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On behalf of: the Claimants
By: M E Barraclough

Statement No: 1
Exhibit: MEB1

Date: 24 August 2022
 

             Claim No: QB-2022-BHM-000044 
 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE  
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION  
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY  
 
BETWEEN: 

 
(1) HIGH SPEED TWO (HS2) LIMITED 

(2) THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT 

Claimants 

- and - 

 

(1) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE 
CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS ON, IN OR UNDER LAND KNOWN AS 
LAND AT CASH’S PIT, STAFFORDSHIRE SHOWN COLOURED ORANGE 
ON PLAN A ANNEXED TO THE ORDER DATED 11 APRIL 2022 (“THE 
CASH’S PIT LAND”) 
 

(2) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE 
CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS ON, IN OR UNDER LAND ACQUIRED OR 
HELD BY THE CLAIMANTS IN CONNECTION WITH THE HIGH SPEED 
TWO RAILWAY SCHEME SHOWN COLOURED PINK, AND GREEN ON 
THE HS2 LAND PLANS AT https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/hs2-
route-wide-injunction-proceedings (“THE HS2 LAND”) WITH THE EFFECT 
OF DAMAGING AND/OR DELAYING AND/OR HINDERING THE 
CLAIMANTS, THEIR AGENTS, SERVANTS, CONTRACTORS, SUB-
CONTRACTORS, GROUP COMPANIES, LICENSEES, INVITEES AND/OR 
EMPLOYEES 
 

(3) PERSONS UNKNOWN OBSTRUCTING AND/OR INTERFERING WITH 
ACCESS TO AND/OR EGRESS FROM THE HS2 LAND IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE HS2 SCHEME WITH OR WITHOUT VEHICLES, MATERIALS 
AND EQUIPMENT, WITH THE EFFECT OF DAMAGING AND/OR 
DELAYING AND/OR HINDERING THE CLAIMANTS, THEIR AGENTS, 
SERVANTS, CONTRACTORS, SUB-CONTRACTORS, GROUP 
COMPANIES, LICENSEES, INVITEES AND/OR EMPLOYEES WITHOUT 
THE CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS 
 

(4) PERSONS UNKNOWN CUTTING, DAMAGING, MOVING, CLIMBING ON 
OR OVER, DIGGING BENEATH OR REMOVING ANY ITEMS AFFIXED TO 
ANY TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT FENCING OR GATES ON OR AT 
THE PERIMETER OF THE HS2 LAND, OR DAMAGING, APPLYING ANY 
SUBSTANCE TO OR INTERFERING WITH ANY LOCK OR ANY GATE AT 
THE PERIMETER OF THE HS2 LAND WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE 
CLAIMANTS 
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(5) MR ROSS MONAGHAN (AKA SQUIRREL / ASH TREE) AND 58 OTHER 

NAMED DEFENDANTS AS SET OUT IN THE SCHEDULE TO THE 
PARTICULARS OF CLAIM 

Defendants 

 
 

 
EXHIBIT OF MARY ELIZABETH 

BARRACLOUGH 
 

 

This is the exhibit marked MEB1 referred to in the witness statement of MARY 

ELIZABETH BARRACLOUGH dated this 24th day of August 2022.   

Signed:     
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Claim No: PT-2018-000098
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
BUSINESS AND PROPERTY COURTS
PROPERTY, TRUSTS AND PROBATE LIST (ChD)

Before: David Holland QC (sitting as a Deputy Judge of the High Court)
On: 24, 25 and 27 August 

2020 

B E T W E E N:

(1)THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT
(2)HIGH SPEED TWO (HS2) LTD

Claimants/Applicants

-and-

(1)PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE 
CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANT(S) ON LAND AT HARVIL ROAD, HAREFIELD IN 
THE LONDON BOROUGH OF HILLINGDON SHOWN COLOURED GREEN, 
BLUE AND PINK AND

EDGED IN RED ON THE PLAN ANNEXED TO THIS ORDER

(2)PERSONS UNKNOWN SUBSTANTIALLY INTERFERING WITH THE PASSAGE 
BY THE CLAIMANTS AND THEIR AGENTS, SERVANTS, CONTRACTORS, 
SUB-

CONTRACTORS, GROUP COMPANIES, LICENSEES, INVITEES OR EMPLOYEES 
WITH OR WITHOUT VEHICLES, MATERIALS AND EQUIPMENT TO AND FROM 

THE LAND AT HARVIL ROAD SHOWN COLOURED GREEN, BLUE AND PINK AND 
EDGED IN RED ON THE PLAN ANNEXED TO THIS ORDER

(3)to (35) THE NAMED DEFENDANTS LISTED IN THE SCHEDULE HERETO

(36) PERSONS UNKNOWN CUTTING, DAMAGING, MOVING, CLIMBING ON OR 
OVER, DIGGING BENEATH OR REMOVING ANY ITEMS AFFIXED TO ANY 
TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT FENCING OR GATES ON OR AT THE PERIMETER OF 
THE HARVIL ROAD SITE (AS DEFINED IN THIS ORDER), OR DAMAGING, APPLYING 
ANY SUBSTANCE TO OR INTEFERING WITH ANY LOCK OR ANY GATE AT THE 
PERIMETER OF THE HARVIL

ROAD SITE WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS
Defendants/Respondents

ORDER

RESTRAINING TRESPASS ON AND OBSTRUCTION OF ACCESS TO AND 
FROM THE LAND KNOWN AS THE HARVIL ROAD SITE DEFINED HEREIN

PENAL NOTICE

IF YOU THE WITHIN NAMED DEFENDANTS OR ANY OF YOU DISOBEY 
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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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IMPORTANT NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANTS

(1) This Order (and paragraphs 2 to 5 in particular) 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.

(2) Electronic copies of the applications and evidence filed in these 
proceedings are available at:

(i) https://hs2inhillingdon.commonplace.is/

(ii) https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/high-speed-
two- limited.

(3) Any person who is unable to obtain electronic copies of documents 
at that address, or who wishes to obtain hard copies of documents, 
should contact the Claimants’ solicitors (Eversheds Sutherland 
(International) LLP) using the contact details at the end of this 
Order.

(4) Further case-management hearings are due to take place in these 
proceedings and further directions orders will be made for the 
future case-management of these proceedings. Notices of such 
hearings and copies of those orders will be made available at the 
websites listed at paragraph (2) above.  Any Named Defendant or 
other person who wishes to become a Named Defendant or is 
otherwise interested in these proceedings should therefore 
monitor those websites. 

UPON the Claimants’ application by Application Notice dated 15 June 2020 (“the 
Substantive Amendment Application”).

AND UPON “the Harvil Road Site” being defined, for the purposes of this Order, 
as the land shown coloured green, blue and pink and edged in red on the plan 
annexed to this Order as “Plan A”.

AND FURTHER TO the extension and variation of the order of Mr David Holland 
QC (sitting as a deputy judge of the High Court) on 22 June 2020 (the “Current 
Injunction”).
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AND UPON the Court having read: (i) the first witness statement of Shona Ruth 
Jenkins dated 18 May 2020; (ii) the second witness statement of Rohan 
Perinpanayagam dated 15 June 2020; (iii) the second witness statement of Richard 
Joseph Jordan dated 15 June 2020; (iv) the third witness statement of Rohan 
Perinpanayagam dated 27 July 2020; (v) the third witness statement of Richard 
Joseph Jordan dated 27 July 2020; (vi) the fourth witness statement of Rohan 
Perinpanayagam dated 13 August 2020; (vii) the three statements filed in these 
proceedings by the former D3; (viii) the undated statement from D4; (ix) the email 
to the Court dated 2 June 2020 from D8; (x) the email to the Court dated 2 June 
2020 from D9; (xi) the email to the Court dated 24 August 2020 from D18; (xii) the 
email to the Court dated 21 August 2020 from D22; (xiii) the email to the Court 
dated 21 August 2020 from D25; (xiv) the two undated written documents from 
D27; (xx) the undated statement of D28; and (xxi) the undated written statement 
of D32. 

AND UPON the hearing having taken place in public but remotely via Skype for 
Business due to the Covid-19 pandemic. 

AND UPON hearing: (i) Tom Roscoe and Daniel Scott, counsel for the Claimants; 
(ii) Sailesh Mehta, counsel for the (former) 3rd Defendant in order to approve the 3rd 
Defendant’s removal from these proceedings upon the terms of a consent order 
which included the offering of an undertaking to the Court; Paul Powlesland, counsel 
for the 4th Defendant; and (iv) the 8th to 10th Defendants, the 13th Defendant, the 
18th Defendant, the 22nd to 23rd Defendant, the 25th to 28th Defendants and the 31st 
to 32nd Defendants, all appearing and addressing the Court in person

AND UPON the Court accepting the Claimants’ renewed 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 that this Order is not intended to prohibit 
continued occupation of the “Protestor Encampment” on Harvil Road, marked on 
Plan A.

AND UPON the Court confirming that its written judgment following the hearing 
on 24, 25 and 27 August 2020 shall be deemed to have been handed down formally 
on 4 September 2020. 
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AND UPON the Court giving further written directions consequential upon that 
judgment by email to the Claimants’ counsel dated 15 September 2020, which 
directions are reflected in this order. 

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Parties

1. The names of First, Second and 36th Defendants shall henceforth be as in 
the header of this Order.

Injunction over the Harvil Road Site

2. With immediate effect the First Defendant, the Named Defendants and each 
of them are forbidden, without the consent of the First or Second Claimant, 
from entering or remaining upon “the Harvil Road Site”, being the land 
shaded green, blue and pink and outlined red on Plan A. Further:

2.1 This paragraph of this Order shall, for the avoidance of doubt, apply to 
the splays, or bell-mouth areas, for access and egress at the following 
vehicular entrances to the Harvil Road Site (all together, “the  
Vehicular Entrances”).

(i) between the Harvil Road Site and the public highway known as 
the Harvil Road, Harefield in the London Borough of Hillingdon 
(“Harvil Road”) at the vehicular entrances marked on Plan A as 
“Gate 1”, “Gate 2”, “West Gate 3 Entrance”, “Fusion Dews Lane 
Compound HQ” and “Gate 4” (“the Harvil Road Entrances”); 
and

(ii) between the Harvil Road Site and the adjoining land in the vicinity 
of the Hillingdon Outdoor Activity Centre (“the HOAC”) marked 
on Plan A at “Dews Lane West” (“the Dews Lane West 
Entrance”).

2.2 For the purposes of this Order the areas of concrete hard standing 
immediately adjacent to the main carriageway of the public highway 
at each of the Harvil Road Entrances shall NOT be treated as part of 
the Harvil Road Site, but the areas of the bell-mouths between that 
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concrete hard standing and the gates at the Harvil Road Entrances 
SHALL be treated as part of the Harvil Road Site and covered by this 
paragraph of the Order.

2.3 The Claimants shall seek, so far as reasonably practicable, to demark 
that boundary by some physical line or mark or other feature on the 
ground.

3. With immediate effect, the 36th Defendant, the Named Defendants and each 
of them shall not: (i) cut, damage, move, climb on or over, dig beneath or 
remove any item affixed to any temporary or permanent fencing or gates 
on or at the perimeter of the Harvil Road Site; or (ii) damage, apply any 
substance to or interfere with any lock on any gate at the perimeter of the 
Harvil Road Site without the consent of the Claimants.

4. With immediate effect, the Second Defendant, the Named Defendants and 
each of them are forbidden from substantially interfering with the 
Claimants’ and/or their agents’, servants’, contractors’, sub-contractors’, 
group companies’, licensees’, invitees’ or employees’ access to (or egress 
from) the Harvil Road Site (or any part of it):

4.1 from (or to) the Harvil Road or other public highway; and/or

4.2 from (or to) adjacent land in the vicinity of the HOAC via the Dews Lane 
West Entrance.

5. For the purposes of paragraph 4, acts of substantial interference shall 
include (but not necessarily be limited to):

5.1 climbing onto or underneath vehicles;

5.2 attaching persons or objects to vehicles;

5.3 standing, sitting or lying in front of vehicles;

5.4 attaching persons to other persons or objects so as to create an 
obstruction of the public highway or the splay or bell-mouth areas at 
the Vehicular Entrances; and

5.5 attaching persons or objects to the gates at the Vehicular Entrances.
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6. The injunctions at paragraphs 2 to 5 above shall remain in effect until trial 
or further order or, if earlier, a long-stop date of 4 September 2022.

Further directions

Variation or discharge 

7. 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 (and in any event not less than 
48 hours before the hearing of any such application).

8. 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.

9. The Claimants have liberty to apply to extend or vary this Order or for further 
directions.

Future case management

10. Any Named Defendant who intends to defend the Claimants’ claims as set 
out in the Re-Amended Claim Form, as amended pursuant to the Order of 
David Holland QC (and a copy of which is available on the websites specified 
at paragraph 15.4 below) must by 4pm on 2 October 2020 file with the Court 
and serve on the Claimants’ solicitors (whose details are set out below) an 
Acknowledgement of Service pursuant to CPR r.8.3. The said 
Acknowledgment of Service must include a postal and/or email address for 
service. 

