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* RESEARCH REPORTS 1o,

.PREVIEW OF A SEMINAR ON THE BRONG PEOPLE

by Kwame Arhin*

A seminar on the Brong people In north-central Ghana,
which was planned to be held In the first term of the 1970/71
academic year, had to be postponed for a number of reasons..

The principal one among these was the absence of many of the
participants from Ghana In the long vacation of last year so
that they could not underteke fleldwork, it Is now hoped that .
fieldwork will be done in the coming lohg vacation and that the
seminar. can be held in the flrst term of the 1971/72 academlc
yea;. This note sets out the problems and the outline of the
seminar,

. The traditional area known as Brong strétches from the
Comoe river in the ivory Coast In the west to the Volta river
in the east, But one must distinguish the area of the Brong
people from ths administrative area, the Brong district of the
Brong-Ahafo Reglon, In Ghana, The Brong district borders in
the south on the Ashanti Reglion and the Ahafo district of the
Brong-Ahafo Region, In the north on the Northern Reglon, In
the west on the lvory Coast and In the east on the Volta
Region, The semlinar Is principally concerned with the Brong
of the Brong~Ahafo Region though M., Emmanuel Terray of the .

‘Universlty of Paris has written for us a paper on political
successlion In the Brong state of the lvory Coast, Before the
last quartar of the nineteenth century both the eastern and
the western parts of the Brong aree, Including the Brong state
of the lvory Coast, were efther effectively or peripherally
with the Ashenti 'empire'., DOuring the colonial days (1896-
1957) ‘and between 1957 and 1960 the whole of the modern Brong
administrative district was administered as part of Ashant!

- and Its chlafs, with the exception of Atebubu, were supposed

to be members of the Ashanti Confederacy snd its successor,
tha Asanteman Councll,

' . . The ﬁrong area fs Inhabited by a number of peoples who
- may be distinguished on the basis of cuttural, particularly

* Dr. Kwame Arhin Is a Research Fellow In Soclal Anthropology.
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Iinguistic, basis. There are the Brong~Akan some of whose
ruling groups claim to be autochthonous while others clatm
migrant origin from the Kumasi and Adansi districts of the
present Ashanti Region or from Akwamu in the Eastern Reglon,
The Wenchi ruling group claims to be autochthonous; the
Techiman (Bono-Manso) ruling group claims to have been the
first of Akan migrants from the north to settle in modern
central Ghana, The ruling lineages of Atebubu, Nkoranza,
Sunyani and Berekum claim to have originated from the Kumasi
district. Dormaa claims an Akwamu origin with fairly lengthy
sojourns in the Kumas!l district, There are also the Kulango-
speaking peoples of Selkwa, Nsawkaw and Badu who claim origins
from Bona and places in north~eastern Ilvory Coast. Between
probably the fifteenth century, when the Mande-Dyula founded
the trading colony of Begho and started exploiting the gold of
the Banda hills, and the end of the nineteenth century, the
whole area became an archipelago of trading settlements
dominated in the west between Kintampo and Bonduku by Mande-
speaking peoples and in the east between Kintampo and the
borders of Togoland by Hauga-speaking peoples. The Brong
district taken as a whole is probably the most heterogenous
in Ghana in terms of cultural differences, One finds there
pagans and mus!ims, matrilineal and patrilineal peoples and
var fous unrelated language groupings. |

Cultural dlversity apart, there is a pronounced clea-
vage In the physical environment, of dl1fferences in agricul-
tural production and consequently In the physical conditions
of life. The fifty miles or so stretch of road between Berekum
and Nsawkaw in the northeeast amply illustrates this. Berekum,
located In the forest area, and producing cocoa and abundant
tropical crops, with its numerous storey-bullidings and wall=
1aid out streets, and its Impressive commerclal centre, is
probably the prettiest and most prosperous-looking medlum-sfzed
town in Ghana. Approximately mid-way between Berekum and
Selkwa, one abruptly comes to the end of the forest area and
thereafter the sattlements (in sharp contrast to those southe
east and south of Berekum towards Dormasa~Ahenkro), becoms
hovels with only a few houses roofed with corrugated iron
sheets, the unmistakable slign of relative prosperity in the
Ghanalan rural areas. Between the forest area and Nsawkaw,
further north, the land becomes predominantly gressland, with
poor dralnage, where the people grow, Instead of cocoa, yams
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on a small scale, probably because of poor communicatlon
and consequent poor market facilities. The patchy ‘motor'
road tells a sombre story of years of neglect owlng to the.
supposed povurty of the land.

