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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
GENERAL JURISDICTION
ACCRA — A, D, 2025

BETWEEN

GARY NIMAKO MARFO

11 E.D. Sowah Avenue
East Legon, Accra

AND

. SETH J. BOKPE sk
ACCRA
SULEMANA BRAIMAH ook
ACCRA
WILLIAM NLANJERBOR JALULAH ok
ACCRA

. PHILIP TEYE AGBOVE .
ACCRA

. MEDIA FOUNDATION FOR WEST AFRICA LBG *ohox
ACCRA

(PLAINTIFF WILL DIRECT SERVICE)

AN ACTION having been commenced against you by the issue of this Writ by the above-named

Plaintiff

GARY NIMAKO MARFO

PLAINTIFF

15T DEFENDANT
2ND DEFENDANT
3R0 DEFENDANT
4TH DEFENDANT

5TH DEFENDANT

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

1. SETH ). BOKPE 2.SULEMANA BRAIMAH 3. WILLIAM NLANJERBOR 4. PHILIP TEYE AGBOVE
5. MEDIA FOUNDATION FOR WEST AFRICA LBG

AND TAKE NOTICE that in default of your so doing this, Judgment may be given in your absence

without further notice to you.

Dated thiis 22 ay of \((,<J\ -:}A 20 A ye

Chief Justice of Ghana

N.B: . This writ is to be served within twelve calendar months from the date of issue unless it is renewed within six calendar months

from the date of last renewal.

The Defendant-may appear hereto entering appearance either personally or by solicitor, at the Registry of the court of issue of the
Writ at A Defendant appearing personally may, if he desires enter his appearance by post and the appropriate forms may

be obtained.from the Registrar after paying the appropriate fees.

N




The Plaintiff’s claim is for:

i. A declaration that the publication with the banner headline and the picture of the Plaintiff that
“NLA gave away GHC3 billion prime business in exchange for peanuts” is defamatory of the
Plaintiff as same was made without any basis.

ii. A declaration that the publication with the banner headline and the picture of the Plaintiff that
“NLA gave away GHC3 billion prime business in exchange for peanuts” was ill-motivated and
without any just cause.

iii. A declaration that the publication with the banner headline and the picture of the Plaintiff that
“NLA gave away GHC3 billion prime business in exchange for peanuts” was intended to cause
public disaffection of the Plaintiff and the former Members of the Board and to reduce their
image in the eyes of right thinking members of society.

iv. An Order of Court directed at the Defendants to pay compensatory damages in the sum of Ten
Million Ghana cedis (GH¢10,000,000.00) to the Plaintiff.

V. An Order of Court directed to the Defendants to apologize and retract the defamatory story
published about the Plaintiff in the same prominence given to the defamatory publication.

vi. Costs including legal fees.
A -
DATED AT ACCRA, THIS 30"™ DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2025 LE
BL
WO
Solicitor’
Chamber’s i
This Writ was issued by GARY NIMAKO MARFO ESQ.
Whose address for service is MARFO & ASSOCIATES, BLOCK 9, SCIENCE MUSEUM,
WORKERS’ COLLEGE, ACCRA
Agent for PLAINITIFF
Solicitor for the Plaintiff GARY NIMAKO MARFO ESQ.
Who resides at Accra

Indorsement to be made within 3 days after service
This Writ was served by me at
On the Defendant

On the day of 20
Indorsed the day of 20
Signed
Address

Note: If the Plaintiff’s claim is for liquidated demand only, further proceedings will be stayed if within the time limited
for appearance the Defendant pays the amount claimed to the Plaintiff, his lawyer or agent or into Court as provided for
in Oder 2 rule 3(2).



