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Shortly after William Vacanarat Shadrach Tubman was 

inaugurated as President of Liberia, on January 24, 
1968--beginning his sixth consecutive four-year term--the 
Liberian foreign service, as had become its custom, gave a 
reception in his honor. Speaking at that function, the 
President praised Liberia's ambassadors, saying that, with 
one exception, they had rendered great service to their 
country. The exception, noted President Tubman, was an 
ambassador who had interfered in the domestic affairs of the 
nation to which he was accredited, and who had even employed 
a member of that country's opposition party in the Liberian 
Embassy. Declaring this to be a violation of the Foreign 
Service Code, the President hinted that the ambassador 
(whose name he did not reveal) would soon be dismissed for 
misconduct, adding, “Any ambassador who participates in the 
politics of the nation to which he is designated is not fit 
to represent Liberia.”1 

 
The President's comments caused much uneasiness among 

the assembled diplomats-State Department personnel and 
Liberian envoys home for the inauguration. It seemed 
inconceivable that any Liberian Ambassador could have been 
guilty of such gross breaches of diplomatic propriety 
without this fact being known, at least within the foreign 
service and probably even becoming the subject of open 
comment in the press. And, indeed, this was not long in 
coming. “Who is that undiplomatic ambassador?” asked the 
Liberian Age, one of the country's three major newspapers. 
Monrovia was alive with rumors. 

 
The answer was soon forthcoming. The alleged culprit 

was Henry Fahnbulleh, Liberian Ambassador to Kenya, 
Tanzania, and Uganda. Mr. Fahnbulleh is a lawyer, a 
descendant of warrior chiefs of the Vai, one of  Liberia's 

                                                        
1 Liberian Age (Monrovia), January 26, 1968. 
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principal tribes, and among those “aborigines”2 who have 
succeeded in reaching high public office in a society whose 
political and economic life is largely dominated by the 
“Americo- Liberians,” the descendants of American slaves who 
were repatriated to Africa in the early part of the 
nineteenth century. Of Liberia's population of 1,090,000, 
the Americo-Liberians number about 30,000. 

 
Mr. Fahnbulleh, who had returned to Monrovia for the 

inauguration, was arrested at his home on February 13 and 
charged with sedition. At a press conference on the same 
day, President Tubman stated that Mr. Fahnbulleh had been 
arrested not only because of his misconduct in Kenya but for 
acts committed in Liberia as well. According to him, Mr. 
Fahnbulleh had been “carrying on acts of sedition which 
amounted to treason.”3 “Facts Against Fahnbulleh are 
'Hair-Raising'“ read the day's headline in the Liberian Age4  

 
The Indictment 

 
The Grand Jury of Montserrado County indicted 

Ambassador Fahnbulleh on March 7. The twelve-count document 
charged, in sum, that the defendant “between the 19th day of 
January 1967 and the 25th day of January 1968, and on 
several other days, the exact dates being unknown to the 
Grand Jurors, while in the employment of the Government of 
Liberia, serving in the capacity of Ambassador Extraordinary 
and Envoy Plenipotentiary, accredited to Kenya and other 
East African states and governments, in willful disregard of 
his allegiance and fidelity to his government, being the 
Republic of Liberia, did traitorously plan, conspire, 
contrive and combine with other disloyal persons, both 
Liberians and foreigners...with the intent to unlawfully and 
forcibly receive power and control over the Government of 
Liberia, and in so doing to overthrow this constituted 
government and authority.”5 The accused was alleged, more 
over, to be “the leader and promoter” of an underground 
movement whose avowed aim was to overthrow the government. 
                                                        
2 The term "aborigine" is commonly used by Americo-Liberians 
to designate any person from one of the indigenous ethnic 
groups. Many educated Liberians now consider the term a 
pejorative. 
3 Liberian Age, February 16, 1968. 
4 Ibid. 
5 Court's Charge to the Jury. Republic of Liberia vs. Henry 
B. Fahnbulleh. In the Law Division of the First Judicial 
Circuit Criminal Assizes, Monrovia, Liberia, May Term, A.D. 
1968, Montserrado County, Republic of Liberia (typescript of 
court record). 
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Three documents, purported to have been written by Mr. 
Fahnbulleh, were cited in the indictment. The first of these 
was a carbon copy of an anonymous letter, dated January 6, 
1968, to the Israeli Ambassador which described the Liberian 
Government as “a feudal, fascist regime, Americo-Liberian 
ruled state, persecuting her aborigines to abject serfdom 
under our cow-dung unification policy....6 The Liberian 
Government was also accused in this letter of having entered 
into a secret pact with the United States government “for 
repatriating 50,000 American Negroes called Black Muslims... 
to increase the near extinct Americo-Liberians....”7 The 
second document was another copy of this letter sent to the 
United States Ambassador in Liberia, Mr. Ben Hill Brown. 

 
The third document, however, was by far the most 

important, for on its validity the state's charges would 
depend. This was a secret memorandum, allegedly written by 
Mr. Fahnbulleh, outlining a plan to organize an underground 
movement for “educating the 'sons of the soil' of the 
exploitation being skillfully practiced against them by the 
Chief of State through the scheming Open Door Policy....”8 
This secret memorandum, it was claimed, provided for the 
introduction of at least ten Communist Chinese experts into 
Liberia to start the underground movement, as well as a plan 
for finding jobs in the country for several other foreigners 
of purported leftist sympathies who would promote the 
movement. 

 
Mr. Fahnbulleh, further, allegedly planned to visit 

Conakry to confer with Kwame Nkrumah, former President of 
Ghana, now living in exile in the Guinean capital. He was 
also charged (1) with having written a book, Liberia Within 
Independent Africa, which criticized the AmericoLiberian 
domination of the country; (2)with being the author of a 
poem of “an exciting nature” entitled Awake Captain; (3) 
with turning over the keys of the Liberian Embassy to one 
Dr. Yusef Ali Eraj, an East Indian gynecologist and a 
personal friend of his but unconnected with the embassy; 

                                                        
6Liberian Age (Monrovia), March 8, 1968. 
7 Ibid. 
8 The Open Door Policy stipulates that the Liberian 
government heartily welcomes foreign investments into the 
country without any discrimination or hampering 
restrictions. Owners of foreign development projects are 
assured of the right to bring in capital and repatriate 
profits, dividends, and other earnings without interference 
or impediments to conversion, excessive taxation, or other 
obstructions. 
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(4) with making the embassy mails available to one Dr. T. R. 
McKinnon, a collaborator of Nkrumah's, so that these two 
could communicate; and (5) with planning to place agents in 
Monrovia's three major broadcasting stations to facilitate 
the takeover of the government. 

 
Under Liberian law, “A person is guilty of Treason who: 
 
(a) levies war against the government of the 

Republic or against any territorial division 
thereof in an overt manner; or 

 
(b) adheres to the enemies thereof, giving them 

aid, comfort or advice; or 
 
(c) betrays the government or any division 

thereof into the power of the enemy; or 
 
(d) acts treacherously against, or commits any 

breach of allegiance to the government; or 
 
(e) commits any act, overt or otherwise, tending 

to overthrow the authority of the government; 
or 

 
(f) carries on private warfare by hiring 

mercenaries, or stirring up one tribe in the 
territory of this Republic to attack another, 
without a commission to do so based upon an 
Act of the Legislature or not acting by order 
of the President of the Republic in the 
public defense against some unprovoked 
attack; or 

 
(g) invites any tribe to commit acts of hostility 

against the government or to disobey its 
orders. 9 

 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh was charged under subsections (d) 

and (e). The penalty for treason is death by hanging if 
death ensues from the acts of the offender; imprisonment for 
not more than twenty years if no death ensues from the acts 
of the offender; and, in either case, confiscation of all 
real and personal property. No deaths having ensued from 
Fahnbulleh's alleged acts, the State demanded the maximum 
penalty possible, imprisonment for twenty years and 
confiscation of all property. 

                                                        
9 Liberian Code of Law, 950, Chapter 3, Section 50. 
 



 5

Mr. Fahnbulleh from the very beginning denied the 
charges made against him and insisted on his innocence. The 
Liberian Age, on March 12, 1968, published an interview with 
the Ambassador in his prison cell the previous day. 
Fahnbulleh had first declared that he would make no 
statement to the press until he consulted either the 
Liberian Secretary of State or the Attorney General, but he 
subsequently agreed to talk with the reporter. He assailed 
the press, the paper reported, for not having sought to 
interview him earlier, and dismissed the charges against him 
as a “concocted plot” by someone who wanted to get his job. 
Commenting on the documents cited in the indictment, Mr. 
Fahnbulleh asserted that they were not written in a style he 
would employ. He was asked whether, inasmuch as he himself 
was a lawyer, he intended to plead his own case. He replied 
that although he thought it wiser to have another lawyer 
handle the case, he had been unable to obtain one. “They are 
all afraid,” he said. 

 
While in prison awaiting trial, Henry Fahnbulleh had 

few sympathizers. Friends and colleagues who had earlier 
cherished his friendship now thought it imprudent to speak 
out on his behalf or even to visit him or his family to 
offer a few words of consolation. At no time did any of the 
three major newspapers in Monrovia, the Liberian Star, the 
Listener, or the Liberian Age, editorially caution the 
public to withhold judgment until the accused was brought to 
trial and the evidence heard. On the contrary, Fahnbulleh's 
indictment and his imprisonment were taken by responsible 
members of the government and the public at large as a 
signal to mount a massive attack against him. 

 
Members of the Legislature visited President Tubman at 

the Executive Mansion on March 12 to assure him of their 
“continuous and unflinching support.”10 They condemned as 
“diabolical” and “subversive” the acts which Mr. Fahnbulleh 
was alleged to have committed. Thanking the legislators for 
their expression of confidence, President Tubman told them 
that no one who had seen the development which had taken 
place in Liberia could believe the irresponsible statements 
of Mr. Fahnbulleh. 

 
On April 30, thousands of members of the True Whig 

Party, Liberia's sole political party, paraded the streets 
of Monrovia. Representatives from Grand Bassa, Nimba, and 
Bong Counties and the River Cess Territory noisily 
reaffirmed their loyalty to President Tubman. As far as 
 
                                                        
10 Liberian Age (Monrovia), March 12, 1968. 
 



 6

  
A group of citizens pledging their support to President 

Tubman. 
  
 
these local leaders were concerned, Tubman was the right man 
for the nation and they asked him kindly to accept yet 
another term of office (his seventh) beyond that for which 
he had just been inaugurated. According to the Liberian 
Star, the citizens “also condemned, deprecated and denounced 
any diabolical movement or subversions in this country, and 
reaffirmed their complete faith and confidence in, and 
irrevocable support of, the President's unification and 
integration policy.”11 Tubman thanked the people for the 
honor which their “spontaneous” gesture had bestowed upon 
him. 

 
Addressing a mass rally later that day at the 

Antoinette Tubman Stadium, President Tubman issued a stern 
warning to students and professors in Liberia's institutions 
of higher learning. Not only Liberians, he proclaimed, but 
also students and teachers from other parts of Africa had 
engaged in subversive activities. “These people,” he said, 
“according to their under-current movements, do not favor 
our Free Enterprise System of Government, and want to 
                                                        
11 Liberian Star (Monrovia), May 1, 1968. 
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undermine our stable form of government into what they call 
a 'socialist form of government' “12 Although he cautioned 
that foreigners would be deported if they continued to 
engage in “subversive” activities, he did not specify who or 
what was subversive. 

 
The President had a special warning for Liberian 

students. Stating that his administration would not tolerate 
subversive practices, he said: “We shall find out from the 
Department of Justice if such students who engage themselves 
in these things are naturalized and if this is true, we 
shall authorize the Department to have them 
denaturalized.”13 According to the Liberian Star, “Dr. 
Tubman told the enthusiastic citizens and partizans that 
these supporters of subversion have accused this present 
administration of selling the country to the Americans. At 
this point [Mr. Tubman] said: 'If Cuttington College says 
our Open Door Policy means we have sold the country to 
America, then where does the money which have built higher 
institutions and maintained students in school today come 
from? Does it come from China or from where?”“14 

 
Mr. Tubman noted that he had been accused of 

accumulating large sums of money in Swiss banks. “He made it 
clear,” reported the Liberian Star, “that for twenty-five 
years [during which] he has served Liberia as President he 
should have been a millionaire had he saved anything in 
foreign banks. 'To be frank,' the President said, 'I do not 
have a single cent in any bank in Switzerland. All that I 
have earned during my life I have given it to the poor, the 
sick, the needy, for the building of churches and schools 
throughout the nation and to also give financial support to 
hundreds of students in school.”15 

 
There was another monster parade on the following day, 

May 1. Party members and residents of Maryland, Sinoe, and 
Grand Gedeh counties, and of Sasstown and Kru Coast passed 
resolutions calling on Tubman to accept a seventh term as 
President. According to the Liberian Star, “The citizens and 
partizans also condemned, denounced, deprecated any 
subversive activity against this stable Government and 
pledged their unswerving loyalty to the dynamic and 
illustrious leadership and administration of President 
Tubman.” The citizens also described him as Dr. Love and 

                                                        
12 Ibid. 
13 Ibid. 
14 Ibid. 
15 Ibid. 
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Unity instead of Dr. Tubman because of the numerous benefits 
of his administration.16  

 
The President, wearing his Bassa King leopard-skin 

gown, stressed how dear the Unification and Integration 
Policy was to him. He defined it, the report continued, as a 
means of unifying the people of Liberia in peace, unity, and 
solidarity. He told the crowd that an underground movement 
did in fact exist, supported by a certain group who were 
anxious to destroy the Unification Policy which had brought 
the people together as brothers to build a nation. “Fellow 
citizens,” he said, “do not accept this merely as a joke; it 
is a reality; we got to straighten it up.”17 

 
Students and teachers staged a massive parade on May 2. 

More than 10,000 converged on Monrovia from all parts of the 
country, joining their voices to the growing chorus across 
the nation, reaffirming faith in the Tubman administration, 
and denouncing alleged subversion. The students carried 
banners and brandished placards reading: “We want education 
not subversion,” “U.L. [University of Liberia] condemns 
subversion, ridicules infiltrations, and supports 
Tubmanism,” and “We have no time for Communist agitation.”18 
The parade was the fourth large public demonstration held in 
Monrovia that week. 

 
The President addressed the demonstrators in the 

Antoinette Tubman Stadium and again repeated his warning to 
the foreign students in Liberia: “We have been here for the 
past 120 years,” he said, “and you have not come here to 
teach us how to walk.”19 

 
William A. Fernandez, President of the Cuttington 

College Student Association, read a statement praising 
President Tubman for his “astute ability as a politician, 
humanitarian and a God-fearing man” under whose Open Door 
Policy light had indeed been let into the country. “Mr. 
President,” he said, “it is with sincerity and confidence 
that I express the full support of at least 99.9 per cent of 
the students of higher learning in this country. A few 
thoughtless scribblings, written in moments of relative 
inactivity, on toilet walls, cannot and do not support a 
meaningful representation of the total thinking of Liberian 
youth.”20 

 
                                                        
16 Liberian Star, May 2, 1968. 
17 Ibid. 
18 Liberian Star, May 3, 1968. 
19 Ibid. 
20 Ibid. 
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Members of the True Whig Party of Mount Coffee Township 

marching in procession and calling on President Tubman to 
succeed himself for yet another term in office. 

 
 

Mr. W. Brown, Chairman of Montserrado County's True 
Whig Party, presenting President Tubman with a statement of 
loyalty from the citizens of that county, April 30, 1968. 

 
J. Benedictus Barr, Secretary-General of the Liberian 

National Students Union, added a fervent note: “Never in the 
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history of this nation has any President sought to bring his 
people out of the shackles of misery, poverty, disease, and 
ignorance [more than] you, our Chief Executive, Dr. Tubman. 
Mr. President, you have nothing to fear for we are prepared 
to defend our patrimony against any foe, any adversary or 
any subversion. 

 
We do not, we will not, and never will we condone nor 

uphold any person or group of persons who despicably besmear 
the office and name of our hegemony.”21 

 
The following article by Mr. D. Nyeka Chie is 

exceptionally interesting in that it is the testimony of an 
aborigine. It is reproduced here in its entirety as it 
appeared in the Liberian Star, May 2, 1968: 

 
WE ARE NOT INGRATES 

 
Former Ambassador Henry Fahnbulleh, in statements 
alleged to have been made by him, tried to impress 
the peoples of the world, that the aborigines of 
Liberia are dissatisfied with the Administration 
of President Tubman. 
 
This is entirely false. The exact opposite is 
true. Let me point out here, however, that under 
the sun there is no man perfect. Not even Mr. 
Fahnbulleh in his alleged attitude of “I am holier 
than thou.” 
 
No matter how strong, powerful and shrewd a leader 
may be he can never succeed in imposing his will 
upon his people to continue him in office for 
twenty-four unbroken years against their will. The 
fact that Dr. William Vacanarat Shadrack Tubman, 
our dearly beloved President has enjoyed and shall 
continue to enjoy this unprecedented privilege 
unsolicited from his grateful fellow citizens 
proves conclusively that the overwhelming majority 
of the electorates of this land are greatly 
satisfied with his policies, since he took the 
reigns of Government. 
 
 
 
 
A Gift of Providence 
 

                                                        
21 Ibid. 
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In President Tubman we see the Hand of God at 
work. He (Tubman) is the gift of Providence to 
Liberia at such a time as this; for no man can do 
the things that he has done, except God be with 
that man. Name or show me what he has left undone 
and I will enumerate thousands of things he has 
accomplished within a relatively short space of 
time: in governmental, religious, social, 
fraternal and cultural life of the nation; the 
physical plant of Liberia, the human and natural 
resources on land, on the sea and in the air. 
 
For ninety-six years this country was haunted by 
this very GHOST hoary with age; which caused 
Liberia to vegetate while other nations were 
making great strides in national development-those 
who governed at that time feared that the natives 
were in the majority and should they acquire equal 
education, then they (the natives) might take over 
the leadership of the nation. Therefore every 
effort was exerted to discourage mass educational 
advancement. It resulted in a backward, 
undeveloped and sliced nation. 
 
President Tubman did not believe in this school of 
thought and he did not tread on the trodden path 
of his predecessors, nor did he keep their 
cadence. Former Ambassador Henry Fahnbulleh is one 
of the innumerable fruits of Dr. Tubman's bold, 
unselfish and laudable policies. 
 
Support of All Aborigines 
 
We, the aborigines of Liberia, love President 
Tubman as we love ourselves, because he first 
loved us as he loves himself. Mr. Fahnbulleh, his 
associates, followers and sympathizers should not 
make any mistake about this. They should not 
deceive themselves into believing that they can 
succeed in driving a wedge between the Chief 
Executive and the aborigines-his staunch 
supporters. 
 
We stand solidly behind our indefatigable, great, 
dynamic and implacable leader, who is everybody's 
President; no man or group of people have 
exclusive claim on him-he is a father, brother, 
cousin, uncle and a friend to all! Even to his 
bitterest enemies. He has made Liberia one of the 
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quietest and most peaceful spots in our 
tumultuous, tension-ridden world-an haven of rest. 
 
