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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE      CLAIM NO: KB-2024-001765 
KING BENCH DIVISION  
 
BETWEEN:- 
              

(1) LONDON CITY AIRPORT LIMITED 

(2) DOCKLANDS AVIATION GROUP LIMITED 
Claimants 

 

- v - 

 

PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, IN CONNECTION WITH THE JUST STOP OIL OR 
OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CAMPAIGN, ENTER OCCUPY OR REMAIN (WITHOUT 
THE CLAIMANTS’ CONSENT) UPON THAT AREA OF LAND KNOWN AS LONDON 

CITY AIRPORT (AS SHOWN FOR IDENTIFICATION EDGED RED ON THE 
ATTACHED PLAN 1) BUT EXCLUDING THOSE AREAS OF LAND AS FURTHER 

DEFINED IN THE CLAIM FORM 
Defendant 

 
__________________________________________ 

draft ORDER 
__________________________________________ 

 

PENAL NOTICE 

IF YOU THE WITHIN DEFENDANTS OR PERSONS UNKNOWN OR ANY OF YOU 

DISOBEY THIS ORDER OR INSTRUCT OR ENCOURAGE OTHERS TO BREACH THIS 

ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE 

IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE YOUR ASSETS SEIZED. 

ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES ANYTHING WHICH 

HELPS OR PERMITS THE DEFENDANTS OR PERSONS UNKNOWN TO BREACH THE 

TERMS OF THIS ORDER MAY ALSO BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY 

BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE THEIR ASSETS SEIZED. 

 

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANTS AND PERSONS UNKNOWN 

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.  
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UPON the Claimants’ claim by Claim Form, dated 12 June 2024  

AND UPON hearing the Claimants’ application for an interim injunction, dated 12 June 

2024, and supporting evidence, without Persons Unknown being notified 

AND UPON hearing Counsel for the Claimants  

AND UPON the Claimants giving and the Court accepting the undertakings set out in 

Schedule 2 to this Order 

AND UPON the “Land” being defined as that land known as London City Airport, as shown 

for identification edged red on the attached Plan 1 in Schedule 1, but excluding: 

a. Those buildings shaded blue on Plan 1; 

b. In those buildings shaded green on Plan 1, the areas edged blue on Plans 2-9; 

c. In those areas shaded purple, the land suspended over the ground and forming 

part of the Docklands Light Railway.   

d. In the areas shaded pink, the underground rail tunnel, the subway and that 

part of Docklands Light Railway located below ground level.   

 

IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

INJUNCTION 

1. Until 7 June 2027 or final determination of the claim or further order in the meantime, 

whichever shall be the earlier, Persons Unknown must not, without the consent of 

the Claimants, enter, occupy or remain upon the Land.   

2. In respect of paragraph 1, Persons Unknown must not: (a) do it 

himself/herself/themselves or in any other way; (b) do it by means of another person 

acting on his/her/their behalf, or acting on his/her/their instructions. 

 

 

VARIATION 

3. Anyone served with or notified of this Order may apply to the Court at any time to 

vary or discharge this Order or so much of it as affects that person but they must 

first give the Claimants' solicitors 72 hours’ notice of such application. If any evidence 

is to be relied upon in support of the application the substance of it must be 

communicated in writing to the Claimants' solicitors at least 48 hours in advance of 

any hearing. 
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4. Any person applying to vary or discharge this Order must provide their full name, 

address and address for service. 

5. The Claimants have liberty to apply to vary this Order. 

 

SERVICE AND NOTIFICATION 

6. Service of the claim form, the application for interim injunction and this Order is 

dispensed with, pursuant to CPR 6.16, 6.28 and 81.4(2)(c). 

7. Pursuant to the guidance in Wolverhampton CC v London Gypsies & Travellers [2024] 

2 WLR 45, the Claim Form, Application Notice and evidence in support will be notified 

to Persons Unknown by the Claimants carrying out each of the following steps: 

a. Uploading a copy onto the following website: 

b. Sending an email to the email addresses listed in Schedule 3 to this Order 

stating that a claim has been brought and an application made, and that 

the documents can be found at the website referred to above. 

c. Affixing a notice at those locations marked with an “x” on Plan 1 setting 

out where these documents can be found and obtained in hard copy. 

