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(2) Willis, Hugh Evander (1928): "The History of Contempt of Court," Indiana Law

Journal,Vol.3:  Iss.9, Art.4.P.751 and the followings, Available at:
http://www.repository.law.indiana.edu/ilj/vol3/iss9/4
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U.S. 255.

csummary trial Lilay) &5 3 claSlaall aapall wlu) il "ol Sl "Black" aalal Dkl (V)

dlan (g9 gty 4l il Wpla e gl s eha — lad) leie) Adlaa) ol Alals 8 Juay

¢ Loacle s Ml ¢ Unjia day oleie¥) dapal o sumgall Glaill of 3 el by 4lles L)l 258

DAY 5l Aol alyia) are sl amldl) dabis (pe Julil ) Jaey sl 6 Ll e o dayalls

Letlae o o o Aapad) b Sl Bl (e Gl 458 @ll3 o guim (85 clapuns Bble) o Aaall s
bkl Jualiill e ayhal ol 8 Ay peal) eyl il Lgilal

Walter Nelle :The summary power to punish for contempt, yale law school, vol.31

Columbia law Rev. paper, 4496, 1,1,1931 p. 956 ; Richard C. Donnelly : Contempt

by publication in the united states, yale law school vol, 24, the modern law review,

1961, p. 33; Green v. united states, 356. u. s. 165 at 193 (1958).

(2) John W. Oliver :Contempt by Publication and the First Amendment, 27 Mo. L. Rev.
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v



http://scholarship.law.missouri.edu/mlr/vol27/iss2/1

i el ddlacall 4 aian Ll s o Soped) alaill 8 dilaal) dpapad Sliel)
ABgrse e Ay lilacay daul

O psapally (g3alaty) 0l e AaSaall (lgial Aapn alSal (g yadl) g il 34T a8,
ade J LS ¢ Jadl cligiall 58 o YAY VAT 2lgall (o geal Lgiiaaty YA 4l YA 48,
SlehaY) ol e VY Balall i lghaas Y400 L Aapal) i) b dyleall 28haY) ac sl
cgpadll Ll 8 gadall 550l 06 IS Aleadl 538 ) V) ¢dgliall

Buby depadll i PlA) e ady Ll aaill daSlad) ddalu iadly Jyliian Wls &l
&5 edsl Juad A o SpaY) plailly (gralaiy) aUaill) dsuluslatl) ol & ooleY) )
. ) sl gaail dlale Gy 4l
Aigaan lai¥) ailhl) 8 Aleall AlsS gl 1 JgY) Juadl)



Jod) Juaid!
ot Gt Qi o9 (§ (S il
U LA:\Q ALl of.\.@.& G;.UL.A\ JJ_AAAS‘} Lg.l_,\a.ﬂ\ adal ('a}.g.SA Joadll 12 ‘;ﬂ d}h:l.l.u}

Jstiis a3 «Jl ¢anaa 4 Contempt by publication il &yl oleiaYls il dana
s . pad) il b ALl sda Cany Jliii o e gialady) sl b sl Aalu Canlly

Pk Lad
L) dalud Al sl 1Y) Gl
Lay) ol b gaal : B Caa

cSpa¥) ) 8 il ) Gl



JsY) Emdll

idaulss OleiaYls DAL dapa (b gl Alalud Al Jual) Gaadly b of J8
el o3gd Ayl Jual) gl & oJl llan 8 (gl Adalis ageia Gl sl Lild ¢yl
Js3 lladll
ol A a8 il Aol o sgda

sy o dlima (5523 Sl (aa AeSlaall  oualld 5 sl Adabd) 4l e () gl Gipny
aalel g yma s Le DA o cllyy caslal 3)shaiall Zadll caa Gagias s wlisl Jlaal
= xall Wy Aalall Al (e LeSomnd Gra ol Ailin (gyed lppat G gl cpalandly L8l (e
sl
dgat g yiall Slal Cum caSally Al ilabe o doail) Tase o o i) sl a2
Base Slebaly (sl oty of oy gaeatll Al Jlaely L) Ahlu Jany L) 2%a)
Dy OSTs dapally Lasiyall cigall U 5 ¥ siagal) CilelyaY) o sgiay sSUMMAry process
pa Ay (el Dalanll (go i Ally calindy )y Jalily LKA o o3 A s )aY) )
o il Lo US55 ccilaihally geaadl o L)y A15Y) apaiig g L) el die 5 o558l

5 e e sty 1518 gy aall e aded : cap il (Al s ol Al ol g A1 gaall (V)
pgaailly e Al ady ol 2 el () 5 gaaial) Jed ! (Aall) 5 cdiales Bl Bla (320a)
P s < A o e alaY) il el i) A ol (Blaas) il Uy ¢yl
o badl Gusaldl) z ooyl aeal jalhall /36031 Y0 o caliall Gl V44T (lad 48 o5
AL VAV Gl ecg o Apalad) Al Sl AU el A eD) elals el laadl) 35k
(EY v a N ARE (TE Nz cCigpm Gl Jla caDleYls Al 3 el cAvdpa ¢(alall)
O sl oyt e Al 02al8 Uil (el l jumatiy of (evocation) sa Al Aalll i gaaills
3 e 5500 Lo AaSae g5 (o sp goadl) laline ae i) Slall) Z U] 3 lalinas ¢ AT (S
Lenias JIsal¥) (any (8 Lilall sSlaall 3al) 12 G5ilE) J5a 285 eesinga o aSaiy salall Lerald
calaie ) AiSa ¢ N1 Aagdall (Bl g3l Ailind) de g sall (Gl 2o (gain) o4z Ll Al
LAY a VAT dau 3l

VTl ga (¥ oo ¥ bl ol ddgliall cle)adl dalall 2o @l # 5 ¢ gaga oyl e L3 (Y)

1



tope s ) et Aglal) Llaadl! oL "Blackstone” sl Jsiys ) el claSladl
sl s (Contempt power oleiaY) adalu o saaaill Aalus Jlac) e iy Al s 4lay
& Lonss (3383 (e saliaal) Clelyal) 385 soeall Led 55,880 odas (Regular Ao
ol e Lyt s Cplaally Ll 1y eaall apaig AIY) el 550055 Gaagiall g Liag 3 5e-all
(Ol lainY) Lpuadls cililaal) (re 388 Led il Y IV o a3 calad) 2aSladll
Uil 133 38T Al Jeall o ¢ L) duals dpyspeall CleaY) (e aay (531

«constructive contempt ey il ddyhy el dan A gaail) (anadyg
sy a8 el asd of S aaiall e ol apas 8 AaSladd) sl Jsi gl ddale lé
O pes)) e 13 slgle] o Allaad) paoy DAY ) )shiall dpaill 3 5300 Leils (e gl
ol sy o DAY 13

Aol 3 L ABle sl Audall DAY 5 ol gaaill aelf b ade Calaial (e e
lols e sal 180 a5k (e Ao aSally (ol Aalu AeSladll pall JisdS o) g ASadl)
Jdagasasl e celaaill 8 A8 seats dllaad) s i@yl Alaall w350
Agiladl) le el Jloy ki 8 dilaall dpa leaal ool el

(1) Cammer v. united states, 350, u. s, 399 (1956), sacher v. united state, 343, u.s, 1.9
(1952)

(2) Nelles, Walter: "The Summary Power to Punish for Contempt" (1931).opt .cit . p.
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(1) John W. Oliver: Contempt by Publication and the First Amendment,Missouri Law
Review, Vol. 27, Iss. 2 [1962], Art. 1, (1962), P. 171 — 192, Available at:
http://scholarship.law.missouri.edu/mir/vol27/iss2/1.
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some guidelines on the USE of contempt powers., Canad"ian Judicial Council May
2001,0pt .cit. p.4 ; John W. Oliver, Contempt by Publication and the First

Amendment, opt, cit, Pp 173- 174. ; Bessette v. W.B. Conkey Co., 194 U.S. 324,
327-30, 338 (1904).
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(1) Section 1 of the Act 1981. Section 2 (3), s2 (4). Schedule 1 sets out in detail when
proceedings are “active” and provides interpretative provisions. Section 19
explains the meaning of “court” and “legal proceedings”.
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(3) Contempt of court, law Commission, available at: www.lawcom.gov.uk/wp-

content/uploads/2015/03/cp209 contempt of court.pdf.
(4) Civil Procedure Rule, r, (81) 12, 3.
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(1) Administration of Justice Act, 1960, 8 8 9 Eliz. 2, c. 65, § 13.
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British Section of the International Commission of Jurists (JUSTICE), Contempt of
Court 34 (1959) ; Donald M. Gillmor, Free Press and Fair Trial In English Law, opt,
cit, p.20.
(2) Daily Mail and Daily Mirror fined for contempt of court, the guardian, Monday 22

October 2012, available at : <https://www.theguardian.com/ media/2012/oct/22/
daily-mail-mirror-fined-contempt-court.>
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(1) Sun and Mirror fined for contempt of court in Christopher Jefferies article, the
guardian, Friday 29 July 2011, available at: https://www.theguardian.com/media/
2011/jul/29/sun-daily-mirror-guilty-contempt .
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"We conclude that the nature of the photograph created a substantial risk of
prejudicing any juror who saw that photograph against the defendant Ward. See :
Sun and Daily Mail in contempt over online gun photos, bbc news, 3 March 2011,
available at:< http://www.bbc.com/news/uk-england-south-yorkshire-12632587>

(3) R. v. Ouellet, (1967), 2 C.C.C. 111 (Qué. C.A.). Layne v. Reed et al. (1984), 14 C.C.C.
(3d) 149.

