
   PARTICULARS OF CLAIM 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE OF JAMAICA 

IN CIVIL DIVISION 

CLAIM NO.  2010 H. C. V.  
 
BETWEEN                  HAROLD BRADY                    CLAIMANT 
 
A N D               HONOURABLE BRUCE GOLDING          DEFENDANT 
 
 

1. The Claimant is and was at all material times an Attorney-at-law and the Senior 

Partner with the law firm Brady & Company in the jurisdiction.   

2. The Defendant is and was at all material times the Prime Minister of Jamaica and 

Leader of the Jamaica Labour Party.  

3. The Claimant was called to the Jamaica Bar in 1979 and for over 30 years he has 

been one of Jamaica’s most eminent and established Attorneys-at-law.  The Claimant 

started his legal career as an Associate in the law firm Dunn, Cox and Orrett, after 

which he left to start his own firm – Brady & Company- and from that time until now, 

the Claimant has been senior partner of this distinguished law firm. The Claimant has 

also been a devout and dedicated member of the Jamaica Labour Party (JLP) for 

many years and a member of that organizations highest decision making body outside 

of its Annual Conference, the Central Executive from 1993 and remains so to this 

day. The Claimant also represented the JLP as its candidate in the Constituency of 

South East St. Andrew in the 2003 and 2007 General Elections. 
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4. The Claimant has had a long and distinguished legal career characterised by 

excellence, social responsibility and service to the citizens of Jamaica.  As an 

Attorney-at-law and a senior member of the JLP, the Claimant has established 

contacts within the legal, business, social and political circles of Jamaica and 

internationally and was admitted as a Solicitor of the Supreme Court of England and 

Wales in 1990 and a member of the Law Society, and a member of the 

Commonwealth Lawyers Association.  The Claimant was also a Consultant to the 

prestigious law firms of Nabarro Nathanson in the UK in 1991 and the Washington 

law firm, Hogan & Hartson 1989 to 1991. 

ACHIEVEMENTS 

(a) Between 1979 and the present date, the Claimant has served on    
many government and national boards including the following: the 
Copyright Committee which is responsible for reviewing existing 
legislation and to make recommendations for a new and improved 
law; the National Council on Drug Abuse; the Legislative 
Committee; the Medical Council of Jamaica; the Quarries 
Commission of the Ministry of Mining; the Health Corporation; 
and the Betting Gaming and Lotteries Commission. The Claimant 
had the honour of being appointed as chairman of National Book 
Development Council of Jamaica and the Divestment Committee 
for Government-owned media by the then Prime Minister of 
Jamaica. The Claimant was both Chairman and Deputy Chairman 
of the Rent Assessment Board for the Kingston Metropolitan Area. 
He also offered his services as director of the Jamaica Institute of 
Political Education.  
 

(b) Over the years the Claimant has taken time to sharpen his 
professional skills and to share his expertise to the wider 
international community. In 1989 he became Executive Secretary 
of the International Democrat Union which is the worldwide body 
of conservative Christian Democrats and Centre Right Political 
Parties. In this position the Claimant was based at the Secretariat in 
London and his responsibilities included coordinating the 
worldwide activities of the union. During his tenure he organized 
the 1989 Party Leaders' Conference in Tokyo which was attended 
by 28 party leaders from 27 countries, headed by Margaret 
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Thatcher, the Prime Minister of Great Britain; Dan Quayle, Vice 
President of the USA, and the Prime Minister of Japan. 
Additionally, The Claimant represented Prime Minister Edward 
Seaga as a member Executive Committee of the International 
Democrat Union (IDU). The Claimant also had the distinction of 
being a member of the international fact-finding mission to the 
Philippines and member of the Caribbean and Jamaican delegation 
to IDU Party Leaders Conference in Berlin. In 1989 he was a 
member of the International Observer Team to the Panama and 
Namibia Elections.   
 

 
Social Responsibility 

 
(c)   The Claimant believes in giving back to his country as such, 

between 1978 and 1989 he was a lecturer in Commercial Law at 
the University of the West Indies (Department of Business Studies) 
and in Constitutional Law, Faculty of Law, University of the West 
Indies, Mona Campus, Jamaica.  

 
5. On September 14, 2010 at a Media Press Conference the Defendant, in response to a 

specific question from Damion Mitchell of Power 106 FM, spoke and published or 

caused to be transmitted and published over both radio and television the following 

words which were false and were and are defamatory of the Claimant: 

DM: In announcing you had sanctioned the Manatt initiative you 
said you had given specific instructions for the matter to be kept 
within the Party.  However, your instructions were not honoured.  
Who disobeyed the P.M.? 
 
GOLDING: Mr Brady 
 
DM: What actions, if any, have been taken against the individual 
who has disobeyed you? 
 
GOLDING: Well, Mr. Brady was asked to resign from all 
government boards. Mr. Brady is no longer a member of the 
party. 