Can't Afford Violence 
 
While the world around us has run amuck with 
political tempest raging wildly and human blood is 
flowing like rivers of water, let us remain calm 
and unaffected; keeping level heads as befit a 
politically mature people, remembering all too 
well that we are numerically weak and therefore we 
cannot afford violent clashes that might cost us 
some, if not all of our best brains-it takes a 
nation a couple of decades or more to replace its 
lost men and women! 
 
No Scape Goats 
 
If any one has his political axe to grind, let him 
be a man, come out boldly and appeal to the nation 
and place his issue before the electorates. Let 
them stop using us the natives as scape goats to 
pull their political chestnuts out of the fire. 
Twenty-four years is a long time enough for any 
people to understand their leader. During this 
period, we have had our experience and understood 
our President and all that he stands for. 
 
We do not need to be told any thing further. If 
there is any Liberian who misunderstands the Head 
of this Nation after twenty-four years of his 
services, that is his business. We do not want to 
be bothered; We are not in a race to outer space. 
 
A Thankful People 
 
We are a thankful people. We are not ingrates, 
neither are we hypocrites. We give thanks to 
Almighty God for President Tubman and his 
Administration. No matter what the world may think 
or say about us, we shall stand by our leader and 
even die if needs be. Let Mr. Fahnbulleh and his 
group redirect their thoughts, forsake their evil 
ways and foolish plans and ask the Lord to forgive 
them to be spared His wrath. Let them commend this 
nation and its future into the Hands of God of our 
Fathers and our God Who now leads us as He led us 
in the past. 
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We are all Liberians now. Americo-Liberianism and 
Countrymanism are things of the past, dead and 
buried in the beautiful casket of Unification by 
President Tubman. To resurrect that ugly GHOST is 
an unprofitable business and does not serve any 
useful purpose. 
 
God bless President Tubman and save the State.22 
 
 
The Tubman love feast continued unabated, and on May 2 

the Liberian Star carried, as an advertiser's announcement, 
a poem by Delsena Draper, president of a women's club in 
Sinoe:23  

 
WHY LIBERIANS MUST LOVE TUBMAN 

 
Listen! and hear! O hear! 
You wicked, jealous, senseless over ambitious 
Selfish and deceitful, handful Liberian Plotters: 
If you love our Liberia glorious land of freedom, 
You must love Tubman, the builder, beautiful, 
upholder of our great heritage.  
If you love Liberty, you must love Tubman 
Who gave all equal rights.  
If you love Prosperity, you must love Tubman 
Who unearthed our wealth.  
If you love Stability, you must love Tubman  
Who holds this Country twenty four unbroken years. 
If you love Unity, you must love Tubman  
Who has united every Tribe and Clan of ours. 
If you love Dignity, you must love Tubman 
Who has built Liberia second to none in Africa. 
 
Look! and see!! O see!! 
You good for nothing, no vision foolish 
Blind, mischief maker, Liberian Plotters. 
If you love Paved Streets, you must love Tubman 
Who has paved the dirty streets of every city. 
If you love modern Buildings, you must love Tubman 
The designer of modern Liberia. 
If you love flying from county to county,  
You must love Tubman who gave us the first 
National Airline. 
If you love Electricity, Running Water, Telephone, 
Television and Radio Systems, you  
Must love Tubman the producer of these systems. 
If you love Travelling, relaxed in your car, 

                                                        
22 Liberian Star, May 2, 1968. 
23 Ibid. 
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You must love Tubman who has linked the counties. 
Tubman Sinoe Girls, and every sound minded, true, 
Loyal, godfearing Liberian men, women, girls, 
Boys, Young, old and crippled dearly love and 
Honour Tubman because we love Liberia. 
 
The same edition of the newspaper revealed that two 

American Peace Corps Volunteers in Liberia, Kenneth Beckley, 
lecturer in law at the University of Liberia, and Mr. Thomas 
Lane, a professor of political science at Cuttington 
College, were declared undesirable aliens and given six days 
by the government to leave the country. Although no details 
were given in the paper, rumor had it that Mr. Lane was 
accused of having spoken of President Tubman as a 
“demagogue,” and of having alleged that President Tubman had 
a secret bank account in Switzerland. Supposedly, Mr. 
Beckley's transgression was that he had observed that 
Liberian jurisprudence was an imitation of that of the 
United States. He is also said to have criticized the 
Liberian Supreme Court before his students for having 
overturned a verdict of guilty against a common-law criminal  
for no reason other than that he was a relative of President 
Tubman.24 

 
On May 7, 1968, amid the hubbub, the Liberian 

Department of Justice filed a motion with the First Judicial 
Circuit Court to advance Mr. Fahnbulleh's trial on the 
grounds that the defendant was entitled to a fair, speedy 
and impartial trial. 

 
The Liberian Star on the eve of Unification Day 

published an article, prepared by the Liberian Information 
Service, which sought to explain the massive demonstrations 
that had taken place in Monrovia during the previous two 
weeks: “The demonstrations were held to denounce anonymous 
and other writing and to deplore certain diabolical acts 
being carried out by a minority group which referred to the 
Open Door Policy as a discrete means of selling the country 
to the United States Government and described the 
Unification Policy as a political 'hoodwink'.”25 

 
Meanwhile, from his prison cell, the defendant had 

continued his efforts to obtain counsel. At last, on May 17, 
he informed the court that he could find no one to plead his 
                                                        
24 The details concerning the reasons for the proposed 
expulsion were not published in the Liberian Star of that 
day. They were revealed, however, in an article which 
appeared in Jeune Afrique (No. 390, 24-30 June 1968), p. 23. 
 
25 Liberian Star, May 13, 1968. 
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case and, furthermore, that he had no money to pay for legal 
services. 

 
Four prominent Monrovia law firms-Morgan, Grimes and 

Harmon; Dunbar and Horace; Simpson; and the Barclay Law 
Firm-were then queried by the presiding magistrate, and on 
May 24 their replies were read in court. All of them had 
indeed refused to take on the Fahnbulleh case. The reply 
from Simpson stated that it was against their policy to 
defend treason and sedition cases against the Republic of 
Liberia, no matter who was involved. Dunbar and Horace cited 
Rules 26 and 27 of the Code of Moral and Professional Ethics 
which forbade lawyers to plead cases involving disloyalty to 
the State. Morgan, Grimes and Harmon referred the court to 
the law which stated that when a person was unable to retain 
the services of a lawyer, the defense counsel of the country 
was there to represent him. The Barclay firm replied, simply 
but enigmatically, that “to accept the appointment under the 
circumstances, would, in our opinion, be doing the defendant 
a disservice.”26 

 
One of the firms contacted had apparently observed that 

since the defendant had held a very high position he must be 
financially able to retain counsel. Mr. Fahnbulleh dismissed 
this assertion as “rubbish,” saying, “I could have made 
money while serving as an ambassador, but I was not after 
this. I worked for honour, dignity and respect.”27 He added 
that he had been manhandled at the South Beach Prison but 
had received the court's assurance that this matter would be 
taken care of later. 

 
Mr. Fahnbulleh, declaring that he had no funds and that 

his wife, Trafina, was unable to find employment, was 
declared in forma pauperis. Pending further efforts to 
obtain legal assistance, the court appointed the Defense 
Counsel for Montserrado County to defend him. President 
Tubman, however, who was disturbed by the bad image of 
Liberia which would be conveyed if, at a public trial, the 
accused had no other counsel to defend him, made his 
displeasure known; and shortly afterward, as a result of 
pressure from above, three attorneys offered their services. 
The trial was set for June 10, 1968. 

 
[Photographs courtesy Liberian Star and Liberian Age.] 

                                                        
26 Ibid., May 27, 1968 
27 Liberian Star, May 27, 1968 
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The trial of Henry Fahnbulleh, hailed by virtually 
everyone as "the most important ever to take place in Liberia," 
understandably aroused widespread interest. On the morning of 
June 10, 1968, hundreds of people filled the courtyard of the 
Temple of Justice, Monrovia’s imposing courthouse. On the front 
wall, beneath the national emblem and a symbol depicting the 
scales of justice, was emblazoned in huge letters the motto LET 
JUSTICE BE DONE TO ALL MEN. 
 

The crowd waited impatiently for the defendant to arrive. 
There was an expectancy-almost an electricity-in the air. Armed 
soldiers and policemen and a large number of security agents 
(whose identity everyone knew) mingled with the crowd in the 
courtyard. Indeed, the size of the crowd itself heightened the 
feeling of excitement. Whether it was justified or not, 
Liberians felt that the eyes of the world were upon them   and 
the drama that was about to unfold in their capital. Everyone 
was anxious to catch at least a glimpse of Henry Fahnbulleh and, 
if possible, to hear the case against the man who stood accused 
of seeking not only to overthrow the Tubman government but also 
to exterminate the ruling Americo-Liberian minority as well. 
 

When the defendant finally arrived, the crowd was not 
disappointed.  Henry Fahnbulleh was an impressive man-tall, 
bearded, and bespectacled, he looked very much like the intense 
intellectual that he is. 
 
     Meanwhile, inside the courtroom, important government 
officials, minor civil servants, and a good many ordinary 
citizens crowded the main floor of the chamber. Large numbers of 
young people sat in the gallery, many of them students cutting 
classes at the University of Liberia a few blocks away. Across 
from the twelve jurors sat the members of the press, for the 
most part Liberian newsmen but also including journalists from 
Reuters, Agence France Press, Jeune Afrique, and the writer. 
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Mr. Fahnbulleh, speaking with his wife, Trafina, outside the 
courthouse. 
 
 

Judge John Africanus Dennis, a distinguished Liberian 
jurist and magistrate of the Criminal Assizes Court, 
presided. Leading the Prosecution was James A. A. Pierre, 
Liberia's Attorney-General, supported by E. Winfred 
Smallwood, County Attorney, and counselors O. Natty B. Davis 
and Mr. Dossen Richards. Mr. Fahnbulleh was defended, 
curiously enough, by three attorneys - all of them, like 
himself, aborigines - Momolu Cooper, M. Fahnbulleh Jones, 
and Garga Richardson. 
 

The trial opened on a note of hostility. Mr. Fahnbulleh 
objected to the entire jury panel on the grounds that all of 
its members belonged to the True Whig Party and were either 
pensioners or employees of the government. He claimed, 
moreover, that the jurymen had taken part in the nation-wide 
demonstrations against him which occurred before the opening 
of the trial. The selection of such persons, he asserted, 
was a breach of one of the fundamental principles of 
Liberian law, namely due process, which hears and weighs 
evidence before it renders a verdict. 
 

Dismissing Mr. Fahnbulleh's objection as a “novelty,” 
the Attorney-General, Mr. Pierre, asked the defendant, with 
heavy sarcasm, if he would prefer to have the case tried 
outside Liberia. The presiding judge overruled the 
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defendant's objection, saying that the accused had failed to 
raise the grounds required by the law to show that the jury 
had been illegally drawn up. 
 

Judge John Africanus Dennis, magistrate of the Criminal Assizes Court, 
who presided over the Fahnbulleh trial. 
 
Lawyers for the Defense (foreground and for the Prosecution 
(background). 
 
 
The Case for the Prosecution 
 

The first witness for the Prosecution was Nathaniel 
Baker, Chief of the Executive Action Bureau, a government 
agency concerned with personnel efficiency. Mr. Baker 
testified that as far back as 1962 the accused had plotted 
against the government, and that he had once told a European 
friend (unnamed), that he, Fahnbulleh, was disappointed        
in Liberia's failure to take the leadership in West Africa. 
Ambassador  

 
Fahnbulleh, alleged the witness, criticized his 

government’s economic policies as “poor and disastrous and 
lacking forceful economic nationlism.”1 This state of 
affairs, Mr. Baker claimed, Fahnbulleh attributed to the 
political and economic domination of the country by the 
Americo-Liberians who had taken over lands belonging to the 
aborigines and converted them to large rubber estates. Their 
only concern, he felt, was with maintaining themselves in 
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power and with oppressing the aboriginal population. 
According to Mr. Baker, Mr. Fahnbulleh and the aborigines 
intended to challenge, and if possible to supplant, the 
present government, thereby putting an end to Americo-
Liberian control. 
 

Mr. Baker also testified that Ambassador Fahnbulleh had 
attacked the government's Open Door Policy. Describing it to 
his (unnamed) European friend, he called it a mockery which 
favored only the Americo-Liberians and brought no benefits 
whatever to the masses. Furthermore, it allowed foreign 
investors to take all their profits out of the country. 
 

In February, Baker had accompanied Mr. Oliver Bright,         
Under Secretary of State for Administration, to Nairobi, 
Kenya, to investigate Ambassador Fahnbulleh's activities and 
to have a look at his personal papers. Their trip was 
undertaken after the Attorney-General had received two 
anonymous letters identical with one received by the         
Israeli Ambassador. Although they denounced Israel, these 
letters chiefly criticized Liberian economic policy and 
warned that the Americo-Liberians would be wiped out and 
their lands reclaimed by the aborigines. Mr. Baker declared 
that the similarity of the two letters with the conversation 
Fahnbulleh allegedly had had with his European friend, had 
convinced the government that a more extensive investigation 
was necessary. 
 
      The government, Mr. Baker testified, had received 
confidential reports from Nairobi that Ambassador Fahnbulleh 
was also writing a book which was highly critical of 
Liberia. Baker thought that President Tubman's remarks at 
the diplomatic reception had put Mr. Fahnbulleh on the 
alert, for he had put through a long distance telephone call 
to his residence in Nairobi, telling his wife to allow no 
one to enter his private study. Mr. Fahnbulleh then sent a 
telegram to Dr. Yusef Ali Eraj, a Kenyan gynecologist of 
Asian origin who was his personal friend as well as his 
wife's physician, asking him to see his wife and to stress 
to her the importance of the telephone call she had just 
received. As soon as the Liberian government had learned of 
these secret communications, Messrs. Baker and Bright were 
ordered to Kenya to investigate and, if possible, locate the 
manuscript. 
 
      In Nairobi, Baker and Bright had difficulty obtaining 
the key to the Ambassador's study from Mrs. Fahnbulleh. At 
first she had said that she did not have the key; that, on 
instructions from her husband, she had given it to Dr. Eraj. 
Shortly afterward, however, the investigators discovered 
Mrs. Fahnbulleh and a servant removing certain files from 
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the Ambassador's study. And they had reason to suspect, Mr. 
Baker added, that she had given other files to Dr. Eraj. 
 
      The Liberian investigators then decided to call on 
Dr. Eraj, hoping to obtain the other files. With the help of 
the Kenyan police, Dr. Era was located, but he told them 
that he had delivered the files they were seeking to Dr. 
T.R. McKinnon. 
 
      Mckinnon, a friend and former adviser to Kwame 
Nkrumah, ex-President of Ghana, had met Mr. Fahnbulleh when 
the latter was Liberian Ambassador to Sierra Leone. 
Following his overthrow by the military in February 1966, 
Nkrumah retired to exile in Guinea. Dr. McKinnon, however, 
spent ten months in a Ghanaian prison but subsequently was 
allowed to depart for Kenya where President Jomo Kenyatta 
permitted him to settle. 
 
      Mr. Baker declared that Ambassador Fahnbulleh had put 
the Liberian Embassy's post office box at Dr. McKinnon's 
disposal to enable him to communicate with Dr. Nkrumah. In 
support of this charge, Baker stated that when he and Mr. 
Bright, accompanied by two Kenyan policemen, went to Dr. 
McKinnon s residence, they searched the premises and found 
carbon copies of two letters which Dr. McKinnon allegedly 
had written Nkrumah. In a postscript to one of the letters, 
Dr. McKinnon said that he had met an old friend (Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh) and that he (Nkrumah) could write to him using 
the post office box of the Liberian Embassy in Nairobi. 
These letters were taken by the two Liberians and now formed 
part of the documentary evidence against Mr. Fahnbulleh. 
 

In addition to the letters addressed to Nkrumah, Mr. 
Baker said that several volumes on Chinese revolutionary 
movements were also discovered at Dr. McKinnon's home and 
that he was warned by the Nairobi policemen that such 
materials were prohibited in Kenya. Before leaving the 
stand, Mr. Baker identified certain books and manuscripts 
which he and Mr. Bright had found in Ambassador Fahnbulleh's 
study. One was a book entitled Liberia Your Next President. 
Another, a manuscript said to be a book which the defendant 
was writing, carried such headings as: "Introspection and 
Experience"; "Years of Destiny Ahead"; "A Time for 
Decision"; "A New Nation to Face the World"; and "Blueprint 
of a New Democracy." Baker and Bright confiscated these 
books and manuscripts and they were now part of the 
documentary evidence submitted by the Prosecution. 
 

The next day, June 11, the Prosecution called its 
second witness, the Honorable Oliver Bright, Under Secretary 
of State for Administration in the Liberian government. Mr. 
Bright had accompanied Mr. Baker on his mission to Nairobi 
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and corroborated the previous witness 5 testimony. He added 
that when he and Mr. Baker were told by Mrs. Fahnbulleh that 
Dr. Eraj held the key to the Ambassador's study, they 
threatened to break down the door. At this point, he said, 
Mrs. Fahnbulleh requested permission to take her children 
from the room next to the study and went upstairs. After a 
few minutes, he and Mr. Baker followed, and it was then that 
he and Baker discovered Mrs. Fahnbulleh and a servant in the 
process of removing files from the study, although she had 
previously denied having the key. 
 

While searching the Ambassador's study, Mr. Bright said 
that he and Baker found a poem and manuscripts of several 
books which the defendant was writing. A number of these 
manuscripts dealt with the problems of the aborigines in 
Liberia and the revolution which was to take place; while 
the poem, entitled "Awake Captain," was an attempt to incite 
the Liberian aborigines to overthrow their government. Baker 
and Bright decided to contact Dr. Eraj to obtain from him 
the files which Mrs. Fahnbulleh said were in his safe 
keeping. But before they could do this, Mrs. Fahnbulleh 
returned with four files which she claimed to be those which 
Dr. Eraj was said to have in his possession. These contained 
only autographs of Vice President Tolbert, Speaker and Mrs. 
Henries, and various speeches by the Secretary of State, Mr. 
Rudolph Grimes. Bright and Baker, convinced that these were 
not the files they sought, decided to pursue their search at 
the home of Dr. Eraj. Mrs. Eraj received them but told them 
that her husband was not at home. When Dr. Eraj subsequently 
returned, he notified the two Liberians that the files they 
wanted were in Dr. Mckinnon's possession.  On arriving at 
the latter's home, they were told by him that he had 
returned the files to the defendant's wife. 
 

A former classmate of Henry Fahnbulleh's at the 
University of Liberia, the Honorable Cornelius Wellington 
Campbell, Director of the National Intelligence and Security 
Service (NISS), was the third witness for the Prosecution. 
 