8. Pursuant to the guidance in Wolverhampton CC v London Gypsies and Travellers 

[2024] 2 WLR 45, this Order shall be notified to Persons Unknown by the Claimants 

carrying out each of the following steps: 

a. Uploading a copy of the Order onto the following website: 

b. Sending an email to the email addresses listed in Schedule 3 to this Order 

attaching a copy of this Order.  

c. Affixing a copy of the Order in A4 size in a clear plastic envelope at those 

locations marked with an “x” on Plan 1. 

d. Affixing warning notices of A2 size at those locations marked with an “x” 

on Plan 1.      
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9. Pursuant to the guidance in Wolverhampton CC v London Gypsies and Travellers 

[2024] 2 WLR 45, notification to Persons Unknown of any further applications shall 

be effected by the Claimants carrying out each of the following steps: 

a. Uploading a copy of the application onto the following website: 

b. Sending an email to the email addresses listed in Schedule 3 to this Order 

stating that an application has been made and that the application 

documents can be found at the website referred to above. 

c. Affixing a notice at those locations marked with an “x” on Plan 1 stating 

that the application has been made and where it can be accessed in hard 

copy and online.  

10. Pursuant to the guidance in Wolverhampton CC v London Gypsies and Travellers 

[2024] 2 WLR 45, notification of any further documents to Persons Unknown may be 

effected by carrying out the steps set out in paragraph 9(a)-(b) only.  

11. In respect of paragraphs 7 to 10 above, effective notification will be deemed to have 

taken place on the date on which all of the relevant steps have been carried out.  

12. For the avoidance of doubt, in respect of the steps referred to at paragraphs 7(c), 

8(c)-(d) and 9(c), effective notification will be deemed to have taken place when 

those documents are first affixed regardless of whether they are subsequently 

removed.    

 

FURTHER DIRECTIONS 

13. Liberty to apply. 

14. Costs are reserved.  

 

COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE CLAIMANT 

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

 

(1) Stuart Wortley 

Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP  
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StuartWortley@eversheds-sutherland.com   

07712 881 393 

 

(2) Nawaaz Allybokus 

Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP   

NawaazAllybokus@eversheds-sutherland.com    

07920 590 944 

 

 

Dated: [ ] 
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SCHEDULE 1 - PLANS 
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Main Terminal - Ground Floor Plan 2
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Terminal Immigration Facilities - Ground Floor Plan  3
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Terminal Immigration Facilities -  First Floor Plan 4
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Blue Shed - Ground Floor Plan 5

HB - 12



Blue Shed - First Floor Plan 6
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Jet Centre - Ground Floor

Jet Centre - First Floor

Plan 7
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SCHEDULE 2 - UNDERTAKING GIVEN BY THE CLAIMANTS 

 

(1) The Claimants will take steps to notify Persons Unknown of the claim form, 

application notice, evidence in support and the Order as soon as practicable.  

 

(2) The Claimants will comply with any order for compensation which the Court 

might make in the event that the Court later finds that the injunction in 

paragraph 1 of this Order has caused loss to a future Defendant and the Court 

finds that the future Defendant ought to be compensated for that loss. 
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SCHEDULE 3 – EMAIL ADDRESSES 

 

 juststopoil@protonmail.com 

 juststopoilpress@protonmail.com 

 info@juststopoil.org 
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HIGH COURT CLAIM NO: KB-2024-001765 

 

High Court Injunction in Force 
NOTICE OF HIGH COURT ORDER DATED [ ] June 2024 

 
TO: Persons Unknown who, in connection with the Just Stop Oil or other environmental 
campaign, enter occupy or remain (without the Claimants’ consent) upon that area of 
land known as London City Airport (as shown for identification edged red on the plan) 
but excluding those areas of land as further defined below (the “Defendants”) 
 
FROM: (1) London City Airport Ltd and (2) Docklands Aviation Group Ltd 

 
This notice relates to the land known as London City Airport, Royal Docks, London E16 
2PB which is shown for illustration purposes edged red on the adjacent Plan but 
excluding: (a) the buildings coloured blue; (b) certain parts of the buildings coloured 
green; (c) the sections of the Docklands Light Railway coloured purple; and (d) the 
subsoil structures coloured pink (the “Land”)  
 
It is ordered that, until [date] or further order in the 
meantime, the Defendants must not without the consent of 
the Claimants, enter, occupy or remain upon the Land. 

