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WRIT OF SUMMONS
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...........................................................

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
(GENERAL JURISDICTION DIVISION)
GREATER ACCRA REGION - ACCRA - A.D 2024

.....................................................................

BETWEEN
FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG Plaintiff

NO. BAC 34/3B
L™ STREET. BAATSONAA. SPINTEX ROAD

ACCRA
AND
I. KWASI ANIN YEBOAH 2.SAMUEL AWUKU OKUDRZETO  Defendants

HOUSE NO. 8 (A.K.A SAM OKUDZETO)
ABORLEBYU STREET HOUSE NO. 12.NORTH CLOSLE
LABONE. ACCRA CFC ESTATES. TESANO, ACCRA.

3. IRENE CHARITY LARB! 4. CYNTHIA PAMELA A. ADDO, JA

HOUSE NO, TH/B/004 (A.K.ACYRA P.C. A KORANTENG)

TANTRA HILL, ACCRA JUDICIAL SECRETARY'S OFFICE

JUDICIAL SERVICE ADMINISTRATION BLOCK
5. GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL
GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL SECRETARIAT
GHANA SCHOOL OF LAW. ACCRA
7o THE DEFENDANTS

AN ACTION having been commenced against vou by the issue of this writ by the above-named
Plaintiff FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG



Rty

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED tha within EIGHT DAYS after service of this wril on vou inclusive
of the day of' service vou do cause an appearance to be entered for you.

ANIN YEBOAH, CJ. SAMUEL AWUKU OKUDZETO (A.K.A SAM OKUDZETO), IRENE
CHARITY LARBI, JA, CYNTHIA PAMELA A. ADDO, JA (A.K.A CYRA PAMELA C. A
KORANTENG) AND GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL

AND TAKE NOTICE that fn defauit of your so doing. judgment may be given i your absence without
further notice to you.
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~J STATEMENT OF CLAIM

The Plaintif¥"s claim is against the defendanis jointly and severally for:
(8) A declaration that the following publication made by the defendants of and cencerning the
plaintiff and set out below is defamatory of the pizimift:
“"ANNOUNCEMENT FROM THE GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL

SUSPENSION OF LAWYER FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG FROM LEGAL
PRACTICE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that LAWYER FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG has
been suspended from lfegal practice for a period of seven (7) years effective 23rd June. 2022,

The above-named lawyer was charged with seven counts of professional misconduct contrary
to the Rules ol the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct and Etiguette) Rules, 1969 (L.1.
613) as follows:

Count 1

Lawyer Francisca Serwaa Boateng was charged with professional misconduct comtrary to Rule
9(7) of the Legal Profession (Professional Condirct and Etiquette) Rules. 1969 (Lt 613).



That she. while acting as counsel for VPS international BV {VPStcharged 353% on all
recoveries made contrary to an agreement for 20% by the parties before the commencement of
the suit.

Count 2

The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduct contrary to Rule 9 (7Y of
the Legat Profession (Professionat Conduct and Etiquette) Rules, 1969 (L1 613).

That she. acting as counsel for VPS, made a successful application to the Court for the release
of an amount GHC'164.900.00 representing the excess amouat on the agreed auction fees to
herself without the knowledge, consent and approval of her client.

Count 3

The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduet contrary to Rule 2 (2) of
the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct and Etiquetiel Rules, 1969 (LI 613).

That she, having acted as counsel for VPS. used wmtemperate words on your clients therehy
denigrating the dignity and high standing of vour profession and your own dignity and high
standing as member of the profession.

Count 4

The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduct contrary to Rule 6(1) of
the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct and Etiguette) Rules, 1969 (LI 613}.

That she, having acted as counsel for VPS. failed to issue receipts for monies received on their
behall and also on purported expenditures incurred in her dealings with them.

Count 5

The above-named lawver was charged with professional misconduct contrary to Rule 6(2) of
the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct and Etiquette} Rules. 1969 (L] 613).

That she. having acted as counsel for VPS, failed to at all times keep proper wrilten accounts
of monies received for and on behalf of her clients.

Count 6

The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduct contrary to Rule 9(9) of
the Legal Profession (Professional Conduet and Etiquette) Rules. 1969 (1.1 613)

That she. having acted as counsel for VPS. charged them a total sum of about
GH(3.265.483.00 as legal fees and expenses incurred on their behalf, which was excessive
and an over-estimation of the services she rendered to them.

