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Chronology of protester activities against and/or impacting oil refineries across England, Wales and Scotland since April/May 2022 
 

DATE OF 
EVENT 

LOCATION  DESCRIPTION OF INCIDENT   LINK – IF AVAILABLE  FL1 PAGE 
REFERENCE 

18 
May 2022 

Kingsbury Oil Terminal Judgement:  North Warwickshire Borough Council 
v Michelle Charlesworth - an individual who 
breached an interim injunction granted by the 
Honourable Mr Justice Sweeting 
  

North Warwickshire Borough Council -v- 
Charlesworth - Courts and Tribunals Judiciary 

FL1 – 12 to 23 

31 July 
2022 

Scotland – Aberdeen 
Harbour  
  

“Climate activists staged a "mass trespass" at 
Aberdeen's harbour in protest at any expansion 
of the North Sea oil and gas industry.” 
  

Climate protestors stage ‘mass trespass’ 
demonstration at Aberdeen Harbour - Business 
Insider 

FL1 – 24 to 25 

15 August 
2022 

Fawley Oil Refinery  “The High Court granted Esso an interim 
injunction to prevent protesters disrupting 
construction work on a vast aviation fuel pipeline 
in the south of England.” 

Oil giant Esso wins High Court injunction to stop 
Runnymede pipeline protest | The Independent 

FL1 – 26 to 30 

19 August  
2022 
 
to 
 
5  
September 
2022  

Kingsbury Oil Terminal 
– targeting of Grays Oil 
Terminal  
  

“Twenty arrests have been made after 
environmental protesters staged demonstrations 
at a major oil facility in Essex, digging tunnels 
under roads to block access. The campaigners 
from Just Stop Oil formed a sit-down roadblock 
near the Navigator terminal in Thurrock early on 
Tuesday morning. Five people are also 
occupying tunnels under St Clements Way near 
the terminal, as well as an access road leading 
to the nearby Grays oil terminal”. 
  

https://www.coventrytelegraph.net/news/local-
news/live-police-block-road-amid-24823181  
 
and   
 
https://www.itv.com/news/anglia/2022-08-
23/fossil-fuel-protesters-block-essex-oil-terminals 

FL1 – 31 to 39 
 
 
 
 
FL1 –40 to 42 
 
 
 

 
On 23 August 2022, Just Stop Oil reported that: 
“50 Just Stop Oil protestors disrupted oil 
supplies from two critical oil facilities this 
morning in Essex and Warwickshire by blocking 
four tunnels.  Blocked Trinity Road and Piccadilly 

Roads closed as Just Stop Oil activists 'occupy 
tunnels' near Kingsbury terminal - Birmingham 
Live (birminghammail.co.uk) 
 
 

FL1 – 43 to 45 
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Way and climbed on top of a tanker on Trinity 
Road”.  
 
The BBC reposted that on Sunday 28 August 
2022: “Eight protesters were arrested after a 
road and an oil tanker were blocked.   Essex 
Police was called to St Clements Way in West 
Thurrock, Grays, at about 20:00 BST on Sunday 
[28 August 2022]. One person climbed on top of 
the vehicle while others reportedly deflated its 
tyres. The road was closed but reopened at 
03:00 on Monday”. 
 
On 4 September 2022, the BBC reported that: 
“climate activists have ended a 13-day 
occupation of a tunnel dug beneath a road in 
Essex.   
 
Three Just Stop Oil campaigners were in the 
tunnel under St Clements Way in Grays, where 
they had been protesting against what they see 
as government inaction over climate change. 
 
They left voluntarily at about 15:35 BST, Just 
Stop Oil said. 
 
Essex Police said three men were arrested on 
suspicion of causing a public nuisance and 
criminal damage.” 
  

Just Stop Oil supporters block critical oil terminals 
in Essex and Warwickshire with roadblocks and 
tunnels – Just Stop Oil  
 
 
https://www.suffolknews.co.uk/stowmarket/suffol
k-climate-activist-arrested-after-occupying-
tunnel-for-
9272222/#:~:text=Essex%20Police%20said%20t
hree%20men%20are%20in%20custody,history%
20and%20our%20emergency%20services%20cou
ld%20not%20cope.  
 
 
Just Stop Oil: Eight arrests as Grays oil tanker 
blocked - BBC News 
 
Just Stop Oil protesters leave Grays tunnel after 
13 days - BBC News 
  

FL1 – 46 to 48 
 
 
 
 
FL1 – 49 to 50 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FL1 –51 to 54 
 
 
FL1 – 55 to 58 
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14 
September 
2022 

 
 
 
 
 
Kingsbury Oil Terminal  

 
On 14 September 2022, Just Stop Oil reported 
that: “a group of 50 ordinary people are risking 
their liberty to sit peacefully outside the 
Kingsbury Oil Terminal holding banners, in 
breach of a private injunction designed to 
protect the profits of the oil industry. This is the 
first of a series of nonviolent actions in support 
of Just Stop Oil’s demand that the UK 
government end new oil and gas projects in the 
UK.  
 
The injunction granted to North Warwickshire 
Borough Council on 14th April, gives sweeping 
powers of arrest to the authorities and 
effectively outlaws any protest activity near the 
Kingsbury Terminal, the largest inland oil 
storage depot in the country.”  
  

50 Just Stop Oil Supporters breach the 
Warwickshire injunction – Just Stop Oil 
 
 
'Just Stop Oil': Two Bristol women deliberately get 
jailed - Bristol Live (bristolpost.co.uk) 
 
Police arrest 51 Just Stop Oil protesters at 
Kingsbury Oil Terminal - Birmingham Live 
(birminghammail.co.uk) 
 
Telford pensioner is jailed for oil terminal protest | 
Shropshire Star 
 
Exeter grandmother arrested in Just Stop Oil 
Protest - Devon Live 
 
 
Just Stop Oil protests live as police make arrests 
at Kingsbury Terminal injunction - Birmingham 
Live (birminghammail.co.uk) 
 
One Just Stop Oil supporter jailed while 10 walk 
free after peaceful resistance at Kingsbury Oil 
Terminal – Just Stop Oil  

FL1 – 59 to 62 
 
 
 
FL1 – 63 to 73 
 
 
FL1 – 74 to 75 
 
 
 
FL1 – 76 to 77 
 
 
FL1 – 78 to 82 
 
 
 
FL1 – 83 to 86 
 
 
 
FL1 - 87 to 90 

 
27 
September 
2022 

 
Kingsbury Oil Terminal  

 
Judgement of findings against individuals 
following the Kingsbury protest which took place 
on 14 September 2022.  

 
North Warwickshire Borough Council v Litten & 
Ors [2022] EWHC 2777 (KB) (27 September 
2022) (bailii.org) 
  

FL1 – 91 to 108 
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31 January 
2023 

 
 
 
Ship bound for North 
Sea  

“Greenpeace International activists have 
boarded a ship carrying crucial equipment for 
Shell to produce more oil and gas in the North 
Sea.”  
 
It was reported that: “Greenpeace activist Yeb 
Saño said “Shell might think this is the end of 
our protest, but my message to chief executive 
Wael Sawan is that this is just the beginning. We 
are seeing people connecting the dots between 
fossil fuel mega profits and the bill for climate 
loss and damage. It is right that the likes of 
Shell must pay for devastation that they are 
directly causing”. 
  

How Greenpeace activists occupied a Shell 
platform heading for a major oil and gas field | 
Greenpeace UK 
 
 
Breaking: Greenpeace activists have occupied a 
Shell platform heading for a major oil and gas 
field - Greenpeace International 
 
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/
jan/31/greenpeace-protesters-board-shell-
platform-bound-for-shetland. 
 
https://www.businessinsider.com/climate-
activists-occupy-shell-platform-ship-headed-
major-oil-fields-2023-2?r=US&IR=T 

FL1 –109 to 119 
 
 
 
 
FL1 – 120 to 124 
 
 
 
FL1 –125 to 128 
 
 
 
 
FL1 – 129 

 
14 
February 
2023 

 
Private Airport, Luton – 
approx. an hour drive 
away from Shell Haven   

 
“Extinction Rebellion activists parked a boat in 
front of the gates to the private jet terminal at 
Luton Airport with protesters locked on to the 
deck and hull.” 

 
Extinction Rebellion campaigners target private 
jets at Luton in Valentine's Day protest | ITV 
News Anglia 
 
 
LOVE IN ACTION: Extinction Rebellion blockades 
Luton Airport private jet terminals in Valentine's 
Day protest - Extinction Rebellion UK 
 

FL1 –130 to 132 
 
 
 
 
 
FL1 – 133 to 137 
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Neutral Citation Number: [2022] EWHC 1464 (QB) 

Case No: QB-2022-001236 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

Sitting at 

Birmingham Crown Court, 1 Newton Street, 

Birmingham, B4 7NR 

Date: 18/05/2022 

Before: 

HER HONOUR JUDGE EMMA KELLY 

Between: 

NORTH WARWICKSHIRE BOROUGH Claimant 

COUNCIL 

- and -

MICHELLE CHARLESWORTH Defendant 

MR SHEPHARD of Counsel appeared for the Claimant 

MR JONES of Counsel appeared for the Defendant 

APPROVED JUDGMENT 

If this Transcript is to be reported or published, there is a requirement to ensure that no reporting 

restriction will be breached. This is particularly important in relation to any case involving a 

sexual offence, where the victim is guaranteed lifetime anonymity (Sexual Offences (Amendment) 

Act 1992), or where an order has been made in relation to a young person. 

This Transcript is Crown Copyright. It may not be reproduced in whole or in part other than in accordance 

with relevant licence or with the express consent of the Authority. All rights are reserved. 

Digital Transcription by Marten Walsh Cherer Ltd., 

2nd Floor, Quality House, 6-9 Quality Court, Chancery Lane, London WC2A 1HP. 

Telephone No: 020 7067 2900. DX 410 LDE 

Email: info@martenwalshcherer.com 
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High Court Approved Judgment: North Warwickshire Borough Council v Charlesworth 

No permission is granted to copy or use in court 

HER HONOUR JUDGE EMMA KELLY: 

1. Ms Charlesworth you appear before the court in respect of: 

i) Two admitted breaches of an interim injunction granted by the 

14thHonourable Mr Justice Sweeting April 2022. Those breaches 

occurred on 27th April 2022 and 4th May 2022. 

ii) In addition, one admitted contempt in the face of court occurring on 5th 

May 2022.  

2. You have the benefit of legal representation and I have heard from counsel, 

Mr Jones, on your behalf.  

3. The claimant has provided you with written particulars of the two breaches of 

the interim injunction. The court has served you with a summons in form 

N601 in respect of a contempt in the face of court matter. The court has to be 

satisfied of any allegation of contempt to the criminal standard of proof, 

namely beyond reasonable doubt. In light of your admissions, and also having 

read the police witness evidence in respect of events on 27th April and 4th May, 

I am so satisfied. 

Background 

4. The background to your appearance today is as follows. Kingsbury Oil 

Terminal is a large inland oil terminal located near Tamworth in 

Warwickshire. Various protests at the terminal gave rise to serious health and 

safety concerns leading the claimant to apply for an interim injunction to 

protect the site. On 14th April 2022 Mr Justice Sweeting granted an interim 

without notice injunction against various named defendants, of which you 

were not so named, and “persons unknown.” The “persons unknown” were 

defined as those “who are organising, participating in or encouraging others to 

participate in protests against the production and/or use of fossil fuels in the 

locality of the site known as Kingsbury Oil Terminal, Tamworth B78 2HA.” 

Pursuant to section 27 of the Police and Justice Act 2006, a power of arrest 

was attached to the interim injunction. 

Approved Page 2 
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High Court Approved Judgment: North Warwickshire Borough Council v Charlesworth 

No permission is granted to copy or use in court 

5. Paragraph 1(a) of the interim injunction stated: 

“The defendants SHALL NOT (whether by themselves or by 

instructing, encouraging, or allowing any other person): 

(a) organise or participate in (whether by themselves or with 

any other person), or encourage, invite, or arrange for any other 

person to participate in any protest against the production or 

use of fossil fuels at Kingsbury Oil Terminal (the ‘Terminal’) 
taking place within the areas of the boundaries of which are 

edged in red on the map attached to this order at schedule 1, or 

within five metres of those boundaries (edged in red) (the 

‘buffer zone’). 

The paragraph went on to state: 

“For the avoidance of doubt, this prohibition does not prevent 

the defendants from using any public highway within the buffer 

zone for the purpose of travelling to or from the protest held, or 

to be held, outside the buffer zone.” 

6. Paragraph 1(b) of the interim injunction prohibited “in connection with any 

such protest anywhere in the locality of the Terminal” a number of defined 

acts. 

7. Mr Justice Sweeting granted permission for the interim injunction to be served 

by alternative methods. On 14th April 2022 it was served by placing signage 

in prominent locations around the site and on the claimant’s website, 

Facebook and Twitter accounts.  

8. You appear before the court in relation to two breaches of the interim 

injunction. On 27th April 2022, just after 4pm, you were one of ten individuals 

gathered on a grass verge to the side of the main entrance to Kingsbury Oil 

Terminal to protest against the use and/or production of fossil fuels. Your 

protest was inside the buffer zone referred to in paragraph 1(a) of the 

injunction and was thus in breach of its terms. The police advised your group 

to move away and indicated where you could continue to protest without being 

in breach of the injunction. You and your fellow protestors refused to move 

and were subsequently arrested. The claimant accepts, and the court agrees, 

that the protest was entirely peaceful albeit in breach of paragraph 1(a) of the 

injunction for being inside the buffer zone. 

Approved Page 3 
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High Court Approved Judgment: North Warwickshire Borough Council v Charlesworth 

No permission is granted to copy or use in court 

9. You were produced before the court on 28th April and bailed on condition that 

you comply with the terms of the injunction to attend the next hearing on 4th 

May 2022 

10. On 4th May 2022 you failed to attend court to answer bail to deal with the 

breach of the allegation from the previous week and instead chose to attend 

Kingsbury Oil Terminal to continue your protest. At approximately 2pm you 

and ten others again stood on a grass verge to the side of the entrance to the 

site with placards and banners. Again, that protest was inside the buffer zone 

referred to in paragraph 1(a) of the injunction. Police officers approached 

your group and some of your fellow protestors told the police they were due to 

appear at court that day but had failed to do so. Your group then huddled 

together and held some form of discussion before walking across the road 

outside the Terminal entrance. It is said by the claimant that such behaviour 

impeded the route of oil tankers trying to enter the Terminal. I accept there is 

no evidence that your individual actions in walking across the road caused any 

tanker’s route to be impeded. However, the protest both on the grass verge and 

on the road were inside the buffer zone and thus in breach of paragraph 1(a) of 

the injunction. 

11. The police again exercised the power of arrest and you were taken to 

Nuneaton Police Station before being produced before this court on 5th May.  

You were represented by counsel at that hearing. In light of the large number 

of protestors that had been produced before the court that day, and the need for 

you to have time to take legal advice, your case was adjourned to 12th May. 

You were remanded in custody. At approximately 5pm, as you stood up to be 

taken down to the cells with the custodians, you glued yourself to the dock 

screen using solvent that you had secreted on your person.  

5th12. Your actions in court on May caused very significant disruption to the 

court process. The custodians could not remove you. The police had to be 

called who, in turn, had to call in specialist police officers with de-bonding 

expertise. At the time of your actions, the court still had six other defendants’ 

cases to deal with.  Another court room had to be convened but the court could 

not immediately recommence as there were insufficient custodians to bring 

Approved Page 4 
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High Court Approved Judgment: North Warwickshire Borough Council v Charlesworth 

No permission is granted to copy or use in court 

defendants from the cells into court as a result of the need of multiple officers 

to remain with you.  It was approximately 8pm before the court concluded. 

The legal framework 

13. I turn to the question of penalty.  

14. As to the contempt in the face of court, the High Court, as a superior court of 

record, has an inherent jurisdiction to deal with contempt affecting its own 

proceedings. It is not subject to the limitations imposed on inferior courts of 

record as to the length of sentence for contempt in the face of court. For 

example, section 12 of the Contempt of Court Act 1981 constrains the 

Magistrates’ Court to a maximum period of committal of one month in respect 

of contempt relating to its proceedings. In the County Court, section 118 of 

the County Courts Act 1984 makes similar provision. The High Court is not so 

constrained. Section 14(1) of the Contempt of Court Act 1981 nonetheless 

applies, such that the term of any custodial sentence on any occasion shall not 

exceed two years in a case of committal by a superior court. By section 14(2) 

of the 1981 Act, the court has the power to impose a fine of unlimited amount 

or order sequestration of assets. 

15. When imposing penalties for contempt of court, the Court of Appeal in 

Willoughby v Solihull MBC [2013] EWCA Civ 699 identified three objectives. 

Pitchford LJ at [20] held: 

“the first is punishment for breach of an order of the court; the 

second is to secure future compliance with the court’s orders, if 

possible; the third is rehabilitation, which is a natural companion to 

the second objective.” 

16. The Sentencing Council does not produce guidelines for contempt of court, 

whether that be breach of a civil injunction or contempt in the face of court.  

In Amicus Horizon Ltd v Thorley [2012] EWCA Civ 817, the Court of Appeal 

found that the definitive guidelines for breach of an anti-social behaviour 

order were equally relevant when dealing with breaches of anti-social 

behaviour orders in the civil courts. When that analogy was used by the first 

instance judge in Cuadrilla Bowland v Persons Unknown [2020] EWCA Civ 
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High Court Approved Judgment: North Warwickshire Borough Council v Charlesworth 

No permission is granted to copy or use in court 

9, also a protestor case, the Court of Appeal endorsed reference to those 

guidelines. Leggatt LJ at [102] held as follows: 

“In deciding what sanctions were appropriate, the judge 
approached the decision, correctly, by considering both the 

culpability of the appellants and the harm caused, intended 

or likely to be caused by their breaches of the injunction. I 

see no merit in the appellants’ argument that, in making this 
assessment, he misapplied the Sentencing Council guideline 

on sentencing for breach of a criminal behaviour order. 

In Venables v News Group Newspapers [2019] EWCA Civ 

534, para 26, this court thought it appropriate to have regard 

to that guideline in deciding what penalty to impose for 

contempt of court in breaching an injunction. As the court 

noted, however, the guideline does not apply to proceedings 

for committal. There is therefore no obligation on a judge to 

follow the guideline in such proceedings and I do not 

consider that, if a judge does not have regard to it, this can 

be said to be an error of law. The criminal sentencing 

guideline provides, at most, a useful comparison.” 

17. In their report of July 2020, the Civil Justice Council looked at appropriate 

penalties for contempt of court arising from injunctions made under the 

Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014. Those draft guidelines, 

similar in style to the Sentencing Council guidelines, were adapted to reflect 

the lower range of penalties in the civil courts. Those guidelines have never 

been brought into force. I note that the Sentencing Council Definitive 

Guidelines state in express terms that draft guidelines should not be taken into 

consideration. 

18. I bear in mind that the matters of contempt before me today are not breaches 

of an anti-social behaviour injunction. However, page 56 of the Definitive 

Guideline for Breach Offences states: 

“Where an offence is not covered by a sentencing guideline 

a court is also entitled to use, and may be assisted by, a 

guideline for an analogous offence subject to differences in 

the elements of the offences and statutory maxima.” 

Against this background a breach of an injunction is clearly analogous to 

breach of a criminal behaviour order and that Definitive Guideline will be of 

considerable assistance in respect of the breaches of the injunction on 27th 

April and 4th May 2022. 
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High Court Approved Judgment: North Warwickshire Borough Council v Charlesworth 

No permission is granted to copy or use in court 

19. However, the contempt in the face of court does not involve the breach of any 

specific order. It was a deliberate attempt to undermine the authority of the 

court and an attempt to interfere with the administration of justice. The most 

serious aspect of your behaviour is the contempt in the face of court on 5th 

May, so I propose to consider that first. 

20. In circumstances where the Definitive Guideline for breach of a criminal 

behaviour order is only of limited analogy when dealing with contempt in the 

face of court, I propose to begin by considering your behaviour by reference to 

the Sentencing Council’s General Guideline. That provides overarching 

principles for use where there is no guideline. The court must consider 

culpability and harm. The question of culpability “is assessed with reference 

to the offender’s role, level of intention and/or premeditation and the extent 

and sophistication of planning.” In terms of culpability, the contempt in the 

face of court on 5th May was a deliberate act with substantial planning. You 

had armed yourself with glue intent on using it for a contemptuous purpose, 

either by breaching the injunction and/or in the manner in which you 

eventually used it. You concealed the glue notwithstanding you had been 

arrested the previous day, spent the night in custody at Nuneaton Police 

Station and were thereafter handed over to GeoAmey custodians at the 

Magistrates’ Court cells. You continued to conceal the glue when you came 

into the court room whilst in custody. Culpability is at a high level, albeit 

falling short of the highest level, as I accept your planning falls short of the 

most sophisticated of adventures. 