11. Any Named Defendant who does not comply with paragraph 10 shall be 
debarred from defending the Claim or appearing at any future hearing 
without further leave of the Court. 

12. A Case Management Conference (“CMC”) is to be listed before a High Court 
Judge with a time estimate of 1 day on the first available date after 30 
October 2020. The CMC is listed to consider the directions required for the 
further conduct of these proceedings and is not convened to reconsider the 
grant of interim injunctive relief.
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13. The Claimants must serve a list of draft directions which they intend to seek 
at the CMC on each Named Defendant who has filed and served an 
Acknowledgment of Service at least 14 days before the CMC.

14. Each such Named Defendant must counter-serve a list of draft directions 
which they intend to seek at the CMC on the Claimants’ solicitors at least 7 
days before the CMC.

Service on First, Second and 36th Defendants

15. Pursuant to CPR r. 6.27 and r. 81.8 service of this Order on the First, Second 
and 36th Defendants shall be dealt with as follows:

15.1The Claimants shall affix sealed copies of this Order in transparent 
envelopes to posts, gates, fences and hedges at conspicuous locations 
around the Harvil Road Site, including at and opposite the Vehicular 
Entrances.

15.2The Claimants shall position in the same locations signs, no smaller 
than A3 in size, advertising the existence of this Order and providing 
the Claimant’s solicitors contact details in case of requests for a copy 
of the order or further information in relation to it.

15.3The Claimants shall also leave sealed copies of this Order at the 
Protestor Encampment marked on Plan A.

15.4The Claimants shall further advertise the existence of this order in a 
prominent location on the websites:

(i) https://hs2inhillingdon.commonplace.is/; and 

(ii) https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/high-speed-two-
limited,

together with a link to download an electronic copy of this Order.

16. The taking of such steps shall amount to due service of this Order on the First, 
Second and 36th Defendants and each of them.

17. This Order shall be deemed served on those Defendants the date that the 
last of the above steps is taken, and shall be verified by a certificate of 
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service.

18. The Claimants shall from-time-to-time (and no less frequently than every 28 
days) confirm that copies of the orders and signs referred to at paragraphs 
7.1 and 7.2 above remain in place and legible, and, if not, shall replace them 
as soon as reasonably practical.

Service on the Named Defendants

19. The Claimants must use reasonable endeavours forthwith to serve the Named 
Defendants with this Order. Pursuant to CPR r.6.27 and r.81.8, service on the 
Named Defendants of this Order and any future documents in these 
proceedings may be effected: (i) by leaving hard copies addressed to them 
at the address or other physical location they indicated for that purpose; 
and/or (ii) by emailing electronic copies to the email addresses provided for 
those purposes. Such service shall be deemed effective on the date the 
relevant step is taken and shall be verified by a Certificate of Service.

20. The Claimants have liberty to apply for orders for alternative service of this 
Order or any other documents in these proceedings upon the other Named 
Defendants under CPR r.6.27 and/or r.81.8.

Costs

21. The Claimants shall forthwith serve on any Named Defendant against whom 
they seek an order for costs copies of schedules of their costs together with, 
in written form, a description of the order for costs which is sought against 
that Named Defendant. 

22. Service of such schedules and written description of the order sought shall 
be carried out in accordance with the same methods of service for this Order 
as set out in paragraphs 19 and 20 above and shall be verified by certificates 
of service. 

23. Each Named Defendant so served has permission to file with the Court and 
serve on the Claimants (using the Claimants’ solicitors contact details set out 
below) written submissions setting out why they say they should not be 
ordered to pay the costs as sought and, if they are ordered to pay costs, what 
amount they should pay. Such written submissions to be filed and served on 
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or before 4.00pm on 6 October 2020.

24. The Claimants have permission to file and serve a written response to those 
submissions by 4pm on 13 October 2020. 

25. The Court will determine the matter of costs (that is whether any or all of the 
Defendants should pay costs and, if so, in what amount) in writing and 
without a further hearing, such decision to be made on or after 14th October 
2020 and communicated in writing.

AND UPON the Claimants’ Application for Permission to Appeal 

26. The Claimants are granted permission to appeal the decision that the Court 
is required, in light of the decision in Canada Goose v Persons Unknown 
[2020] EWCA Civ 303, to provide case management directions for the trial or 
other final determination of these proceedings, irrespective of whether any 
Defendant files an Acknowledgement of Service.

27. The said permission to appeal is granted subject to the condition (imposed 
pursuant to CPR Part 52.6(2)(b)) that, whatever the outcome of the appeal, 
the Claimants should not recover any of the costs of or occasioned by any 
appeal against any named party (whether Defendant or Respondent). This 
condition is not intended to prevent any named Respondent from 
participating in the appeal should they see fit.

28. Pursuant to CPR r.52.12, the deadline for the Claimants to file an Appellant’s 
Notice is extended to 4pm on 16 October 2020. 

Communications with the Court & Claimants’ Solicitors

29. All communications to the Court about this Order (which should quote the 
case number) should be sent to:

Court Manager
High Court of 
Justice Chancery 
Division Rolls 
Building
7 Rolls 
Building 
Fetter Lane 
London
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EC4A 1NL

The telephone number is 020 7947 7501. The officer are open weekdays 
10.00am to 4.30pm.

The out of hours telephone number (for urgent business only) is 020 7947 
6260.

30. The Claimants’ solicitors and their contact details are: 

Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP of:

1 Callaghan 
Square Cardiff
CF10 5BT

DX: 33016 Cardiff
Tel: 020 7497 9797

Email: ShonaJenkins@eversheds-
sutherland.com 

Ref: JENKINSW/335547/000169

Service

The Court has provided a sealed copy of this Order to the Claimants’ solicitors at 
the above address for service.

Dated:
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SCHEDULE OF NAMED DEFENDANTS

3. [No longer used]
4. Mark Keir
5. [No longer used]
6. [No longer used]
7. Thorn Ramsey
8. Vajda Robert Mordechaj
9. Iain Oliver
10. Elliott Cuciurean
11. Jess Walker
12. Matt Atkinson
13. Scott Breen
14. Hannah Bennett
15. James aka “Jimmy” Ruggles
16. Nick Grant aka “Potts”
17. Stuart Ackroyd
18. Wiktoria Zieniuk
19. Paul Sandison
20. Tom Dalton
21. Conner Nichols
22. Dr Ian “Larch” Maxey
23. Sebastian Roblyn Maxey
24. Jessica Heathland-Smith
25. Ella Dorton
26. Karl Collins
27. Sam Goggin
28. Hayley Pitwell
29. Jacob Harwood
30. Tom Holmes
31. Libby Farbrother
32. Samantha Smithson
33. [No longer used]
34. Jack Charles Oliver
35. Charlie Inskip
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Claim No: PT-2020-BHM-000017
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
BUSINESS AND PROPERTY COURTS
PROPERTY, TRUSTS AND PROBATE LIST
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

Before: Mr Justice Marcus Smith 
On: 13 April 2021 

B E T W E E N:

(1) THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT
(2) HIGH SPEED TWO (HS2) LTD

Claimants / Applicants

-and-

(1) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF 
THE CLAIMANT(S) ON LAND AT SOUTH CUBBINGTON WOOD, SOUTH OF RUGBY 
ROAD, CUBBINGTON, LEAMINGTON SPA SHOWN COLOURED GREEN, BLUE AND 
PINK AND EDGED IN RED ON PLAN A ANNEXED TO THE PARTICULARS OF CLAIM
(2) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF 

THE CLAIMANT(S) ON LAND AT CRACKLEY WOOD, BIRCHES WOOD AND 
BROADWELLS WOOD, KENILWORTH, WARWICKSHIRE SHOWN COLOURED GREEN, 
BLUE AND PINK AND EDGED IN RED ON PLAN B ANNEXED TO THE PARTICULARS 

OF CLAIM
(5) ELLIOTT CUCIUREAN

(6) LARCH MAXEY
(7) PAUL SANDISON

(8) TERRY SANDISON
Defendants / Respondents

ORDER 

EXTENDING THE DURATION OF THE INJUNCTION MADE BY MARCUS 
SMITH J ON 19 JANUARY 2021

 

PENAL NOTICE

IF YOU THE WITHIN NAMED DEFENDANTS OR ANY OF YOU DISOBEY THIS 
ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE 

IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE YOUR 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 
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soon as possible.  You have the right to ask the Court to vary or 
discharge this Order.

FURTHER TO the Order made in these proceedings by Andrews J on 17 March 
2020 (“the March 2020 Order”), AND the extensions made by Marcus Smith J 
on 17 December 2020 (“the December 2020 Order”) and on 19 January 2021 
(sealed on 28 January) (“the January 2021 Order”).

AND UPON the Claimants’ application by Application Notice dated 26 March 
2021, pursuant to the provisions at paragraphs 11-15 of the January 2021 Order, 
to extend the duration of the injunction contained at paragraphs 3 to 5 of the 
January 2021 Order and to add the Sixth to Eighth named Defendants (“the 
Substantive Amendment Application”).

AND UPON hearing Mr Michael Fry and Mr Jonathan Welch, counsel for the 
Claimants; and Fifth Defendant, Seventh Defendant and Eighth Defendant 
(appearing in person without representation).

AND UPON reading the Application Notice dated 26 March 2021 and the two 
witness statements of Mr Richard Jordan (dated 26 March 2021 and 9 April 2021).

AND UPON the Claimants indicating that they are content to provide to any 
named Defendants or persons unknown copies of further evidence or other 
documents filed in these proceedings from time-to-time at an email address 
provided to the Claimants, and place all such documents online to be publicly 
accessible.

AND UPON the Court accepting the Claimants’ renewed 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.

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Continuation of January 2021 Order 

1. The long-stop date of 30 April 2021 at paragraph 5 of the January 2021 Order 
be deleted, and the injunctions at paragraphs 3 to 5 of the January 2021 
Order shall continue until 31 October 2022 or further order. 
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2. The injunction at paragraphs 3 to 5 of the January 2021 Order (as amended 
by paragraph 1 above) shall, further, apply to the Fifth to Eighth Defendants 
as well as the First and Second Defendants.   Accordingly, the injunction 
which continues as against the First and Second and Fifth to Eighth 
Defendants is – for the avoidance of doubt - henceforth as set out in 
paragraphs 3 to 5 of this order. 

Injunction in force 

3. With immediate effect, and save for the matters set out in paragraph 4 of this 
Order:

3.1 The First Defendant and Fifth to Eighth Defendants and each of them 
are forbidden from entering or remaining upon the Cubbington Land, 
being the land shaded green, blue and pink and outlined red on Plan A 
(“the Cubbington Site”); and

3.2 The Second Defendant and Fifth to Eighth Defendants and each of them 
are forbidden from entering or remaining upon the Crackley Land, being 
the land shaded green, blue and pink and outlined red on Plan B (“the 
Crackley Site”).

4. Nothing in paragraph 3 of this Order:

4.1 Shall prevent any person from exercising their rights over any open 
public right of way over the land. Those public rights of way shall, for 
the purposes of this Order, include the “unofficial footpath” between two 
points of the public footpath “PROW 130” in the location indicated on 
Plan C annexed to the Particulars of Claim and reproduced as an annexe 
to this Order;

4.2 Shall affect any private rights of access over the Land held by any 
neighbouring landowner.

5. The order at paragraph 3 above shall remain in effect until trial or further 
order or, if earlier, a long-stop date of 31 October 2022.

Service 

6. Pursuant to CPR r.6.27, the steps taken by the Claimants to serve this 
Substantive Amendment Application on the First, Second and Fifth to Eighth 
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Defendants shall amount to good and proper service of the Substantive 
Amendment Application on those defendants. 

7. Pursuant to CPR r. 6.27 and r. 81.4(c) and (d) service of this Order on the First 
and Second Defendants shall be dealt with as follows:

7.1 The Claimants shall affix sealed copies of this Order in transparent 
envelopes in at least one location within the Cubbington Land and in at 
least one location within the Crackley Land.  

7.2 The Claimants shall position (four) 4 signs, at the four locations marked 
on Plans A and B with red crosses, which are approximately 1.5m x 1m 
in size, advertising the existence of this Order (together with a map of 
the Land of at least A2 size) and providing a web link and the Claimant’s 
solicitors contact details for copies of the Order (or further information 
in relation to it.)

7.3 The Claimants shall email a copy of the Order to the following email 
addresses:

(i) crackleyresidents@hotmail.co.uk

(ii) peter.delow@ntlworld.com

(iii) wendyhoulston@hotmail.com

(iv)helpstophs2@gmail.com

7.4 The Claimants shall further advertise the existence of this order in a 
prominent location on the websites: 

(i) https://hs2inwarwicks.commonplace.is/; and 

(ii) https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/high-speed-two-
limited, 

together with a link to download an electronic copy of this Order.

7.5 The Claimants shall also leave sealed copies of this Order at the 
protestor campsite marked “Camp 2” on the Plans.

7.6 The Claimants shall, every six months, secure publication of a notice 
and map of the injunction in the Leamington Observer.
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8. The taking of such steps set out at paragraph 7 shall be good and sufficient 
service of this Order on the First and Second Defendants and each of them.  
This Order shall be deemed served on those Defendants the date that the 
last of the above steps is taken, and shall be verified by a certificate of 
service. 