Finally. Franeisca Serwaa Boateng was charged with professienal misconduct contrary to
Section [9(3}of theLegal Profession Act, 1960 (Act 32).

That she, having been duly notified. failed to appear before the Disciplinary Committee of the
General Legal Council on 6 July, 2017.



She pleaded not guilty to all seven counts but was found Zuilty on six counts and sanctioned
accordingly. and after an inquiry held by a three-member disciplinary panel.

During the peried of the suspension, she shal! not hoid herself out as a L.egal Practitioner or

attend Chambers, or render, or purport to render any professional legal services to the public.
She shall not attend chambers at any time during the pericd of her suspension.

The license of LAWYER FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG to practice for the next
seven (7) vears is hereby withdrawn forthwith.

DATED AT THE LAW COURTS BUILDING
THIS 237" DAY OF JUNE, 2022
{(SIGNED)
JUSTICE CYNTHIA PAMELA A. ADDO
JUDICIAL SECRETARY AND
SECRETARY TO THE GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL"

(b) Aggravated. exemplary and compensatory dama ges of GHC20 million for defamation.

fe) Aggravated, exemplary and punitive damages for false misrepresentation.

{d} An crder of perpetual injunction restraining the defendants by themselves and their empioyees.
agents and assigns irem further publishing the said defamatory matter or simifar words of and
about the plaimift.

{e) An order directing the defendants to retract and spologize to the plainiifi for making the
defamatory publication of and abowut the plainifl.

(0} An order directing the defendants to publish the retraction and apology on the 3 defendant’s
website for the same duration as the defamatory matter. and also publish it three (3 times on the
front page of the Daily Graphic newspaper.

(g) Ary further or other reliefs as the Court deems [it.

This writ was issued by FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG M



whose address for service is NO. BAC 34/3B. 1 I'TH STREET., BAATSONAA. SPINTEX ROAD,
ACCRA. EMAIL: francisca@ fsblawconsult.com

Agent for

Address Number and date of lawver's current license,
Lawyer for the plaintill’ who resides at
Indersement fo be made within 3 days after service
This writ was served by me at

on the defendant

on the day of

endorsed the day of

NOTE: If the plaintiff’s claim is for a liquidated demand only. further proceedings will be stayed if
within the time limited for appearance the defendant pays the amount claimed te the plaintiff, his
lwyer ar his agent or intc court as provided for in Order 2 rufe 3(2).

[ %]
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF JUDICATURE” fl ' ‘
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE (GENERAL JURISDICTION DIVISION) -
ACCRA-AD.2024 —

SUITNC. ...

FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG PLAINTIFF
HOUSE NO. BAC 34/3B

11™ STREET, BAATSONA

SPINTEX ROAD

ACCRA.

VERSUS

1. KWASI ANIN YEBOAH DEFENDANTS
HOUSE NO. 8
ABORLEBU STREET
LABONE, ACCRA.

2. SAMUEL AWUKU OKUDZETO
(A.K.A SAM OKUDZETO)
HOUSE NO. 12, NORTH CLOSE
CFC ESTATES. TESANO, ACCRA.

3. IRENE CHARITY LARB!
HOUSE NO. TH/B/004,
TANTRA HiLL, ACCRA.

4. CYNTHIA PAMELA A. ADDO, JA
(A.K.A CYRA PAMELA C_ A KORANTENG)
JUDICIAL SECRETARY'S OFFICE

JUDICIAL SERVICE ADMINISTRATION BLOCK
ACCRA.

5. GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL
GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL SECRETARIAT
GHANA SCHCOL OF LAWY
ACCRA.

STATEMENT OF CLAIM

1. The piaintiff is a private legal practitioner. She has been a practising lawyer for
over 25 years. She is the Founder & Managing Counsel of FSB Law Consult,
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Accra. She holds an LL B Degree from University of Ghana, Legon, Accra and an
LL.M Degree from James E. Beasley School of Law, Temple University,
Philadeiphia, PA.

. The 1*! defendant is a former Chief Justice of Ghana and a former Chairman of
the General Legai Council from January, 2020 to May, 2023. At all material times
between December, 2016 and January, 2020. the 1%t defendant was a member of
the Disciplinary Committee of the General Legal Councii.