(4) R. v. Froese, R. v. Froese, [1980] 1 W.W.R. 667 (B.C.S.C.), aff'd. (1980), 23 B.C.L.R.
181 (B.C.C.A.); also cited in, R. v. Bannerman (1979), 17 B.C.L.R. 238 (B.C.S.C.),
(1979) 50 C.C.C. (2d) 119, (1980) 54 C.C.C. (2d).
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some guidelines on the USE of contempt powers, Canadian Judicial Council May
2001, available at: https://www.cjc-ccm.gc.ca/cmslib/general/Contempt Powers
2001 _with Header.pdf .

(1) Choquette v. Hébert, [1981] R.P. 80.
(2) (1967), 2 C.C.C. 111 (Qué. C.A.).
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(3) Borrie and lowe: the law of contempt ,pare 13.15 and U smartt, "who still observe,
the law of contempt"? (2007) 171, justice of the peace journal. P. 76.
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Ronald Goldfarb :The History of the Contempt Power, opt .cit .no 1( feb,1961).Pp 7-9.
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(1) Section 17 of the Judiciary Act of 1789 stated that: federal courts "shall have
power to...punish by fine or imprisonment, at the discretion of said courts, all
contempts of authority in any cause or hearing before the same...".

e g @ ol 8 aSall gaal) dlal Jlesin] Ao palyiey) anlil al Lzl aal o (V)
dnaill sda A58y yaldss (Republica v. Oswald 4niad & ¢ il oyl Whgalse pe 8 daSal)
VYol agd " Eleazer Oswald' e <"The Independent Gazetteer' s e o &
R Al ks o Lils < "Andrew Browne" ey bl duae HhU 3a & Gl o) VAA sl
O e pl o bl dagiad sy e lesiae OIS 4 Sl 13 anms of 4 S5 Uy Al
A 5 Ll gseall oda (ol g 3 Asall W) 05 o 0y Oy el dasa (o L) 0S5 Al gl
Y A 3 seandl 3 8 G g oIS Ll ") o sl elae el cdilaall dya dile)
oSyns cidlanall g AaSadl Cilyie) (e psl) o AaSaall Ulgia) il 1aa yield 55kt 33
Juing ale D 318y o (il Vg Caagy (S Lol Oswald of e Ll ccpilae i agial)
10 dab s hed punlls dile aSa s (L Lagio OISl a1 (5500 (gl () ppladl b iy o
P A Jaa) el 4 ksl $

Donnelly, Richard C: "Contempt by Publication in the United States",opt.cit. (1961).
Pp. 239-240.
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Law Rev. (1928), Pp.401- 525.

(1) Act of March 2, 1831, ch. 98, 4 Stat. 487.: [Federal] courts shall have power ... to
punish, by fine or imprisonment, at the discretion of the court, contempts of their
authority: Provided, that such power to punish contempts shall not be construed
to extend to any cases except the misbehavior of any person in their presence, or
so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice.
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John W. Oliver : Contempt by Publication and the First Amendment. Opt .cit,(1962)
Pp. 171-192.
(2) Crown v. Shepherd, 177 Mo. 205, 76 S. W. 79 (1903).
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"When a citizen of Missouri stops long enough to think of the condition of affairs in
this State, it is enough to chill his blood. " Quoted from the court's opinion, id. at
209, 76 S.W. at 79-80.

(1) Milton I. Goldstein : Contempt of Court and the Press in Missouri, vol, 7 Mo. L. Rev.
(1942), p.227 and the followings. Available at: http://scholarship.law.
missouri.edu/mlr/vol7/iss3/2.

tAeSaal) 4l L [t 12
"Newspapers and citizens have the same rights to tell the truth about any body or
any institution. Neither has any right to scandalize any one or any institution.... The
liberty of the press means that any one can publish anything he pleases, but he is
liable for the abuse of this liberty. If he does this by scandalizing the courts of his
country, he is liable to be punished for contempt".

(2) 247 U.S. 402 (1918).
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Courts § 57, at 160, RSMo 1835.; John W. Oliver, Contempt by Publication and the
First Amendment, opt .cit ,(1962), p. 176.
(1) Sacher v. United States, 343 U.S. 1 (1952)
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Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 42, Criminal Contempt, provides:
(a) Summary Disposition. A criminal contempt may be punished summarily if the
judge certifies that he saw or heard the conduct constituting the ocntempt and
that it was committed in the actual presence of the court. The order of contempt
shall recite the facts and shall be signed by the judge and entered of record. (b)
Disposition upon notice and hearing. A criminal contempt except as provided in
subdivision (a) of this rule shall be prosecuted on notice. The notice shall state the
time and place of hearing, allowing a reasonable time for the preparation of the
defense, and shall state the essential facts constituting the criminal contempt
charged and describe it as such. The notice shall be given orally by the judge in
open court in the presence of the defendant, or, on application of the United
States attorney or of an attorney appointed by the court for that purpose, by an
order to show cause or an order of arrest. The defendant is entitled to a trial by
jury in any case in which an act of Congress so provides. He is entitled to admission
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to bail as provided in these rules. If the contempt charged involves disrespect to or
criticism of a judge, that judge is disqualified from presiding at the trial or hearing
except with the defendant's consent. Upon a verdict or finding of guilt the court
shall enter an order fixing the punishment".

(1) Nye v. United States, 313 U.S. 33, 42-43. Cooke v. United States, 267 U.S. 517, 539,
45 S.Ct. 390, 69 L. Ed. 767._United States v. Martin-Trigona, 759 F.2d 1017 (2d Cir.
1985).; Sacher v. United States, 343 US. 1 (1952). See also:
https://www.law.cornell.edu/ rules/frcrmp/rule_42.
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John L. Hilts, The Increasing Use of the Power of Contempt, Montana Law Review,
Vol. 32 [1971], Iss. 2, Art. 1. (1971). Available at: http://scholarship.law.
umt.edu/mlr/vol32/iss2/1 p. 186.
(1) fed. R. crim. P. 42/B. provides that:
A criminal contempt except as provided in subdivision (a) of this rule shall be
prosecuted on notice. The notice shall state the time and place of hearing, allowing
a reasonable time for the preparation of the defense, and shall state the essential
facts constituting the criminal contempt charged and describe it as such. The
notice shall be given orally by the judge in open court in the presence of the
defendant, or, on application of the United States attorney or of an attorney
appointed by the court for that purpose, by an order to show cause or an order of
arrest. The defendant is entitled to a trial by jury in any case in which an act of
Congress so provides. He is entitled to admission to bail as provided in these rules.
If the contempt charged involves disrespect to or criticism of a judge, that judge is
disqualified from presiding at the trial or hearing except with the defendant's
consent. Upon a verdict or finding of guilt the court shall enter an order fixing the
punishment."
(2) the right to a jury trial is provided in:
"...any case in which an act of Congress so provides." Congress has provided for thn
right to a jury trial in three specific instances: 1. cases in which the contemptuous

Y1




O Mol o alal AN G5l amse Aoy Gleiel) Jnd Lgad JS3 3 Llaill 1 Lagl
O (Elend) e nall) Alaall Lloadll (e 40300 LaSadl) 7yl s (5301 Gleia¥) Lloa < Leuls
(19574 50a) giall ()5l b Cypaill Bsin Gadd A Llaadll 0l

B Alalal) ASlaall §sin ABIS; iy ¢ ilindl LYl agiall of Jsill oSay 134 e
130 ¢ pilae i bl AaSlae & Gall calaes Tlaiu¥) & all cal) deasal) dagilly aladl
aall el (i) ((non petty) ddavw e dapall il § el din slam A gsal) cuils
By 3 Gal) S ALY dile Al b S 53 Gleia) oLl 56 eleiv) b
L) i siall e

SUl bl
aail) dali e (S5 eV eliail) i g
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Blie e ) 4a oSlaall cuilS ¢ pill ol Lo ady aledl ol (3 Gpdlan juns lendly
il A AAYY el e (YY) okl Jdsa)l6dl "so near thereto” (ASaal) (e )
G ol RSl alins) oL a8 A Gl ¢ Liagaall s ) Waline Ciaaly (of ¢yl
ALal (8 Taaaty el il il ia i) 13y Jaall il clelas ool oo Lesad i
.causal Meaning .odl jpuiil) ) Gilal) dhaall jaudil) e Jeatl) fagg 1 4) A
s2a 4y <Toledo Newspaper Co. v. United States 1918 dnzd as dylall cuilS;
Oleia¥) aiy oy iy 5305 —CNVATY i oayl (30 oyl Lilal) daSaall cyid 4y il

act constitutes a crime under state or federal law; 2. cases, of constructive
contempt arising out of labor disputes; and 3. cases under the voting rights
provision of the Civil Rights Act of 1957.

