military and 

companyôs own security with guard dogs provided security for the company. 

Galamsey operators in Sansu were highly critical of the companyôs security 

operations. They alleged that because  of the closeness of the community to the 

mine, se curity personnel sometimes descend ed on the community and beat up 

suspects an ytime the companyôs equipment got missing. They sited one incident 

when the company security in collaboration with state security services arrested 

four community members for the loss of cables and other equipment. They alleged 

that the suspects were beaten up before taken to the police station.  They further 

alleged that their chief was given a home by A GA at Obuasi, and therefore did  not 

reside in the community. They claimed thei r chief ordered the arrest of some 
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citizens when he recently came to the community for some religious meeting. They 

insisted that their chief had become  a contractor to the mining company . He ha d 

therefore taken the side of the company and left them to the ir fate  by allowing 

brutalities to be meted out to them by the companyôs security operatives. 

 

2.2.6 . Resettlement and Compensation  

 

 The community complained that the process that was used to determine the value 

of affected property for compensation was f lawed in that the company did not 

confer with the farmers before setting compensation rates. They alleged that 

company came to take measurements of the land s and started dumping waste on 

the land before contacting farm owners, seven months after, to give t hem their 

compensation. They claim ed compensation was given based on number of crops. 

They said no compensation was paid for loss of farm lands, contending that the 

company said that since they had bought the land the act of compensation was just 

a favour they were doing to the communities.  

  

Some community members wished they were resettled. Galamseys alleged that 

their chief did not agree to the resettlement of the community and that some of the 

community leaders had informed  the company that the people o f Sansu would not 

like to be resettled.  

 

 

2.2.7. Livelihood and Employment  

 

According  to the Assemblyman for Sansu , initially the community had no problem 

with the company when its operations were totally underground until 1986 when 

they started surface m ining. Galamsey operators in the community, echoing the 

same  concern, said surface mining had  destroyed their land due to the use of 

chemicals, and that farming was no longer profitable. ñCocoa does not grow well on 

the land any longerò, they stressed.  

 

People in the community claimed part of the land was being used as a dump for 

waste rock, creating an artificial hill, which obstruct s access to some portions of the 

town and farm lands.  

 

They complained that there wa s high unemployment in the community. T hey 

alleged that the company ha d laid off the few people it engaged. That some 

members of community were engaged by the company as security guards while 

others for the re -vegetation exercises, however they were all  laid off in October 

2006. They said they had  met management of the company to discuss employment 

issues but that ha d produced no tangible results. They complained that promises 

by the company had  not been fulfilled, even though all  major projects of the 

company were on Sansu  lands.  
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The g alamseys  said they had no confidence in their chiefs, alleging that they were 

usually lured with royalties so they did not care about indigenous occupants of the 

land. The Chief and elders, on their part, expressed w orry that lack of employment 

had  created tension  between the youth and traditional leaders in the community. 

The Okyeame alleged that AGA failed to fulfil its promise to establish a workshop to 

train the youth in the area to sew uniforms for the company staff. He also claimed 

the company had similarly n ot honoured its promise to release land at Adumadu to 

the community to farm. In addition, he demanded that the companyôs claim that it 

bought the land be investigated.  

 

2.2.8. Royalties  

 

According to the Okyeame, Sansu community did  not benefit directly f rom any 

royalties. He explained that the community was under the Eduabiase Divisional 

Area and royalties we re paid directly to the Esuabiasehene. He disclosed that the 

last time the chief of Sans u received such monies was 3 years ago and the amount  

was jus t 80,000 cedis. According to the assembl y man, royalties had  been a bi t  of 

a problem, in that mon ies meant for the community never got  to them. He 

appealed to government to increase the royalties since they were too meagre to 

support development projects.  

 

2.2.9. Illegal Artisanal (Galamsey) Miners  

 

Galamseys, in focus group discussions admitted that  most members of the 

community we re illegal artisanal miners and that they usually operate d in gangs 

with leaders.  

 

2.2.10. Development Projects   

 

The Company  provides the community with water and electricity free of charge.  

 

2.3.  BINSERE  

 

Surface mining activities used to take place in the community, but had since 

stopped. There were 3 pits that had been mined but not refilled, because company 

says it is too e xpensive to refill the pits, the community alleged. Community 

members a lso alleged that the company had filled  these pits half way with material 

containing cyanide and the unfilled pits pose d a  danger to the community 

especially children playing around.  
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Abandoned Pit, Binsere  

 

 

2.3.1. Water and Water Sources  

 

 The community said that their water sources were polluted. That it used to have 6 

streams but they have all been destroyed by mining activities. That AGA provided 

them with boreholes and warned them not to drink water nor eat fish from the 

streams.  The community alleged that one of the bor eholes provided by the 

company wa s also polluted.  T he community currently has 3 boreholes but only two 

provided them with water, which they deemed insufficient . The other borehole wa s 

only useful for washing o f clothing. That the company had  been paying for water 

supply to the community. Community members claim ed the EPA ha d assured them 

that the water wa s safe to drink, however, the community did  no t believe this and 

requested e vidence to show that the water wa s safe to drink.  They alleged that 

AGA ha d been spilling mine effluent into the Anwianwia, which is their source of 

water.  

