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ANDREW MILLER

Plaintiff
AND:
(1) THE GOVERNOR OF THE CAYMAN ISLANDS

(2) PORTFOLIO OF THE CIVIL SERVICE, CAYMAN ISLANDS
(3) ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE CAYMAN ISLANDS Defendants

WRIT OF SUMMONS

(1) The Governor of the Cayman Islands, of 133 Eigin Ave, Grand Cayman, Cayman Islands
(2) Portfolio of the Civil Service, of 133 Elgin Ave, Grand Cayman, Cayman Islands
(2) The Attorney General of the Cayman Islands of 133 Elgin Ave, Grand Cayman, Cayman Islands

THIS WRIT OF SUMMONS has been issued against you by the above-named Plaintiff in respect of
the claim set out on the next page.

Within 14 days after the service of this Writ on you, counting the day of service, you must either satisfy
the claim or return to the Court Office, P.O. Box 495G, George Town, Grand Cayman, the
accompanying Acknowledgement of Service stating therein whether you intend to contest these
proceedings.

If you fail to satisfy the claim or to return the Acknowledgement within the time stated, or if you return
the Acknowledgement without stating therein an intention to contest the proceedings, the Plaintiff may
proceed with the action and judgment may be entered against you forthwith without further notice.

Issued this 14 day of September 2022.

NOTE - This Writ may not be served later than 4 calendar months (or, if leave is required to effect
service out of the jurisdiction, 6 months) beginning with the date of issue unless renewed by order of
the Court.

IMPORTANT

Directions for Acknowledgment of Service are given with the accompanying form.

This Writ of Summons and Statement of Claim was issued by the Plaintiff, whose address for
service is aamiller2711@gmail.com
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STATEMENT QF CLAIM

1 The decision by the Depuly Commissioner and Commissioner of the Royal Cayman Islands
Police Sanice in a leiter dated 2 March 2007, not 1o take into consideration Section 20(2) of |
the Polive Act {2008 Revision), was procedurally unfair, unreasonable, gppressive, and |
therefore unlawhul and a nullity and of no effect. Which states:

A non-gazelied officer who has served for twenly-one years in the Force may ratire on ;
pension without prejudice o his being accepled for such further period or periods of service |
as may be fived by coniract ™

2. Cabinet as expressed in Part Wl of the Constitulion is o exercise tieir exsoutive powers ‘
delegated by Her Majesly to the Governor of the Cayman Islands, through the Government ‘
ard Wembers of the Cabinet. Cabinet has ullimate discretion in its decision-malking process \
and may avall itself of all resources available in that process,

3. ! jointed the Royal Cayman tstands Police Senvices {RCIPS) in 1984 by signing a permanent
and pensionable contract. InJanuary 1998 hwas seconded to Hampshire Constabulary United
Kingdom, where | attended snd completed the advance weriification as an Expert Fingerprint ;
officer at the scientific support Collage New Scotfand Yard, 1 am duly registered as a :
Fingeiprint expert at the Home Offica. :

4, in late 1997 before going off to the sdientific Support Collect New Scottand Yard | agreed with
he Police Commissioner, who at the Yime was Mr. Thwsticld and serior management 1o retire
@s an operational oificer and be re-hired on a fixed term contract as a dvilian working in the
Sdientific Support Branch of the RCIZ. This | was told would hopefally improve the efficiency
of service, by increasing the number of frant-fine aficers. |

5. i July 2000 | relumed to the RCIPS where | re-joined the Scienlific Support Branch. In late
2007 1 was later promoted o the rank of Sergeant and appointed as the deputy head of the
depariment.

8. Bebween 1998 and 2007 the Commnissioner of Police and senior mvanagemsant of the Royal !
Cayman islands Polioe Senvioe decided to convert the support staff of the Scientific Support |
Branch to civillan capacily with all rights and privileges therein. This would relieve warranted
ofiteers of their fitles and provide the Commissioner to amploy more officers thereby making
the RCIPS more efficient.