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF JUDICATURE <L | U [

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE \ ).
GENERAL JURISDICTION o / \
ACCRA - AD. 2025 T
SUIT NO: )
GARY NIMAKO MARFO Hokk PLAINTIFF
11 E.D. SOWAH AVENUE
EAST LEGON
ACCRA
VRS
. SETH J. BOKPE ook 15T DEFENDANT
ACCRA
. SULEMANA BRAIMAH Hekk 2ND DEFENDANT
ACCRA
. WILLIAM NLANJERBOR JALULAH Hokk 3RD DEFENDANT
ACCRA
. PHILIP TEYE AGBOVE ok 4TH DEFENDANT
ACCRA
. MEDIA FOUNDATION FOR WEST AFRICA LBG *** 5TH DEFENDANT
ACCRA

(PLAINTIFF WILL DIRECT SERVICE)

STATEMENT OF CLAIM

The Plaintiff is a private legal practitioner and the Managing Partner at Marfo and
Associates.

The Plaintiff was appointed as the Board Chairman of National Lottery Authority
(NLA) on 1st March, 2024.

The 1st Defendant is a journalist and claims to be working for a media house
described as The Fourth Estate which has not been incorporated under the laws
of Ghana but which the 5th Defendant has allowed it to be hosted on its website as
representing a non-profit public interest and accountability investigative
journalism, a project for Media Foundation for West Africa.

The 2nd Defendant is a Director of the 5t Defendant and advertised the defamatory
publication complained of by the Plaintiff on 29t September, 2025 and also
published the defamatory matter complained of on his social media handle on 30th
September, 2025.



10.

11.

12.

13.

" The 3 and 4t Defendants are journalists who together with the Defendants

published the defamatory story complained of.

The 5th Defendant is a media outlet which claims that The Fourth Estate is on its
website as a non-profit public interest and accountability investigative journalism,
a project of the Media Foundation for West Africa.

The Plaintiff avers that on 30t September, 2025 his attention was drawn to a
publication made by the Defendants under the headline; “Lottery Bonanza

How NLA gave away GHC3 billion prime business in exchange for peanuts
THE

FOURTH

ESTATE".

The Plaintiff avers that the banner headline and the story were actuated by malice,
deliberate, calculated and jaundice motive of the Defendants and same was clearly
evidenced in the manner in which the publication was carried out to cause public
disaffection, ridicule, and reduce the image and hard worn reputation of the
Plaintiff.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants lack of proper checks and due diligence on
whatsoever information they received clearly shows that they were not even
aware that at the time the Plaintiff was appointed Board Chairman of NLA in
March, 2024, KGL Technologies Ltd had already been granted a license by the
Board to operate in the 5/90 online lotto space.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants claim that NLA gave away a GH¢3 billion
prime business in exchange for peanuts was not based on any benchmark but
spurious speculations without any verifiable data.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants did not inform the public of the financial
position of NLA prior to the Authority granting KGL Technologies Ltd a provisional
license to pilot the online 5/90 lottery game and the current financial position of
NLA.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants failed to tell the public that the online
lotto game was fully developed, funded and operated by KGL Technologies
Ltd, a private third party collaborator at no cost to NLA.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants failed to inform the public that KGL
Technologies Ltd is currently the sole highest revenue generator for NLA and
funds all of its operations.



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

PARTIES INVOLVED

' The Plaintiff avers that the manner with which the publication was carried out by

the Defendants was actuated by malice and suggestive that the Board did not act
in the interest of NLA.

The Plaintiff avers that the Board at all material times acted in good faith and
took into consideration the financial sustainability and stability of NLA by
granting the 5/90 online license to KGL Technologies Ltd.

The Plaintiff avers that the Board granted a longer term license taking into
consideration the huge infrastructure built by the local investor and the many
years it would take to recover its investment which NLA made no contribution.

The Plaintiff avers that the Board further took into consideration the fact
that NLA does not have the technical capacity to by itself operate the NLA
5/90 online lottery hence entering into collaboration with the third party
collaborator who had been tried and shown to have a proven record to
deliver NLA its assured revenue.

The Plaintiff avers that since the engagement of KGL Technologies Ltd as a third
party collaborator of NLA, the financial position of the Authority has moved from
negative to a positive book balance.

