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1. LORD JUSTICE HOLROYDE:  The submissions heard today make clear the competing 

considerations which the court must take into account.  In our view priority must be 

given to the need for the appeals to proceed in proper course and without delay, involving 

as they do 41 appellants in all and many anxiously interested persons.  For that reason, 

we think it necessary to give our decision now, even though we must reserve our reasons 

to be delivered in writing at a later date.   

2. In our judgment, no contempt proceedings have yet been initiated and all that has 

happened thus far has been preliminary to any such initiation.  In order to ensure appeal 

proceedings are not diverted or delayed, we direct that the question of whether any 

contempt proceedings are to be initiated against Mr Marshall and/or Miss Page and, if so, 

whether by the Post Office or by the Court of its own initiative, must be adjourned for 

consideration after the appeals have been concluded.   

3. When the matter was last before the court on 19 November we left open the question 

whether the matters should be considered by this constitution or another constitution of 

the court.  Although we are far from accepting all the submissions made in that regard by 

Mr Henry QC and Mr Lawrence QC, we direct that all further hearings must be before a 

different constitution. 

4. MR HENRY:  My Lords, may I seek guidance because implicit in the order that the 

court has made is that the further constitution may become, as it were, aware of material 

which we submit it ought not to read and so therefore it would be my submission that the 

court can, if I may so respectfully, adjourn this to an intermediate constitution who can 

deal with the question of the disclosures made, as we submit in breach of Miss Page's 

rights and it will be rather like, and I do not mean to make any unfortunate or invidious 

comparison, it would be rather like, forgive me, one Bench of magistrates dealing with 

the issue of admissibility before it is released to another Bench in the magistrates. 

5. LORD JUSTICE HOLROYDE:  Thank you Mr Henry.  The short answer is no.  Thank 

you. 

6. MR HENRY:  So be it, my Lord.   

7. LORD JUSTICE HOLROYDE:  Mr Henry, since you are on your feet, I will address 

you on behalf of counsel.  We will in the usual way circulate a draft of our reasons when 

they are ready for handing down.  We will invite corrections for typographical errors and 

the like.  That will emphatically not be an opportunity for yet further submissions. 

8. MR HENRY:  Absolutely, my Lord, nor would I have ever --   

9. LORD JUSTICE HOLROYDE:  That was not directed at you personally.  It was a 

general observation based upon the experience in different constitutions and different 

divisions of the court.   

10. MR HENRY:  Thank you.  May I thank the court for its courtesy.   
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