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1. I entirely agree with the judgment just delivered by Judge Noonan. 

2. To this is I would like to add that I find all of the arguments pursued by Mrs. Kelly to be 

unstateable, and I find myself in agreement with the submission of the respondent that 

these appeals are an abuse of the process. 

3. Her fundamental ground and argument is that the orders of Baker J on 17 February 2014 

and 13 April 2015 are flawed and void, and that everything that follows must be set 

aside.  But those orders have long ago become final, and Mrs. Kelly is now precluded from 

pursuing her arguments because they were disposed of by orders of this Court on 19 

October 2015, the Supreme Court on 16 March 2016, the judgment of Murphy J of 15 

January 2019 and the order of Baker J of 7 March 2019. 

4. The court process is designed to enable appropriate courts to hear and determine real and 

genuine issues and disputes, and appeals, but no real or genuine issues have been raised 

or pursued by Mrs. Kelly.  She has been afforded every opportunity by this court to 

address the substantive orders made by Murphy J on 28 February 2019 but she has 

pointedly failed to avail of those opportunities.  She has weighed heavily on the patience 

of this court and has, in my view, taken up court time and incurred further costs for the 

respondents without any justification whatsoever. 

5. Accordingly I find that Mrs. Kelly’s attempt to pursue the same arguments in her Notices 

of Appeal, in her written and oral submissions and in her latest Notice of Motion, and the 

manner in which she repeatedly sought to pursue the same unstateable arguments before 

this court, to be an abuse of the process. 

 