 

You must not contravene the terms of the Order and if you 
do, you may be in contempt of Court and sent to prison, fined 
or have your assets seized 

 

The Order and copies of the Claim Documents which relate to the Order may be viewed at: 

www.londoncityairport.co.uk/corporate/corporate-info/reports-and-publications/injunction.  

Hard copies may also be obtained from the Information Desk or by contacting Stuart Wortley of Eversheds 
Sutherland on 0771 288 1393 or by email stuartwortley@eversheds-sutherland.com.    
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Claim Form

In the

Fee Account no.

Help with Fees -  
Ref no.  
(if applicable)

H W F – –

For court use only

Claim no.

Issue date

You may be able to issue your claim online which may 
save time and money. Go to www.moneyclaim.gov.uk 
to find out more. 

SEAL

Claimant(s) name(s) and address(es) including postcode

Defendant(s) name and address(es) including postcode

Brief details of claim

Value

Defendant’s 
name and 
address 
for service 
including 
postcode 

£

Amount claimed

Court fee

Legal representative’s 

costs

Total amount

For further details of the courts www.gov.uk/find-court-tribunal.  

When corresponding with the Court, please address forms or letters to the Manager and always quote the claim number.

N1 Claim form (CPR Part 7) (06.22)       © Crown Copyright 2022

High Court of Justice 
King's Bench Division 

PBA 0087211

Persons Unknown who, in connection with the Just Stop Oil or other environmental campaign, 

enter occupy or remain (without the Claimants’ consent) upon that area of land known as London 

City Airport (as shown for identification edged red on the attached Plan 1) but excluding those 

areas of land as further defined below

The Claimants seek an injunction to restrain the Defendant from acts of trespass and/or nuisance

on the land edged red on Plan 1 but excluding:-

(1) the land and buildings coloured blue on Plan 1; 

(2) the defined areas coloured pink and purple on Plan 1; and 

(3) those parts of buildings edged blue on the attached Plans 2 - 8. 
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Claim no.

You must indicate your preferred County Court Hearing Centre for hearings here 

(see notes for guidance)

Do you believe you, or a witness who will give evidence on your behalf, are vulnerable in 

any way which the court needs to consider?

Yes. Please explain in what way you or the witness are vulnerable and what steps, 

support or adjustments you wish the court and the judge to consider.

No

Does, or will, your claim include any issues under the Human Rights Act 1998?

Yes

No

King's Bench Division, The Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, London WC2A 2LL

✔

✔
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Claim no.

Particulars of Claim

 attached

 to follow

✔
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Statement of truth

I understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be 

brought against a person who makes, or causes to be made, a 

false statement in a document verified by a statement of truth 

without an honest belief in its truth. 

I believe that the facts stated in this claim form and any 

attached sheets are true.

The claimant believes that the facts stated in this claim form 

and any attached sheets are true. I am authorised by the 

claimant to sign this statement.

 Signature

 Claimant

Litigation friend (where claimant is a child or protected party)

Claimant’s legal representative (as defined by CPR 2.3(1))

Date

Day Month Year

Full name

Name of claimant’s legal representative’s firm

If signing on behalf of firm or company give position or office held

Note: you are reminded that 

a copy of this claim form  

must be served on all  

other parties.

✔

✔

11 0 6 2 0 2 4

Stuart Sherbrooke Wortley 

Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP 

Partner
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Claimant’s or claimant’s legal representative’s address to which 

documents should be sent.

Building and street

Second line of address

Town or city

County (optional)

Postcode

If applicable

Phone number

DX number

Your Ref.

