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ORR, J:

Let me at the outset apologise for the delay iﬁ delivering
this judgment. This case has been plagued with a litany of laches.
T do not offer this as an excuse but merely to indicate the history
of this matter.

The Writ of Summons was filed on the 23rd April 1974 .
Trizl commenced on the 11th November, 1979, continued on the
1l4th March, 1980, and then lay dormant until 1984 when it was
revived but no further hearing occurred until 1985 when the matter
continued with a change of attorneys for the defence. After further
hearing it was concluded in February 1986 when I reserved judgment.

The Maroons occupy & unique position in the history of R
Jamaica., The prowess of the only female National Hero,Nanny, is
well known. 1In this action,some of her descendants are embroiled
in a dispute over leadership.

In 1964 the Maroons of Moore Town in the parish of Portland
elected the defendant, Colin Harris as their leader with the title
of Colomel.

Disputes arose concerning his leadership and there was a
purported election on the 1st August, 1973, at which the defendant
was voted out of office and the plaintiff elected as the new leader
with the style and title of President, a title hitherto unknown in

the history of the Maroons.
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" Dear Mr., Harris,
There will be a meeting on Thursday
evening in which you will have to play an
important role.

(Sgd.) The Maroons of Moore Town'.

The defendant, secure in his knowledge of the customs of the
Maroons ,treated this missive with contempt. It was his opinion that a
meeting could not be summoned in this manner. He gave two versions as
to his disposal of the notice.

(1) He had sent it to his publishers; and

(2) He tore it up and threw it in the wastepaper basket.

I accept his unchallenged evidence as to the contents of the
notice.

Mr. Frater in his final address stressed the democratic
traditions of this country, but surely fairness and decency should
dictate that the leader of the Maroons should have received some
intimation that his conduct would be called into question with a view
to his possible dismissal. This at least, would have allowed him to
rally his loyal constituents to his support.

The evidence of the plaintiff and his witnesses is that some
two hundred (200) person attended the meeting.

There was no evidence as to the population of the community
nor what percentage attended this meeting.

On the available evidence I cannot conclude that the purported
election satisfied the norms for publicity and equal opportunity of
voting which is enshrined in the democratic process.

The plaintiff has failed to prove that he was validly elected
as leader of the Maroons.

There will therefore be judgment for the defendant with costs

to be agreed or taxed.