This Wit of Summmnons and Statement of Claim was issued by the Plaindif, whose address for |
sewice is aamWler?7 114 COn
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G2022-0208nmust atfect fthe] other person .. FEPGesriving Him of some benelit or ativantage whith ety 1>
{i} he had in the past been parmitted by the desision-maker fo enjoy end which be can
iegitimately expect io be permiited to conlinue fo do unitil there has been communicated to him
seme rationsl grounds for withdrawing it on which he has been given an opportunily to
comment; or (i) he has received assurance from the decision-maker that the benelit or
advantage will ol be withdrawn without giving him first an opportunily of advancing reasons
for contending that they should not be withdrawmn.”

19. it is respectidly submitted that on this basis that | had a legitimate expectation that my
Parmanent and Pensionable contract would be confinued as agresd fo be transferrad o
clvilian capadity with all vights and privileges therein.

20, i further submit that since no apparent rational grounds for refiting me early pursuant to Seotion
2002) of the Police Act {2006 Revision) or for the discontinuation of my parmanent and
pansionable contract have o this day arisen, | must be immediately compensated from breach
of contract. | have sought countisss fimes 1o find alternative employment within government
as recenily as March 2021, without any success.

21. in early October 2011 1 finally seitled into studying for my LPC in the UK. 1 started to really
enjoy the LIPC course. During the class group B, session four, | heard two studenis discussing
me being on Google. This discussion was very brief and they were just confirming that it was
be on the website. The conversation lead me to beliove that information was posted on the
internet sbout my persenal and professional fife. After a break, | immediately searched ey
name on the infamous Google site. | was not prepared for what 1 discovered. Someons or
group acting together posted contents stating that 1 was an expert from the Cayman istands
and | was fired for unknown reasons. The postings went as far as stating that 1 cornmitted
dishonesty offenses in the Cayman istands. 1 found that my vame was included on a criminal
Summary Cowrt {isfing on the Cayman Islands judicial website. The only intempratation
somecne mading or sesing this weuld leave viewers with the believe that | had been charged
with theft. Neediess to say that | was quite shocked by this discovery and 1 fielt confused,
distances and completely detached from the courss, '

2. In December 2011 | took a break for fall. 1 retamed to the UK in January 2012, Upon my
raturn | made an appointment with Bains Cohen LUP, Solicitors and Notary Pulblic in London
to assist me in removing these defamatory contents from the Google side. After conswdiation
with them { was advised that

‘the technical team believes that this defamatory search result is the product of a Google
algonithm which caused the word thelt to be placed next fo my name from the embedded POF
document, however we cannof discount the possihiity this has been interitionally created by
the Cayman istands Judiciary.” [See Schadule 1 para 2 of the letler akached ]

This Wit of Summons and Stetoment of Claim was issued by the Plaintilf, whose address for
senvive s aamiller?71 1@ mwail.com

L
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G2022-0208 contend that these actions and’@BishdafieAlal breach of Section 9{1) of my condiaird- 15
rights where Government shall respect every person's private and family file, his or her home
and his or her correspondenca.

23.  Seclion 16{1) of the Cayman Islands Constitution Order 2009 govemment shall not treat any
parson in a discriminatory manter in respect of the rights under this part of the Constitution
and section 19{1) all decisions and acts of public officials must be tawful, proportionate and
proceduratlly fair.

241, Further, Seclion 24 of the Constitution states that it is unlawful for a public oficial to make &
decision of 10 act in @ way tat is incompatible with the B of Rights unless the public official
is required or aufhorised to do so by primary legislation, in which case the tegislation shall be
deciared incompatible with the Bill of Righis and the nature of that incompatibility shall be

5. Biven thet the Consiitution is the supreme legislation in this junisdiction, which govams all
plher legislalion and sach and oY crealures of the Constiution as provided for. Therein, no
primary legisiation, lst alone subondinate legislation can supplant or displace the rightul
enjoyment of ivalihood, life and property unless as provided for in the Constilulion, otherwise
that legislation and any altempted enforcement of it would contravene Section 16{1), 18(1)
and 24 of the Constitution.