Email

Find out how HM Courts and Tribunals Service uses personal information you give them when you fill in a form:  

https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/hm-courts-and-tribunals-service/about/personal-information-charter

One Wood Street 

London

WortleyS/292659.000057

E C 2 V 7 W S
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Plan A
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Plan 1
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Main Terminal - Ground Floor Plan 2

HB - 26



Terminal Immigration Facilities - Ground Floor Plan  3

HB - 27



Terminal Immigration Facilities -  First Floor Plan 4
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Blue Shed - Ground Floor Plan 5
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Blue Shed - First Floor Plan 6
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Jet Centre - Ground Floor

Jet Centre - First Floor

Plan 7
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE          CLAIM NO:  
KING BENCH DIVISION  
 
BETWEEN:- 
              

(1) LONDON CITY AIRPORT LIMITED 

(2) DOCKLANDS AVIATION GROUP LIMITED 
Claimants 

 

- v - 

 

PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, IN CONNECTION WITH THE JUST STOP OIL OR 

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CAMPAIGN, ENTER OCCUPY OR REMAIN 

(WITHOUT THE CLAIMANTS’ CONSENT) UPON THAT AREA OF LAND 

KNOWN AS LONDON CITY AIRPORT (AS SHOWN FOR IDENTIFICATION 

EDGED RED ON THE ATTACHED PLAN 1) BUT EXCLUDING THOSE AREAS 

OF LAND AS FURTHER DEFINED BELOW 

 
Defendants 

 
__________________________________________ 

PARTICULARS OF CLAIM 
__________________________________________ 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. The First Claimant is the operator of London City Airport, located at Royal Docks, 

London, E16 2PB (the “Airport”). The Airport serves around 3.7 million travelling 

passengers each year with an annual revenue of approximately £85 million.  

2. The Second Claimant is a company, the principal activity of which is to own and 

develop the key assets of the Airport.  

3. The Defendants are Persons Unknown who are environmental activists and who 

have committed to engaging in a campaign of disruptive direct action at airports 

across the country in summer 2024.  
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II. LAND TO WHICH CLAIM RELATES 

4. The land and property to which this Claim relates is London City Airport, located 

at Royal Docks, London, E16 2PB (the “Airport”).  

5. The Airport is the subject of 13 relevant registered titles. In particular: 

5.1 The First Claimant is the registered owner of the following five registered 

titles: 

(1) TGL469846 (freehold); 

(2) EGL527797 (leasehold); 

(3) EGL527799 (leasehold); 

(4) TGL617976 (leasehold); and, 

(5) EGL555153 (leasehold). 

 

5.2 The Second Claimant is the registered owner of the following eight 

registered titles: 

(1) EGL519692 (freehold); 

(2) EGL552140 (freehold); 

(3) EGL518399 (freehold); 

(4) EGL530134 (freehold); 

(5) EGL338199 (leasehold); 

(6) EGL291578 (leasehold); 

(7) EGL465048 (leasehold); and, 

(8) EGL373364 (leasehold). 
 

6. The extent of the Claimants’ land (a larger area of land than the land over which the 

injunction is sought) is shown on Plan A attached to the Claim Form (showing the 

various parcels of land owned or leased by the Claimants). The extent of the land 

sought to be covered by the injunction is set out on Plan 1 attached to the Claim 

Form.  
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7. For the avoidance of doubt, the Claimant’s land does not include (and this claim 

does not purport to relate to) the following areas on Plan 1: 

7.1 In relation to the areas shaded purple in Plan 1, the viaduct suspended 

over the ground level and forming part of the Docklands Light Railway. 

7.2 In relation to the areas shaded pink, those areas located below ground 

level forming (i) a rail tunnel (ii) a subway and (iii) a tunnel forming part 

of the Docklands Light Railway. 

8. By this claim, the Claimants seek injunctive relief over the Claimants’ land but 

excluding the following parcels of land, which are the subject of leases to third 

parties: 

8.1 Those buildings shaded blue on Plan 1; 

8.2 In those buildings shaded green on Plan 1, the areas edged blue on Plans 

2-9. 

 

9. The land over which injunctive relief is sought is referred to as the “Land”. 

 

III. PREVIOUS DIRECT ACTION AT THE AIRPORT 

10. In October 2019, Extinction Rebellion carried out direct action at the Airport as part 

of a series of protests on climate change. This included: 

10.1 A large group of individuals blocking the main entrance to the Airport.  

10.2 A large group of individuals occupying the DLR station adjoining the 

Airport.  

10.3 One individual climbing onto the top of an aircraft and gluing himself 

onto it.  