9. Pursuant to CPR r. 6.27 and r. 81.4(c) and (d) 8 service of this Order on the 
Fifth to Eighth Defendants shall be dealt with by sending a copy of this Order 
to:

9.1 in the case of the Fifth Defendant, his solicitors by email to: 
nhall@robertlizar.com;

9.2 in the case of the Sixth to Eighth Defendants, personally by email to 
those email addresses held by the Claimants’ solicitors.

10. The Court will provide sealed copies of this Order to the Claimants’ solicitors 
for service (whose details are set out below). 

Further directions 

11. 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 
rob.shaw@dlapiper.com.  Schedule A to this Order indicates the process 
which should be followed for any such application.

12. 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 (unless they are 
already named as a defendant).

13. Any person wishing for this matter to proceed to trial and to defend the claim 
must serve an Acknowledgment of Service pursuant to CPR Part 8.3. 
Schedule B to this Order provides an indicative process for this course of 
action.

14. The Claimants have liberty to apply to extend or vary this Order or for further 
directions.

18
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15. Save as provided for above, the Claim be stayed generally with liberty to 
restore.

16. Costs reserved. If the Claimants intend to seek a costs order against any 
person in respect of any future applications in these proceedings or any 
future hearing, then they shall seek to give reasonable advance notice of that 
fact to that person.

Communications with the Court and Claimants

17. All communications to the Court about this Order (which should quote the 
case number) should be sent to: 

Court Manager
Birmingham Civil and Family Justice Centre
High Court of Justice
Chancery Division 
Priory Courts
33 Bull Street
Birmingham B4 6DS

The telephone number is 0121 681 4441. The offices are open weekdays 
10.00am to 4.00pm. 

18. The Claimants’ solicitors and their contact details are: 

DLA Piper UK LLP of:
1 St Paul's Place 
Sheffield S1 2JX 
Tel: +44 114 283 3312 
Email: rob.shaw@dlapiper.com
Ref: RXS/380900/346

Dated: 3 May 2021
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SCHEDULE A – STEPS TO VARY OR  DISCHARGE THIS ORDER

If, in accordance with paragraph 10 above, any Defendant or any other person 
affected by this Order wishes to apply to vary or discharge this Order, to ensure 
effective case management by the Court the following indicative steps are 
expected to be followed (although these are not binding directions):

1. Any party seeking to contest the Claimants’ entitlement to interim relief 
should file with the court (i.e. send to the court) and serve (i.e. send to the 
Claimants):

(a) An N244 application form1; 

(b) Written grounds for the application (i.e. reasons for the proposed 
variation/discharge of the Order) – this may be contained within the 
N244 application form or on in a separate document; and 

(c) A witness statement(s) containing and/or appending all of the evidence 
to be relied upon in support of the application.

2. In order to file the above documents with the Court, the applicant should:

(a) Send physical copies of the documents to the address at paragraph 17 
of this Order; and/or 

(b) Speak to the Court to obtain an address to send electronic copies of the 
documents to. 

3. In order to serve the above documents on the Claimants, the applicant 
should:

(a) Send physical copies of the documents to the address at paragraph 18 
of this Order; and/or 

(b) Send electronic copies of the documents to the e-mail address at 
paragraph 18 above. 

4. The person making the application should indicate to the Court and Claimants 
whether they consider the matter requires a court hearing or can be dealt 
with by the judge reviewing the paper application and any response from the 
Claimants.

1 See the following link which provides a digital version of the form, and guidance notes: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/form-n244-application-notice; 
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5. Thereafter the Claimants (i.e. HS2) shall have 14 days to file and serve 
evidence and submissions in response, including as to whether an oral 
hearing is required to determine the application.

6. Within 21 days, the Court shall decide whether a hearing is necessary, and/or 
may request from the parties evidence on any further matters necessary to 
determine the application. If the Court decides that a hearing is necessary, it 
shall seek to schedule the hearing (accommodating availabilities of the 
parties) within 42 days (6 weeks).

7.If the Court decides that further evidence is needed from either party, it 
may set strict deadlines by which that evidence must be filed. Both parties 
should be aware that the Court may restrict the use of evidence which is 
filed late or impose other penalties for non-compliance.

SCHEDULE B – STEPS TO BRING MATTER TO TRIAL

If, in accordance with paragraph 12 above, any Defendant or other person affected 
by this Order wishes to apply bring the Claimant’s proceedings (whether as a 
whole or in part) to final trial, to ensure effective case management by the Court 
the following indicative steps are expected to be followed (although these are not 
binding directions):

1. If not already so, the party must apply to become a named defendant to the 
claim. This can be done by filing with the court (i.e. send to the court ) and 
serving (i.e. send to the Claimants) 

(a) An N244 Application form2; and 

(b) a short statement explaining the reason for applying to become a 
named defendant (i.e. in order to contest the Claimants’ claim).

2. In order to file the above with the Court, the applicant should:

(a) Send physical copies to the address at paragraph 17 of this Order; 
and/or 

(b) Speak to the Court to obtain an address to send electronic copies to. 

3. In order to serve the above on the Claimant, the applicant should:

2 See the following link which provides a digital version of the form, and guidance notes: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/form-n244-application-notice; 
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(c) Send physical copies to the address at paragraph 18 of this Order; 
and/or 

(d) Send electronic copies to the to the e-mail address at paragraph 18 
above.

4. The party seeking to contest the claim and bring the matter to trial must then 
file and serve (see above as to how this is to be done):

(a) An Acknowledgement of Service using form N210,3  explaining the 
reasons for contesting the claim (whether as a whole or in part); and

(b) A witness statement(s) containing and/or appending all the evidence to 
be relied upon in support of the Acknowledgment of Service (i.e. 
evidence explaining the basis for contesting the claim).

5. Thereafter the Claimants (HS2) shall have 14 days to file and serve any 
evidence in reply.

6. The Court shall then list a hearing date for the final trial of this matter or a 
hearing date for a Case Management Conference, at which it will give 
directions to parties for any further steps required prior to the final trial (such 
as filing further evidence).  The Court may set strict deadlines by which the 
further steps must be taken and both parties should be aware that the Court 
may restrict the use of evidence which is filed late or impose other penalties 
for non-compliance.

SCHEDULE C – USEFUL REFERENCES AND RESOURCES

The attention of all parties is drawn to the following references and 
resources:

Bar Pro Bono Unit – A possible avenue for obtaining free legal advice and/or 
representation: https://weareadvocate.org.uk/

Support Through Court (formerly Personal Support Unit) – An organisation 
supporting litigants in person: https://www.supportthroughcourt.org/

3 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/form-n210-acknowledgment-of-service-
cpr-part-8
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Chancery Division Guide: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/chancery-
guide

Chancery Division Interim Applications Guide for Litigants in Person: 
https://www.judiciary.uk/publications/guide-litigants-person-chancery/

Civil Procedure Rules Part 8: https://www.justice.gov.uk/courts/procedure-
rules/civil/rules/part08

Help with Court Fees website: https://www.gov.uk/get-help-with-court-fees
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BEFORE MR JUSTICE COTTER
ON 11 APRIL 2022

Between:

(1) HIGH SPEED TWO (HS2) LIMITED

(2) THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT
Claimants

-and-

(1) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE 
CLAIMANTS ON, IN OR UNDER LAND KNOWN AS LAND AT CASH’S PIT, STAFFORDSHIRE 
SHOWN COLOURED ORANGE  ON PLAN A ANNEXED TO THIS ORDER (“THE CASH’S PIT 

LAND”)

(2) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE 
CLAIMANTS ON, IN OR UNDER LAND ACQUIRED OR HELD BY THE CLAIMANTS IN 

CONNECTION WITH THE HIGH SPEED TWO RAILWAY SCHEME SHOWN COLOURED 
ORANGE, PINK, GREEN AND BLUE ON THE HS2 LAND PLANS AT  

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/hs2-route-wide-injunction-proceedings (“THE HS2 
LAND”)

(3) PERSONS UNKNOWN OBSTRUCTING AND/OR INTERFERING WITH ACCESS TO AND/OR 
EGRESS FROM THE HS2 LAND WITH OR WITHOUT VEHICLES, MATERIALS AND 

EQUIPMENT IN CONNECTION WITH THE HS2 SCHEME WITH THE EFFECT OF 
DAMAGING AND/OR DELAYING AND/OR HINDERING THE CLAIMANTS, THEIR AGENTS, 

SERVANTS, CONTRACTORS, SUB-CONTRACTORS, GROUP COMPANIES, LICENSEES, 
INVITEES AND/OR EMPLOYEES WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS

(4) PERSONS UNKNOWN CUTTING, DAMAGING, MOVING, CLIMBING ON OR OVER, 
DIGGING BENEATH OR REMOVING ANY ITEMS AFFIXED TO ANY TEMPORARY OR 

PERMANENT FENCING OR GATES ON OR AT THE PERMIMETER OF THE HS2 LAND, OR 
DAMAGING, APPLYING ANY SUBSTANCE TO OR INTERFERING WITH ANY LOCK OR 
ANY GATE AT THE PERIMETER OF THE HS2 LAND WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE 

CLAIMANTS

(5) MR ROSS MONAGHAN (AKA SQUIRREL / ASH TREE) AND 58 OTHER NAMED 
DEFENDANTS AS SET OUT IN THE SCHEDULE TO THE PARTICULARS OF CLAIM 

Defendants

ORDER

PENAL NOTICE

IF YOU THE WITHIN NAMED DEFENDANTS OR ANY OF YOU DISOBEY 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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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.

A Defendant who is an individual who is ordered not to do something must not do it 

himself/herself or in any other way. He/she must not do it through others acting on his/her behalf 

or on his/her instructions or with his/her encouragement.

UPON the Claimants’ application by an Application Notice dated 25 March 2022.

AND UPON the Court accepting the Claimants’ undertaking that they 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 that this Order is not intended to prohibit lawful protest which 

does not involve trespass upon the Cash’s Pit Land and does not unlawfully block, slow down, obstruct 

or otherwise interfere with the Claimants’ access to or egress from that land.

AND UPON HEARING Counsel for the Claimant, Mr Michael Fry and Counsel for D6, Mr Owen 

Greenhall.

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Definitions

1. In this Order, the following defined terms shall apply:

a. The “Cash’s Pit Defendants” means D1 and D5 to D20, D22, D31and D63 whose 

names appear in the schedule annexed to this Order at Annex A.

b. The “Cash’s Pit Land” means all of the land known as Cash’s Pit, Staffordshire shown 

coloured orange on Plan A annexed to the Particulars of Claim and reproduced as an 

annexe to this Order (“Plan A”) and available to view electronically at: 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/hs2-route-wide-injunction-proceedings/ 

Service by Alternative Method

2. Pursuant to CPR r. 6.15 and r.6.27, the steps that the Claimants have taken to serve the Claim 

for Possession, the application for an injunction in respect of the Cash’s Pit Land and the 

evidence in support on the Cash’s Pit Defendants shall amount to good and proper service of 

the proceedings on the Cash’s Pit Defendants and each of them. The proceedings shall be 
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deemed served on 31 March 2022.  Service of the Claimants’ application for an injunction shall 

be the subject of further directions to be given by the Court following a hearing to be listed as 

provided for at paragraph 14 below.

Possession Order

3. The Cash’s Pit Defendants shall forthwith give the Claimants vacant possession of all of the 

Cash’s Pit Land.

Injunction in force

4. With immediate effect, and until the earlier of (i) Trial; (ii) Further Order; or (iii) 23.59 on 24 

October 2022:

a. The Cash’s Pit Defendants and each of them are forbidden from entering or remaining 

upon the Cash’s Pit Land and must remove themselves from that land.

b. The Cash’s Pit Defendants and each of them must not engage in any of the following 

conduct on the Cash’s Pit land, in each case where that conduct has the effect of 

damaging and/or delaying and/or hindering the Claimants by obstructing, impeding or 

interfering with the activities undertaken in connection with the HS2 Scheme by them 

or by contractors, sub-contractors, suppliers or any other party engaged by the 

Claimants at the Cash’s Pit Land:

i. entering or being present on the Cash’s Pit Land;

ii. interfering with any works, construction or activity on the Cash’s 

Pit Land; 

iii. interfering with any notice, fence or gate on or at the perimeter of 

the Cash’s Pit Land;

iv. causing damage to property on the Cash’s Pit Land belonging to the 

Claimants, or to contractors, sub-contractors, suppliers or any other 

party engaged by the Claimants, in connection with the HS2 

Scheme; 
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v. climbing onto or attaching themselves to vehicles or plant or 

machinery on the Cash’s Pit Land used by the Claimants or any 

other party engaged by the Claimants.

c. The Cash’s Pit Defendants and each of them:

i. must cease all tunnelling activity on the Cash’s Pit Land and 

immediately leave and not return to any tunnels on that land;

ii. must not do anything on the Cash’s Pit Land to encourage or assist any 

tunnelling activity on the Cash’s Pit Lan.