 
There is a question that has been raised as to whether or not a 
complaint should be filed with the General Legal Council but 
that is a matter that we have not decided on yet because there are 
certain technicalities involved.  One of which for example has to 
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do with the question as to in what capacity was Mr Brady acting 
in his relationship with the Party.  Was he acting as a lawyer or 
was he acting as a party supporter and a former member of the 
party.  
 
That is in fact the capacity in which he was originally engaged.  
He was asked to take the initial steps that he took because of his 
long association with the Party; with the International 
Democratic Union of which we are an associate member; and the 
international contacts that he had.  He was asked to speak with a 
particular individual who is a close friend of the Party – former 
Chairman of the Republican Party- to see whether or not he 
could help to get some greater receptivity on the part of the U.S. 
Authorities to the concerns that we had because we were being 
stonewalled.  In the initial engagement/discussions with the U.S., 
we were being stonewalled.  We couldn’t get past that wall so 
therefore Mr Brady was asked to get hold of Mr. Frank 
Fahrenkopf who is a former Chairman of the Republican Party, 
good friend of the Party and when he got hold of Frank who is 
somebody I know personally...  In the past we’ve said to Frank 
“we need your help.  There’s a problem with the U.S. Government 
and we need your help”.  He would know to pick up the phone; to 
call this one ; to call that one; and very often after he’d done his 
phone calling we could see there was a difference and we could get 
some movement.  That was what was intended on this occasion. 
 
He said “Look, I don’t know that I’m the best person to help you 
in this matter.  I’m a Republican and I don’t have the kind of 
contacts with the present Administration.  The man you need to 
talk to is Chuck Manatt because when I was Chairman of the 
Republican Party Chuck was Chairman of the Democratic Party 
and I know Chuck.  So, go see Chuck.” 
 
When he went, whoever he spoke with at Manatt said “Look, 
we’re prepared to assist in this matter but it would have to be on a 
professional retainer basis” and, as I said; as I’ve acknowledged 
before, when that was reported to me by Brady, that’s when I 
should have pulled up the stumps.  That’s when I should’ve said 
“Absolutely no.”  Regrettably, I said “Alright go ahead but be 
very clear in your mind that this is the Party that is doing it not the 
Government” because it was entirely a Party initiative from it 
started.  That’s how we got hold of Frank Fahrenkopf because 
Frank is not a government person.  Frank Fahrenkopf is a party 
person with long, friendly relations with the Jamaica Labour 
Party.  That is what we had hoped would have been the extent of 
the involvement. 
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From Mr Brady went and engaged the services of Manatt that is 
where it went off in directions we didn't intend, and directions 
which, in some respects, I was learning about only after the 
matter was reported in Parliament.  

 
6. In their natural and ordinary meaning and in the context of previous public statements 

made by the Defendant and by senior officials of the Government of Jamaica and the 

JLP the words and images referred to the Claimant or were referable to him and 

meant and were understood to mean that: 

 
(a) The Claimant actions were unethical, improper and 

inappropriate. 
 

(b) The Claimant acted contrary to specific and detailed 
instructions given to him by the Prime Minister of Jamaica. 

 
(c) The Claimant misrepresented himself as acting on behalf of the 

Jamaican government. 
 

(d) The Claimant’s conduct has embarrassed and humiliated the 
Jamaican government. 

 
(e) The Claimant has unilaterally misled a senior official of the 

Jamaican Government namely the Solicitor General to interact 
with Manatt, Phelps and Phillips (MPP) in a manner as to assist 
the Claimant and MPP to unethically and incorrectly assert that 
MPP acted on behalf of the Jamaican Government;   

 
(f) That as a result of the Claimant’s conduct severe disciplinary 

action has been meted out against him. 
 

(g) The Claimant has been asked to resign from various 
government boards as a disciplinary consequence of his 
actions. 

 
(h) The Claimant was expelled from the Jamaica Labour Party as a 

disciplinary consequence of his actions. 
 

(i) The Claimant’s conduct is in breach of the canon of ethics of 
the legal profession.  
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(j) The Claimant’s conduct warrants disciplinary action to be 
taken by the General Legal Council. 

 
(k) The Claimant is not a fit and proper person to be an Attorney-

at-law. 
 

(l) The Claimant cannot be trusted to follow instructions from 
clients or anyone else. 

 
(m) The Claimant is an untrustworthy person.  

 
 

7. The words referred to and were understood to refer to the Claimant.  

8. Further or alternatively the said words bore and were understood to bear the meanings 

pleaded in Paragraph 7 above by way of innuendo as the public would have 

understood the words complained of to bear the meaning set out herein. 