Mr. Campbell allowed himself a lengthy preamble to his 
testimony, calling the jury's attention to the turbulence 
disturbing the world in general and Africa in particular: 
"In our own country," he said, "unsigned leaflets, violent 
in expression, were shoved under shade of night in little 
dark corners, threatening to do violence to the President of 
the nation, the Vice President, the Chief Justice, and other 
high-ranking government officials. In view of these 
occurrences, the state security agencies began to 
investigate the situation and discovered that actions were 
under way to create groups based on tribal factions so as to 
engender disunity, dissension, and disorder in the country." 
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The witness also said that his agency had noticed that 
since February 1966 no less than 2,673 Communist 
"infiltrators" from Eastern bloc countries had entered 
Liberia under one pretext or another. Campbell alleged that 
several letters of similar content had been sent to the 
American, Israeli, and Nigerian Embassies, as well as to the 
U.S.A.I.D. office in Monrovia. One letter hailed the 
Biafrans as the most heroic and courageous people; another 
stated that there existed an underground movement through 
which the aborigines would regain their lands. The 
Prosecution introduced copies of these letters into the 
court record as evidence. 
 

Attorney-General Pierre, Mr. Campbell continued, also 
had received a letter which declared that the Americo-
Liberians were preempting lands belonging to the aborigines 
in order to convert them into large rubber plantations. It 
claimed that the Americo-Liberians were depriving the 
aboriginal peoples of their revenues and depositing them in 
Swiss and American banks. The author of this letter called 
the Liberian legislature a rubber stamp, the Vice President 
a shop-keeper and greedy spider, President Tubman's son, 
Shad Tubman, Jr., a blockhead, the Chief Justice an 
incompetent, and the President himself a stooge of American 
imperialism.  
 
      According to Mr. Campbell, the author or authors of 
the libelous letters warned "We will eliminate every 
Americo-Liberian. We shall take over our land and be our own 
bosses.'' 
 
      Mr. Campbell testified that the National Intelligence 
and Security Service (NISS) also had received confidential 
reports that Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh was writing several 
books, one being entitled Liberia 
Within Independent Africa. 
Procuring the manuscript 0£ this 
book, the NISS found that it 
reproduced the contents of the 
anonymous letters. 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
KEY PROSECUTION WITNESSES 
 
Right:  The Honourable 
Cornelius Wellington Campbell.  
Director of the National 
Intelligence and Security 
Service (NISS). 
 
 
Bottom Left:  Mr. Christian 
Maxwell, Inspector-General of 
State Department of Liberia. 
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Mr. Campbell did not say from whom these confidential 

reports emanated nor how his agency had acquired the 
manuscripts in question. 

 
When the evidence implicating Ambassador Fahnbulleh had 

become alarming, he said, Messrs. Baker and Bright were 
dispatched to Kenya. On their return they brought with them 
several incriminating manuscripts allegedly written by the 
defendant, various books on communism, capitalism, and 
revolution, and notes on Liberian tribal history and tribal 
laws. Mr. Campbell asserted that a careful analysis of the 
contents of these manuscripts, books, and the anonymous 
letters clearly indicated that all had been written by the 
same person. 
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      The Director of NISS told how he personally had 
supervised a search of Mr. Fahnbulleh's home in Monrovia, on 
February 13, 1968, after the Ambassador's arrest earlier 
that day. Among other things, a secret memorandum was 
discovered containing twelve items, the first of which was a 
notation reading: "Visit Conakry for conference with Comrade 
Nkrumah and obtain final plans for decisive action." 
 
      The second item described a plan, supposedly 
Fahnbulleh's, to obtain teaching positions in Liberia for 
three persons allegedly sympathetic to his aims: Reverend 
T.N.W. Bush, Miss Therese Noel de Tilly, and Miss Catherine 
Hoskyns. 
 
      The third item in the secret memorandum, according to 
Mr. Campbell, noted that Mr. Fahnbulleh was to resign his 
position with the State Department and to engage actively in 
politics to realize his aims. 
 

The witness mentioned that a number of slogans began to 
appear in public places on March 12, 1968, the day after 
President Tubman's departure for America on a state visit. 
One, in red ink, said, "We back Fahnbulleh 100 per cent 
SOS.,” Another, on a culvert, proclaimed, “Death            
to all Congo bitches."22 While a third read, "Sons of 
Africa, why should you carry a name given by a white 
master?" Security agents attempted to discover the authors 
of these scrawls, and Director Campbell revealed that in the 
course of their search one of his men was shot and            
wounded. The Intelligence Chief claimed that the would-be 
assassin was heard to say, before fleeing, "We are beginning 
in low gear to eliminate and exterminate the unscrupulous 
Americo-Liberians." Mr. Campbell maintained that all of 
these acts were clandestine maneuvers calculated to plunge 
Liberia into discord and tribalism. 
 

The Prosecution next called Joseph N. Johnson, a 
laborer who works as a rockcrusher in Monrovia. Johnson 
testified that "big bones" were to finance the underground 
movement. According to him, some 400 young men had already 
been recruited in preparation for the day in 1970 when the 
aborigines would seek to overthrow the government.  The 
witness claimed that he had been urged by a Mr. Horatio 
Nimley to join the movement. Nimley had told him that when a 
sufficient number of young men had been recruited they would 
arrest the Liberian Army Chief of Staff, General George 
Washington, “get" the President, and then overthrow the 
government, replacing its members entirely with aborigines. 
Johnson told the jury how he went to General Washington and 
                                                        
2 The term “congo bitches” is an epithet applied by many people in English-speaking Africa to those 
former slaves and their descends who were repatriated to Africa by English frigates patrolling the West 
African coast in the nineteenth century against the slave trade. 
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told him of the plot. He himself had almost died, he said, 
for he was subsequently poisoned by a mysterious "comrade by 
night” 
 

On June 13, the Prosecution presented its next witness, 
Mr. Christian Maxwell, Inspector General of the Liberian 
State Department.  Urbane and elegantly dressed. Mr. Maxwell 
declared that Ambassador Fahnbulleh had openly criticized 
the policies of the Kenyan government and that he had 
employed at the Liberian Embassy in Nairobi a Mrs.             
Amma Pinto the wife of a former Kenyan opposition leader. 
Maxwell said that Mrs. Pinto had once been employed by the 
Kenyan government but had subsequently been dismissed for 
political reasons. 
 
 
      Ambassador Fahnbulleh, moreover, had attended the 
National Day festivities at the Embassy of the Peoples 
Republic of China (in Nairobi) although other Western 
diplomats had refused to attend them because of various 
anti-Western remarks made by the Chinese Ambassador. 
 
      Mr. Maxwell reported that he had been sent to Nairobi 
to investigate Mr. Fahnbulleh after the State Department had 
received disquieting reports from "unimpeachable sources” 
concerning the Ambassador's misconduct. The Inspector 
General initially testified that there was no Liberian flag 
anywhere in the Embassy, except for a very small one on the 
Ambassador’s desk. Later, however, Maxwell corrected 
himself, recalling that a Liberian flag had been flying from 
the top of the Chancery. 
 
      In the course of his investigation, Inspector Maxwell 
testified that he had found Chinese literature in the 
Ambassador's study. During his visit to Nairobi, moreover, 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh had introduced Dr. McKinnon to him as 
a personal friend. Knowing that McKinnon was a devoted 
Communist, Maxwell felt that Fahnbulleh's association with 
him was undesirable. 
 
      The Inspector General expressed the opinion that his 
own testimony supported the earlier charges of misconduct 
which the Liberian government had received about Mr. 
Fahnbulleh from the "unimpeachable sources." Precisely who 
these "unimpeachable sources" were, Mr. Maxwell did not say, 
claiming this was classified information which he had no 
authority to divulge. 
 

A former Secretary of State, Mr. Momolu Dukuly, 
followed Maxwell on the stand. Mr. Dukuly at he knew nothing 
about the defendant or the underground movement with which 
he was supposedly connected. He explained, however, that he 
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had received an anonymous telephone call from someone who 
asked him what he (Dukuly) was doing to obtain Fahnbulleh's 
release from prison. Before hanging up, the caller warned 
Mr. Dukuly that he had better be careful. Mr. Dukuly stated 
that he had reported the incident to the Secretary of State 
and to the Attorney-General, and felt that his duty was 
done. 
 

General George Washington, the Army Chief of Staff, was 
the Prosecution's next witness. He described how Mr. Joseph 
N. Johnson, the rockcrusher, had come to tell him of the 
underground movement. General Washington said that he 
referred the matter to the heads of the various government 
security agencies. 
     

A handwriting expert employed by the National Bureau of 
Intelligence, Mr. Samuel Berry, was the next witness. Mr. 
Berry had compared the handwriting of several of the 
anonymous letters with that of two letters written by the 
defendant. Both sets of letters, he testified, were by the 
same hand. 
 

When the trial resumed on the third day, the 
Prosecution called E. Harding Smythe of the Monrovia Police 
Department. Mr. Smythe testified that he had served 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh with a warrant for his arrest and that 
he was among those who searched the premises of              
Fahnbulleh' s home when the various books and documents 
which had been admitted as evidence were discovered. 

The court then heard Mr. Christopher Ricks, First 
Secretary of the Liberian Embassy in Ghana, who testified 
that on December 27, 1967. while the defendant was in Accra 
in transit to Monrovia, he heard Ambassador Fahnbulleh say 
that he would soon be leaving the Foreign             
Service to return to his village to plant cassava. 
 

Photographs of the anonymous slogans which had appeared 
throughout the city, including one on a battered clay bust 
of the President, were entered as evidence when Mr. Patrick 
Minikon, Director of the National Bureau of Intelligence, 
took the stand. Minikon was unable to say whether Mr. 
Fahnbulleh himself had written the slogans, but the fact 
that they appeared after his arrest, he said, indicated a              
"clandestine support" for Fahnbulleh's aims. 
 

A historical note was introduced when the Prosecution 
called E. Reginald Townsend; Secretary of Information and 
Cultural Affairs. Mr. Townsend produced a copy of the deed 
of 1821 by which the American Colonization Society had 
bought the land from the aborigines shortly before ore the 
ex-slaves began to arrive from the United States the 
following year. With this documentary flourish, the 
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Prosecution hoped to disprove the point Mr. Fahnbulleh was 
alleged to have made with his nameless European friend, to 
the effect that the Americo-Liberians had taken over the 
aborigines' lands and converted them into large              
rubber estates on which the original inhabitants lived in 
virtual serfdom. Mr. Townsend also produced a letter, 
written in 1954 and signed by the paramount chiefs of every 
provinces assuring President Tubman that the people of 
Liberia gave sincere and unflagging support to his              
Unification Policy. 
 

A cousin of the defendant's wife Lafayette Diggs First             
Secretary and Consul of the Liberian took the stand on June 
17. Mr. Diggs described how he had noticed that the 
Ambassador was reluctant to observe some of Liberia' S 
national holidays, and that the Embassy had no photographs 
of President Tubman nor of the Secretary of State, despite 
foreign service regulations requiring them. 
 
      Mr. Diggs declared that Mrs. Pinto, wife of the former 
Kenyan opposition leader, possessed the key to one of the 
State Department's codes. He also testified that Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh often received members of the Kenya Peoples Union 
(KPU), the opposition party, and spent long hours conversing 
with them. 
 
      According to Mr. Diggs, the Ambassador of the Chinese 
People's Republic once visited Ambassador Fahnbulleh and the 
two men spent almost the entire day together. And when 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh was preparing to leave for Liberia, he 
told Diggs that he intended to stop off in Conakry. During 
his Ambassadorship in Nairobi, moreover, Mr. Fahnbulleh gave 
Diggs strict instructions not to issue visas to anyone 
unless he himself had first approved the applications. 
Subsequently, various travelers, including some Americans, 
were denied visas by the Ambassador on the grounds that they 
sought to take propaganda into Liberia. 
 
      At the conclusion of Diggs' testimony, the Prosecution 
rested its case--the moment had come for the defense to 
present its rebuttal. 
 

~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
 

[Photographs courtesy of Liberian Star and Liberian Age] 
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THE TRIAL OF HENRY FAHNBULLEH 

 
Part III: The Defense's Rebuttal 

 
by Victor D. Du Bois 

 
August 1968 

 
On June 18, 1968, Henry Fahnbulleh's attorneys began 

their rebuttal of the treason charges brought against him by 
the government of Liberia. The Defense immediately disputed 
the admissibility of the 105 books, documents, films, and 
tape recordings that police and security agents had seized 
when they searched Fahnbulleh's house on February 13, and 
which the Prosecution had submitted to support its charges. 
Counsel M. Fahnbulleh Jones, one of the defendant's 
attorneys, cited a precedent set in the case of Yancy vs. 
the Republic. The Liberian Supreme Court had then ruled that 
“evidence which does not conclusively connect the defendant 
with the charge made in the indictment, should not be 
admitted since it would tend to inflame the mind of the 
jury.”1 And many of the documents introduced by the 
Prosecution as evidence against Ambassador Fahnbulleh, Jones 
maintained, clearly fell into this category. 

 
To be found guilty of treason under Liberian law, one 

must act traitorously, commit a breach of allegiance to the 
government, or commit an act, overt or otherwise, tending to 
overthrow the government. But none of the evidence submitted 
by the Prosecution, Jones contended, proved that Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh had done any of these things. 

 
Examining the Prosecution's documents separately, Mr. 

Jones stated the Defense's objections to each one. The 
manuscript of the book, Liberia Within Independent Africa, 
he said, should not be admitted as evidence for it had not 
been published or used in any formal way to commit or 
contribute to the commission of the crime charged. Another  
 

                                                        
1 This quote and all subsequent quotations from the trial of 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh are taken directly from the roceedings 
in court as recorded by the author. 
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document introduced as evidence by the Prosecution, an 
outline of chapters of that book, did not refer to any act, 
plans, movement, treachery, or breach of allegiance under 
the principle of law enunciated in the case of Yancy vs. the 
Republic. This outline, therefore, neither tended to prove 
nor disprove the charge. 

 
The anonymous letters allegedly written by the 

defendant to the Israeli, Nigerian, and American 
Ambassadors, and the one to the Attorney-General of Liberia, 
should not be admitted as evidence, contended the Defense, 
because they were merely copies, and the Prosecution had not 
proved the loss or destruction of the originals. 

 
Another document introduced as evidence against 

Ambassador Fahnbulleh was an open letter to President Tubman 
from the chiefs in every province and county of Liberia, 
expressing their unqualified support for his Unification 
Policy. This letter was previously known, acknowledged, and 
accepted by all citizens in the Republic of Liberia, and 
neither proved nor disproved the charges laid down in the 
indictment. 

 
Mr. Jones also objected to admitting as evidence the 

various books and pamphlets which the police and security 
agents had seized when they searched Ambassador Fahnbulleh's 
house on February 13, the day of his arrest. If the court 
accepted them as evidence, he insisted, it should require 
that the authors and publishers of those books, as well as 
their titles, be entered into the court record. The 
Attorney-General objected to this additional entry as 
unnecessary because, he said, “The titles speak for 
themselves.” “Is it not true,” jones retorted, “that half of 
those books were written by European and American authors?” 
The Prosecution made no reply. 

 
The Prosecution had not proved that the secret 

memorandum, allegedly written by Mr. Fahnbulleh, had, in 
fact, been written by the defendant. There was, furthermore, 
an alteration in that instrument, Jones said, and the State 
had failed to show who was the author of the alteration. 
Before the memorandum could be admitted as evidence, Jones 
insisted, the Prosecution at least had to prove that the 
typewriter on which it was written belonged to the defendant 
or was accessible to him. This the Prosecution had not done. 
The secret memorandum was unsigned, moreover, and no witness 
had been produced to attest to the fact that the paper on 
which the memorandum was written belonged to Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh or was paper he had had in his possession. 

 



 3

The admissibility of the remaining evidence was 
disputed by the Defense on the grounds that it was purely 
circumstantial. Terming it demonstrative evidence, the 
Defense pointed out that the Prosecution had not shown that 
these items (various books, pamphlets, and tape recordings) 
were connected in any way with an intent to overthrow the 
government. Indeed, most of the books and pamphlets had been 
written by American and British authors and published by 
American and British publishing houses, none of which were 
known as purveyors of subversive literature. 

 
The said books and pamphlets [said Mr. Jones], are 
also publicly sold in various parts of the world 
and exposed in libraries .... They are not 
relevant to the trial since the Prosecution has 
not shown that any of these documents is 
subversive or tends to indoctrinate subversive 
movements or activities; therefore their 
introduction as evidence is intended only to 
inflame the mind of the jury. The defendant is 
charged with a specific crimethe crime of treason. 
The documents brought here in no way show that the 
defendant committed treason. 
 
Replying for the Prosecution, County Attorney Smallwood 

pointed out that the Defense had not availed itself of the 
opportunity to object to the documentary evidence when it 
was first introduced to the court. Moreover, according to a 
precedent set in a previous treason trial which took place 
in 1955, “all documents, weapons, or instruments found in 
possession of persons charged with heineous crimes should be 
admitted into evidence.” 

 
The Prosecution digressed to argue that it had also 

submitted evidence that Mr. Fahnbulleh was a card-carrying 
member of the Chinese Communist party: a Chinese pin which 
he had in his possession was cited as conclusive proof. 
Furthermore, Ambassador Fahnbulleh, the Prosecution claimed, 
had been in constant touch with Chinese elements and with 
members of the Kenyan opposition party. “What more do you 
want? What more do you want?” cried Mr. Smallwood, in a 
voice quavering with emotion. 

 
Referring to the secret memorandum, the document which 

both sides recognized as the backbone of the Prosecution's 
case, Mr. Smallwood said that it was related to all the 
other documents. He insisted, therefore, that the memorandum 
and every other document submitted by the Prosecution be 
admitted as evidence. 
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When Mr. Smallwood had finished speaking, Attorney- 
General Pierre continued the argument for the Prosecution. 
Mr. Pierre spoke at length on the secret memorandum. He had 
begun to read certain portions of it when Mr. Fahnbulleh, 
standing in the prisoner's dock a short distance away, 
interrupted him and said, “Read all of it! Go on, read all 
of it!” The Attorney -General, visibly annoyed at this 
interruption, read the whole text. Addressing the court, the 
Attorney -General remarked: “He [Fahnbulleh] condemns the 
American Government; he condemns the British Government; he 
condemns the Nigerian Government; he condemns the Israeli 
Government. Fahnbulleh says they are all associated with the 
corrupt Liberian Government. These people are our friends!” 

 
“When someone gives the keys of the Liberian Embassy to 

a foreigner and gives him access to confidential files,” 
queried Mr. Pierre, “is that not treason?” Then, addressing 
some correspondents in the press box, the Attorney -General 
added, “Those of you who are sympathetic to Mr. Fahnbulleh, 
answer that question. Would that not be treason? If there 
were a death penalty, I would ask for it, you may be sure. 
Mr. Fahnbulleh is one of those people who dreams dreams that 
never come true .... His utopian views, his dreams of 
grandeur, were to be financed by the Chinese Communists. . . 
.” Glowering at the defendant, he said with unmistakable 
scorn in his voice, “You have planned to overthrow 
constituted authority-that constituted authority that gave 
you bread to eat!” Then, turning once again to the court, 
Pierre continued, “All through Ambassador Fahnbulleh's book 
one thing is stressed: the Americo-Liberians must be 
exterminated!” 

