
BETWEEN 

AND 

ROYAL COURT 

t Oth February, t 989 

Before: The Deputy Badtff, and 

Jura ts Lucas and G ruchy. 

Lynne Sharon Barry, nee Hebert 

Daniel Robert Weaver 

Represen tat ton of plamt tff, allegmg 

Breach of Injunction, embodied m her 

Order of JustJce, signed by the 

Ba1ltff on the 13th September, 1988 

Defendant convened under Rule 3/7 of the 

Royal Court Rules, 1982, as amended. 

Advocate A.R. Bmnmgton for the plamt1ff 

Advocate W .J. Ba1Jhache for the defendant. 

JUIXiMENT 

PU\INTtFF 

DEFENDANT 

DEPUTY BAILIFF: The Court has looked up the notes of the hearmg on the last 

occaswn. On that occaswn Mr. Scholef1eld represented the plamt1ff and Mr. 

O'Connell represented the defendant. It ls qune clear from the notes that 

the excuse and explanatwn on that occas10n was that the breaches occurred 

followmg the servJCe of the Order of Jusuce, but before legal adv1ce had 
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been ootatned and therefore you dtd not understand fully the mjunctwns 

tmposed upon you. The assurance that was gtven to us on that occasuon, and 

Jurat G ruchy as well as myself was Slttmg, was that you now understood 

fully aJJ the Impltcatlons of not abJdtng strictly by the mjunctions 1mposed 

and Mr. O'Connell told us that we would not be faced wtth you agam. 

Therefore the Court has got to take a senous vtew. of a further breach of the 

1njunct1on and therefore a further contempt of th1s Court, notwtthstandmg 

the fact that there has been a four month gap. Therefore the Court IS gomg 

to puntsh that contempt m the hope that you will learn once and for all what 

Court Orders mean. You are sentenced for contempt to two weeks' 

1mprtsonment and you w!ll be taken mto custody by the Vtscount's offtcers. 

n.b. no authonties. 