 

2.3.2. Pollution  

 

The community complained that a cyanide pond loca ted very close to the 

community wa s a big menace to the people. It transmits cyanide vapour with bad 

odour to the community. They claim ed cyanide spillages from the pond we re the 

main cause of pollution of their streams. They alleged that three members of the 

community who were galamsey operators died in the pond recent ly while looking 

for gold.  Though  the company had verbally warned the community not to drink 

and fish in the streams there was no sign board or notice at the streams. The 

community feared th at people outside the community who may be thirsty could use 

the water unknowingly. They claimed cyanide pollution had also destroyed crops in 

the community. The Nwawa and Ntresua streams we re polluted and destroyed due 

to mining. The women interviewed all eged that chemical s spilled into the stream; 

Anwian wia wa s responsible for many aliments in the community.   
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2.3.3. Health and Related Issues  

 

The community said some people we re experiencing cyanide related health 

problems. They mentioned that diarrhoea  was a common health problem in the 

community, sometimes leading to deaths. They claimed  that the cyanid e pond and 

the vapour it e m it ted, was responsible for breathing difficulties experienced by 

some of the inhabitants. The women attributed the prevalence  of catarrh and 

headache to blasting and dust pollution . They alleged further that there was a 

strange skin disease in  the community which usually le d to the enlargement of the 

feet. They wandered why both children and adults should suffer from measles. 

They also alleged that two members of the community died from cough.  

 

2.3.4. Blasting  

 

The community alleged that blasting had resulted in the cracking of a lot of 

buildings. That the mining company had valued the cracks for compensation but 

nothing had been  done. They were, however, grateful that the company had 

replaced their school that had serious cracks as a result of blasting.  

 

2.3.5. Safety and Security  

 

The community alleged that AGA security, the military and police meted out 

atrocities on community  members on galamsey operations. One youth 

representative remarked: ñThey will brutalise you at the point of arrest and then 

abandon you there and you may dieò. The community alleged that there had been 

several arrests in 2007 and that on 21/3/07 there was  a raid by the security 

services, leading to the arrest of some youth. One Kofi Kra showed scars left on 

him from the beatings he received from the security agencies. One Daniel Osei, 

said he escaped the brutalities but in the process was pricked by a nail , which sore 

he was nursing.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Pic: Kofi Kra showing Scars  
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One Yaw Antwi claimed he was arrested around the dam site near Binsere, when 

he went to inform his friends at the dam site about the presence of the security 

personnel and was, unfor tunately, caught by security personnel wielding canes, 

belts and guns. He reported that he was eventually sent to the police station at 

Obuasi, prosecuted and fined one million cedis which he paid. They also claimed 

police came to the community to seize ga lamseyôs equipment and rocks.  They 

alleged that security personnel who previously patrolled with guard dogs now wield 

guns. There was no evidence of gun wielding security personnel during the period 

of investigation.  

 

2.3.6. Resettlement and Compensation  

 

 The women of Binsere said they would very much wish to be resettled o n any land 

in the direction of Kumasi .  Majority of the inhabitants we re farmers and 

complain ed that they had  had their farms and crops taken over by surface mining. 

Compensation was pa id to affected farmers, but that it was not sufficient to sustain 

them.  Compensation was paid according to the number of crops on the farm and 

the amounts were meagre. The Odikro said the chief negotiated with AGC with 

respect to the land, which he owns, other members of the community were only 

paid for  their  crops.  

  

2.3.7. Livelihood and Employment  

 

The community claimed surface mining activities have either consumed or 

dest royed their land as such there wa s no arable land for farming.  The land was 

thei r main source of livelihood but it has been taken by AGA. In a discussion, the 

women said they used to have fertile land, but with the destruction of their fa rms 

by chemical effluent, they we re forced to trek to Ntonsua, 4 miles away to farm.  

 

They compla ined that there we re no em ployment avenues and the youth we re idle. 

They claim ed that in  the situation where any youth we re lucky to be employed by 

the company, they we re usually engaged on casual bases and often laid off after 

working for a short period.  The womenôs group said they would not like the mine 

to close because some community members work there, besides their lands we re 

already degraded and there wa s no need abandoning mine work to farm.  

 

2.3.8. Illegal Artisanal Mining (Galamsey)  

 

 The communi ty admitted that there were illegal artisanal miners in the community 

but blamed that on lack of viable employment alternatives. They claimed that when 

galamseys were caught they were usually beaten by the company security, or 

police or soldiers.  
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Galamseyers at Binsere  

 

 

 

2.3.9. Development Projects  

 

According to the community,  AGC constructed a 10 unit toilet facilities (5 unit for 

men and 5 for women) for the community. They  complained that to ilet facilities  

were  inadequate and female inhabitants, in particular, queue d to attend natureôs 

call. They alleged that the company ha d failed to honour its promise to provide 

them with electricity and employ ment. The community, they said , was connected 

to the national electricity grid. They expressed the need for a market.  

 

2.3.10. Collaboration/Consultations  

 

The community ha d a Consultative Committee thr ough which their grievances we re 

put across to the company.  

 

2.4. DOKYIWAA  

 

2.4.1. Water and Water  Sources  

 

The community claimed they used to have three streams -  Dokyiwaa, Kwame 

Tawia and Supo -  as their sources of water. However, these streams have been 

destroyed as a result of frequent cyanide spillages into them. According to the c hief 

and elders,  the company had  provided two boreholes following complains they 

made about the polluted water courses. That one of the boreholes located close to 

the waste dump site ha d been declared unsafe for use by AGA. They disclose d that 

the District Assembly had  pr ovided one additional borehole. They however 

com plained that the two boreholes we re not sufficient to meet the water needs of 

the community.  They said the Assembly was in the process of providing an 

additional borehole.  
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2.4.2 Pollution  

 

The chief comp lained of the location of a cyanide waste dump too close  (200 

meters) to the community  in Binsere (the two communities are adjoining). 