The Plaintiff avers that the jaundice motive of the Defendants in publishing this
story was not bonafidice, or to serve the public good but rather to hide behind their
pay masters to smear the Plaintiff and the former distinguished Board Members.

The Plaintiff avers that it would have served the public good if the Defendants had
published the financial statements of NLA from January, 2012 to December, 2024
for the public to know their true intentions.

The Plaintiff avers that the conduct of the Defendants and their pay masters to at
all cost find problems with the license duly granted by the Board of NLA shows
their lack of candor, motive, distortion of facts and the deliberate and calculated
attempt to malign the Plaintiff and to cause him disaffection in the eyes of right
thinking members of society.

The Plaintiff avers that during his tenure as Board Chairman, the following
companies were granted licenses to operate in the lotto space.

NO, OF | STATUS
YEARS

DATE OF DATE OF REMARKS
COMMENCEMENT TERMINATION

-

KGL TECHNOLOGY LTD - NLA 5/80 FIXED ODDS
ONLINE LOTTERY VIA USSD AND WEB AND DRAW
NUMBERS OF THE NLA 5/80 FIXED ODDS ONLINE

LOTTERY VIA

USSD AND WEB -THE REPUBLIC OF NIGERIA

YEAR OF LICENSE

1ST JANUARY 2024 [31ST DECEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING

~N

SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND 8TH

KGL TECHNOLOGY LTD - 5/80 USSD AND WEB ONLINE
LOTTERY AND AS AN LMC

1ST JANUARY 2024

31ST DECEMBER 2039

15

RUNNING

SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH, 8TH, 12TH
AND 15TH YEAR
OF LICENSE




KGL TECHNOLOGY LTD - NLA 5/80 FIXED ODDS
ONLINE LOTTERY VIA USSD AND WEB AND DRAW
'INUMBERS OF THE NLA 5/90 FIXED ODDS ONLINE

SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND 8TH
YEAR OF LICENSE

3|LOTTERY VIA 1ST JANUARY 2024 |31ST DECEMBER 2034 10 |RUNNING
USSD AND WEB -THE REPUBLIC OF COTE D'IVOIRE
SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
4 |KGL TECHNOLOGY LTD - JUMBO AND HOT GAMES 1ST OCTOBER 2024 |30TH SEPTEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
AFRILOTTO SYSTEMS LTD - 6/57 JACKPOT-HYBRID 9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
5|AND ELECTRONIC SCRATCH CARD GAMES 15TH MARCH 2024  |14TH MARCH 2034 10 |RUNNING
|SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,8TH AND
9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
6 |LUMA FACILITIES & TRADING LTD - NLA 5/0 LOTTERY ; 354 SEPTEMBER 31ST AUGUST 2034 10  |RUNNING
SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
ZETA TECHNOLOGIES LTD - NLA-VAG 6/49 LOTTERY 9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
7/(JACKPOT) 15TH MARCH 2024  |14TH MARCH 2034 10 |RUNNING
BLUE STAR HI-TECH COMPANY LTD - NLA 5/90
LOTTERY ON FRONT END MOBILE DEVICES AND POS SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND 9TH
TERMINALS AND CONDUCT DUTIES OF A LICENSED YEAR OF LICENSE
gLmMC 15TH MARCH 2024  |14TH MARCH 2034 10 |RUNNING
SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
ONASSIS SPORTS COMPANY LTD -TO DISTRIBUTE 9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
9dNLA 5/80LOTTERY 1ST OCTOBER 2024 [30TH SEPTEMBER 2034 10  |RUNNING
SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
10{FORTUNE SYNERGY LTD 15TH MARCH 2024  |14TH MARCH 2034 10 |RUNNING
SUBJECT TO REVIEW IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
11|ENF TECHNOLOGIES CO. LTD 1ST NOVEMBER 2024 |31ST OCTOBER 2034 10  |RUNNING
12WULUCKY GHANA LIMITED - 6/59 1ST AUGUST 2024 |31ST JULY 2034 10
13WULUCKY GHANA LIMITED - 722 1ST JANUARY 2024 |31ST DECEMBER 2034 10
14{WULUCKY GHANA LIMITED - 844 18T AUGUST 2024 |30TH JANUARY 2028 4
- »3;:' DECEMBER | 23RD DECEMBER 2034 10
2 3;11 DECEMBER  |23RD DECEMBER 2034 10
15T JANUARY 2024 [31ST DECEMBER 2025 1
ST JANUARY 2024 |31ST DECEMBER 2025 1
SB BUSINESS VENTURES -722 1st JANUARY 2024|315t DECEMBER 2025 1
20{ACCURATE GIANT -722 1st JANUARY 2024 [31st DECEMBER 2025 1
[21/BEST CHANCE LOTTERY L1D-722 1st JANUARY 2024 [31st DECEMBER 2025 1
22]GLOVITALOTTERY LTD -722 Tst JANUARY 2024|318t DECEMBER 2025 1 UNNIN
23[ZACDOW COMPANY-722 15t JANUARY 2024 [31st DEGEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
24[MIWO KAKRA YEBEDI NTI-722 18t JANUARY 2024 |31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
25{VISION 2000-722 18t JANUARY 2024 |31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
26{MAKAFUI MOGYI-722 18t JANUARY 2024 |31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
27[OBIRI ASARE AND SONS -844 1ST AUGUST 2024 |30TH JANUARY 2028 4 |RUNNING
28/RAND LOTTERY-844 18T AUGUST 2024 |30TH JANUARY 2026 4 |RUNNING
29{RAND LOTTERY-722 1st JANUARY 2024 |31st DECEMBER 2034 10 IRUNNING
OBIRI ASARE AND SONS -722 18t JANUARY 2024 |31st DECEMBER 2034 10 |RUNNING
31|BLUE STAR HIGH TEGH COMPANY LTD-844 1ST OCTOBER 2024|3151 MARCH 2028 4 [RUNNING
[32/ALPHA LOTTOLTD -722 1ST JANUARY 2024 |31ST DECEMBER 2034 10 |RUNNING
ALPHA LOTTOLTD -844 1ST AUGUST 2024 [30TH JANUARY 2028 4 |RUNNING