(1) "Clayton Act §§ 21-24, 18 U.S.C. §§ 402, 3691 (1958).

(2) 47Norris-LaGuardia Act, § 11, 18 U.S.C. § 3692 (1958).

(3) "Civil Rights Act, 71 Stat. 638 (1957), 42 U.S.C. § 1995 (Supp. v. 1958).

(4) Green v. united stste, 356 u. s. 165, 187 (1958 ), Ridg way v. Barker, 720 f. 2 d
1709, 1414, is (sth cir 1983), Bloom r. illione. 391, u. s. 194, 205 (1968), young v.
u.s ex rel — vuitton etfil, s. A. 481, u. s. 787 (1987).

(5) The Act of March 2, 1831, 4 STAr. 487 (1831), 28 U.S.C. § 385, provided that the
power of federal courts to inflict summary punishment for contempt "shall not be
construed to extend to any cases except the misbehavior of any person in their
presence, or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice.
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(1) Toledo Newspaper Conmpany v. United States, 247 U. S. 402, 38. Sup. Ct. 560
(1918).,
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"When a case is finished, courts are subject to the same criticism as other people,
but the propriety and necessity of preventing interference with the course of
justice by premature statement, argument or intimidation hardly can be denied".
Patterson v. Colorado 205 U.S. 454 (1907): http://www.4lawschool.com/case-

briefs/patterson-v-colorado.; John W. Oliver : Contempt by Publication and the First
Amendment,opt .cit . (1962).P.178 and the following.

YA



http://www.4lawschool.com/case-briefs/patterson-v-colorado
http://www.4lawschool.com/case-briefs/patterson-v-colorado

R ENA

(Gl il 3 LeSad) cuig (Craig v. Heckt dpss 8 laasis VAYY L) i
285 4 4 Ve (i€ a8 agiall LS5 il 3yh leiaY) dagh "Charles Craig"culal;
Opeds 3l Gaally agidl e aSall a3 g daSaall alal ygdate dpad 8 cpulladll sLiadl) aaY
O Ll oy (0 (lgial) B)laad aualgl) pail] o ST L il (Sopkay AaSaall (lgiial daghy
AT i daSadl Jaly goldl aalsill mllal aie Jpanll a3 gaill L Sy sl cdaSadl)
S5 ¢ ) xall e Yy ihrall asgiall "sO near thereto” s)be Liel) daSadll culac
sle <oy a3y (INye v. Uuited States, 1941 dpmi & «Jsaill 1aa s i Jf
s daSadll Jo bl (g 28 G panian o Ala dgag Hae 3 Y Lol AeSad) (e Ly
Ty o A JladY) Y sl Aals 25 o ya Vs clgia Ly o 20 DAY s Ll
Oleia¥ )y 4858 lia camaals alaall i DLAY) ) as Ll 3yaad daSad) oy
a8y 1) Dudlae 05%) (lgtia U (Lagia DS Cugan (LS 8 A8, (aSig ¢ pullall ey il
O o 8 Al Lgmads o) A el 5yl o L8 Ly clelall (e ol Al aydf aad Lo
O OS5 ¢ il Baphay ay (001 Lo W AaSadl) (Bl )l a8 1) julle e (3550 (lgiaY)
Mabae 8 il dllaall s ddle) ol

Uy iy ) oSl Hlia 196 alall die iy Llall AaSaall () @lld (e Dlad
"clear and laxdl oo e Laliy lazals hhad 3la5 o Lild e 0sSs off sa cdasaall Lilgia)
.“present danger"

(1) 263 U.S. 255 (1923).
(2) Nye v. United States, 313 U.S. 33 (1941)
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(3) Lester B. Orfield : Supreme Court Decisions on Federal CriminaI"Procedure,voI, 33,
issue 3, art,1 ,J. Crim. L. & Criminology . (1942-1943), Pp. 219 — 244.
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Lester B. Orfield: Supreme Court Decisions on Federal Criminal Procedure, opt, cit,
Pp. 222-223.
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¢ aple{y Bamily 15385 1S0aV) Llall AaSaal) oLal (palally 1al5 5 Ly y5iallS 3050 Uilall Eanall
¢s),35 Justices Reed, Douglas, Murphy, and Jackson joined.slaadll il gal - () gual
ol ity el Tl o "Black” eDLy aalill LTy ¢ lgiall cilae s Gagiall o ASadl)
Jif aSa s DS Jle Al gy of U8 Alle 48a3 Aad oy Lo 05 o Y e suimgall jladl
Ol Cum gy L pamall Filaall Agpng antl Agad LU (8 (lgia s Gl 1l dap
pelly gkl (e sl e e s J5Y)
Bridges v. State of California, Times-Mirror Co. and L. D. Hotchkiss v. Superior Court

of California, 62 Sup. Ct. 190 (1941).; Elisha Hanson: Supreme Court on Freedom
of the Press and Contempt by Publication, opt. cit .p.165.
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O Ayl Laiy ¢A/EY 5oLl Lidy 45eSlas lagmia aays cdaSadl) jyima 8 Ciaa dablidll
aygma 8 Gl el Aol £l 4l 5 Gl of ) Iseals Callaa) agy 8 sladl)
Oyl A Al e dylaY) padilal) () Lai

Craalis $oleiaY) A A ApladY) cleha¥) 4w ae Jsa Laad Jaa U a8,
Aysialld i 2wt Gleie¥) Lapas 8 Aglay) cleha¥l of ) LS Lial) 4 aSad)
s 2ay lgalasin Ol Aalall dplaall 35 ¢ paliad) Glgiadld lamans o5 4plady) SlehaYl
Ailaill 350 Ay g e Jalially (alSaY) dan, 4aladll eyl jalY) e Laleall
O O (Lghhiy daSlaall oyl S8l e Jemi (o8 tAdlanll anlid) il (s Ay
ALY By i Gl bl e leiaV) o g e 28 adfaly Lol 1al<
& ALY ) dnsall AleV) tim acliy a2l (K1 daj oy agiald cjlagy) CilehaY)
o o g 4l nldl) (et Lease Gleial) U8 1305 (alilall AaSladl) il il
Ozl i e

(1) Brown v. United States, 359 U.S. 41, 42 (1959).

(2) Id. at 54.; John L. Hilts, The Increasing Use of the Power of Contempt, Montana Law
Review, Vol. 32 [1971], Iss. 2, Art. 1. (1971). Available at:
http://scholarship.law.umt.edu/mlr/vol32/iss2/1, p. 191-192.

Civil el GleiaY) clelya) alasind b aSlaall Ahalu of e sUaailly o Ll o ale Gl s (1)

rlld g Allanll sl il s 4nily el Lo a5l Gl e L gadd laY contempt
Shillitani v. United States, 384 U.S. 364 (1966). Green V. United States, 356 U.S.
165 169 (1958) (separate opinion of Justice Frankfurter); United States v. Barnett,
376 U.S. 681, 728 (1964), (Justice Goldberg dissenting), and 724 (Justices Black and
Douglas dissenting).

(4) John L. Hilts: The Increasing Use of the Power of Contempt, opt. cit. p. 191, 192;
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure 42.

(5) Offut v. United States, 348 U.S. 11 (1954)., taylor v. Hayes, 418, u. s. 488-501
(1974), Ungar V. Sarafite, 376 U.S. 575 (1964) ; Note, Summary Punishment for
Contempts A Suggestion that Due Process Requires Notice and Hearing Before an
Independent Tribunal, 39 So. CAL. L. REV. 463 (1966)
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Glelya) o lgil a Sl §) Jlall 8 ale laall Ayl dal ol i Slad) ald
o =il ey L) dagin b agiall Aial 5o oo Jaladll 55 <05 Ol gla)
rial by jury cpalsall ddals daSlaall
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i ol el L 0805 Dlate e Guilae ailys Rayany dile AaSlas 3 32
Sanre (e Gpilae Aol daSladll 8 o) ginall Badl eiaal) wiaiy da ol Gyyhay OlgiaY!