. The 2™ defendanl is a lawyer in private practice and a2 member of the
Disciplinary Committee of the General Legal Council. At alt material times
between December. 2016 and 237 June, 2022, the 2 defendant was a member
of the Disciplinary Committee of the General Legal Council.

. The 3 defendant is a former Justice of the Court of Appeal. At ail material times
between December, 2016 and 23td June. 2022, the 3" defendant was a member
of the Disciplinary Commiltee of {he General Legal Council.

. The 4" defendant is the Judicial Secretary. She is also a sitting Justice of the
Court of Appeal and Secretary to the General Legal Council,

. The 5" defendant is the entity set up under law to regulate the iegal profession in
Ghana. It is responsible for issuing practising ficenses and chambers licenses for
lawyers and faw firms respectively, among other things.

- The plaintiff says that on 30™ June, 2022, her attention was drawn to a
publication being circulated on the internet and through various social media
platforms, especially WhatsApp, and carried on the 5% defendant’s tetterhead.
The said publication was signed by the 4"" defendant as Secretary to the 5th
defendant.

. The plaintiff says further that the full document was published on the 5
defendant’s website and circulated {o the whole world on the internet ai
hjlp§LMV\r_w.g!c.gov.ghiwp;conlentfuploadslz022[06/NO’{!CE-_QE-SU_&EE&!LSLQN:
LAWYER-F RANCISCA-SERWAA-BOATENG-1.pdf (accessed on 5th June.




2024) and it has remained on the website from 23 Jjune, 2022 to date. The fuli

document contained information of and about the plaintiff as follows:
"ANNOUNCEMENT FROM THE GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL

SUSPENSION OF LAWYER FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG FROM LEGAL

PRACTICE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that LAWYER FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG

has been suspended from legal practice for a period of seven {7} years effeclive

23rd June, 2022.

The above-named lawyer was charged with seven sounis of professional
misconduct contrary to the Rules of the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct
and Etiquette} Rules, 1069 (L.I. 613} as follows:

Count 1

Lawyer Francisca Serwaa Boateng was charged with professional misconduct

contrary to Rule 9(7) of the Legal Profession (Professicnal Conduct and
Etiquette) Rules, 1969 (L1613).

That she, while acting as counsel for VPS International BV (VPS) charged 35%
on all recoveries made conltrary to an agreement for 20% by the parties before
the commencement of the Suit.

Count 2

The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduct contrary to
Rule & (7) of the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct and Etiquette) Rutes,
1869 (LI 613!,

That she, acting as counse! for VPS. made a successful application to the Court
for the release of an amount GHC164,900.00 representing the excess amount on
the agreed auction fees to herself without the knowledge, consent and approvat
of her ciient.

Count 3
The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduct contrary tc

Rule 2 (2) of the Legal Profession (Professionat Conduct and Etiquette) Rules,
1969 (LI 613).



That she, having acted as counsel for VPS. used intemperate words on your
clients thereby denigrating the dignity and high standing of your profession and
your own dignity and high standing as member of the profession.

Count 4

The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduct contrary to

Rule 8(1) of the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct and Etiquette) Rules,
1969 (L} 613).

That she. having acted as counsel for VPS, faiied to issue receipts for monies

received on their behalf and alse on purporied expenditures incurred in her
dealings with them,

Count 5

The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduct contrary to
Ruie 6(2) of the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct and Etiquette) Rules,
1969 (L1 613).

That she, having acted as counsel for VPS. failed to at all times keep proper
written accounts of monies received for and on behalf of her clienis.
Count 8

The above-named lawyer was charged with professional misconduct contrary to
Rule 9(9) of the Legal Profession (Professional Conduct and Etiguetie) Rules,
1869 (LI 613},

That she. having acted as counsel for VPS8, charged them a total sum of about
GHE©3.265,483.00 as legal fees and expenses incurred on their behalf, which
was excessive and an over-estimation of the services she rendered to them.

Finally, Francisca Serwaa Boateng was charged with professional miscenduct
contrary to Section 19(3} of the Legal Profession Act, 1960 (Acl 32).

That she, having been duly notified, failed to appear before the Disciplinary
Committee of the Generai Legal Councit on 6% July, 2017

4



She pleaded not guilly to all seven counts but was found guilty on six counts and

sanclioned accordingly, and after an inquiry held by a three-member Disciplinary
Commiitee panel.