Before the BrltlIsh dealt their knock=out blow to
Ashanti in 1874, Kumasl had a varlety of relations with the
varfous states and peoples in the Brong area. It Is falrly
certaln that Kumas| had 'allied' relatlons with Dormaa, that
1t *controlled! Gyaman (which Included areas In modern Ghana
and the Ivory Coast), Nkoranza, Takyiman and Atebubu; that
various Kumasi subordinate chliefs were 'in charge' of Badu,
Nsawkaw, Selkwa, Berekum, Nsoatre, Sunyani, Awua and Antepim-
Odomase (two towns In one) and nine villages which had been
part of the Techiman state but which the Ashantl Inslisted on
directly controlllng probably for reasons connected with.
thelr statecraft,

But the nature of these sorts of relations has to bs
spelled out in as much detall as possible. Preclsaly what
were the practical iImplications of ‘'allied? relations,
'control! and 'In charge of': was it all a matter of ‘tribute’
and 'millitary service' or something else, perhaps performance
of specific duties In the Asantehene's household? What were
the historical, political and sociologlcal ‘orlging' or
significance of these different tles? One major problem of
the seminar Is to determine the practical Implicatlons of
these ties. The conclusions reached may well hold for other
states and peoples In other areas with whom Kumas! had such
relations, Then one could define a little more precisely
the character of the Ashanti 'empire', and perhaps say some-
thing. about their other methods of expansion than the mllltary.

A very interesting aspect of the western Brong srea
Is its intricate political pattern., It Is generally known
that Kumasi has 'Islands' or dependent villages In the area,
| believe it Is not so generally known that the Dormaa state
consists of discrete territories In the Brong and Ahafo areas,
Beside Dormaa-Ahenkro district proper, Abessim, flve miles and
Chiraa, thirteen mifes, within Sunysni as well as Boma in the
Ahafo ares form Important wings of the Dormaa state. Why among
the traditional areas in central and southsrn Ghana does Brong
alone have this political structure?
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There appear to be two main snswers which need further
Investigation: early migrational movements ending In the
formation of states and viilages and the Impact of Kumas! on
the Brong area. The rullng lineagas of the varlous states and
towns came from different areas wlthout the sort of common
purposes which could have promoted unifylng movements among
them, The rullng 1ineages of Selkwa, for example, claim that
thelr founding ancestors migrated from further north and that,
on thelr arrival, they preferred to ally themsalves with the
powsarful state of Ashanti. The ruling lineages of Berekum
were originally a group of warriors from Asokore, statloned
there to watch the Gysman people after those peopls had been
driven Into what Is now known as the lvory Coast; the settle-
ment later developed Into a buffer state, Sunyan! was foundad
by & dissident group from Kumasi-Amakom, Awus-Ddomase was
founded by a brother of an occupasnt of the SBantama-Kumas| stoo!
while the Antepim stool of the other part of the town was found-
ed by a man from Dankylra, The Ashantl probably playad on the

divisive potential of this variety of background.

All this Is probably why before about 1946 there were
no Internally sustalned efforts at polltlcal unlflcation among
the Brong until, as the chlefs say, the Kumasl chiefs gave them
cause to try to establish the Brong-Kyempim Federation, the
constitutionally unrecognized fore-runner of the Brong-Ahsfo
House of Chiefs established by the Republican Constitutlion of
1960.