G 4 sl Clelya) Gadty Las (7o alall olgs oy 508 GEA) aa gy 4] il (S
o s 3 das Y Al Gl i iy s 40060 Llal) AaSaalls ¢ Slal) lgiaY)

A8 gh il e ) alall daey V- €Y Balal) (a1 Lelshy elld Ulall daSadll can i 2y (V)
o s ol o Gy e 1 Aol jsmn 8 il Sleiedld saalys Lyjlaly Ly Cadlay
Jady 28 alills clgilgn) i oSl Jaalh (ol cdaSlaal) ciluaiia of (g S ol cAaSlaal) cile)ya)
cshle e Jaall e el
U omi Y=Y saldl pan b4 L) csummary e o 2S5eY) Lled) daSaall s 4e
G e e 55 ) @ e hal) ) el Ll clgie daSlaal) cully ol oleial) cilslyal cu
O Lyt s o L) il die s AU i e cdgalel) colaSlaall b Gl cile a1 38185« Jaalall
dmalye a4l (mjleall 4y 3 JU Justice Black eDly bl (f s L AaSlad) cilelya) il
chearing & Liu) cilula tic cageliy jnmail (egiall Laj ¢ lae) cany K 4ily creversal oSal
elly A Hlail L cpdlae danlsy daSlaall 3 (g)5ial) agiag cnotice JUadY) e Sl
sacher v. united state, 343, u.s (1952), at 11.; See also: Note, Criminal Procedure-
Contempt of Court- Duration of Judge's Power to Punish Summarily, 99 U.PA.L.
REV. 540 (1951).
(2) The Sixth Amendment provides in part: "in all criminal prosecutions, the accused
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of .
Callaall agol) 3 agild AaSaal) sliad (o Llel) daSaall lSal Gand Aallaall oY) (amy Gl 3 il (Y)
fie Llad &
Levine V. United States, 362 U.S. 610, 620 (1960), Nilva v. United States, 352 U.S.
385, 396 (1957), Green v.United States at 181. See also: Goldfarb, The Constitution

and Contempt of Court, 61 MicH. L. REV. p283 (1962); Note, Criminal Contempt
and Trial by Jury, 8 Wm. & MARY L. REV. 76 (1966).
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agiall of ASadll iy (Green  v.United  States dsad 8 a5)8 o) B Le iaSadll
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e Al s (oayd 8 Y] Ulall daSadll cilay juaad cudg chernatt dpad aay
Cheff duzi 8 (ladaliall sSlass 4hadl) oSladl) b coleiaY) dabu Laladiind (sl oSladl)
Oz Wla) aiaSlae iy ¢ Sl lgial) dagyms ag3) 38 agidl (K 5 «v. Schnackenberg
Calls €05aY ) Llall AaSadl) e 51 piape Laiimg o el B sae Gually adde oSy cpilas
LS Lgalelea 50 Ve Azl sda 8 Sl lgiaV) dagh jedl il dggie of daSadl)
Lalal) 4aSaall Cuiadyg cpnilae da gy AaSladll Zali] ade lama day 1y oyl Ai)5al)
Ailial) laSlaal) 48 & asas sl Gilae Aoy daSlaal) o Jolly 4y gial) agiall daa
ALY 4l Ledghy 51 g Al (S5 bl mial) Gld 8 Ly sl leia) s b
ASlaall 38 e byl 21y YT ey ¢ Slial) Lgiadld GpgiaS je il 41u Lghne Hlam
s axi il L Aysie o Load o) calliy (7 ppilas Aoy AeSlaall lie 8 40l
Lilall GaSaall cund) a8 ade s Adhal) aSladll 8 cpilae (50 L) Ao il ad]

Glay) Slaall J e Leeln) a3 oleiaY) lehal of GalyieV) Caay tlat Ulall deSadl culls a3 (V)
i ol ey ol eSaall Gl (e s 1ol ae alelaly (Sopa) gl 16 Jd
Leiyal 3 Lbed) AaSaall alSal ol Al s3a 8 Gaagiall Jala 285 . gypaall Sl (550 cpiladl)
B i ¢ gy e Al Lt e sl (liel) lelyaly Al (lial) (m pamdy oSl
adld 4oy Ll et o Adleall Aupday) Al Aapyl 6 Apady) oSlaall (leia) Aalu
Aled Aay e ol (S Cpilae R Alandy AaSlad) b agial) G IS ) Uadl) T3a iy YT iy
Pl daSaal) B 12 b
"Of course the summary procedures followed by English courts prior to the
adoption of the Constitution in dealing with many contempts of court did not

embrace the use of either grand or petit jury".
(2) United States v. Barnett, 376 U.S. 681 (1964).
tlai daSadl) G 355 (V)
"sentences exceeding six months for criminal contempt may not be imposed by
federal courts absent a jury trial or waiver thereof ...". see : Cheff v.
Schnackenberg, 384 U.S. 373 (1966). See also, Note, Constitutional Law: The
Supreme Court Constructs a Limited Right to Trial by Jury for Federal Criminal
Contemnors, 1967 DuKE L. REv. 632 (1967).
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) il Uand s AeSlaal) aay Jaih Ayy5in a8 Sliall Glgia¥) Qs A

s AaSae 08 (et Alad) GleiaY U agiadl ol «(DBloom v, Hlinois dusd 35
Sl e V) Gaye Latng egpilan (ppans Lilag) i e ualls dile aSay ¢ asal
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il 1) pilaa (sn Lead ailhall oSLat AaY) sasiall Vs (e A5 £ Llla gy
Ll (oa Ly S aasiy cpmn i ol laas 8 55lai Y dapall 5,80 4y giall
255 sl pually Lele el 2ihall i Y (pdlae ddad sy daSlaall G ¢ oupimnsniy &) sionig

1) el ans e

(1) 18 U.S.C. § 1 (1964), provides in part: "[a]lny misdemeanor, the penalty for which
does not exceed imprisonment for a period of six months and a fine of not more
than $500 or both".

toolas oalEll B b e lag (Y)

"punishment for all manner of criminal contempts can constitutionally be imposed
only after a trial by jury. "1" Id. at 389. Justice Douglas stated: "Resolution of the
question of whether a particular offense is or is not "petty" cannot be had by
confining the inquiry to the length of sentence actually imposed. That is only one
of many factors. As the analysis of the court in Clawans [District of Columbia v.
Clawans, 300 U.S. 617, 628 (1937)] .

(3) Bloom v. lllinois, 391 U.S. 194 (1968).

(4) Bloom v. lllinois, 391 U.S. 194 (1968). ; Duncan v. Louisiana, 22 Ill. 391 U.S. 145, 88
S. Ct. 1444, 20 L. Ed. 2d 491 (1968); Frank v. United States, 395 U.S. 147 (1969).

A


http://www.bloomberglaw.com/document/X5C74R?jcsearch=391%2520U.S.%2520145#jcite"&ORIGINATION_CODE=00344
http://www.bloomberglaw.com/document/X5C74R?jcsearch=391%2520U.S.%2520145#jcite"&ORIGINATION_CODE=00344

(bl il
Skl GOl § (guo W) piilid] (o0 ol ol | et (S il

iaSaal) (lgia) dapal due gumsall ALSAY] J65 38 (g paall ¢ pdall o G Lad Laiy
e s ¢Latl LgalSal Ly ill5 (g3daiyl oy gildl) 8 43 =alls <Contempt of Court
Lalall A ghay) ALY Jany ol 4l V) eclygiall (58 (e YAY VAT Slsall pagaal
et delay1d00 Ll 8 jalall LAl 4lal) cilelyaY) gl 8 Y) daally
b oaiill LaSas o clliall daSadd " adl o dglall clehal) (silE e () F) 32l
S Led calsl) aliaY U ol Lasalsl DY) Ll e Jladl sy 13) g ymsall s ddla
sl i o)) (Lgalal 8y5daie (550 aiay Gld LS caseill 3 o Lolaas 8 il
ool axd o AaSaall (4558 5, AN salall Liday ¢())) salall Lida agiall e dglial)
aal i o) L o LS elgsd Gl Leliiail dalal) 2l ) Lelias o 5l dilial)
sl Alaly Gsaall e 8 JhE jaaa 1318 st Clehaly oLl iliae]
oA Ol Cpbiiveall aal Led iy o Seaa ¥y (oAl AaSae I lgilla) iy Al
Lsse ) Aald)

el Jlexin Ungpd Caeaiag 28 Clelya) (V1) alall of and Gaaill ada o)yl g
il (50 Agliall gseall Aa) 3 3al) o ol ddali iyl Ll ye (gl
Aellee) 38y cidaludl da 3lai cclela) (V) o Ciing ¢led Juadlly L

Ay 0585 28 Lyl ly (il Ahalud (g paall ¢ pdall 5k Jolon Luld 1aa e
p A sl e ellig ¢ eyl il e Ailall e padl) lead 3]

cgaail) Aales Jlaniasd Jag pi 1 g¥) Gaagall

gl b Aasaal) Aabes (3lai z S Giaal)