21. In terms of harm, your actions caused considerable disruption to the 

administration of justice, a delay of several hours to other proceedings and the 

diversion of police, custodian and court staff resources. Furthermore, your 

conduct involved the risk of undermining the court’s authority in the eyes of 

others. Balancing these factors, harm is at a significant level falling between 

the highest and lowest levels.  

22. Notwithstanding my conclusion that the breach of the criminal behaviour 

order Definitive Guideline is of limited assistance, I propose to place it within 

the guideline as providing the closest analogy that can be found. Importing 
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High Court Approved Judgment: North Warwickshire Borough Council v Charlesworth 

No permission is granted to copy or use in court 

my conclusions from the general guidelines, I conclude your behaviour would 

fall within culpability A, and category harm 2, giving a starting point in the 

criminal courts of one year’s custody and a category range between a high 

level community order and two years’ custody.  

23. Before considering aggravating and mitigating factors, I will consider where 

the two breaches of the injunction fall within the Sentencing Council 

guideline. Both breaches were deliberate and planned, although you caused 

little or no harm or distress. As such, both breaches of the injunction would 

fall into culpability B and category harm 3 with a starting point of a high level 

community order and a range from a low level community order to 26 weeks’ 

custody.  The second breach was on bail, within days of the first breach, and in 

circumstances where you failed to attend court the same day. Those matters 

4thincrease the seriousness of the breach on May. However, even in 

combination, the two breaches of the injunction would not of themselves have 

justified a custodial sentence and therefore the court would have been limited 

to an appropriate fine dependent on your means.  

24. The contempt in the face of court does, however, cross the custody threshold. 

By reference to the Sentencing Council totality guideline, I propose to pass no 

separate penalty on the earlier two breaches but treat them as aggravating 

features of the contempt in the face of court.  

25. In my judgment, seen cumulatively, your conduct evidences a pattern of 

behaviour of escalating seriousness. There are limited other aggravating 

features. You have two criminal convictions for public nuisance arising from 

protest activity on 15th September 2021. You entered a guilty plea to those 

charges on 22nd April 2022 and are still awaiting sentence. It appears from 

your antecedent history that you were remanded on unconditional bail in 

relation to those matters and therefore the matters of contempt before this 

court were committed whilst on unconditional bail for the criminal matters. 

26. I turn to consider any mitigating factors. Your counsel tells me that, as a result 

of your behaviour in court on 5th May, you were sanctioned in prison and 

subject to solitary confinement. The precise details of the sanction are unclear. 
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High Court Approved Judgment: North Warwickshire Borough Council v Charlesworth 

No permission is granted to copy or use in court 

I am told that you were sentenced to two separate days in solitary 

confinement, but it may be that one of the days was referrable to a separate 

incident of disorder in the prison. However, I propose to approach the 

ambiguity on the most generous basis to you and assume that both days in 

solitary confinement relate to the gluing incident in court on 5th May. That 

sanction represents an element of punishment already delivered in respect of 

your behaviour and I bear that in mind when determining the appropriate 

penalty. I also bear in mind that conditions in prison for all prisoners at present 

are onerous due to the continuing effects of the pandemic.  

27. You put before the court through counsel significant personal mitigation. 

Having read your nine character references and heard from counsel, it is 

apparent that hitherto you have led a thoroughly worthwhile and law abiding 

life. Until you gave up employment in March 2022 to concentrate on your 

protest actions, you had responsible roles working with victims of domestic 

violence, the homeless and in environmental roles. To that extent, you have 

contributed in a very beneficial way to society. You have three adult children, 

albeit the youngest is still only 19 and at university and for whom you provide 

financial support. I take all your personal mitigation into account. 

28. You have admitted the contempt in the face of the court at the earliest 

opportunity as today was the first hearing following the serving of the 

summons. However, I detect no element of remorse. After events on 5th May, 

you continued to defy the court process and, when your case was listed on 12th 

May, you refused leave prison to attend court. 

29. Balancing those features, I conclude that the appropriate penalty for the 

contempt in the face of court, before consideration of credit for your 

admission, is one of 14 weeks’ custody. You are entitled to a discount of one 

third to reflect your admission of breach at the earliest opportunity. That 

produces a penalty of 9 weeks or 63 days, rounding down the weeks in your 

favour. 

30. The court has to consider whether it is appropriate to suspend any term of 

imprisonment. Your counsel, in support of his submission that any custodial 
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sentence should be suspended refers, quite properly, to the comments of the 

Court of Appeal in Cuadrilla Bowland. Leggatt LJ at held as follows: 

“[95] Where, as in the present case, individuals not only 

resort to compulsion to hinder or try to stop lawful activities 

of others of which they disapprove, but do so in deliberate 

defiance of a court order, they have no reason to expect that 

their conscientious motives will insulate them from the 

sanction of imprisonment. 

[96] On the other hand, courts are frequently reluctant to 

make orders for the immediate imprisonment of protestors 

who engage in deliberately disruptive but non-violent forms 

of direct action protest for conscientious reasons…” 

The judge continued: 

“[98] It seems to me that there are at least three reasons for 

showing greater clemency in response to such acts of civil 

disobedience than in dealing with other disobedience of the 

law.  First, by adhering to the conditions mentioned, a person 

who engages in acts of civil disobedience establishes a moral 

difference between herself and ordinary law-breakers which 

it is right to take into account in determining what 

punishment is deserved. Second, by reason of that 

difference and the fact that such a protestor is generally – 
apart from their protest activity – a law-abiding citizen, there 

is reason to expect that less severe punishment is necessary 

to deter such a person from further law-breaking. Third, part 

of the purpose of imposing sanctions, whether for a criminal 

offence or for intentional breach of an injunction, is to 

engage in a dialogue with the defendant so that he or she 

appreciates the reasons why in a democratic society it is the 

duty of responsible citizens to obey the law and respect the 

rights of others, even where the law or other people’s lawful 

activities are contrary to the protestor’s own moral 

convictions. Such a dialogue is more likely to be effective 

where authorities (including judicial authorities) show 

restraint in anticipation that the defendant will respond by 

desisting from further breaches. This is part of what I believe 

Lord Burnett CJ meant in the Roberts case at para 34 (quoted 

above) when he referred to “bargain or mutual understanding 

operating in such cases. 

[99] These considerations explain why, in a case where an 

act of civil disobedience constitutes a criminal offence or 

contempt of a court order which is so serious that it crosses 

the custody threshold, it will nonetheless very often be 

appropriate to suspend the operation of the sanction on 
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condition there is no further breach during a specified period 

of time. Of course, if the defendant does not comply with 

that condition, he or she must expect that the order for 

imprisonment will be implemented.” 

31. I bear in mind that your actions, insofar as you breached the injunction on the 

two occasions, were borne out of protest activity and were acts of civil 

disobedience by somebody who is otherwise a law-abiding citizen. I have 

already indicated that in isolation the breaches of the injunction would not 

have warranted a custodial sentence. The contempt in the face of the court is 

however distinguishable from the behaviour seen in Cuadrilla Bowland. Your 

actions on 5th May went further than they type of civil disobedience seen in 

Cuadrilla and struck at the heart of the administration of justice and sought to 

undermine the rule of law. 

32. I have referred myself to the Sentencing Council guidelines on the imposition 

of community and custodial sentences. In this respect, your conduct 

demonstrates a history of poor compliance with court orders and the 

appropriate punishment can only be achieved by an immediate custodial 

penalty. Furthermore, this is not a case in which it can be said there is a 

realistic prospect of rehabilitation. Balancing these features leads me to the 

conclusion it is not appropriate to suspend the penalty. 

33. In terms of fixing the term of imprisonment, the court has to take into account 

the time you have already spent on remand. Unlike when sentences are 

imposed in the criminal courts, the prison service cannot adjust the penalty on 

a civil contempt to take into account the time spent on remand. You have 

already spent 15 days in custody: one day in custody following your arrest on 

27th April and a further 14 days from your arrest on 4th May and subsequent 

further remands in custody. That is the equivalent of a 30-day sentence. I 

therefore deduct 30 days from the 63-day term. I pass a penalty of 33 days 

immediate imprisonment in respect of the contempt in the face of court on 5th 

May. There will be no order made on the contempt matters on 27th April and 

4th May for the reasons I have given, namely that I have treated those as 

aggravating factors of the contempt in the face of court. 
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34. You have a right to appeal the order of committal. Any appeal must be made 

to the Court of Appeal Civil Division and must be filed within 21 days of 

today. 

35. The claimant does not apply for costs and therefore I do not make an order 

that you pay the claimant’s costs. 

36. In dealing with these contempt of court matters, this court sends out a very 

clear message that it will not tolerate either breaches of its orders or, even 

more so, behaviour that interferes with the administration of justice. If you 

return to court in respect of further matters of contempt, you risk further 

periods in custody.  

37. A transcript of this judgment will be ordered at public expense on an 

expedited basis. 

(Judgment ends) 
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Just Stop Oil supporters block critical oil terminals
in Essex and Warwickshire with roadblocks and
tunnels
Press / August 23, 2022

50 supporters of Just Stop Oil have disrupted oil supplies from two critical oil facilities this morning in

support of their demand that the UK government end new oil and gas projects in the UK. [1]

Around 30 people are involved in the actions in Essex, which included establishing a roadblock on St.

Clements Way, a key tanker route to and from the Navigator terminal and occupying the Grays oil terminal

in Thurrock.  

In North Warwickshire around 20 people have blocked or attempted to block Trinity Road and Piccadilly

Way, the two main access roads to the  Kingsbury Oil Terminal.  Two supporters of Just Stop Oil climbed on

top of a tanker on Trinity Road after traffic was brought to a halt by the roadblocks.


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In addition it was revealed that five people are occupying two tunnels that have been dug under St

Clements Way and London Road near the Inter Oil Terminal in Grays, Essex while four people are occupying

a further two tunnels near the Kingsbury Terminal in Warwickshire. The tunnels are totally blocking access

to Kingsbury and Navigator oil terminals.

Catherine Rennie-Nash, 72, a retired teacher from Kendal taking action today in Essex said:

“I am beyond angry about the government’s plans to allow more oil and gas projects in the UK.  I have no

choice but to be in civil resistance. We need to understand that the government isn’t protecting us. The

cost of living crisis is a choice, sky-high fuel bills is a choice, new oil and gas is a choice. Government is

allowing companies to steal our wealth and destroy our future, they are criminals. 

Sam Holland, 20 , a student from Leeds who is also taking action in Essex today said:

“Consenting to more fossil fuels is consenting to the collapse of our food systems. It is consenting to the

collapse of our societies, and to the deaths of hundreds of millions of people. Make no mistake – those in

power who have planned this will be tried for crimes against humanity.” 

Jeannie Donald-McKim, 58, a teacher from Witney, Oxfordshire joining the action near Kingsbury today

said:

Our addiction to oil is fuelling climate collapse and causing the worst cost of living crisis in 40 years.

People are getting desperate.  We have run out of time for words. Now is the time for action. I urge

everybody to step up and join us. This is the moment to come together and resist. We can do this. It’s not

too late to make a difference. Join us on October 1st in Westminster. “

Anna Holland, 20, a student at Newcastle University who is also joining the action near Kingsbury said:

If you’re still debating whether to get involved in action against the government and the oil industry, ask

yourself: do I want the rest of my life to look like this? Do I want this year – with the cost of living crisis,

climate breakdown, deadly weather – to be the best year of the 2020s? Because that’s the reality we face

if we don’t take action and make change now. “

We are not prepared to just watch while the government and fossil fuel industry destroy everything we love.

We’re done with begging. Voting changes nothing. We are going to stop new oil whether those in power

agree or not. As citizens, as humans, as parents and children we have every right under British law to

protect ourselves and those we love. This is the moment, we are the last generation that can solve this. Will

you step up and join us? If we all come together we can do this. We can Just Stop Oil. Join us on October

1st in Westminster.

ENDS

Press contact: 07762 987334

High quality images & video here: https://juststopoil.org/press-media

Website: https://juststopoil.org/ 
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Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/JustStopOil/

Instagram: https://www.instagram.com/just.stopoil/

Twitter: https://twitter.com/JustStop_Oil

Youtube: https://juststopoil.org/youtube :

Notes to Editors

[1] Locations:

Navigator Terminals Thames, Oliver Road, West Thurrock, Grays, Essex,RM20 3ED

Inter Terminals UK Ltd, London Rd, Grays RM17 6YU

Kingsbury Oil Terminal, Tamworth, B78 2HA

[2] About Just Stop Oil

Just Stop Oil is a coalition of groups working together to demand that the government immediately halt all

future licensing and consents for the exploration, development and production of fossil fuels in the UK.

We must urgently end our reliance on fossil fuels to avoid irreversible changes in the earth’s climate system.

We cannot continue to burn fossil fuels in the belief that future developments in carbon capture and

storage and other so-called “unicorn technologies” will allow us to suck vast quantities of carbon dioxide

from the atmosphere. 

The UK must begin this process immediately. It starts by calling a halt to any further fossil fuel projects on

the UK Continental Shelf. That would give us eight years of fossil fuel production left in which to rapidly

transition to a zero carbon economy.

Everyone knows we have to engage in massive changes. Just Stop Oil is a coalition of groups demanding

the no-brainer things be done immediately – actions that will reduce the demand for fossil fuel energy

dramatically such as insulating our homes, rethinking how we travel, getting on with renewable energy and

making sure no-one is left behind. 

We either come together as humanity or we die. Youth know which they choose. They have already chosen.

They are in the streets to demand a future. We are all in the streets to make sure they get it. It’s as basic as

that.

Further information about Just Stop Oil and our demands here: https://www.juststopoil.org

← Previous Post Next Post →
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LIABILITY JUDGMENT 

1. JUDGE KELLY:  This is an ex tempore judgment following the trial of an application 

by the claimant, North Warwickshire Borough Council, to commit El Litten, Charlotte 

Kirin, Michelle Charlesworth, Tez Burns, Sheila Shatford and Mary Adams for contempt 

of court.   

2. The claimant is represented by Mr Manning and Ms Crocombe of counsel. All the 

defendants act in person.  Each has been repeatedly advised during these proceedings 

that they are entitled to seek legal advice and representation, but each wished to proceed 

without legal representation. Each has undertaken their own advocacy during the course 

of the trial. 

Background 

3. Kingsbury Oil Terminal is a large inland oil terminal located near Tamworth in 

Warwickshire.  In the spring of 2022, various protests took place at the site against the 

production and use of fossil fuels, leading the claimant to apply for an interim injunction 

to protect the terminal. On 14 April 2022, Sweeting J granted a without notice interim 

injunction against various named defendants and persons unknown.  None of the six 

defendants before the court today were named defendants.  The “persons unknown” were 

defined as being those “who are organising, participating in or encouraging others to 

participate in protests against the production and/or use of fossil fuels in the locality of 

the site known as Kingsbury Oil Terminal…” Pursuant to section 27 of the Police and 

Justice Act 2006, a power of arrest was attached to the injunction. 

4. On 5 May 2022 an on notice hearing took place before Sweeting J.  Some of the named 

defendants were represented at that hearing.  Sweeting J amended the interim order 

of 14 April and removed what had been described as a 5 metre buffer zone around the 

perimeter of the terminal site.  That variation was drawn into an order dated 6 May 2022. 

Sweeting J reserved judgment in relation to the remaining issues that had been raised at 

the hearing. That reserved judgment has not yet been handed down. For the purpose of 

this judgment I will refer to the order of 6 May 2022 simply as "the injunction".   

5. The injunction has a penal notice attached in the usual terms.  Paragraphs 1(a) and 1(b) 

of the order prohibit certain conduct. By paragraph 1(a): 

"The defendants SHALL NOT (whether by themselves or by 

instructing, encouraging or allowing any other person): 

(a)    organise or participate in (whether by themselves or with 

any other person) or encourage, invite or arrange for any other 

person to participate in any protest against the production or use 

of fossil fuels at Kingsbury Oil Terminal (the ‘Terminal’), taking 

place within the areas, the boundaries of which are edged in red 

on the map attached to the order at Schedule 1." 
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6. The map attached at Schedule 1 has a red boundary line running largely round the 

perimeter of the oil terminal adjacent to Trinity Road and on an additional site adjacent 

to Piccadilly Way.  The area falling within the red line includes a private access road 

leading to the entrance of the oil terminals.    

7. By paragraph 1(b) of the injunction: 

"The defendants SHALL NOT (whether by themselves or by 

instructing, encouraging or allowing any other person): 

 

…  

 

1(b) In connection with any such protest anywhere in the locality 

of the Terminal performing any of the following acts: 

 

… 

 

(iii) obstructing of any entrance to the Terminal. 

 

… 

(xi) instructing, assisting, encouraging any other person to do 

any act prohibited by paragraphs (b)(i)-(x) of this Order.” 

8. By paragraph 3 of the injunction the order and power of arrest shall continue until the 

hearing of the claim unless previously varied or discharged by further order of the court.  

The order has not been subsequently varied or discharged. Indeed, as I have already 

indicated, the reserved judgment from the hearing on 5 May has not yet been handed 

down. 

9. Paragraph 5 of the injunction gives the claimant permission to serve the claim form and 

supporting documents and the order and power of arrest by alternative methods specified 

at Schedule 2. Paragraph 1 of Schedule 2 states: 

“Service of the claim form and this order shall be effected by: 

(i) placing signs informing people of: 

a. This claim, 

b. This order and power of arrest, and the area in which they 

have effect and 

c. Where they can obtain copies of the claim form, order and 

power of arrest, and supporting documents used to obtain this 

order 

in prominent locations along the boundary of the buffer zone 

referred to at para. 1 of this order and particularly outside the 

terminal and at the junctions of roads leading into the zone. 

(ii) Placing a copy prominently at the entrances to the terminal.   
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(iii) Posting a copy of the documents referred to at para. 1(i)(c) above 

order on its website and publicising it using the claimant's 

Facebook page and Twitter account, and posting it on other 

relevant social including local police social media accounts, 

and/or 

(iv) any other manner as the claimant may decide to use to bring the 

claim form and this order and power of arrest to the attention of 

the defendants and other persons likely to be affected.” 

10. It is not in dispute that on 14 September 2022 the six defendants, along with 45 others, 

were arrested on a private access road leading to the terminal, just off Trinity Way.  

All 51 of the defendants were produced before the court on 15 September when their 

cases were adjourned to various dates last week when more court time was available to 

progress the cases and to allow time for the defendants to obtain legal advice and 

representation. At the hearing on 15 September all 51 defendants were remanded in 

custody because they each adopted the same position, namely that they did not accept 

the authority of the court and each indicated that, if bailed, they would breach the 

injunction and not voluntarily return to court.  Last week, 45 of the defendants admitted 

contempt.  One defendant's case was further adjourned to allow further time for him to 

obtain legal advice. The remaining six defendants before the court today did not admit 

the alleged breach and thus a trial has taken place today. 

11. On 15 September 2022 the claimant provided each defendant with written particulars of 

the alleged contempt together with details of theirs rights as summarised in CPR 81.4(2).  

There are four allegations but all arise out of the same facts: 

“1. Participating in a  protest at the terminal, and  within the boundaries of the 

area demarcated in Schedule 1, against the production or use of fossil fuels, 

contrary to paragraph 1(a). 

2. Encouraging others to participate in the protest at the terminal, and within the 

boundaries of the area demarcated in schedule 1, against the production and use 

of fossil fuels, contrary to paragraph 1(a). 

3.  Obstructing an entrance to the terminal, within the locality of the terminal 

and in connection with the protest against the production or use of fossil fuels, 

contrary to paragraph 1(b)(iii). 

4.  Instructing, assisting or encouraging each other to obstruct an entrance to the 

terminal within the locality of the terminal and in connection with a protest 

against the production and use of fossil fuels, contrary paragraph 1(b)(xi).” 

12. During the course of the trial the claimant indicated it did not wish to proceed with the 

second allegation of breach and thus I will not consider allegation 2 further.  

13. Prior to today, the defendants had made no admissions to the allegations. However, in 

giving oral evidence, each of them has largely accepted the claimant's factual case. I 

therefore proceed on the basis that each defendant to puts the claimant to proof. 

Furthermore, the defendants submit that the court should not enforce the injunction on 

the basis that it is an unjust order made in breach of their Article 10 and 11 rights or 

otherwise not to be enforced in light of the climate emergency that each has described in 

their evidence.   
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Legal Principles 

14. These are contempt proceedings and therefore I remind myself that the burden of proof 

rests upon the claimant to prove its case to the criminal standard of proof, namely beyond 

reasonable doubt.  In other words, I must be sure that the claimant has proved its case.   