According to the Unit Committee, the cyanide dump polluted the air. That stench 

from the cyanide facility usually fills t he air particularly between 7.00 pm -  8.00 pm  

and people foun d it diffic ult to breath.  That cyanide had  also destroyed fish in the 

streams.  

 

2.4.3. Health and Related Issues  

 

The community claims the closeness of the cyanide facility to  the community 

cons titutes serious health hazard to them. According to the women ôs group, people 

in the community suffer from a skin disease locally called ñtomatoesò, which cannot 

be cured. They also claim that  air pollution is making people experience dizziness 

and headach e. They lamented that despite the serious health threat from the toxic 

waste dump the community has no health post.  

 

2.4.4. Blasting  

 

 Blasting used to take place in two places known as  ñT1ò and ñT2ò but has seized 

because no surface mining is currently t aking place, the community alleged.  

Blasting, according to the community ôs women has  caused cracks in buildings. They 

disclosed that they now have respite from  blasting and its effects because the 

company ha d suspended its activities in the area in the la st three years. They 

intimated that the activities would soon resume.  

 

2.4.5. Safety and Security  

 

The community complained that the youth who engaged in galamsey were 

harassed by AGA security personnel .  W hen they we re arrested by AGA and state 

security they were brutalised and dogs released on them. The chief and elders s aid 

in February, 2007, five men  were arrested, paraded and terribly beaten from one 

community to another.  They  further alleged that these men  were finally brought to 

Dokyiwaa, where the y hail from, and b eaten  before their wives and children. One 

of them complained that since that brutal treatment in the hands of the military he 

has lost his manhood.  They wondered why the state should be part of such 

atrocities by a private company on it s citizens. One of the women, Sarah 

Amponsah said her husband was among those mercilessly beaten, a month ago, by 

the company and state security.  

 

In an answer to a question on a report received by the team on allegations of 

brutalization of the five gala msey operators caught by the security personnel 

deployed by the mining company, the police officers interviewed said  they knew 
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about the arrest. They stated that it might not have been brutalization but use of 

minimum force. They could not confirm if the f ive men were beaten from one 

community to one other.  

 

Chief Inspector, George Amedagbi informed the team that on the night of the 

incident he was informed that AGA security had caught some galamsey operators. 

When they were brought, he requested, after loo king at their physical conditions, 

that they should be sent to the hospital for medical treatment.   

 

The Divisional Commander, Mr. Sarpong and the District Commander, DSP Adika, 

of the Police Service admitted that the military/police operation, about 3 mo nths 

ago, resulted in the arrest of 5 men who were beaten.   The Police however could 

not confirm if they were beaten from village to village and finally before their wives 

and children.  

 

The MCE also confirmed the incident, and said he intervened against  further 

prosecution of the boys, when after allegations of beatings ; the boys were handed 

over to the police for prosecution. According to the MCE he had information that 

one of the persons alleged to have suffered at the  hands  military , also, suffered an  

injury to his sexual organ. After the incident he could not have an erection despite 

several trials with his wife yet the police was about to prosecute him. This, he 

found unfair; he therefore stopped the police from prosecuting the five men.  

 

2.4.6. Rese ttlement and Compensation  

 

The community appeared divided on whether it would prefer to be resettled, given 

the hazards from the waste dump. Some said they would want to be resettled to 

avoid the negative effects of the activities of the company in general  and the health 

hazards from cyanide  pollution  in particular. Others said they would not oblige to 

be resettled because the company would not compensate them, as it did when it 

took their land earlier.  They said they had no idea of any plans to resettle t he 

community. However, they had heard the company wanted to claim more land 

without any discussion about resettling them.  

 

The communityôs concerns were very similar to neighbouring Binsere. That the 

company had taken their land without paying adequate com pensation and 

expressed regret and fears that the company was going to take more land.  They 

alleged that the company appropriates the land without consultation and normally 

valued the crops with LVD alone without the involvement of community. They 

disclos ed that the chief was not consulted when compensation was given.  

  

The community disclosed that they had learnt with regret that the company 

intended to create two more dumps on the land to give more problems and to deny 

them arable land.  They lamented th at when the company took their land the 
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compensation they received was woefully inadequate.  They claimed one cocoa tree 

could survive for 50 years but AGA compensation for cocoa trees did not consider 

these realities.  They disclosed that the community wo uld only consider any 

demand of the company for more land if the company expressed willingness to 

resettle them. They said they were certain that AGA would not accede to their 

request for resettlement but they were ready for anything because as was usual o f 

AGA, they promised but did not fulfil their promise.  ñThey promised things in 1987 

but have not fulfilled anyò, the chief stressed.  He added that if the AGA refused to 

resettle the community that could lead to a violent confrontation.  

  

According to th e chief and elders of the community the area ear marked for further 

occupation by the company is also the area where cocoa grows best.   In the view 

of the womenôs group, the chief of the community was not contacted before 

compensations were made.   