5. Nothing in paragraph 4 of this Order:

a. Shall prevent any person from exercising their rights over any open public right of way 

over the Cash’s Pit Land .

b. Shall affect any private rights of access over the Cash’s Pit Land.

c. Shall prevent any person from exercising their lawful rights over any public highway.

d. Shall extend to any interest in or rights over land held by statutory undertakers.

Declarations

6. The Court makes declarations in the following terms:

The Claimants are entitled to possession of the Cash’s Pit Land and the Defendants 

have no right to dispossess them and where the Defendants or any of them enter the 

said land the Claimants shall be entitled to possession of the same.

Service of this Order by alternative method

7. The Court has provided sealed copies of this Order to the Claimants’ solicitors for service 

(whose details are set out below). 

8. Pursuant to CPR r.6.27 and r.81.4: 

a. The Claimant shall serve this Order upon the Cash’s Pit Land and the Cash’s Pit 

Defendants by: 
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i. Delivering copies addressed to “the Occupiers” and to each of the Cash’s Pit 

Defendants by description to the “post box” situated on the Cash’s Pits Land. 

ii. Affixing at least one copy at the entrance to the unauthorised encampment on 

the Cash’s Pit Land and through a stake in the ground in a prominent location 

as close as reasonably possible to north, south, east and west boundaries of the 

Cash’s Pit Land 

iii. Placing a copy on the website: 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/hs2-route-wide-injunction-

proceedings;

9. Service in accordance with paragraph 8 above shall:

a. be verified by certificates of service to be filed with Court; 

b. be deemed effective as at the date of the certificates of service; and 

c. be good and sufficient service of this Order on the Defendants and each of them and 

the need for personal service be dispensed with.  

Further Case Management 

10. Without prejudice to the foregoing, any person affected by the injunctions imposed by this 

Order may apply to the Court at any time to vary or discharge those injunctions but if they wish 

to do so they must inform the Claimants’ solicitors immediately (and in any event not less than 

48 hours before the hearing of any such application) via the contact details set out below. 

Schedule A to this Order indicates the process which must be followed for any such application.

11. 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 (unless they are already named as a defendant). 

12. The Claimants otherwise have liberty to apply to extend or vary this Order or for further 

directions on an urgent basis.

Documents in the Claim and Application

13. All documents relating to these proceedings and this Order may be downloaded at: 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/hs2-route-wide-injunction-proceedings.
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14. The Claimants’ application for injunctions over the HS2 Land shall be listed for a directions 

hearing on an expedited basis. At that hearing, the Court shall give directions as to the steps 

required to effect service. The Claimants are not required to take any further steps to serve that 

application pending that hearing. 

15. A single hard copy of any document will be sent within 21 days of the receipt of a reasonable 

request for that document or documents via the Claimants’ solicitors whose contact details are 

set out below so long as any requests included a postal address and the full name of the 

requestor.

16. Schedule B to this Order contains useful references for any party seeking to oppose or 

understand this Order.

Communications with Claimants and the Court

17. All communications to the Court about this Order (which should quote the case number) should 

be sent to: 

Birmingham Civil and Family Justice Centre
33 Bull Street
Birmingham
B4 6DS 

E: qb.birmingham@justice.gov.uk
T: 0121 681 4441
F: 01264 785 131
DX: 701987 Birmingham 7

18. The Claimants’ solicitors and their contact details are: 

The Treasury Solicitor,
Government Legal Department,
102 Petty France,
Westminster,
London SW1H 9GL

E: HS2Injunction@governmentlegal.gov.uk
T: 020 7210 3000 (ask for Mr Nwanodi/Mr Yaman/Ms C Davis)
DX: 123234 Westminster 12
R: Z2202274/ACN/DS3

Dated: 

32

mailto:HS2Injunction@governmentlegal.gov.uk


PLAN A – CASH’S PIT LAND 

33



!

!

!

!

LEEDS

BIRMINGHAM

LONDON

MANCHESTER

Swynnerton

21

Eastwood

The Bungalow

BOTTOM LANE

LAP122984

LAP122985

I

Doc Number: PH1-HS2-LP-MAP-000-000085

 © Crown copyright and database rights 2022
OS 100049190

Scale at A3:  1:2,500
Derived from (...cite the scale of the BGS data used...) scale BGS Digital Data
under licence 2011/111 BP British Geological Survey. © NERC.  

© Crown copyright material is reproduced with the permission of Land Registry 
under delegated authority from the Controller of HMSO.
This material was last updated on [date] and may not be copied, distributed, sold
or published without the formal permission of Land Registry and Ordnance Survey. 
Only an official copy of a title plan or register obtained from the Land Registry may 
be used for legal or other official purposes.    © Crown Copyright Ordnance Survey.

HS2 Ltd accept no responsibility for any circumstances, which arise from
the reproduction of this map after alteration, amendment 
or abbreviation or if it issued in part or issued incomplete in any way. 

Registered in England. Registration number 06791686. 
Registered office: 2 Snowhill, Queensway, Birmingham B4 6GA.

Contains Environment Agency information © Environment Agency and database right.   

WORK IN PROGRESS

Legend
Cash's Pit Land

0 24 48 72

Internal

High Speed Two
Phase One/ Phase 2A

Injunction Mapping

PLAN A

 34



ANNEX A – SCHEDULE OF NAMED DEFENDANTS

DEFENDANT 
NUMBER

UNNAMED DEFENDANTS

(1) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE 
CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS ON, IN OR UNDER LAND KNOWN 
AS LAND AT CASH’S PIT, STAFFORDSHIRE COLOURED ORANGE 
ON PLAN A ANNEXED TO THIS ORDER (“THE CASH’S PIT LAND”)

(2) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT THE 
CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS ON, IN OR UNDER LAND 
ACQUIRED OR HELD BY THE CLAIMANTS IN CONNECTION WITH 
THE HIGH SPEED TWO RAILWAY SCHEME SHOWN COLOURED 
ORANGE, PINK, GREEN AND BLUE ON THE HS2 LAND PLANS AT  
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/hs2-route-wide-injunction-
proceedings (“THE HS2 LAND”)

(3) PERSONS UNKNOWN OBSTRUCTING AND/OR INTERFERING WITH 
ACCESS TO AND/OR EGRESS FROM THE HS2 LAND WITH OR 
WITHOUT VEHICLES, MATERIALS AND EQUIPMENT IN 
CONNECTION WITH THE HS2 SCHEME WITH THE EFFECT OF 
DAMAGING AND/OR DELAYING AND/OR HINDERING THE 
CLAIMANTS, THEIR AGENTS, SERVANTS, CONTRACTORS, SUB-
CONTRACTORS, GROUP COMPANIES, LICENSEES, INVITEES 
AND/OR EMPLOYEES WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE 
CLAIMANTS

(4) PERSONS UNKNOWN CUTTING, DAMAGING, MOVING, CLIMBING 
ON OR OVER, DIGGING BENEATH OR REMOVING ANY ITEMS 
AFFIXED TO ANY TEMPORARY OR PERMANENT FENCING OR 
GATES ON OR AT THE PERMIMETER OF THE HS2 LAND, OR 
DAMAGING, APPLYING ANY SUBSTANCE TO OR INTERFERING 
WITH ANY LOCK OR ANY GATE AT THE PERIMETER OF THE HS2 
LAND WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS

DEFENDANT 
NUMBER

NAMED DEFENDANTS

(5) Mr Ross Monaghan (aka Squirrel / Ash Tree)

(6) Mr James Andrew Taylor (aka Jimmy Knaggs / James Knaggs / Run Away 
Jim)

(7) Ms Leah Oldfield

(8) Ms Tep / Tepcat Greycat / Nettle

(9) Ms Hazel Ball

(10) Mr IC Turner

(11) Mr Tony Carne

(12) Ms Amy Lei

(13) Mr Tom Holmes

(14) Mr Sam Hopkins

(15) Ms Jey Harvey

(16) Ms Karen Wildin (aka Karen Wilding / Karen Wilden / Karen Wilder)
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DEFENDANT 
NUMBER

NAMED DEFENDANTS

(17) Mr Andrew McMaster (aka Drew Robson)

(18) Mr William Harewood (aka Satchel / Satchel Baggins)

(19) Mr Harrison Radcliffe (aka Log / Bir_Ch / Sasha James)

(20) Mr George Keeler (aka C Russ T Chav / Flem)

(21) Mr William French (aka Will French / Took)

(22) Mr Tristan Dixon (aka Tristan Dyson)

(23) Mx Scarlett Rien (aka Leggs)

(24) Mr Daniel Hooper (aka Swampy / Swampie / Daniel Needs)

(25) Mx Bethany Joy Croarkin (aka Bethany Croakin / Yogi Hilal / Yogi Joy Hilal 
/ Niqabi Hippie / Yogi Bear)

(26) Ms Isla Sandford (aka Blue)

(27) Mr Lachlan Sandford (aka Laser / Lazer)

(28) Mr Scott Breen (aka Scotty / Digger Down)

(29) Ms Jessica Maddison (aka Rollie)

(30) Ms Juliette Deborah Stephenson-Clarke (aka Nemo / Anna Kissed / Poly 
Prop)

(31) Mr Rory Hooper

(32) Dr Larch Ian Albert Frank Maxey

(33) Mr Elliot Cuciurean (aka Jellytot)

(34) Mr Paul Sandison

(35) Mr Terry Sandison

(36) Mr Mark Keir

(37) Mr Thorn Ramsey (aka Virgo Ramsay)

(38) Mr Vajda Robert Mordechaj

(39) Mr Iain Oliver (aka Pirate)

(40) Ms Jess Walker

(41) Mr Matt Atkinson

(42) Ms Hannah Bennett

(43) Mr James Ruggles (aka Jimmy Ruggles)

(44) Mr Nick Grant (aka Potts)

(45) Mr Stuart Ackroyd

(46) Ms Wiktoria Paulina Zieniuk

(47) Mr Tom Dalton

(48) Mr Conner Nichols

(49) Mr Sebastian Roblyn Maxey

(50) Ms Jessica Heathland-Smith

(51) Ms Ella Dorton

(52) Mr Karl Collins
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DEFENDANT 
NUMBER

NAMED DEFENDANTS

(53) Mr Sam Goggin

(54) Ms Hayley Pitwell

(55) Mr Jacob Harwood (aka Groovella Deville)

(56) Ms Libby Farbrother

(57) Ms Samantha Smithson (aka Swan / Swan Lake)

(58) Mr Jack Charles Oliver

(59) Ms Charlie Inskip

(60) Mr Xavier Gonzalez Trimmer

(61) Mr David Buchan (aka David Holliday)

(62) Ms Leanne Swateridge (aka Leayn / Flowery Zebra)

(63) Mr Dino Misina (aka Hedge Hog)
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SCHEDULE A – STEPS TO VARY OR DISCHARGE THIS ORDER

If, in accordance with paragraph 12 above, any Defendant or any other person affected by this Order 
wishes to apply to vary or discharge this Order, to ensure effective case management by the Court the 
following indicative steps must be followed:

1. Any party seeking to contest the Claimants’ entitlement to interim relief should file with the court 
(i.e. send to the court) and serve (i.e. send to the Claimants):

(a) An N244 application form1;

(b) Written grounds for the application (i.e. reasons for the proposed variation / discharge of 
the Order) – this may be contained within the N244 application form or on in a separate 
document; and

(c) A witness statement(s) containing and/or appending all of the evidence to be relied upon in 
support of the application.

2. In order to file the above documents with the Court, the applicant should:

(a) Send physical copies of the documents to the address at paragraph 18 of this Order; and/or

(b) Speak to the Court to obtain an address to send electronic copies of the documents to.

3. In order to serve the above documents on the Claimants, the applicant should:

(a) Send physical copies of the documents to the address at paragraph 19 of this Order; and/or

(b) Send electronic copies of the documents to the e-mail address at paragraph 19 above.

4. The person making the application should indicate to the Court and Claimants whether they consider 
the matter requires a court hearing or can be dealt with by the judge reviewing the paper application 
and any response from the Claimants.

5. Thereafter the Claimants (i.e. HS2) shall have 14 days to file and serve evidence and submissions in 
response, including as to whether an oral hearing is required to determine the application.

6. Within 21 days, the Court shall decide whether a hearing is necessary, and/or may request from the 
parties evidence on any further matters necessary to determine the application. If the Court decides that 
a hearing is necessary, it shall seek to schedule the hearing (accommodating availabilities of the parties) 
within 42 days (6 weeks).

7. If the Court decides that further evidence is needed from either party, it may set strict deadlines by 
which that evidence must be filed. Both parties should be aware that the Court may restrict the use of 
evidence which is filed late or impose other penalties for non-compliance.

1 See the following link which provides a digital version of the form, and guidance notes:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/form-n244-application-notice
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SCHEDULE B – USEFUL REFERENCES AND RESOURCES

The attention of all parties is drawn to the following references and resources:

Bar Pro Bono Unit – A possible avenue for obtaining free legal advice and/or representation: 
https://weareadvocate.org.uk/

Support Through Court (formerly Personal Support Unit) – An organisation supporting litigants in 
person: https://www.supportthroughcourt.org/

Civil Procedure Rules Part 8: https://www.justice.gov.uk/courts/procedurerules/civil/rules/part08

Help with Court Fees website: https://www.gov.uk/get-help-with-court-fees
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Your Area Categories

Ramarni Crosby murder trial collapses after Bristol Crown Court

judge becomes unwell

Thursday 28 July 2022 at 6:13am

Ramarni Crosby was stabbed multiple times in Gloucester last year

Credit: Gloucestershire Police

The trial of eight teenagers accused of killing Ramarni Crosby in  has collapsed

after the judge was taken ill.