6. i cordend that the dedision made by the commissioner of police is mull and void and has no
fawil authority. The decision ot 1o taks into account the Police Act was teinted or maliified
by Hlegslity, and in doing 5o breached my Pemnanent and Pensionable Cordract,

27. There is no functional detriment on the part of the Defendants, therefore, the delay has caused
no injustice and no prejudice. The Plainti has been refiant on the nstructions of e
Coemmissioner of the Royal Cayman istands Pofice Service about converding from a Wanranted
Officer to Civilian Status to improve the establishment. This was clearly stated in the Afffdavit
by the former Commissioner Buel Bragys {atachad as Appendix 1). The Grand Court Rules
{G.C.R) ordersd for want of prosetulion is incompatible with the Constitution Order 2000 of
the Cayman islands.

Thils it of Summons and Statement of Claim was issued by the Plaintiff, whose address for
senvioe is aamiler2? 11 il 0!
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AND THE PLAINTIFF CLAINMS

1.

Genenal and Special Damages in respect of my prematune retiremant by the Commissioner of
police and the consenueniial reputational damage, financial loss and hardships and emotional
distness that my family and | have ensured.

2. As par Mclaughiin v His Excellency the Govermnor of the Cayman Istands [2007] UKPC 50, that
reinstatement is impossible at this stage. To ensure that justice is done, | accordingly submit
that given the unfewiul dedsion of the Deputy and Commissioner of Police and the
consaguences 1o the Applicant that ithis is & case which jusiifies the award of damages.

3. The Cayrman Istands Government owss Andrew A Willer salary from 2007 at the vate of
C155%,000 per yeor uniil | attain the relirernent age of 65 (2023) 25 years, which amounts to
C151,475,000 as stiputated by faw and post inferest. The difference from my European
wountenparts should slso be inciuded in the compensation amounts.

. General and sggravated and exemplary damages for fibsl and or slander for mslicious
falsshond for publishing words of dishonesty en Google and the warld wide web {waw).

5. Huch further, conseguantial and or other refief that s just.

Appendices:

Lettor o Pramisr Hon. Wayne Panton JP, MP deted August 11,2021 - Appendix 4

Contract — dated Seplember 14, 1984 - Appendix 2

Affidavit Buel Braggs dated April 8, 2022 -~ Appendix 3

"""""" G2022-0208 " Page5of22 2022:09-15
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Dated this /4 day ofﬁf/‘ﬂ!gﬂ_ 2022

A

ANDREW MILLER
Plaintiff
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APPENDIX 4.

G2022-0208 Andrew A. MillBwiQ8(HoAd), B8c,. Dip,. Funds, Acc.,Dir 2022-09-15
P.O. Box 30244 SMB, Grand Cayman, KY1-1201, Cayman Islands

August 11%, 2021

TO Premier Hon. Wayne Panton JP, MP
Deputy Premier Hon. Chris Saunders WP
Government Administration Building
133 Elgin Avenue, P.Q. Box 907
Grand Cayman, KY1-1103
Cayman Islands

Attention:
Heather Bodden MP Parliamentary Secretary

Hon. Juliana O'Connor-Connolly, JP

Hon. Bernie Bush MP

Hon. Kenneth Bryan MP

Hon. André Ebanks MP

Hon. Sabrina Turner P

Hon. Jay Ebanks MP

Hon. Katherine Ebanks-Wilks, LLB/ Deputy Speaker/ Parliamentary Secretary
Mr. Isaac Rankine serves as Parliamentary Secretary

His Excellency the Governor, Martyn Roper
Hon. Attorney General, Samuel W. Buigin Q. C., J.P.
Hor, Franz Manderson, MBE, Cert Hon,, JP

Dear Hon, Premier Mr. Panton,
SUBJECT: Letter of claim for Unfair/Consiructive Dismissal and abuse of Public Office
1. The decision by the Deputy Commissioner and Commissioner of the Royal Cayman Isiands
Service Palice in a letter dated March 2, 2007, not to take into consideration Section 20 (2} of the

Police Law (2006 Revision), was procedurally unfair, unreasonable, oppressive, and therefore
unlawiul and a nullity and of no effect. Which states;

lof9
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G2022-0208 Andrew A. MiliengB@mé)Ae, Dip,. Funds, Acc.,Dir 2022-09-15
P.O. Box 30244 SMB, Grand Cayman, KY1-1201, Cayman islands

" A non-gazetted officer who has served for twenty-one years in the Force may retire on pension
without prejudice to his being-accepted for such further period or periods of service as may be fixed
by contract,”

2. Cabinet as expressed in Part Il of the Constitution is to exercise their executive powers
delegated by Her Majesty to the Governor of the Caymén Isfands, through the Governor and
Members of the Cabinet. Cabinet has ultimate discretion in its decision-making process and may
avail itself of all resources available in that process.