 

2.4.7 . Livelihoods and Employment  

 

The community claimed they had severe livelihood challenges. That pollution had 

rendered farm lands useless, while the rest of the land had been taken by the 

company. The youth group alleged that AGA employed some youth from t he 

community as casual workers and laid them off after a period of time. The women 

claimed only four inhabitants work with the company. That two work at the dam 

site and the other two work in the mines. They disclosed that they were not aware 

of any altern ative livelihood programmes in place or in the offing from the 

company.  

 

2.4.8. Illegal Artisanal Mining (Galamsey)  

 

The community adm itted that galamsey activities we re rife there, but blamed it on 

the absence of other alternative sources of livelihood for many members of the 

community.  

 

2.4.9. Development Project  

 

The community does not have a primary school. The nearest school is about a mile 

away at Binsere. They have no electricity. According to the chief and elders a 

transformer was bought by AGA i n 1989 in an attempt to fulfil its promise to 

provide electricity for the community but the transformer is still lying idle.  

 

 

2.5. AKATAKYIESO  

 

The community disclosed that surface mining ha d been suspended for the last 3 

years but the community believes  it would soon resume. AGA ha d used some of 
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the communityôs land for animal/ cattle ranch, fish farming and the development of 

jetrofa, a plant used for diesel production.  

 

2.5.1. Water and Water Sources  

 

The Chief and elders of the community alleged that  streams in the community such 

as Nsakae, Nsanona, Anoania and Akasu, have all dried up due to mining activities 

while others such as Brimbi were polluted. According the youth, as result of the 

pollution the company had provided two boreholes for the popul ation of between 

800 -1000, but the two boreholes were insufficient given the population of the 

community.   

 

They complained that the water from the boreholes had a salty taste and 

sometimes caused stomach disease . According to the communityôs women, the 

companyôs waste dump had blocked the courses of most of the streams resulting in 

their drying.  

 

2.5.2.  Pollution  

 

 Surface mining, accord ing to the chief and elders, had  caused dust pollution. The 

youth alleged that the companyôs attempt at land reclamation was not properly 

done and that it posed a lot of problem for the community.  

 

2.5.3. Health and Related Issues  

 

They complained of high prevalence of TB. Stomach problems from suspected 

polluted water from borehol e provided by the company. They also com plained of 

prevalence of mosquitoes in the community due to stagnant water in the AGA 

abandoned pits. That the community had not benefited from the AGAôs malaria 

control programme being undertaken in other communities.  

 

2.5.4. Blasting  

 

Blasting, accordin g to the chief and elders, had caused cracks in buildings.  There 

were cracks in the LA JSS. The women claimed the only primary school had 

collapsed as a result of blasting and the municipal assembly had built another one.   

 

2.5.5. Safety and Security  

 

No security problem was encountered in the community.  According to the youth, 

apart from the security personnel of the company who came to drive away 

galamsey operators from the compan yôs abandoned pits, the community had no 

problem with the security person nel of the company. According to the women there 

were no cases of brutalities  in the community . 
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2.5.6. Resettlement and Compensation  

  

The community claimed the company did not consult them before valuing their 

crops for compensation. They claim the compa ny started prospecting in the area in 

1991/2, with prior knowledge of the community. However, when prospecting was 

completed the only thing communicated to the community was that each member 

affected by the companyôs activities should come forward and have their crops and 

farms measured for compensation.  This was reluctantly done and in 1993 -  95, 

compensation was paid with people receiving as little as 1,500,000 cedis (GH¢150)  

for an acre of cocoa farm.  

 

They claimed even paying those paltry sums was a pro blem and the community 

had to embark on a demonstration before payment was mad e.  The youth were 

unhappy that compensation was only paid for crops and not land. According to the 

youth, the company claims the land is theirs.  They described the compensation  as 

woefully inadequate.  

   

2.5.7. Livelihoods and Employment  

 

According to the chief and elders of the community, due to pollution, crops were 

not doing well. The company had also appropriated their lands for cultivation of 

grass to feed the companyôs cattle. That the r earing of cattle in the community had 

resulted  in the proliferation of tsetse flies  in the area. Also, an airstrip constructed 

by the company in the area had taken considerable portion of their land. The few 

farms left were contaminated and  rendered unsuitable for farming. According to 

the chief and elders, appropriation of the land by the company for various ventures 

had caused most of the inhabitants to lose their source of livelihood since most of 

them were farmers. That lack of livelihoo d opportunities in the communities means 

parents cannot take care of their children. There is therefore migration of the youth 

out of the community.   

 

There is acute unemployment in the area. The youth proposed that the company 

release land for the commun ity to farm. The youth alleged that the company has 

not employed any member of the community. According to women group, due to 

lack of employment avenues some of the youth have migrated to Accra while 

others have joined the band of galamseys.   They said v ery few community 

members were employed despite initial promises by the company. That only , 

about , 20 males work with the company as junior staff. The females are mainly 

market women who trade in food  stuff.   

 

Women of the community claimed poverty is end emic and called on the company 

to do something about it. They called on the company to fulfil its promise to 

provide scholarships to help reduce the financial burden of parents in the 
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community. According to the youth, they had not received any proposition  from the 

company with respect to any alternative livelihood project  

 

Reacting to the concern of the community that the company had appropriated their 

farm lands for cattle rearing, the company authorities explained that the cattle 

ranch was developed  in 1983 when the country experienced massive draught, 

which resulted in hunger. It was a move to help the staff of the company feed 

themselves. The General Man ager added that they were also a major distributor of 

eggs in the municipality.  