 
Mr. Fahnbulleh stood as if to answer the Attorney- 

General but was quickly waved down by his attorneys who 
obviously wanted to avoid antagonizing this official any 
further. Instead, Mr. Jones rose to say to Mr. Pierre that 
the Prosecution had in no way proved that the various 
persons cited as being accomplices of Mr. Fahnbulleh in an 
underground movement were in fact connected in any way with 
such a movement, or, indeed, that such a movement even 
existed. The Defense attorney cautioned the jury against 
accepting such tenuous evidence, quoting former Liberian 
Chief-Justice Russell who had said: “The State has all the 
force of -Power behind it and therefore if the court must 
lean in any way it must lean toward the defendant.” “How do 
you or I know,” asked Mr. Jones, “that another person or 
group did not write these anonymous letters?” That, was to 
remain one of the most vexing questions of the trial. 
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The Defense attorneys stressed that the issue at hand 
was whether the admissibility of evidence in cases of 
treason should be the same as in cases involving other 
infamous crimes, such as murder. The Defense affirmed the 
contention; the Prosecution disputed it. If the point of 
view of the Defense prevailed, then clearly the ruling of 
Yancy vs. the Republic of Liberia would preclude the 
admissibility of the 105 documents presented as evidence by 
the Prosecution. But, if the Prosecution's position 
prevailed-that in cases involving treason all documents, 
relevant and irrelevant alike, must be admitted-then the 105 
documents could be accepted. Judge Dennis ruled for the 
Prosecution. 

 
 
 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh's Testimony 

 
On the afternoon of June 18, 1968, the accused, Henry 

Fahnbulleh, took the stand in his own defense. The courtroom 
was unusually tense: an eerie quiet settled over the entire 
chamber. At long last the public and the press were to hear 
from the man accused of treason. 

 
Henry Fahnbulleh presented a figure of great calm and 

dignity as he took the stand. His opening remarks were 
directed to the representatives of the press for he realized 
that it was through these men, and perhaps only through 
these men, that his own countrymen and the outside world 
would ever hear his side of the story. Pushing his 
spectacles upward above his forehead, he began in a quiet, 
even voice to answer the charges against him: 

 
When [in prison] I was visited by a journalist, I 
told him about the duty of the press in a 
democratic society. It was my belief, I said to 
him, that it was the duty of the press to act as a 
frontier to protect the rights of the citizen. The 
true press does not yield to sensationalism but to 
facts and is the arm of the weak. I showed him a 
newspaper publication entitled: “Facts Against 
Fahnbulleh Are Hair-raising”2 which made it 
difficult for me to secure lawyers for my defense. 
This journalist proved to be a very excellent 
journalist in the production of the interview I 
had with him on March 11. 1 say this in the hope 
that in the course of this investigation, the 

                                                        
2 Liberian Age (Monrovia) February 16, 1968 



 6

press will try to prove to the public that I was 
wronged. 
 
This afternoon while the discussions were taking 
place between the counsels on the admissibility of 
the written evidence, the remark was made-whether 
intentionally or unintentionally I do not 
know-that if death had resulted (from my alleged 
acts) I would have forfeited my life. 
 
The Attorney-General interrupted Ambassador Fahnbulleh 

at this point to correct the statement being attributed to 
him: “I said that if death had resulted in consequence of 
his [Fahnbulleh's] treasonable acts, then I would have asked 
for the death sentence against him.” Mr. Fahnbulleh accepted 
the correction then resumed his testimony: 

 
Concerning this remark, I have this to say in a 
spirit of calmness and without emotion: I do not 
yield to threats. They do not frighten me. 
 
The story that you have heard during the last 
seven days, your honor and members of the jury, is 
an ugly little plot, conceived by immature minds 
.... Let me say first that I am not guilty of 
committing treason. I have written nothing nor 
have I published anything to incite anyone, either 
within the Republic of Liberia or outside, with 
the aim of overthrowing the constituted government 
of this nation. I have held no public meeting, 
made no speech, or given any lectures with the 
view of inciting anybody in or outside Liberia 
against the constituted authority of this 
republic. 
 
I am not guilty of treason. I have engaged no one 
to wage war against the Republic of Liberia. I 
have not adhered to any enemy of the Republic of 
Liberia, knowingly or unknowingly, with the view 
of subverting the constituted authority. I have 
committed no overt act or acts against this 
republic nor have I betrayed the administration of 
Mr. Tubman .... I am not the author of the 
so-called anonymous letters and memorandum. 
Lastly, I challenge anyone within this republic or 
outside, to come here and say or show written 
evidence that I belong to a group or association 
of which he is a member, aimed at overthrowing the 
constituted government of this republic. 
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I have the utmost respect for the present head of 
this state, President Tubman. I regard him as a 
great leader for Liberia whose moral strength is a 
shield. I feel that he is in the category of 
President Kenyatta and Emperor Haile Selassie, as 
a great Negro leader, shining in the consciousness 
of the Negro race. This is my personal estimate of 
the man. 
 

 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh testifying before the court 
 
Mr. Fahnbulleh then indicated that the testimony he 

would give would be divided into three parts: (1) a brief 
narrative of his service during the period 1956 to December 
13, 1967; (2) a commentary on the documents that had been 
offered by the Prosecution as evidence against him; and (3) 
a personal statement. 

 
The Prosecution has told you that I was engaged in 
subversive activities and in denigrating the 
administration from 1956 onward. This is not so. 
If it were, the government would not have sent me 
as First Secretary to the United Kingdom. I, in 
fact, left Liberia in September 1957 and not 1956 
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.... When I arrived in London a year later, I 
received the visit of a relation of mine who is 
one of my counsellors. It was Mr. Momolu Cooper, 
who said to me in the presence of [Liberian] 
Ambassador Simpson: “Fahnbulleh, of all our young 
men, you have had the best opportunity. The fact 
that you are assigned to London to work is a 
tribute to one of our outstanding citizens. The 
fact that you are in London where you have all the 
opportunities for a better education, where you 
have access to educational institutions, is 
another opportunity. We expect you, therefore, to 
do all that you can to qualify yourself for 
greater service.” I thought this was very good 
advice. 
 
Subsequently, I met Miss Catherine Hoskyns, a 
graduate of Oxford, who said to me one day that a 
Mr. Ellah, then Israeli Ambassador to the Court of 
St. James, was giving a lecture at Oxford on the 
Bedouin tribes of the desert. She said if I wanted 
to attend the lecture we could go together. We 
attended that lecture and in the remarks made by 
Mr. Cohen who was then President of the 
University, he said that Mr. Ellah was a great 
diplomat and a great intellectual. 
 
On our way back to London, I asked Mr. Ellah how 
he was able to attain fame both in the diplomatic 
field and in the educational field. He said to me:
 “I did not have the priveledge of receiving a 
university degree, but because I wanted to be 
somebody, I applied myself to studying. I read 
widely and wisely.” I thought this was good advice 
from a great man and needed to be imitated. 
Thereafter I began to read and to purchase books. 
 
I decided that I needed a big library. In the 
course of my search I met Joseph Murumbi.3 By the 
time we left London, Murumbi had bought five 
hundred books on every country in the world and on 
every subject. I had 1,500. 
 
Since I did not have a lot of money to buy all the 
books, I bought new ones and second hand books. 
And since in those days it was the custom of the 
diplomatic missions in the United Kingdom to send 

                                                        
3 Mr. Murumbi was Vice-President of Kenya for seven months in 
1966. He is now a businessman in Nairobi. 
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each other policy statements of their governments 
in the form of books or pamphlets, I had the 
privilege of receiving such pamphlets and books 
from all the embassies in London. To name a few, 
the American Embassy, the Soviet Embassy, the 
Indian High Commission, all of the Commonwealth 
countries. I even had thirty files consisting of 
the national debates between the late President 
John F. Kennedy and the Russian Premier Khruschev. 
 
Our embassy in London received these documents, 
but since they were not of any use to my chief, I 
took them home, read them, and underlined some 
points and made them part of my library. I brought 
these with me from London and left them here. 
 
I have always felt that in order to be a very good 
diplomat, three things were essential: that if I 
had to present my government's case to another 
government, that if I had to defend my government 
against the attack of any other government, I must 
not only be educated about my own country, but 
must know all the facts in economics, sociology, 
politics and industry-and even legal matters; 
secondly, that in order to be able to convince 
another state about the rightness of my 
government's views, I must be intelligent, 
persuasive and articulate; and thirdly, in order 
that I might be in a position to analyze 
intelligently for my government events in the 
country to which I was sent, I must be able not 
only to read but to read widely and wisely. This 
is why I collected those books that you now have 
before you as evidence. The intention was not to 
make me a Communist or a capitalist. I wanted to 
be informed; that is why I read them. 
 
I will now refer to other activities in London to 
disprove the statement that I had a secret 
discussion with a European friend of mine in which 
I criticized the government of Liberia and that 
information was sent to the government in the form 
of a memorandum .... Such a document never 
existed. There was never a conversation of this 
kind .... It is a false representation to this 
court. 
 
What actually happened was this. One day I was in 
my house in London when I received a telephone 
call from an English friend of mine who had served 
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in Liberia as a diplomat. He asked to see me for a 
chat. I said to him, “Come over.” When he arrived 
he met me reading Gibbons' Decline and Fall of the 
Roman Empire. He asked me, “What are you doing 
with this, Henry?” I said to him that I like 
history, and that I am reading this book because 
it has bearing on the present evolution in Africa. 
He asked me, “In what respect?” I told him that 
the Roman Empire fell as a result of the invasions 
of the Huns and the moral force exerted by the 
Christians. The European empires in Africa are 
falling because of parallel forces: communism and 
the moral force of the African to achieve his 
freedom. He said to me, “I think you are right 
there. And this is just the reason why I asked to 
see you. There is a lot of militancy today in 
Africa--a spirit of revolt--both within the French 
community and within the British colonies. We are 
wondering what is going to happen to us in 
Africa.” This was in 1959. 
 
Mr. Fahnbulleh went on to describe several incidents 

that had occurred during his tour of service in London. He 
mentioned that another English friend had expressed concern 
two years earlier over the Russian Ambassador's visit to 
Liberia for President Tubman's sixth inauguration. Mr. 
Fahnbulleh had assured him that there was no cause for 
alarm. He then said that on another occasion the Secretary 
of State of Liberia, Mr. Momolu Dukuly, visited London and 
was entertained at dinner by the British Foreign Secretary, 
Selwyn Lloyd. Mr. Lloyd told the Liberian official that the 
British looked upon President Tubman as a “stabilizing 
influence.” Ambassador Fahnbulleh dispatched a memorandum of 
this comment to Monrovia. Various steps by the governments 
of both countries followed, eventually resulting in a visit 
to Liberia by Queen Elizabeth. Mr. Fahnbulleh also told how 
he had helped negotiate the agreements which established the 
Reuters news system in Liberia. Concluding his testimony for 
that morning he said: 

 
I have related this long story of my activities in 
the United Kingdom to disprove the statements made 
by both Mr. Baker and Mr. Campbell. Instead of a 
conversation slandering the government, this is 
what I did. And I think that it was because of 
these activities that the government of Liberia 
promoted me to the position of Ambassador to 
Sierra Leone, and not because I criticized the 
President and his Cabinet . . . . It does not seem 
logical to any intelligent mind that a foreign 
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service officer whose activities have been brought 
to the attention of his government as subversive, 
seditious, or slandering would be promoted. 
 
Having dealt with the conversation he had had with a 

European friend in which he allegedly criticized the 
Liberian government, Ambassador Fahnbulleh took the stand 
again that afternoon to explain more about the books in his 
library. 

 
I mentioned to you that while I was in the United 
Kingdom I secured for my library several hundred 
books. This is true .... I used my spare time in 
going to the British Museum and secured some 
important historical documents connected with my 
country, Liberia, and of other countries too .... 
I have had my son make a list of the books in my 
library so that I could show this court that I had 
other books besides those written by Mao Tse Tung. 
 
 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh then proceeded to read a long, 

but only partial, list of the books in his library, 
including, among others, works by Shakespeare, Thomas 
Jefferson, Harry Truman, and Churchill. At first the 
Prosecution objected-not to the reading of the list but to 
the fact that it was not being entered in the court record. 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh then reminded the court that when the 
Prosecution had read its own list earlier, the court had 
allowed it without entering it in the record. The court 
overruled the objection and allowed the list to be read. 

 
Citing a book on Woodrow Wilson, Fahnbulleh said, with 

a note of irony in his voice, “Woodrow Wilson, as we all 
know, was neither a Russian nor a Chinese but an American.” 
He continued his testimony: 

 
I bought all of these books because I wanted to make a 

library for my children, not because I wanted to make anyone 
a Communist .... 

 
I want to quote a very pertinent statement by one 
of America's greatest patriots and jurists, John 
Quincy Adams. After the Boston War in 1770, some 
English sailors were accused of tampering with 
American rights. John Quincy Adams, who undertook 
to defend these seamen, was accused by his 
government of siding with the enemy. In a speech 
he subsequently made, he said this to his 
countrymen: “Facts are unyielding things. Whatever 
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our wishes, our passions, or our inclinations, 
they cannot alter the state of facts in evidence.” 
 
I would add to that statement that whatever may be 
our emotions, our aspirations, or our private 
motives, they cannot alter the state of facts in 
evidence. 
 
Mr. Fahnbulleh described briefly his service as 

Liberian Ambassador to Sierra Leone, from June 1962 to March 
1966, then dwelt on his time in Kenya: 

 
The Prosecution has told you that while I was in 
Kenya I established contact with the opposition 
which is a Communist group, and gave all my 
sympathy and support to the opposition in Kenya. 
And because of this I am a Communist and have 
worked against the interests of the Republic of 
Liberia. I want to say that this is not true. 
 
There is no law in our statutes here, no 
regulation issued by the Department of State here, 
there is no international convention which forbids 
the association of an accredited diplomatic 
representative with the opposition party of the 
country to which he is sent.  
 
In my humble opinion, what the governments of 
other countries and--I believe--the government of 
Liberia have implied, is that the diplomatic 
representative should not become a party to the 
cause for which the opposition stands; should not 
identify himself, nor allow any of the personnel 
of his mission to identify with the opposition. 
 
I want to lay the basis for illustrating this 
point intelligently. The Liberian Foreign Service 
has not yet achieved the maximum qualifications 
and preparedness as have other countries. We do 
not have the personnel to man all the important 
branches of our foreign service as is done by 
other countries. In Liberia we do not have all 
these experts. We do not have the money to pay all 
these experts. Therefore you find in our missions 
abroad only two persons-the Ambassador and his 
[First] Secretary. 
 
In these circumstances, it becomes the 
responsibility of the Chief of Mission to do all 
these small things: represent his government; 
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write letters; issue visas. He is forced to make 
notes of gossip. Such was the position in which I 
was placed when I took over the office in Sierra 
Leone. I had to contact the opposition. I was able 
to gather from them, as many of my colleagues did, 
vital information that was necessary for the 
attention of my government. I have asserted these 
facts in order to put a question to the court and 
jury: How else was an ambassador without an 
assistant in a foreign country to collect vital 
information such as that for his government? I was 
told these facts by the opposition. Certainly not 
by Albert Margai.4 It was the opposition that 
pointed out the weakness of the Margai government. 
 
I felt that any change in the government of Sierra 
Leone was vital to Liberia because of its 
proximity. I was not the only ambassador who 
carried out this “vicious” practice of inviting 
the opposition. The American Ambassador at the 
time, Mr. Henry Corey, went even further. He 
invited five members of the opposition party to 
dinner....I do not think the American government 
questioned him because they believe that this 
information was not against the interests of the 
United States. I do not think that the United 
States believes that the association of the 
American Ambassador and [Siaka] Stevens,5 who is 
inclined toward the Communists, was an effort to 
have Ambassador Corey indoctrinated with communism 
and to carry communism to America.... 
 
In the diplomatic service we have to take many 
risks. We are forced at times to face odds. We do 
this having to bear in mind the vital interests of 
our countries. I knew that Liberia had a fixed 
policy, and my duty as Ambassador of Liberia to 
any country is to search out that vital interest 
.... I am in a position to draw a line between the 
interests of that opposition and my country; 
between the opposition and the government in 
power. And it is my responsibility to my 
government to tell them what would be the 
political situation in any country within a 
certain period. These factual reports which we 

                                                        
4 Former Prime Minister of Sierra Leone, now living in exile. 
 
5 Former opposition leader and present Prime Minister of 
Sierra Leone. 
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make to the State Department from time to time are 
not brought to us in dreams. 
 
For the ambassador to be effective, he has to go 
out to get this type of information, otherwise he 
can stay home, drink his whisky, smoke his cigars, 
and become a figurehead at diplomatic parties. 
 
I explain these difficulties in our work to you so 
that you may be aware of them. Yes, I issued a 
visa to the Russian Ambassador while I was in 
Sierra Leone. But this was done only when the 
ambassador had approached me and told me he wanted 
to visit Liberia and from there go to the Ivory 
Coast and Guinea. I sent a cable to the President 
and secured his approval .... 
 
Witness Baker told you that in 1962 ... a 
memorandum of a conversation was sent to the 
government of Liberia reporting that I had started 
a campaign for the eventual overthrow of the 
government of Liberia. This is not so. And there 
is no one from Sierra Leone who can testify that I 
discussed anything about the overthrow of the 
government of Liberia .... I want to challenge in 
the open court here that there is no such report 
from London; no such report from Freetown. If 
these reports really existed, the Prosecution 
would have produced them. But they do not 
exist....Do you conscientiously believe that the 
government of Liberia, or for that matter the 
President of Liberia, would receive a 
communication from a reliable or “unimpeachable 
source” as mentioned by the witnesses and still 
send me to Kenya? 
 
Enlarging on his transfer to East Africa, where he was 

named Ambassador to Kenya, Tanzania, and Uganda, with 
residence at Nairobi, Mr. Fahnbulleh declared: 

 
I do not think this transfer was done because the 
government of Liberia felt I needed additional 
experience and skill and practice to come to 
Monrovia in 1968 to overthrow this government .... 
 
My contact with Kenya started when I was serving 
in London. I met Kenyans like Mr. Joseph Murumbi, 
Mr. Tom M'Boya and President Kenyatta himself. 
These people came to me with their problems and 
asked me to send financial requests to my 
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government, which I did....When I was assigned to 
go to Kenya, I felt I was not going to a strange 
territory. 
 
Mr. Fahnbulleh then explained how he had been notified 

in a letter from the Liberian Department of State that Mr. 
Lafayette Diggs would be sent to Nairobi to serve as his 
First Secretary. 

 
I showed this letter to my wife and her reaction was 

“You are in trouble my boy.” I also received a handwritten 
note from a friend in the State Department telling me that 
Diggs had been assigned to me and that I should be careful 
of him. 