Facts and background

5 1 joined the Royal Cayman Islands Police Service (RCIPS) in 1984 by signing a permanent and
pensionable confract. In January 1998 | was seconded to Hampshire Constabulary United
Kingdom, where | attended and completed the advance certification as an Expert Fingerprint officer
at the scientific Support College New Scotland Yard. | am duly registered as a Fingerprint expert
at the Home Office.

6 Inlate 1997 before going off to the scientific Support College New Scotland Yard | agreed with the
Potice Commissioner, who at the time was Mr. Thursfield and senior management to retire as an
operational officer and be re-hired on a fixed term contract as a civilian working in the Scientific
Support Branch of the RCIP. This | was told would hopefully improve the efficiency of the service,
by increasing the number of front-line officers.

7 InJuly 2000 | returned to the RCIPS where | re-joined the Scientific Support Branch. In late 2001 |
was later promoted to the rank of Sergeant and appointed as the deputy head of the department.

8 Between 1998 and 2007 the Commissioner of Police and senior management of the Royal Cayman
Islands Service Police decided to convert the support staff of the Scientific Support Branch to
civilian capacity with all rights and privileges therein. This would refieve warranted officers of their
titles and provide the Commissioner to employ more officers, thereby making the RCIPS more

efficient,

20f9
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G2022-0208 Andrew A. Milien gue®an$) Esc,. Dip,. Funds, Ace.,Dir 2022-09-15
F.0. Box 30244 SMB, Grand Cayman, KY1-1201, Cayman Islands

9 Foilowing the instructions received and agreed upon it's important to note that in his letter date
March 29, 2007, Commissioner Kernohan instructed me to hand over my warrant card (iD card),
pursuant to Section 17 (1), of the Police Law, (2006 Revision). But failed to indicate the reasons,
and he did not finalize my retirement.

The Common Law

10 At common law,

‘there  is a presumption that procedural fairness s required  whenever the
exercise of a power adversely affects an individual's rights protected by common law or created
by statute. These include rights JT:? bro,oen‘y, personafliberty, status and immunity from penalties
or other fiscal impositions. The duly to éfford procedural fairness is not however, limited to the
protection of legal rights in the strict sense: it also applies to more general inferests, of which the
interast in pursuing a livelihood and in personal reputation have received particular recognition:
Ridge v. Baldwin [1964] A.c. 40; Mcinnes v. Onslow-Fane [1978] 1 W.L.R. 1520 at 1527-1 528,
Rees v, Crane [1994] 2 Ac. 17."

11 Applying the above principle to the circumstances at hand, it is submitted that the commissioner
was subject to a duly to ensure that procedural fairness was maintained in reaching a decision
of whether to retire me pursuant to Section 20{2) of The Police Law (2006 Revisfon}. This is so
because a decision to retire the Applicant on either ground would clearly affect the Applicant's
vested financial interests in receiving a salary, heaith insurance coverage and pension
contributions; his interest in pursuing a livefihood; and, in maintaining his, up until that point,
unblemished personal and professional reputation.

12 Some decisions require full adjudicative-type hearings in order to ensure procedural fairness has been
maintained, whereas others only narrowly permit the mere right of notice of the decislon under
consideration. At common law, there are no rigid rules governing what type of procedures a decision-
maker will have to follow in order to ensure procedurat fairness has been maintained.