 

2.5.8. Illegal Artis anal Mining (Galamsey)  

 

 The community said galamsey was a popular activity and that four persons died at 

one of the many galamsey sites in the area.   

 

2.5.9. Development Projects  

 

According to the chief and elders when the community embarked on demonstra tion 

to press home their demand for compensation it was agreed at a meeting with the 

company that AGC would provide scholarship s,  water, repair roads, and build a 

clinic for  the community. But that AGC had  failed to provide any of these. 

According to the w omen, the community does not have a JSS as such their children 

travel 2 km away to Amamom to attend school. The company had provided 2 

boreholes to the community. They had also provided 120 desks to the local primary 

school and JSS.   

 

 

2.6.  AMAMOM  

 

2.6.1.  Water and Water Sources  

 

According to the Unit Committee the company provided two boreholes giving good 

quality of water to the community ; however one of the boreholes  was currently 

dysfunctional. According to the committee, the community had 3 streams -  

Buamaa, Amantsua and Tsosno -  but they were polluted with chemicals. They 

claimed the company provided a borehole for the whole community; however, the 

community had to repair it anytime it broke down.  According to the women, the 

municipal assembly had prom ised to drill an extra borehole for the community.  

 

2.6.2.   Pollution  

 

The community claims there used to be a lot of dust when surface mining was 

taken place but it ha d since subsided since surface mining operations were 

suspended in 1997.  
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2.6.3. Health and Related Issues  

 

The youth alleged that the inhabitants of the community got sick from tsetse fly 

infestation from the companyôs cattle ranch. They lamented, the community had no 

clinic and had to trek all the way to Obuasi for medical attention. They f urther 

claimed that the cattle ranch of the company and unfilled trenches breed 

mosquitoes.  

 

2.6.4. Blasting  

 

Blasting has left a lot of cracks in buildings, including the community primary 

school, the community alleged.  

 

2.6.4. Safety and Security  

 

The chief, elders and women in the community said there had been  no police 

brutalities  in the community. The women, however, stated that there was only one 

recent incident in which the company security personnel drove away some 

galamsey operators. The youth th ought otherwise, they alleged that mine security 

had been brutalizing galamsey operators and made reference to one ñOperation 

Flush Outò, which took place in December, 2006. In that operation they alleged, a 

combined team of military and police personnel b eat up  illegal miners.  

 

The AGA officials said ñOperation Flush Outò was carried out by state security 

involving the military alone and that it was not the companyôs idea. 

 

2.6.5. Resettlement and Compensation  

 

According to the Queen mother and her elders,  the community had not been given 

an option by the company to  resettle and that they we re willing to resettle.  

 

On compensation, the community claimed, because they were not educated the 

company cheated them in the payment of compensation. That they did n ot know 

the criteria and formula AGA used to determine the value of their farms and crop 

before paying them. That some received as low as two hundred thousand cedis 

(GH¢ 20) and three hundred cedis ( GH¢ 30) as compensation for their crops. They 

claim they had petitioned the company and the Amansie East Assembly but to no 

avail . The women claimed compensations paid for their crops were woefully 

inadequate . S ome alleged that they  had to pay bribes to officials of the Land 

Valuation Board for their compensatio n to be processed.  
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2.6.8. Livelihoods and Employment  

 

The community insisted that the company ha d degraded their land and has failed 

to reclaim it. They claimed the land c ould not  used again for agricultural purposes. 

They lamented that the main proble m confronting the m was their inability to use 

lands for farming since the mining company said it belonged to them.  They 

lamented tha t, traditionally, most of them we re hunters, but hunting is no longer 

lucrative because the co mpanyôs blasting activities had driven out wildlife fro m the 

area. That the company had  worsened their plight and wished the government 

could intervene and get them back their land.  

 

They alleged that the company including individual high ran king members of the 

company had  usurped th eir land to rare cattle.  The w omen alleged that the 

degradation of their land as a result of surface mining has led to reduction in crop 

yield. Cattle of the company destroy ed their crops while the Fulani employed by t he 

company to man the ranch sto le the ir properties and sometimes terrorise d the 

community members.  

 

The  community held that the  company ha d employed very few people from the 

communit y. The community claimed there we re only 4 people in formal 

employment with the company, consisting of 3 labou rers and 1 white colou r job. 

According to them there we re no other employment opportunities.  

 

2.6.6. Illegal Artisanal Mining (Galamseys)  

 

There is no illegal mining activity  going on in the community, according to the chief 

and elders of the community. However, their assertion contradicts that of the 

community women who claim ed the youth we re forced to go into galamsey 

because of lack of employment opportunities. They accused the company of failing 

to employ the youth due to lack  of skills. They said mos t men were illegal miners 

whilst the  women we re farmers. The Queen mother and her team called for the 

legalisation of  galamsey because there wa s no alternative work. Othe rs disagreed 

and said galamsey wa s too dangerous an activity to be given legal consent . 

 

 

2.6.7. Development Projects  

 

The community said the company had  provided them with two boreholes and about 

120 school chairs but failed to honour most of the other promises it made to the 

community. That the company promised the rehabilitation of the c ommunity roads 

from time to time but has failed to deliver on that promise. According to the Queen 

mother and her elders, the community has a JSS built by government, but no 

primary school. They complained that their children trekked  to Akatakyieso for 

pri mary school , whil st  those from Akatakyieso start their primary school education 
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at Anamom. T hey expected the company to provide them with a primary school 

and clinic, but the company ha d failed to provide any of these.  

