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ABSTRACT: This paper elucidates the impact and influence that Professor
James Anquandah’s work and efforts had on the development and practice
of archaeology in Ghana. As the first Ghanaian-trained archaeologist, Anquan-
dah committed his life and expertise to the establishment and consolidation of
archaeological training in the Department of Archaeology and Heritage Stud-
ies, at the University of Ghana. In doing so, he trained five generations of ar-
chaeology students over five decades. His passion for archaeological fieldwork,
community participation in archaeology, and, ultimately, the use of eclectic ar-
chaeology in solving societal challenges has influenced the scholastic practices
of many of the students he trained. In this paper, the coauthors explain how

Mohammed Mustapha (mmustapha@ufl.edu) is a doctoral candidate in anthropology at
the University of Florida. His research is examining the relationship between ironwork-
ing and social complexities in northern Ghana. He is currently conducting fieldwork for
his PhD dissertation at the Nasia archaeological smelting sites.

Wazi Apoh (wapoheug.edu.gh) is a senior lecturer and Frederick Douglass Teaching
Scholar at the Department of Archaeology and Heritage Studies, University of Ghana.
His previous Volkswagen Foundation-funded project focused on the archaeology of
German missionization and colonization of Togoland. He is currently involved with the
Coastal Volta Slave Route Archaeology Project in Ghana.

206 GHANA STUDIES / Volume 22
ISSN 1536-5514 / E-ISSN 2333-7168
© 2019 by the Board of Regents of the University of Wisconsin System



Mustapha and Apoh « Anquandah and the Practice of Eclectic Archaeology 207

Anquandah’s concept and practice of eclectic archaeology has influenced their
ongoing research projects in Ghana.

KEYWORDS: archaeology, archaeology of colonialism, eclectic archaeology,
ironworking

Introduction

The establishment and the practice of the discipline of archaeology in
Ghana have undergone many stages and transformations to make it one
of the formidable disciplines taught at the University of Ghana and prac-
ticed in the country today. The development of archaeology in Ghana into
a one-of-a-kind discipline and professional career would not have been
possible without the huge contributions of Professor James Anquandah.
The late Anquandah dedicated his professional career to championing the
nurturing and growth of what is now the Department of Archaeology and
Heritage Studies (DAHS). His tutelage has also contributed to the train-
ing of several generations of Ghanaian archaeologists and students. Born
in 1938, Professor James Anquandah became the first Ghanaian archae-
ologist after joining a graduate archaeology program in the department
in 1963 under the supervision of Africanist archaeologists such as Peter
Shinnie, Merrick Posnansky, and Oliver Davies (Apoh, 2017). Before his
passing in September 2017, Anquandah initiated and participated in many
research projects, the findings of which have culminated in approximately
50 published papers to his credit. His passion for archaeological fieldwork,
community participation in archaeology, and, ultimately, the use of eclec-
tic archaeology in solving societal challenges has influenced the scholastic
practices of many of the students he trained, including the coauthors of
this article.

Anquandah’s Research Philosophy and Eclectic Approach

Anquandah’s idea of using eclectic archaeological practice and knowledge
to benefit research communities was a paradigm shift in the field of archae-
ology in Ghana in the 1970s (Anquandah, 1996). In 1951, during the time
the Department of Archaeology was created at the University of Ghana,
Ghana was being colonized by the British; therefore, the pioneer archae-
ologists in the country were foreign expatriates who were mainly focused
on discovering the antiquities and evidence to complement research on
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human evolutionary trajectories and origins of complex societies in Ghana.
Oliver Davies is known to have carried out the most extensive field recon-
naissance and surveys in the archaeology of Ghana. He engaged in sev-
eral fieldworks and projects to identify, record, and describe Stone Age and
Iron Age sites he chanced upon in Ghana (Anquandah, 1982; Davies, 1960,
1967). It was not until Anquandah was trained that Ghana could boast of
its first indigenous archaeologist in the 1970s.