3of9
G2022-0208 Page 9 of 22 2022-09-15




G2022-0208 Andrew A. Miller LLSBG)S), BSe)bIg 2Funds, Acc. Dir 2022-09-15
P.0O. Box 30244 SMR. Grand Cavman. KY1-1201. Cavman Isiands

13. In the House of Lords decision in Ridge v. Baldwin [1984] A.C. 40, one of the leading cases on

the boundaries of procedural faimess, it was held that the decision of a Watch Committee to
dismiss a Chief Constable could not be tawfully exercised "until the Watch Committee have infarmed
the constable of the grounds on which they propose to proceed and have given him a proper
opportunity to present his case in defence." This was held despite the absence of any such express
statutory provisions to this effect. The Watch Committee were acting pursuant to s. 191 (4) of the
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882. Arguably, the wording of section 191 bestowed even wider
discretion upon the Watch Committee than Section 20(2) of The Police Law (2008 Revision) bestows
upon the applicant, arguably, the wording of section 191 bestowed even wider discretion upon the Watch
Committee than Section 20(2) of Tke Police Law (2006 Revision) bestows upon the

Defendant

14. The principle enunciated in Ridge v Baldwinwas applied by the House of Lords in R v Chief
Constable of Nonh Wales, ex p. Evans |1 9821 1 WLR 1155 where it was held that the decision
by the Chief Constable to give an Officer the choice to either resign or be dismissed was made

contrary to the ruies of natural justice due to the failure of the Chief Constable to give the
officer an opportunity to be heard in relation to allegations made against him, some of which
were later proved to be factually inaccurate.

16 It has been noted that the draconian manner in which the Defendant chose o reach his
decision fo retire the Applicant and the consequential damage both financially and to the
Applicant's otherwise impeccable professional and personal reputation is a regrettable example

of this observation.

16 It is a settled principle at common law that a failure by a decision-maker to ensure that
precedural fairmess has been maintained will result in the decision being considered unlawiful,
furthermore, it is also a settled principle that where a decision was made unlawfully, it is to be
considered a nutlity and of no effect. Applied to the matter at hand, if the decision to retire the
Applicant is indeed deemed to have been made unlawfully, and thus was not an effective
retirament of the Applicant, it necessarily follows that he was never in fact retired by the
Defendant and he is thus entitled to his salary and any other benefits he would have enjoyed as

40f9
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G2022-0208 Andrew A. Miflera.diflond), B2c,. Dip,, Funds, Acc.Dir 2022-09-15
P.O. Box 30244 SMB. Grand Cavman. KY1-1201. Gavman Islands

17 It has long been a settled principle at common law that decisions which are “so unreasonable
that no reasonable authority could ever come to it" - Associated Provincial Picture Houses Lid v
Wednesbury Corp[1948] 1 K.B. 223 per Lord Greene M.R. are unlawful. In the Wednesbury case,

Lord Greene M.R. provided a non-exhaustive list of administrative shortcomings which would be
covered by this notion of unreasonableness. These included: bad faith, dishonesty, attention

given to extraneous circumstances, disregard of public policy, wrong attention given to
irrelevant considerations and failure to take intc account matters which are bound to be

considered.

18 i submitted that the commissioner decision to retire me without providing reasons as to why he
felt it was "in the public interest” to'do so and why he felt doing so would “improve the efficiency
of the organization" was a decision that no reasonable authority could ever have arrived at.

The Legitimate Expectation Arguments:

19 At common law, an individuals’ legitimate expectation of the provision of a benefit or advantage to be
conferred by a public authority is protected under certain circumstances:

20 In Council of Civil Service Unions v Minister for the Civil Service .ord Diplock stated that, for a

legitimate expectation to arise, the decision:

"must affect [the] other person ... by depriving him of some benefit or advantage which either (i)
he had in the past been permitted by the decision-maker to enjoy and which he can legitimately
expect fo be permitted to continue to do until there has been communicated to him some
rational grounds for withdrawing it on which he has been given an opportunity to comment; or
(i) he has received assurance from the decision-maker that the benefit or advantage will not be
withdrawn without giving him first an opportunity of advancing reasons for contending that they

should not be withdrawn.”

21 ltis respectfully submitted that on this basis that | had a legitimate expectation that my
Permanent and Pensionable contract would be continued as agreed to be transferred (o civilian

capacity with all rights and privileges therein.

5o0f9
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P.O. Box 30244 SMB. Grand Caviman. KY1-1201. Cavman Islands

22 1 iurther submit that since no apparent rational grounds for retiring me early pursuant to Section
20(2) of the Police Law (2006) Revision) or for the discontinuation of my permanent and
pensionable contract have to this day arisen, | must be immediately compensated for breach of
contract. | have sought countless times to fine alternative employment within government as
recently as March 2021, withoui any success.