Yo



JsY) Endll
el A L e Jag

Ol a3l Leil ey Aglial) cleyaYl o 5ilE (e (V1) 3alall s ¢ jiiuly
: ]
LAl A gead dday sS5 of tdgY)
lglad & L) ) b anloll aliaW L Sl Lajalsls DAY el e Jladl o o Ll
A e padl) 2 daa b 2sedl)
fh Lad Gl Cpallae & cpdaylll (e Jsliig
JsY)
A4l 4a gpuadll

pending case

Ol b ¢yl Bylay AaSaall leial dapal il sad) Joli die Buw Lad Ly
0585 of Jasidy (g3alady) g ) o ¢gilaty) (sl 3 ) AN alad Adlladl) Al il
S JsaY) et g i) dae 28y dapall ISE)) jualie (o uaiS dladi Gyl
1Sy ilally eyl Jslal) jdany Letmg cdda i ()5S05 e hyal) 48 lag Al <)
dapa i ) Aglal) Alell Ayl 3 el GBS e Tha ¢lgilen) <y aaan
Crgad) 13) el yaY) Adle) o layras DAY S Allaall jiw 3 50D ali e Jad S

Byshaie geeall o Adads clehal) oS5 A1 g s a0 13 Jie dulaa) ) a0 Ay
s slaill AahS Cdy Allaall s Bolen s Al e el (mal) o Uy e
A fliall A puadl) Hlead 4] Al € gl ddalus 5y (e AaSal) Gl Jiallig cagive
aa Ao ddads clehay) culS 13 V) 5y yae 5K Y Aalid) sdag cdllaall jw b 4
aLaa L sl el aSadll alsly LAY s Al (gseal) 0585 5l (laiy) gokall s
) € Gl o 3yl LS Ol Al clble caselll ol Lgilaad 8 LBIL i el

\

Slebal (17) & o Jaxinds diagshaall 5502l a3 Slisic VAV o b (5pemal) gl Jasind (V)
Aall) 8 lliall AaSae Gy dealdd) lelyal (1)) o o8 Jaxiads 8y laial) (g0l o
(bl ol Jlea [giSall Wl (g o Aesbiall gsead) ) Laani GiaT Oregia e (552l

1



st leady dyman yslaia sl dagylae of Al it (geealld saaly ATV culd EDEN @bl
adl 2 Adadill Clehay! " active proceeding " yusd Laily Jasin) (g3aladY) g iiall o
O3 s 4ty LS daguadll b elyal Jif e i Dleal) of oline Loy cilehaYl s Gt
DAY dsllad) Al i) selgds olgtial)

YV



S a8 A ulul) il e e A dagaaddl Jay s )l s e
caledl Gl sl ageill o cpiaadl o sloasll 8 5l Lals e el i gl galdl)
(bl 28 degaad g o8 o lag Al Al esead i 8 LD b o gaay DU
anail) Aalis A aSaal) Jlenia Ayl Jag il e Liadf aay Joy i) 134 ola il
Oageall gl bt o 8l uegia) e Gl e 4aEY

o 4 Blai gl gauaill Adalid dpuilly A3 dageaddl s of ) 5LEY1 jaas
Dliall il claa) Wails e Al sl i apan ciligic YAY alalls ¢ a0 dgga
il sl ol 3gaill el alal 48 Lo gmdl) CuilST g A0l Gagund 20iay 4]
Lgalal A aslal) Aaaall cuslS Ui gyl 5f dine dagamd i€ o ciiliad) cilaSlal
5ol Ay ASadll gauaill Al 6 6 Jajids cilelya) VT salall Lty ¢dasaadll
(L@ il clliall daSae oL 5y5late (gses iy 0585 o dhagall o3¢ Aunily

s lsll Vel & gaaill ddalus Janiad o cljlial) A€ol jsay 43ld ale oLy
s ey D s il olsm Lealal 3)5d10 5500 ol lay cleba) (VF) salall
Griaill Adaje 8 dag hae Lol asadl) cilS 1) @ililial) el (3L (e
LaaY) Ak ald dagylaall clliall Gl AllaY) dlaje & o Y]

el Len agamall of ) s Wl (g5 ¢ uai }) A aSna bl 35 basall (gseal) L]
Lzl Ly ol patl) Bl of 13l (aiil) daSaad A abal) 3300l Alal 5y 515l

a3 sy oty 2seil o sliadl) 8 5l cihle dad Jols clelya) (V1) @ pad of Baadl (V)
bl U8 e a5k LYl bl o slins Gud 3 o 5ue" ol G0 8 sl
ey of Haal) Sy alad) Gl 3 caalall Ll iy lead) Jais Vs "sliailly 3 sg-l)
oo Y e pall

el 8 ay ihall (e gl 1aa o L e la Cle a0l Aaliay) 5,804 (e sliiusall (V)
slamill a5y o Casay (o Gl AaSay ¢ alilly Lliad) Ao Lylasi il 55l Lloadll ally
Byalll Alaadl Gasss Baall (o) aokiivg (a Glisall (e a2y e 53l 0o s

lliall AaSas ) dadia illing Aadipall minll 8 Slldy cmin iy cullial) daSan (aids 36 (Y)
O e ol Coaal) Aalgy ai ) sl ey e Ll WS cclehal) Y/VAY o (ail i
Lleha) 10 salall ks (bl alal 8 paall iad) lae il 3k

T g a3l gandl ¢ adaall Jlea Lo (£)

YA



il (o 2l il (g8 ASan palil) AaSaa o e Sld dlada gl
o iy aay ol Sl O (535 US s fgseall KBS AaSadll joai B Bl oa ales
O e 1 gdy Ao gll) Jlsall AaSaall puadn Jadial il oo a8 (el LlEG)
AaSan of LS (yil8 Allise Layliie by (i}l A aSas ol 8ys taiall (ggleall Jady (il
(20 53all cpadall L8 13) e gaiago Taliaa ) aliiy gueal) wSlEy HTas 28 it
Ngalal A Ao i) Dlen (g LS Allall o2a 3 1Y) (e

pen b gl el (il AeSadl o dihall ol Jlea siSall L) Capayg
bl sale) Gl o il pads A GIST e gagall Hla3 s

o gl Aol Jlacy 4 il A glial) dagumdll Hiad e J5ladl) sty (Sl
¢ sl

VA alall Lk (DY) el jgaiay cililial) daSas alal dslial) dagadl) Tag
8yl miall lae il 3k (e Laye s Conall Aaudsy o Al siall L ¢clelyal
E (e oy 28 et Lol asaadll (8 cnlilinll daSan Loy i Al Gal) a3
oaid Lida Aalal bl (el clelya) 107 3alall Lida il ali (e Lel) Lgilla)
O Byilae (gseall Cumdy 13 jgumally agiall CaylSs s (e sl eclelia) (3 £) 3aLl
iaSan ) il AaSas (pe el 08 Alall il 1Y Sy ¢ aall Gally e adl)
ol e oy 28 Ll et Bajaal) dagaadd) ()l clgia jaliall aSall ol A il
Alal) aSall 8 gl spall il Galall s by AIAYL (2l Aas aSa j50a
LeaSa Jptomy oy 08 dagaadl) s Hlaill sale) alla s Ay pyangal) daSaa (e
gl il duds sty Qllall f galall gy

i) dal s Jlexin dpaally (i)l of cilliall A aSas alal dagaadl) _gang

s il daSaa el alall cleals cllay aldll Y404 Zaud 0V o8y G5l e (£9) 5 (V)
Ulaal) iaSadl) (o jobiall aSal) 8 2l 5pall Gadall (eaiil) daSas culd 1) asl e jais
3 5dall Gl lyaY) i Adlal) sl Ay gl & (il AaSas aSad of gseall Led)
LCaady A Aagal) e daSlaall

0S5 o lebal (V1) o il Lada 35dia goeall ey Jajids ¥ ash Jsdl) ¢l 28U 4 (Y)
Dl Crun (e iy Loy Gail) (e AeSall e G Y lld i Jiilly Olad iy 28 AaSlall
e PR il ol e Ailal) dapadll e Aileal )y 5 38 ALl o3 (Allanll alud)
Adlaad) e

¥a



AT Gy gl 28 A padl) (5 A1 Lo clyle OIS b5 gseall ponge B leSa Hyra
Lo ellia (5% Y AaSaall alal daguandl) o lgiilys thapall dgic jsna ) agiall 5liy Jia
i) el s Ly A6l Alali Lalie | ¢gaail) dali AeSad) mia ) ey
8 xdlpall 5o gall AlSald AaSaall B)5n (o (5ol zya0 D Amdlall Qb JUa) Ll cillanll
O 8l Wl e Jladl o 5yl o3a DI Canlls 1) AaSaall Jsm 138 eg 335 oA
Mesa ol Jiiy wSall laill wisas 3 asll 5 Gragiall am gsel) o
Ul bl
il dalis Jlainad jaad ) Jladll

(sl Aalu Jlastiad juas ) JLadY) o 38la Clelya) (V) alall o
Bl Ll algll VL o AaSadl) bl PAY) sl e (S D) Jaii
e ol sas Sy Loy ADlall Jilus (e Aliay b a8 JladY) o2ag cagell o Lgiliad
alal Aailall A puadlly Jled) oda o Ala llin 055 o Jaldils cddal) z5la JladY) o2a
JAaSal)
DAl Ll an gl Al s VL o AaSaall yalsly LAY Ll (e Jladl 2 s 1Y) Japid)
Lsell) o \olad 3