Taking inspiration from the eclectic orientation and practices of an-
cient Egyptians (e.g., Imhotep and Manetho); early Greek and Roman
eclectic scholars (e.g., Stoic Panaetius and Cicero) (Dillon & Long, 1988;
Kidney, 1974; Zeller, 1883); and those of modern scholars, particularly
Lewis Binford and John Drewal, Anquandah (1996) modeled the “eclec-
tic approach” (p. 75) within his style of archaeological practice in Ghana.
For the many generations of students and scholars whom Professor An-
quandah mentored and inspired, his eclectic approach has remained an
enduring legacy that is firmly instituted in the discipline of archaeology
in Ghana. His epistemological philosophy was characterized not just by
the need to know but by being thorough and deep in the acquisition of
knowledge. He epitomized the metaphorical adage in Alexander Pope’s
(1711) poem that “a little learning is a dangerous thing; / Drink deep
or taste not the Pierian spring: / There shallow draughts intoxicate the
brain, / And drinking largely sobers us again” (see Eiche, 2014). Anquan-
dah practiced his perspective of eclectic archaeology in Ghana through a
multidisciplinary approach. From Anquandah’s experience, the selection
and integration of multiple methods and theories enables the archaeolo-
gist to produce cutting-edge research. A researcher must not be limited to
a single method or theory but rather must consider a multiplicity of meth-
ods and theories in order to permit the widest possible understanding of
research findings (Engmann, 2018). For Anquandah, the researcher must
be acquainted with all the key disciplines related to his or her work and be
able to bring different kinds of skills and knowledge together to complete
a project (Apoh, 2017, p. 140).

In some of his accounts (Anquandah, Kankpeyeng, & Apoh, 2014b), An-
quandah expounds the notion that it is through the combination of mul-
tiple approaches that the widest array of meanings can be inferred from
archaeological materials. Moreover, research should produce meaningful
results not only for academics but for the communities in which research
is conducted and the larger society as well. One of the paramount goals
of archaeology, to him, is the conduct of deep research and conveyance of
meanings associated with ancient materials, indigenous technologies, and
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knowledge systems to the public (Anquandah, 1996). This is to serve as a
source of inspiration to positively encourage and transform cultural life-
ways of communities.

The eclectic approach to archaeological research is better understood in
the context of the development of methods and theory of archaeology in
general and Anquandah’s peculiar position as the first Ghanaian-trained
archaeologist in the processual school of thought (Anquandah, 1996; Bin-
ford, 1962). Prior to the 1960s, the practice of archaeology was mainly fo-
cused on the classification and description of cultural materials and traits
for the construction of cultural history, notably, the cultural historical ap-
proach. The interest was limited to identifying variabilities or similarities
in cultural traits to build descriptive typologies of cultures (Binford, 1962;
Taylor, 1948). It was only in the 1950s and 1960s that the cultural histori-
cal approach in the practice of archaeology was challenged and alternative
perspectives developed (Binford, 1962). This strand of new archaeology ad-
opted a scientific approach to the creation of research design with empha-
sis placed on hypothesis testing, sampling, and explanatory archaeology.
The paradigm shift in archaeology coincided with the advent of radioac-
tive technology after the Second World War, which allowed for the dating
of cultural materials through radiocarbon aging methods. The potential
of radiocarbon dating to determine the chronometric dates of materials
defused the emphasis on the creation of typologies and relative dating of
materials and thus allowed researchers to also focus on the function and
processes of cultural change (Trigger, 2006).

Lewis Binford, who was one of the most influential in the new ar-
chaeology movement, argued that archaeology must put emphasis on
understanding the functions of cultural materials that can give insights
into various cultural systems. He suggested that artifacts are created to
perform certain functions within a culture; therefore, within the assem-
blage of cultural materials, a researcher has the ability to identify artifacts
based on their systematic functions within the culture (Binford, 1962).
To better understand and explain the functions of cultural materials in
the archaeological context, Binford and scholars like him subscribed to
the conduct of ethnographic research in communities to understand ar-
chaeological site formation processes (Binford, 1978; Raab & Goodyear,
1984). Many archaeologists have since relied on ethnoarchaeology and
ethnographic data as analogues to interpret materials from the archae-
ological record, especially when there is evidence of a direct or indirect
relationship between the past and the present societies (David & Kramer,
2001; Stahl, 2001).
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Being a product of the processual school of thought, Anquandah incor-
porated aspects of the new archaeology into his eclectic perspective. He
advocated for the practice of “archaeology of meaning” through meticulous
ethnoarchaeological fieldwork. In this case he championed the need for re-
searchers to collect ethnographic data that could best explain excavated
remains. Anquandah spent a lot of time teaching the concept, methods,
and technique of ethnography to his students at both the undergraduate
and the graduate levels. He practically demonstrated the use of ethno-
graphic data in the interpretation of many of his archaeological research
projects. During his research works at Dangmeland, which he initiated in
1976, he excavated sites at Ladoku, Kpoete in Prampram, Kpone Beach,
and the Shai Hill settlement. In addition to such excavations, he conducted
ethnographic fieldwork among the descendant communities to collect in-
formation on ethnomedicine, potting, folklore, and Dipo rites of passage
among the Ga-Dangme people for many years (Anquandah, 1986, 1996).
He used the data collected from his ethnographic research to corroborate
archaeological finds and their meanings, which in turn contributed to the
reconstruction of the history of the Ga-Dangme people and their migra-
tory patterns in the Accra Plains (Anquandah, 1992, 2006, in press). In
addition, he called for the inclusion of other methods and techniques from
different disciplines to foster comprehensive analyses and interpretations
(Anquandah, 2014a, 2014b).