DEFAMATION:

14. In early October 2011 i finally settled into studying for my LPC in the UK. | started to really
enjoy the LPC course. During class group B, session four, | heard two students discussing me
being on gooyle. This discussion was very brief and they were just confirming that # was me
on the website. The conversation leaded me to believe that information was posted on the
internet about my persanal and professional life. After a break, | immediately searched my
name on the infamous Google site. | was not prepared for what | discovered. Someone or
group acting together posted contents stating that | was an expert from the Cayman Islands
and | was fired for uniitnown reasons. The postings went as far as stating that | committed
dishonesty offenses in the Cayman Islands. | found that my name was included on a criminal
Summary Court listing on the Cayman lslands judicial website. The only interpretation
someone reading or seeing this would leave viewers with the belief that | had been charged
with theft. Needless to say that | was quite shocked by this discovery and | felt confused,
distanced and completely detached from the course.

15. In December 2011 | tock a break for fall. | returned to the UK in January 2012. Upon my return
[ made an appointment with Bains Cohen LLP, Solicitors and Notary Public in London to assist
me in removing these defamatory contents from the google site. After consultation with them |
was advised that,

” the technical team believes that this defamatory search rasult is the product of a Google

algorithm which caused the word theft to be placed next fo my name from ithe embedded

PDF document however, we canhof discount the possibility this has been intentfonally

created by the Cayman Islands Judiciary.” |See Schedule 1 para 2 of the letier attached)

i contend that these actions are a fundamental breach of section 9 (1) of my constitutional rights
where Government shall respect evéry person’s private and family life, his or her home and his or

her correspondence.

6of9
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62022:0208 " p.0, Box 30244 SMB, Grand Caymen, KY1-1201, Cayman Islands

Further breaches within the Cayman Islands Constitution Order 2009

18. Section 16.(1), Cayman Islands Constitution Order 2009 government shall not treat any person
in a discriminatory manner in respect of the rights under this Part of the Constitution and section
19.(1) all decisions and acts of public officials must be lawful, rational, proportionate and
procedurally fair.

17. Further, section 24 of the Constitution states that it is unlawful for a public official to make g
decision or to act in a way that is incompatible with the Bill of Rights unless the pubiic official is
required or authorised to do so by primary legislation, in which case the legisiation shall be
declared incompatible with the Bill-of Rights and the nature of that incompatibility shall be
specified.

18. Given that the Constitution is the supreme legislation in this jurisdiction, which governs all other
legistation and each and all creatures of the Constitution as provided for. therein, no primary
legislation, let alone subordinate legislation can supplant or displace the rightful enjoyment of
livefihoad, life and property unless as provided for in the Constitution, otherwise that legislation
and any attempted enforcement of it would contravene Section 16 (1), 18 (1), and 24 of the
Constitution.

19. | contend that the decision made by the commissioner of police is null and void and has no
lawful authority. The decision not to take into account the Police Law was tainted or nutlified by
iltegality, and in doing so breached my Permanent and Pensionable Contract

7of9
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G2022-0208 Andrew A. Milferg.ceiibrsf, 85b,. Dip,. Funds, Acc.,Dir 2022-09-15
P.0. Box 30244 SMB, Grand Cayman, KY1-1201, Cayman Islands

Damages

1. General and Special Damages in respect of my premature retirement by the
Commissioner of palice and the consequential reputational damage, financial loss and hardships
and emotional distress that my family and | have endured.

2. As per MclLaughlin v His Excellency the Governor of the Cayman Isiands [20077 U KPC 50, that
reinstatement is impossible at this stage. To ensure that justice is done. | accordingly submit that
given the unlawful decision of the Deputy and Commissioner of Police and the consequences to
the Applicant that this is a case which justifies the award of damages.

3. The Cayman Islands Government owes Andrew A. Miller salary from 2007 at the rate of CI1$59,000
per year until | attain the retirement age of 65 (2032) 25 years, which amounts to Ci$1 475,000 as
stipulated by law and post interest

4. General and aggravated and exemplary damages for libel and or slander for malicious faisehood
for publishing words of dishonesty on Google the world wide web (www).