 

 

2.7.  ODUMASE/ADUANEYEDE  

 

2.7.1. Wa ter and Water Sources  

 

According  to the chief and elders of the community, all the six streams of the 

community including Akapoli, Akao, and Abanbra that used to provide water for 

domestic use have been polluted as a result of mining activities.  They said , the 

company, in replacement, provided a mechanised borehole, which supplies water 

to the community . This was about ten years ago and the tanks had  not been 

cleaned since, as a result the water was  impure and dangerous to health. Apart 

from the state of c leanliness of water, they lamented that the supply is inadequate 

due to the increasing population of the community. They claim ed usually when the 

borehole develop ed a fa ult, the community did have  any other source of water and 

had to trek to Obuasi to fetc h water.  

 

Apart from the water being inadequate, the youth claimed it has a brownish c olour 

and taste d bad . They alleged that the company sampled  the water once a week for 

testing but the community ha d never known the outcome of such tests.  

 

2.7.2. Pollut ion  

 

The community claims mining operations in their area seized nearly ten yea rs ago 

as such they no long had any dust pollution. However, the new threat to the 

community is frequent flooding. They alleged that when it rains, flood waters 

collect material  from artificial hills of waste rock and inundate the community, 

poisoning fa rm  products.  

 

2.7.3. Health and Related Issues  

 

The community claimed that the commonest ailment was malaria and believe it 

was the Jimiso water reservoir , that supplies treated w ater to  the company that 

breads the mosquitoes. They lamented that there is no health post in the 

community and people usually have to travel to Obuasi to seek medical attention.  

 

2.7.4. Safety and Security  

 

The Youth said they had  no problem with mine sec urity.  

 

2.7.5. Resettlement and Compensation  
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The youth said they had  no knowledge of any resettlement plan for the community. 

The community claimed all their arable land was taken by the company. They said 

the company paid paltry sums as compensation, whi ch could not sustain the 

affected farmers. They accused the company of not consulting them on the issue of 

compensation and that the company carried out the valuation of affected farms 

without consultation, although the measurement of the farms was done in  the 

presence of the farmers. They claim ed that the  monies were paid very late a nd that 

some people had still not  received any compensation. They further claimed the 

community had to embark on a demonstration before they were paid.  They alleged 

the amount  paid was often known after the compensation forms have either been 

signed or thumb printed by the farmer.  

 

2.7.6. Livelihoods and Employment  

 

According to the youth representatives, the community has not benefited from any 

project in relation to the prov ision of alternative means of livelihood.  

 

The degradation of the land, made  it impossible for them to engage in any form of 

farming activity. The resulting er osion from mining activities had  rendered 

surrounding areas also impossible to cultivate.  That b efore the mining activities 

started, the community members grew both cash crops like cocoa, oil palm etc and 

food crop s like cassava, but that, that wa s no longer possible.  

 

According to the youth, the company promised them employment but is yet to fulfil  

that promise. They claimed the company employed some youth from the town as 

casual workers but they were laid off after a period of time. Five members of the 

community work for the AGA. T hey claimed that their leaders we re not concerned 

about their plight . Their chief wa s dead and because of chieftai ncy dispute, a new 

one wa s yet to be installed. In this vacuum, a Divisional Chief who was in charge 

did  not appear very concerned. The w omen were particularly worried about the 

unemployment situation affecting  the male population of the community.  

 

2.7.7. Illegal Artisanal Mining (Galamseys)  

 

The inhabitants said that they indulge in galamsey because there are no other 

alternative livelihood sources.  That galamsey is the only means of livelihood 

because their lands have been taken from them. According to them  they will  stop 

galamsey if they are offered land and capital for farming as well as market for their 

crops. They said  that galamsey  is a risky job characterized by violence. Using his 

experience to buttres s this point, one Nana Ofori, a JSS 3 student  said  he could not 

register for the final examinations because of his inability to pay exams fee s.  He 

therefore  decided to go into galamsey. He said  in one of the pits in Kaw, where his 

team was working, anothe r group of Galamsey workers claimed ownership of the 

pit and attacked them. He said the rival team took away their gold bearing rocks. 
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He claimed that in the ensuing struggle, he received knife wounds on his head and 

back. A second victim was contacte d. According  to him, he was exiting from a pit , 

but the entrance to the pit was dark, as he attempted  to come out with his booty, 

he was met by a rival team wh o rolled down rocks on them.  In  a struggle with his 

assailants, he had the back of his palm slashed wi th a knife.  

 

2.7.8. Royalties  

 

The community claim s the Adansehene receives the royalties and distributes part 

to other chiefs. The chief of Eduaneyede used to receive his share but after his 

death the present chief ha d not received any royalty due to a l ong standing 

chieftaincy dispute.  

 

2.7.9. Development Projects  

 

Members of the community noted t hat t he Company provided electricity , which was 

later disconnected. The community said they now enjoy electricity from the 

national grid. That the company promi sed a clinic, school, palace for the chief and 

employment for the youth but failed to deliver on all. The youth said that AGC had 

to relocate their primary school because it was formerly located within a proposed 

mining area.  

 

2.8  ANWIAM  

 

The youth pointed  out th at underground mining had stopped about 5 years ago 

making way for surface mining which was still in progress.  