Although a devout archaeologist, the works of scholars like John Dre-
wal, an American art historian of Yoruba arts and culture, induced An-
quandah’s interest in art history as well (Abipdun & Drewal, 1994; Drewal,
Houlberg, & Fowler Museum, 2008). In his art historical studies of Koma-
land terra-cotta figurines, Anquandah (1998) paid greater attention to the
aesthetics and artistic components of these indigenous first millennium
C.E. artifacts found in the archaeological record of northern Ghana. He ar-
gued that the aesthetic value of African art is embedded in various forms of
African material culture. In addition, he viewed African art objects as sym-
bolic and aesthetic materials that bear cultural messages, and, therefore,
their interpretation must not be required to conform with any European
sense of beauty and standard. Anquandah identified the fact that sculp-
tural images and symbolic representations from Africa, such as terra-cotta
figurines, pottery decorations, and brass gold weights, as well as Adinkra
symbolic textiles, have aesthetic values with intrinsic cultural meanings.
He encouraged his students to engage artifacts as objects of art in order to
broaden the scope of their interpretation in adding value to African history
(Anquandah, 2014, pp. 204-217).
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Impact of Anquandah’s Tutelage on Five Generations
of Ghanaian Archaeologists

Professor Anquandah directly spawned at least five generations of archae-
ologists with his style of methodology, scholarship, and mentorship at the
University of Ghana from the 1970s until his death in 2017. His eclectic
methodical approach to research and deep scholarship has had an apparent
and deep influence on our “holistic” archaeological practices of today. Most
of the archaeologists he trained benefited from his eclectic tutelage on the
art history of Ghana, the archaeology of Ghana, and the foragers and farm-
ers of West Africa prehistory, along with the archaeology of the Nile Valley.
As a pioneer of archaeology in Ghana, Anquandah’s foundational research
on the Komaland figurines of Yikpabongo and the archaeology of the Shai
and Krobo people of the Accra Plains, plus his historical archaeological ex-
positions on Ghana’s forts and castles, has influenced ongoing research by
those whom he mentored.

In identifying the successive generations of archaeologists tutored
and influenced by him, we calculated that a student who came to pursue a
master’s program in archaeology, and ultimately evolved to start teaching
in the DAHS as an assistant lecturer or lecturer, could be counted among
those trained by Professor Anquandah. One of his oldest students, Profes-
sor Boachie-Ansah, who is still teaching in the department, as well as L. B.
Crossland, can be counted among the first generation since they began their
studies in archaeology under Anquandah in the 1970s. Professor Agorsah,
Professor Quarcoopome, Professor Kodzo Gavua, Dr Osei-Tutu Brempong,
Professor Benjamin Kankpeyeng, and the late Professor Bredwa-Mensah
all can be considered among the second generation, having been tutored
in the 1980s. Professor B. Kankpeyeng has continued with research on the
Komaland terra-cotta figurine sites of northern Ghana over the last de-
cade. The students trained in the 1990s by Anquandah, including Drs. Wazi
Apoh, Samuel Nkumbaan, and William Gblerkpor, can be considered as the
third generation. Gblerkpor (2011) has continued with Anquandah’s pio-
neering archaeology of the Accra Plains by focusing on the Krobo and the
Se people of the Shai area.