15. A number of courts have considered the correct approach to take to contempt 

proceedings.  I am mindful of the guidance given by the Divisional Court in National 

Highways Limited v Buse [2021] EWHC 3404.  That again was a case which dealt with 

contempt proceedings in the context of a protest.  At paragraphs 23 and 24 of the 

judgment, it was held as follows: 

"23. In order to establish a contempt of court the claimant must 

make the court sure that the defendants: (1) knew of the order; 

(2) committed acts which breached the order; and (3) knew that 

they were doing acts which breached the order, see Varma v 

Atkinson [2020] EWCA Civ 1602." 

24. Although articles 10 and 11 of the European Convention on 

Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, to which domestic 

effect was given by the Human Rights Act 1998, are engaged, 

this is not relevant to the issue of whether the protestors acted in 

breach of the order. This is because when imposing the order the 

judge will have taken into accounts the rights of the protestors to 

protest, and balanced those interests against the rights of others 

in deciding whether to make the order, breach of which has penal 

consequences." 

The evidence 

16. The claimant relies on four witnesses. Mr Clive Tobin, the claimant's head of legal 

services and three police officers, Trainee Detective Constable Miles, PC Rowton and 

PC Dunn.  Earlier in the proceedings I gave permission for the claimant to rely on witness 

statement rather than affidavit evidence. Each of the four witnesses has given oral 

evidence today.  I have also seen video footage taken from body worn cameras of PC 

Rowton and PC Dunn.   

17. Mr Tobin’s written evidence sets out the steps he took to ensure that service of the order 

was effected by the alternative means specified in the order by Sweeting J.  He described 

placing laminated copies of the order and power of arrest in the vicinity of the site 

at 11 different occasions on 24 August 2022 and placing 16 A2 size laminated notices 

around the site on 26 August. He then detailed the steps he took on 2 September when 

he returned to the site with more durable copies of signage again providing details of the 

claim, the injunction, the power of arrest and where copies of the claim form could be 

obtained.  He exhibited to his written evidence a number of photographs and details of 

the GPS coordinates as to where he placed the various copies. The claimant also relies 

on a certificate of service detailing the circumstances in which the injunction was served 

via the claimant's website and various social media accounts. Ms Shatford was the only 
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defendant to cross examine Mr Tobin. She sought clarification from Mr Tobin as to 

whether a grass verge was included in the area covered by the injunction. Mr Tobin stated 

that the private road was covered but there was an area of grass to the right of the entrance 

that fell outside the red boundary line. 

18. Trainee Detective Constable Miles then gave evidence. The police officer’s written 

statement exhibited copies of photographs and video footage that she had accessed from 

Just Stop Oil’s website and social media platforms. Extracts of the video were played in 

court and which showed footage of a large number of protesters sitting in the roadway 

blocking the entrance to the oil terminal. An individual is heard to provide a commentary 

on one of the videos including reference to hearing hoots of support from some passing 

motorists and negative responses from other motorists. She was not cross-examined. 

19. In his written evidence, PC Rowton explained that he attended the terminal site at 

about 3.30 in the afternoon on 14 September and saw multiple people sitting across the 

entrance to the oil terminal holding banners and wearing high viz jackets.  He states he 

was the officer who arrested Tez Burns and then, later in time, Sheila Shatford, El Litten, 

Mary Adams and Charlotte Kirin.  He exhibited his body worn camera footage showing 

the arrests. In his oral evidence he explained that the time shown on the body worn 

camera video footage was one hour behind the actual time.  

20. Ms Adams cross-examined PC Rowton. The officer accepted that he had no previous 

experience in policing climate protests. He explained that police dog units had been 

called by the superintendent who had told any available police officer to attend the 

incident. The dogs were not there because there was any particular resistance from the 

protestors. He explained that the public roads in the vicinity had been closed for reasons 

of safety of the officers and of the protestors. Ms Shatford cross-examined PC Rowton 

about what, if any training, he had received as to policing environmental activism. The 

officer stated that stated that, as part of his officer safety training, he had been taught 

how to deal with groups and the five-step appeal process to adopt. He accepted he had 

not received specific training regarding environmental activism.   

21. PC Dunn was the final police witness. In his written evidence he stated that he had 

arrived on site at about 12 noon by which point the protestors were sitting in the junction 

at the entrance to the oil terminal stopping people entering and exiting via car.  He 

described seeing several banners with "Just Stop Oil" wording and a number of the 

protestors wearing orange bibs, again with the Just Stop Oil logo. He gave evidence that 

one site worker had told the protestors that they had a medical appointment 

around 2.30 and had asked Michelle Charlesworth whether they would move to facilitate 

the vehicle but that she had refused to allow the worked to leave in their vehicle. PC 

Dunn later arrested Michelle Charlesworth. Ms Charlesworth cross-examined PC Dunn. 

He stated that he had been an officer for some three-and-a-half years and had policed 

climate protests on one previous occasion. He accepted that the protest was entirely 

passive. He explained that he had not received any information or training about climate 

emergency in his capacity as a police officer.   

22. In the course of their oral evidence, each of the police officer witnesses confirmed the 

location of the protest on the private access road by reference to the injunction plan. The 

location identified by each fell within the red boundary line referred to in the injunction.   
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23. The court heard oral evidence from each of the six defendants. Self-evidently, some of 

the defendants gave evidence before their co-defendants. The defendants indicated that, 

in addition to relying on their own evidence, in general each also adopts the evidence of 

their co-defendants.  

24. Tez Burns was the first defendant to give evidence. She was frank with the court and 

accepted that she had broken the injunction when obstructing the oil terminal 

on 14 September.  She gave a very eloquent explanation as why she had chosen to join 

the action on that day borne, in particular, out of her concern over government plans to 

drill more holes for the extraction of fossil fuels. She spoke at some length to a letter 

published by OnePointFive Degrees and signed by some 150 solicitors and barristers 

urging that climate conscious actions be taken by lawyers. She stated that she was not a 

criminal but was driven by what she thought was right. In cross-examination, Tez Burns 

was taken through the various allegations of breach and she accepted, very frankly, that 

she was involved in Just Stop Oil protests against the production and use of fossil fuels 

inside the red boundary line. She admitted she was obstructing an entrance to the terminal 

and that the volume of individuals participating in the protest meant that together they 

blocked road. She also accepted that the police had read the injunction to them and given 

them the chance to move but she chose not to.   

25. Michelle Charlesworth adopted the evidence of Tez Burns and later asked to adopt the 

evidence of co-defendants who gave evidence after her. Ms Charlesworth made 

admissions as to her involvement in the protest on 14 September against the production 

and use of fossil fuels. She did not accept that she had encouraged the others and stated 

that all of the protestors involved on that day were there of their own volition and did not 

require the encouragement of any co-member of Just Stop Oil.  Ms Charlesworth 

accepted that she was now before the court for a third breach of the injunction and also 

had an earlier finding of contempt in the face of the court for gluing herself to the dock.  

She admitted that she had told the site worker that the protestors would not move to allow 

him to leave in his vehicle for his medical appointment. She however explained that it 

had been made clear to him that he could leave on foot. She stated that the protestors 

would have been happy to pay for a taxi or that his employer could have found a way to 

assist. She stated that, whilst their policy was not to move, they would have done if there 

had been an ambulance with lights flashing or similar emergency situation.   

26. Mary Adams also adopted the evidence of Tez Burns and again made admissions as to 

her activity on that day putting her in breach of the injunction.  She told the court that 

she takes the view that the injunction prohibits her rights under Articles 10 and 11 whilst 

protecting the rights of the fossil fuels industry. Ms Adams gave a very eloquent 

explanation as to her rationale for acting in the way that she did and detailed a number 

of examples of recent climate emergencies. She urged the court not find the defendants 

in contempt of court, citing circumstances in which history has shown that laws can 

change according to changing societal values. In cross-examination she, in common with 

earlier defendants, accepted that she had been within the red boundary line, obstructing  

the entrance to the terminal, as part of a protest against the production and use of fossil 

fuels.  

27. Sheila Shatford adopted the evidence of Tez Burns and Mary Adams. She told the court 

that she had retired two years ago after working for 50 years as a nurse and had not taken 
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the decision to protest lightly. She explained that her actions were motivated by climate 

crisis which was already affecting the world. Ms Shatford explained that she felt she 

had a moral duty to speak up. Whilst she accepted that their actions would have caused 

temporary but frustrating disruption and costs to public services, she considered those 

insignificant compared to the mass extinction. In cross-examination she too accepted that 

she had been involved in the protest against the production and use of fossil fuels within 

the red boundary line and that she was obstructing the entrance to the terminal. 

28. Charlotte Kirin also adopted the evidence given by her co-defendants. She too 

acknowledged that she had been part of the protest at Kingsbury on 14 September 

explaining that she had done so to prevent greater harm. In cross-examination, she too 

admitted breach of the injunction.  

29. The court finally heard evidence from El Litten. El Litten adopted the previous 

defendants' evidence and gave an eloquent explanation as to the reasons for acting borne 

of concern as to the crises that were hitting the planet on a global scale. El considered 

that the courts and judiciary should be holding the government to account. El Litten 

indicated they were not asking for leniency personally. In cross-examination, El Litten,  

as with the other defendants, admitted taking part in the protest within the boundary line, 

obstructing the entrance to the terminal, whilst being aware of the injunction.   

Findings of Fact 

30. The defendants do not challenge the claimant’s factual case. Each has admitted that they 

were involved in the protest on 14 September 2022 against the production and use of 

fossil fuels and that, by doing so, were within the red boundary line and blocked the 

entrance to the oil terminal. Taken together with the evidence from the police officers, 

including the body worn camera footage, I am satisfied that the claimant has proved its 

factual case namely that each of the defendants was protesting within the red boundary 

line marked on the map at Schedule 1 to the injunction, that that protest was in relation 

to the production and/or use of fossil fuels and it blocked or obstructed the entrance to 

the oil terminal. By acting in such a large group, each individual protestor assisted others 

to achieve the aim of blocking the whole road leading to the entrance to the terminal.  

Analysis  

31. It is trite law that an injunction must be served in order for it to be enforced by way of 

committal for contempt unless service has been dispensed with.  This is not a case in 

which service has been dispensed with. Having heard from and read the evidence of 

Mr Tobin, I am satisfied that the injunction was served by the alternative methods 

specified by Sweeting J. In the latter part of August 2022 and early September 2022 

multiple signs highlighting the injunction were placed around the perimeter of the site, 

at the entrance to the site and at junctions of roads leading to the entrance to the oil 

terminal. Furthermore, I accept the certificates of service that evidence the publication 

of the injunction by digital means on 10 May 2022 and again by providing links 

on 23 August.  Moreover, each of the defendants admit that they were already aware that 

the injunction was in force when undertaking the protest.  

EXHIBIT FL1 - 98
F/1/334



 

Epiq Europe Ltd, Unit 1 Blenheim Court, Beaufort Business Park, Bristol BS32 4NE 
www.epiqglobal.com/en-gb/  

 

32. I turn to the particulars of alleged breach. The first allegation is that the defendants 

breached paragraph 1(a) of the injunction by participating in a relevant protest within the 

boundary of the area demarcated on Schedule 1. It will be apparent from the findings of 

fact I have made that each of the defendant's conduct on 14 September puts them in 

breach of paragraph 1(a).  The same is also true as to the allegation that those actions 

amount to a breach of paragraph 1(b)(iii) in that the protest obstructed an entrance to the 

terminal. I am further satisfied that the defendants’ actions, acting in unison to block the 

road, amounts to a breach of paragraph 1(b)(xi). It required more than one individual to 

achieve the blocking of the entire width of access road and each assisted the other in that 

aim. 

33. I turn to the defendants’ submission that the court should not use this as an opportunity 

to make findings of contempt, notwithstanding that the claimant has proved the 

individual elements of breach. Each of the defendants have addressed the court 

extensively as to their views on the climate emergency. It is generally acknowledged in 

society that there are very legitimate environmental concerns.  It is also recognised that 

individuals are entitled to qualified (rather than absolute) rights to freedom of speech, 

to freedom of assembly and to protest, but that those rights have to be exercised within 

the rule of law. The injunction granted by Sweeting J was an order made by a court of 

competent jurisdiction. When Sweeting J imposed the order, due consideration will 

have been given to the defendants’ Article 10 and Article 11 rights. In other words, the 

decision to grant the injunction balanced the interests of those seeking to protest with 

the rights of others affected by their conduct. As per the decision of the Divisional Court 

in National Highways Limited v Buse case, although Articles 10 and 11 are engaged in 

this contempt application, they are not relevant to the question of determination of 

breach because those consideration were already factored in when the interim 

injunction was made. I therefore reject the defendants' submission that their assertion 

that the injunction infringes their Article 10 and 11 rights amounts to a defence to the 

contempt proceedings.   

34. The injunction remains in force but is an interim order only. At some point in the future 

there will be a final hearing. The defendants will have the opportunity, should they so 

wish, to attend the final hearing and make submissions as to their concerns as to 

Article 10 or Article 11 issues and the appropriateness of a final injunction. The claimant 

has indicated that each of these defendants is to be added to the substantive proceedings 

as named defendants.   

35. In those circumstances, I conclude that the claimant has established to the necessary 

criminal standard of proof that the applications for committal for contempt against each 

of the defendants have been proved. Each defendant is found to be in breach of 

paragraphs 1(a), 1(b)(iii) and 1(b)(xi) of the order. 

36. A transcript of this judgment on liability will need to be obtained at public expense on 

an expedited basis and published on the judiciary website. I will hear from the claimant 

and each of the defendants before determining the appropriate penalties for contempt.  

[THE COURT HEARD SUBMISSIONS FROM THE PARTIES] 
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JUDGMENT ON SENTENCE 

37. El Litten, Charlotte Kirin, Michelle Charlesworth, Tez Burns, Sheila Shatford and Mary 

Adams , it falls for the court to determine the appropriate sanction in light of the finding 

that each of you is in contempt of court arising out of your involvement in the protest 

on 14 September 2022.   

38. I have already set out the background to the case, your actions and my findings in my 

earlier judgment on liability.  

39. The claimant has prepared a sentencing note to assist the court with the approach to take 

in relation to the imposition of sanction for contempt.  I largely agree with the approach 

advocated for by the claimant.  These contempts of court are civil not criminal matters. 

The finding of contempt will not appear on any criminal record. There is, 

however, a penal element to the imposition of a sanction.  When determining the 

appropriate penalty for a contempt of contempt, I bear in mind the guidance given by the 

Court of Appeal in Willoughby v Solihull MBC [2013] EWCA Civ 699.  There are three 

objectives to consider when imposing a penalty. Pitchford LJ at para 20 held: 

"the first is punishment for breach of an order of the court; the second is to 

secure future compliance with the court's order if possible; the third is 

rehabilitation, which is a natural companion to the second objective." 

40. The Sentencing Council produce guidelines for use in criminal cases. They do not 

produce guidelines for civil cases.  However, the Court of Appeal, in a number of cases, 

including Amicus Horizon v Thorley [2012] EWCA Civ 817 has endorsed the use of the 

Sentencing Council guidelines in the civil courts by analogy. The appropriate guideline 

is that for breach of a criminal behaviour order. It is not however a complete analogy.  

Breach of a criminal behaviour order in the criminal courts attracts a maximum sentence 

of 5 years' imprisonment whereas the maximum penalty for a civil contempt of court is 

one of two years’ imprisonment on any one occasion. The criminal courts also have a 

variety of community orders available to it which this court does not. I am also mindful 

that the injunction is not an antisocial behaviour injunction of the kind that is made under 

the Antisocial Behaviour Crime and Policing Act. The analogy is not therefore a 

complete one and the suggested criminal sentences have to be scaled down to some 

extent. 

41. In their report of July 2020, the Civil Justice Council looked at appropriate penalties for 

contempt of court arising from injunctions made under the Anti-social Behaviour, Crime 

and Policing Act 2014.  Those draft guidelines, similar in style to the Sentencing Council 

guidelines, were adapted to reflect the lower range of penalties in the civil courts. Those 

guidelines have never been brought into force. They were also prepared in respect of 

breaches of anti-social behaviour injunctions rather than in respect of breaches of 

protestor injunctions. I therefore adopt the criminal guideline as the best analogy. 

42. The claimant referred in its opening to the Court of Appeal decision in Cuadrilla 

Bowland Ltd and Others v Persons Unknown [2020] EWCA Civ 9. I referred in my 

liability judgment to National Highways Limited v Buse [2021] EWHC 3404 (QB).  In 
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both of those cases the court looked at the approach to be adopted when dealing with 

sanctions for contempt of court in protestor cases.  

43. None of the defendants have legal representation today. Had you had been represented, 

I have no doubt that your legal representatives would have urged the court to adopt the 

guidance in Cuadrilla Bowland and have reminded the court that it should usually be 

reluctant to make an order for immediate imprisonment when a protestor acting for 

conscientious reasons first comes before the court. In Cuadrilla Bowland, Leggatt LJ 

considered the approach to sentencing protestors:  

“[95] Where, as in the present case, individuals not only resort to 

compulsion to hinder or try to stop lawful activities of others of which 

they disapprove, but do so in deliberate defiance of a court order, they 

have no reason to expect that their conscientious motives will insulate 

them from the sanction of imprisonment.  

[96] On the other hand, courts are frequently reluctant to make orders 

for the immediate imprisonment of protestors who engage in 

deliberately disruptive but non-violent forms of direct action protest 

for conscientious reasons…”  

44. I accept that all of six of you acted for conscientious reasons and that this was a wholly 

peaceful protest.  At paragraph 98 of Cuadrilla Bowland Leggatt LJ discussed the 

reasons for showing greater clemency in response to acts of civil disobedience and at 

concluded at paragraph 99:  

"These considerations explain why, in a case where an act of civil 

disobedience constitutes a criminal offence or contempt of a court 

order which is so serious that it crosses the custody threshold, it will 

nonetheless very often be appropriate to suspend the operation of the 

sanction on condition there is no further breach during a specified 

period of time.  Of course, if the defendant does not comply with 

that condition, he or she must expect that the order for imprisonment 

will be implemented." 

45. I turn to the Definitive Guideline for breach of a criminal behaviour order. The claimant 

submits that all of these defendants, bar Michelle Charlesworth, fall into culpability 

category B, being a deliberate breach. I agree with that classification. The breach by each 

of the said five defendants was deliberate.  

46. Ms Charlesworth, however, is in a different position. Ms Charlesworth, this now your 

third contempt arising from breach of the injunction with earlier contempt of court 

occurring on 27 April 2022 and 4 May 2022. There is an additional contempt within 

these proceedings when you glued yourself to the dock of the court on 5 May 2022.  For 

those earlier three matters, you received a sentence of 33 days' immediate imprisonment 

which took account of the equivalent of 30 days' spent on remand in custody. Four 

matters of contempt within a period of five months moves your case into culpability 

category A as your actions are persistent.   
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47. When determining the category of harm, the guideline requires consideration of the 

“harm that has been caused or was at risk of being caused.”  The claimant submits that 

the harm falls into category two, falling between the highest and lowest categories. In 

determining the level of harm, the court has to look at the facts and circumstances of this 

particular protest. Your actions prevented the normal operation of the oil terminal for a 

minimum period of about 4.5 hours from 11.30am until the first arrests started at 3.50pm. 

The actual period of disruption and inconvenience was longer than that because of the 

period of time it took to affect the arrest of 51 protesters. During that period, whilst you 

stopped oil tankers accessing and egressing the terminal and for part of the period you 

stopped workers entering and exiting in their own vehicles. It is accepted that you 

continued to allow individuals to access and egress on foot. The court has not been 

provided with any evidence from the operators of the terminal as to the impact on their 

business. Therefore, other than the inconvenience that is self-evident from the blocking 

of the passage of oil tankers, I do not take into account any specific business impact. 

There is however evidence that one worker was stopped from using their vehicle to exit 

the site using the access road you were blocking to attend a medical appointment.   

48. The harm also extends to the consequences of the closure of part of the public highway 

whilst the protests and arrests were ongoing. That will have impacted on ordinary 

members of the public, including in particular those living in the vicinity of the terminal, 

who were trying to go about their daily lives. 

49. Your actions also caused very significant harm to the police resources in Warwickshire 

and beyond at a time when resources were already very stretched as a result of the 

unprecedented impact of the late Queen's death and the consequent period of national 

mourning necessitating the redeployment of Warwickshire Police officers to London. 

The scale of your protest meant that multiple officers from across Warwickshire had to 

be diverted away from their normal policing duties to attend, including firearms, traffic 

and dog unit specialist officers. They attended not because there was any suggestion your 

protest was other than peaceful but due to the sheer number of protestors that needed to 

be arrested and processed. The diversion of police resources clearly created a risk of very 

significant harm to other parts of Warwickshire that were left under resourced.  

Warwickshire Police had call for mutual aid from West Midlands Police and West 

Mercia Police, further diverting police resources from those areas. There is also evidence 

before the court that officers had to work long past their shifts ended to process those 

arrested. Inevitably that will have impacted on their welfare and resulted in the police 

force incurring overtime costs.    