 

2.8.1. Water and Water Sources  

 

The community used to depend on the Ata ne Ata  stream, which stream was 

destroyed by mining. The Odikro of Anwiam claimed as a result of the destruction 

of community water sources, the company provided pipe borne water for the 

community. However, about two years ago, the mining company dismantled the 

pipe lines in order to carry ou t some mining activities an d had  since not fixed them  

despite many reminders.  

 

Pollution  

 

The community also  alleged that AGA normally dumped  a lot of waste material 

which cau sed flooding. The community further claimed that heavy duty tru cks 

plying between the AGAôs shaft and the community created a lot of dust  pollution .  

Surface  min ing, the community emphasised, had destroyed their water source of a 

stream that flowed outside the community, and the stream ôs course was diverted 

into the community, resulting in frequent flooding of t he community any time it 
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rained. They said the community was so vulnerable becau se it wa s situated in a 

valley. The chief suggested that a trench be dug to divert the water from the hills 

away from the community to avert any possible disaster.  

2.8.2. Healt h and Related Problems  

 

According to the chief and elders of the community, the most prevalent diseases in 

the community are tuberculosis, typhoid, skin rashes and respiratory diseases and 

that these diseases are most common among children. They said that the malaria 

control programme implemented  by the company  has led to a reduction in the 

incidence of malaria in the community, despite the awful smell of the drug being 

used.   

 

2.8.3. Blasting  

 

The community stressed that the area had been  impacted by blas ting activities of 

the company. They claimed th at one could feel the effect of  blasting in the 

community any time it was carried out.  

 

2.8.4. Safety and Security  

 

In a focus group discussion , the youth said that galamsey operators in the 

community we re of ten pursued by the companyôs security; confrontations 

sometimes result ed in b eatings  in the ev ent of  galamsey s being  caught. They 

alleged that security personnel b eat up  galamsey operators and refuse d to take 

them to court. They explained that the galamsey  operators usually take along tools 

for their operation, but unfortunately the security personnel interpret the working 

tools as weapons for fighting.  

 

2.8.5. Resettlement and Compensation  

 

The community appealed to be resettled. The investigators expresse d serious 

concern about the plight of the community  when it had the opportunity to visit the 

companyôs shaft very close to the community.  

 

The Anwiam community lies  in a valley, and frequently get s flooded anytime it 

rains. T he plight of this community is  that  there is no access road to the town 

except through the railway line area, which is dangerous since trains ply the rail s. 

The community which is located less than hundred meters away from the AGA 

office and its senior staff bungalows is not accessible  by vehicle. Members of the 

community have to commute about one k ilo metre  on foot even in case of illness in 

order to get vehicles to take them to the hospital.  

 

 The community lamented that the company prevent ed its me mbers  from using the 

companyôs access road. In an answer to a question on the location of the 
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community and the possibility of relocation, the Odikro said that in 1989 the 

community was contacted on the issue when the company was in the process of 

building  the Cote Dôor. The company has since then not contacted them on the 

issue again. The community wants to be resettled. They stressed that their village 

lies in a valley  badly affected by mining activities that had caused serious erosion 

on all sides of the village. Any serious rain could wipe  them out of the area.  

 

2.8.6. Livelihoods and Employment  

 

The community  said they had  lost their most important source of livelihood, i.e. 

farming. They claim the land is so degraded that crops planted do not produce 

good yield. They said unemployment wa s one of the main challenges the 

community faces.  

 

2.8.7. Illegal Artisanal Mining (Galamseys)  

 

The youth conf irmed that galamsey operations we re very popular in this area. They 

added that about four of them were caught in the mining companyôs pit in 2006, 

and were put before court and sentenced to a fine of about five million  cedis 

(GH¢500)  or three years imprisonment.  

 

The team enquired from the youth whether they would  aband on galamsey 

operations if they we re offered capital for farming as well as marke t for their 

produce. Most of the youth answered in the affirmative with only one person 

attaching conditions to this offer. His main concern was how he would be fed 

before  the time of harvesting and marketing his crops.  

 

2.8.8. Royalties  

 

According to the Odikro, Anwiam is under the chief of Odumase -Akrokerri but the 

land belongs to Fomena. He , therefore , does not receive any share of  royalties. He 

suggested that royalties should be increased to enable the communities affected by 

mining activities to also b enefit.  

  

2.8.9. Development Projects  

 

The community which  has a population of about 500 at  the time of the visit had no 

electricity or water. The community, the opinion leaders emphasized , does not 

have a clinic. The nearest hospital which is the AGA hosp ital is very expensive. The 

community members usually attend the government hospital  at Obuasi.  
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2.9. AHA SO NYE WO DIA  

 

2.9.1. Water and Water Source  

 

AGA had previously provided the community wit h 6 stand pipes. Unfortunately,  

only 2 were working ;  ser ving a population of about 4000 -5000. All efforts to collect 

a levy of ¢1000.00  (GH¢10)  each from residents of the community to repair the 

pipes proved futile. The inhabitants said they had good drinking water before AGA 

came into operation and did not see  why they should raise money for maintenance 

of pipes. The i nhabitants were passionate about their r ivers/streams,  and 

recommended AGA to take back their taps and let them have back their good 

drinking water from the streams.  