OLS 1305 cappn aed Gals Jadl et crantinad Ll (17) 8aldd) (a0 iy
sl apad of i 1as (JladY) oda aany o g iadly A1 LS il s 4 3 guaidl)
o sl g samsal) ol bagaas sl @y dane e alla J @lS 1) Lay Jlady!
Ay I e gl bysel Al Q) Caua
Aasaall Galgll aliayl DAY Jia A Jady) Yl

Ala) daps cdaSaall Canlgll alyiaW L PLaY! Lels e aiha Jis ) Jlad) s
aliay PLAY) dapas calysic (VAE) salad) b Lle (asaaiall Adle aSlaall Cou

¢l P)A\ c@.\kﬂ\ Jlea L2 ¢) & VY L (3l P-)AS\ ctﬁj\é..a‘).d\ 3lia s 2 (\)
8V a

el lliall daSas of lim 51" adgdy ol e Ylie adaedl Jlaa ei€all B3l iy (Y)
iy AaSaall yalsly A e godaiy Jab 13gh layal Gaidial) Col€l) 2ayy ol8 Guad Cale auiay
(ishaall Jlaa celly & di) i G 4 ailiy oo ol a® o cllial) AaSad) jsan Y
YEAa cd.au\ &)‘d\



lgie (VA1) saldl B ade pasaidl §)shaic (oo d1ay 4lna B (ald

8 A Aslally dgad) goleall 8 gy Lo sl dagn JLadlsda Jady LS
Lo i Aapag tclysic VAS 3okl 3 Lgle G guaially Ay Ads 3 oo Lo Al
[P DS PURTA WS PRS- P U TR <\ VYK RO - FYUOA CH\ ARV P PO
Grae Lo i Aapag cclygie (V9)) 3ald) 3 Lgdde agaaial) aSlaall dlall cludal)
Gty ilsie (147 salally Lggle Gasaaiall Wl 5 i) 5 Ul glen b
S e ) s laidl (gseall G Sladdl Gile el elesall jeanty el el 1)
Al Aadly dadd B aday 3)shaia (gsed (B 2ggll) Y Y
o) eliadll & 5l Lol e Al Jladd) : LSl

syt sl Aaladl bl Jlay o sladll & 5l Wals e el i JledY) o3a Jliag
aagi Liayl Lgias o(@ilagie VAV o) aseill 3 55l o (aany il guila gl oy
ilgd b opadall f salgil) 4l aae e aaliofyS) o) ¢ amlil) oal aalall ) aldl)
Al & Al a0 agilpain 8 Sl&nlls o bl Jlael 8 Gadall
dal) zyla camdy JladY1oda 60 of Ja sy 1 SEY oyl

ailya Aalal) (o saill alSaY aady dudall 6 ok Le 0V g hyd sy
sl and o AaSaall jomy cdudall sl U] aiun o (mld aliag J2 (b cChlulall
a ads 1) adl cpa B eclelya) Ye £ salall L agle aSas ofs Jlall 3 4gle 35kl
2l gseal) 8 ageal) aal e Wle (aniall (san) iy Jia 3ypem 5 DAY

lehyayl ol dlge e lidaill de suse gshanll Glaic aaal /1 cJladl o2l 2Bl Hdail (V)
AYYGa AV A0F 3l (dpad claalall il s
oAz o aSall 1aa b Jad AaSadl o un " ol 5a Ll cllia aSane cuad GlAL Ll (Y)
Sa b agihlug agiuns Lbaad alie YOA) amy Lo el oda s (Pla @yl Canial)
Dilly Sl oda sliad 00 Wals e Dysel Canaall oda S35 cagalal 3yslaiall 5o )
b cipb daliad alall Gl 3 5kl cgseall sda 8 5algil) ooy (sallay (dl) 25l 8
oSl L Culaa) o ya OIS il 1aa o AeSaall (535 ¢ AT Ciyla dalias aia gseal)
OE AT Y A bl Canall o g MY AaSaall juen 28 aladl sae 48 50)5
Cum OAM/O/YY agasplall HHa¥l YA sla YA asy alall saall Y AAA gla )X
8 Gelae ) oysiaa Cagaie lganyy caniall imally o Laily iV lie Coniall oda Chiaas
bt ) deSadl elael U8 dime el i) Ao el ulas e 4500 Ly (uelal)
¢)



AL aSal alisbadll o) )sgaal) Alldiul ) Goagy Jiall GlS §f gseall Hday o3l
O lehal V¥ salall ks gseal) 4al8) o gaaill 3 daSadll Ba juaith (Sl
O Ll @ilsa 4l imas Ll Lialy sy ASiaall 3 sl o LoDl (s o84
M gacall aseadll gt (il gly in Gall 138 Janios VT 1l L o] oy chnnas oL
Gl Jayd)

alal Aatlall dagadlly il L) Sl et Alia ff ddayy agap Glaiy;
Lall e manity AAUELY) Adalul) p3a daSadll mie yy6 ) 4 Alall o34y deSadl)
shslaill am lay o2 ey ikl e A dagaaddl lea a5 Leaie (1
pladl hlly 25l

S A Jad) gsig) ey 2 ey ol eyl (V1) ol i o axd) g

G5y b Liylia DA aa3 3 Ll Jie Y Aidlug ¢ pphad aa sl say GBI ghleall s2a
VAY VAT giiala) ey cagle Cadleally ayaall 50N LY Cangd o Liail) alal Gy ylas digee
ald Aol i e 5ysdaad) Al JlEsl o3 3] (555 AeSadll o G clanny Loy cilygic
Cragiall U8 Agliall (gseal) dlyatd (gaaaill 3 Leihaba Jas of gl A PIRY5 AaSaal
Clelya¥) 5l (ra (VY )Y) p adde i Lal Lag Lgy Jasiyy Loy ahad) oda clli IS Lages
Bl V¥4 0 a8y L genll Al Ayl 8 —YAAA/T/T e 3 5ialal) illia daas oSa) Aglial)
(S Y AAT L Y49 L 50l — galaall cillia YAAT
e it o iy Audal) Gudy ol sl o W alae (ga (ol aliay DAY Al 130 (V)
s oy 13 Ll ¢(leha) YE04) Guiatll o haY duslel) dplall adlla) 58 of daSaally o Loy
bl iay S o] Ay gl e L S Canall 8 L Gpay alaal) (0 ASY)
slaaill b il dslae 5l (gpeall clsla) o Gabeilly 28l daSaall 4 J5lihy Lisaa aige
¢ilia lelya) (V7) solall Lida ale dalall (gseall ars of AaSaall jeay 4ild caladl G S
Glalal) 2l ads L 8ysdad 2 (5% AaSaal) alias) ¢ U1y (20 JUAY) Jad of dgay a8,
Alandl s Gl a3 Jery Laili yiing alaal) of 8 5jal Liagl elld (e daSall f5a5 oSl
b bt e ) o s b el b Jaill ey Y (i g ol B dngig
Gl L calae (e AaSadll jpama 8 GleiaY) iy Laim 4l (€550 saandl L)

iaSaall amape 3 o ol caSladl o lgm) iyl ol Jlall 8 408 ddal aldl)

bl JEdl Gl b aaly Ayl ikl
John L. Hilts: The Increasing Use of the Power of Contempt, opt .cit. (1971). p.
195..

OV ady (VAT o FY G il A8 degana ) AAY Lujle YA i ()
£y



AeSadll s AU JladYloda 0585 o V) Jajidy ol g pialld (il (gseal) 2ald) daSaall
pda iy o Jajidy oy ciaSad) alal 3)5laie (g5 3rias 05<8 Of Leilis (gse ) A4l
s oleY) Jilus san) uald 136 gl 1ag Wadag (iggeall s o U JLady)
3ay dle Aaay 5e il o ol & sl ol e il eV i i
idla) aie Sllall iaSal Gl ccllind) daSae ) calial 08 Byl 5 015 ¢gpe
J8 a3 a8 il o) ol Glaall yaill e Jyiaall s Aball el a o Ll 5o
Neale seeall Ala)

Ledal il e ya) (V1) 3alad) s dal s pe piaplaiy — Ly & —ghll s o) e
ari O AaSaall Jea Vo adl ray Aaill A saadl) ()5S o) ol Al Jlexiny
Capaaly Lo Jajl) 13y ¢lgilela) sl A Tadiy clgale dageadll mykai o 320 ¥ (5500l
oda o o Jayidy 4l Laie HIl dagya IS a8 lly g piall Lgiy 3 Jlad) )
Jsia o o atll e Y Sl jsray Guly AaSad) plal Al s o U Jlady!
i gyg el adde iy I G Y ¢iaSaall Byga Al Jpdo anle i Y
O AaSaall Jay Y 408 dagaadll o lgiil axy Jladl) saa cundy 13) Lol (Dipzaall 5 500 530
e Ll ¢dagadll sl a 23 iay Cuals 28 JLadY) oda il olg cgaaaill 3 Jexiud
Ll b ASaall B gt Alial)l dapadl)