50. In those circumstances, the impact on policing resources arising from the timing and 

scale of this protest means the case falls above category 2 albeit I accept it does not fall 

squarely within category 1, that is to say very serious harm or distress. I therefore 

proceed on the basis that harm is to be assessed falling between category 1 and 

category 2. 

51. If this matter were in the criminal courts, the guideline would suggest the following 

sentences for all defendants save Ms Charlesworth,. A category 1 harm, culpability B 

matter would have a starting point sentence of 1 years’ imprisonment with a range of 

high level community order to two years’ custody.  A category 2 harm, culpability B 
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case would have a starting point of 12 weeks’ custody with a range from a medium level 

community order to 1 years’ custody.   

52. Ms Charlesworth is in a different position. A category 1 harm, culpability A offence in 

the criminal courts would have a starting point sentence of 2 years' custody, with a range 

of 1 to 4 years' custody.  A category 2 harm, culpability A matter, would have a starting 

point of 1 year's custody with a range of a high level community order to 2 years' 

custody.   

53. The penalties for contempt of court have to be reduced to reflect the lower maximum 

term of imprisonment in the civil court. The court has to take into account any 

aggravating or mitigating circumstances for each defendant.  That requires individual 

consideration of each defendant’s case. 

54. I deal firstly with Ms Charlesworth's position. The three previous contempt of court 

matter are not taken into account as an aggravating factor because they have already 

been taken into account when determining the category of culpability.  Ms Charlesworth 

does, however, have relevant previous convictions. In April 2022 she received an eight-

week term of imprisonment, suspended for a period of 12 months, plus unpaid work in 

respect of a conviction for public nuisance.  The suspended sentence element was thus 

still operational at the date of the contempt on 14 September 2022. She also has 2 further 

convictions for public nuisance as to which similar concurrent sentences were passed. In 

addition, she has a conviction for obstructing the highway as to which no separate 

penalty was passed. All the offences relate to protest activity occurring in the Autumn 

of 2021. The criminal convictions are an aggravating factor dictating some upward 

movement from the starting point.   

55. Ms Charlesworth's personal circumstances are, however, very sympathetic. Prior to 

March 2022 she had a lengthy, highly respectable career in which she made valuable 

contributions to society. She had worked in a variety of human resource roles, in the 

domestic violence sector, in homelessness hostels, and in managerial positions in the 

various third sector organisations.  She has co-founded a climate change emergency 

charity and is still heavily involved in that. I take her personal mitigation into account. 

56. Tez Burns has two previous convictions from June 2022 for obstructing the highway for 

which she was fined. The offences themselves date to 2021. Ms Burns was not the 

subject of any suspended sentence or period of conditional discharge at the date of the 

contempt. In common with the approach I have taken in other cases of contempt arising 

out of this protest, I do not propose to take the two offences, which resulted in fines only, 

into account as an aggravating factor. Ms Burns also has good personal mitigation. 

Whilst she is not in employment at the moment, she is heavily involved in voluntary 

work with a charity and has taken significant steps to overcome previous battles with 

alcohol addiction to achieve degree level academic qualifications. As with all of these 

defendants, she was motivated on grounds of social conscious.   

57. Mary Adams has two previous convictions in 2022 for obstructing a highway, again 

dating back to protest activity in 2021. She was fined for both matters. In common with 

the approach adopted in respect of Tez Burns and other co-defendants, I do not propose 
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to treat the two convictions as an aggravating matter. Ms Adams was in longstanding 

employment before she retired in 2014 and is now involved in  a small charity supporting 

small environmental projects.   

58. Sheila Shatford is of positive good character with has no previous convictions or 

cautions.  She is retired, having worked as a nurse for approximately 50 years.  Whilst 

she is in receipt of a private and state pension, she is of relatively modest income having 

a mortgage which will not be repaid until she is aged 75. 

59. Charlotte Kirin is also of positive good character with no previous convictions or 

cautions.  She is a qualified social worker and had worked in that role for some 20 years 

before leaving her job only recently as a result of a protest activity.   

60. El Litten has a single previous conviction from May 2022 for obstructing the highway 

in the Autumn of 2021. The conviction resulted in a financial penalty. As with other 

defendants in a like position, I do not propose to take the single criminal conviction 

resulting in a fine into account as an aggravating factor.  

61. El Litten has been very frank with the court and disclosed that she has been before the 

civil courts for breaching other civil injunctions, including the National Highways 

injunction. Whilst El Litten is to be commended for her frankness, I conclude it would 

not be appropriate to take her previous admitted contempt of court arising in other civil 

matters into account as an aggravating factor. Unlike in the case of criminal convictions 

and cautions, this court is not assisted by any national database of individual’s previous 

findings of contempt of court. I do not therefore have details as to the previous findings 

of contempt, dates thereof or what sanctions were imposed. The details provided by Ms 

Litten are vague and unparticularised. In addition, I know nothing as to whether any of 

the other 50 defendants appearing in respect of the protest on 14 September also have 

previous findings of contempt. There is a risk of disparity if I approach El Litten’s case 

in a manner different to others that may too have findings of contempt in other claims. 

Whilst the civil courts would be very much assisted by a national database of previous 

civil breaches, on this occasion I am not persuaded it is appropriate to take El Litten’s 

past admitted contempt into account as an aggravating factor.    

62. El Litten describes being employed one day per week and undertaking some freelance 

work for the reminder of time, producing a modest but not substantial income. 

63. I turn to the cases of Ms Burns, Ms Adams, Ms Shatford, Ms Kirin and Ms Litten.  In 

my judgment, the contempt of court arising out of each of your involvement in the protest 

on 14 September 2022 is so serious that only a custodial sentence is appropriate.  The 

starting point for each of you, taking into account each of your personal circumstances, 

is one of 56 days' imprisonment. I will return to the issue of whether that sentence can 

be suspended in due course. 

64. Unlike the co-defendants that appeared before the court last week and who made 

admissions, you are not entitled to any credit for an admission as your cases each 

required a trial.  
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65. In fixing the term of imprisonment in the civil courts, the court has to take into account 

any time that has been spent in custody on remand and deduct it from the term. You have 

each spent 13 days in custody. That equates to a sentence of 26 days. Therefore, the term 

of 56 days needs to be reduced by 26 days giving a term of 30 days' imprisonment.   

66. I bear in mind the guidance in Cuadrilla Bowland and in National Highways v Buse.  

These are your first breaches of this injunction and your actions arose from civil 

disobedience. I am persuaded that it is appropriate in each of your cases to suspend the 

term of imprisonment on condition of compliance for a period of two years from today 

with the terms of any interim or final injunction order made in the claim in relation to 

protest activity at Kingsbury Oil Terminal. For the avoidance of doubt, the current order 

in force is the interim order of Mr Justice Sweeting dated 6 May 2022 but if that order 

was subsequently varied, it would be the form of any varied order with which you must 

comply. I make it clear, if you fail to comply with the terms of the suspension, you must 

expect that the order for imprisonment would be implemented and you will be dealt with 

separately in relation to any future contempt.  

67. I turn to the case of Michelle Charlesworth. In my judgment the contempt of court, being 

the fourth contempt in these proceedings, is so serious that only a custodial sentence is 

appropriate. Taking into account the higher categorisation of culpability and your 

aggravating and mitigating circumstances I have already referred to, a starting point 

sentence of 154 days’ imprisonment is appropriate. As with the other defendants, I 

deduct 26 days to reflect the 13 days you have already spent in custody on remand. That 

reduces the term to 128 days' imprisonment. 

68. I have considered the guidance in Cuadrilla v Bowland and National Highways v Buse.  

I have also taken into account the definitive guideline on the imposition of community 

and custodial sentences. Ms Charlesworth, you have a very poor history of compliance 

with this order having been before the court now on three occasions for contempt within 

the last five months and once in relation to contempt in the face of the court in the context 

of these proceedings.  Against that background, I am not persuaded it is appropriate for 

the court to suspend and thus the 128 days will be an immediate term of imprisonment. 

69. Although the defendants feel very strongly about the injunction, it does not prevent the 

conducting of protests, even in the locality of the terminal. There is an area which falls 

outside the red boundary line immediately adjacent to the entrance to the terminal where 

the protest on 14 September occurred. Protests can take place outside the red boundary 

line so long as they do not otherwise contravene paragraph 1(b) of the order.  However, 

as has been said repeatedly by more senior courts than this, in a democratic society it is 

the duty of responsible citizens to obey the law and rights of others, even where those 

laws are contrary to their moral convictions.   

70. The claimant has made an application for each defendant to pay a contribution to its 

costs. It quantifies that contribution as £320.77 each in respect of the hearings up to and 

including the directions hearings last week, and a further £1,095 each in relation to the 

costs of the trial.  
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71. The general rule in civil litigation is that the successful party is entitled to its costs from 

the unsuccessful party unless the court orders otherwise.  The claimant has proved its 

case and is the successful party. In principle, the defendants will each pay a contribution 

to the claimant’s costs. 

72. At hearings last week, I deemed the sum of £320.77 a proportionate sum for the work 

up to and including the second hearing. As to the costs of the trial, the claimant’s figure 

includes the costs for half a day’s attendance yesterday. Yesterday was listed as the first 

day of trial but it could not proceed due to the prison failing to produce Charlotte Kirin.  

Neither the claimant nor defendants were at fault for the non-production of Ms Kirin.  

The defendants’ failure to make admissions required a trial of these matters and one 

which was listed for two days. The vicissitudes of litigation are such that it is appropriate 

for those costs to fall at the door of the defendants who required the trial to be listed. 

73. I am persuaded that the overall sums sought by the claimant I respect of the trial are 

proportionate and indeed relatively modest for litigation of this nature.  I therefore 

summarily assess each defendant’s contribution to the trial costs in the sum of £1,095.  

Adding the costs from last week gives rise to a total of £1,415.77 per defendant. As to 

payment of that sum, each defendant's financial circumstances have to be taken into 

account.   

74. Tez Burns is in receipt of Universal Credit and of extremely limited means. Ms Burns 

shall pay the costs by instalments of £10 a month, the first payment to be made 

by 27 October 2022 and thereafter by the 27th of each month until the balance is 

discharged.  

75. Michelle Charlesworth is of limited means having left her employment in March. 

However, she lives with her husband in a property subject to a mortgage. In 

Ms Charlesworth's case the instalments will be £50 a month. In light of the immediate 

custodial sentence, the first payment of £50 will not be due until 30 November 2022 and 

thereafter by the 30th of each month  

76. Mary Adams is retired and derives her income from rental income and certain 

investments.  She is in a better financial position than the other defendants and shall pay 

the £1,415.77  as a lump sum by 31 October 2022. 

77. Sheila Shatford is a retired nurse and in receipt of a combination of private and state 

pension income.  She does, however, still have a mortgage liability which will not be 

redeemed until she is aged 75. Ms Shatford will pay by instalments of £50 per month, 

again with the first payment by 27 October 2022 and thereafter by 27th of each month. 

78. Charlotte Kirin is currently not in employment and is hoping that she will be able to 

obtain some work in the near future. She believes any income will be much reduced from 

that she received when a full-time social worker. She has a mortgage liability and lives 

alone with no savings.  Ms Kirin will pay by instalments of £25 per month, the first 

payment by 27 October 2022 and thereafter by the 27th of each month.   
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79. El Litten has income of approximately £1,000 a month from a combination of 

employment for one day a week and some freelance work. She too is of modest means. 

El Litten will pay by instalments of £25 per month, the first payment by 27 October 2022 

and thereafter by the 27th of each month.   

80. Each defendant has a right to appeal the orders for committal. Any appeal must be made 

to the Court of Appeal Civil Division within 21 days of today.   

81. As with the judgment on liability, a transcript of this judgment shall also be obtained at 

public expense and published in due course on the Judiciary website.   

82. I thank each of the defendants for the dignified way in which they have conducted 

themselves throughout the trial. I was aware that each wanted to have their voice heard 

and their conduct ensured that the case proceeded without disruption such that all could 

participate.  
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Epiq Europe Ltd hereby certify that the above is an accurate and complete record of the 

proceedings or part thereof. 

 

Unit 1 Blenheim Court, Beaufort Business Park, Bristol BS32 4NE 

Email: civil@epiqglobal.co.uk 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE                                         Claim No. QB-2022-001317
KING’S BENCH DIVISION

In the matter of an application for an injunction made pursuant to the Local Government 
Act 1972, s222 and the Highways Act 1980, s130(5)

26th January 2023
Before Mrs Justice Foster DBE

B E T W E E N :

(1) THURROCK COUNCIL

(2) ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL

Claimants

-and-

(1) MADELINE ADAMS

(2)-(222) OTHER NAMED DEFENDANTS AS LISTED AT SCHEDULE 1 TO THE 
CLAIM FORM

(223) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 

OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
FREE FLOW OF TRAFFIC ON TO, OFF OR ALONG THE ROADS LISTED AT 

ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM

(224) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
AND WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE REGISTERED KEEPER OF THE 

VEHICLE, ENTERING, CLIMBING ON, CLIMBING INTO, CLIMBING UNDER, 
OR IN ANY WAY AFFIXING THEMSELVES OR AFFIXING ANY ITEM TO ANY 
VEHICLE TRAVELLING ON TO, OFF, ALONG OR WHICH IS ACCESSING OR 

EXITING THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM

(225) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 

OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
VEHICULAR ACCESS TO, INTO OR OFF ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 

FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS 
MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM)

(226) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 

OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
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VEHICULAR ACCESS TO OR FROM ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 
FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED 

ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 TO THE CLAIM FORM)

(227) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 

OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 
REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT 
ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM)

(228) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 

OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 
REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 
TO THE CLAIM FORM)

(229) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO ARE TRESPASSING ON, UNDER OR 
ADJACENT TO THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM BY 
UNDERTAKING EXCAVATIONS, DIGGING, DRILLING AND/OR TUNNELLING 

WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE RELEVANT HIGHWAY AUTHORITY

Defendants

______________________________________________

ORDER
______________________________________________

PENAL NOTICE

IF YOU, THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANTS OR PERSONS UNKNOWN OR ANY 
OF YOU DISOBEY THIS ORDER OR INSTRUCT OR ENCOURAGE OTHERS TO 
BREACH THIS ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT 
AND MAY BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE YOUR ASSETS SEIZED. 

ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES ANYTHING 
WHICH HELPS OR PERMITS THE DEFENDANTS TO BREACH THE TERMS OF 
THIS ORDER MAY ALSO BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE 
IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE THEIR ASSETS SEIZED

POWER OF ARREST

THIS ORDER CONTAINS A POWER OF ARREST ATTACHED AT SCHEDULE 3 
OF THIS ORDER FOR BREACH OF PARAGRAPHS 2.1 TO 2.16 OF THIS ORDER 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 27 OF THE POLICE AND JUSTICE ACT 2006. ANY 
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PERSON CAUGHT BREACHING PARAGRAPHS 2.1 TO 2.16 OF THIS ORDER 
MAY BE ARRESTED AND BROUGHT BEFORE THE COURT

UPON the Claimants’ Application dated 26 January 2023 seeking (i) the adjournment of the 
final hearing of the Claimants’ Claim for final injunctive relief against the Defendants, pending 
the outcome of the expedited appeal to the Supreme Court in Wolverhampton City Council & 
Ors v London Gypsies and Travellers & Ors (UKSC 2022/0046), which appeal may dispose 
of part of these proceedings, (ii) the continuation of the Injunction Order dated 27 May 2022 
granted by HHJ Simon (sitting as a Judge of the High Court) (the ‘Injunction Order’), pending 
the outcome of the aforementioned appeal and the final hearing of the Claimants’ Claim and 
(iii) a 12 month extension to the power of arrest contained within the Injunction Order

AND UPON the Application being made on notice to those Defendants who have 
acknowledged service of the Claim and provided an address for service, as per paragraph 11 
of the Injunction Order, and with the Application having also been served on the solicitors for 
the Sixty-Third Defendant and by way of email on the Forty-Eighth, Fifty-First, Eighty-Sixth, 
One-Hundred and Second and the One-Hundred and Fiftieth Defendants 

AND UPON the Court considering the terms of the Injunction Order and the recitals thereto

AND UPON the Court considering the Fourth witness statement of Adam Rulewski dated 25 
January 2023

AND UPON the Court considering the Application on the papers and without a hearing

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Definitions

1. For the purpose of this Order:

1.1 “The Roads” shall mean the Roads identified in Annexe 1 to this Order and to 
the Claim Form as marked in red on the maps at Annexes 2 and 3 to this Order 
and to the Claim Form.

1.2 “The Administrative Area of Thurrock” shall mean the administrative area as 
marked with the purple line on the map at Annexe 2 to this Order and to the 
Claim Form.

1.3 “The Administrative Area of Essex” shall mean the administrative area as 
marked with the pink line on the map at Annexe 3 to this Order and to the Claim 
Form.

1.4 “The Administrative areas of Thurrock and Essex” shall mean those areas in 1.2 
and 1.3 above.

1.5 “The Fuel Terminals” shall refer to the following four sites collectively:
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1.5.1 The Navigator Fuel Terminal, Oliver Road, West Thurrock RM20 3ED;

1.5.2 The Esso Fuel Terminal, London Road, Purfleet RM19 1RS;

1.5.3 Exolum Storage Ltd, off Askews Farm Lane, London Road, Grays RM17 
5YZ; and

1.5.4 Oikos Storage Limited, Haven Road, Hole Haven Wharf, Canvey Island, 
Essex SS8 0NR.

INJUNCTION

Prohibitions

2. Until and subject to any further order of the Court, the Defendants and each of them 
(whether by themselves or by instructing, encouraging or allowing any other person) 
are forbidden from:

2.1 Blocking, slowing down, endangering, obstructing or otherwise interfering with 
the flow of traffic onto or along or off the Roads for the purpose of protesting.

2.2 Blocking, slowing down, endangering, obstructing or otherwise interfering with 
access to or from the Roads, and on any adjacent roads, slip roads or 
roundabouts which are not vested in the Claimants, for the purpose of 
protesting.

2.3 Entering, climbing onto, climbing into, climbing under any vehicle travelling 
on to, off or along the Roads or accessing or exiting the Roads: (a) without the 
permission of the registered keeper of the vehicle; and (b) for the purpose of 
protesting.

2.4 Entering, climbing onto, climbing into, climbing under any vehicle on any 
adjacent roads, slip roads or roundabouts to the Roads, whether or not those 
roads are vested in the Claimants: (a) without the permission of the registered 
keeper of the vehicle; and (b) for the purpose of protesting.

2.5 Affixing themselves (“locking on”) to any vehicle travelling on to, off or along 
the Roads or accessing or exiting the Roads.

2.6 Affixing themselves (“locking on”) to any vehicle on any adjacent roads, slip 
roads or roundabouts to the Roads, whether or not those roads are vested in the 
Claimants, where the “locking on” is for the purpose of protesting.

2.7 Affixing themselves (“locking on”) or any other items to any of the Roads or 
any other person or object on, under or over the Roads. 

2.8 Affixing themselves (“locking on”) or any other items to any adjacent roads, 
slip roads or roundabouts to the Roads, whether or not those roads are vested in 
the Claimants where the “locking on” is for the purpose of protesting.
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2.9 Erecting any structure on the Roads.

2.10 Tunnelling, excavating, drilling or digging under or adjacent to the Roads.

2.11 Occupying existing tunnels under the Roads for the purpose of protesting. 

2.12 Causing damage to the surface of or to any apparatus on or adjacent to the 
Roads or any vehicle on the Roads for the purpose of protesting.

2.13 Abandoning any vehicle or item on any Roads, adjacent roads, slip roads or 
roundabouts to the Roads, whether or not those roads are vested in the Claimants 
for the purpose of protesting.

2.14 Blocking, slowing down, obstructing or otherwise interfering with vehicular 
access to any petrol station in the administrative areas of Thurrock and Essex 
for the purpose of protesting.

2.15 Blocking, endangering, slowing down, obstructing or otherwise interfering with 
vehicular access to any petrol station forecourt or access road, in the 
administrative areas of Thurrock and Essex for the purpose of protesting.

2.16 Blocking, endangering, slowing down, obstructing or otherwise interfering with 
the offloading by delivery tankers of fuel supplies and/or the refuelling of 
vehicles at any petrol station within the administrative areas of Thurrock and 
Essex.

2.17 Causing, assisting or encouraging any other person to do any act prohibited by 
paragraphs 2.1 to 2.16 above.

2.18 Continuing any acts prohibited by paragraphs 2.1 to 2.16 above.

Power of arrest

3. Pursuant to s.27 Police and Justice Act 2006, a power of arrest shall apply to paragraphs 
2.1 to 2.16 above in the form attached at schedule 3 of this Order.