The Plaintiff avers that the conduct of the Defendants in publishing the story

complained of is defamatory of the Plaintiff as same was made without any basis.

PARTI

RS OF DEFAMATION

The Plaintiff understands the banner headline “Lottery Bonanza

How NLA gave away GHC3 billion prime business in exchange for
peanuts” to mean that there was in existence a business opportunity
for which NLA could have made GH¢3 billion by itself but same was
granted to KGL Technologies Ltd for peanuts, a conduct which
smacks lack of due diligence on the part of the Plaintiff and the former

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants did not provide any scientific

justification for how NLA could have by itself generated GH¢3 billion but did
not do so and had to grant the said business to KGL Technologies Ltd for

23.
a)
Board Members.
24,
peanuts.
25.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants know or ought to have known that the

technical software was not a software of NLA but was designed by KGL




26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

| Technologies Ltd and the concept sold to NLA for piloting way before the Plaintiff

assumed office as Board Chairman.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants know or ought to have known that if
the intention of the publication was bonafide, they ought to have provided
an alternative software company which NLA could have partnered to receive
the revenue which is more than what KGL Technologies Ltd is paying NLA at
the moment.

The Plaintiff avers that the Board upon careful deliberation agreed on a fixed
quarterly revenue payments with adjustments in order to guarantee
planning of the Authority since apart from KGL Technologies Ltd, none of the
companies in the lotto space provide huge revenue to the Authority.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants know or ought to have known that
NLA does not own the intellectual property in the software used by KGL
Technologies Ltd to operate 5/90 online lottery.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants know or ought to have known that
NLA did not make any financial contribution in the construction of the
software and the engineering technologies associated with the software.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants know or ought to have known that
prior to KGL Technologies Ltd bringing its own design of software and
making proposal to NLA that the company can assist in increasing the
revenue of NLA, NLA as a corporate body was not involved in online lotto
business neither was any company operating on behalf of NLA.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants know or ought to have known that as part
of good corporate governance practice, there was a Board Committee on licensing
and compliance chaired by a very senior Solicitor at the office of the Attorney-
General, which Committee did a very diligent work on all the licenses referred to
the Committee by the Board.