T a il ganall ¢ indaal) (pall Jlea Lo zelld & k) (V)

il 3 y8all Ll Laplatl dds apaatl Gl deSae ) Lladll Jlas Aay) pul ey (Y)
Adlaally Doyl Gujley a8 cApadl) anylas ) yaall Lol ddyeay daaidall 35000 apaaty asl e
Juenl Aadg Apiay Lidle) G prall dpaill L Cida Lo s ¢agileld 8 il agale Uniia
O YY) Ay Y ol Gl deSae cle] o and ¢ ilagll Caial) (e lald L agiall
— salall cllia Aaghll 3500l alal Al s ciluda 5l (s Y)Y Gulane| Yo duds ¢
Cilalgdly 3ally (ol (i sl Y] e dpaall Ciyels thaas Sludl vie il 330
ieSan iyl ey el AaSad) aadadde (2t Laa ADUELY) alasily aldlly el
B e (Rl @l HXie) Al el cailany (Al G (e et e 4 Ol i)
GlalgaYl @l dgag qade o (Al Al Ldle) b puall dpailly sy Yo 8 I8l Jike dud
Tl e 5Sal) Jlie Liad Jlaily Y)Y Ay VY gy bad) asall s Gl 8 k) 4l
Gl Jliay Y VV/E/) € ol (Aol (ualsy 6S0) lsin sl (g padll ddaa 4
YN dal /Y€ Gl sl Bapa (bl jedai ayp edll) Glsie il e (e
active Al clelyal) et sSl (V1) & pas diaad camg 4l Jpl) (5 < Lin (e
Al ool et e Yay — Adlall sda 8 daSadll saual ey Lo 545 proceeding
Japh eay Jig daSaall Lalla) aey Lliadl) 480y 4leall Jads aa &l cpending case

£y



‘;1\_:]\ ¢havall
Lﬁ&mﬂ } ddalis (3las
e dald) B daSaall ddalu agaa -7

ol Ahales yusd gyuadl gyl o @lehal) sl e (V) 30kl i (e G
aSal) ddalu =it clliad) aSaal Jrag alh clgd pSal) 90 Adliall (gseall Al o
Db AaSall 4l yal sag cclelya) (VF) salad) (ail Wy Lha IS Al JLal)
oy aSally AVl Adalis il ¢ Uncld canly pol 8 Loy Lualh (ad Gl i )5S
alall aldailly @l (31e5 (e Db calgaY) @lyaa asl Hliely A3laY 1y aleidld Juel il
S cllial)l AaSaal jony ¥ ailh Gl e aSall 5 algiV) ddali alaty o1 Jlaty
agiall Jd 51y tia L aSad (o paail) dalid Labg 3 8lall geeal) cadlil el
ey

Sl Lglal) e hayl Gl e (G J/EY) sac @l 3 Y1 Gl e 1aa,
O el ol 3 Aliall (oo all 2l A aalall joad ¢0S55aY) santall il
.(The defendant consent) <lld e agiall 438l 5a Jojly (Sl lgad oSy

sl Al ()5S o (Ao i (1)) skl e clelya) VY salal) cadlaf as
ALl Leliaty A aliall (g al) i AaSaalld (1)) 5alall il Ligda Z0a) 02 8 3 lial
i of AaSaall of LS oLl 1aa 85) k) ac gl Uida Led Cayuailly Lgiaal dalal)
e sl gl o gy Al s3a Ly (Goiatl) clelals ALl Liliac aal
LGl mls Lalal) L8

) sl il lya) 8 A aSaall Mias 3iaill Catiall AaSadll gume ey Vs
aal g ) Letin JalS oo Ldiy 3iatl oo (6% o AaSaall oay W 3] ladasy
by i Vs dbal st Alalu ojliie s aill i) somall Ly Ladls clilincd
ANy A JRanl Al A5 (e saall Cimsan Al 3agall geeall o o call
o Aalad) L cuilsl 6 p Bl Al Ba 3 gseall alan e ) sl 00

Yot ayyaiall drala coysi€a Al ddgliall ClehaY) & ol o alilll s mela (V)
NE1a

il gl s ¢ S sy all gpem) gyl o Agliall clelyaY) Aen gsala .2 (Y)
JAaaes Leg (YOY 4a <) 44A

£¢



i Larn 3LV 8 Copaill Agpn Aalid) 3l (ld Guiatll aial) Aol guzae
“ “ Oy
e bl QL Lk L g Lgiiad () Lgalad dialad) Al ) G0SY) S 134
D5 ol 13) Tadally el s o Led Gl o8 Crag cdiliad) e lya) 05l cre Js¥) QLS
2 Led 5S¢l dalall bl ) ASY) o) (3 e paill O (aill 5y
13) Al daSaall ) 5y5le Lol o) cAbliall (e al) AalY dag dgmg pdas 6 o Gl
S Jld) A8 6l o) sas cclallane of laia JS Ll ganaiall JladY) el
Aadlsl) sl 135 A liall e haY) GslE e (VF) Balall aseda 8 aiha [ PR WO
Lisks dalia asly (e ol aladl alaall (e iy cillial) daSas ) (gseal) Jlatd dla
Gaiall ozl ) 3apaal) ailigl) cullal a8 AaSaall il 1Y) L cclela) Y £ Balal) (ail
Sy a8 3l aeld Jlee) s ¢ 3ainill iy Laldll ac )@l 48lS e gy
Gl lilena (e 3208l JadV L (regiall Gloys ade & Gagaill ) AlAY) (e dlal)
S
Aolend diha) Al o i)y llial) Aol Joiall gaail) Ga of SAL ypaal)
Ak 3a o e Aius sl 2568 bt 8w il g e tlind) A gl
AeSall a3l alag) 2y Lo (1)) alall Aipa 8 Guals el ) e alexios gl 5l
() pmdll aal Gl e ol f L 8l (o gseall @ljad 38 Lol 1a ey (e

FAUUa Ay 3 YE G omil HlSal degane VAT Lujle YY (i (V)

YAY e 0) 3eFY Ga VAA) A Gajle YA i (V)

Ay yral) Al 3 el oL chlae Sn 3l Guiiyl) alae el o sl (il (1)
By gl (ol aane sl QK o A ilia geea dlypan ol Al Ludle)
alal Bysbaial) dpadl) 8 25l (e Cianly Bagyall b 8 Yl € Ay casll (g paaall
of i S Ja el Jlay cilalgs Ll el 1 de gl cilalg sl o) "y daSadl)
sball oo latlus jee dan (o 5 Sovcaaill V5 400 agie ki S Ja.. €10 8 sl
e il elugy dan e sa Cibliall (gae g Ball yg (gsllaiha Jaa (e g8 L. lplAl 3
cbglydall oY) Sl L aihais 8 latia) Lol cua 8 GhsY) oY) L slal)
ihalgall o Lead Lba oatis .iysill ol Shlud hala oyl -.obe bl JlaisdU Lty alall #15al
BTN
binad) 3815 Audall Cldyg PV saall Y o) E/A/E sl asal) (g paal) bagya Gl Ly
(oY) 2ena) (haall CalS) s Aglia (g5e0 lpad o Al Gy csadl) JalS dgana

¢0o




kel L

ey il Aaadl e Alal) hal) sbay) Jl 3 Qi) (e il (53 LS s
o e dB (s )l s dasall il Jady Adlall Llzadll i 4 JAl)
Joalgill Jilas ddaulsy claSladlly (Trial - by Media Sley! dals cilaSladl
Citizen hlsall il jliml Jda 45 <Trial by social Media elaay)
25 Laily clna (05 of ajid Db cpad s gl (e oy 28 L3l JLaials journalism
S e gy S ¢ e ldn¥) dualsill ladia B g il Gl Lale 11 oS
Dball Gally 2l AaSaal) ol usion Ao o Jined ol St Ao cliyg i
sl Lajliiel calall Culill 28bal) (gsen ) @lypas el @y o (68 Lgilela) s
adle) o Allaad) e 8 8l Wels e dapa I a8l JLdl) e ddleall Bl
elal 8 Al ALSH Jlaal) measdys «Jlad) o] Ly dalall 2Ll ()58 ¢AaSad) Jue
Jaen

