
Befo::ce:: Sir 

Division} i 

l 

2nd June: 1997 

Bailhachs; Bailiff l 

The AH.monev Genera,l 

-v-

Cantrade Private Bank Switzerland (C"I.~} Limited 

in the mattel of a Reipreserltaficn ihe Delenda11t Gmnp~!IlY, 

the Ail.orrley General for me pr(ice,edl,nQs to iH; heard 
in camera '" 

C~E~ Whelan t Crown Advocate 

Advocate lLR" for the Defendant 

THE BAILIFF: 
the 

JUDGMENT 

Hr~ Whelan, for the 

of this 

General f has for 

BeUl.k Cantrade to be heard in 

camera~ r:I"he application seems to me to ve rise to a confli.ct 

between b .. lO fundarnental The first is that 

5 justice should be done As Hoffmann J ~ r as he then ",Jag, 
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25 

sa.id in D~ 131; 

may be excluded if that the 

way iI] which justice can be dOlJe~ 71he test is a 

strict one" It cannot t as Lord Ealdane said .. be deal t 

with b'1e j as res 

wJlat is The j 

question as one of 
convenience 

on his mere disc.ret.ion as to 

he said f must treat tbe 

e and as turning not on 

The second fundamental principle is that the process of 

criminal justice is 50 

intel-ference with i t ~ 

ant that a Court should brook no 

The Crot-lD 'uivocate has submitted that if the of this 

by Cantrade were to take in then facts 

would be rehearsed vlh,ich would be at the heart of the criminal 

trial and that there is a risk that udiee result to one 

or more of the defendants in the criminal trial~ In the of 

that submission I am to accede to the ion of the 
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CrOT,.;n Advocate ~ I order 
of Cantra.de take 

that th.(~ hear 
in cameZ-3. 

of this 

I muse y as1< those persons in .. Court 1Nho are. not 
concerned. v;!j"th the hear of the 
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In re a Solicitor (19B7) Ch.D. 131. 