10.4 One individual boarding a flight and refusing to take his seat.  

11. As a result of this direct action, around 50 individuals were arrested. The Airport 

suffered losses of approximately £279,000.  
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IV. THE AIRPORTS CAMPAIGN 

12. On 9 March 2024, at a meeting in Birmingham in early March 2024, the 

environmental group Just Stop Oil discussed a new campaign to undertake direct 

action at airports across the UK in the summer of 2024 (the “Airports Campaign”).  

13. At this meeting, a co-founder of Just Stop Oil was reported to have advocated: 

● Cutting through fences and gluing themselves to runway tarmac; 

● Cycling in circles on runways; 

● Climbing on to planes to prevent them from taking off; 

● Staging sit-ins at terminals 'day after day' to stop passengers getting inside 

airports.  

 

14. Since this meeting, Just Stop Oil has announced the following on its website: 

“SO WHAT’S THE PLAN? 
Our Government doesn’t give a f*** about its responsibilities. The country is in ruins. 
You know it, I know, they know it. That means it’s up to us to come together and be 
the change we need. 
 
We need bold, un-ignorable action that confronts the fossil fuel elites. We refuse to 
comply with a system which is killing millions around the world, and that’s why we 
have declared airports a site of nonviolent civil resistance.” 

 

We can’t do this alone, we have a plan for this Summer, are you willing help make this 
happen?” 
 

15. It says, further: 

“This summer, Just Stop Oil will be taking action at airports. 

As the grass becomes scorched, hosepipe bans kick in and the heat of the climate crisis 
enters peoples' minds, our resistance will put the spotlight on the heaviest users of 
fossil fuels and call everyone into action with us. 

We'll work in teams of between 10-14 people willing to risk arrest from all over the 
UK. We need to be a minimum of 200 people to make this happen, but we'll be prepared 
to scale in size as our numbers increase. Exact dates and more details are coming. 
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Our plan can send shockwaves around the world and finish oil and gas. But we need 
each other to make it happen. Are you ready to join the team?” 

 

16. Just Stop Oil has also organised a fundraising page on the website 

https://chuffed.org/project/just-stop-oil-resisting-against-new-oil-and-gas, which 

says the following:1 

“Cat’s out the bag. Just Stop Oil will take action at airports 

The secret is out — and our new actions are going to be big. 
We’re going so big that we can’t even tell you the full plan, but know this — Just Stop 
Oil will be taking our most radical action yet this summer. We’ll be taking action at 
sites of key importance to the fossil fuel industry; super-polluting airports. 

…” 

17. On 6 June 2024, an email was sent from info@juststopoil.org to a subscriber list 

stating: 

“This is the most exciting email I’ve ever sent. 

As many of you already know, this summer Just Stop Oil is taking action at airports. 

That’s exciting right? Well, there’s more.  

We won’t be taking action alone.  

Resistance groups across several countries in Europe have agreed to work together. 
That means this summer’s actions will be internationally coordinated. 

PICTURE OF AIRPORT ACTIONS SYMBOLISING INTERNATIONAL 
COMMUNITY 
(https://us02web.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZIoduqpqTMtE9dgMMhlaymvEZgO45
jgJ19A) 

People across Europe will be taking the fight to airports, the heart of the fossil economy.  

This summer’s actions across multiple countries will go down in history.  

Want to meet the people making this happen?  

Every Thursday for the next four weeks starting on the 13th of JUNE, 6.30pm  

You don’t want to miss this. 

See you there,  

 
1 As of 7 June 2024, £23,835 had been raised on this website. 

HB - 37



 

6 
 

Just Stop Oil” 
 

18. On 2 June 2024, Extinction Rebellion environmental activists blocked access to 

Farnborough Airport.   

 

V. CAUSES OF ACTION 

19. The Claimants apprehend that, unless restrained by the Court, Persons Unknown 

will carry out acts amounting to trespass and nuisance on the Land.  

20. In relation to trespass, members of the public have an implied consent to enter the 

Airport for air-travel and directly related purposes (such as dropping-off and 

picking-up passengers). They do not have the Claimants’ consent to enter, remain 

on or occupy the Land for the purposes of carrying out a protest or taking part in 

any demonstration, procession or public assembly. 