Alternative service

4. Pursuant to CPR rules 6.15 and 6.27, the Claimants shall have permission, in addition 
to personal service, or in the alternative to personal service, to serve the 1st to 222nd 
Defendants and any further named Defendants with the Claim Form, Application for 
an Interim Injunction, the supporting documents relied on in this Claim, and this Order 
and the power of arrest by all of the following methods (4.1 – 4.5 to be treated 
conjunctively):

4.1 Websites: placing a copy of the Claim Form, Application for an Interim 
Injunction, the supporting documents relied on in this Claim, and this Order and 
the power of arrest on the Claimants’ websites and Facebook pages; and
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4.2 Email: sending a copy of this Order to Just Stop Oil, Youth Climate Swarm, 
Extinction Rebellion and Insulate Britain at the following email addresses: 
juststopoilpress@protonmail.com;
youthclimateswarm@protonmail.com;
press@extinctionrebellion.uk;
insulatebritainpress@protonmail.com 
and providing a web link at which they can access the Claim Form, Application 
for an Interim Injunction, the supporting documents relied on in this Claim, and 
this Order; and

4.3 Post: where an address of a named Defendant is known to the Claimants, by 
posting a copy of this Order together with a covering letter through the letterbox 
of the named Defendant’s address (or by leaving in a separate mailbox) with a 
notice affixed to the front door if necessary, drawing the recipient’s attention to 
the fact that the package contains a court order. If the premises do not have a 
letterbox, or mailbox, or the package will not fit through the letterbox, a package 
may be left next to the front door and a notice containing this Order may be 
affixed to the front door marked with a notice drawing the recipient’s attention 
to the fact that the package contains a court order and Claim Form and should 
be read urgently. The notices shall be given in the form set out in Schedule 2 to 
this Order; and

4.4 Text messages: sending a text message to any named Defendant for whom the 
Claimants have a mobile telephone number, notifying them that an injunction 
order has been granted against them with a power of arrest, and providing a web 
link at which the Defendant can access the Claim Form, Application for an 
Interim Injunction, the supporting documents relied on in this Claim, and this 
Order. The notice shall be given in the form set out in Schedule 2 to this Order; 
and

4.5 Placing signs: on A-Road entry points and exit points to the administrative area 
of Thurrock, and within 50 metres of The Fuel Terminals and on the A130 and 
B1014 between the entrance to Canvey Island and the roundabout known as the 
Waterside Road roundabout on Canvey Island, stating that there is a High Court 
Injunction in place prohibiting protest on the highway and providing a web link 
and QR code at which the Claim Form, Application for an Interim Injunction, 
the supporting documents relied on in this Claim, and this Order and the power 
of arrest can be accessed; or

4.6 Where requested: the Claim Form, Application for an Interim Injunction, the 
supporting documents relied on in this Claim, and this Order and the power of 
arrest may be served by email where the Defendant has requested that they be 
served by email and by sending the email to the address provided by the 
Defendant; or

4.7 Lawyers: By serving any solicitor acting for a Defendant who has filed a notice 
of acting in these proceedings.
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5. The deemed date of service of any documents referred to in paragraph 4 above shall 
be the day on which service of the document or documents is completed in accordance 
with paragraph 4 above. 

6. Pursuant to CPR rules 6.15 and 6.27, the Claimants shall have permission to serve the 
223rd to the 229th Defendants with the Claim Form, Application for an Interim 
Injunction, the supporting documents relied on in this Claim, and this Order and the 
power of arrest by the methods in paragraphs 4.1, 4.2 and 4.5 above (to be read 
conjunctively).

7. The deemed date of service of any of the documents referred to in paragraph 6 above 
shall be the day on which service of the document or documents is completed in 
accordance with paragraph 6 above.

8. The Defendants shall acknowledge service of the Claim Form 21 days after the deemed 
date of service and file any written evidence in support of the Defence by the same date.

Further directions

9. The Defendants or any other person affected by this order may apply to the Court at 
any time to vary or discharge it but if they wish to do so they must inform the Claimants’ 
solicitors at the same time as the application is filed at court (and in any event not less 
than 48 hours before the hearing of any such application, not to include weekends or 
public holidays). 

10. Any person applying to vary or discharge this order must provide their full name and 
address, an address for service, and must also apply to be joined as a named defendant 
to the proceedings at the same time (to the extent they are not already so named).

11. The Claimant has permission to apply to extend or vary this Order or for further 
directions. The Claimant must serve any such application on those Defendants who 
have acknowledged service and provided an address for service.

Final hearing

12. The Claimants shall write to the Court within 28 days of judgment in the appeal of 
Wolverhampton City Council & Ors v London Gypsies and Travellers & Ors (UKSC 
2022/0046) being handed down (i) to inform the Court that judgment has been handed 
down and (ii) proposing directions to bring this Claim to final hearing. The Claimants 
shall copy that correspondence and the proposed directions to any Defendant who has 
acknowledged service of the Claim and provided an address for service.

Costs

13. Costs in the case.
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GUIDANCE NOTES

Effect of this Order – the Defendants

1. A Defendant who is an individual and who is ordered not to do something must not do 
it him or herself or in any other way nor must he/she do it through others acting on 
his/her behalf or on his/her instructions or with his/her encouragement.

Interpretation of this Order

2. In this Order references to ‘the Defendant’ means any or all of them (unless expressly 
stated otherwise).

3. A requirement to serve on ‘Defendant’ means on each of them. However, the Order is 
effective against any Defendant on whom it is served in accordance with this Order.

4. An Order requiring ‘the Defendant’ not to do anything applies to all Defendants.

5. This Order contains the following schedules and annexes

(i) Schedule A-Undertakings;
(ii) Schedule B-Witness Statements;
(iii) Schedule 1-List of Named Defendants;
(iv) Schedule 2-Notices;
(v) Schedule 3-The Power of Arrest;
(vi) Annexe 1-The List of “The Roads” in Thurrock; 
(vii) Annexe 2-The map of the Administrative Area of Thurrock; and
(viii) Annexe 3-The map of the Administrative Area of Essex.

Communications with the Court

6. All communications with the Court about this Order should be sent to Room E03, The 
Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, London, WC2A 2LL.  The telephone number is 020 
3938957.  The offices are open between 10am and 4pm Monday to Friday.

SCHEDULE A-UNDERTAKINGS

1. The Claimants undertake to use reasonable endeavours to personally serve the named 
Defendants with a copy of this Order. In the event of alternative service, with the 
exception of paragraph 4.5 above, such shall be effected within 28 days of the date of 
this order.

2. The Claimants undertake to identify and name Defendants and apply to add them as 
named Defendants to this Order and the Claim as soon as reasonably practicable.
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3. The Claimants undertake to amend within 14 days of this Order the second substantive 
sentence of the signs referred to in paragraph 4.5 of the Injunction Order above to read 
“PROTESTING ON THE HIGHWAY IS SUBJECT TO RESTRICTIONS AND 
THERE ARE SITES PROTECTED BY THE INJUNCTION”.

SCHEDULE B-WITNESS STATEMENTS

1. The Court read the following witness statements filed on behalf of the Claimants:

(a) The witness statement of Adewale Adesina 23.4.2022;
(b) The witness statement of Morgan Cronin 23.4.2022;
(c) The witness statement of Paul Crick 23.4.2022;
(d) The first witness statement of Adam Rulewski 24.4.2022;
(e) The second witness statement of Adam Rulewski dated 11.5.2022;
(f) The third witness statement of Adam Rulewski dated 16.5.2022;
(g) The fourth witness statement of Adam Rulewski dated 25.1.2023.

2. The Court read the following witness statements filed on behalf of the Sixty-Third 
Defendant:

(a) The first witness statement of Alice Hardy dated 9.5.2022;
(b) The witness statement of Ella Eason dated 9.5.2022;
(c) The witness statement of Jessica Branch dated 9.5.2022;
(d) The second witness statement of Alice Hardy dated 13.5.2022;
(e) The third witness statement of Alice Hardy dated 16.5.2022.
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SCHEDULE 1-NAMED DEFENDANTS

1. Madeline Adams
2. Mary Adams
3. David Addy
4. Amber Alexandar
5. Mina-Mae Alexander
6. Eric Anderson
7. Christine Aslett
8. Nicholas Aslett
9. Lachlan Ayles
10. Stephanie Aylett
11. Pete Bailey
12. William Bajwa
13. Jeremy Banks
14. Colin Barrington
15. Kai Bartlett
16. Joshua Bates
17. Christopher Bennett
18. Gillian Bird
19. John Blanco
20. John Blewett
21. Poppy Bliss
22. Hilary Bond
23. Trevor Boulden
24. Geoffroy Bowman
25. Simon Bramwell
26. Joseph Bream
27. Scott Breen
28. Stephen Brett
29. Emily Brocklebank
30. Claire Brook
31. Emma Brooker
32. Michael Brown
33. Judith Bruce
34. Madeleine Budd
35. Tes Burns
36. Benjamin Buse
37. Catherine Cannon
38. Rebecca Cassar
39. Jessica Causby
40. Susan Chamberlayne
41. Sally Chapman
42. Vishal Chauhan
43. Katherine Chesterman
44. Phillipa Clarke
45. Oliver Clegg
46. Orla Coghlan
47. John Coghlan
48. Ruth Cook
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49. Heather Cooper
50. Jasmine Corkhill Harris
51. Joy Susan Corrigan
52. Richard Crane
53. David Crawford
54. Rosemary Croft
55. Joseph Daldorph
56. Beverley Ann Daniel
57. Ben Delap
58. Gaie Delap
59. Gabriella Ditton
60. Igors Djomins
61. Laura Doehlei
62. Marguerite Doubleday
63. Ella Eason
64. Christine Essex
65. Janet Flynn
66. Michael Forton
67. Phoebe Frewer
68. Amy Friel
69. Robin Gardner
70. Cressida Gething
71. Alasdair Gibson
72. Hugo Glashier
73. Stephanie Golder
74. William Goldring
75. Xavier Gonzalez Trimmer
76. Alfie Goodland
77. Emma-Rose Goodwin
78. Sophie Greenland
79. Aaron Gunning
80. Louisa Hadden
81. Catherine Hallett
82. Finn Halsall
83. Jake Handling
84. Gareth Harper
85. Louise Harris
86. Patrick Hart
87. Yvonne Hayward
88. Selma Heimedinger
89. Jonathan Herbert
90. Noah Herfort
91. Suzanne Hetherington 
92. Sarah Hirons
93. Rupert Horlick
94. Adrian Howlett
95. Eric Hoyland
96. Abigail Hubbucks
97. Hannah Hunt
98. Emma Ireland
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99. Pavel Ivanov
100. Rik Jansen
101. Ruth Jarman
102. Stephen Jarvis
103. Russell Jarvis
104. John Johnson
105. Hannah Johnston
106. Timothy Jones
107. Pascale Kann
108. Hallum Kelly
109. Linda Latter
110. Charles Laurie
111. Peter Lay
112. Eben Lazarus
113. Isobel Lewis
114. Elanor Lewis-Holmes
115. Joseph Linheart
116. El Litten
117. Rebecca Lockyer
118. Felix Lozano
119. Barbara Lund
120. Jacqueline Macey
121. Catharine Maclean 
122. Jacob Main
123. Elizabeth McCormack
124. Eilidh McFadden
125. Nathan McGovern
126. Louis McKechnie
127. Lilah McKim
128. Grace McMeekin
129. Adalaide Meaney
130. Anna Middleton
131. Hannah Miles
132. Benjamin Mitchell
133. Darcy Mitchell
134. Deborah Mitchell
135. Teddy Monroe
136. Fiona Moore
137. Stefania Morosi
138. Paul Morozzo
139. Virgenia Morris
140. Paul Morrison
141. Zak Mullen
142. Alexandra Mulvey
143. Reuben Mychaleckyj
144. Richard Newell-Price
145. Ben Newman
146. Alexander Newnham
147. Jessica Norgard
148. Rachel Norris
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149. Rose Norris
150. George Oakenfold
151. Nicholas Onley
152. Jakub Pabiniak
153. Ella-Rose Paez
154. Sophie Page-Hall
155. Susan Parfitt
156. Dillon Parsons
157. Rose Patterson
158. Ethan Paul
159. Rosalind Pears
160. Abigail Percy-Ratcliff
161. Ursula Pethick
162. Jacqueline Phillips
163. Mitchel Phillips-White
164. Robert Possnett
165. Matthew Powell
166. Emily Price
167. Robert Price
168. Amy Pritchard
169. Felix Reeves-Whymark
170. Anna Retallack
171. Anne Richards
172. Bethan Roberts
173. Jasmin Robertson
174. Sebastian Roblyn
175. Isabel Rock
176. Elizabeth Rosser
177. Christian Rowe
178. Finn Roweth
179. Adelheid Russenberger
180. Isla Sandford
181. Daniel Sargison
182. James Sargison
183. Cat Scothorne
184. James Sebley
185. Rosa Sharkey
186. Sophie Sharples
187. Susan Sidey
188. James Skeet
189. Hannah Skwarska
190. Jacqueline Slade
191. Oliver Slaughter
192. David Smartknight
193. Heather Smith
194. Joshua Smyth
195. David Squire
196. Katherine Steer
197. Oliver Stevens
198. Madeleine Stewart
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199. Ferdi Suleyman
200. Vivien Talbot
201. Ben Taylor
202. Jacqueline Teggin
203. Zachary Tenquist
204. David Thorneywork
205. Hannah Torrance-Bright
206. Lucy Trinder 
207. Morgan Trowland
208. Jan Van Der Knapp
209. Rik Venhoutteghem
210. Sally Webber
211. Leonard Weber
212. Miranda Whelehan
213. Philip White
214. Edred Whittingham
215. Alexander Wilcox
216. Clare Wilson
217. Thomas Winter
218. Carol-Ann Wood
219. Lizia Woolf
220. Amorel Kennedy
221. Grace Lally
222. Morien Morgan
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SCHEDULE 2-NOTICES

On the package containing this Order:

“VERY URGENT: THIS PACKAGE CONTAINS AN ORDER OF THE HIGH 
COURT AND YOU SHOULD READ IT IMMEDIATELY AND SEEK LEGAL 
ADVICE. IF YOU NEED ANOTHER COPY PLEASE DOWNLOAD IT FROM 
https://www.thurrock.gov.uk/protest-injunction OR CALL  020 7405 4600”

to affix to the front door when the package has been posted through the letterbox or 
placed in a mailbox:

“VERY URGENT: A PACKAGE HAS BEEN LEFT THAT CONTAINS AN ORDER 
OF THE HIGH COURT AND YOU SHOULD READ IT IMMEDIATELY AND SEEK 
LEGAL ADVICE. IF YOU NEED ANOTHER COPY PLEASE DOWLOAD IT FROM 
https://www.thurrock.gov.uk/protest-injunction OR CALL 020 7405 4600”

For service by text message:

“VERY URGENT: A HIGH COURT INJUNCTION ORDER HAS BEEN MADE 
AGAINST YOU, THE LINK PROVIDED IN THIS TEXT MESSAGE CONTAINS AN 
ORDER OF THE HIGH COURT AND THE SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS RELIED 
UPON BY THE CLAIMANTS. YOU SHOULD IMMEDIATELY SEEK LEGAL 
ADVICE. IF YOU NEED ANOTHER COPY PLEASE CALL 020 7405 4600”
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SCHEDULE 3-POWER OF ARREST
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE                                       Claim No. QB-2022-001317 
KING’S BENCH DIVISION 
 
In the matter of an application for an injunction made pursuant to the Local Government 
Act 1972, s222 and the Highways Act 1980, s130(5) 
 
26 January 2023 
Before Mrs Justice Foster DBE 
 
B E T W E E N :  
 
 

(1) THURROCK COUNCIL 
 

(2) ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
 

Claimants 
 

-and- 
 
 

(1) MADELINE ADAMS 
 

(2)-(222) OTHER NAMED DEFENDANTS AS LISTED AT SCHEDULE 1 TO THE 
CLAIM FORM 

 
(223) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
FREE FLOW OF TRAFFIC ON TO, OFF OR ALONG THE ROADS LISTED AT 

ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 
 

(224) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
AND WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE REGISTERED KEEPER OF THE 

VEHICLE, ENTERING, CLIMBING ON, CLIMBING INTO, CLIMBING UNDER, 
OR IN ANY WAY AFFIXING THEMSELVES OR AFFIXING ANY ITEM TO ANY 
VEHICLE TRAVELLING ON TO, OFF, ALONG OR WHICH IS ACCESSING OR 

EXITING THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 
 

(225) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 

OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
VEHICULAR ACCESS TO, INTO OR OFF ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 

FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS 
MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(226) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
VEHICULAR ACCESS TO OR FROM ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 
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FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED 
ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(227) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 

REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT 

ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 
 

(228) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 

OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 
REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 
TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(229) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO ARE TRESPASSING ON, UNDER OR 

ADJACENT TO THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM BY 
UNDERTAKING EXCAVATIONS, DIGGING, DRILLING AND/OR TUNNELLING 

WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE RELEVANT HIGHWAY AUTHORITY 
 

 
Defendants 

 
______________________________________________ 

 
POWER OF ARREST: CONTINUATION SHEET 

______________________________________________ 
 
 
NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF DEFENDANTS 
 
Surname Forename Address  Defendant 

Number 
ADAMS MADELINE 

  
1 

ADAMS MARY  
 

2 

ADDY DAVID  
 

3 

ALEXANDER AMBER 
 

 

4 

ALEXANDER MINA-MAE  
  

5 

ANDERSON ERIC 
  

   

6 
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ASLETT NICHOLAS 
  

8 

ASLETT CHRISTINE 
  

7 

AYLES LACHLAN 
   

9 

AYLETT STEPHANIE 
  

10 

BAILEY PETE 
  

11 

BAJWA WILLIAM 
 

12 

BANKS JEREMY 
  

13 

BARRINGTON COLIN 
  

14 

BARTLETT KAI 
  

15 

BATES JOSHUA 
  

16 

BENNETT CHRISTOPHER  17 
BIRD GILLIAN 

   

18 

BLANCO JOHN 
  

19 

BLEWETT JOHN  
 

20 

BLISS POPPY  
 

21 

BOND HILARY 
   

22 

BOULDEN TREVOR 
   

23 

BOWMAN GEOFFREY 
  

24 

BRAMWELL SIMON 
  

25 

BREAM JOSEPH 
  

26 

BREEN SCOTT 
  

27 

BRETT STEPHEN  
 

28 

BROCKLEBANK EMILY  
   

29 

BROOK CLAIRE  30 
BROOKER EMMA 

  

31 
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BROWN MICHAEL 
  

32 

BRUCE JUDITH 
  

33 

BUDD MADELEINE 
   

34 

BURNS TES 
   

35 

BUSE BENJAMIN 
  

36 

CANNON CATHERINE 
  

37 

CASSAR REBECCA 
   

38 

CAUSBY JESSICA 
 

  

39 

CHAMBERLAYNE SUSAN  
 

40 

CHAPMAN SALLY 
 

 

41 

CHAUHAN VISHAL  
 

42 

CHESTERMAN KATHERINE 
 

43 

CLARKE PHILIPPA 
 

44 

CLEGG OLIVER 

 

45 

COGHLAN ORLA 
 

46 

COGHLAN JOHN  
 

47 

COOK RUTH 
 

48 

COOPER HEATHER 
 

49 

CORKHILL HARRIS JASMINE   
 

50 

CORRIGAN JOY SUSAN 
 

51 

CRANE RICHARD 
 

52 

CRAWFORD DAVID 
 

53 

CROFT ROSEMARY 
 

54 
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DALDORPH JOSEPH 
 

55 

DANIEL BEVERLEY 
ANN  

56 

DELAP BEN 
 

57 

DELAP GAIE 
 

58 

DITTON GABRIELLA 
 

59 

DJOMINS IGORS  60 
DOEHLEI LAURA 

 
61 

DOUBLEDAY MARGUERITE 
 

62 

EASON ELLA 
 

63 

ESSEX CHRISTINE  
 

64 

FLYNN JANET 
 

65 

FORTON MICHAEL  66 
FREWER PHOEBE 

 
67 

FRIEL AMY 
 

68 

GARDNER ROBIN 
 

69 

GETHING CRESSIDA  70 
GIBSON ALASDAIR  71 
GLASHIER HUGO 

 
72 

GOLDER STEPHANIE 
 

73 

GOLDRING WILLIAM 
 

74 

GONZALEZ 
TRIMMER 

XAVIER 
 

75 

GOODLAND ALFIE 
 

76 

GOODWIN EMMA-ROSE 
 

77 

GREENLAND SOPHIE 
 

78 

GUNNING AARON 
 

79 

HADDEN LOUISA 
 

80 
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HALLETT CATHERINE 
 

81 

HALSALL FINN 
 

82 

HANDLING JAKE 
 

83 

HARPER GARETH 
 

84 

HARRIS LOUISE 
 

85 

HART PATRICK 
 

86 

HAYWARD YVONNE 
 

87 

HEIMEDINGER SELMA 
 

88 

HERBERT JONATHAN 
 

89 

HERFORT NOAH  

 