Ouring the period of the suspensicn, she shali nol hold herself ou! as a Legal
Practitioner or attend Chambers, or render. or ptirport {o render any professionat

legal services to the public. She shall not attend chambers at any {ime during the
period of her suspension.

The license of LAWYER FRANCISCA SERWAA BOATENG to practice for the
next seven (7) years is hereby withdrawn forthwith.

DATED AT THE LAW COURTS BUILDING
THIS 23%° DAY OF JUNE, 2022

(SIGNED)
JUSTICE CYNTHIA PAMELA A. ADDO
JUDICIAL SECRETARY AND
SECRETARY TO THE GENERAL LEGAL COUNCIL"

- The plaintiff avers that in their natural and ordinary meaning, the said words

published by the defendants of and concerning the plaintiff meant and were

understood {o mean, among other things. that:

{a) The plaintiff is a dishonest fawyer who cheats her clients out of their money.

(b) The plaintiff is 2 greedy lawyer,

(€} The plaintiff is a thief who steals her clients’ money.

(d} The plaintiff is disrespectful to her clients.

(e} The plaintiff has no dignity as a lawyer.

(f) The plaintiff has no regard for her high standing as 2 member of the legal
profession.



10. The plaintiff states that the Stalement published by the defendants and set forth
on paragraph 8 is faise, malicious, fil-motivated and a deliberate
misrepresentation of what actually happened and it is calculated to tarnish her
hard-won reputation.

11. The plaintiff states further that the defendants did not give the plaintiff a copy of
the notice they published but from 30" June, 2022 and ever since that date, the
defendants have caused the notice to remain on the 5" defendant's website and
it has been downloaded and shared on all lawyers’ platforms in Ghana and other
social media worldwide,

12. The piaintiff avers that other persons have republished the defendants’
defamatory publication and further shared and circulated same, including
WhatsUpnews.com at h_ttps_:/j{whatsupnevzsoﬂ?na.wmfZQ@Z{Qﬁ@m[ﬂo_sgi
ﬁgegse-for—?;yrs-aft_er~charqing—over-ggc&zm_ﬁlign-in-%eqal;fegil (accessed on
19" May, 2024} and h_ttps:/lwww.courseh_egg._gpmlﬁlel?8_293} 924/ PM-at-a-
glancedock/ (accessed on 19t May, 2024), among others.

13. The 4" defendant has also confirmed in writing to persons, including one Lawyer
Patrick Sorgbordzor, that the document published on the 5 defendant's website
and put in circulation (reproduced in paragraph 8} is an authentic document
issued by the 5" defendant.

14. The plaintiff says it has recently come to her atiention that the 4 defendant, as
recently as 15" March, 2024, issued a ‘circular’ to 'all courts’ in Ghana not to
grant the piaintiff audience. based on the seif-same defamatory statement set out
in paragraph 8.

15. The plaintiff avers further that when the said defamatory publication was brought
to her attention. she issued a statement fo set the record straight but the
defendants remain adamant and have kept the notice in circulation till date.



16. The plaintilf adds that in the said statement Issued (o set the record straight, the
plaintiff stated, among other things, that she had not been given a copy of the
document issued and put in circulation by the defendants.

17. Itis the case of the plaintiff that the facts in Case No. DC/8/2015 David Tom
Morrell v Francesca Boateng — that purportedly was the basis of the defendants’
defamatory publication - were that, in January, 2015, one David Morrell lodged a
complaint against the plaintiff in his own name before the Disciplinary Committee
of the 5" defendant claiming certain reliefs. The Disciplinary Committee referred
the complaint to the plaintiff and she responded accordingty and challenged the
capacity of David Motrell to lodge the comptaint against her when her client for
whom she had done legal werk was a foreign legal entily called VPS
International BY. a company registered and resident in the Netherlands. David
Morrelt was not an officer of VPS International and he did not show any power of
attorney authorizing him fo act on the company’s behalf.

18. In spite of the faci that there was no proper complainant before the Disciplinary
Committee, between 27" February, 2017 and 26™ April. 2018, the plaintiff was
served with hearing nofices to attend hearings which were held before differently
constituted panels of four (4), five (5) or six {8) members of the Disciplinary
Committee on each occasion. The plainiiff was later informed by the Disciplinary
Commiftee that from 15™ May, 2019. there was going to be a “trial” beiore a 3-
member panel comprising of the 1%, 2 and 3" defendants.