Gouldsbury (1876]2 reported s movement among the

peoples of Krachi, Atebubu, Basa, Wiase, Prang and Ye]l -
which Ferguson later (1893)3 called the Brong Confederation,
Ferguson also sald the Nkoranza people jolned It during their
wer with Kumas! in 1892-93, But Krachl, Basa, Prang and Ye]!
do not cell themselves Brong so that there were only three
Brong states, Atebubu, Wlase and Nkoranza in the 'confederation’.
The assoclatlion was not born out of any consclousness of Brong
unlty but out of the need for & common defence among nelghbours
against the Ashant! common enemy. There was also in the same
pertod a 'confederation' embracing some members in western
Brong, Gyamen, Techimen, Selkws, Suma, Drobo, Kwatwems and
Sehwl, south of Gyaman among others., Agalin Sefkws and Sehw!
- gre not Brong so that It cannot bs called a 'Brong' confedera-
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tlon; It wes tlke the one mentioned sbove, 8 defensive
all)ance smong nelghbours agsinst Ashantl.

But who, then, 1a 'Brong'? There Is first s purely
administrative definition; they ere Brong who Yive on the
territory definad by the 1960 Republican Conatitution as
Brong territory. But the founders of the Brong-Kyemp!m
Faderatlon point out In thelr numerous petitions, of which
)} have coples, that besides occupying e common contInuous
stretch of terrltory, the Brong pesople heve 'ethnlc' interasts,
dlalects, practices and faars which separste them from the
Ashantl and which, In their estimstion, Justified s separste
administrative ares and & separate organization of thalr chiefs.

Against the background of what the observer can see

for himself and the claims of the Brong polltical movement,
certaln partinent questions cen be ralsed and It Is on the

- bas(s of thesa quastions that contt lbutions have been Invited
as shown below, Our Interest Is ethnographlc and historicae!
and tha method partly comparative: to what extent can one
identify a common Brong culture and what sre the differences
batween 1t, that of Ashant! and the other Akan? But In ts
possible that our concluslons may ba of some practical velue
to the government in taking what is reslly a political deciston:
should certaln chiefs In the Brong sres continue In thelr trae
ditional sllegiance to the Asantehens and his subordinate

" Kumas| chlefs? '

REVISED LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Neme ' ' Tople

Professor J.H, Nkét{l
Dlractor, Instlitute of African -  Introductory Lecture.
Studles _

Wr. 8, Anlng . y i |
~Institute of African Studies o Brong Traditional Mus cf
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Name

Or. Kwame Arhin -
institute of Afrfcan Studies

Nana Agyeman Badu
Omanhene of Dormaa

Br. George Benneh
' Department of Geography

Mr. Kwamina Poh
U.5.T. - Kumasi

" Dr. Florence bolphyne
Department of Lingulstics

Mr. George Hagan
Institute of Africen Studies

Mr. Kofi Asare Opoku
Institute of African Studles

Professor M. Posnansky
Department of Archaeology

M. E. Terray
University of Parlis

ToEic

The Kumas!| Islands in the
Brong Area.

The Folitical Organization of
Dormaa, '

Economlc Geography of the
Brong Area,

Political Relations Among the
Brong Peoples,

Brong Dlalects.

Brong Soclal and Polltlical
InstTtutlons.

Brong Traditional Rellgton,

Some Archaeological Aspects
of the Brong Area.

Polltical Succession in the
Brong State of the Ivory Coast,.
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FOOTNOTES

i See Jack Goodyﬁ Ethnography of the Northern Territorfes

of the Gold Cosst. Colonfal Offfce, 1964

- ¥.8. Gouldsbury: Repor£ on Misslon to Salaga,

Public Record 0ffice (P.R.0.) Colontal Office
(C.0.), 879/9. Gouldsbury visited the Salags
and Krachl in 1876, o

G.E, Férguson: Memorandum on the Brong Tribes
d. 24/11/1893. tn PRO/CO. 879/39. -

Notes on Gyaman taken on Gcﬁober.laﬁl'In Fﬁffher.Cotre5-,_
ponidence Relating to the Affalrs of the Gold -
Coast.” o ' S
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