The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants know or ought to have known that with the
caliber of persons on the Board, a lot of due diligence were done by the Board prior
to the approval of all the licenses listed supra.

The Plaintiff avers that when the 1st Defendant contacted the Plaintiff that he
wanted an interview, the Plaintiff informed the 1st Defendant that all the Board
Minutes have been duly signed and they were at the Board secretariat but the
Defendants chose not to read or even if they read chose not to understand the
contents.



' 34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

" The Plaintiff avers that the Defendants know or ought to have known that putting

ii.

iii.

iv.

a slant on only one license clearly shows that the Defendants chose not to read the
Board Minutes and all the licenses granted by the Board.

The Plaintiff avers that if the Defendants had read all the licenses, they would have
appreciated the reasoning for signing one year, four years, ten years, and the cash
cow of NLA, KGL Technologies Ltd fifteen years for guaranteed financial stability
of the Authority.

The Plaintiff avers that the conduct of the Defendants by not reading the Board
Minutes, Memos, and Reports on all the licenses granted by the Board which said
reports details the reasoning for the grant of same exposes the malicious
intentions of the Defendants.

The Plaintiff avers that there was absolutely no basis for the malicious publication
and that the intention of the Defendants were to harm the hard won reputation of
the Plaintiff and other reputable members who served on the former Board of NLA.

The Plaintiff avers that despite the good work executed by the Plaintiff and the
former Board Members, the Defendants were not interested in any but sought to
smear the Plaintiff and members of the former Board by publishing this jaundice
story.

The Plaintiff avers that the publication carried out by the Defendants was without
basis and claims against the Defendants jointly and severally as follows;

A declaration that the publication with the banner headline and the
picture of the Plaintiff that “NLA gave away GHC3 billion prime business
in exchange for peanuts” is defamatory of the Plaintiff as same was made
without any basis.

A declaration that the publication with the banner headline and the
picture of the Plaintiff that “NLA gave away GHC3 billion prime business
in exchange for peanuts” was ill-motivated and without any just cause.

A declaration that the publication with the banner headline and the
picture of the Plaintiff that “NLA gave away GHC3 billion prime business
in exchange for peanuts” was intended to cause public disaffection of the
Plaintiff and the former Members of the Board and to reduce their image
in the eyes of right thinking members of society.

An Order of Court directed at the Defendants to pay compensatory
damages in the sum of Ten Million Ghana cedis (GH¢10,000,000.00) to the
Plaintiff.



v.l An Order of Court directed to the Defendants to apologize and retract the
defamatory story published about the Plaintiff in the same prominence
given to the defamatory publication.

vi. Costs including legal fees.

DATED AT ACCRA THIS 30T DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2025

ASOCIATES
MA : ERS!
LEGAL 7Y USEUM
LK.\9 ENCE *
B ') I'E \ E' ACCRA
WOR! 264292509

Solicitor’s Number: eGARQ0780/25
Chamber’s License No: ePP09463/24

THE REGISTRAR
HIGH COURT (GENERAL JURISDICTION)
ACCRA

AND TO THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANTS HEREIN ON WHOM PLAINTIFF WILL
DIRECT SERVICE



PARTIES INVOLVED DATE OF COMMENCEMENT |[DATE OF TERMINATION |NO. OF YEARS [STATUS |REMARKS
KGL TECHNOLOGY LTD -
NLA 5/90 FIXED ODDS SUBJECT TO REVIEW
ONLINE LOTTERY VIA IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
1|USSD AND WEB AND 1ST JANUARY 2024 31ST DECEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING [9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
KGL TECHNOLOGY LTD - (3
5/90 USSD AND WEB IN THE 3RD,6TH, 9TH,
2|ONLINE LOTTERY AND  |1ST JANUARY 2024 31ST DECEMBER 2039 15 RUNNING [12TH AND 15TH YEAR
KGL TECHNOLOGY LTD -