90 

HETHERINGTON SUZANNE 
 

91 

HIRONS SARAH 
 

92 

HORLICK RUPERT  93 
HOWLETT ADRIAN 

 
94 

HOYLAND ERIC 
 

95 

HUBBUCKS ABIGAIL  
 

96 

HUNT HANNAH  
 

97 

IRELAND EMMA 
 

98 

IVANOV PAVEL  
 

99 

JANSEN RIK 
 

100 

JARMAN RUTH 
 

101 

JARVIS STEPHEN 
 

102 

JARVIS RUSSELL 
 

103 

JOHNSON JOHN  

 

104 

23

EXHIBIT FL1 - 169
F/1/405



JOHNSTON HANNAH 
 

105 

JONES TIMOTHY  
 

106 

KANN PASCALE  107 
KELLY HALLUM  

 
108 

LATTER LINDA  
 

109 

LAURIE CHARLES 
 

110 

LAY PETER 
 

111 

LAZARUS EBEN  
 

112 

LEWIS ISOBEL 
 

113 

LEWIS-HOLMES ELANOR 
 

114 

LINHART JOSEPH 
  

115 

LITTEN EL  
 

116 

LOCKYER REBECCA  
 

117 

LOZANO FELIX  
 

118 

LUND BARBARA 

 

119 

MACEY JACQUELINE 
 

120 

MACLEAN CATHERINE  

 

121 

MAIN JACOB  122 
MCCORMACK ELIZABETH 

 
123 

MCFADDEN EILIDH 
 

124 

MCGOVERN NATHAN  
 

125 

MCKECHNIE LOUIS 
 

126 

MCKIM LILAH 
 

127 

MCMEEKIN GRACE  
 

128 

MEANEY ADALAIDE  129 
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MIDDLETON ANNA 
 

130 

MILES HANNAH 
 

131 

MITCHELL DARCY 
 

133 

MITCHELL BENJAMIN  
 

132 

MITCHELL DEBORAH 
 

134 

MONROE TEDDY  
 

135 

MOORE FIONA 
 

136 

MOROSI STEFANIA 
 

137 

MOROZZO PAUL  
 

138 

MORRIS VIRGENIA 
 

139 

MORRISON PAUL 
 

140 

MULLEN ZAK 
 

141 

MULVEY ALEXANDRA 
 

142 

MYCHALECKYJ REUBEN 
 

143 

NEWELL-PRICE RICHARD 
 

144 

NEWMAN BEN 
 

145 

NEWNHAM ALEXANDER 
 

146 

NORGARD JESSICA 
 

147 

NORRIS RACHEL  
 

148 

NORRIS ROSE  
 

149 

OAKENFOLD GEORGE 
 

150 

ONLEY NICHOLAS  151 
PABINIAK JAKUB  

 
152 

PAEZ ELLA-ROSE 

 

153 
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PAGE HALL SOPHIE 
 

154 

PARFITT SUSAN 
 

155 

PARSONS DILLON 
 

156 

PATTERSON ROSE 
 

157 

PAUL ETHAN 
 

158 

PEARS ROSALIND 
 

159 

PERCY-RATCLIFF ABIGAIL 
 

160 

PETHICK URSULA 
 

161 

PHILLIPS JACQUELINE 
 

162 

PHILLIPS-WHITE MITCHEL  
 

163 

POSSNETT ROBERT   

 

164 

POWELL MATTHEW 
 

165 

PRICE ROBERT 
 

167 

PRICE EMILY  
 

166 

PRITCHARD AMY 
 

168 

REEVES-
WHYMARK 

FELIX 

 

169 

RETALLACK ANNA 
 

170 

RICHARDS ANNE 
 

171 

ROBERTS BETHAN 

 

172 

ROBERTSON JASMIN 

 

173 

ROBLYN SEBASTIAN  174 
ROCK ISABEL 

 
175 
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ROSSER ELIZABETH  

 

176 

ROWE CHRISTIAN 
 

177 

ROWETH FINN 
 

178 

RUSSENBERGER ADELHEID 
 

179 

SANDFORD ISLA 
 

180 

SARGISON DANIEL 
 

181 

SARGISON JAMES  182 
SCOTHORNE CAT 

  

183 

SEBLEY JAMES 
  

184 

SHARKEY ROSA 
   

185 

SHARPLES SOPHIE  
   

186 

SIDEY SUSAN 
   

187 

SKEET JAMES 
   

188 

SKWARSKA HANNAH 
   

189 

SLADE JACQUELINE  

 

190 

SLAUGHTER OLIVER 
   

191 

SMARTKNIGHT DAVID 
   

192 

SMITH HEATHER 
  

193 

SMYTH JOSHUA 
   

194 

SQUIRE DAVID 
   

195 

STEER KATHERINE 
   

196 

STEVENS OLIVER  
   

197 

STEWART MADELEINE  

  

198 
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SULEYMAN FERDI  

  

199 

TALBOT VIVIEN 
 

200 

TAYLOR BEN 
 

201 

TEGGIN JACQUELINE 
  

202 

TENQUIST ZACHARY  

  

203 

THORNEYWORK DAVID 
  

204 

TORRANCE-
BRIGHT 

HANNAH  

  

205 

TRINDER LUCY 
  

206 

TROWLAND MORGAN 
 

207 

VAN DER KNAAP JAN 
 

208 

VANHOUTTEGHEM RIK 
 

209 

WEBBER SALLY  210 
WEBER LEONARD 

 
211 

WHELEHAN MIRANDA  

 

212 

WHITE PHILIP  

 

213 

WHITTINGHAM EDRED  

  

214 

WILCOX ALEXANDER 

 

215 

WILSON CLARE  

 

216 

WINTER THOMAS 
  

217 

WOOD CAROL-ANN 
  

218 

WOOLF LIZIA 
  

219 
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KENNEDY AMOREL 
  

220 

LALLY GRACE 
  

221 

MORGAN MORIEN 
   

222 

PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
FREE FLOW OF TRAFFIC ON TO, OFF OR ALONG THE ROADS LISTED AT 
ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 

223 

PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
AND WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE REGISTERED KEEPER OF THE 
VEHICLE, ENTERING, CLIMBING ON, CLIMBING INTO, CLIMBING UNDER, 
OR IN ANY WAY AFFIXING THEMSELVES OR AFFIXING ANY ITEM TO 
ANY VEHICLE TRAVELLING ON TO, OFF, ALONG OR WHICH IS 
ACCESSING OR EXITING THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE 
CLAIM FORM 

224 

PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
VEHICULAR ACCESS TO, INTO OR OFF ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 
FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS 
MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

225 

PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
VEHICULAR ACCESS TO OR FROM ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 
FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS 
MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

226 

PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 
REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT 
ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

227 

PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 
REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT 
ANNEXE 3 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

228 

PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO ARE TRESPASSING ON, UNDER OR ADJACENT 
TO THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM BY 
UNDERTAKING EXCAVATIONS, DIGGING, DRILLING AND/OR 
TUNNELLING WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE RELEVANT HIGHWAY 
AUTHORITY 

229 
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THE RELEVANT PARAGRAPHS OF THE ORDER TO WHICH A POWER OF 
ARREST HAVE BEEN ATTACHED ARE: 
 
Paragraphs 2.1 to 2.16 of the Order of Mrs Justice Foster DBE dated 26 January 2023: 
 

2. The Defendants and each of them (whether by themselves or by instructing, 
encouraging or allowing any other person) are forbidden from: 
 
2.1 Blocking, slowing down, endangering, obstructing or otherwise interfering with the 

flow of traffic onto or along or off the Roads for the purpose of protesting. 
 

2.2 Blocking, slowing down, endangering, obstructing or otherwise interfering with 
access to or from the Roads, and on any adjacent roads, slip roads or roundabouts 
which are not vested in the Claimants, for the purpose of protesting. 

 
2.3 Entering, climbing onto, climbing into, climbing under any vehicle travelling on to, 

off or along the Roads or accessing or exiting the Roads: (a) without the permission 
of the registered keeper of the vehicle; and (b) for the purpose of protesting. 

 
2.4 Entering, climbing onto, climbing into, climbing under any vehicle on any adjacent 

roads, slip roads or roundabouts to the Roads, whether or not those roads are vested 
in the Claimants: (a) without the permission of the registered keeper of the vehicle; 
and (b) for the purpose of protesting. 

 
2.5 Affixing themselves (“locking on”) to any vehicle travelling on to, off or along the 

Roads or accessing or exiting the Roads. 
 
2.6 Affixing themselves (“locking on”) to any vehicle on any adjacent roads, slip roads 

or roundabouts to the Roads, whether or not those roads are vested in the Claimants, 
where the “locking on” is for the purpose of protesting. 

 
2.7 Affixing themselves (“locking on”) or any other items to any of the Roads or any 

other person or object on, under or over the Roads.  
 
2.8 Affixing themselves (“locking on”) or any other items to any adjacent roads, slip 

roads or roundabouts to the Roads, whether or not those roads are vested in the 
Claimants where the “locking on” is for the purpose of protesting. 

 
2.9 Erecting any structure on the Roads. 
 
2.10 Tunnelling, excavating, drilling or digging under or adjacent to the Roads. 
 
2.11 Occupying existing tunnels under the Roads for the purpose of protesting.  
 
2.12 Causing damage to the surface of or to any apparatus on or adjacent to the Roads 

or any vehicle on the Roads for the purpose of protesting. 
 
2.13 Abandoning any vehicle or item on any Roads, adjacent roads, slip roads or 

roundabouts to the Roads, whether or not those roads are vested in the Claimants 
for the purpose of protesting. 
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2.14 Blocking, slowing down, obstructing or otherwise interfering with vehicular 

access to any petrol station in the administrative areas of Thurrock and Essex for 
the purpose of protesting. 

 
2.15 Blocking, endangering, slowing down, obstructing or otherwise interfering with 

vehicular access to any petrol station forecourt or access road, in the administrative 
areas of Thurrock and Essex for the purpose of protesting. 

 
2.16 Blocking, endangering, slowing down, obstructing or otherwise interfering with 

the offloading by delivery tankers of fuel supplies and/or the refuelling of vehicles 
at any petrol station within the administrative areas of Thurrock and Essex. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE                                         Claim No. QB-2022-001317 
KING’S BENCH DIVISION 
 
In the matter of an application for an injunction made pursuant to the Local Government 
Act 1972, s222 and the Highways Act 1980, s130(5) 
 
26 January 2023 
Before Mrs Justice Foster DBE 
 
 
B E T W E E N :  
 
 

(1) THURROCK COUNCIL 
 

(2) ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
 

Claimants 
 

-and- 
 
 

(1) MADELINE ADAMS 
 

(2)-(222) OTHER NAMED DEFENDANTS AS LISTED AT SCHEDULE 1 TO THE 
CLAIM FORM 

 
(223) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
FREE FLOW OF TRAFFIC ON TO, OFF OR ALONG THE ROADS LISTED AT 

ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 
 

(224) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
AND WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE REGISTERED KEEPER OF THE 

VEHICLE, ENTERING, CLIMBING ON, CLIMBING INTO, CLIMBING UNDER, 
OR IN ANY WAY AFFIXING THEMSELVES OR AFFIXING ANY ITEM TO ANY 
VEHICLE TRAVELLING ON TO, OFF, ALONG OR WHICH IS ACCESSING OR 

EXITING THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 
 

(225) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 

OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
VEHICULAR ACCESS TO, INTO OR OFF ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 

FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS 
MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(226) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
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VEHICULAR ACCESS TO OR FROM ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 
FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED 

ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 
 

(227) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 

OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 
REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT 
ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(228) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 

REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 

TO THE CLAIM FORM) 
 

(229) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO ARE TRESPASSING ON, UNDER OR 
ADJACENT TO THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM BY 
UNDERTAKING EXCAVATIONS, DIGGING, DRILLING AND/OR TUNNELLING 

WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE RELEVANT HIGHWAY AUTHORITY 
 

 
Defendants 

 
______________________________________________ 

 
 ANNEXE 1 

______________________________________________ 
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Thurrock Council Roads 

NORTH ROAD B186 
SANDY LANE B1335 
ROMFORD ROAD ROUNDABOUT B1335 
MILL ROAD C Class 
PURFLEET ROAD C Class 
WEST ROAD C Class 
ARISDALE AVENUE C Class 
DAIGLEN DRIVE C Class 
STIFFORD ROAD B1335 
LANCE CORPORAL NICKY MASON WAY B1335 
STIFFORD ROAD B1335 
ARTERIAL ROAD A1306 
THURROCK SERVICES ROAD Unclassified 
POND ROAD ROUNDABOUT Unclassified 
LONDON ROAD ROUNDABOUT A1306 
LONDON ROAD A1306 
ENTRY ON SLIP WELLINGTON INTERCHANGE TO A13 EASTBOUND A13  
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 TO WELLINGTON INTERCHANGE WESTBOUND A13 
PURFLEET BYPASS B1335 
LINK ROAD FROM A13 SOUTHBOUND TO A1306 A1090 
CANTERBURY WAY SLIP ROAD ANTICLOCKWISE A282 
LINK ROAD FROM A1306 TO A13 NORTHBOUND A282 
CANTERBURY WAY SLIP ROAD CLOCKWISE A282 
STONEHOUSE CORNER ROUNDABOUT A1090 
ARTERIAL ROAD ROUNDABOUT A1090 
STONEHOUSE LANE A1090 
CYGNET VIEW Unclassified 
ARTERIAL ROAD ROUNDABOUT A1306 A1306 
WEST THURROCK WAY RETAIL PARK ROUNDABOUT B186 
ARTERIAL ROAD A1306 
LAKE RISE Unclassified 
OLIVER CLOSE A1090 
ST CLEMENTS WAY ROUNDABOUT A1090 
ST CLEMENTS WAY A1090 
LONDON ROAD A1090 
WEST THURROCK WAY A126 
Access road Cost Co Unclassified 
JUNCTION 30 M25 TO BOROUGH BOUNDARY WESTBOUND A13 
BOROUGH BOUNDARY TO M25 JUNCTION 30 EASTBOUND A13 
ACCESS ROAD FROM BURGHLEY ROAD TO SUPERSTORE Private Road 
BURGHLEY ROAD ROUNDABOUT B146 
SEALLY ROAD Unclassified 
BURGHLEY ROAD B146 
PILGRIMS LANE ROUNDABOUT A1306 
ARTERIAL ROAD A1306 
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ENTRY ON SLIP NORTH SLIFFORD ROUNDABOUT TO A13 
EASTBOUND A13 
ENTRY ON SLIP NORTH STIFFORD ROUNDABOUT TO A13 
WESTBOUND A13 
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 TO NORTH STIFFORD ROUNDABOUT 
WESTBOUND A13 
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 TO NORTH STIFFORD ROUNDABOUT 
EASTBOUND A13 
STIFFORD ROUNDABOUT A1012 
TREACLE MINE ROUNDABOUT A1012 
LINK FROM A1012 ROUNDABOUT TO A1306 INTERCHANGE A1012 
HOGG LANE A1012 
ELIZABETH ROAD A1012 
HOGG LANE ROUNDABOUT A1012 
LONDON ROAD A126 
HOGG LANE ROUNDABOUT A1012 
EASTERN WAY A126 
LAKESIDE INTERCHANGE TO NORTH STIFFORD ROUNDABOUT 
EASTBOUND A13  
NORTH STIFFORD ROUNDABOUT TO LAKESIDE INTERCHANGE 
WESTBOUND A13 
LAKESIDE INTERCHANGE TO M25 JUNCTION 30 WESTBOUND A13  
JUNCTION 30 M25 TO LAKESIDE INTERCHANGE EASTBOUND A13 
BRENTWOOD ROAD A128 
STANFORD ROAD A1013 
SOUTHEND ROAD A1013 
CEMENT BLOCK COTTAGES Unclassified 
DOCK ROAD A126 
ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT A1013 
ENTRY ON SLIP ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT TO A13 WESTBOUND A13  
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 EASTBOUND TO ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT A13  
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 WESTBOUND TO ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT A13 
DENEHOLES ROUNDABOUT A1013 
WOOD VIEW B149 
LODGE LANE A1013 
CHADWELL HILL C Class 
EXIT OFF SLIP A1089 TO A126 SOUTHBOUND A1089 
ENTRY ON SLIP A126 TO A1089 NORTHBOUND A1089 
MARSHFOOT ROAD ROUNDABOUT A126 
ST CHADS ROAD ROUNDABOUT A126 
GATEWAY ACADEMY ROUNDABOUT MARSHFOOT ROAD A126 
MARSHFOOT ROAD A126 
MARSHFOOT ROAD A126 
BROADWAY A126 
THURROCK PARK WAY Unclassified 
ACCESS ROADS FOR ASDA SUPPERSTORE Unclassified 
NORTH STIFFORD ROUNDABOUT TO A1089 EASTBOUND A13 
A1089 TO NORTH STIFFORD ROUNDABOUT WESTBOUND A13 
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A1089 TO ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT EASTBOUND A13 
ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT TO A1089 WESTBOUND A13 
DOCK APPROACH ROAD A1089 
DOCK APPROACH ROAD A1089 
DOCK APPROACH ROAD A1089 
THURROCK PARK WAY ROUNDABOUT A1089 
SLIP ROAD FROM DOCK APPROACH ROAD TO A13 A13 
SLIP ROAD FROM DOCK APPROACH ROAD TO A13 A13 
STANFORD ROAD A1013 
LONDON ROAD C Class 
ENTRY ON SLIP ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT TO A13 EASTBOUND A13 
Orsett Cock FS West Slip Roads A13 
Orsett Cock FS East Slip Roads A13 
STANFORD ROAD A1013 
STANFORD BYPASS INTERCHANGE A1014 
ENTRY ON SLIP STANFORD INTERCHANGE TO A13 EASTBOUND A13 
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 EASTBOUND TO STANFORD INTERCHANGE A13 
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 WESTBOUND TO STANFORD INTERCHANGE A13 
ENTRY ON SLIP STANFORD INTERCHANGE TO A13 WESTBOUND A13 
SOUTHEND ROAD B1420 
THE MANORWAY SOUTHEND ROAD LINK WESTBOUND A1014 
THE MANORWAY SOUTHEND ROAD LINK EASTBOUND A1014 
THE MANORWAY A1014 
CORRINGHAM ROAD A1014 ROUNDABOUT A1014 
ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT TO STANFORD INTERCHANGE 
EASTBOUND A13 
STANFORD INTERCHANGE TO ORSETT COCK ROUNDABOUT 
WESTBOUND A13 
STANFORD INTERCHANGE TO BOROUGH BOUNDARY AT FIVE 
BELLS EASTBOUND A13 
BOROUGH BOUNDARY AT FIVE BELLS TO STANFORD 
INTERCHANGE WESTBOUND A13 
BELLS CORNER PARADE SOUTHEND ROAD A176 
BELLS CORNER ROUNDABOUT A176 
SOUTHEND ROAD B1420 
LINK ROAD FROM B1420 AND BELLS CORNER ROUNDABOUT TO 
BOUNDARY B1420 
THE MANORWAY A1014 
GIFFORDS CROSS ROAD C Class 
FOBBING ROAD C Class 
CHURCH ROAD B1420 
LAMPITS HILL B1420 
SOUTHEND ROAD B1420 
ENTRY ON SLIP FIVE BELLS ROUNDABOUT TO A13 WESTBOUND A13 
FIVE BELLS ROUNDABOUT SOUTH A176 
FIVE BELLS ROUNDABOUT NORTH A176 
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 EASTBOUND TO FIVE BELLS ROUNDABOUT A13 
FIVE BELLS SLIP ROAD FROM SOUTHEND ROAD WESTBOUND A13 
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ASKEWS FARM LANE Unclassified 
WOULDHAM ROAD Unclassified 
LONDON ROAD A126 
ST CLEMENTS WAY ROUNDABOUT A1090 
BURNLEY ROAD Unclassified 
ST CLEMENTS WAY A1090 
STONEHOUSE CORNER ROUNDABOUT A1090 
SHIP LANE C Class 
ARTERIAL ROAD ROUNDABOUT A1306 
STONEHOUSE LANE A1090 
ARTERIAL ROAD A1306 
LONDON ROAD A1090 
LONDON ROAD A1090 
OLIVER ROAD A1090 
OLIVER CLOSE A1090 
STANFORD BYPASS INTERCHANGE A1014 
CORRINGHAM ROAD A1014 ROUNDABOUT A1014 
THE MANORWAY A1014 
THE MANORWAY A1014 
THE MANORWAY A1014 
ENTRY ON SLIP STANFORD INTERCHANGE TO A13 WESTBOUND A13  
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 EASTBOUND TO STANFORD INTERCHANGE A13 
ENTRY ON SLIP STANFORD INTERCHANGE TO A13 EASTBOUND A13 
EXIT OFF SLIP A13 WESTBOUND TO STANFORD INTERCHANGE A13 
CANTERBURY WAY SLIP ROAD ANTICLOCKWISE A282 
CANTERBURY WAY SLIP ROAD CLOCKWISE A282 
LINK ROAD FROM A13 SOUTHBOUND TO A1306 A13 
LINK ROAD FROM A1306 TO A13 NORTHBOUND A13 