The 16-year-old was stabbed to death last December. Dean Smith, 19, two 17-year-olds, three

16-year-olds and two 15-year-olds who cannot be named for legal reasons have been

standing trial at  since June.

But following the announcement that the judge had become unwell, the jury was discharged

and a retrial has been rescheduled for next year.

WEST COUNTRY CRIME AND COURTS GLOUCESTER BRISTOL CROWN COURT

Gloucester

Bristol Crown Court

Fresh police appeal launched after 14 sheep killed in Dorset field

Woman arrested after baby girl's 'unexplained' death
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Ramarni Crosby - known as Marni - was stabbed multiple times in Stratton Road, Gloucester,

on December 15 last year.

The teenager, who was from the Frampton and Severn area of the city, died at the scene.

Related News

WEST COUNTRY CRIME AND COURTS GLOUCESTER BRISTOL CROWN COURT

Murder probe launched after man dies in village

3 hrs ago
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Ramarni Crosby trial stops after judge
becomes unwell

Ramarni Crosby was stabbed on Stratton Road in Gloucester

The trial of eight youths accused of the murder of a 16-year-old has stopped
after the judge became unwell.

Ramarni Crosby died after suffering multiple stab wounds in December in
Gloucester.

Dean Bradley Smith, 19, and seven teenagers who cannot be named for legal
reasons, have been on trial at Bristol Crown Court since mid June.

But it was announced earlier that Mr Justice Knowles was unable to continue

Menu

England Local News Regions Gloucestershire

27 July
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But it was announced earlier that Mr Justice Knowles was unable to continue,
so there will now be a retrial.

Mrs Justice Cutts told the jury she knew it had been some days since they had
been back in court and that she was not the judge they were expecting to see.

"Mr Justice Knowles has become unwell and is unable to continue," she said.

"What that means, I'm afraid to say, is that this trial cannot continue."

Apologised to jurors

"I know you have reached the point where all the evidence has been put before
you. You were expecting to hear directions and closing speeches before
retiring to consider your verdicts.

"But it is Mr Justice Knowles who presided over this trial and he who heard the
evidence.

"It is him who needs to give you the directions. I am afraid in situations like
these, the trial has to stop, the jury is discharged and the case is relisted."

Mrs Justice Cutts apologised to the jurors, thanked them for their time and
released them from jury service for the next 10 years.

No date has yet been set for a retrial.

Follow BBC West on Facebook, Twitter and Instagram. Send your story ideas to:
bristol@bbc.co.uk

Related Internet Links

The BBC is not responsible for the content of external sites.

Related Topics

Gloucester

F th l l it

HM Courts & Tribunals Service
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE   Claim No.   QBD-2022-BHM-000044 
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 
B E T W E E N  

 
 

(1) HIGH SPEED TWO (HS2) LTD 

(2) THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT 

Claimants 
-and- 

 
PERSONS UNKNOWN and Others 

 
Defendants 

 

CLAIMANTS’ SKELETON ARGUMENT ON THE MERITS 

For hearing at 10.30 am on 26th, 27th  and 30th May 2022 
 

 

 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 

1. The Claimants’ first skeleton argument sets out relevant legal principles relevant to this 

application, dated 18th May 2022. This second skeleton argument addresses the merits of 

the Claim and the substantive issues raised by Defendants. The aggregate length of the 

two documents exceeds 20 pages. Having regard to the nature of the case and the 

intention in setting out relevant legal principles in the first skeleton argument, the Court 

is asked to give permission to rely on both documents. 

 
2. The Claimants seek:  

 
• An injunction, including an anticipatory injunction1, to protect the HS2 

Scheme. 

• Orders for alternative service; and  

• As the Claimants have previously been granted several orders prohibiting 

trespass and nuisance in relation to parts of the HS2 Land,2 the Claimants 

ask that these be discharged (along with discontinuance of the underlying 

proceedings) upon the grant of the order that is now applied for3. 

 
1 Formerly referred to as a quia timet injunction 
2 See Particulars of Claim, paragraph 7.  
3 A draft of which was filed with the application, and which has been amended following the Directions hearing. 
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3. The Defendants who have been identified and joined individually as Defendants to these 

proceedings, are referred to as “the Named Defendants”; whilst reference to “the 

Defendants” generally, includes both the Named Defendants and those persons unknown 

who have not yet been individually identified. The names of all the persons engaged in 

unlawful trespass were not known at the date of filing the proceedings (and are still not 

known). That is why different categories of “persons unknown” are identified as 

Defendants 1 to 4. That was and remains an appropriate means of seeking relief against 

unknown categories of people in these circumstances.4  

 
4. This skeleton argument deals with: 

 
[1] Trespass 

[2] Nuisance 

[3] A real risk of continued unlawfulness 

[4] Reasons to grant the order against known defendants 

[5] Reasons to grant the order against persons unknown 

[6] Scope 

[7] Service and knowledge 

 

5. In broad terms, the questions arising are: (1) have there been unlawful acts which justify 

the grant of relief; (2) do the circumstances and history further justify relief in 

anticipation of those acts continuing; (3) are the defendants correctly described? If the 

answer to those broad questions is ‘yes’, then the further issues are: (4) whether the 

proposed order would operate fairly and proportionately, and; (5) without unintended 

consequences for lawful activity? 

 

6. The purpose of the order, if granted, is simply to allow the First and Second Claimant to 

get on with building a large piece of linear infrastructure. Its purpose is not to inhibit 

normal activities generally, nor to inhibit the expression of whatever views may be held. 

The fundamental disagreement with those who appear to defend these proceedings is as 

to what constitutes lawful protest. The Claimants say that they are faced with deliberate 

interference with their land and work with a view to bringing the HS2 Scheme to a halt. 

 
 

4 See Boyd & Anor v Ineos Upstream Ltd & Ors [2019] EWCA Civ 515 at [18]-[34], summarised in Canada 
Goose v Persons Unknown [2020] EWCA Civ 303 at [82] (as we deal with in detail below in Part 5 of this 
skeleton argument). 
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7. That is not lawful, and it is not lawful protest. 

 
8. A summary schedule of the points taken by Defendants is appended to this skeleton 

argument. 

 
9. On Monday 23rd May the Claimants will provide the Court with an Administrative Note 

which will include a consolidated list of suggested reading, having regard to any skeleton 

argument received from any Defendant. It will also include an update of those 

Defendants who have, by then, signed undertakings that they will not trespass or 

otherwise continue to interfere with the HS2 Scheme and so have been removed from the 

list of named Defendants.5 

 

[1] TRESPASS 
 

The Claimant’s Rights to the HS2 Land  
 

10. As set out in Dilcock 1 [B145 onwards] and Dilcock 4 [B179], the HS2 Scheme at 

present consists of Phases One and 2a, pursuant to the HS2 Acts. Section 4(1) of the 

Phase One Act gives the First Claimant power to acquire so much of the land within the 

Phase One Act limits as may be required for Phase One purposes. The First Claimant may 

acquire land by way of General Vesting Declaration (“GVD”) or the Notice to Treat 

(“NTT”) and Notice of Entry (“NoE”) procedure. Section 15 and Schedule 16 of the Phase 

One Act give the First Claimant the power to take temporary possession of land within 

the Phase One Act limits for Phase One purposes. 

 
11. In relation to Phase 2a, section 4(1) of the Phase 2a Act gives the First Claimant power 

to acquire so much of the land within the Phase 2a Act limits as may be required for 

Phase 2a purposes. As with Phase One, the First Claimant may acquire land by way of 
the GVD, and the NTT and NoE procedures. Section 13 and Schedule 15 of the Phase 2a Act give 

the First Claimant the power to take temporary possession of land within the Phase 2a Act limits 

for Phase 2a purposes. 

 
12. In addition to the powers of acquisition and temporary possession under the Phase One 

Act and the Phase 2a Act, some of the HS2 Land has been acquired by the First Claimant 

under the statutory blight regime pursuant to Chapter II of the Town and Country 

 
5 Those undertakings, received to date, are at [D/18; D/22]. 
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Planning Act 1990. The First Claimant has acquired other parts of the HS2 Land via 

transactions under the various Discretionary HS2 Schemes set up by the Government to 

assist property owners affected by the HS2 Scheme. 

 
13. Further parts of the HS2 Land have been acquired from landowners by consent and 

without the need to exercise powers. To be clear, there are no limits on the interests in 

land which HS2 Ltd may acquire by agreement. Finally, the Claimants hold some of the 

HS2 Land under leases – most notably, the First Claimant’s registered office at Snowhill 

in Birmingham and its office at The Podium in Euston, both of which have been subject 

to trespass and (in the case of The Podium) criminal damage by activists opposed to the 

HS2 Scheme (the incident of trespass and criminal damage at The Podium on 6 May 

2021 is described in more detail in Jordan 1 [29.3.2; B/10/095]). 

 
14. The entitlement to possession can be seen in the exhibits to Dilcock 1: JAD1 [Bundle 

F], JAD2 [Bundle E], JAD3 [C/vol B/5/284 onwards] (which are also provided through 

online links6). The land is coloured as follows:7 

 
 

a. Pink land: of which the Claimants are either owner with freehold or leasehold title. 

The basis of title is explained in JAD2 [Bundle E],  (Table 1 reflects land acquired 

by the GVD process, Table 3 that acquired by other means – e.g. private treaty). 
 
 

b. Green land: in respect of which the First Claimant is entitled to temporary 

possession pursuant to section 15 and Schedule 16 of the Phase One Act and section 

13 and Schedule 15 of the Phase 2a Act. (Table 4 of JAD2: E085-153). 

 

 
15. There is no doubt that the Claimants have the necessary rights in the HS2 Land to obtain 

the relief sought. The Court can therefore be satisfied that the Claimants are entitled to 

possession of all of the land comprising the HS2 Land. 

 

 

 

 
6 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/hs2-route-wide-injunction-proceedings 
7 Further detail is provided at Dilcock 1, paragraphs 28-33. 
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The evidence of trespass 

16. Jordan 1 [B/10/065 onwards] contains ample evidence of trespass by (primarily) 

persons unknown both on the Cash’s Pit Land, and elsewhere along the HS2 Scheme 

route. Whilst the focus of the trespass has been various ‘protest camps’, it has not been 

confined to those sites, and activists have ranged widely across the HS2 Land at times to 

carry out their direct-action activities. 

 

[2] NUISANCE 

17. The HS2 Scheme is specifically authorised by Acts of Parliament. Notwithstanding its 

democratic legitimacy and public interest, the HS2 Scheme has been subjected to a long 

running campaign of “direct action” – that is, action which interferes with the HS2 

Scheme. These actions began in October 2017 and have continued. They have become 

more serious in terms of damage, danger, delay and financial impact.8  Between Q4 of 

2017 and December 20211, 1007 incidents have had an impact on operational activity. 

Up to December 2021, it had cost £121.62 million (for Phase One alone) to deal with 

anti-HS2 direct action. These costs are borne entirely by the public purse.9  

 
18. There has been significant violence, criminality and risk to the life of the activists, HS2 

staff and contractors.10 This has given rise to very serious safety concerns.   
 

