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THE REPUBLIC OF AMBAZONIA 

THE GREENTREE AGREEMENT 

The ILLEGAL ALTERATION OF ICJ JUDGMENT 

Tuesday, May 20, 2008 
 
1- The office of the United Nations secretary General has been used to make an illegal modification of 

the judgment of the International Court of Justice on the Bakassi Peninsular either innocently or 

fraudulently. 

 

2- THE FACTS 

2.01: In January 2005 the United Nations Secretary General, Koffi Annan flew to Cameroon and 

obtained a commitment [herein referred as the Ann Bakassi Peace Accord] which accordingly 

reads….. “I President Paul Biya of the Republic of Cameroon do hereby, in a bid to provide 

lasting peace to the Bakassi conflict, commit myself and my government to respect the 

territorial boundaries of my country as obtained at independence.” 

Figure 1 below is a sketch of boundaries of Cameroon at independence on January 1, 1960. 
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2.02: In March 2005 the United Nations Human Rights Committee confirmed that the Union that 

had comprised the Republic of Cameroon [French] and Ambazonia [British] was dissolved by the 

Cameroon Restoration Law 84/01 in January 1984. This is contained in the judgment of that UN 

body delivered on March 17, 2005, in new York, in the case of the exiled Ambazonian Head of 

State, His Royal Highness, Fongum Gorji-Dinka against the Republic of Cameroon which reads in 

its paragraph 2.5 thus…..” As a result of the "subjugation" of Ambazonians, whose human 

rights were allegedly severely violated by members of the Franco-Cameroonian armed forces 

as well as militia groups, riots broke out in 1983, prompting Parliament to enact Restoration 

Law 84/01, which dissolved the union of the two countries.” 

2.03: THE ICJ JUDGMENT: The judgment of the International Court of Justice reads: “The Court 

notes that Nigeria is under an obligation expeditiously and without condition to withdraw its 

administrations and its military and its police forces from the areas which fall within 

Cameroon sovereignty and from the Bakassi Peninsular.”  In execution of the judgment, Nigeria 

quietly handed over to Cameroon all 37 of the Nigerian villages which falls within Cameroon’s 

sovereignty without any such thing as a “Greentree Agreement”. But with respect to the Bakassi 

Peninsular, both Nigeria and Cameroon recognized that the Peninsuslar falls within Ambazonia 

sovereignty though Ambazonia is under Cameroon’s occupation. Hence, Bakassi was not 

included with the Nigerian villages taken over by Cameroon. 

It follows that the Greentree Agreement which purports to only set out the modalities for 

Nigeria’s withdrawal from the Bakassi Peninsular ought to be between Nigeria and Ambazonia 

where the peninsular is located as shown in figure 2 below -- is a sketch of Bakassi peninsular as 

part of Ambazonia, with Nigeria in the West and Cameroon in the East of Bakassi. 
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But then, the Greentree Agreement instead of naming the Republic of Ambazonia has wrongly 

named but the Republic of Cameroon as the country where the Bakassi Peninsular is located. 

Figure 3 below shows this to be a very big mistake. 

Figure 3 below is a sketch of the error in the GTA wherein Nigeria located in the West of Ambazonia and 

Cameroon in the East of Ambazonia can share boundary! Bakassi is not there because it is in Ambazonia 

and Nigeria and Cameroon have no common maritime boundary. 

 

3- THE COVER UP:  Instead of correcting the mistake, someone in the Office of the United Nations 

Secretary General decided to do a cover up by appending a map of the very defunct Cameroon 

Union even after the United Nations [as seen in paragraph 2.02 above] recognized that the 

Cameroon Restoration Law 84/01 dissolved the said Union since 1984; and the Cameroon President 

had signed the commitment [ as cited in paragraph 2.01 above] to withdraw from Ambazonia back 

to Cameroon boundaries as at its independence in January 1, 1960. 

4- INVALIDITY OF MODIFICATIONS: Be it an innocent mistake or a deliberate mischief, the Greentree 

Agreement Article 7 emphasizes a cardinal principle of law which renders invalid any extrajudicial 

modification of the judgment. It reads….. “This Agreement shall in no way be construed as an 

interpretation or a modification of the judgment of the International Court of Justice of 10 October 

2002 for which this Agreement only sets out the modalities of implementation.”  
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Not only is a modification null and void ab initio, but it is by operation of the law automatically 

deemed to be replaced with the true judgment. That is to say: 

(a) By operation of law, the appellation “Republic of Cameroon” is automatically deemed to be 

replaced with ‘Ambazobnia”. 

(b) The map of Nigeria and Ambazonia [Figure 2] is by operation of law automatically deemed 

to replace that of the defunct United Republic of Cameroons which was appended under the 

false pretences that such an entity still exists. [Note the exact name as of the 1961 UN 

sponsored plebiscite reads “Federal United Cameroon Republics] 

5- SECRETARY GENERAL’S OBLIGATION: The United Nations Secretary General is therefore under an 

obligation to take urgent steps to apply the rectifications which by operation of the law are deemed 

automatically to be done to make the Greentree Agreement conform to the judgment of the 

International court of Justice for which the said agreement purports to only set out modalities for 

implementation. 

6- SENSE OF URGENCY: One can conceive of no greater threat to international peace and security than 

setting precedence that the office of the United Nations Secretary General can be used to alter the 

judgment of the International court of Justice. The Secretary General is respectfully requested to act 

with a sense of extreme urgency and to ask the members of the Follow Up Committee established 

under Article 6 of the Greentree Agreement to provide any legal reason why the corrections which 

are deemed to have been made to the Greentree  Agreement by operation of the law should not be 

adopted. 

Failure to rectify the GTA would turn the mistake into fraud, thus turning those who signed up as 

witnesses to the GTA accomplices to the fraud. Many thanks in anticipation of your prompt action. 

Your most respectfully; 

His Royal Highness, Fongum Gorji-Dinka 

Head, Ambazonia Restoration Council (ARC ) 

 

 

 