 

 

 

Essex County Council Roads 

HAVEN ROAD, CANVEY ISLAND  
ROSCOMMON WAY, CANVEY ISLAND  
NORTHWICK ROAD, CANVEY ISLAND 
A130 FROM SADDLERS FARM ROUNDABOUT TO JUNCTION WITH 
HAVEN ROAD 
SADLERS FARM ROUNDABOUT 
SLIPROADS LEADING TO AND FROM A13 FROM SADLERS FARM 
ROUNDABOUT 
SLIPROADS LEADING TO AND FROM A130 FROM SADLERS FARM 
ROUNDABOUT 
B1014 CANVEY ROAD FROM WATERSIDE ROUNDABOUT TO 
ROUNDABOUT ON HIGH STREET BENFLEET  
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CANVEY ISLAND PUBLIC FOOTPATH NUMBER 8 
A130 AND B1014 BETWEEN THE ENTRANCE TO THE ISLAND AND 
ROUNDABOUT KNOWN AS THE WATERSIDE ROAD ROUNDABOUT  
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE                                         Claim No. QB-2022-001317 
KING’S BENCH DIVISION 
 
In the matter of an application for an injunction made pursuant to the Local Government 
Act 1972, s222 and the Highways Act 1980, s130(5) 
 
26 January 2023 
Before Mrs Justice Foster DBE 
 
 
B E T W E E N :  
 
 

(1) THURROCK COUNCIL 
 

(2) ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
 

Claimants 
 

-and- 
 
 

(1) MADELINE ADAMS 
 

(2)-(222) OTHER NAMED DEFENDANTS AS LISTED AT SCHEDULE 1 TO THE 
CLAIM FORM 

 
(223) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
FREE FLOW OF TRAFFIC ON TO, OFF OR ALONG THE ROADS LISTED AT 

ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 
 

(224) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
AND WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE REGISTERED KEEPER OF THE 

VEHICLE, ENTERING, CLIMBING ON, CLIMBING INTO, CLIMBING UNDER, 
OR IN ANY WAY AFFIXING THEMSELVES OR AFFIXING ANY ITEM TO ANY 
VEHICLE TRAVELLING ON TO, OFF, ALONG OR WHICH IS ACCESSING OR 

EXITING THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 
 

(225) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 

OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
VEHICULAR ACCESS TO, INTO OR OFF ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 

FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS 
MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(226) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
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VEHICULAR ACCESS TO OR FROM ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 
FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED 

ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 
 

(227) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 

OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 
REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT 
ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(228) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 

REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 

TO THE CLAIM FORM) 
 

(229) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO ARE TRESPASSING ON, UNDER OR 
ADJACENT TO THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM BY 
UNDERTAKING EXCAVATIONS, DIGGING, DRILLING AND/OR TUNNELLING 

WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE RELEVANT HIGHWAY AUTHORITY 
 

 
Defendants 

 
______________________________________________ 

 
 ANNEXE 2 

______________________________________________ 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE                                         Claim No. QB-2022-001317 
KING’S BENCH DIVISION 
 
In the matter of an application for an injunction made pursuant to the Local Government 
Act 1972, s222 and the Highways Act 1980, s130(5) 
 
26 January 2023 
Before Mrs Justice Foster DBE 
 
 
B E T W E E N :  
 
 

(1) THURROCK COUNCIL 
 

(2) ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL 
 

Claimants 
 

-and- 
 
 

(1) MADELINE ADAMS 
 

(2)-(222) OTHER NAMED DEFENDANTS AS LISTED AT SCHEDULE 1 TO THE 
CLAIM FORM 

 
(223) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
FREE FLOW OF TRAFFIC ON TO, OFF OR ALONG THE ROADS LISTED AT 

ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 
 

(224) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
AND WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE REGISTERED KEEPER OF THE 

VEHICLE, ENTERING, CLIMBING ON, CLIMBING INTO, CLIMBING UNDER, 
OR IN ANY WAY AFFIXING THEMSELVES OR AFFIXING ANY ITEM TO ANY 
VEHICLE TRAVELLING ON TO, OFF, ALONG OR WHICH IS ACCESSING OR 

EXITING THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM 
 

(225) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 

OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
VEHICULAR ACCESS TO, INTO OR OFF ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 

FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS 
MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(226) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

CAUSING THE BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, 
OBSTRUCTING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH 
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VEHICULAR ACCESS TO OR FROM ANY PETROL STATION OR ITS 
FORECOURT WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED 

ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 
 

(227) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 
BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 

OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 
REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF THURROCK (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT 
ANNEXE 2 TO THE CLAIM FORM) 

 
(228) PERSONS UNKNOWN, WHO ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTESTING, 

BLOCKING, PREVENTING OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE 
OFFLOADING BY DELIVERY TANKERS OF FUEL SUPPLIES AND/OR THE 

REFUELLING OF VEHICLES AT ANY PETROL STATION WITHIN THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE AREA OF ESSEX (AS MARKED ON THE MAP AT ANNEXE 3 

TO THE CLAIM FORM) 
 

(229) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO ARE TRESPASSING ON, UNDER OR 
ADJACENT TO THE ROADS LISTED AT ANNEXE 1 TO THE CLAIM FORM BY 
UNDERTAKING EXCAVATIONS, DIGGING, DRILLING AND/OR TUNNELLING 

WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE RELEVANT HIGHWAY AUTHORITY 
 

 
Defendants 

 
______________________________________________ 

 
 ANNEXE 3 

______________________________________________ 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.        CLAIM No: QB-2022-000904 

KINGS BENCH DIVISION 

 

Before:  Mr Justice Soole 

 

On: 20 January 2023 

 

BETWEEN  

 

(1) VALERO ENERGY LIMITED  

(2) VALERO LOGISTICS UK LIMITED 

(3) VALERO PEMBROKESHIRE OIL TERMINAL LIMITED 

Claimants  

 

-and-  

 

 

(1) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING  AND REMAINING WITHOUT THE 

CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANT(S) ON THE LAND KNOWN INFORMALLY 

AS PEMBROKE REFINERY, MANCHESTER TERMINAL, KINGSBURY 

TERMINAL, PLYMOUTH TERMINAL, CARDIFF TERMINAL, 

PEMBROKESHIRE TERMINAL AND AVONMOUTH TERMINAL AND MORE 

PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED IN THIS ORDER    

 

(2) PERSONS UNKNOWN CAUSING  BLOCKADES, OBSTRUCTIONS OF 

TRAFFIC AND/ INTERFERE WITH THE PASSAGE BY THE CLAIMANTS 

AND THEIR AGENTS, SERVANTS, EMPLOYEES, LICENSEES, INVITEES 

WITH OR WITHOUT VEHICLES AND EQUIPMENT TO, FROM , OVER AND 

ACROSS THE ROADS IN THE VICINITY OF THE LAND KNOWN 

INFORMALLY AS PEMBROKE REFINERY, MANCHESTER TERMINAL, 

KINGSBURY TERMINAL, PLYMOUTH TERMINAL, CARDIFF TERMINAL, 

PEMBROKESHIRE TERMINAL AND AVONMOUTH TERMINAL IN 

CONNECTION WITH ENVIRONMENTAL PROTESTS BY THE JUST STOP 

OIL AND/OR EXTINCTION REBELLION AND/OR INSULATE BRITAIN 

AND/OR YOUTH CLIMATE SWARM (ALSO KNOWN AS YOUTH SWARM) 

MOVEMENTS 

 

(3) MRS ALICE BRENCHER AND 68 OTHERS 

 

Defendants  

        

ORDER 
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PENAL NOTICE  

 

IF YOU THE WITHIN NAMED DEFENDANTS OR ANY OF YOU DISOBEY THIS 

ORDER OR INSTRUCT OR ENCOURAGE OTHERS TO BREACH THIS ORDER 

YOU MAY BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE 

IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE YOUR ASSETS SEIZED 

 

ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES ANYTHING 

WHICH HELPS OR PERMITS THE DEFENDANTS TO BREACH THE TERMS OF 

THIS ORDER MAY ALSO BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE 

IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE THEIR ASSETS SEIZED 

 

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANTS 

This Order prohibits you from doing the acts set out in this Order. You should read it 

very carefully. You are advised to consult a solicitor as soon as possible. You have the 

right to ask the Court to vary or discharge this Order. 

 

UPON the review hearing pursuant to paragraph 17 of the Order of Mr Justice Cotter dated 20 

September 2022  

AND UPON the Claimants’ Application for alternative service dated 9 January 2023 

(“Application for Alternative Service”)  

AND UPON reading the documents in support of the Application for Alternative Service and 

the documents set out in the First Schedule to this Order 

AND UPON hearing Myriam Stacey KC and Joel Semakula for the Claimants 

AND UPON there being no appearance or representation on behalf of any defendant 

AND UPON the Claimants giving the undertakings set out in the Second Schedule to this 

Order  

AND UPON the Claimants confirming (for the avoidance of doubt) that this Order is not 

intended to prohibit lawful protest in the vicinity of the Claimants’ Land which does not breach 

the terms of this Order, nor does the order seek to prevent lawful use of the Access Roads by 

any person. 
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IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

Alternative Service Application 

1. The Claimants are given retrospective permission under CPR Part 6.15 and CPR Part 

6.27 to serve copies of the bundle for the hearing on 18 January 2023 and those witness 

statements pertaining to the hearing (being the statements listed as 11-13 in the First 

Schedule) , on those Named Defendants who have provided service addresses within the 

United Kingdom , by the alternative methods detailed below: 

1.1 by uploading electronic copies of the hearing bundle and witness statements to 

an electronic folder on the existing Valero “Dropbox” website;  

and  

1.2 by writing to each of the aforementioned Named Defendants and:- 

1.2.1 confirming that an electronic copy of the bundle and the new witness 

statements will be made available to view or download on the Dropbox 

site dedicated to this Claim, no later than 3 working days before the 

hearing;  

1.2.2 supplying details of the Dropbox site link;  

1.2.3 confirming that the Claimants will provide hard copies of the bundles 

and witness statements if requested to do so by a Defendant, either to 

the address which they have on record for that Defendant, or to such 

alternative address as the Defendant shall notify to the Claimants 

solicitors in writing or by bringing a hard copy of the bundle to the 

hearing for that Defendant to use. 

2. The taking of such steps set out in paragraph 1 shall be good and sufficient service of 

the witness statements and the hearing bundle on those Named Defendants who have 

provided service addresses within the United Kingdom.   

Order of 11 April 2022  
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3. The interim injunctions set out within paragraph 5 of the Order of Bennathan J dated 11 

April 2022 as amended and restated by the Order of Cotter J dated 20 September 2022 

are replaced by the interim injunctions contained in paragraph 5 of this Order.  

Definitions  

4. For the purposes of this Order,  

4.1 the “Claimants’ Land” means all of the property referred to and defined in 

paragraph 5.1 hereof;  

4.2 “Site” means the Claimants’ site at any location, forming part of the Claimants’ 

Land and identified in paragraph 5.1 of this Order, and which is either (i) from 

time to time wholly or substantially enclosed or bounded by walls, gates, fences, 

barriers, hedges, bodies of water or other man-made or natural boundary features 

or (ii) forms private roads and carparks outside of such enclosure or boundary 

feature;  

4.3 the “Access Roads” means those parts of the roads in the vicinity of the 

Claimants’ Land which provide access to each of the sites forming parts of the 

Claimants’ Land, the location and extent of which are more particularly shown 

for identification purposes coloured variously red, yellow and blue on the plans 

annexed hereto at Annex I to this Order. 

Injunction  

5. With immediate effect until 23:59 on 8 February 2024, unless varied, discharged or 

extended by further order, the Defendants and each of them are forbidden from doing 

the following:  

5.1 Entering or remaining upon any part of the following property without the 

Claimants’ permission:  

a) the First Claimant’s Site informally known as ‘Pembroke Refinery’ situated 

at Angle, Pembroke SA71 5SJ, the general location and extent of which is 

shown outlined in red on the plan exhibited hereto in Annex A (“Pembroke 

Oil Refinery”);  
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b) the First Claimant’s Site, informally known as ‘Tanker berthing jetties at 

Pembroke Refinery’ situated at Angle, Pembroke SA71 5SJ, the general 

location and extent of which is shown outlined in blue on the exhibited hereto 

in Annex B (“Pembroke Oil Refinery Jetties”);  

 

c) the Second Claimant’s Site, informally known as ‘Manchester Terminal’ 

situated at Trafford Wharf Road, Trafford, the general location and extent of 

which is shown outlined in red on the exhibited hereto in Annex C (the 

“Manchester Oil Terminal”);  

 

 

d) the Second Claimant’s Site, informally known as ‘Kingsbury Terminal’ at 

Plot B Trinity Road, Kingsbury, Tamworth, the general location and extent 

of which is shown outlined in red on the exhibited hereto in Annex D (the 

“Kingsbury Oil Terminal”);  

 

 

e) the Second Claimant’s Site informally known ‘Plymouth Terminal’ at 

Oakfield Terrace Road, Cattedown, Plymouth, the general location and 

extent of which is shown outlined in red on the exhibited hereto in Annex E  

(the “Plymouth Oil Terminal”);  

 

f) the Second Claimant’s Site informally known as ‘Cardiff Terminal’ at Valero 

Refinery, Roath Dock, Rover Way, Cardiff CF10 4US, the general location 

and extent of which is shown outlined in red on the exhibited hereto in Annex 

F   (the “Cardiff Oil Terminal”);  

 

 

g) the Second Claimant’s Site informally known as ‘Avonmouth Terminal’, 

Avonmouth Dock, Bristol, the general location and extent of which is shown 

outlined in red on the exhibited hereto in Annex G (the “Avonmouth Oil 

Terminal”); and 
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h) the Third Claimant’s Site informally known as ‘Valero Pembroke Oil 

Terminal’, Waterston, Milford Haven, the general location and extent of 

which is shown outlined in red on the exhibited hereto in Annex H (the 

“Pembrokeshire Terminal”); 

 

5.2 Blocking any entranceway to the Claimants’ Land;  

5.3 Damaging any part of the Claimants’ Land; 

5.4 Affixing themselves to any other person or object on or otherwise to the Claimants’ 

Land or the aforesaid parts of the Access Roads; 

5.5 Erecting any structure on the Claimants’ Land or on the aforesaid parts of the 

Access Roads; 

5.6 Abandoning any vehicle or item on the aforesaid parts of the Access Roads;  

5.7 Tunnelling under or using or occupying existing tunnels under the aforesaid parts 

of the Access Roads with the intention of preventing their use; 

5.8 Causing, assisting or encouraging any other person to do any act prohibited by 

paragraphs 5.1 to 5.7 above; 

Disclosure against non-party 

6. Pursuant to CPR 31.17, the Chief Constables listed in the Third Schedule shall as soon 

as reasonably practicable upon request by the Claimants give disclosure by provision 

of copy of documents in the following classes to the Claimants: 

6.1 documents identifying the names and addresses of any person who is arrested by 

one of their officers in the course of, or as a result of the protests which are the 

subject of these proceedings at the Claimants’ Land or on the Access Roads, in 

relation to conduct which may constitute a possible breach of the injunctions 

granted in these proceedings; 

6.2 arrest notes and other photographic material relating to possible breaches of the 

injunctions granted in these proceedings;  
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7. The duty of disclosure imposed by paragraph 6 of this Order shall be a continuing one, 

and shall continue until 23:59 on 8 February 2024. 

8. Without the permission of the Court, the Claimants shall make no use of any document 

disclosed by virtue of paragraph 6 of this Order, other than one or more of the following 

uses:  

(i) applying to name and join any person as a named defendant to these proceedings 

and to serve the said person with any document in these proceedings; 

(ii) investigating, formulating and pleading and prosecuting any claim within these 

proceedings arising out of any alleged disruptive protest at any of the Claimants’ 

sites which are (or become) the subject of these proceedings;  

(iii) use for purposes of formulating, pleading and prosecuting any application for 

committal for contempt of court against any person for breach of any order made 

within these proceedings.  

 

9. Until further order, the address and address for service of any person who is added as a 

defendant to these proceedings shall be redacted in any copy of any document which is 

served other than by means of it being sent directly to that person or their legal 

representative.   

10. This Order shall be served on the Chief Constables listed in the Third Schedule.  

Service  

11. The Claimants will take the following steps by way of service of this Order and the 

documents listed in the First Schedule to this Order (to the extent that they have not 

already been served) (the “Claim Documents”) upon the First and Second Defendants: 

 

11.1 uploading electronic copies (in PDF form) to an electronic folder on the 

“Dropbox” website; and 

11.2 emailing electronic copies to the email addresses set out in the Appendix hereto. 

12. The Claimants shall remove the existing signage advertising the existence of previous 

orders and shall:- 
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12.1.1  position new signs which are approximately 1.5m x 1m in size at each main 

entrance of Pembroke Oil Refinery, Manchester Oil Terminal, Kingsbury Oil 

Terminal, Plymouth Oil Terminal, Cardiff Oil Terminal, Pembrokeshire 

Terminal and Avonmouth Oil Terminal, advertising the existence of this Order 

and of the injunction prohibiting entry to the Site without the consent of the 

Claimants; and 

12.1.2 position 4 (four) signs, at conspicuous locations along each of Angle Road; the 

emergency services access road at Pembroke Oil Refinery; Churchill Way; 

Trafford Wharf Road; Trinity Road; Piccadilly Way; the privately owned road 

at the Kingsbury Oil Terminal; Oakfield Terrace Road; Rover Way; 

Holesmouth Road; King Road Avenue; and 5th Street which are approximately 

1.5m x 1m in size, advertising the existence of this Order and the prohibitions 

upon obstructing the Access Roads (together with a map of the relevant site of 

at least A2 size identifying the extent of the Access Roads relating to that 

particular Site);  

12.1.3 the aforesaid signs shall include a link to the Dropbox folder and the 

Claimants’ solicitors’ contact details.  

13. The Claimants will take the following steps by way of service of this Order and the 

Claim Documents upon the Named Defendants who have failed to provide an address 

for service in the United Kingdom: 

13.1 uploading electronic copies to an electronic folder on the “Dropbox” website; 

and 

13.2 emailing electronic copies of the same (in PDF format) to the various email 

addresses associated with the protest groups that have previously threatened to 

and indeed carried out the unlawful activities (as set out in the Appendix to the 

Order) with the words FOR THE URGENT ATTENTION OF [NAME]” in 

the email heading and the words “VERY URGENT: ATTACHED TO THIS 

EMAIL IS AN ORDER OF THE HIGH COURT OF ENGLAND AND 

WALES WHICH OUGHT TO BE BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF 

[NAME]. [NAME] SHOULD READ THIS EMAIL AND ITS 

ATTACHMENTS IMMEDIATELY. IF HARD COPIES OF THE 

ATTACHED DOCUMENTS ARE REQUIRED, [NAME] SHOULD 
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PROVIDE AN ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF THE SAME WITHIN THE 

UNITED KINGDOM BY EMAILING valero.service@shoosmiths.co.uk...” 

in bold letters in the body of the covering email. 

14. This Order shall be personally served upon those Named Defendants who have 

provided addresses for service within the United Kingdom. 

15. The taking of such steps set out at paragraphs 11-14 shall be good and sufficient service 

of this Order and of the Claim Documents, upon the Defendants and each of them.  

16. The Court will provide sealed copies of this Order to the Claimants’ solicitors for 

service (whose details are set out below).  

17. The deemed date of service of the Claim Documents shall be the date of the relevant 

certificate of service on completion of the steps described at paragraphs 11-14. 

Further directions  

18. The Defendants or any other person affected by this Order may apply to the Court at 

any time to vary or discharge it but if they wish to do so they must inform the Claimants’ 

solicitors immediately by emailing valero.service@shoosmiths.co.uk.  

 

19. Any person applying to vary or discharge this order must provide their full name and 

address, and address for service, and must also apply to be joined as a named defendant 

to the proceedings at the same time.  

 

20. The Claimants have liberty to apply to extend, vary or discharge this Order, or for 

further directions.  

 

21. No acknowledgment of service, admission or defence is required by any party until 

further so ordered.  

 

22. This Order will be reconsidered at a hearing to be listed between 16 and 27 January 

2024 to determine whether there is a continued threat which justifies its continuation.  