Lellee) Jash it Ledl Sl sl Al dasall 2l (o Liaygat 4l (555 LS
28 Al Sladll Laylas Al miall e dllia o cpa 8 (paiilly clliall AaSas e
elaly Jalaily Galerlly 2l A)LAY) adlsal) 4818 Ailaall Lelslny alall sh) alaial i
J<i Al el eda e Ailall (geal) elyatl dalall ALall V) 2l & S ol
gomtal) olisi La gag ¢atlanll il el (raang claad) iy pal) i yal )il
ClehaYl ¢ 4AY alad Lalhal) 4l siall aelshy Galall Laaall olgia) o5l b ghulaty)
Lo sa5 alall Cilil) 458150 Ly Divisional court (el iaSaa laylasi Gleiay) oo
el Jaadilly oliauasl

o Ayl cle Y MATY alad) sl ) g0 Jlaly
oam b b paliaid] Lels cLlell AaSaall sbaad e 38T 1 ) (e IS daSae a5 (V)
-magistrates' courts glall 4aSaa (o ledliiig] a3 Al Adliall Llad)

1



3

PN ER

gl saaill Al aSladl calsa a8 Aaba) gyl o Baw L s
Lesd aSally (oo al) Aals) Aalis aSlaall Cinie Laily ¢ AaSladll azmld oLl ciiaa sl
Dsad) ol (e QLS ) 3aykay Leie oy Lo dald ASladll ol cias ol e
c Ao AaSlae b dis (e agiall Gloay cAaSlaal) o 8 il 5 sl

gomasall HlaiAlla 8 (miilly el AaSas Jsin g ymaal) g iall of L g
g diall lseais ¢ 5 Hlan Jae Wyls 3 el gy ¢ sl Al Jlexin) 3 Gall Ll
)y Al Slaall Laylass ) Lliadl) apes Jodit) ol ddalis a5yl
) (gl i) Jlamin] e G shs ¢ Aine T ol Aglia ol Al i)
&5 A8 Jaid atigy Lipks 8 gag ¢ cilsic VAV 3alall pad asgie 3 e saadl)
o Jash 4lal) s da geadl)

plall Culall ¢ )y Adlial) (g all liad (3a Xiay o 819 (g pmall oSl Cugl
- i) Aaall Aglall geeall Alla) Jds Sl Gaadll dlaje b dals

o agiall 3o o Lalaall _Sley) il e 3 alal) A paadd) lea ()ld |y,
asinal) jpanm 8 Aol AaSlaall dad s ) g pally a3ty Lai) ¢ Adale daSlas
e Galailly cclaSlaall Joln o L el Jilugs ¢ dilaall Lubw 0555 cailangs
VEIESES)

1Y



Agpal) dallly aalye 1 Yl

Sl Sl el a5l o) se o clidail) de g s os 5 Jaal) Glaie daald /1 -
AYY e VA0 Goaldl (dy padl Cladlall

Slasl o silall 8 algyl aUaill s pabeal) clipdadll (D (ase daal 3 -
Fooa Yo ah (Sl

(Old A ¢(s 0 A die Sy b 0 dena LYl il Flaall lida Y
N 0) a cdball b Y44y

ol 5 piall Flaadll 35k e dasall G gel@l) 1 gl 3l sl alkall /3L -
c(aball) Gl Y AYA Gl gy Apaladl Aa€all o ¢ SN ¢ ) e D)
A8 (Y Nz g eGall Lo (e Y5 dalll 8 aaiall (Avda
(Y a

i Y 4iSa ¢ oY) dagdall (Gl ¢ jall diliall de gugall (el 2o (g21n) -0
AV a VAT Al s aldl)

¢V ooV sliasll (ool edpliadl o) oDl dalall ae) g8l 7 il cgaga <oyl e 5 -1
Nt a

Al ¢ de Yl Ll e A geadll 4tal) Llaad) ¢ daall il Jlaa 3 -V
Feta VATE (ol g

drala col ) 5383 Al dgliall Cilel jaY) 8 il ¢ alildl il xels -A
NETpa Yo rd by gaidl

Aagill ¢ SN ¢ 3l (s panadl a il & dglall Clel jaY) dadl O sele o -4
Laam Las «YOY ja Y 49A iy )

L) ARG aalpe t Ll

1- Willis, Hugh Evander (1928): "The History of Contempt of Court,"
Indiana Law Journal,Vol.3: Iss.9, Art.4.P.751 and the followings,
Available at: http://www.repository.law.indiana.edu/ilj/vol3/iss9/4.

A


http://www.repository.law.indiana.edu/ilj/vol3/iss9/4

10-

11-

12-

13-

14-

Walter Nelle :The summary power to punish for contempt, yale
law school, vol.31 Columbia law Rev. paper, 4496, 1,1,1931 p. 956.

Richard C. Donnelly : Contempt by publication in the united
states, yale law school vol, 24, the modern law review, 1961, p.
33; Green v. united states, 356. u. s. 165 at 193 (1958).

John W. Oliver :Contempt by Publication and the First
Amendment, 27 Mo. L. Rev. (1962), page 173,Available at :
http://scholarship.law.missouri.edu/mlr/vol27/iss2/1.

Good hart: News papers and Contempt of Court in English law,

vol. 48, HARV. L. Rev. (1935). Pp. 885-886.

John W. Oliver: Contempt by Publication and the First
Amendment,Missouri Law Review, Vol. 27, Iss. 2 [1962], Art. 1,
(1962), P. 171 - 192, Available at:
http://scholarship.law.missouri.edu/mlr/vol27/iss2/1.
Fox, The King v. Almon, 24 L.Q. Rev. 184, 194 (1908).

James Oldham: English Common Law in the Age of Mansfield,
Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, (studies in legal
history)., 2004, Pp 210- 211.

Ronald Goldfarb: The History of the Contempt Power, 1961
Wash. U. L. Q. 1 (1961). Available at:
http://openscholarship.wustl.edu/law_lawreview/vol 1961
/iss1/6, Pp 1-30.

SOME GUIDELINES ON THE USE OF CONTEMPT POWERS,
Canadian Judicial Council May 2001, available at:
https://www.cjc-
ccm.gc.ca/cmslib/general/Contempt_Powers 2001
with Header.pdf

sir John Fox : The History of Contempt of Court. The
Form of Trial and the mode of punishment, The Clarendon
Press, Oxford. 1927. PP. xxiii, 252.

Harold Laski: "Procedure for Constructive Contempt in
England", Vol, 41, Harv Law Rev. (1928), p.1031.

Contempt of court rules are designed to avoid trial by
media, Tuesday 5 July 2011 14.44 BST, the guardian, available
at:  https://www.theguardian.com/law/  2011/jul/05/contempt-
court-rules-trial-media,

the role of jury, available at:
http://www.citizensinformation.ie/en/justice/courtroom/jury.

€9


http://scholarship.law.missouri.edu/mlr/vol27/iss2/1
http://scholarship.law.missouri.edu/mlr/vol27/iss2/1
http://openscholarship.wustl.edu/law_lawreview/vol%201961%20/iss1/6
http://openscholarship.wustl.edu/law_lawreview/vol%201961%20/iss1/6
https://www.cjc-ccm.gc.ca/cmslib/general/Contempt_Powers_2001_%20with_Header.pdf
https://www.cjc-ccm.gc.ca/cmslib/general/Contempt_Powers_2001_%20with_Header.pdf
https://www.cjc-ccm.gc.ca/cmslib/general/Contempt_Powers_2001_%20with_Header.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/law/%202011/jul/05/contempt-court-rules-trial-media
https://www.theguardian.com/law/%202011/jul/05/contempt-court-rules-trial-media
http://www.citizensinformation.ie/en/justice/courtroom/jury.%20html

html.

15- Contempt of court, law Commission, available at:
www.lawcom.gov.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/cp209 contempt _of court.pdf .

16- Daily Mail and Daily Mirror fined for contempt of court,
the guardian, Monday 22 October 2012, available at
<https://www.theguardian.com/ media/2012/oct/22/ daily-mail-
mirror-fined-contempt-court.>.

17- Sun and Mirror fined for contempt of court in
Christopher Jefferies article, the guardian, Friday 29 July 2011,
available at: https://www.theguardian.com/media/
2011/jul/29/sun-daily-mirror-quilty-contempt.

18- Lester B. Orfield : Supreme Court Decisions on Federal
Criminal Procedure,vol, 33, issue 3, art,1 ,J. Crim. L &
Criminology . (1942-1943), Pp. 219 — 244,

19- John L. Hilts: The Increasing Use of the Power of
Contempt,p. 191, 192; Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure 42.
20- Note, Summary Punishment for Contempts A Suggestion

that Due Process Requires Notice and Hearing Before an
Independent Tribunal, 39 So. CAL. L. REV. 463 (1966).


http://www.citizensinformation.ie/en/justice/courtroom/jury.%20html
http://www.lawcom.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/cp209_contempt_of_court.pdf
http://www.lawcom.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/cp209_contempt_of_court.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/%20media/2012/oct/22/%20daily-mail-mirror-fined-contempt-court
https://www.theguardian.com/%20media/2012/oct/22/%20daily-mail-mirror-fined-contempt-court
https://www.theguardian.com/media/%202011/jul/29/sun-daily-mirror-guilty-contempt
https://www.theguardian.com/media/%202011/jul/29/sun-daily-mirror-guilty-contempt