 
Mr. Fahnbulleh mentioned his disquiet over having Diggs 

as his First Secretary. Diggs's conduct at other posts, 
notably in Conakry and in Paris, had not been above 
reproach. In Conakry he had attempted to spy on the Liberian 
Ambassador; and in Paris a dead girl had been found in his 
apartment. Because of these past actions, Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh decided to keep a personal file on Mr. Diggs so 
that if he ever tried to discredit him, he would have 
something with which to fight back. 

 
Following his usual practice, Mr. Fahnbulleh said, he 

submitted a detailed analysis to the Liberian Secretary of 
State, shortly after his arrival in Kenya, of the current 
political situation there. He said that he had pointed out 
to his government the presence and the strength of the 
Communists in that country. 

 
Mr. Fahnbulleh next sought to answer the charge that he 

had not displayed sufficient patriotism as evidenced by the 
fact that he had not celebrated certain national holidays. 
Matilda Newport Day,6 Flag Day,7 and so on, Mr. Fahnbulleh 

                                                        
6 Matilda Newport Day (December 1), commemorates one of the 
first settlers to arrive in Liberia. During an attack by the 
aborigines which occurred on November 11, 1822, Mrs. Newport 
won fame by lighting a cannon belonging to the Americo 
-Liberians with a coal from her pipe. The cannon shot helped 
to repel the attackers although she herself was subsequently 
wounded by an arrow and died. Mrs. Newport has since been 
venerated in Liberia as a national heroine. 
7 [National] Flag Day (August 24), was first declared in 
1915. Today it is observed throughout the Republic of 
Liberia as a national holiday marking the day on which the 
nation first unfurled its flag. Parades are held in Monrovia 
and in towns all over the country and the national flag is 



 16

explained, present problems for the Liberian diplomat on 
foreign soil. Although they are national holidays, the 
Liberian government allows its ambassadors no funds for 
their celebration. 

 
Denying charges that he had interfered in Kenyan 

internal affairs, Fahnbulleh pointed out that Mrs. Pinto, 
wife of a former opposition leader in Kenya, had been hired 
two years after her husband's death upon the recommendation 
of Mr. Joseph Murumbi, then the Vice-President of Kenya. Mr. 
Fahnbulleh went on to explain in greater detail his own 
relationship with members of the Kenya opposition: 

 
...No opposition member of Kenya ever came to my 
office, nor did I go to their homes. The Kenya 
government has one of the best security services 
in the world, and they would have told the 
government of Liberia that I was working with the 
opposition if this were a fact. But no such report 
came to the government of Liberia. Mr. Rudolph 
Grimes is the [Liberian] Secretary of State. He 
could come to this court to testify to this fact. 
If he has a letter from the Kenyan government he 
will show it to you. This is all a bundle of lies 
.... 
 
Let me ask you another question, gentlemen of the 
jury, as I did before. Supposing it were possible 
that I may have associated with the opposition 
party in Kenya, the reasons for which you do not 
know but which were reflected to you in my reports 
every month. Now that you have made such a big 
noise about it, suppose Mr. Kenyatta were to die 
tomorrow and the opposition were to come into 
power, as it has in Sierra Leone. What would you 
do ? Would you close down your embassy in Nairobi? 
What would you do with all the investments we have 
made there? These are merely questions to exercise 
your mind .... 
 
Diplomacy, gentlemen, is not politics. It is 
different. And what is considered in those parts 
of the world as opposition is different. I have 
been in England where I saw Mr. Attlee and Mr. 
MacMillan argue almost face to face. At times I 
was tempted to think they were fighting. When they 
came out of Parliament, they were the best of 
friends. 

                                                                                                                                                                     
displayed from private homes, public buildings, and 
commercial establishments. 
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I saw in Sierra Leone the same spirited resistance 
between Albert Margai and Siaka Stevens. I saw in 
Kenya the same spirit between Mr. Kenyatta and 
Odinga.8 I often heard Mr. Odinga say to Mr. 
Kenyatta: “Man, you are too old. Get down now.” 
 
We were told that the government of Kenya was 
going to ban or prohibit Mr. Odinga's book, Not 
Yet Uhuru. Mr. Murumbi told me that President 
Kenyatta was against the idea of prohibiting the 
book; that he wanted to have two million Odingas 
in Kenya so that after his death they would carry 
on the fight. I have explained this to you to show 
that the intensity of difference which exists 
between these people as party leaders is not as 
deep as has been advertised. Notwithstanding their 
political disagreements, their interest is the 
same in their country.... 
 
Mr. Fahnbulleh next sought to explain the circumstances 

under which he had written the poem entitled “Awake Captain” 
which had been seized in his study in Nairobi and introduced 
as evidence against him by the Prosecution. While serving as 
Ambassador to Kenya, Fahnbulleh was instructed by the 
Liberian State Department to attend the independence day 
celebrations of Lesotho and Botswana. President Tubman, 
furthermore, sent him instructions to go on to Zambia to 
carry a message to President Kenneth Kaunda. 

 
The shortest way to return to his post was by way of 

Rhodesia. With help from the British Embassy he was able to 
get transit permission from Rhodesia. On arrival at the 
airport in Salisbury, however, he learned that the plane for 
Zambia was delayed. He decided, therefore, to avail himself 
of the opportunity to visit the city and sought to telephone 
an African member of Parliament, a Mr. Goda, whom he knew. 
He* was treated very rudely, however, by the white woman who 
was a receptionist at the airport. This woman told the 
ambassador that he could not leave the airport but would 
have to remain there until his plane took off. So humiliated 
and upset was he by this incident that he tried to seize the 
essence of it by composing a short poem which he never got a 
chance to finish. He put down on paper two stanzas of the 
poem entitled “Awake Captain”--“Awake ye sons of this land 
to take clarion call to war.” 
                                                        

8  Oginga Odinga is the head of the Kenya Peoples Union 
(K. P. U.), the major opposition party to the government of 
President Kenyatta. 
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This, he said, is the poem that Messrs. Baker and 

Bright found when they searched his library and which now is 
being used as evidence against him. He said that it had 
nothing whatever to do with overthrowing the government of 
Liberia; its purpose was simply to call upon Africans to 
extirpate the evil of racism. 

 
One of the most serious charges against Fahnbulleh was 

that he had been an intimate friend of the Ambassador of the 
Peoples Republic of China. As Liberia was among those 
African states that had refused to recognize the Peking 
regime, any association which he had with that country's 
envoy would be regarded very seriously by his own 
government. The Prosecution, however, had gone so far as to 
say that they had proof that Mr. Fahnbulleh not only had had 
many contacts with the Chinese Ambassador, but also that he 
had been decorated by Mao Tse Tung and was a card-carrying 
member of the Chinese Communist Party. 

 
Mr. Fahnbulleh first referred to the testimony given 

earlier by Christian Maxwell, Inspector -General of the 
State Department, who had journeyed to Nairobi to inspect 
the Liberian mission there. Mr. Maxwell claimed that 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh had taken part in the National Day 
celebrations held at the Chinese Embassy in Nairobi although 
other Western diplomats refused to attend because of various 
anti-Western statements made by the Chinese. 

 
...If you will remember, in his [Maxwell's] 
statement he said that the Western diplomats did 
not attend the Chinese party because the Chinese 
Ambassador had made a derogatory statement about 
Western ambassadors. A man of Mr. Maxwell's 
learning should have remembered to ask his 
“unimpeachable” informant what that statement was 
that the Chinese Ambassador made, for in Kenya 
there are three newspapers-some of the best 
newspapers in Africa. If such a statement had been 
made, the press in Kenya would have flashed it 
across the continent of Africa. It would have been 
very good propaganda material .... 
 
Mr. Maxwell and his “unimpeachable” informant told 
you that the Chinese Ambassador went to my 
embassy. But they did not tell you why the 
Ambassador visited my embassy. But I will tell 
you....In Kenya there are about forty-five 
diplomatic missions consisting of ambassadors and 
high commissioners. 
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These various members of the diplornatic corps had 
an agreement to meet once a month to discuss 
problems with which we were confronted in the area 
such as diplomatic immunity, treatment at the 
airport, taxation, and other such things. It was 
at one of these meetings that the German 
Ambassador brought to our attention that the U.N. 
representative in Kenya had contended that, as a 
representative of the Secretary- General of the 
U.N., he should attend these meetings. During this 
meeting the Chinese Ambassador was on tour and 
therefore did not attend ....We had a long 
discussion among ourselves as to whether or not 
the U.N. representative should be given the 
opportunity to sit with us. I remember very well 
the Austrian Ambassador was the first to object on 
the grounds that the Secretary -General's 
representative was not representing a head of 
state in Kenya and therefore should not sit at our 
meetings but that if he wanted copies of the 
minutes of the subjects we discussed, we could 
give them to him. The Dutch Ambassador agreed. 
Many of us disagreed on the grounds that such a 
decision would be a discrimination against our 
African brother. 
 
Later in the week the Chinese Ambassador returned 
from his tour and was sent a copy of the minutes 
by our colleague, the German Ambassador. He 
resented the decision which the majority took 
because he felt that if he sat at a meeting with 
the U.N. representative in Nairobi, it would be 
tantamount to his country's recognition of the 
present structure of the U.N. He therefore started 
to approach each ambassador in Nairobi to tell him 
of his objection to the majority decision .... 
This was the reason why he came to my office. This 
was the reason why I granted him the interview the 
first time. 
 
He came a second time. This time the Kenyan 
government had accused them [the Chinese] of 
interfering in its domestic affairs. His 
government had instructed him to disassociate his 
embassy with what Parliament was discussing and 
since China does not have diplomatic relations 
with many African states, the ambassador was 
senior was instructed to hand his government's 
view to African ambassadors in Nairobi and ask 
them to dispatch this letter to their governments. 
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The Chinese Ambassador came to see me on 
appointment and handed me the letter for the 
government of Liberia. I dispatched it by the 
pouch during the weekend. That letter is with the 
Secretary of State. This was the second time the 
Chinese Ambassador had visited me. 
 
On each of these visits there was no discussion 
between us that he wanted me to be an agent for 
his government to overthrow the constituted 
government of Liberia....I do not remember having 
the Chinese Ambassador in my office at any other 
time after those two visits. He did not come to my 
house, nor did I go to his. You were told that I 
went to the Chinese Embassy for a party on 
November 1st. The Chinese National holiday does 
not fall on November 1st. 
 
Mr. Fahnbulleh then took up the question of the Chinese 

pin which the Prosecution alleged to be a decoration awarded 
him by Mao Tse Tung. 

 
Witnesses for the Prosecution told you that when 
they visited my library they discovered the 
wonderful Mao Tse Tung pin with an authenticated 
letter advising me that I am now an absolute 
member of the Chinese Communist Party. This is not 
true. 
 
It is the practice of the wives of diplomats to 
visit each other. It was at the time of the 
Chinese Ambassador's wife's return to Nairobi that 
she paid a visit to my wife. I say it is customary 
because the U.S. Ambassador's wife, the British 
High Commissioner's wife, the Russian Ambassador's 
wife-in short, all of the wives of the diplomatic 
corps in Nairobi-visited my wife. And they used to 
visit each other. It was during one of these 
visits that my wife, Trafina Fahnbulleh, took our 
two younger children with her to the Chinese 
Embassy. And the Chinese Ambassador's wife's 
children presented my children with two pins. 
 
When they returned home, one of the children had 
lost his pin. By this time I was in my study. 
First one of the children came in to complain, 
then the other one did. I decided, therefore, that 
in order not to be disturbed by the children to 
take away the [remaining] pin. I put it in an 
envelope which I then sealed. By doing this I was 
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able to quiet down the children. This is the pin 
that was discovered by the inspector and has been 
brought to your attention as a decoration from Mao 
Tse Tung to me for espousing communism! This is a 
lie and it is a lie told by people who are in no 
way aware of the implications it takes to make a 
man a Communist.... 
 
I come now to the question of the Chinese books 
found in my library. These were books that were 
advertised in a booklet like this. [Mr. Fahnbulleh 
held up a commercial booklet such as is commonly 
put out by publishing houses the world over.] This 
booklet was sent to my embassy. In reading through 
it, I saw the advertisement and I decided to get 
several of the books for my library. I wrote my 
colleague [the Chinese Ambassador] and asked him 
to send me the books.' A few weeks later, he sent 
the books along with a note in which he stated 
that he was pleased to know that I was interested 
in the brilliant work of his leader. I wrote back 
and thanked him for the books. What is wrong with 
this?  
 
Supposing the Ministry of Information here had 
advertised at the back of one of these pamphlets 
the book which contains President Tubman's 
speeches. And supposing that a colleague of mine 
in Nairobi received one of these pamphlets and 
became interested and asked me to send him the 
book. Suppose this happened to be the Chinese or 
the Russian Ambassador who had asked me for the 
book for his library. Would the Chinese government 
or the Russian government indict him for treason 
because he wanted to be educated? This is an 
absolute absurdity brought to you by these 
witnesses. 
 
The tension in the courtroom was now so great that 

everyone felt it. Ambassador Fahnbulleh, exhausted after 
five hours on the stand, suddenly stopped talking and began 
to weep. He quickly regained control of himself, however, 
and continued his testimony: 

 
The witnesses for the Prosecution have told you 
that while in Nairobi I allied myself with foreign 
nationals and agreed to have them come to the 
Republic of Liberia as teachers and to bring into 
this country Chinese to plan to overthrow the 
government .... For the pre sent, I will tell you 
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in absolute fact who the se foreign nationals are. 
Later on, in my testimony, I will tell you who is 
the creator of this wonderful memorandum.... 
 
At this point, Mr. Fahnbulleh's voice again began to 

falter and it was obvious that he was perilously near a 
breakdown. Yet he continued his testimony. Looking intently 
at the jurors, he said: 

 
I am telling the truth. You are men of justice, 
and righteousness. But if the government finds me 
guilty and shoots me, then I am prepared to die. I 
will leave it for the world to decide the truth of 
my story.... 
 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh then proceeded to discuss in some 

detail each of the foreigners whom the Prosecution had 
alleged to be his coconspirators. There was first of all, 
Dr. T.R. McKinnon, the former adviser to Kwame Nkrumah. 
Speaking of his relationship with Dr. McKinnon, Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh said: 

 
...We never discussed Communist books. If we did 
not have books, we discussed international or 
African affairs, mainly South Africa and Rhodesia 
.... He and I never plotted to come to Liberia to 
overthrow the Liberian government .... I respected 
him for his brain and I thought that by 
associating with him I would learn more. He is 
highly regarded in the literary world as a first 
class intellectual. I became more interested in 
him when he told me that he was collecting 
materials to write the life history of his friend, 
President Kenyatta .... Dr. McKinnon told me that 
although he had made certain attempts to contact 
his wife in Ghana he had not succeeded. And he 
felt that the reason for this was because he had 
no postal address to give to his wife and child, 
to be used in Kenya. I finally allowed him to use 
my post office box to contact his wife. Over a 
period of three months. two letters came for him 
from his wife and children in Ghana .... He never 
said to me that he wanted to use my post office 
box to communicate with Dr. Nkrumah. Nor did I 
receive any letter for him from Dr. Nkrumah 
through my post box, or else I would have stopped 
him immediately.... 
 
The other people cited by the Prosecution--Rev. T. N. 

W. Bush, Miss Catherine Hoskyns, Miss Therese Noel de Tilly, 
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and Dr. Ali Yusef Eraj, alleged by the Prosecution to be the 
persons Fahnbulleh intended to bring into the country as 
teachers-were all, like Dr. McKinnon, personal friends of 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh and nothing more. Rev. Bush was a 
white South African priest and a militant foe of apartheid. 
Because of his opposition to his government's racial 
policies, he was obliged to leave South Africa and had been 
earning his living as a teacher in Kenya. However, since the 
Kenyan government was replacing all Europeans with Africans, 
Rev. Bush would soon find himself without employment. One 
day Rev. Bush, along with some men whom Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh referred to as “South African Freedom Fighters,” 
visited his home. Some of these Africans told Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh of Rev. Bush's employment difficulties and 
inquired if he [Fahnbulleh] could not find a job for him in 
Liberia. Mr. Fahnbulleh said that he would take up the 
matter with President Tubman on his return to Liberia. 

 
Catherine Hoskyns was a young woman whom Mr. Fahnbulleh 

had met during his tour of duty in London. Miss Haskyns came 
to see him about a book she was writing on developments in 
various African countries, and she wanted material on 
Liberia. She had no intention of coming to Liberia to teach. 

 
Miss Therese Noel de Tilly was a woman whom Ambassador 

Fahnbulleh at one time had considered hiring as a secretary. 
 
Dr. Ali Yusef Eraj, a prominent Kenyan gynecologist of 

Asian extraction, was his wife's physician. He and the 
ambassador became good friends during the Fahnbullehs' stay 
in Nairobi. The two men shared a deep interest in political 
developments in Africa, and both were interested in the 
issue of birth control as it affected Africa. Ambassador 
Fahnbulleh was at one time invited by the Kenyan press to 
speak on this topic. Knowing that Dr. Eraj was a keen 
student of the subject and had amassed much material on it, 
he asked Dr. Eraj to provide him with background information 
on population and family planning. 

 
When Dr. Eraj told Mr. Fahnbulleh that he planned to 

attend a meeting in Conakry of the Liberation Committee of 
the 0. A. U., he expressed the hope of seeing him there. Mr. 
Fahnbulleh replied that he would seek permission from his 
Secretary of State to attend the Conakry meeting and foresaw 
no difficulty in gaining his approval, since in the past he 
had attended the meetings of the Committee when they had 
been held in East Africa. 

 
Dr. Eraj also inquired if there was any possibility 

that he could lecture in Liberia, and the ambassador told 
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him to keep in touch. A letter from Dr. Eraj recalling his 
interest in lecturing in Liberia was among the documents 
taken from Fahnbulleh's home in Monrovia the day of his 
arrest. Another letter from Dr. Eraj said that Mrs. 
Fahnbulleh was ill and had complained to him that she had 
not heard from her husband since he had gone back to Liberia 
to attend Tubman's inauguration. Dr. Eraj had written tt) 
Mr. Fahnbulleh both as his friend and as his wife's 
physician to tell him these things. In his testimony, Mr. 
Fahnbulleh said: 

 
We would not have had this difficulty and the time 
wasted if the contents of these letters that were 
seized by the security people from my files had 
been read to you word for word, letter for letter, 
because you would then have understood that these 
were merely business letters. They were not 
designed to bring teachers or anyone else here to 
undermine the constituted government of this 
country. But they [these letters] were waved in 
the air when Mr. Campbell was making his oration 
and giving a different picture to support what was 
in the indictment. You will see for yourself in 
these letters that there is nothing in them about 
treason; nothing about sedition; nothing about 
subversion; nothing about overthrowing the 
government of this country or that of any country 
in Africa. 
 
