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SUMMARY:




Where the defendant’s acts of interrupting the proceedings and leaving the courtroom while the court rendered its decision occurred in the judge’s presence and required immediate punishment to vindicate the court’s authority, the court’s summary punishment of the misbehavior was proper.




Where the court had not heard the defendant’s offending comments and had relied on information provided by the court’s bailiff to make a finding of contempt, the defendant’s conduct could at most be classified as indirect contempt, for which she was entitled to the constitutional safeguards afforded a criminal defendant.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by Hendon, J.; HILDEBRANDT, P.J., and FISCHER, J., concur.