19. On 15" May, 2019, some seven charges were read to the plainliff by the 1+
defendant as chairman of the 3-member panel from an amended charge sheet
signed by the same 1% defendant. The plaintiff pleaded not guilty to all the
charges levelled against her. She was then given a copy of the amended charge
sheet and the trial started.

20. The plaintiff says that even though David Morrell was the individual who made
the complaint against the plaintiff, all the charges were in relation to VPS



International BV on the professional work the plaintiff had done in relation to the
five cases she handied for VPS International BY variously at the High Court,
Court of Appeal and the Supreme Court. But no particulars of the cases plaintiff
handled for vPS International were stated in the amended charge sheet.

21. The piaintiff adds that when the frial started. once again her lawyers chaltenged
the capacity of David Morrell when he had no power of attorney whatsoever from
VPS International BV to act on their behalf.

22, The 1 defendant was appointed Chief Justice in January, 2020 and ceased to
be a member of the Disciplinary Committee but he continued 1o sit on the panel,
despite the plaintiffs objection and challenge to his membership of the panel,
The 15 defendant continued to sit as a2 member of the Disciplinary Commiites up
to 23 June, 2022.

23. By a fetter dated in May, 2022. the piaintiff was invited to appear before the 3-
member panel for its decision on 2™ June. 2022. Both the plaintiff and the
complainant. David Morrell, were present. However, instead of the 3-member
panel, the panel was composed of 5 persons namely: Chief Justice Kwasi Anin
Yeboah, CJ, Justice Bafioe- Bonnie. JSC, Justice Nene Amegatcher, JSC,
Justice Irene Charity Larbi, JA and Peter Zwennes, Esg. Two of the panel
members (Justice Nene Amegatcher, JSC and Peter Zwennes, Esq.) had never
taken part in the trial before the 3-member panel. No decision was given by the
5-member panel.

24. By anolher letter dated in Jure, 2022, the plaintiff was invited to appear before
the 3-member panel for the panel to give its decision on 23 June, 2022, On the
said date, the plaintiff and the complainant, David Morrell, were present.
However, instead of the 3-member panel. the panel was composed of seven {7)
persons namely; Chief Justice Kwasi Anin Yeboah, Justice Paul Baffoe- Bonnie.
JSC, Justice Nene Amegatcher, JSC. Samuel Awuky Okudzeto, Esq., W. O.
Boafo, Esq.. Irene Charity Larbi, JA. and Peter Zwennes, Esq.



25.0ut of the seven persons named in paragraph 24, the following four persons:
Justice Paul Baffoe- Bonnie, JSC. Justice Nene Amegatcher, JSC, W. O. Boafo,
Esq. and Peter Zwennes. Esqg. had never taken part in the so-called trial before
the 3-member pane! which lasted for three (3} years. Also, Chief Justice Anin
Yeboah was not a member of the Disciplinary Commitiee.

26. Al the sitting by held by the 7-member panel on 23" June, 2022, Chief Justice
Anin Yeboah read a decision. Mr. Justice Bafice-Bonnie pronounced the plaintiff
gutlty of six out of seven counts and he also pronounced a sentence of 7 years
suspension from law practice on the piaintiff, to run concurrently,

27. The plaintiff contends that the so-called triat held by 8 3-member panel but its
purported decision and sentence delivered by a 7-member Disciplinary
Committee panel some of whom never took part in the proceedings or were not
members of the Disciplinary Commitiee sins against all notions of fair trial and
tile of law, and it is a travesty of justice.

28. The piairtiff contends further that no 3-member Disciplinary Committee panel
ever gave a decision and that the conduct of the So-called triat and conviction
violated the very statute and regulations governing the Disciplinary Committee’s
composition and procedure. which rendered the decision as published by the
defendants a nullity in law,

28. By a letter dated 24" June. 2022, the plaintiff wrote to reguest a certified true
copy of the decision given by the 7-member panel to enable her exercise her full
constitutional and statutory rights irrespective of who made allegations against
her and whoever had interest in the matier. Up till today, the plaintiff has not
received the decision given by the 7-member panel despite several demands.