Two days before my departure from Nairobi, in the 
presence of Mr. Diggs [the First Secretary], my 
wife and I had a little misunderstanding on the 
question of allowance around the house .... I told 
my wife that I felt she was demanding too much. I 
told her that I thought she had agreed that 
whatever money we were making we would use to 
build one or two houses so that if we came back to 
Liberia and if Mr. Tubman decided to retire for 
personal reasons and the new man who succeeded him 
did not want our services, we could retire, rent 
one of our houses and live in the other. She could 
become a secretary and I would resume my law 
practice. All of these things were said in a 
family quarrel in the presence of my secretary. 
This is what Diggs told Oliver Bright when he came 
to inspect the mission: that I had decided to 
retire and was going into politics. This is what 
Oliver Bright related to Mr. Campbell and it 
became Point 12 of the memorandum.... 
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You have been told by the witnesses for the 
Prosecution that when they went to Nairobi they 
discovered in my library a book or books written 
by me. The truth of the matter is that I have not 
written any book. The only exception is that I 
have written a group of poems entitled, “Sons of 
My People.” It contains poems about Rhodesia, 
Mozambique, the Negro situation in America, and 
love poems. I have not written a book. I am com-
piling materials for a book; and, since my service 
imposes the burden on me of moving from place to 
place, each time I put my hand on valuable 
material I have it typed and put it there. When I 
get a book on Liberia I make notes and return the 
book to the owner. 
 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh then proceeded to explain the 

nature of some of the “incriminating” documents taken from 
his library which now figured as part of the evidence 
against him: 

 
The outline which the witnesses [for the 
Prosecution] told you was named “Your Next 
President,” was from a pamphlet not written by 
me....This pamphlet was written by a Mr. Holden in 
1948.... 
 
The second note that was found in my library is 
called, “Problems Before Liberia” written by Dr. 
Edward Wilmot Blyden .... The notes from “Tribal 
Wars in Liberia” was not my own creation. I took 
that from Henry B. Cole's book. The introduction, 
which is attached to my manuscript, was given to 
me by a cousin .... That file also contained a 
pamphlet entitled, “Liberia, America's 
Responsibility.” That was a dissertation which was 
written by a Kru who attended Fourah Bay College 
[in Sierra Leone]. I took the materials out of the 
file, typed the introduction, and filed it with my 
manuscript .... I have written no book. I have 
published nothing except one of my poems entitled 
Rhodesia. This was published both in Freetown and 
in Liberia. Here it was published by the Liberian 
Star. 
 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh had been advised by a friend not 

to publish his poems in Liberia because they might be 
misinterpreted. He decided, therefore, not to publish his 
poems anywhere until he was certain he could do so without 
fear of critical disapproval, adding, “I once gave one folio 
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of my poems to the late Langston Hughes for inclusion in an 
anthology he was preparing on African writers. Thank God 
mine never appeared!” 

 
Although it concluded on this wryly humorous note, the 

day's testimony had been long and exhausting. Everyone in 
the courtroom was under great strain; Fahnbulleh naturally 
most of all. The strain became evident when he broke down 
and wept as the guards let him out of the courtroom to be 
driven back to prison. Seeing her father in this condition, 
Miata Fahnbulleh burst into tears. 

 
The next day (June 2 1) Mr. Fahnbulleh directed his 

attention to the secret memorandum, the focal point of the 
trial and the piece of evidence upon whose authenticity the 
Prosecution's charges of treason depended. Mr. Fahnbulleh 
claimed that the memorandum was a forgery and that he had 
decided that it could only be the work of Campbell himself. 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh explained the events that led up to 
his arrest and to the accusation that he was the author of 
the vital memorandum: 

 
I arrived in Monrovia on December 29 [1967] to 
participate in the inaugural celebration....The 
diplomatic corps of Liberia decided, as was 
customary, that we give a party for the President. 
The party was planned for January 24 [19681 .... 
The President said that all the ambassadors had 
done well with the exception of one. This 
ambassador had involved himself in the active 
politics of the state to which he was assigned. 
Any ambassador who participated in the politics of 
the state to which he was designated was not fit 
to represent Liberia. 
 
There was this question in the air--Who was this 
ambassador to whom the President had 
alluded?....Again on the 26th of January [1968], 
the President, in his press conference, referred 
to the ambassador who had interfered in the 
internal affairs of the country to which he was 
accredited by employing in the Liberian Embassy a 
member of the opposition....It was after this 
second statement that I said to myself, Liberia is 
a compact society. Everyone is related to 
everyone....I know for certain that the government 
of Kenya has made no such complaint. I know for 
certain that the Secretary of State would have 
asked me, according to normal diplomatic practice, 
to submit a memorandum on any complaint that came 
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to him from the government of Kenya .... But if it 
is true that such reports, as mentioned by the 
President, came from Nairobi, then the source 
could only be one; my, smart' First Secretary. So 
I said I must contact my wife immediately to tell 
her to get hold of the file in my library on the 
First Secretary, give it either to Dr. Eraj or to 
Dr. McKinnon. Diggs is a smart boy. Having heard 
the President's speech, he will go to my house, 
fool my wife, get hold of this file and destroy 
it. If I were asked by the authorities to clear 
myself of these allegations, I would have no 
evidence. So I booked a telephone call on January 
27 [19681 to my wife. I told her “Look in my 
library; take the file on the First Secretary; 
give it to Dr. Eraj or Dr. McKinnon.” I could hear 
on the other side her saying to me, “What files?” 
The call was not distinct between here and 
Nairobi. So I told the intermediary in London to 
pass the message on to my wife but this gentleman 
said to me that it was not permitted, so I told 
him to abandon the call, and that I would send a 
cable. About eleven o'clock that day I went to the 
French cable office and sent a cable to my wife 
telling her not to allow anybody, repeat, anybody 
to enter my library.... 
 
The Prosecution told you that there was something 
vicious in sending the telegram to my wife via Dr. 
Eraj. The reason why I did not send the cable 
directly to her is that every cable sent to the 
Liberian Embassy or to any member of the embassy, 
goes through the embassy box. And I was afraid 
Diggs would have gotten this cable since he is the 
only one who collects our cables. This is the 
reason I sent a cable to Dr. Eraj. The Prosecution 
told you that I instructed my wife to give the 
embassy key to a foreigner. This is not so.... 
What I told her was not to give the key to my 
personal library to anyone. 
 
Everyone was wondering whether this sedition for 
which I was put in prison had been committed in 
Kenya or in the Republic of Liberia. But as it is 
the custom -in Britain and her democratic 
ex-colonies, where the newspaper is the first 
weapon for the defense of the rights of the 
individual, the press agencies, Reuters, etc., at 
once set the machinery in motion to find out for 
themselves whether the Liberian Ambassador to 
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Kenya [Mr. Henry Fahnbulleh] had made any 
seditious statement while he was serving in Kenya, 
up to and including the date of his departure. 
 
The Sierra Leone paper, the Daily Mail, on 
February 15, 1968, two days after my arrest, 
reported that their correspondent in Nairobi, as 
well as the B. B. C. in London, had informed them 
that I had made no seditious statements in 
Nairobi. Consequently, they felt that the trouble 
was in Monrovia.  
 
In the month of March, for one reason or another 
which I do not know, His Excellency the President, 
in another press conference said that the 
ambassador's actions were treasonable; therefore, 
on March 7, 1968, 1 was called out of my cell and 
another writ was served on me for treason....  
 
In my case, the press was set into motion against 
me with all the licentiousness they could devise 
and dare. You had fantastic headings [in the 
newspapers] such as “Facts Against Fahnbulleh Are 
Hair -Raising.”9 This propaganda confused even the 
best of my relatives .... It frightened the best 
of the lawyers in the city against taking up my 
case. I should mention also that by this time this 
great memorandum had by now appeared, piecemeal, 
as well as words here and there from the anonymous 
letters quoted.... 
 
Unfortunately for me, the entire memorandum, the 
anonymous letter, which is addressed to the 
Israeli Embassy and the letter which is addressed 
to the Nigerian Ambassador, purported to be 
written by a group of Liberian aborigines, was not 
published for the peoples of this country to read 
them for themselves, to analyze them for 
themselves, and to make their own deductions. 
Consequently, on March 11, 1968, the national 
legislature, according to the report of the Daily 
Listener [March 11, 1968], denounced the criminal, 
seditious, subversive, treasonable, and un-
patriotic acts of Mr. Henry B. Fahnbulleh. 
 
....By this time my files, taken from my house 
when I was arrested, were in possession of Mr. 
Campbell, Director of the National Security of the 

                                                        
9 Liberian Age (Monrovia), February 16, 1968. 
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Republic of Liberia ... by this time Mr. Baker and 
Mr. Bright had returned from Nairobi and submitted 
their report .... I reflected on a conversation I 
had with one of my colleagues ... that our 
classmate, Mr. Cornelius Campbell, had told him on 
three occasions that he wanted to go into the 
diplomatic service; that he was not well and felt 
that the diplomatic service would do him good. I 
told my colleague that according to the Secretary 
of State's report a post had been created in Japan 
and our friend could ask for assignment there.... 
 
I came to the conclusion that this memorandum was 
created by Campbell. But the poor boy was not 
clever enough. He took his memorandum to a cabinet 
meeting and told the cabinet that this very 
memorandum had been found in my wife's shoe when 
she sent a valise from Nairobi in care of Messrs. 
Bright and Baker. One or two cabinet ministers 
told my wife that this memo was found in her 
shoes. It became the talk of the town.... 
 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh then told how he had been visited 

by Senator Shad Tubman, Jr., the President's son, after his 
imprisonment; and how he had explained to him the nature of 
the poem entitled “Awake Captain”: 

 
. . .I told him that it was written about 
Rhodesia-not about Liberia; that the governments 
of Kenya, Tanzania, or Uganda could also bring up 
this poem and say that I was writing it to create 
incitement in their countries. When I brought this 
poem from Salisbury, I merely took it from my 
briefcase and put it in the top drawer of my desk 
in Nairobi. And there I left it until the in-
spection team of Baker and Oliver Bright brought 
it and gave it to the Security. It then became 
part of the indictment as a poem written by me and 
brought by me to Liberia to incite the people of 
this country against the constituted government 
.... 
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I am glad that I am telling my story for my people 
will hear it.... 
 
He [Campbell] took this secret memorandum and 
typed it on the other side of the poem to create 
the impression to the authorities of this country 
and to the court and jury and to convince them 
that I wrote the memo. These, gentlemen, are the 
facts .... The Prosecution has told you that I am 
the writer of the anonymous letters that were sent 
to the Israeli Embassy, to the Nigerian Embassy, 
and to the Attorney-General of Liberia. This is 
not so.... 
 
I wanted to see the Secretary of State or the 
Attorney- General of Liberia so that a serious 
effort to find the authors of these anonymous 
letters could be undertaken.... This could have 
been accomplished through security means by first 
tracing the typewriter on which these anonymous 
letters were written, by asking for the original 
copies, and by sending them either to Scotland 
Yard or to the United States to conduct a lab test 
on them to determine fingerprints. This was not 
done....And so you are told that because there are 
certain similarities here and there between my own 
manuscript and the anonymous letters, I am, by a 
peculiar imagination, the author of the anonymous 
letters.... 
 
Then there is the question of the government of 
Liberia bringing into this country 50,000 American 
Negroes to reinforce, according to the memorandum, 
“the Americo- Liberian group that is dying out.” 
In my opinion, gentlemen of the jury, a discussion 
of this nature, even if it was the intention of my 
governmentwhich I would fully approve-would have 
been a very confidential matter. This government 
would have discussed this issue only at a higher 
level-perhaps first with the cabinet, then with 
the legislature-and a decision taken before it is 
made known to the man in the street.... 
 
Added to this is the fact that between the events 
of April 28 (the day of the first mammoth parade 
against Fahnbulleh] and May 3, when the 
demonstrations were held in the country condemning 
me for treason as a result of these papers, it was 
made clear in official statements reported in the 
Liberian local papers, that authorship of these 
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anonymous letters was attributed to two of our 
leading universities in this country.... 
 
With that, the defendant concluded his testimony. When 

the court reconvened in the afternoon, Mr. Fahnbulleh was 
subjected to cross-examination. For five hours attorneys for 
the Prosecution sought to expose weak points in his 
testimony. The ambassador was asked whether his friendship 
with Dr. McKinnon was such as to justify asking him to live 
with him and his family at the embassy. Mr. Fahnbulleh 
replied they were, indeed, such close friends that when Dr. 
McKinnon was seriously ill he had gone to spend a week with 
him at his home. “He was not an enemy of the government of 
Liberia and the government of Liberia had given no 
instructions that our friends or relations could not stay 
with me,” he replied. 

 
The Prosecution questioned Mr. Fahnbulleh about the 

telegram he sent to Dr. Eraj instructing him to contact Mrs. 
Fahnbulleh to remove certain files. Why had he sent the 
cable to Dr. Eraj when he had a grownup son in Nairobi at 
the time to whom such a cable could have been 
sent?Ambassador Fahnbulleh explained that according to the 
arrangements they had with the Kenyan post office, all 
letters, including cablegrams, went to the embassy through 
the Charge' d'Affaires. Since his own departure from 
Nairobi, this meant that all such communications would 
necessarily pass through the hands of Mr. Diggs, his First 
Secretary. 

 
Later, Mr. Fahnbulleh was questioned by his own 

attorneys: “The Prosecution alleges that there is an 
underground movement. What have you to say about this?” 

 
I've said it earlier and I say it again: as far as 
I am concerned, I know of no movement. I belong to 
no movement or association or group of persons in 
or outside Liberia aimed at overthrowing the 
government of Liberia. And that if I had heard or 
known of the existence of a movement in this 
country, I would have been the first to report it, 
because if that movement had succeeded, I would 
have been one of the first to have been affected, 
by reason of the delicate position I have had as 
an ambassador of this country up until February 
13th. 
 
Mr. Fahnbulleh's attorney put another question to him: 

“The Prosecution alleges that you are the author of the 
purported secret memorandum. What have you to say to this?” 
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I have said earlier that I know nothing about the 
secret memorandum, that the author of the secret 
memorandum was Cornelius Campbell. 
 
Mr. Fahnbulleh's attorneys then filed a motion to 

invite Dr. Eraj, Dr. McKinnon, Miss Catherine Hoskyns, Miss 
Therese Noel de Tilly and the Reverend T. N. W. Bush from 
Kenya in order to testify for the Defense. The prosecuting 
attorneys immediately objected, claiming that it was merely 
a delaying tactic on the part of the Defense and therefore 
should not be granted. The Prosecution contended that the 
Defense attorneys should have undertaken to get statements 
from those persons before the trial started. They had not 
exercised “due diligence.” 

 
Mr. Jones, one of the Defense attorneys, replied to 

these charges: 
 
Is it so strange that the Defense should file such a 

motion when on the opening of this trial the defendant did 
not have a lawyer, did not have the money to hire a lawyer, 
and did not know when he would have a lawyer? On May 24, the 
lawyers [named by the Court] refused to defend this man. We 
met our client for the first time on June 6. 

 
The Defense attorneys also pointed out that the 

Liberian Supreme Court had always insisted that every 
facility be allowed the accused, especially in capital 
cases, to prove his innocence. 

 
The Attorney-General objected to the letters rogatory 

being sent to Kenya on the grounds that the Defense 
attorneys, in their request for these depositions, had not  
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The Ambassador and his 
wife, Trafina, during a 
moment of respite outside 
the courtroom 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
specified the persons who would serve on a commission of 
inquiry as specified in Rule 17 of the Liberian Code of 
Laws. Only when specific individuals were named could such 
depositions be accepted, and this had not been done. 

 
Judge Dennis, after listening to these arguments, 

overruled the Prosecution's objection, and accorded the 
Defense four days in which to file their cross 
-interrogatories so that they could be sent to Nairobi for 
the deposition of the Defense witnesses. 

 
Dramatic developments outside the courtroom occurred 

the next day, June 27. Mr. Patrick Minikon, Director of the 
National Bureau of Investigation (N. B. I.), was arrested 
and charged with being an accessory after the fact of 
treason. Mr. Minikon, who earlier had testified as a witness 
for the Prosecution concerning the anonymous slogans found 
on walls and culverts in Monrovia, was now alleged to have 
connived with Mr. Fahnbulleh in treasonable acts aiming to 
overthrow the government. He was told that charges against 
him had been made by one Samuel Crump, a person unknown to 
Mr. Minikon, but supposedly an agent of the Central 
Intelligence Department ( C. I. D.). 
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Back in court, the Defense called Mrs. Trafina 
Fahnbulleh, the defendant's wife, to the stand. She 
corroborated her husband's testimony that Mrs. Pinto, whom 
her husband had hired as a secretary, was not a member of 
the opposition in Kenya; and, indeed, that she had been 
recommended to the ambassador by none other than Mr. Joseph 
Murumbi, former Vice-President of Kenya. 

 
The First Secretary Diggs, Mrs. Fahnbulleh asserted, 

had shown scant respect toward the Ambassador. She said that 
Mr. Diggs never accompanied the Ambassador to the airport 
when he was going away. “It was customary,” she said, “for 
other secretaries to be courteous enough to see their bosses 
off, and at least see that their luggage had been handled 
properly.” According to Mrs. Fahnbulleh, however, when Mr. 
Diggs was reproached by some of his friends for not doing 
this, he is alleged to have replied: “In Liberia people like 
me do not cater to the natives.” 

 
Mrs. Fahnbulleh denied having said to Mr. Campbell, the 

head of the NISS, that there would be a “bullet in his 
stomach” because of his testimony against her husband. She 
did admit saying that she asked Mr. Campbell in the presence 
of several other people, “Who paid you to lie ? Mrs. 
Fahnbulleh denied that she went to Mr. Campbell to beg him 
to set her husband free or at least to reduce the charges 
against him. She said, “I am not such an idiot. I can see 
the President of this nation and the Attorney-General 
anytime, including Sundays, and I know they have the power 
to either free my husband or to reduce the charges against 
him. I have never even mentioned such a thing to them, much 
less to Mr. Campbell. “ 

 
Mrs. Fahnbulleh told the court that Mr. Campbell had 

his agents follow her everywhere. They knew, she said, where 
she parked her car, with whom she talked, and for how long. 
She also said that Mr. Campbell had threatened her brother 
with the loss of his job at the NISS; he had even told her 
that her life and the lives of her children were in danger. 