5. Such further, consequential and or other relief that is just.

Please provide me with a decision within ten days time or make arrangement to meet again.

| look forward in hearing from you.

Sihcerely,

Andrew A. Miller
LLB(Hons), BSc,. Dip,. Funds, Acc.,Dit.

it BODDEN.

] S e L \ﬂ‘ -
JUsHICe i Tne Peace

e HB150208

X7 S
oy Vd

{/172
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P.O. Box 30244 SMB, Grand Cayman, KY1-1201, Cayman Islands

SCHEDRUILE 1

1. Letfer to Premier Hon. \Wayne Panton JP, MP dated May 11th, 2021

2. letter from retired Commissioner of Police Buel Braggs CPM RVM, Hon. W, Panton June 2, 2021

3. Letter to Michael Ebanks HR for Cabinet- from Andrew Miller May 7 2021

4. Letter from Michael Ebanks HR - Andrew Miller April 16, 2021

9of9 _
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APPenbix 2.
2022-09-15

n Islands Commissioner's Office
P.O. Box 909,
0, : 94222 Grand Cayman,
British West Indi
. PT/AM

" CAYMAN ISLANDS POLIGE
l4th September, 1984

Andrew Miller,

Cons. No. 218,

c¢/o Police Headquarters,
George Town,

GRAND CAYMAN.,

Dear Sir,

CONSTABLE - ROYAL CAYMAN ISLANDS POLICE FORCE

I am directed to inform you that your appointment as a
Police Officer oo permanent and Pensionable terms has
been approved with effect from the 10th September, 1984
on the following conditions:—

1. Your commencing salary on that date will be $10848
. per annum on Salary Scale P-1;

2. Your appointment will be on two years probation, on
the satisfactory completion of which, and subject to
fulfilling the requirements of Police Regulations with
regards to standards of competence, discipline and
proficiency you will be eligible for confirmation in
your post as a pensionable officer;

a. Although your normal dutias will be those attached to
the post designated above, you will be iiable toc cerve
anywhere in the Caymsn Islands, or earry out any other
suitable duties which may be allotted to yau.

4, You will, in other respects be subjeect to Colonial and
other Regulations and other terms and conditions of
service in force from time to time.

If you are willing to accept the appointment on the terms
and conditions set out abave, please sign one copy of this
letter in the place provided below and return it to me as
500N as possible. :

U&;ur faithfully,

MICHAEL ROWLIMG,
AG. COMMISSIONER OF POLIGE.

I accept the offer of probationary appolntment made to me on
the terms and conditions set out above.

e ".:' -,67 4
e ! : o s O S Py
SIGNATORE DATE

¢.c. Chief Secretary
Principal Segcretary, (P)
Chief Accountant
Internal Auditor
Budget Officer
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DIRECTIONS FOR ACKNOWLEDSMENT OF SERVICE

OF WRIT OF SUMMONS

1. The accompanying form of Acknowiedgment of Service should be completed by an Attonney
acking on behalf of the Defendant or by the Defendant it acting in parson.

After complation it must be delivered or sent by post to the Law Courts, PO Box 4956, George
Town, Grand Cayman, KY1-1108, Cayraan islands.
2, A Defendant who states in his Acknowledgment of Service that he inlends to contest the

proceedings must sise senve a Defenve on the Altorney for the PlainBiff {or on the Plainilff if
acting in person).

if a Statement of Claim is indorsed on the Wit {ie. the words "Btatement of Claim” appear on
the Yop of page 23, the Defence must be semved within 14 days after the fime for acknowledging

service of the Wik, unless in the meanfime 2 summons for judgment is served on the
Defendant.

IFihe Statemant of Claim is not indorsed on the Yk, the Defence need not be served until 14
days after a Stalement of Claim has been served on the Defendant.

if the Defendant fails to serve his Dafence within the appropriate ims, the Plainliffs may enter
judkyraent against him without furthet nolite.