19. As noted in Jordan 1 at [12; B/10/069], the direct action has appeared less about 

expressing the activists’ views about the HS2 Scheme and more about causing direct and 

repeated harm to the HS2 Scheme with the overall aim of “stopping” or “cancelling” the 

HS2 Scheme.11 As a number of courts have observed when dealing with injunction 

applications related to the HS2 Scheme, that is not how decisions are made in a 

democratic society.12  

 
20. Of the many incidents which have occurred over recent years, Jordan 1 provides 

 
8 though the actual number is likely much higher (see Jordan1, para 13) 
9 Jordan 1, para. 15. 
10 129 individuals were arrested for 407 offences from November 2019 - October 2020; Jordan 1, paras. 
14 and 23. 
11 See for example the remarks of D5 quoted at Jordan 1 [21.2]. 
12 See for example, Andrews J. (as she then was), in the Cubbington and Crackley judgment: SSfT and HS2 v 
Persons Unknown [2020] EWHC 671 (Ch) at [36] and [42]. And see DPP v Cuciurean at [84]. 
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examples of the unlawful conduct. These include incidents such as [B/10/082 onwards]: 

 

 
i. Using lock-on devices to attach to tunnel shoring and to other activists to 

resist removal from within dangerous hand-dug tunnels on trespassed land 

at Euston Square Gardens (Jordan 1 [29.1.8]), and attacking with a 

wooden stick those attempting to remove a protestor from the tunnels 

(Jordan 1 [55.5]). 

ii. Significant abuse including verbal abuse, slapping, punching and spitting 

in the face of HS2 security officers, in the height of the covid pandemic – 

(Jordan 1 [29.1.10(c)]); assaulting a security officer resulting in hospital 

attention being required (Jordan 1 [29.8.2]); throwing human waste and 

a smoke grenade at HS2 contractors (Jordan 1 [29.8.3]); and carrying 

weapons including knives and machetes whilst trespassing on the HS2 

Land (Jordan 1 [29.8.4]). 

iii. Obstruction of access to HS2 sites including lying down in front of 

compound gates (Jordan 1 [29.2.1]), dumping a boat in front of a site 

entrance (Jordan 1 [29.2.4.1]) and staging a “die-in” by lying on the 

ground blocking both lanes of a public highway near to a site entrance 

(Jordan 1 [29.2.4.3]). 

iv. Damage to buildings and equipment including: breaching and damaging 

fencing followed by assault of 2 security officers, starting of a fire in a 

skip, 6 vehicles and a marquee damaged, and a number of electronic items 

stolen (Jordan 1 [29.1.1]); cutting hydraulic hoses risking spillage 

(Jordan 1 [29.3.1]); and scaling one of HS2’s offices in central London, 

graffitiing and smashing windows (Jordan 1 [29.3.2]). 

v. Climbing on a lorry of tarmac at a point which obstructed access to works 

being undertaken during a period of possession of the M42, bring work to 

a halt (Jordan 1 [29.1.4]) 

vi. Environmental damage including ‘spiking’ trees with nails (both those 

scheduled for felling and others) (Jordan 1 [29.4.1])(Dilcock 4 [42] 

[B/14/209]; interference with ecological mitigation works (Jordan 1 

[29.4.2]); waste and fly tipping (Jordan 1 [29.4.3]). 

vii. An activist climbing underneath and attaching to a 13-ton tracked 

extraction vehicle stationed on soft ground, putting life at considerable 

risk through potential for crushing (Jordan 1 [29.1.5]). 
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viii. Scaling a 150ft crane in the early hours of the morning with no safety 

equipment, causing danger to passing air traffic (Jordan 1 [29.1.7]). 

ix. Constructing a defensive tower on the HS2 Land at Small Dean to resist 

removal, protected with barbed wire and booby-trapped with expanding 

foam and razor wire to create danger and delay for those seeking to evict 

the camp (that eviction cost £5m and took over a month) (Jordan 1 

[29.6.3] and [58]). 

x. Digging defensive tunnels and structures at Cash’s Pit, entering and 

remaining in these tunnels to resist removal, in breach of the possession 

order and injunction recently granted over this land (latest update on 

attempts to remove activists from Cash’s Pit Land set out in Dilcock 4 [33]-

[43] [B/14/197]). 

 

 

 These matters constitute a nuisance. 

 

[3] A REAL RISK OF CONTINUED UNLAWFULNESS 

 

 
21. The trespass and nuisance will continue, unless restrained, as shown by by Jordan 1 

[B/10/072 onwards]: 
 
 

15.1.D27, after being removed from the tunnels at Euston Square Gardens in 

February 2021 stated “this is just a start” (Jordan 1 [21.3]). 

 
15.2.D6 on 23 February 2022 stating that if an injunction was granted over one 

of the gates providing entrance to Balfour Beatty land, they “will just hit 

all the other gates” and “if they do get this injunction then we can carry 

on this game and we can hit every HS2, every Balfour Beatty gate” 

(Jordan 1 [21.12]). 

 
15.3.D6 on 24 February 2022 stating if the Cash’s Pit camp is evicted, “we’ll 

just move on. And we’ll just do it again and again and again” (Jordan 1 

[21.13]). 
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15.4.D17 said in a video on 10 March 2022: “let’s keep…causing as much 

disruption and cost as possible. Coming to land near you” (Jordan 1 

[21.14]). 

 
15.5.Further detail is given of recent and future likely activities around Cash’s 

Pit and other HS2 Land in the Swynnerton area at Jordan 1 [72]-[79]. 

 

 
22. The possession order and injunction made by the Court on 11 April 2022 was sealed and 

sent to the Claimants for service. A number of individuals remain in occupation of the 

unauthorised encampment and there is evidence of breaches of the injunction discussed 

at Dilcock 3 [46; B/13/195], and Dilcock 4 [36; B/14/208]. This continues to demonstrate 

flagrant disregard for orders of the Court. 

 

23. The Claimants reasonably anticipate that the activists will move their activities to another 

location along the route of the HS2 Scheme. Given the size of the HS2 Scheme, it is 

impossible for the Claimants to reasonably protect the entirety of the HS2 Land by active 

security patrol or even fencing. 

 
 

Previous injunctive relief 

 
24. The Claimants have obtained a number of other injunctions in respect of HS2 Land. These 

are detailed in Dilcock 1 at [37] – [41] [B/11/155].13 

 

25. Generally, the Court expects its orders to be obeyed. The pursuit of contempt of court 

proceedings against D33, D32, D24, D25, D26, and D30 demonstrates that the Claimants 

are seeking to ensure compliance with the injunctions in order to protect their interests 

(and to uphold the authority of the Court). 

 
26. D33 (Mr Cuciurean) was found in contempt by Marcus Smith J on 13 October 2020. 

Committal proceedings against the remainder listed above were settled following wide 

ranging undertakings from the Defendants to those proceedings, and the Court accepting 

the Defendants’ sincere apologies for breaching those injunctions (see undertakings at 

 
13 In addition to those granted in respect of Euston Square Gardens, which have fallen away as the activists have left 
the tunnels. 
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[C/5/474], and judgment at [Auth/25]). Dilcock 4 explains that the Claimants are 

preparing further committal applications in respect of breaches of the Cash’s Pit 

injunction [B/14/209]. 

 
 

[4] REASONS TO GRANT THE ORDER AGAINST NAMED DEFENDANTS 
 

 
27. The defences which have been filed, and representations received from non-Defendants, 

make points which are, in summary14: 

 

i. The actions complained of are justifiable because the HS2 Scheme causes 

environmental damage. This is incorrect and is a point which has been 

decided against these and other claimants in other proceedings [A/14/274]; 

ii. The order would interfere with rights under Art 10 and 11 ECHR. This 

order would not do so for the reasons given below; 

iii. Lawful protest would be prevented. It would not because the prohibited 

actions are defined, the protest would have to give rise to the unlawful 

consequences described, and the Order expressly states that such protest is 

unaffected; 

iv. Restriction of rights to use public highway and public rights of way. These 

are specifically carved out in the order (paragraph 4). 

v. Concern from those who occupy or use HS2 Land pursuant to a lease or 

licence with HS2. Those persons and their invitees are there with the 

Claimants’ consent and therefore would not be defendants and would not 

otherwise fall within the terms of the order in any event.  

 

 

28. The balance of the issues raised are addressed in the remainder of this skeleton argument 

and the legal principles skeleton argument. 

 

[5] REASONS TO GRANT THE ORDER AGAINST PERSONS UNKNOWN 

 

29. The activists engaged in direct action are a rolling and evolving group. The group is an 

unknown and fluctuating body of potential defendants. It is not effective to simply 

 
14 There is a schedule of the defences and responses in the Annex to this skeleton argument. 
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include named defendants. It is therefore necessary to define the persons unknown by 

reference to the consequence of their actions, and to include persons unknown as a 

defendant. 

 

30. The definitions of ‘persons unknown’ in this case are apt and appropriately narrow in 

scope. The definitions would not capture innocent or inadvertent trespass. 

 
31. There would be no interference with Art 10 and 11 rights because there is no right to 

cause the type and level of disruption which would be restrained by the order, and there 

is no right of protest on private land. Turning to the Zeigler questions: 

 
 

i. The Defendants’ action goes well beyond the exercise of Art 10 and 11 rights. 

There are many clear statements to the effect that the intention is to frustrate, 

delay and add cost to the works. That is not ‘expression’. 
ii. Even if there is an interference with those rights, it is in pursuit of many legitimate 

aims: protecting private rights in property; preventing violence and intimidation; 

preventing the waste of public funds; enabling a lawfully considered and 

consented HS2 Scheme to be implemented for the public benefit, as determined 

by Parliament. The latter is fundamentally important in a democratic society. 
iii. The balance is fairly struck and is a rational means to do no more than prevent 

the unlawful activity as well as its calculated unlawful and disruptive 

consequences. 
 

 
32. There is a real and imminent risk of torts being (or continuing to be) committed: 

 

a. The evidence has been summarised above and is provided more fully in Jordan 1 

[B/10]. There is an abundance of evidence that leads to the conclusion that there 

is a real and imminent risk of the tortious behaviour continuing in the way it has 

done in recent years across the HS2 Land. 

 
b. Protection is sought across all of the HS2 Land because, as has been shown, the 

direct action protests are ongoing and simply move from one location to another 

seeking to cause maximum disruption across a large geographical extent. Once a 
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particular protest ‘hub’ on one part of HS2 Land is moved on, the same individuals 

will invariably seek to set up a new ‘hub’ from which to launch their protests 

elsewhere on HS2 Land.  

 

c. Removal on each occasion from an established ‘hub’ requires considerable 

resource output, and more importantly poses considerable risks to personal safety 

of staff and the activists themselves (see, for example, the extreme risks to life 

for both involved in the Euston Square Gardens tunnel occupation of February 

2021, as explained by Steyn J and Linden J [Auth/25/472-4]). 

 
d. The HS2 Land is an area of sufficient size that it is not practicable to police the 

whole area with security personnel or to fence it, or make it otherwise 

inaccessible.  

 

33. This has been the pattern of behaviour which has continued over the last approximately 

4 years and is well documented in Jordan 1 [B/10]. There is no reason to anticipate this 

pattern of behaviour ceasing (see for example Dilcock 4 at [33] – [43] [B/14/207-210]). 

 

34. In terms of the need for a geographically broad injunction to effectively restrain the 

tortious conduct, the Court has encountered a similar scenario recently: the ‘Insulate 

Britain’ protests in the autumn of 2021. Those protests displayed a similar strategy of 

seeking to cause disruption across a very wide area, leading to the need for National 

Highways to obtain interim injunctions in respect of the M25, other large areas of 

strategic road, and ultimately across the whole strategic road network. Lavender J held: 

 
“If the claimant is entitled to an injunction, then I do not consider that it is 
appropriate to require the claimant to continue seeking separate injunctions for 
separate roads, effectively chasing the protestors from one location to another, 
not knowing where they will go next.”15  

 

 
35. Similarly, judicial notice may be taken of Transport for London’s wide-ranging 

injunctions across a large number of roads in London – again, the scale of the coverage 

of the injunction was necessitated by the nature of the disruptive protest activity,16 and 

the fact that if the injunction was limited to one area, the protesters would invariably simply 

 
15 Ibid., Lavender J at [24(7)(c)]. 
16 See Orders in: QB-2021-003841; QB-2021-004122, both dated 15 December 2021. 
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move to another accessible and effective location.17 

 

36. For these reasons, it is submitted that there is a real and imminent risk of torts being carried 

out unless this injunction is granted across the whole of the HS2 Land. 

 
37. Canada Goose at [82] provides guidance.18 The Claimants have sought to take a 

balanced approach, set out in Dilcock 1 at [42] - [47]: 

 
a. The Claimants have named as Defendants to this Application individuals known to 

the Claimants including:  

i. those believed to be in occupation of the Cash’s Pit Land, permanently or 

from time to time;  

ii. the named defendants in the Harvil Road Injunction;  

iii. the named defendants in the Cubbington and Crackley Injunction; and  

iv. individuals whose participation in incidents is described in the evidence in 

support of this claim and the injunction application and not otherwise 

named in one of the previous categories. 

 
b. In the case of D32, he has already given a wide-ranging undertaking19 not to 

interfere with the HS2 Scheme, and the Claimants have only named him because 

he is a named defendant to the proceedings for both pre-existing injunctions. The 

same is true for other Defendants involved in the Euston Square Gardens incident 

as detailed below. 

 

c. The Claimants will remove the Defendants who have also more recently given 

undertakings to the Court.20 

 

 
38. In respect of requirements (2) to (7) of Canada Goose, the Claimants submit these are 

met in this case: 

 
17 See Orders in: QB-2021-003841; QB-2021-004122, both dated 15 December 2021. 
 
18 (1) Name known Ds; (2) PU must be defined by reference to conduct; (3) sufficient real and imminent risk of the 
tort before granting interim relief; (4) alternative service must be set out in the order; (5) prohibitions to correspond 
to the tort; (6) clear terms; (7) interim injunction should have clear geographical and temporal limits. See further 
legal principles skeleton at §20 
19 Exhibited to Dilcock 2. 
20 These include D47 (Tom Dalton) [D/18/54] and D56 (Elizabeth Farbrother) [D/22/68]; the Claimants have made 
further invitations (as set out in the schedule of Defendants‘ responses, and Bundle D, Vol A) and will update the 
Court in advance of the hearing.    
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a. The definitions of the First to Fourth Defendants in these proceedings are 

sufficiently precise to target the relevant conduct. 

 
b. There is a sufficient risk of a tort being committed to justify quia timet relief : 

 
 

i. The Claimants have been subject to a long-running campaign of direct-

action involving trespass on the HS2 Land, in opposition to the HS2 

Scheme, as already explained. 

 
ii. Various activists have expressed the intention to continue and to expand 

their activities in the future (as detailed above). 

 
iii. The Defendants are motivated, resourceful and not deterred by traditional 

security measures. Jordan 1 [B/10] contains substantial evidence of the 

protestors removing security fencing, creating relatively elaborate camps 

and other structures and refusing to move promptly (and indeed resisting 

removal by locking-on to acrow-props within hand-dug tunnels, in the 

Euston Square Gardens incident) when challenged by security or 

contractors on the sites. 

 
iv. The nature (especially size and varied terrain) of the sites are such that 

traditional security methods are unlikely, without more, to be successful. 

 
v. The most extreme of the activists' activities show no signs of tailing off 

or reducing, indeed they are continuing as shown by the present situation 

at Cash’s Pit (see Dilcock 4 [33] – [43] [B/14/207]). The threats to 

continue such activities can therefore be taken seriously. They are not 

empty words. 

 
c. The Court has indicated what is required by way of alternative service. As set out 

in Dilcock 4 [B/14], these service provisions have been complied with.  