23. Costs reserved. 

Communications with the Claimants  
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24. The Claimants’ solicitors and their contact details are: 

Shoosmiths LLP 

2 Colmore Square 

38 Colmore Circus Queensway 

Birmingham 

B4 6SH 

(Ref: M-1000643) 

E: valero.service@shoosmiths.co.uk 

T: 03700863000 

 

Dated: 20 January 2023 
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First Schedule  

Documents considered by the Court at the hearing:  

1. Re-Amended Claim Form dated 26 September 2022 

2. Application notice dated 6 April 2022 and draft minute of proposed order 

3. Witness statement of Adrian Rafferty, dated 18 March 2022 

4. Redacted witness statement of David Blackhouse, dated 18 March 2022 

5. Witness statement of David McLoughlin, dated 18 March 2022 

6. Witness statement of Kate McCall, dated 18 March 2022 

7. Witness statement of David Blackhouse, dated 5 April 2022 

8. Witness statement of Kate McCall, dated 6 April 2022 

9. Witness statement of Laurence Matthews, dated 6 April 2022 

10. Witness statement of Richard Willcox dated 27 April 2022 

11. Witness statement of David Blackhouse, dated 11 January 2023 

12. Witness statement of Kate McCall, dated 9 January 2023 

13. Witness statement of Aimee Cook, dated 11 January 2023 

 

Second Schedule  

Undertakings given by the Claimants to the Court: 

1. To file the Claimants’ solicitors’ note of this hearing by the end of the next working day 

after the sealing of this Order. 

2. By 4pm on 20 January 2023, to file a further witness statement as to the postal service by 

letters dated 10 January 2023 of the documents referred to below:  

a.  Claimants’ Application for alternative service dated 9 January 2023 and supporting 

Witness Statement of Kate McCall (fourth) dated 9 January 2023; 

b. Witness Statements of:- 

David Blackhouse (third), dated 11 January 2023 

Kate McCall (third), dated 9 January 2023 

Aimee Cook (first), dated 11 January 2023 
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c. Instructions on how to access the Dropbox site containing the Bundle for the 

hearing on 18 January 2023 

3. To provide to any named defendant with copies of further evidence or other documents 

filed in these proceedings upon request from time-to-time at an email address provided to 

the Claimants and place all such documents online to be publicly accessible via Dropbox 

link 

4. To comply with any order for compensation which the Court might make in the event that 

the Court later finds that this Order has caused loss to a defendant and the Court finds that 

the defendant ought to be compensated for that loss. 

5. To seek to identify and name defendants and apply to add them as named defendants to 

this Order as soon as reasonably practicable. 
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Third Schedule 

            The Chief Constables: 

 

1. The Chief Constable of Devon & Cornwall Police  

2. The Chief Constable of Dyfed-Powys Police  

3. The Chief Constable of Avon & Somerset Police 

4. The Chief Constable of Greater Manchester Police  

5. The Chief Constable of South Wales Police  

6. The Chief Constable of Warwickshire Police  
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ANNEXURE A 

(“Pembroke Oil Refinery”) 
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ANNEXURE B 

(“Pembroke Oil Refinery Jetties”) 
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ANNEXURE C 

(“Manchester Oil Terminal”) 
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ANNEXURE D 

(“Kingsbury Oil Terminal”) 
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ANNEXURE E 

(“Plymouth Oil Terminal”) 
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ANNEXURE F 

(“Cardiff Oil Terminal”) 
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ANNEXURE G 

(“Avonmouth Oil Terminal”) 
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ANNEXURE H 

(“Pembrokeshire Terminal”) 
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ANNEXURE I 

(“Access Roads”) 
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Appendix 

 

Extinction Rebellion UK 

(i)  enquiries@extinctionrebellion.uk  

(ii) press@extinctionrebellion.uk  

(iii) xrvideo@protonmail.com  

(iv) xr-action@protonmail.com  

(v) xraffinitysupport@protonmail.com 

(vi) xr-arrestwelfare@protonmail.com 

(vii) artsxr@gmail.com 

(viii) xr-CitizensAssembly@protonmail.com 

(ix) xr.connectingcommunities@gmail.com 

(x) xrdemocracy@protonmail.com 

(xi) xrnotables@gmail.com 

(xii) integration@rebellion.earth 

(xiii) xr-international@protonmail.com 

(xiv) xr-legal@riseup.net 

(xv) press@extinctionrebellion.uk 

(xvi) xr-newsletter@protonmail.com 

(xvii) : xr-peoplesassembly@protonmail.com 

(xviii) xrpoliceliaison@protonmail.com 

(xix) rebelringers@rebellion.earth 

(xx) xr.regenerativeculture@gmail.com 

(xxi) xr-regionaldevelopment@protonmail.com 

(xxii) RelationshipsXRUK@protonmail.com 

(xxiii) xr.mandates@gmail.com 

(xxiv) socialmedia@extinctionrebellion.uk 

(xxv) xrsocialmediaevents@gmail.com 

(xxvi) eventsxr@gmail.com 

(xxvii) xrbristol.regional@protonmail.com 

(xxviii) xrcymru@protonmail.com 

(xxix) xr.eastengland@protonmail.com 

(xxx) xrlondoncoord@gmail.com 

(xxxi) XRMidlands@protonmail.com 
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(xxxii) xrne@protonmail.com 

(xxxiii) support@xrnorth.org 

(xxxiv) xrni@rebellion.earth 

(xxxv) xrscotland@gmail.com 

(xxxvi) XR-SouthEastRegionalTeam@protonmail.com 

(xxxvii) xr.regional.sw@protonmail.com 

(xxxviii) talksandtraining.xrbristol@protonmail.com 

(xxxix) xrcymrutalksandtraining@gmail.com 

(xl) eoexrtnt@protonmail.com 

(xli) xrlondoncommunityevents@gmail.com 

(xlii) xrmidlandstraining@protonmail.com 

(xliii) XRNE.training@protonmail.com 

(xliv) xrnw.training@gmail.com 

(xlv) xryorkshire.training@gmail.com 

(xlvi) xrni.tt@rebellion.earth 

(xlvii) talksandtrainings.scotland@extinctionrebellion.uk 

(xlviii) xrttse@gmail.com 

(xlix) xrsw.trainings@gmail.com 

 

 

Just Stop Oil 

(l) Ring2021@protonmail.com 

(li) juststopoil@protonmail.com 

 

Youth Climate Swarm 

(lii) youthclimateswarm@protonmail.com 

 

Insulate Britain  

(liii) Ring2021@protonmail.com 

(liv) iblegal@protonmail.com 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.  CLAIM No: QB-2022-001142
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION

Before: The Hon Mr Justice Bennathan

On: 29 April 2022

BETWEEN : 

(1) EXOLUM PIPELINE SYSTEM LIMITED
(2) EXOLUM STORAGE LTD

(3) EXOLUM SEAL SANDS LTD

Claimants

and

(1) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR THREATENING TO ENTER AND 
REMAIN WITHOUT CONSENT ON LAND KNOWN INFORMALLY AS EXOLUM’S 
GRAYS, BRAMHALL, SEAL SANDS, MISTERTON, HALLEN, THETFORD AND 
SAFFRON WALDEN TERMINALS AND MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED IN 

ANNEX A TO THE CLAIM FORM, DATED 6 APRIL 2022

(2) PERSONS UNKNOWN CAUSING OR THREATENING TO CAUSE THE 
BLOCKING, ENDANGERING, SLOWING DOWN, OBSTRUCTING OR 

OTHERWISE PREVENTING THE FREE AND SAFE FLOW OF TRAFFIC AND 
ACCESS ONTO OR ALONG THE ACCESS ROADS (AS DESCRIBED IN ANNEX 

A TO THE CLAIM FORM, DATED 6 APRIL 2022) IN CONNECTION WITH 
PROTEST ACTIVITIES UNDER OR IN CONNECTION WITH THE JUST STOP OIL, 

YOUTH CLIMATE SWARM, EXTINCTION REBELLION, AND/OR INSULATE 
BRITAIN MOVEMENTS

Defendants

ORDER

                                                                             

PENAL NOTICE 

IF YOU THE WITHIN NAMED DEFENDANTS OR ANY OF YOU DISOBEY THIS 
ORDER OR INSTRUCT OR ENCOURAGE OTHERS TO BREACH THIS ORDER 

YOU MAY BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE 
IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE YOUR ASSETS SEIZED
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ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES ANYTHING 
WHICH HELPS OR PERMITS THE DEFENDANTS TO BREACH THE TERMS OF 

THIS ORDER MAY ALSO BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE 
IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE THEIR ASSETS SEIZED

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANTS

This Order prohibits you from doing the acts set out in this Order. You should 
read it very carefully. You are advised to consult a solicitor as soon as 

possible. You have the right to ask the Court to vary or discharge this Order.

UPON the Claimants’ Application by Application Notice for an interim injunction dated 

6 April 2022 (the “Application”) 

AND UPON the Court having granted relief on a without notice basis on 8 April 2022

AND UPON the return date for the Application 

AND UPON READING the Application and the witness statements of Mark Ernest 

O’Neill and David John Cook dated 6 April 2022 and the witness statement of Mark 

Ernest O’Neill dated 27 April 2022 (the “Witness Statements”)

AND UPON hearing Leading Counsel for the Claimants

AND UPON the Court accepting the Claimants’ undertaking that the Claimants will 

comply with any order for compensation which the Court might make in the event that 

the Court later finds that this Order has caused loss to a defendant and the Court finds 

that the defendant ought to be compensated for that loss

AND UPON the Claimants confirming (for the avoidance of doubt) that this Order is 

not intended to prohibit protest in the vicinity of the Terminals which does not breach 

this Order, nor to prevent lawful use of the Access Roads by any person

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Definitions 

1. For the purposes of this Order:
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1.1the “Terminals” are the Claimants’ terminals and other facilities situated 

at the various locations indicated in paragraph 2.1 of this Order, in so far 

as each is wholly or substantially demarcated from other land by walls, 

gates, fences, barriers, hedges, bodies of water or other man-made or 

natural boundary features;

1.2the “Access Roads” means those roads (or parts of the roads) including 

but not limited to the verges, central reservations, turning areas and 

junctions which provide access to and from each of the Terminals, the 

location and extent of which are more particularly shown for identification 

purposes coloured light blue with pink lettering (access routes) and blue 

(approach roads) in the plans exhibited hereto at Annex H.

Injunction 

2. With immediate effect and until trial, unless varied, discharged or extended by 

further order, the Defendants and each of them are forbidden from doing the 

following: 

2.1Entering or remaining upon any part of the following Terminals without 

the Claimants’ permission: 

2.1.1 the Terminal, including the two jetties, informally known as the 

'Grays Terminal' situated at Askews Farm Lane, London Road, 

Grays, RM17 6YU, the general location and extent of which is 

shown outlined in red, green and pink (with accompanying 

jetties and related structures shown in the plan exhibited hereto 

in Annex A;

2.1.2 the Terminal informally known as the 'Bramhall Terminal' 
situated at Bramhall, Stockport, SK12 1BE , the general location 

and extent of which is shown outlined in red in the plan exhibited 

hereto at Annex B;

2.1.3 the  Terminal, including the two jetties, informally known as the 

'Seal Sands Terminal' situated at the PD Teesport Limited 

Seal Sands Estate, Stockton-on-Tees, Middlesborough, TS2 

1UB , the general location and extent of which is shown outlined 
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in red, green and blue in the plan exhibited hereto at Annex C;

2.1.4 the Terminal informally known as the 'Misterton Terminal' 
situated at Stockwith Road, Doncaster, DN10 4JG , the general 

location and extent of which is shown outlined in red in the plan 

exhibited hereto at Annex D;

2.1.5 the Terminal informally known as the 'Hallen Terminal' situated 

at Hallen Road, Hallen, Bristol, BS10 7RH, the general location 

and extent of which is shown outlined in red in the plan exhibited 

hereto at Annex E;

2.1.6 the Terminal informally known as the 'Thetford Terminal' 
situated at Mundford Road, Thetford, IP24 1HU, the general 

location and extent of which is shown outlined in red in the plan 

exhibited hereto at Annex F; and

2.1.7 the Terminal informally known as the 'Saffron Waldon 
Terminal' situated at Ashdon Road to the north and Radwinter 

Road to the south, in Saffron Walden, CB10 2JZ, the general 

location and extent of which is shown outlined in red in the plan 

exhibited hereto at Annex G.

2.2 Damaging the whole or any part of the Terminals;

2.3 Climbing onto tankers on any part of the Access Roads;

2.4 TUNNELLING ETC: Tunnelling or undermining or digging or doing other 

works on above or beneath or beside any part of those Access Roads BUT 

PROVIDED that nothing in this paragraph shall prevent the normal conduct 

of roadworks and the like by statutory undertakers and highways authorities 

and any other person in the normal course of his or her business; 

2.5 FIRE SAFETY ZONE: causing or appearing to cause a risk of ignition or 

explosion anywhere in proximity to tankers or the Terminals;

2.6 Affixing themselves to  another person or to any vehicle or other object on 

the Terminals or Access Roads;
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2.7 Abandoning any vehicle or deflating the tyres on any vehicle on any of the 

Access Roads; 

2.8 Causing, assisting, encouraging or permitting any other person to do any 

act prohibited by paragraphs 2.1 to 2.7 above.

Service 

3. Pursuant to CPR r.6.15, r.6.27 and r. 81.4(2)(c) and (d), the Claimants shall 

take the following steps by way of service of the Amended Claim Form, the 

Application, the Witness Statements with their exhibits (as filed) and this Order 

(the “Claim Documents”) upon the First and Second Defendants: 

3.1The Claimants shall affix plastic containers in at least two conspicuous 

locations at the main entrance to each Terminal, in which shall be placed 

3.1.1 copies of the Claim Documents; and

3.1.2 a sheet that states that this Order is to be reconsidered at a 

hearing on a date to be listed between 11 January 2023 and 21 

January 2023 and that the Claimants’ solicitors can be 

contacted for details as to the time and date of that hearing. 

3.2The Claimants shall position signs which are approximately 1.5m x 1m in 

size at each main entrance of each of the Terminals, advertising the 

existence of this Order and of the injunction prohibiting entry to the 

Terminal without the consent of the Claimants. 

3.3The Claimants shall position 4 (four) signs, at conspicuous locations 

along each of:

3.3.1 (in relation to the Grays Terminal) Askews Farm Lane, 

Wouldham Road, Devonshire Road and Elizabeth Road;

3.3.2 (in relation to the Bramhall Terminal) Ashmead Lane;
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3.3.3 (in relation to the Seal Sands Terminal) the unnamed road 

which provides access to the PD Teesport Limited Seal Sands 

Estate;

3.3.4 (in relation to the Misterton Terminal) Stockwith Road and Fox 

Covert Lane;

3.3.5  (in relation to the Hallen Terminal) Hallen Road and Avonmouth 

Way;

3.3.6  (in relation to the Thetford Terminal) Mundford Road and 

Telford Way

which are approximately 1.5m x 1m in size, advertising the existence 

of this Order and the prohibitions upon obstructing the Access Roads 

or preventing the free and safe flow of traffic (together with a map of 

the relevant site of at least A2 size identifying the extent of the Access 

Roads relating to that particular Terminal).

3.4The Claimants shall upload electronic copies of the Claim Documents (in 

PDF form) to an electronic folder on the “Dropbox” website and shall 

include the link to the Dropbox folder and the Claimants’ solicitors’ contact 

details on each of the aforesaid signs. 

3.5The Claimants shall email a copy of this Order to the email addresses set 

out in the Appendix hereto.

4. The taking of such steps set out at paragraph 3 shall be good and sufficient 

service of this Order, and of the Claim Documents, upon the First and Second 

Defendants and each of them. 

5. The Court will provide sealed copies of this Order to the Claimants’ solicitors 

for service (whose details are set out below).

6. The deemed date of service of the Claim Documents shall be the date shown 

on the relevant certificate of service on completion of the steps described at 

paragraph 3 — BUT provided for the avoidance of doubt that steps which have 

already been taken pursuant to the Order of 8 April 2022 need not be repeated, 
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the intent of this order in this regard being merely that the Claim Documents 

served by the taking of such steps should be updated by (a) inclusion of or as 

the case may be reference to this order (but without need to repeat the annexes 

which are unchanged since the Order of 8 April 2022) and (b) inclusion of the 

sheet mentioned in para 3.1.2 above.

Further directions 

7. The Claimants shall provide to any named defendant copies of the documents 

filed as at the date of this Order, further evidence or other documents filed in 

these proceedings upon request from time to time at an email address provided 

to the Claimants and place all such documents online to be publicly accessible. 

8. The Claimants shall identify and name defendants whose names become 

known to it; and shall apply to add them as named defendants to this Order as 

soon as reasonably practicable.

9. The Defendants or any other person affected by this Order may apply to the 

Court at any time to vary or discharge it but any such application must be on 

notice to the Claimants’ solicitors by email at exolum.service@tyrlaw.co.uk. 

10.Any person applying to vary or discharge this order must provide their full name 

and address, and address for service, and must also apply to be joined as a 

named defendant to the proceedings at the same time. 

11.The Claimants have liberty to apply to extend, vary or discharge this Order, or 

for further directions. 

12.No acknowledgment of service, admission or defence is required by any party 

until further so ordered. 

13.Costs reserved.
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Communications with the Claimants 

14.The Claimants’ solicitors and their contact details are:

Tyr 
2 The Embankment
Sovereign Street
Leeds
LS1 4BA
(Ref: NPB/DJC/2657)
E: exolum.service@tyrlaw.co.uk
T: 0113 512 1050 

Dated: 29 April 2022
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ANNEX A
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ANNEX B

EXHIBIT FL1 - 249
F/1/485



EXHIBIT FL1 - 250
F/1/486



EXHIBIT FL1 - 251
F/1/487



ANNEX C

EXHIBIT FL1 - 252
F/1/488



EXHIBIT FL1 - 253
F/1/489



EXHIBIT FL1 - 254
F/1/490



ANNEX D
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ANNEX E
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ANNEX F
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ANNEX H
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BRAMHALL
APPROACH ROADS

Pedestrian access
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ANNEX I 
 

• artsxr@gmail.com  
• enquiries@extinctionrebellion.uk 
• eoexrtnt@protonmail.com 
• eventsxr@gmail.com  
• integration@rebellion.earth  
• juststopoil@protonmail.com 
• juststopoilpress@protonmail.com 
• press@extinctionrebellion.uk 
• press@extinctionrebellion.uk 
• rebelringers@rebellion.earth 
• RelationshipsXRUK@protonmail.com 
• Ring2021@protonmail.com 
• socialmedia@extinctionrebellion.uk 
• support@xrnorth.org 
• talksandtraining.xrbristol@protonmail.com 
• talksandtrainings.scotland@extinctionrebellion.uk 
• xr.connectingcommunities@gmail.com 
• xr.eastengland@protonmail.com 
• xr.mandates@gmail.com 
• xr.regenerativeculture@gmail.com 
• xr.regional.sw@protonmail.com   
• xr-action@protonmail.com   
• xraffinitysupport@protonmail.com 
• xr-arrestwelfare@protonmail.com 
• xrbristol.regional@protonmail.com   
• xr-CitizensAssembly@protonmail.com 
• xrcymru@protonmail.com 
• xrcymrutalksandtraining@gmail.com    
• xrdemocracy@protonmail.com 
• xr-international@protonmail.com 
• xr-legal@riseup.net  
• xrlondoncommunityevents@gmail.com 
• xrlondoncoord@gmail.com 
• XRMidlands@protonmail.com 
• xrmidlandstraining@protonmail.com 
• XRNE.training@protonmail.com 
• xrne@protonmail.com 
• xr-newsletter@protonmail.com 
• xrni.tt@rebellion.earth 
• xrni@rebellion.earth 
• xrnotables@gmail.com 
• xrnw.training@gmail.com 
• xr-peoplesassembly@protonmail.com 
• xrpoliceliaison@protonmail.com 
• xr-regionaldevelopment@protonmail.com 
• xrscotland@gmail.com 
• xrsocialmediaevents@gmail.com 
• XR-SouthEastRegionalTeam@protonmail.com 
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• xrsw.trainings@gmail.com  
• xrttse@gmail.com 
• xrukinternationalactions@protonmail.com  
• xrvideo@protonmail.com 
• xryorkshire.training@gmail.com 
• youthclimateswarm@protonmail.com  
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• xrscotland@gmail.com  
• xrsocialmediaevents@gmail.com  
• XR-SouthEastRegionalTeam@protonmail.com  
• xrsw.trainings@gmail.com  
• xrttse@gmail.com  
• xrukinternationalactions@protonmail.com  
• xrvideo@protonmail.com  
• xryorkshire.training@gmail.com  
• youthclimateswarm@protonmail.com  
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