 
The final witnesses for the Defense were the directors 

of two local radio stations. It will be recalled that the 
Prosecution had charged that one of the points on the secret 
memorandum, said to have been written by Mr. Fahnbulleh, 
dealt with planting agents of his underground movement in 
the local radio stations to facilitate the takeover of the 
government. When they took the stand, however, both Mr. G. 
Henry Andrews of the Liberian Broadcasting Corporation and 
Mr. Dick Reed of the E.L.W.A. said that they could neither 
prove nor disprove the charge. 
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At the conclusion of the testimony of these witnesses, 

Judge Dennis now reversed his ruling on the Defense's motion 
that letters rogatory be sent to Kenya to obtain written 
depositions from the other defense witnesses on the ground 
that the Defense's motion had not been filed correctly. The 
court held that a postponement was unnecessary. The 
Fahnbulleh trial now moved into its final phase, the summing 
up and the verdict. 
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After four months of imprisonment and three weeks of testimony, 
Henry Fahnbulleh finally saw his trial for treason move into its 
final phase. This trial was generally conceded to be the most 
important ever held. in Liberia. Because it pitted a prominent 
Liberian aborigine against the Americo-Liberian establishment, it 
was watched with fascination throughout the land. The tension was 
great in Monrovia's Temple of Justice on July 3, 1968, when the 
Honorable James A. A. Pierre, Liberian Attorney General, 
presented the Prosecution's final statement to the court and 
jury: 
 

May it please Your Honour and Gentlemen of the Jury: I 
stand before you today to close the argument for the 
State, and to sum up the evidence in what I think is the 
vilest and what has been shown to be the most treacherous 
and treasonable criminal case in our history. This is the 
first time in the long history of our criminal trials 
that a diabolical mind has conceived a plan to 
exterminate a whole element of the people of the country; 
and one wonders if he [Fahnbulleh] kept notes of the Nazi 
plans for extermination of the Jews. This is the first 
time in the history of our criminal trials that a 
defendant has been charged with arranging with foreign 
subversive elements to come into the country for the 
purpose of helping with plans to murder officials of 
[the] government and thereby effect the overthrow of 
constituted authority. Of all the blackest acts of 
turpitude and crime that our courts have had to handle 
since 1847 and until today, none has equalled this crime 
in its enormity and in its depravity.1  
 
 

_________________________________________________________________ 
    1This quote and all subsequent quotations from the trial of 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh are taken directly from the proceedings in 
court as recorded by the author. 
 
Copyright C 1968 American Universities Field Staff, Inc. 
 
[VDB-6-'68] 
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Unborn generations will examine what was revealed in this case; 
posterity will review the record made at this trial; they will 
read the documents which have been relied upon by both sides, and 
they will also read the testimony of the several witnesses and of 
the defendant himself. History will say tomorrow whether or not 
the several acts which we have proved to have been committed by 
Mr. Fahnbulleh in his capacity as Liberian Ambassador, and 
against the interest of his country and the countries to which he 
was accredited by the Liberian government--hi story will say 
whether or not those several acts did or did not amount to 
treason. 
 
Treason, according to the penal statutes of Liberia, consists in 
the commission of any acts against the government of Liberia 
which breach the allegiance the citizen should hold to the 
government of his country; it also consists in any acts 
committed, overt or otherwise, tending to overthrow the authority 
of the government. (See Volume III of Liberian Code of Laws, page 
950, Sec. 50 (d) and (e). 
 
In count one and two of the Indictment the defendant is charged 
with conspiring and contriving with citizens and foreigners to 
overthrow the government of Liberia. We produced in evidence the 
secret memorandum which in twelve counts laid bare the plans for 
the aforesaid overthrow. It named the foreigners who were to have 
come to Liberia under the pretense of seeking teaching positions 
and employment, but in reality to be near at hand to mastermind 
the overthrow plans. 
 
Incidentally, these very foreigners were sought to be brought as 
witnesses for the defendant. The memorandum referred to efforts 
to have Chinese come in also to control the local movement; it 
also revealed that the whole plan would be financed from Chinese 
sources. That secret memorandum is in evidence, but we shall come 
to that later. In still further proof of count one of the 
Indictment, we have put in evidence photographs of writings which 
appeared on walls, on water pipes, and in sundry places in and 
around the city after Fahnbulleh's arrest for treason. These 
writings have stated very pointedly that the writers belong to 
Fahnbulleh's movement, and they have pronounced death to 
officials of government because of Fahnbulleh's incarceration. 
 
These photographs are in evidence for you gentlemen of the jury 
and for all to see; definitely they will go down in history for 
posterity to read. On your shoulders, Gentlemen of the Jury, will 
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The Honorable James A. A. Pierre, Liberian Attorney- 
General, summing up the case for the Prosecution. 

 
 
 
rest the consequences of the outcome of these treacherous acts 
of this citizen. Because, by your verdict you will either 
condone his treachery and treason, or by that same verdict you 
will condemn that treachery and thereby prevent a recurrence, 
so that the autonomy of this country can be handed down 
unimpaired to unborn generations. That decision is not the 
lawyers'; is not the judge's; it is yours. 
 
In count three of the Indictment the defendant is charged with 
having planned with members of his movement twelve steps or 
acts, the implementation of which would have effected the 
planned overthrow of government. 
 
Now let us go over that plan in some detail. As to proof that 
the defendant did write this memorandum, we put a witness on 
the stand who testified that writing on the back or overside 
of the memorandum, to wit; a poem entitled Awake Captain is in 
the handwriting of the defendant. We went further and had the 
handwriting expert from the N. B. I [National Bureau of 
Intelligence] laboratory analyse and compare that handwriting 
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with two letters the defendant wrote from the Central Prison 
after his incarceration. The expert testimony showing the 
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handwriting to be that of the defendant is on record, and the 
experts' reports and charts are in evidence. So we have proved 
conclusively that this document found in his papers during the 
search of his home when arrested was indeed his. He has 
admitted on the witness stand that he wrote the poem appearing 
on the over side of the document; but he says that the secret 
memorandum was written by Director Campbell of the NISS 
[National Intelligence and Security Service]. 
 
Now let us see if it could be remotely possible for anyone 
other than the defendant himself, or members of his movement, 
to have written this document. 
 
(1) Count one of the document reveals the defendant's plan to 
visit Conakry for the purpose of conference with former Ghana 
President Nkrumah. The defendant admitted on the witness stand 
that he did indeed plan to visit Conakry during his stay in 
Monrovia attending the last inauguration. The defendant also 
said on the stand that the secret memorandum had carried the 
name of one Toure, but that this name had been erased. How did 
he know that anything had been erased? How did he know that 
anything had been erased on the document unless he had been 
the author and knew what he had written? Certainly, when the 
document was inspected there was an erasure, and we wondered 
how he came to know what that other name was; but he said on 
the witness stand that the name was Toure'; he should know, 
but how could Campbell have known? 
 
(2) In count two of the secret memorandum it is revealed that 
plans were to be made to secure teaching positions for one T. 
N. W. Bush, one Catherine Hoskyns, and one Therese Noel de 
Tilly to come to Monrovia to further the movement's 
objectives. We have put in evidence letters from these 
persons, in which they have expressed reaction to his 
suggested teaching posts in Monrovia; in the case of T. N. W. 
Bush, his letter to the defendant informed him that he had 
resigned his teaching post at a university in East Africa and 
was ready to come. In that letter, Bush gave his full 
qualifications as a teacher. Those letters are in evidence and 
are proof in themselves. How could Director Campbell even know 
the people concerned? 
 
(3) In count three of the secret memorandum it is revealed 
that plans were to be worked out to bring at least ten Chinese 
experts to Monrovia to mastermind the local movement's 
activities. God only knows what those activities were to be! 
But there must be some definite connection between the 
defendant and the Chinese, since he was furnished a membership 
pin or badge of the Chinese Communist leader Mao Tse Tung; 
that pin or badge with card attached is in evidence and speaks 
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for itself. If Director Campbell manufactured count three of 
this document, how could he have known that the defendant had 
a membership badge of the Chinese Communist party? 
 
(4) Count four of the secret memorandum talks about discussing 
with one Koon, one Konoyah, one Acolasy, and Lebanese 
adherents, plans to accelerate the movement's activities and 
to give them assurance of increased financial assistance from 
Chinese sources. These names, except the Lebanese adherents, 
are familiar and would seem to represent persons known to us. 
Certainly as to their involvement in the defendant's plot, we 
prefer not to go into it at this time. But one thing is 
certain, Director Campbell and the security services know much 
more about your movement's activities than it is necessary to 
reveal at this time in order to prove that you are guilty of 
treason. 
 
(5) The secret memorandum in count five tells of making more 
attractive offers to Simpson and General T. and to let them 
know that their fears are wrong, and that they will be 
adequately protected. Several questions arise out of this 
count: Who is this Simpson? And who is General T.? What is it 
necessary for them to be protected against? Why the necessity 
for more attractive offers to be made to them? Had they been 
approached by the movement, and they expressed their fears? 
This is the most intriguing of the twelve counts of this 
secret document. To each of these questions, and especially to 
that concerning the identity of the persons named, we all have 
our independent views, we all are entitled to our opinions. I 
shall repeat what I have said in respect to count four of the 
memorandum: We know more about the movement and its membership 
than is necessary to reveal at this time in order to convict 
Fahnbulleh for treason so we shall pass this count by, and let 
no one be deceived, we shall not relent our vigil.. 
 
(6) In count six of the secret memorandum, plans are discussed 
for having agents planted in ELBC, ELWA, and VOA [local broad 
casting stations] to enable easy takeover at the proper time. 
The most amusing side of the entire trial was when the 
managers of these stations were called to testify for the 
defendant. Would the defendant, in spite of all his claim of 
superior intelligence, would he have been stupid enough to 
inform these stations of his plans? And if he didn't inform 
them of his plans, could they have known anything about such a 
diabolical plot, which would not only have destroyed their 
plans, but might have taken their lives as well? Yet he had 
the unbridled audacity to have them summoned as his witnesses. 
What he tried to prove is still a criminal trial mystery. 
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(7) In count seven of the secret memorandum, reference is 
again made to this Simpson; and this time he is to arrange for 
Dr. McKinnon and Dr. Eraj to visit Monrovia, preferably 
incognito. But why incognito? What could they have to hide and 
how could their secret be connected with defendant Fahnbulleh? 
Both of these men are close friends of the defendant; both of 
them have questionable records. Dr. Eraj was left with keys to 
the embassy when the defendant came to Monrovia to attend the 
last inauguration; this is the same Dr. Eraj who was given 
confidential files from the embassy for safe-keeping when a 
State Department representative was sent to Nairobi on the eve 
of Fahnbulleh's arrest. This is the same Dr. Eraj to whom the 
defendant sent a confidential cablegram to tell his wife not 
to allow the representative from the State Department to enter 
his study. Isn't this conduct on the part of an ambassador 
rather strange? I ask this question of you, Gentlemen of the 
Jury, and I also put the question to world public opinion. Dr. 
McKinnon, whose record I shall read, played a great part in 
our embassy's affairs. He was so close to the Liberian 
Ambassador that permission was given him to live at the 
embassy, and Ambassador Fahnbulleh took him on official trips 
with him at Liberian government expense. I again put the 
question to world opinion: Is that conduct compatible with 
what should be expected of a loyal and patriotic ambassador 
accredited to a foreign government, in face of the fact that 
it was well known that Dr. McKinnon was anti the Kenya 
government? 
 
(8) In count eight of the secret memorandum, reference is made 
to the movement's satisfaction of the manner in which 
Farngalo, Gbabea, and Kennedy have tactfully conducted the 
movement's affairs in their respective areas. Again questions 
arise out of this count: Who are these men? Could they be 
officials connected with government operations in certain 
areas? What has been the tactful handling of the movement's 
affairs in their respective areas? I will say again, we know 
more about the movement and its membership than is necessary 
to reveal at this time in order to convict Fahnbulleh of 
treason. So we will pass this count by also. 
 
(9) Count nine of the secret memorandum discourages police 
participation in the movement's plans. Someone is to be told 
the reasons why. Could it be because they feel they would make 
no progress in trying to inveigle the National Police Force to 
join their diabolical plot? We might never know, but one thing 
is certain: The police is not to be brought into the plot. 
 
(10) ' "Kini" to be advised that Workorlor should not continue 
on the basis as before, and that his open and out-spoken 
criticism of government policies must stop, and a more tactful 
approach assumed-that is count ten of the secret memorandum. 
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Here again this count raises questions: Is Workorlor the 
organization which once existed, and which only persons of the 
Vai tribe could become members of? Or is this Workorlor 
referred to in count ten of the secret memorandum an 
individual? Asked if he were a member of the organization 
Workorlor, defendant Fahnbulleh denied ever having been a 
member; we know this to be untrue because the government has a 
complete list of the members of this banned organization. We 
know much more about Workorlor than it is necessary for us to 
go into now. 
 
(11) Count eleven of the secret memorandum has advised that 
the sons of the soil should be educated against the scheming 
Open Door Policy of the Tubman administration. This very 
phrase, in almost the exact words, is written in the 
manuscript of the defendant's book. By "sons of the soil" the 
defendant must have been referring to descendants of the 
tribes, because in his book, Liberia Within Independent 
Africa, he has therein also criticized the Open Door Policy as 
being unrealistic; but we shall come to the contents of this 
book later. 
 
(12) Count twelve of the secret memorandum speaks of the 
defendant's intention to leave the Foreign Service and enter 
politics. We put witnesses on the stand who testified that he 
had expressed such intentions before he left Nairobi for 
Monrovia to attend the last inauguration; he also expressed 
this intention on his way to Monrovia at a hotel in Accra, 
Ghana. How could Director Campbell have known that the 
ambassador had such intentions? How could Director Campbell 
have so correctly guessed what was happening in respect to the 
other eleven counts, as I have tried to connect the contents 
of these counts with written evidence and oral testimony which 
came to light in this trial? The defendant can convince no one 
that he or members of his movement did not prepare this secret 
memorandum as a working paper for the execution of this 
diabolical plot to overthrow the government. 
 
Gentlemen of the Jury, this is the blue-print for putting into 
effect the most diabolical plan ever conceived to overthrow 
the government of Liberia. I have quoted it and connected its 
contents with testimony you have heard in this trial and with 
written evidence which you will take into your room of 
deliberation to examine for yourselves. You, as judges of 
facts, must have to determine whether you believe that, even 
though the defendant admits writing the poem on the back of 
this document, it was Director Campbell who wrote the twelve 
counts which constitute the overthrow plans he and his 
movement sought to execute. You must have to say by your 
verdict whether or not we have been able to prove that this 
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document found among the personal effects of the defendant was 
not written by him. 
 
Upon that decision which your verdict will make, might rest 
the future of your children and the fate of countless lives. 
You are the judges of the facts; you must decide. 
 
Counts four and five of the Indictment charge that on the 6th 
day of January this year, only a few days after the 
inauguration he had come from Kenya to attend, and while the 
festivities were still going on, in utter disregard of the 
allegiance, fidelity and obedience which every citizen ought 
to bear toward the government of his country, Henry B. 
Fahnbulleh, one of the ambassadors holding the confidence of 
the Liberian government, wrote to the Israeli Ambassador near 
this capital, sending the American Ambassador and the 
President copies of a treasonable letter, which out of 
cowardice and treachery he failed to sign; he had written a 
similar one the year before and addressed it to the Attorney- 
General; he also wrote another on the 25th of January this 
year to the Nigerian Ambassador; all are in evidence, not one 
is signed. 
 
Some have asked how do we know that Fahnbulleh wrote these 
letters? My answer is that Fahnbulleh himself cannot, and in 
deed did not, deny that he wrote these treasonable documents; 
he could not deny it because in the manuscript of his book 
which was discovered when his office in Nairobi was searched 
by State Department representatives are numerous passages 
which also appear in these letters of January of this year, 
and in another written by him earlier to the Attorney 
-General. Was it coincidence that the author of the letters 
quoted from Fahnbulleh's book book before the manuscript was 
published? 
 
Count eight of the Indictment has charged that the defendant, 
being suspicious that his nefarious and treacherous plans 
might have been revealed and thereby expose his acts of 
treason, did telephone to his wife for the notorious Dr. Eraj 
to take delivery of certain confidential files supposed to 
contain subversive documents pertaining to the planned 
overthrow of the Liberian government. The fact that our 
ambassador instructed that a foreign national should take 
delivery of confidential embassy files is in itself 
treasonable. 
 
How could Ambassador Fahnbulleh claim loyalty and allegiance 
to the government he represented in Nairobi when he stole its 
confidential files out of the embassy and entrusted them to 
the care of a known antagonist of the Kenya government to  
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which he was accredited? But why would any loyal servant of 
the Liberian government conceal files of the embassy from 
officials of the State Department? I leave these questions to 
you, Members of the Jury, and to the impartial judgment of 
history. 
 
Count ten of the Indictment has charged that in his book, 
Liberia Within Independent Africa, the defendant, in utter 
disregard of the allegiance which he should have borne to the 
government, and the obedience which was due from him to the 
administration which he served, and in furtherance of his 
treasonable acts, wrote critically false, antagonistic and 
treasonable allegations similar to those which he wrote in his 
anonymous letters sent to the foreign embassies in Monrovia. 
 
In count eleven of the Indictment the defendant is charged 
with having put the Liberian Embassy's post office box at the 
disposal of this subversive foreign movement, and it was 
actually used against the interest of the government to which 
he was accredited as well as the Liberian government. We 
proved by a letter written by Dr. McKinnon to former President 
Nkrumah of Ghana that this is true. That letter is in 
evidence. We have alleged it and the defendant has not denied 
that this is true.  
 
All through the anonymous letters written by the defendant to 
the embassies and the nocturnal writings and threats of 
violence written on walls and elsewhere by members of his 
movement as well as in his book, Liberia Within Independent 
Africa, descendants of the pioneers have been referred to as 
ex-slaves and strangers from America, who have stolen lands 
belonging to the aborigines; they have accused the government 
of being partial in respect to the distribution of offices, 
and they have claimed that all important positions in 
government are held by descendants of the pioneers, and the 
descendants of the tribes have been suppressed, exploited and 
reduced to serfs. Now let us look at the facts of the case and 
see if these accusations are justified. 
 
It is false and untrue when the defendant claims that the 
pioneers and their descendants stole the aborigines' lands. We 
have proved this to be false by production of a photo copy of 
the original deed for this property executed in December 1821 
by the chiefs to the representatives of the American 
Colonization Society. The Secretary of State of the United 
States, upon our request, has sent us a copy of the deed; and 
we have put it in evidence in this case. So no one stole any 
portion of the territory called Liberia; that is a heinous 
lie, and for too long it has been circulated for the purpose 
of stirring up dissatisfaction, dissension and strife between 
the descendants of the tribes and the descendants of the 
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pioneers. That very act is treason, and defendant Fahnbulleh 
knows it. Not only is it true that the land was bought for the 
pioneers by the Colonization Society, but the pioneers 
themselves, after inhabiting the land, invited their less 
fortunate brothers from whom the property was bought to join 
them and own it together in fee. 
 
I put the question to you, Gentlemen of the Jury, and to the 
consciences of an impartial public opinion: Is this 
suppression, oppression, or exploitation of the tribal peoples 
by the descendants of the pioneers, as has been charged by the 
defendant and his movement? 
 
Defendant Fahnbulleh and his movement have called the pioneers 
and their descendants ex-slaves and strangers from America. 
But who made us slaves? Who sold us into slavery, welcomed us 
after more than two hundred years, when our white slave 
masters returned us to the shores from whence they had taken 
us away in chains? Are we to be blamed because against our 
will, and without our consent, we were severed from our kith 
and sold into slavery in a foreign land by our own people? 
Must we die now because we are descendants of those slaves, 
according to the plans of defendant Fahnbulleh and his 
movement? We did not ask to leave our kith and kin; we did not 
ask to be sold or bought. We appeal to the fair and impartial 
judgment of the world, and we challenge any aborigine, 
including defendant Fahnbulleh, to deny the truthfulness of 
what we have said. 
 