 

d. The concern regarding the definition of unlawful conduct is not germane here as it 

is a case of trespass and nuisance, where defining the unlawful conduct is 

straightforward. 
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e. The description of persons unknown uses non-technical language, is clear in its 

scope and application, and is similar to language approved by the courts in similar 

cases. 

 
f. The geographical limit required is broad but justifiable – as it was in the National 

Highways strategic road network injunction (see above). In any event, the land is 

identified in maps available to view online. The requirement for a temporal limit 

is also satisfied here. 

 

39. Beyond satisfying the above elements, it is appropriate to make brief submissions on 

several further points of detail. 

 

Convention rights, generally 
 

40. There remain a multitude of other forums for debating the merits of the HS2 Scheme, 

and the order sought would not deprive the Defendants of their right to exercise that 

voice. The order does not seek to prohibit lawful protest. 

 

41. To the extent there would be interference with the Convention rights of the Defendants 

(which is not accepted), this interference must be balanced against the rights of the 

Claimants under Article 1 Protocol 1, insofar as the Claimants are entitled to possession 

of the HS2 Land and are being deprived of that by the unlawful protest, which is actively 

threated to continue. The proportionality balance struck in this jurisdiction between rights 

of owners and those with no permission to be on private land is embodied in the law of 

trespass, and it would be unattractive to disturb this position on the basis of sometimes 

violent direct action. 

 
42. There is a strong public interest in the democratically consented HS2 Scheme being 

completed on time and in minimizing public expense on security. The Defendants’ 

activities actively seek to increase such costs. The public expense to date as a result of 

unlawful direct action is substantial: £121.62 million to December 2021. But this is not 

only or even primarily about cost – it is also about safety and real risk to life. 

 
43. Although each individual direct action may appear small in the context of the HS2 

Scheme as a whole, that is not a reason to overlook its impact since, as the Divisional 
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Court put it in DPP v Cuciurean, “that argument could be repeated endlessly along the 

route of a major project such as this. It has no regard to the damage to the project and 

the public interest that would be caused by encouraging protesters to believe that with 

impunity they can wage a campaign of attrition” (at [87]). The Claimants adopt the 

Divisional Court’s dicta as their submission in this case. 

 
44. If article 8 Convention rights are argued, the Claimants will rely on Ackroyd v HS2 Ltd 

[2020] EWHC 1460 (QB) (an application by protestors for an injunction to restrain from 

a building owned by HS2). The court held that it was “inevitable that… a court would 

conclude that the removal… was justified. The steps taken to remove them were taken by 

an owner of land who is seeking to fulfil an important statutory purpose” (at [11]). 

 
 

[6] SCOPE 

 
45. The geographical scope of the order which is sought is certainly extensive. The reason 

for a route-wide injunction is simple: the trespass and disruption progresses along the 

route. The alternative is to follow the protesters to wherever they chose to go next and to 

seek to obtain injunctive relief time after time. That has been the history to date. It is 

expensive both in its effect on the HS2 Scheme and in litigation costs. It is a greater 

burden on the Court than the single injunction. 

 

46. There is no principled reason to object to the injunction on the grounds of its total length. 

If there is a reason in principle why a particular parcel of land should not be within the 

scope of the order, then those reasons can be given. That is not anybody’s case, save for 

D36 (Mr Kier; D/E/1468). His ‘Ground 1’ is answered by Dilcock 4 [B/14]. 

 
47. We draw attention to [B/8/049]: 

 
i. The order is time-limited. Paragraph 3 contains an injunction with a long 

stop date of 31 May 2023; 
ii. Paragraph 4 provides clarity on the HS2 Land, i.e. which land is affected; 

iii.  Paragraphs 5 and 6 provide explicit guidance on what may constitute 

prohibited acts of obstruction and interference. The injunction contains 

express exceptions for use of public rights of way or private rights of access 

over HS2 Land, and lawful use of the public highway (paras. 4(a)-(c)). 
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48. These provisions are an answer to many of the points raised by those who have responded 

to the proceedings. They are further answered by the proposed service and knowledge 

requirements. 

 

[7] SERVICE AND KNOWLEDGE 
 

49. If the Court decides that the order should be made, how would it be served and what is 

the role of knowledge? 

 

Service 

 

50. The Service of the Application was considered at the directions hearing on 28 April 2022. 

At that hearing, Julian Knowles J Ordered that the steps contained at paragraph 2 of the 

Order would amount to good and sufficient service of the Application [B/7/042].  Those 

steps are proposed to be repeated. 

 

51. The methods of service were based on those which had been endorsed and approved by 

the High Court in other cases where injunctions were sought in similar terms to those in 

this Application. The methods of service to date have been effective in publicising the 

Application. 

 
52. There were 1,371 views (at 24 April 2022) by users of the Route Wide Injunction 

Website: Dilcock 3 [11; B/13/182]. By 17th May 2022 there had been 2,315 page views 

of which 1469 were from unique users: Dilcock 4 [17; B/14/202]. So, in round terms, 

there were an additional 1000 views since the Directions hearing. 

 
53. Twitter accounts have shared information about the Application and/or the fundraiser to 

their followers. The number of followers of those accounts is 265,268: Dilcock 3 [16; 

B/12/183] 

 
54. A non-exhaustive review of Facebook shows that information about the injunction and / 

or the link to the fundraiser has been posted and shared extensively across pages with 

thousands of followers and public groups with thousands of followers. Membership of 

the groups on Facebook to which the information has been shared amounts to 564,028: 

Dilcock 3 [17; B13/184]. 
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55. A similar point may be made in respect of YouTube: Dilcock 3 [23; B/13/188]. 

 

 
56. Dilcock 4 ([7] – [17]; B/14/199) sets out how the Claimants have complied with the 

additional service requirements pursuant to the directions of Julian Knowles J dated 28 

April 2022. Those measures are not reliant on either notice via website or social media. 

They complement and add to the very wide broadcasting of the fact of the proceedings. 

 

57. It is submitted that the totality of notice, publication and broadcasting is very extensive 

and effective. Service of the order by the same means would be similarly effective, and 

that is what the First Claimant proposes. 

 
 

Knowledge 

 
58. The First Claimant does not propose to rely only on the fact of service as just described. 

Together, these ensure the injunction would prohibit only unlawful and disruptive 

protest, with sufficient carve-outs to ensure that others are unaffected, namely: 

 

a. An individual who inadvertently strays onto the HS2 Land will not fall within the 

definition of the “Persons Unknown” caught by the injunction unless they also 

act with the consequence of causing disruption, interference, damage, delay etc.; 

 
b. Even if an individual inadvertently trespasses onto the HS2 Land and has the 

effect proscribed under the injunction (e.g. causing delay), they will only be fixed 

with liability for breach of the injunction where it can be proved to the criminal 

standard that they had knowledge of the injunction and that the breach was 

deliberate. 

 
c. There is an analogy here with the balance struck in the National Highways SRN-

wide injunction which effectively required a personal warning. 

 

 

59. The law guards against liability for inadvertent breach. The Court considered service 
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provisions in great detail in respect of the committal of Mr Cuciurean:21 

 

“Given that, in the case of Category 3 Defendants, the service provisions in the 

order will have to deal with the question of notice to an unknown and fluctuating 

body of potential defendants, there may very well be cases where (i) the rules 

on service may have been complied with, but (ii) the person infringing the order 

knows nothing about even the existence of the order, when infringing it, or that 

he or she is doing anything wrong. In such a case, provided the person alleged 

to be in contempt can show that the service provisions have operated unjustly 

against him or her, the service against that person may be set aside. 

 
I stress that where it can be shown that the service provisions that apply in the 

case of a given order can be shown to have operated unjustly, this is a matter 

that goes not merely to sanction (although such matters might also be relevant 

to sanction). Where the person subject to the order can show that the service 

provisions have operated unjustly against him or her, then service ought to be 

set aside and the threat of committal removed altogether. It is not, to my mind, 

sufficient to say, in such a case, that there is a contempt, but that the punishment 

ought to be minimal or none.” 

 

60. Arising from those committal proceedings, the Court of Appeal analysed the provisions 

for alternative service:22 

 

At [60]: “The cases make it clear that any provision for alternative service 

should be such as can reasonably be expected to bring the proceedings to 

the attention of the defendant. But that is a standard to be applied 

prospectively. I can see that, in principle, a defendant joined as a person 

unknown might later seek to set aside or vary an order for service by 

alternative means, on the grounds that the Court was misinformed or 

otherwise erred in its assessment of what would be reasonable.” 

 
At [69]: “[regarding the Hoarding Fence] This could not be mistaken for 

 
21 SSfT and High Speed Two (HS2) Limited v Cuciurean [2020] EWHC 2614 (Ch), Marcus Smith J at [63(7); 
[Auth/17/310]   
22 Cuciurean v SSfT and High Speed Two (HS2) Limited [2021] EWCA Civ 357 – at [14] – [15], [25] – 26] and [70] 
[A/14/276] 
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anything but an outward and visible sign that those in possession of the 

land beyond it were asserting their rights to maintain possession”. 

 

 

61. Paragraphs 12 - 14 discharge previous injunctions (which the Claimants consider are 

otiose if the draft order is granted in substantively the terms set out) and discontinue the 

underlying proceedings (the permission of the court is required for this where an interim 

injunction has been made – CPR 38.2). Consolidation would therefore simplify and 

clarify matters for the Defendants, by providing for the same terms across the whole 

route.23 

 

 
CONCLUSION 

 

62. Subject to any modifications the Court considers appropriate, the Claimants respectfully 

ask that the Court make the Order in the terms sought. 

 

 

RICHARD KIMBLIN QC 
SIONED DAVIES  

No5 Chambers 
 
 

MICHAEL FRY 
JONATHAN WELCH 

Francis Taylor Building 
 
 

20 May 2022 
 

 
 
 
 
  

 
23 At present the Harvil Road and Crackley injunction terms differ from one another. 
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ANNEX 
 
Summary of Responses to proceedings by Defendants and non-Defendants 
 

Name Received [ref] Summary 
D6 – James Knaggs SkA for initial 

hearing 
(05.04.22) 

Definition of persons unknown is overly broad, contrary to 
Canada Goose. Service provisions inadequate. No foundation for 
relief based on trespass because no demonstrate immediate right 
to possession, and seeking to restrain lawful protest on highway. 
No imminent threat. Scope of order is large. Terms impose 
blanket disproportionate prohibitions on demonstrations on the 
highway. Chilling effect of the order. 

Defence 
(17.05.22) 

C required to establish cause of action in trespass & nuisance 
across all of HS2 Land and existence of the power to take action 
to prevent such. No admission of legal rights of the C represented 
in maps. Denied that Cash’s Pit land is illustrative of wider issues 
re entirety of HS2 Land. Denied there is a real and imminent risk 
of trespass & nuisance re HS2 Land to justify injunction. Impact 
and effect of injunction extends beyond the limited remit sought 
by HS2. Proportionality. Denial that D6 conduct re Cash’s Pit has 
constituted trespass or public/private nuisance. 

D7 – Leah Oldfield Defence 
(16.05.22) [D/3] 

D7s actions do not step beyond legal rights to protest, evidence 
does not show unlawful activity. Right to protest. Complaints 
about HS2 Scheme, complaints about conduct of HS2 security 
contractors. Asks to be removed from injunction on basis of lack 
of evidence 

D8 – Tepcat Greycat Email 
(16.05.22) [D/4] 

Complaint that D8 was not identified properly in injunction 
application papers and that she would like name removed from 
schedule of Ds. 

D9 – Hazel Ball Email 
(13.05.22) [D/7] 

Asks for name to be removed. Queries why she has been named 
in injunction application papers. Has only visited Cash’s Pit 
twice, with no intention to return. Never visited Harvil Road. 

D10 – IC Turner Response 
(16.05.22) [D/8] 

Inappropriateness of D10’s inclusion as a named D (peaceful 
protester, no involvement with campaign this year, given 
proximity to route the injunction would restrict freedom of 
movement within vicinity). Inappropriateness of proceedings 
(abuse of process because of right to protest). Complaints about 
HS2 Scheme. 