30. Cn 30" June, 2022. the plaintiff was compelled to fite a notice of appeal in the
Court of Appeal against the 7-member Disciplinary Committee's decision of 23



June, 2022 since under the Legal Profession Act, 1960 (Act 32}, the plaintiff had
twenty one (21) days to do so. So that by the time the plaintitf received the
cerlified copy of the decision, she would not be out of time, thereby permanently
preventing her from challenging what was a very bad decision tainted with
llegalities and irrequiarities.

21. In the meantime, the 15! and 3 defendants, as well as another member of the
seven-(7) member panet {Justice Nene Amegaicher), have gone on retirement
without releasing the decision of the seven-(7) member Disciplinary Committee of
which they were members on 23+ June, 2022

32. In addition, the plaintiff's appeal filed in June. 2022 has not been heard up till
now. The plaintiff had to request for settlement of record and has duty fulfilled the
conditions of appeal but the appeal has not been heard.

33. The plaintiff has always maintained that her so-called triat was a sham. The trial
was ill-motivated and full of ilegalities and irregularities that flagranily violated the
pfaintiff's cardinal and human right to fair trial as enshrined in the 1992
Constitution of the Repubiic of Ghana hence. the 5" defendant’s failure e}

release the authentic and certified copy of the 7-member Disciplinary Committee
panel's decision.

34. The plaintiff adds tha! it was months after the publication and after persistent
demands that the 5™ defendant caused a copy of the notice in circulation {and
reproduced in paragraph 8) to be served on the plaintiff.

35. The plaintiff adds that she wiote o the defendants requesting for a copy of the
fult decision of the said “3-member Bisciplinary Committee pane!” as alleged in
the notice in circulation but the defenda nts Yailed {o give the plaintiff the said
decision.

id



36. The plaintiff also lodged a complaint with the Commission on Human Rights &
Administrative Justice (CHRAJ) in Accra on 3¢ October, 2022, requesting the
defendants to furnish her with a copy of the full decision based on which the
defamatory nctice was issued.

37. The plaintiff says that under the cover of a letter dated 17" October, 2022, the
5" defendant forwarded a copy of an alleged decision purportedly given by a 2-
member Disciplinary Committee of the 5 defendant signed by Justice Anin
Yeboah, CJ (described therein as JSC'). Sam Okudzeto, Esg. and irene Charity
Larbi, JA, that is, the 1!, 27 ang 3 defendants but bearing no date, no case
title, no document title. no parlies names, no venue of proceedings and no legal
representation but it contained a conviction of the plaintiff on six out of seven

counts and it did not contain any imposition of sentence whatsoever on the
plaintiff.

38.The plaintiff says she wrote a letter dated 21¢' October. 2022 to the 5" defendant
rejecting the alleged decision of a 3-member disciplinary panel and signed by the
15!, 2™ 3nd 39 defendants as inauthentic and requested the actual decision of the

seven-{7) member Disciplinary Commitiee who sat on the case on 23 June,
2022.

39. The plaintiif adds that the defendants have failed to produce the decision of the
seven-(7) member Disciplinary Committee panel up 1ill now. confirming that the
defamatory notice in paragraph 8 herein signed by the 4" defendant and
circulated worldwide is a sham, borne out of the ill-motivated trial held by the 3-
member Disciplinary Committee of the 5 defendant.

40. The plaintiff avers that the defendants aiso published the alleged decision that
contained the signatures of the 1%, 204 ang 3+ defendants on the 5" defendant's
website and only pulled if down on or about 8" December, 2022 when the
plaintiff issued a notice titled “The illegalities continue unabated” drawing the
unsuspecting public’s attention to the fraudulent nature of the document.

11



41, The plaintiff states that she has spent aimost her entire law career in private law
practice. She founded her law firm. FSB Law Consult. in 2008 and it has grown
into a respected and repulable boutique law firm in Accra. The plaintiff is a
member of the International Bar Association. Ghana Bar Association, African
YWomen Lawyers Association and African Arbitration Association. She is a former
Vice-President of the Greater Accra Branch of Ghana Bar Association, and has
served as a member of the Business Law, Women & Children, as well as the
Juniors & Pupils Committees of the Ghana Bar Association. The plaintiff is, and
has been. a notary public of Ghana since 2011.