NLA 5/90 FIXED ODDS SUBJECT TO REVIEW
ONLINE LOTTERY VIA IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
3|USSD AND WEB AND 1ST JANUARY 2024 31ST DECEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING [9TH YEAR OF LICENSE

SUBJECT TO REVIEW |
KGL TECHNOLOGY LTD - IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
4|JUMBO AND HOT GAMES |1ST OCTOBER 2024 30TH SEPTEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING [9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
AFRILOTTO SYSTEMS SUB
LTD - 6/57 JACKPOT- IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
5|/HYBRID AND 15TH MARCH 2024 14TH MARCH 2034 10 RUNNING |9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
SUB
IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
6|LUMA FACILITIES & TRAD|1ST SEPTEMBER 2024 31ST AUGUST 2034 10 RUNNING |9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
ZETA TECHNOLOGIES SUBJECT TO REVIEW |
LTD - NLA-VAG 6/49 IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
7|LOTTERY (JACKPOT) 15TH MARCH 2024 14TH MARCH 2034 10 RUNNING [9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
BLUE STAR HI-TECH SUB
COMPANY LTD - NLA 5/90 IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
8|LOTTERY ON FRONT 15TH MARCH 2024 14TH MARCH 2034 10 RUNNING [9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
ONASSIS SPORTS SUB
COMPANY LTD -TO IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
9|DISTRIBUTE NLA 5/90 1ST OCTOBER 2024 30TH SEPTEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING [9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
SUB
IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
10|FORTUNE SYNERGY LTD |15TH MARCH 2024 14TH MARCH 2034 10 RUNNING [9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
SUB
ENF TECHNOLOGIES CO. IN THE 3RD,6TH AND
11|LTD 1ST NOVEMBER 2024 31ST OCTOBER 2034 10 RUNNING [9TH YEAR OF LICENSE
12|WULUCKY GHANA LIMITE[1ST AUGUST 2024 31ST JULY 2034 10 RUNNING
13|WULUCKY GHANA LIMITE[1ST JANUARY 2024 31ST DECEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING




14|WULUCKY GHANA LIMITE[1ST AUGUST 2024 30TH JANUARY 2028 4 RUNNING
15|WULUCKY GHANA LIMITE}|24TH DECEMBER 2024 23RD DECEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING
16 |WULUCKY GHANA LIMITE|24TH DECEMBER 2024 23RD DECEMBER 2034 10 REVOKED
17|DIBLO LOTTERY AND TRA1ST JANUARY 2024 31ST DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
18|FROM HOME CO. LTD-722/1ST JANUARY 2024 31ST DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
19|SB BUSINESS VENTURES|1st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
20|ACCURATE GIANT -722  |1st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
21|BEST CHANCE LOTTERY {1st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
22|GLOVITA LOTTERY LTD -41st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
23]ZACDOW COMPANY-722 |1st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
24]MIWO KAKRA YEBEDI NTIj1st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
25{VISION 2000-722 1st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
26| MAKAFUI MOGYI-722 1st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2025 1 RUNNING
27|OBIRI ASARE AND SONS {1ST AUGUST 2024 30TH JANUARY 2028 4 RUNNING
28]RAND LOTTERY-844 1ST AUGUST 2024 30TH JANUARY 2028 4 RUNNING
29|RAND LOTTERY-722 1st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING
30/OBIRI ASARE AND SONS 41st JANUARY 2024 31st DECEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING
31|BLUE STAR HIGH TECH C|1ST OCTOBER 2024 31ST MARCH 2028 4 RUNNING
32|ALPHA LOTTO LTD -722 |1ST JANUARY 2024 31ST DECEMBER 2034 10 RUNNING
33|ALPHA LOTTO LTD -844 |1ST AUGUST 2024 30TH JANUARY 2028 4 RUNNING