3. A Stay of Execution against the Dafendant’s goods may be applied for where the Defendant is
unable to pay the money for which any judgment is entered. If a Defendant to an action for a
diebt or figuidated demand {.e. a fixed sum) who does not intend o contest the proceedings
states, in answer to QGuestion 3 in the Acknowledgment of Service, that he intends to apply for
& siay, execyiion will be stayed for 14 days #iter his Acknowledgment, but he must, within that
Hime, issue a Summons for a siay of execulion, supported by an affidavit of his means. The
affidavit should state any offer which the Dafendant desires to make for paymant of the mongy
by instalments or othenwise.

Soe ovarleal for Noles for Guidance

G2022-0208 Page 18 of 22 2022-09-15




G2022-0208 Page 19 of 22 2022-09-15

Neotes for Guidamee

1. Each Defendant {if there are more than one) is required 1o complate an Acknowledgment of
Service and returmn i to the Gourts Office.

2. For the purposs of calculating the period of 28 days for acknowledging senice, a writ served
on the Defendant personally is traaled as having bean served on the day it was delivered Io
thim.

3. Where the Defendant is sued in a names different from his own, the form must be complsted
by him with the addition in paragraph 1 of the words “sued as {the name staied on the Wit of
Burwnons)”.

4. Where the Defendant is a FIRM and an altorngy is niot instructed, the form must be complated
by & PARTNER by name, with the addition in paragraph 1 of the desoription "Partner in the
finm of { . - dfiter his namea.

5. VWhere the Dafendant is susd as an indivichsl TRADING IM A NAME OTHER THAN HIS W,
ihe form must be complated by him with the addifion in paragraph 1 of the description "irading
B o 7" after his name,

. Where the Defendant is a LIMITIED COMPANY the form must be completed by an Attorney or
by somenne autherized to act on behalf of the Company, but the Company can take nio further
slasp in the proceedings without an Altomey acting on iis behalll

7. Wihere the Defendant is 8 MINOR or a MENTAL PATIENT, the formn must be completed by an
Attorney acting for a guardian ad litem.

8. A Defendant atling in person may obtain help in complating the form at the Couwts Offics.
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IN THE GRAND COURT OF THE CAYMAN ISLANDS

CIVIL DIVISION

CAUSE NO. [#] OF [20@]
BETWEEN: ANDREW MILLER Plaintiff
AND:

(1) THE GOVERNOR OF THE CAYMAN ISLANDS
(2) PORTFOLIO OF THE CIVIL SERVICE, CAYMAN ISLANDS
(3) ATTORENY GENERAL OF THE CAYMAN ISLANDS Defendant

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SERVICE

OF WRIT OF SUMMONS

If you intend to instruct an Attorney to act for you, give him this form IMMEDIATELY.

Important. Read the accompanying Delay may result in judgment being entered
directions and notes for guidance carefully against a Defendant whereby he may have to
before completing this form. If any pay the costs of applying to set it aside.

information required is omitied or given
wrongly, THIS FORM MAY HAVE TO BE
RETURNED,

b ]

1. State the full name of the Defendant by whom or on whose behalf the service of the Wit is being
acknowledged.

[®]

. __________________ - U
e
2. State whether the Defendant intends to contest the proceedings (tick appropriate box)

0 yes L] no
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]
3. If the claim against the Defendant is for a debt or liquidated demand, AND he does not intend to

contest the proceedings, state if the Defendant intends to apply for a stay of execution against
any judgment entered by the Plaintiff (tick box)

O vyes O no
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________ ]

Service of the Writ is acknowledged accordingly

(Signed)

Andrew Miller

Plaintiff

Please compliete overleaf
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Notes on address for service

Attorney: where the Defendant is represented by an attorney, state the attormey's place of business in the
Cayman Islands, A Defendant may not act by a foreign attorney.

Defendant in person: where the Defendant is acting in person, he must give his post office box number
and the physical address of his residence or, if he does not reside in the Cayman Islands, he must give
an address in Grand Cayman where communications for him should be sent. In the case of a limited
company, "residence” means its registered or principal office.

Indorsement by plaintiffs Attorney (or by plaintiff if suing in person) of his name, address and reference,
if any, in the box below,

Andrew Miller

PO Box 30244 SMB
Grand Cayman KY1-1201
Cayman Islands
Aamiller2711@gmail.com

Indorsement by defendant's Attorney (or by defendant if suing in person) of his name, address and
reference, if any, in the box below.
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