42.The plaintiff is also a prolific writer and has written numerous artictes on
contemporary issues in law and its practice, socio-economic issues and matters
cencerning wemen's rights in Ghana on her bleg: www.fsboateng.com/blag. The
ariicies have been currenily compiled into the PERSPECTIVES series; Volume 1
(2022) and Volume 2 (2023) and it is a ready reference source of legal material.
The plaintiff is also the author of the authoritative textbook on Civil Procedure:
THE HANDBOOK ON CIVIL PROCEDURE & PRACTICE IN GHANA (2023),

which has become the go-lo reference sourcebook for lawyers, judges and law
students.

43.The plaintiff states that by reason of the publication of the notice set out in
paragraph 8, she has been seriously injured in her personal and professional
reputation as evidenced by the numerous phone calls and other social media
contacts that pecple have made to her since the publication of the said
defamatory notice by the defendants. She has been shunned by and totally
ridiculed among her colleagues, clients, family and friends.

44. The plaintiff adds that the fact that the defamatory notice was issued under the
signature of the 4" defendant and published on the 5" defendant's website gives
the pubiication the imprimatur of law, as well as an aura of credibility and
significance that influences all who see and read the charges, convictions and

12



sentences. As stated earlier. the 4 defendant has written officially to confirm that
the defamatory publication was issued by her

45.1n the circumstances. the plaintiff says uniess ordered by this honourable Court.
the defendants will not remove the said defamatory pubiications from its website.

46. The plaintiif adds that untess restrained, the defendants and each of them will
further publish the said or similar defamatory notices of and concerning the

piaintiff on the 5t defendant's website or elsewhere and distribute or share them
without plaintiff's notice.

47.The plaintiff repeats paragraphs 1 to 28 and states that the defendants’ conduct
constitutes a deliberate misrepresentation of material facts which has injured the

plainti

i's hard-won reputation as a dedicated and consummate lawyer whose

client base extends beyond the shores of Ghana.

i,

iv,

Particulars of misrepresentation

The plaintiff's former client. VPS Internationat BV of The Netheriands, has
never filed any complaint against the plaintiff with the 5" defendant.

The plaintiff has never been convicted by a2 3-member Disciplinary
Committee on 237 June, 2023

The 1!, 27 and 39 defendants could net have formed a "3-member
Disciplinary Committee” of the General Legal Council (8" defendant} on
23 June, 2022 as 2lleged as at the said date. the 1 defendant was the
Chief Justice and he was neither a member nor chairman of the
Disciplinary Committee of the 5t defendant.

On 23 June, 2022. Mr. Justice Paul Baffoe-Bonnie was the chairman of
the Disciplinary Committee of the 5 defendant who, by law, was the
person to chair 3 3-member panel of the Cisciplinary Commitiee but he
was neither a member nor chairman of the named 3-member pane!
(Coram: Justice Anin Yeboah. CJ, Sam Ckudzeto, Esq. and irene Charity
Larbi, JA) that purpertedly gave an alleged decision dated 23¢ June.
2022.
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V. The 1% defendant signed the alleged decision that purportedly formed the
basis of the defamatory publication made by the 4" defendant as “Anin
Yeboah, JSC" to hide the fact that as at the said date he was the sitting
Chief Justice and chairman of the General Legal Council, the 5
defendant herein, and as such, he was not and could not lawfully sit as a
member of the Disciplinary Commitiee as a matter of law.

48. WHEREFORE the piaintiff claims against the defendants jointly and severally as
follows:
a) A declaration thai the publication made by the defendants of and concerning
the plaintiff and set out in the writ and paragraph 8 of the statement of claim
is defamatory of the plaintiff.

b} Aggravated, exemplary and compensatory damages of GHC20 million for
defamation.

¢) Aggravated, exemplary and punitive damages for false misrepresentation.

d} An order of perpetual injunction: resiraining the defendants by themselves
and their employees, agents and assigns from further publishing the said
defamatory matter or similar words of and about the plaintifi.

e) An order directing the defendants to retract and apologize to the plaintiff for
making the defamatory publication of and abeut the plaintiff.

f) An order directing he defendants to publish the refracticn and apolegy on
the 5" defendant’s website for the same duration as the defamatory matter,
and also publish it three (3) times on the front page of the Daily Graphic
newspaper.

g) Any further or other reliefs as the Court deems fit,

DATED IN ACCRA THIS 8™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024.

N

PLAINTIFF,
THE REGISTRAR

HIGH COURT (GENERAL JURISDICTION DIVISIONY
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ACCRA.

- AND TO THE ABOVE- NAMED DEFENDANTS.
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