PARTICULARS 

(a) It is generally known that the Claimant played a role or is 
somehow involved in engaging and retaining the services of 
MPP, the law firm that was hired to lobby the United States 
government on matters concerning the extradition of 
Christopher Coke; 
 

(b) Previous public statements made by the Solicitor General, the 
Defendant, The Minister of Information and the General 
Secretary of the JLP have made it clear that any action leading 
to any inference that the Government of Jamaica somehow 
engaged the services of the said MPP was unauthorized and 
unethical and that, otherwise, the involvement of MPP in acting 
on behalf of the JLP was permissible, ethical and authorized; 

 
(c) In particular, the Solicitor General has stated publicly that his 

involvement with MPP was entirely on the prompting of the 
Claimant and, at the Press Conference under reference, the 
Defendant asserted that the Solicitor General “may have 
engaged in matters in relation to this that, in reflection, 
should have been better handled”;  
 

9. In the circumstance, the words were calculated to disparage the Claimant in his 

profession as an Attorney-at-law as set out herein.  The intended effect of the 



Page 7 of 9 
 

  

publication was to lower the Claimant in the estimation of right thinking members of 

society generally or to expose him to hatred, contempt or ridicule.   

10. The Claimant will rely on the following facts and matters to support a claim for 

exemplary damages. 

PARTICULARS OF EXEMPLARY DAMAGES 

(a) The JLP and the MPP affair concerning the extradition of 
Christopher Coke has been widely reported in the local and 
international media; 

 
(b) The Claimant and the Defendant are presumed to be at the 

centre of the MPP affair; 
 

(c) The publication was intended to damage the Claimant’s 
character and professional reputation; 

 
(d) The Defendant spoke and published or caused to be published 

the said words knowing they were false or reckless as to the 
truth or otherwise of the said words having calculated to 
portray the Claimant in a false light and to cast blame on him in 
order to advance and protect the Defendant in his political 
career which objective the Defendant has calculated would 
profit him in excess of any award of compensatory damages 
that this Honourable Court could award; 

 
(e) The said words are calculated to, have the potential to and have 

in fact adversely affected the Claimant in the practice of his 
profession in that clients already having retained the Claimant 
are encouraged to terminate that relationship and new clients 
have been discouraged from retaining the Claimant’s legal 
services;   

 
 

11. By reason of the publication of the words complained of, the Claimant has been 

caused serious injury to his personal and professional reputation and has suffered 

considerable embarrassment and distress. 

12. Despite the Defendant’s receipt of a letter of demand, dated September 15, 2010 

delivered by hand on that day which said letter set out all the relevant facts, the 
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Defendant has ignored the said letter; neglected or refused to apologize, retract or to 

offer any amends whatsoever.  Attached hereto as APPENDIX A is a copy of the 

said letter of demand of September 15, 2010. 

13. The Defendant’s behavior subsequent to his being informed of the Claimant’s claim 

against him is high handed and contumelious; has aggravated the damage to the 

Claimant; and has established that the Defendant acted with express malice when he 

spoke the words of the Claimant at the said Press Conference 

   PARTICULARS OF EXPRESS MALICE 

(a) The Defendant published the words complained of recklessly; 

(b) The Defendant had no honest belief in the truth of the said 
words; 
 

(c) The Defendant published the said words without having made 
any or any proper enquiries to ascertain whether or not they 
were true; 

 
(d) The Defendant has refused to give or offer any apology, 

correction  or amends of any kind; 
 

(e) The Defendant has sought to influence and  rely on the public 
statements of members of the JLP as well as artifice, sleight-of-
hand and disingenuity, particularly an irrelevant assertion that 
the Claimant’s outstanding Party dues were unpaid for three 
years, in his attempts to avoid offering amends to the Claimant; 

 
(f) The Defendant published the said words without first making 

any attempt to contact the Claimant regarding the truth of the 
said words or to provide a system of due process for the 
Claimant to answer the charges made against him by the 
Defendant or ensuring that this was done on his behalf or on 
the JLP’s behalf; 

 
14. The said words are actionable under the laws of Jamaica.  

AND THE CLAIMANTS CLAIM: 

1. Damages for Libel; 
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2. Exemplary or Aggravated Damages 

3. Interest at 1% above the commercial bank’s lending rate pursuant to 
Section 3 of the Law Reform (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act; 
 

4. Costs; 

5. Further or other relief the Honourable Court deems fit. 

 
 

 Settled 

 

_______________________________ 
Gordon Robinson 

in consultation with M. Georgia Gibson-Henlin 

 
Henlin Gibson Henlin  
Attorneys – at – Law 

 

Per:_____________________________ 
M. Georgia Gibson-Henlin 

 
 

I certify that all facts set out in this Particulars of Claim are true to the best of my 

knowledge, information and belief. 

   Dated the          of                  2010 

 

 
………….…………..……………………. 

CLAIMANT  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FILED BY HENLIN GIBSON HENLIN Attorneys-at-Law of Suites 3 & 4, 24 Cargill 
Avenue, Kingston 10, Attorneys-at-Law for and on behalf of the Claimant herein whose 
address for service is that of its said Attorneys-at-Law. 


