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1. INTRODUCTION

This is the Appellant’s appeal against the contempt order dated 16 October 2025.



2. ISSUES

Whether the finding is unsafe due to incomplete evidence, procedural unfairness, and evidential
irregularity.

3. LEGAL FRAMEWORK

CPR 52.21 applies. Ladd v Marshall governs fresh evidence. Article 6 ECHR engaged.

4. GROUND 1

Material non-disclosure and fresh evidence undermine the evidential foundation.

5. GROUND 2

Impaired participation due to medical condition and cumulative financial and operational pressure
created inequality of arms.

6. GROUND 3

Procedural irregularity undermines the integrity of the record.

7. CUMULATIVE EFFECT

The combined defects render the finding unsafe.

8. RELIEF

Set aside or vary the contempt order.

9. CONCLUSION

The contempt finding cannot safely stand.
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