The fourth generation is made up of students trained under Anquandah
in the 2000s, and these include Drs. Fritz Biveridge and Aba Eyifa Dzid-
zienyo, the first female PhD-trained Ghanaian archaeologist. The last gen-
eration, trained under Anquandah from 2010 to the period of his passing,
can be noted as the fifth generation, which includes students like Samuel
Gyam, Daniel Kumah, Margaretta Morgan, Victoria Aryee, Appiah-Adu
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Siaw, and Mohammed Mustapha. To get a deeper sense of the influence
of Anquandah on the ongoing research of his trained generations, the en-
suing section examines the works of the coauthors of this article, being
samples from the third and fifth generations of his students.

Application of Multidisciplinary Approaches
in the Nasia-Mamprugu Research Project

The doctoral research of this article’s first coauthor (Mohammed Mus-
tapha) intends to chart a way of challenging and reassessing the history
of Ghana by problematizing and sieving out the colonial narratives that
had engulfed the discourse and historiography of ancient ironworking in
Ghana. Overall, the research project explores the relationship that may
exist between the practice of large-scale ironworking and processes of
sociopolitical complexities at the Mamprugu Traditional Area in north-
ern Ghana. The research challenges long-standing assumptions and con-
structed documented and oral narratives that suggest a relatively recent
cultural imposition, replacement, and incorporation of sociopolitical com-
plexities and technological activities by external groups horse-riding into
the savannah societies of Ghana (Awedoba, 2009; Drucker-Brown, 1989;
Tamakloe, 1931). The horse-riding-invader narrative could be found in
most accounts of the beginnings of state/kingdom formations in West Af-
rica before the Atlantic contact (Law, 2018, p. 3). The narrative has been
widely cited without scrutiny, although it implicitly serves to rationalize
an earlier colonial project that delegitimizes the idea of indigenous politi-
cal authority and local innovations (MacGaffey, 2013; Monroe, 2013). The
hypothesis occludes the possibility of internal political developments and
obfuscates the agency and innovation of local populations while suggesting
a simple unilinear pathway to complexity (Crumley, 2017). Nevertheless,
scholars are increasingly questioning the historical and anthropological lit-
erature and application of this common narrative as a way of deconstruct-
ing its universal applicability (MacGaffey, 2013; Rattray, 1932; Richard,
2018; Tamakloe, 1931).

Mustapha’s project, which he initiated in 2012, is designed to draw on
concepts and methods from multiple disciplines in order to interrogate the
ancient ironworking site of Nasia, located in the Mamprugu Traditional
Area of Ghana. The goal is to reconstruct these indigenous knowledge
systems associated with ironworking and to understand the sequences of
such sociocultural developments in the savannah societies of Ghana. Pre-
liminary findings (Mustapha, 2014) reveal that the archaeological record
in the Mamprugu area contains evidence of a long occupational history,
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development of early indigenous complex societies, and ethnolinguistic
interactions, as well as evidence of large-scale iron production activities
across the region, which extends to neighboring states, notably, Bassar in
northern Togo (Casey et al., 1997; Dakubu, 2015; de Barros, 2012; God-
frey-Smith & Casey, 2003; Mustapha, 2014; Okoro, 1989). One core con-
cern of this research project includes the determination of whether the
large-scale ancient metallurgy practiced in the area in the past was a re-
sult of any or all of the following explanations: gradual internal innovative
processes of long-term experimentations, local innovations, and exchange
through long-distance interactions. The second concern is to determine
whether the rise in ironworking activities in the region and abrupt changes
in material culture in the archaeological record suggest external political
influence and incorporation of new groups into the sociotechnological life-
ways of the Mamprugu societies.

Inspired by the eclectic archaeological perspectives of Professor Anquan-
dah, the project uses a combination of methods and strategies, including
archaeological approaches such as site surveys and excavations that will be
conducted to recover material culture for analysis. These analyses will help
us to understand the distribution and scale of ironworking activities and to
establish cultural typologies for the area. Archaeometry will be employed
using various scientific analyses such as x-ray fluorescence examinations
and petrography, as well as different types of dating methods including
radiocarbon and thermoluminescence (Roberts & Thornton, 2014). These
analyses will reveal the sources of raw materials used and firmly establish
the chronology for the region. In addition, historical and ethnoarchaeo-
logical investigations will be conducted to corroborate the archaeological
evidence. The use of these multiple methods from different disciplines will
assist not only in the interpretation and derivation of meaning from the
archaeological record but also in gaining insight into the multiple elements
that contributed to the promotion of complex societies in the savannah re-
gions of Ghana. As Professor Anquandah suggested, it is only when sound
archaeological interpretations are attained and disseminated for the good
of society that archaeological pursuit becomes useful as a scientific and hu-
manistic discipline (Anquandah, Kankpeyeng, & Apoh, 2014a).