D11 – Tony Carne Submission 
(13.05.22) 
[D/10] 

Denies having ever been an occupier of Cash’s Pit Land. Asks to 
be removed as named D. 

D24 – Daniel Hooper Email 
(16.05.22) 
[D/12] 

Asks for name to be removed because already subject to wide 
ranging undertaking. Asks for assurance of the same by 20th 
May. 

D29 – Jessica 
Maddison 

Defence 
(16.05.22) 
[D/14] 

Injunction would restrict ability to access Euston station and 
prevent access to GP surgery and hospital. Restriction on use of 
footpaths, would result from being named in injunction. Would 
lead to her being street homeless. Lack of evidence for naming 
within injunction. Criminal matters re lock on protests were 
discontinued before trial. Complaints about HS2 contractor 
conduct. 

D35 – Terry Sandison Email 
(07.04.22) 
[D/15] 

Complaint about lack of time to prepare for initial hearing. 

Application for 
more time – 

Says he wishes to challenge HS2 on various points of working 
practices, queries why he is on paperwork for court but feels he 

63



21 

   
 

 

N244 
(04.04.22) 

hasn’t received proof of claims they have to use his conduct to 
secure injunction. Asks for a month to consider evidence and 
challenge the injunction and claims against himself. 

D36 – Mark Kier Large volume 
of material 
submitted (c.3k 
pages) 
[D/36/179-
D/37/2916] 

Mr Kier sets out four grounds: (1) the area of land subject to the 
Claim is incorrect in a number of respects; (2) the protest 
activity is proportionate and valid and necessary to stop crimes 
being committed by HS2; (3) the allegations of violence and 
intimidation are false. The violence and intimidation emanates 
from HS2; (4) the project is harmful and should not have been 
consented. 

D39 – Iain Oliver Response to 
application 
(16.05.22) 
[D/16] 

Complaints about alleged water pollution, wildlife crimes and 
theft and intimidation on HS2’s behalf. Considers that injunction 
is wrong and a gagging order. 

D46 – Wiktoria 
Zieniuk 

Not included in 
bundle 

Brief email provided querying why she was included. 

D47 – Tom Dalton Email 
(05.04.22) 
[D/17] 

Complaint about damage caused to door from gaffatape of 
papers to front door. Says he is happy to promise not to violate 
or contest injunction as is not involved in anti HS2 campaign 
and hasn’t been for years. (Undertaking now signed) 

D54 – Hayley Pitwell Email 
(04.04.22) 
[D/19] 

Request for adjournment and extension of time to submit 
arguments, for a hearing and for name to be removed as D. 
Queries whether injunction will require her to take massive 
diversions when driving to Wales. Complaint about incident of 
action at Harvil Road that led to D56 being named in this 
application – despite over factual matters (esp Jordan 1 para 
29.1.10). Complaint that HS2 security contractor broke 
coronavirus act and D54 is suing for damages. N.b. no 
subsequent representations received. 

D55 – Jacob Harwood 17.05.22 [D/20] Complaint about injunction restricting ability to use Euston 
station, public rights of way, canals etc. Complaint that there is 
lack of evidence against D55 so he should be removed as named 
D. 

D56 – Elizbeth 
Farbrother 

11.05.22 [D/23] Correspondence and undertaking subsequently signed. 

D62 – Leanne 
Swateridge 

Email 
(14.05.22) 
[D/23] 

Complaint about reliance on crane incident at Euston. 
Complaints about conduct of HS2 contractors and merits of HS2 
Scheme. 

Joe Rukin First witness 
statement 
(04.04.22) 
[D/24] 

Says Stop HS2 organisation is no longer operative in practice, so 
emailing their address does not constitute service, and the 
organisation is not coordinating or organising illegal activities. 
Failure of service of injunction application. Scope of injunction 
is disproportionately wide, and D2 definition would cover 
hundreds of thousands of people on a daily basis. Complaints 
about GDPR re service of papers for this application. Concerns 
about injunction restricting normal use of highways, PRoW, and 
private rights over land where it is held by HS2 temporarily but 
the original landowner has been permitted to continue to access 
and use it. Would criminalise people walking into their back 
garden. 

Second witness 
statement 
(26.04.22) 
[D/25] 

Complains there is no active protest at Cubbington and Crackley 
now since clearance of natural habitats. Complains Dilcock 2 
[8.11] is wrong about service of proceedings at Cubbington & 
Crackley Land. 

Maren Strandevold Email 
(04.04.22) 
[D/26] 

Complaints about notice given for temporary possession land. 
Concern about temporary possession land and that there needs to 
be clear and unequivocal permission for those permitted to use 
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their land subject to temporary possession to be able to continue 
to do so. Concerns the scope of the draft order is 
disproportionate. 

Sally Brooks Statement 
(04.04.22) 
[D/27] 

Complaints about merits of HS2 Scheme, alleged wildlife 
crimes, and the need for members of the public to monitor the 
same 

Caroline Thompson-
Smith 

Email 
(04.04.22) 
[D/28] 

Objects to evidence of her, and that the injunction would prevent 
rights to freedom of expression, arts 10-11. Worry about adverse 
costs means she fears to engage with process. 

Deborah Mallender Statement 
(04.04.22) 
[D/29] 

Complaints about merits of HS2 Scheme and conduct of HS2 
Ltd and security contractors. Complaint that content of 
injunction has not been provided to all relevant persons. 

Haydn Chick Email 
(05.04.22) 
[D/30] 

Email attachment of statement which will not open, plus article 
by Lord Berkeley, plus news story 

Swynnerton Estates Email 
(05.05.22) 
[D/31] 

Email re whether Cash’s Pit objectors had licence to occupy. 

Steve and Ros 
Colclough 

Letter 
(04.05.22) 
[D/32] 

Consider themselves “persons unknown” by living nearby and 
using nearby PRoW. Complaint that HS2 should have written to 
everyone on the route informing them. 

Timothy Chantler Letter 
(14.05.22) 
[D/33] 

Complaints about conduct of HS2 security contractors (NET re 
treatment of other protesters). Objection to the injunction on the 
basis of right to protest etc. 

Chiltern Society Letter 
(16.05.22) 
[D/34] 

Concerns about public access to PRoW re HS2 Land. Concern of 
no adequate method to ensure a person using a footpath across 
HS2 Land would be aware of potential infringement. Concern 
that maintenance work on footpaths often requires accessing 
adjacent land which may constitute infringement. 

Nicola Woodhouse Email 
(16.05.22) 
[D/35] 

Not lawful or practical to stop anyone accessing all land 
acquired by HS2. Maps provided are impossible to decipher, 
with land ownership not well defined. Excessive geographical 
scope. Notification of all relevant landowners is impossible. 
Residents of house s purchased by HS2 cannot move freely 
around their own homes, and members of the public cannot visit 
them. 

The below statements are contained within the submission of D36 (Mark Keir) 
Val Saunders 
“statement in support 
of the defence against 
the Claim QB-2022-
BHM-00044” 

Undated 
[D/37/2493] (bundle D, vol 
F) 

Merits of Scheme. Complaints about HS2 contractor 
conduct and alleged wildlife crimes. Protest 
important to hold HS2 to account. 

Leo Smith “Witness 
statement” “statement 
in support of the 
defence…” 

14.05.22 
[D/37/2509-2520] (bundle 
D, vol F) 

Merits of scheme/process of consultation. Necessity 
of protest to hold Scheme to account. HS2 use of 
NDAs re CPO. Photographs of rubbish left behind by 
protestors is misleading since they have been forcibly 
evicted. Protest mostly peaceful. Complaints about 
HS2 security contractor conduct. Alleged wildlife 
crimes. Negative impact on communities. 

Misc statement – 
“statement in support 
of the defence…” 

Undated 
[D/37/2674-2691] (bundle 
D, vol G) 

Complaints about merits of scheme and conduct of 
HS2 security contractors against protesters. 

Misc statement – 
“Seven arguments 
against HS2” 

Undated 
2692-2697 

Merits of scheme. Argues for scrapping. 
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Brenda Bateman – 
“statement in support 
of the defence…” 

Undated 
2698-2699 

Confusion caused by what HS2 previously said about 
which footpaths would be closed. Complaints about 
ecological impacts of Scheme, and other impacts. 
Complaints about use of CPO process. Right to 
peaceful protest should be upheld: injunction would 
curtail this. 

Cllr Carolyne Culver – 
“statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

Undated 
2700-2701 

Complaints about conduct of Jones Hill Wood 
eviction. Issues over perceived delayed compensation 
for CPO. Need for nature protectors and right to 
protest. 

Denise Baker – 
“Defence against the 
claim…” 

Undated 
2702-2703 

Photojournalist – concerns that injunction would 
limit abilities to report fairly on issues related to 
environment impact of HS2. Risk of arrest of 
journalists. Detrimental to accountability of project 
and govt. Concerns over conduct of HS2 security 
contractors. 

Gary Welch – 
“Statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

Undated 
2704 

Criticism of merits of Scheme, and environmental 
impacts. Concern over closure of public foot paths 
recently.  

Sally Brooks – 
“Statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

Undated 
2705-2710 

Alleged wildlife crimes. Need for members of public 
to monitor HS2 activities. Injunction would prevent 
this. 

Lord Tony Berkeley – 
“Witness Statement”; 
“Statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

12.05.22 
2711-2714 

Doubts HS2 has sufficient land to complete the 
project without further Parliamentary authorisation. 
Doubts HS2’s land ownership position generally 
given alteration to maps included with injunction 
application. Injunction is an abuse of rights, and an 
abuse of the laws of the country and HS2 Bill which 
brought it into being. 

Jessica Upton – 
“statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

Undated 
2715-2716 

Criticism of merits of scheme, ecological impact etc. 
Concern that public need to be able to hold HS2 to 
account without being criminalised for it. 

Kevin Hand – 
“statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

9.05.22 
2717-2718 

Ecologist who provides environmental training 
courses to activists and protesters against HS2. 
Emphasises importance of public/protesters being 
able to monitor works taking place to prevent alleged 
wildlife crimes. 

Mark Browning – 
“Statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

Undated 
2719 

Partners brother is renting a property HS2 has 
compulsorily purchased near Hopwas in Tamworth 
area. Concern that the management of the pasture 
will be criminalised if injunction granted. Therefore 
requests exemption from the injunction. 

Talia Woodin – 
“statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

Undated 
2724-2731 

Photographer and filmmaker. Concerns about alleged 
wildlife crimes and assaults on activists. Injunction 
would disable right to protest. 

Victoria Tindall – 
“statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

Undated 
2735 

Complaint about Buckinghamshire HS2 security van 
monitoring ramblers near HS2 site. Concerns about 
privacy. 

Mr & Mrs Phil Wall – 
“Statement” 

Undated 
2737-2740 

Complaints about conduct of HS2 contractors 
regarding works in Buckinghamshire. Complaints 
about CPO/blight compensation issues for their 
property. 

Susan Arnott – “In 
support of the 
Defence…” 

15.5.22 
2742 

Merits of scheme. Protests are therefore valid. 
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Ann Hayward – Letter 
regarding RWI 

6.05.22 
2743-2744 

Resident of Wendover. Difficulty of reading HS2 
maps, so difficult to know whether trespassing or not. 
Complaints about HS2 contractor conduct. RWI too 
broad, and service would be difficult and may be 
insufficient meaning everyone in vicinity of HS2 
works could be at risk of arrest – risk of criminalising 
communities. People need to know whether 
injunction exists and where it is, but HS2 maps are 
not well defined. Would be difficult to apply the 
order, abide by it and police it. Important for 
independent ecologists to monitor HS2 works. 

Annie Thurgarland – 
“statement in support 
of the Defence” 

15.05.22 
2745-2746 

Criticism of merits of scheme, especially re 
environmental impact. Need for public to monitor 
works re ecology and alleged wildlife crimes. People 
have a right to peaceful direct action. 

Anonymous 16.05.22 
2747-2751 

Anonymity because concerned about intimidation. 
RWI would have direct impact on tenancy 
contractual agreement for home, as it lies within the 
Act Boundary and is owned by HS2. Would be 
entirely at the mercy of HS2 and subcontractors to 
interpret the contractual agreement as they chose. 
Concerned that they were not notified of the RWI 
given the enormity of impact on residents who are 
lessees of HS2. Vague term un-named defendants 
could extend to anyone deemed as trespassing on 
land part of homes and gardens. Concern therefore 
that all land within boundary could become subject to 
constant surveillance, undermining right to privacy. 
No clarity on terms of injunction regarding tenants 
and when they would and would not be trespassing. 
Complaints about ecological impact of Scheme. 
Complaints about conduct of HS2 security 
contractors. 

Anonymous (near 
Cash’s Pit occupant) 

Undated 
2752-2753 

Complaints about impact of scheme on ability to use 
local area for recreation. Concerns that injunction 
would curtail protest right. Complaints about HS2 
security contractors. Complaint that HS2 did not 
provide local residents with details of the injunction 
or proceedings. 

Anonymous – 
“statement in support 
of the Defence…” 

Undated 
2754-2755 

Criticism of merits of Scheme, argument re right to 
protest. 
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