In the Declaration of Independence what happened is recorded 
for unborn generations of our peoples to know and for the 
whole world to read. It is therein written: "Under the 
auspices of the American Colonization Society, we established 
ourselves here, on land acquired by purchase from the Lords of 
the Soil. In an original compact with this Society, we, for 
important reasons, delegated to it certain political powers; 
while this institution stipulated that whenever the people 
should become capable of conducting the government or whenever 
the people should desire it, this institution would resign the 
delegated power, peaceably withdraw its supervision, and leave 
the people to the government of themselves." Under the 
auspices and guidance of this institution, which has nobly and 
in perfect faith redeemed its pledges to the people, we have 
grown and prospered. 
 
From time to time, our number has been increased by migration 
from America, and by accessions from the native tribes; and 
from time to time, as circumstances required it, we have 
extended our borders by acquisition of land by honourable 
purchase from the natives of the country. 
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Do you still say, Mr. Fahnbulleh, the pioneers stole your 
land? Are you still unwilling to credit the facts of history 
even though these facts face you in physical evidence, to wit: 
copy of the original deed and the record of the Declaration of 
Independence? Are you still willing to indoctrinate the tribal 
peoples with the false idea that the ex-slaves from America 
stole their lands and have oppressed them on it? Don't you 
realize, Mr. Fahnbulleh, that this could stir up a 
dissatisfaction and breed a hate which could result in 
wholesale killings, and perhaps final loss to us of our 
autonomy? Is that what you want to see, Mr. Fahnbulleh? You 
have pronounced woe upon the descendants of the pioneers, whom 
you have called ex-slaves and strangers from America; but I 
say to you today in the presence of God of our Fathers, and 
before the bar of the world, that your name will go down in 
the history of Liberia in ignominy, shame, and disgrace for 
what you have tried to do. 
 
We come now to review the allegation that all important 
positions in government are held by the descendants of the 
pioneers and that the sons of the soil hold only minor and 
inferior posts. Here again for wicked purposes of his own and 
to further his intention to stir up insurrection and strife 
among the people of the country, defendant Fahnbulleh and his 
movement have circulated a heinous lie. Given below is a brief 
ratio of important government offices as that ratio stands 
today and as distributed among the citizens of the country. 
 
There are eighteen Senators, nine are from the tribes and nine 
are from descendants of the  pioneers; there are fifty-one 
members of the House of Representatives, thirty are from the 
tribes, twenty-one from the descendants of the pioneers; there 
are fourteen cabinet ministers, five have tribal backgrounds, 
and nine are from the descendants of the pioneers. Among the 
four new counties all executive positions, including the 
superintendency of the counties, are held almost entirely by 
the tribal peoples themselves; indeed, more than ninety-five 
per cent of public offices are held by the tribal peoples. 
There have been two Vice-Presidents and two Chief-Justices 
from among the tribal peoples; yet defendant Fahnbulleh has 
told the world and has circulated the false impression that 
all important positions of government are held by descendants 
of the pioneers. Fahnbulleh, why have you lied? Why have you 
tried to impress the world that we have oppressed you and the 
tribal peoples? What are you trying to prove? Are you trying 
to turn the hands of the progressive clock backward to suit 
your own ends? Are you trying to create in Liberia a situation 
where carnage and death will replace the uninterrupted 
processes of government we have known for 120 years? Who are 
you, Fahnbulleh, to attempt to barter away the heritage of the  
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youths of this land to satisfy the evil ambitions of you and a 
few disgruntled members of your tribe? 
 
In some countries in the world today the original inhabitants 
have been almost totally exterminated; instead, you have been 
an ambassador, ranking higher in salary than any other in the 
Foreign Service. Have you ever stopped to think why, Mr. 
Fahnbulleh? Why did you draw salary next to that of the 
President? Don't you think that descendants of the pioneers 
who also served with you in the Foreign Service would have 
liked to draw the same kind of salary? But you haven't had the 
decency or the gratitude to thank your benefactors; on the 
contrary, you have made plans to have them exterminated. Oh, 
Fahnbulleh, how sharper than a serpent's tooth it is to have a 
thankless child'. 
 
The court and jury must be reminded of the following facts to 
break down Mr. Fahnbulleh's fabricated explanation about the 
membership card and pin sent to him by the China-Africa 
Peoples Friendship Association: 
 
(1) The pin and card were picked up from his office at the 
Chancery in a sealed envelope from Peking addressed to him 
with a Chinese postage stamp on its face. The envelope is in 
evidence and can be seen by all. According to the date-stamp 
thereon, the envelope which also contained a membership card 
on which the pin was pinned, arrived in Mr. Fahnbulleh's 
office in Nairobi after he had come to Monrovia, and it had 
not even been opened. 
 
Questions which seem inconsistent with Mr. Fahnbulleh's 
explanation about the pin being one he took from his children 
are: (a) Were his children fighting over the pin in his 
residence or in the Chancery? The unopened envelope containing 
the pin was found in the Chancery. (b) Did his children 
receive membership cards with the pins from the Chinese 
Ambassador? If they did, these cards should have been at the 
embassy and not the Chancery. (c) Certainly he had more than 
two children; why, according to him, were only two pins given 
by the Chinese Ambassador? 
 
To be a successful liar, one must have a good memory. 
 
The defendant was at great pains to explain his possession of 
this Chinese Communist membership pin or badge. We are 
creditably informed that there are about four Chinese 
Communist front, organizations which guide Communist Chinese 
activities in Africa. We know that this pin with attached card 
belongs to one of these Chinese Communist organizations, and 
Fahnbulleh's clumsy lies have done nothing to disprove the 
bare facts. But it is for you, Gentlemen of the Jury, to say 
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by your verdict whether or not you believe the fantastic story 
told by the defendant to the effect that a single Chinese 
Communist membership card and pin found sealed in an unopened 
envelope posted to him from China was a gift from the Chinese 
Ambassador in Nairobi to his four children. 
 
The doubt that Mr. Fahnbulleh tries to create by repeatedly 
challenging the Prosecution to produce a documentation of a 
memorandum on, or a written report of the conversation between 
him and his European friend is easily removed. I will ask the 
court and jury to note that the witness for the Prosecution 
who testified to the conversation between Fahnbulleh and his 
European friend did not say what was the form of the report 
received on the conversation-as to whether it was oral or 
written. It must be remembered that this witness is a Secret 
Service Officer and the source of his report is confidential. 
 
But whatever the form of the report was, is not important in 
as much as he [Fahnbulleh] admitted some conversation between 
himself and a European friend, and the credibility of what is 
reported by the following as text of the conversation has been 
firmly established by the following factual presentations: 
 
(1) In the conversation, Mr. Fahnbulleh is reported to have 
said that he, a Vai, and many other aborigines like him, had 
become dissatisfied with the Americo- Liberians and planned to 
upset the Americo-Liberians' ascendancy, and that the movement 
would come to head about five years from 1962. 
 
(2) Five years later anonymous letters threatening the 
Americo-Liberians with liquidations and extermination and 
declaring that there is now an underground movement to set up 
a resistant force against the constituted government of 
Liberia and take over from the Americo-Liberians appeared, 
signed by a group who call themselves "the aborigines," 
confirming the report that, according to Mr. Fahnbulleh, there 
was a group of dissatisfied aborigines together with himself 
who had planned to resist the government five years from 
1962--the date of the conversation. 
 
(3) In the conversation Mr. Fahnbulleh said he was writing a 
book in which he was giving expression to his views on what he 
felt was the basis of the dissatisfaction of his group with 
the ''Americo-Liberians' rule" and which situation he and his 
group felt had to be corrected by force of revolution. 
 
(4) The book was found in three typewritten uncorrected copies 
in Mr. Fahnbulleh's study in Nairobi with the same views 
written therein. This finding again of the book reported 
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earlier and mentioned in the conversation, confirms that there 
was such a conversation. 
 
(5) In the conversation, Mr. Fahnbulleh is reported to have 
said that the dissatisfied group who would set up a resistant 
force were aborigines, and the anonymous letters announcing 
the existence of an underground movement to set up the force 
were signed by people who signed the letters as "the 
aborigines," again confirming the credibility of the report 
the conversation having taken place. 
 
(6) It was reported that in the conversation, Mr. Fahnbulleh 
said that when the movement came to head five years later, he 
would "pack up", leave the Foreign Service, and come home to 
join the opposition. Just at the time the anonymous letter 
announcing the movement had come to head, Mr. Fahnbulleh, on 
his way home to attend the inauguration [19681, told Mr. 
Ricks, First Secretary at our embassy in Accra, that he was 
thinking now of leaving a job that brings him an $18,000 
annual salary to come home to "plant cassava." Mr. Fahnbulleh 
may be a great lover of cassava, but how much contempt can Mr. 
Fahnbulleh have for the sense of reasoning of the court and 
jury, and even the public before whom he has been putting on 
his dramatic show of bare denial which hardly has any real 
evidential value, when he tried to get us to believe that he 
was giving up an $18,000 annual income with other fringe 
benefits to come home to plant cassava, and not to join the 
opposition as he had planned to do according to the reported 
conversation? 
 
Who would not expect him to deny his true reason for planning 
to give up his $18,000 job, now that his opposition group is 
in action? Who would, on the basis of his bare denial, accept 
as mere coincidence the fact of his plans to give up his good 
job to come home at a time when his group of aborigines have 
started the opposition which he was reported to have said in 
the conversation would come to head at this time when he would 
come to join up and be a factor, if not a presidential 
contender? 
 
The court and jury's attention must be drawn with adequate 
emphasis to the fact that Mr. Fahnbulleh, but for the bare 
denial of his motive, like in the case of the conversation 
with his European friend, admits everything in the memorandum 
about: (1) his plan to go to Guinea; (2) his plan to assist 
Dr. McKinnon and Dr. Eraj, his associates, to also get to 
Guinea; (3) his promise to get T. N. W. Bush, Catherine 
Hoskyns, and Therese Noel de Tilly to come to Liberia to work, 
even though they are all already employed where they are; (4) 
he admits that the paper on which the typewritten memorandum 
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is found is his, and he also admits writing the poem thereon, 
yet he calls the typewritten "secret memorandum" on the other 
side of the paper "a fabrication." 
 
In brief, the points of facts in the "secret memorandum" are 
backed by written documents which he acknowledges as being 
genuine. But he attempts to explain away these genuine items 
of documentary evidence by bare denial, mere oral testimony 
not even corroborated. 
 
The striking similarity between the identity of the known 
author of the book, Liberia Within Independent Africa, and 
subject of the intelligence report on Ambassador Fahnbulleh of 
December 1967, and the author of the anonymous letters offer 
unmistakable proof that the defendant is the author of the 
anonymous letters. Defendant Fahnbulleh has not denied that he 
is author of the book, so therefore cannot convincingly deny 
that he is also author of the anonymous letters, since views 
expressed in the manuscript of the book are identical with 
those expressed in the letters; and these letters were written 
before the manuscript of the book was discovered, so no one 
else could have known the contents of the manuscript to have 
copied them in the letters. 
 
This is the Prosecution's case insofar as the anonymous 
letters are concerned, but it is for you, Gentlemen of the 
Jury, to say whether or not you believe that someone other 
than Fahnbulleh wrote those anonymous letters. You are the 
judges of the facts; you must decide. 
 
Fahnbulleh and his movement have sought by stealthy and sneaky 
means, and under cover of darkness, to subvert the constituted 
authority of this administration because of their dislike for 
it. Fahnbulleh has sought to give the impression that he 
represents the views of the tribal people, and so he tries to 
appear as a self -constituted advocate of aborigines' rights. 
But I wish to say to Fahnbulleh that just as God told the 
Prophet Elijah that He had left Him "seven thousand in Israel, 
all the knees which have now bowed unto Baal, and every mouth 
which hath not kissed him" so I say to you, Fahnbulleh, you 
and your handful of ungrateful office-seekers and inordinately 
ambitious would-be rulers bent on the extermination of the 
descendants of the pioneers, and the murder of government 
officials--I say to you that the vast majority of the 
tribesmen of this country have condemned you as a traitor not 
only to the government which you served as ambassador, but 
they have condemned you as a traitor to the cause of a united 
Liberia. No one, except you and your bunch of hatchetmen 
sneaking under cover of darkness to threaten and to murder, 
want the dark days of segregated elements in the country 
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returned; no one except you and a narrow-minded few want the 
conditions of yesteryears in this country returned in this 
progressive age. Unfortunately, Fahnbulleh, you have 
indoctrinated not only dissident members and the descendants 
of the tribes, but you have also succeeded in poisoning the 
minds of some descendants of the pioneers, the very people you 
and your movement have condemned for destruction.  But make no 
mistake; we know every one of you; we know those government 
officials in your movement who feign sincerity to the 
administration, and were ready to cross the line had your 
diabolical plot succeeded. We shall keep a watchful eye on 
each of your fellow traitors, and we shall pounce upon them 
one by one, as they show their hands in treachery against 
constituted authority. You, we already have. 
 
Gentlemen of the Jury, I said at the beginning of this 
address, that this is the greatest criminal case in our 
history. I want to say now that the verdict in this case will 
decide for all time whether or not we are going to continue to 
encourage tribalism and sectionalism in this country. Your 
verdict is going to decide whether or not one portion of our 
people will be called countrymen, and the other, 
Americo-Liberians. Your verdict will decide whether or not the 
Unification Policy of this administration will be allowed to 
completely eradicate those hyphenated words which have 
designated certain classes of our citizens in the past, but 
which have driven wedges between the various elements of the 
citizens and thereby retarded unification. Unborn generations 
will bless or curse you, according as how you decided by your 
verdict. 
 
When the Attorney -General had finished his summation of the 
case, Judge John Africanus Dennis instructed the members of 
the jury. Concerning the Defense's contention that no overt 
act had been proven by the Prosecution to have been committed, 
Judge Dennis told the jury that an overt act is one which 
makes manifest or shows treacherous and traitorous acts of a 
defendant. He explained to them that the term treason meant an 
infraction, breach, and betrayal of allegiance. He stressed  
that in the present trial the trend of evidence referred to 
several conversations and declarations made by Mr. Fahnbulleh 
in the presence of other persons, especially witnesses for the 
Prosecution. Ruling that these did not fall within the rule of 
hearsay evidence, which generally is not permissible, he said 
that the law on evidence allows every conversation in which 
any person took part to be admitted as evidence. 
 
The Defense had requested the court to instruct the jury that 
mere expressions of opinion and indication thereof would not 
warrant a conviction for the crime of treason. While Judge  
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Dennis acknowledged that this was correct, he said that it was 
only so provided that such expressions were not followed by 
other disloyal and critical acts of the accused such as was 
the case of the present defendant. 
 
Judge Dennis told the jury that the burden of proof did not 
always rest on the plaintiff in all criminal trials. There 
were instances, he said, where it shifts, such as when the 
accused tries to justify his criminal acts as Mr. Fahnbulleh 
had endeavored to do in the present case. Regarding the 
question of reasonable doubt, Judge Dennis stressed that the 
law provided that it should operate in favor of the defendant, 
should such doubt exists. 
 
Concerning the conversation which Mr. Fahnbulleh supposedly 
had in London with a European friend during which time he 
allegedly criticized his government, the Defense had asked 
that this report and the person who made it be revealed in 
court. Judge Dennis told the jury, however, that the law 
forbade the introduction of state secrets into judicial trials 
and therefore the name of this alleged European friend could 
not be disclosed. 
 
Judge Dennis said that Mr. Fahnbulleh referred to several 
persons who under the law might be summoned to testify-Dr. 
Eraj, Dr. McKinnon, Catherine Hoskyns, T.N.W. Bush and Therese 
Noel de Tilly but he had failed, the judge said, to produce 
his witnesses. Therefore, the uncorroborated testimony of the 
accused is insufficient for acquittal. Regarding Mrs. 
Fahnbulleh's testimony, Judge Dennis told the jury that her 
testimony was considered as one and the same with her 
husband's and under the law did not amount to corroboration 
and, therefore, had to be received with great care and 
caution. He said, "The law provides that any circumstances 
surrounding the main or principal fact in any degree tending 
to support the same are admissible in evidence." This referred 
to the anonymous letters and writings, attributed to and 
denied by the defendant, which witnesses for the Prosecution 
had declared in unequivocal terms to have been the same as the 
handwriting of the defendant. 
 
Finally, Judge Dennis told the jury, "The defense of the 
accused, as contained in his testimony, has not been 
corroborated by the testimony of other witnesses, to entitle 
him, quoted herein, to an acquittal; but conviction. As judges 
of the facts, if you credit the evidence of the plaintiff, 
bring a verdict of guilt against him; if you do not credit the 
same, bring a verdict of not guilty." 
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So instructed, the jury took less than half an hour to find 
the defendant, Henry B. Fahnbulleh, guilty as charged. Mr. 
Fahnbulleh laughed openly when he heard the verdict. 
 
Attorneys for the Defense immediately filed a five-count 
motion for a new trial. They requested that the court set 
aside the verdict and grant a retrial. The Prosecution 
objected to the motion and requested the court to deny it and 
proceed to sentence the accused. 
 
Denying the Defense's motion, the court at once sentenced Mr. 
Fahnbulleh to the maximum penalty permitted under Liberian law 
twenty years at hard labor and confiscation of all real, 
personal, and mixed property. According to the Liberian Age, 
"Fahnbulleh stood agitated, nervously shrugging his shoulders 
as the judge read out the sentences; then he grew pale and 
drawn." Pending a final appeal to the Supreme Court, 
Ambassador Fahnbulleh's sentence was suspended. 



VBD-6-‘68 20
 
 
 
 
 

RECENT AUFS REPORTS BY VICTOR D. DU BOIS 
 
VDB-1-‘68 Crime and the Treatment of the Criminal in the Ivory 
 Coast, West Africa Series, Vol. XI, No. 1, 1968 
 
VDB-2-‘68 A Visit to an African Prison, West Africa Series, 
 Vol. XL No. 2, 1968 
 
VDB-3-‘68 The Trial of Henry Fahnbulleh, Part I: Background of 
 the Trial, West Africa Series, Vol. XI, No. 3, 1968 
 
VDB-4-‘68 Trial of Henry Fahnbulleh, Part IL The Case for 

the Prosecution, West Africa Series, Vol. XI, No. 4, 
1968. 

VDB-5-‘68 The Trial of Henry Fahnbulleh, Part HI: The Defense's 
 Rebuttal, West Africa Series, Vol. XI, No. 5, 1968. 
 
VDB-6-‘68 The Trial of Henry Fahnbulleh, Part IV: The Closing of 
 the Trial, West Africa Series, Vol. XI, No. 6, 1968. 
 
VDB-7-‘68 The Trial of Henry Fahnbulleh, Part V: The Trial in 
 Retrospect, West Africa Series, Vol. XI, No. 7, 1968 


	Book I
	Book II
	Book III
	Book IV