Application of Exemplary Multidisciplinary Approaches
in the Archaeology of the German Togoland Project

The application of similar eclectic approaches is exemplified in the works
of Wazi Apoh, the second coauthor of this article and one of the third-
generation Anquandah mentees. His works on the archaeology of German
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missionization and colonization of Togoland have opened a new discourse
that hitherto was nonexistent. Until 2005, Ghanaian historical archaeol-
ogy was deficient in deriving comparative data sets from the archaeology
of Togoland sites that were impacted by German missionaries, capital-
ists, and colonial agents from the mid-19th century. Sustained research
by Apoh (2008, 2013a, 2013b, 2016a, 2016b, 2019) and his students has
culminated in a collection of peer-reviewed publications and master’s the-
ses (Amedekey, 2018; Ayipey, 2016; Dogbey, 2015; Fiador, 2017; Mensabh,
2017; Ocloo, 2017; Owusu-Ansah, 2018). The examination of the array of
archaeological and ethnographic findings from approximately ten sites im-
pacted by imperial German agents offers clear cases where the application
of multidisciplinary and eclectic approaches in the collection, examination,
and analyses of derived varied data sets has been successful.

Using the source text of critical archaeology, the ongoing studies offer
a comparative examination of images and excavated historical artifacts to
broaden the field of such a marginalized discursive colonialist and postco-
lonialist discourse within areas once called German and British Togoland.
When compared to archaeological research on British and French colonial
sites, the discourse on the archaeology of German colonialism in Africa is
still in its infancy but gathering steam. Such a discourse cannot be com-
plete without a multidisciplinary examination of the residues of these
dual colonial competitions and convergences, which often played out in
the same locations or contexts in West Africa. Many sites in the eastern
landscapes of present-day Ghana, such as the colonized sites of Ho, Kete-
Krachi, Peki, Adaklu, Nkonya, Yendi, Akpafu, Kpando, and Amedzofe in the
Volta and Oti Regions of Ghana, do reveal tangible and intangible residues
of German and British colonial imbroglios within palimpsest archaeologi-
cal contexts (Apoh, 2008, 2019).

By way of a historical backdrop, published historical documents and
oral narratives have revealed evidences of the German presence in the
“Togoland” area since the 1840s (Nussbaum, 1962; Sebald, 1988). Their
presence is noted in the agencies and deeds of missionaries, scientists, ex-
plorers, merchants, cartographers, anthropologists, and colonial officials.
With strongholds along the Guinea, Slave, and Gold Coasts of West Africa,
the British, French, and Germans carved up inland territories in West Af-
rica with the backing of the Berlin Act of 1884-1885. Following consol-
idation and pacification, the Germans partitioned the Togoland Colony
into manageable zones, which later developed into administrative stations
and districts that were ultimately lost to the French and the British in the
First World War of 1914-1919. Some of these German-local cross-cultural
contacts have left tangible and intangible positive and negative traces
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on Togoland; unfortunately, most of these physical vestiges are in ruins,
and some intangible memories are conflated with those of the British and
French colonial regimes that arose out of the ashes of the German colonial
demise in Togoland. Such sites can be found in the Volta, Oti, and Northern
Regions of Ghana as well as within the Republic of Togo today.

In line with the use of critical archaeology and multiple approaches, re-
search on this discourse from 2005 until now has focused on de-silencing
the archaeology of German colonialism and missionization in Togoland.
The excavations have centered largely in the areas of what was Western
Togoland (Volta/Oti Regions of Ghana) and select sites in the Republic of
Togo. The ongoing work has provided unusual and innovative approaches
to understanding the history and material culture of the era of German
and British colonialization and missionization in Togoland. The multidis-
ciplinary methods used at these sites include archival research to retrieve
and examine primary background historical data (Furley Report, 1915),
which was compared with selected published postcolonial secondary his-
torical and theoretical papers on German colonialism and missionization
acquired from library sources (Bremen Mission, 1936; Nussbaum, 1962;
Sebald, 1988). In pursuing such historical archaeological area studies, one
of the crucial needs is to conduct ethnographic research at these villages
and towns, since there are still descendant communities and families who
can recount secondary memories and narrate received oral accounts about
the past German encounters. Documentation of such memories, in addi-
tion to the examination and description of extant tangible German build-
ings, graveyards, landscapes, and monuments, provides an in-depth look
into how such imperialized sites are viewed or used in the present as well
as in postcolonial times. The historical narratives also help in the documen-
tation of precolonial baselines pertaining to the precolonial settlement his-
tories, in whatever murky or straightforward form they may exist.