 

The youth representatives in terviewed  sta ted that mining activities had destroyed a 

stream that served as a source of water for the community. The w omen noted that 

before  mining activities  beg an, the community members relied on Kwawu and 

Nkasu streams as th eir main sources of water. As of  the time of the interview only 

three out of the six stand pipes were in good working condition. The women noted 

that the population of the community had  increased and that ha d affected access 

to water, they sometimes had  to go to Wawa (over 1 km away ) to fetch water or 

buy water from ñquartersò, which was too expensive.  

 

2.9.2. Pollution  

 

Members of the community insisted that a s a result of intermittent blasting, the air 

was  polluted with dust thereby causing a lot of sickness. Also , flooding from wa ste 

dump sites and erosion from previous surface mining continue to be a problem 

when it rains. During the rainy season , schools had  to close down due to severe 

erosion in the community. The  youth reported that , during the latter part of the 

year , 2006 pro perties of some members of the community which included houses 

were destroyed by flood water s. Water  from the hills ha d it s course obstructed due 

to er osion of the sides of the hills. The flood waters  got diverted into the 

community sweep ing  away houses. T hey , however , added that AGA paid 

compensation to those who were affected.  

 

The team later followed up and interviewed one of the victims. She said that AGA 

paid her one hundred million cedis ( GH¢10 ,000 .00 ) which was not adequate to 

cover the cost of all the properties she lost.  

 

 2.9.3. Health and Related Issues  

 

The community said the companyôs malaria control programme, despite the bad 

smell produced by the d rug used for the programme, had  reduced the incidence of 

malaria in the community. They however , expressed concern about any  side effect 
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of the chemical used for spraying. They noted that diseases such as tuberculosis, 

colds and diarrhoea were prevalent among community members.  

 

2.9.4. Safety and Security  

 

Women in a FGD said they felt threatened an d insecure by the presence of armed  

military  personnel in the community.   

 

2.9.5. Resettlement and Compensation  

 

The youth r epresentatives interviewed confirmed  that compensation ha d been paid  

to those whose farm lands were  taken for mining activities. T hey however could 

not provide details of the compensation packages neit her could they comment on 

the  adequacy  of compensations paid .  

 

2.9.6. Livelihoods and Employment  

 

 The youth representatives interviewed alleged that they could not engage in any 

farmin g activities because of the degraded nature of the land due to surface mining 

activities. They suggested that government should provide alternative means of 

livelihood for members of the communities affected by mining activities  

 

2.9.7. Illegal Artisanal M ining (Galamseys)  

 

On the issue of galamsey, the women stated that some galamsey operators were 

arrested in  2006 , some were released others were still in custody. They said that 

most of the youth we re engaged in galamsey activities because there we re no 

employment opportunities. As part of the solution, they suggested that the mining 

company should employ some of the youth of the community. Ano ther suggestion, 

by the women, wa s that the abandoned mine pits in  the community should be 

re leased to the youth t o mine.  

 

2.9.8. Development Projects  

 

The youth  of the community said the malaria control programme being 

implemented by the company was the only laudable community project they we re 

aware of. They claim ed that apart from that project the community ha d not  

benefited from the company since it started mining in the area over 50 years ago.  

 

 

2. 10. DIEWUOSO  

 

2.10.1. Water and Water Source  
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Water in this community is provided by the government and not AGA. The chief 

and elders of the community  lamented that the ir only source of water , the  river 

Ponk oh was diverted for use by AGA and subsequently polluted by cyanide from 

Kwabrafosu (a st ream located at Buadi that receives tailings from the mining 

companyôs Sulphur Treatment Plant (STP) ) . They claim ed the communit y depended 

on an other river, Anyensu, which  had dried up. They alleged that the company ha d 

since not provided them with alt ernative source of water. They said two boreholes 

serving the community were provided by the Municipal Assembly but are not 

sufficie nt.  

 

2.10.2. Pollution  

 

The communi ty said two waste dumps  in the ir area constitute nuisance and 

potential health hazard to the population. They said one of them is a municipal  

waste dump where human f aeces we re dumped and the other a cyanide dump 

construc ted by the mining company. They complained bitterly that waste facilities 

of  AGA and the Municipal Assembly we re polluting the soil and atmosphere . They 

claim that the presence of the faecal matter has led to the flooding of the 

environment by flies. An in spection of the dump site confirmed that  it was  an 

environmental nightmare. Both waste material and faeces we re dumped right in a 

vast area which also served as an  access road to the community.  

 

The community also complained that they suffered from smoke e manating from 

one of the mine shafts. They claim these waste fa cilities and the nuisance they 

created affected  farming activities drastically. The community does not have a 

health post.  

 

2.10.3. Health and Related Issues  

 

The community claim s it ha d been host ing a huge waste dump  for the last five 

years. They alleged that there was no consultation between the community and the 

assembly before the project began , and this led to a demonstration by the  youth in 

the community.  The waste  breeds a lot of mosquit oes and flies , which affects the 

health of the people. They noted that even though the community benefited from 

the mala ria control programme, they had  not seen any improvement in the high 

incidence of malaria. In addition, they also alleged that solid was te from Obuasi is 

deposited in the Kwabrafo stream which e ventually drains into the river Ponk oh.  

  

2.10.4. Safety and Security  

 

The Youth of the community said police brutalities were very common in the area. 

They cited an example where the police arreste d some of the youth in 2000/2001 

and commanded them to look at the sun with their bare eyes. They name d one 

Richard Owusu as a victim .  This arrest and ill - treatment was as a result of a 