The use of intrusive archaeological excavations at these sites to under-
stand their stratified sequences in order to clearly delineate precolonial
matrixes from the colonial periods was a part of the productive endeavors
carried out at these sites. Most of the sites revealed multiple occupation
levels relating to the precolonial local practices, often characterized by such
items as local pottery, remains of daub architecture, seed and stone beads,
cowries, local floral and faunal remains, and terra-cotta clay art and smok-
ing pipes. Successive levels reveal foreign transatlantic trade goods such
as remains of ceramics (e.g., earthenware, pearlware, whiteware, porcelain,
and creamware). These goods are often mixed with imported glass beads,
glass receptacles (e.g., liquor, ointment, condiment, water bottles); metal-
lic objects (nails, door locks, hinges); and remains of imported fauna and
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flora used as subsistence at these locations, among many others. In most
of these matrixes, there is a diversely layered mix of these Atlantic trade
goods, which makes it difficult to pin them down to the German period or
to the succeeding British periods or to the postindependence periods at the
sites. The agencies of the users of these materials on the site also present
challenges when it comes to the analysis of the finds. However, through a
multidisciplinary comparative analysis, and cross-references to other exca-
vated historical sites, good progress is being made in understanding such
varied cross-cultural lifeways on the sites.

In undertaking these studies in the hinterland and interior European
colonized sites away from the known colonized coastal built environment,
Dr. Apoh and his students have never lost sight of Professor Anquan-
dah’s tremendous work on the forts and castles of Ghana, also being rem-
nants of varied European colonial experiences on the coast of the Gold
Coast (Anquandah, 1999). In addition, Anquandah’s pioneering work as
a member of the exploratory salvage archaeology team that went to Nu-
bia during the building of the Aswan Dam as part of the Debeira West
project, under Professor Shinnie, laid the foundation for cross-country
archaeological endeavors. This three-year expedition, sponsored by the
government of Ghana and UNESCO, helped to salvage African heritage
before it could be inundated by the Nile Floods (Anquandah et al., 2014a,
p. 8; Shinnie & Shinnie, 1978). Apoh’s cross-country research into explor-
ing the German sites in the Republic of Togo (e.g., Kpalime, Misahohe,
Sansane Mango, Bassar) accentuates this fundamental cross-country
research possibility and provides enabling environments for this to be
pursued in the West African subregion. The recent rekindling of the
West African Archaeological Association (WAAA) into the international
limelight could foster such cross-country research initiatives with West
African archaeologists and create the paradigm of archaeology without
boarders in West Africa. A reflection on the last public lecture Professor
Anquandah delivered as the keynote speaker at the 15th Colloquium of
the WAAA held at the University of Ghana in July 2017, which he titled
“A Colossus with Feet of Clay”: Problems and Prospects in West African
Heritage Studies,” is an inspirational piece that will be published posthu-
mously soon.

Conclusion

Professor Anquandah’s immense contribution to the development of ar-
chaeology in Ghana cannot be overemphasized. He sustained the study
and practice of archaeology by developing the Department of Archaeology
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and Heritage Studies into a formidable element of the university’s curric-
ulum. He trained several generations of scholars who are continuing with
the eclectic archaeology discourse. His legacy as the leading advocate for
the use of the multidisciplinary approach to scholarship will forever in-
fluence more generations of scholars in the future. Today, the use of the
multidisciplinary approach to research has been accepted by many as an al-
ternative to the discipline-based research approach. Scholars from Ghana,
either trained or influenced by Anquandah’s perspective, are designing
multidisciplinary approaches to conduct various research studies that will
contribute to synthetizing story knowledge on the history and prehistory
of Ghana. Indeed, Professor Anquandah shaped the discourse and practice
of archaeology in Ghana and influenced many generations of African and
Africanist archaeologists, as well as scholars from other disciplines, by in-
corporating problem solving into academic research and pursuits.

Mohammed Mustapha
University of Florida

Wazi Apoh
University of Ghana
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