21. On 10 June 2024, notices were posted at various prominent locations around the 

Airport stating the following: 

“Members of the public do not have consent to enter or remain at London City 
Airport for the purpose of carrying out a protest or taking part in any 
demonstration, procession or public assembly. For the avoidance of any doubt, 
any individual entering London City Airport for the purposes of carrying out 
a protest or taking part in any demonstration, procession or public assembly 
has no licence to do so and is a trespasser. Moreover, pursuant to Byelaw 3(12) 
of the London City Airport Byelaws 1988, breach of which is a criminal offence, 
all persons intending to enter London City Airport in order to undertake a 
protest or to take part in any demonstration, procession or public assembly are 
prohibited from doing so.” 

22. This notice was also published on the First Claimant’s website on the same day. 

23. Further, the London City Airport Byelaws prohibit the following acts (breach of 

which amounts to a criminal offence): 

23.1. Byelaw 3(11): “No person shall remain on the airport, or any part thereof, after 

having  been requested by LCA or a constable to leave.” 
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23.2. Byelaw 3(12): “No person shall enter the airport except as a bona fide airline 

passenger, whilst having been prohibited from entering by LCA or a constable.” 

23.3. Byelaw 3(13): “No person shall in the airport:  

(a) intentionally obstruct any officer of LCA in the proper execution of his 

duties;  

(b) intentionally obstruct any person carrying out an act which is necessary 

to the proper execution of any contract with LCA; or  

(c) intentionally obstruct any other person in the proper use of the airport, or 

behave so as to give reasonable grounds for annoyance to other persons in the 

airport.” 
 

23.4. Byelaw 5(7): “No person shall climb any wall, fence, barrier, railing or post.” 

23.5. Byelaw 5(11): “No person shall remove, displace or alter any structure or other 

property (including any notice) forming part of or provided for or in connection 

with the airport or erect or place on any part of the airport any such structure 

or property.” 

23.6. Byelaw 7(3): “No person shall enter or climb upon, or attempt to enter or climb 

upon, any part of any aircraft without the authority of the person in charge of it 

or otherwise without lawful authority or reasonable cause or excuse.” 

24. Consequently, Persons Unknown taking part in the Airports Campaign (or related 

campaign) do not have the Claimants’ consent to enter, remain or occupy the Land 

for the purpose of protest or taking part in any demonstration, procession or public 

assembly. As such, they would be committing a trespass were they to do so.  

25. In relation to nuisance, the threatened acts referred to at paragraphs 12-17 above 

would amount to an undue and substantial interference with the Claimants’ 

enjoyment of the Land.   
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VI. RELIEF SOUGHT 

26. As a result of the above, the Claimants seek injunctive relief to prevent the 

apprehended trespasses and nuisance.  

27. In addition, the Claimants seek damages for any losses suffered as a result of the 

unlawful conduct.  

 

VII. IDENTITIES OF THE DEFENDANTS 

28. The Claimants are not aware of the identities of any individuals who are likely to 

carry out direct action on the Land. This is because such direct action has not yet 

occurred. Even once it occurs, the Claimants would likely be unable to identify the 

participating individuals unless their details were provided by the police following 

arrest.   

 

VIII. SERVICE/NOTIFICATION 

29. Pursuant to Wolverhampton CC v London Gypsies & Travellers [2024] 2 WLR 45, the 

Claimants are not able to serve Persons Unknown. Rather, the Claimants propose to 

notify Persons Unknown of the Claim Form, the Application Notice and evidence in 

support by taking the following steps: 

29.1 Uploading a copy onto the following website: 

 https://www.londoncityairport.com/corporate/injunction. 

29.2 Sending an email to juststopoil@protonmail.com, 

juststopoilpress@protonmail.com and info@juststopoil.org stating 

that a claim has been brought and the application for an interim 

injunction made, and that the documents can be found at the website 

referred to above. 

29.3 Affixing a notice at those locations marked with an “x” on Plan 1 stating 

that the claim has been brought and the application for an interim 
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injunction made, and setting out where these documents can be found 

and obtained in hard copy. 

 

IX. HUMAN RIGHTS 

30. Any reliance by the Defendants or Persons Unknown on their rights to freedom of 

expression and/or assembly within Articles 10/11 ECHR provides no defence to 

this claim. Articles 10 and 11 ECHR include no right to trespass on private property 

and thereby override the rights of private landowners: DPP v Cuciurean [2022] 3 

WLR 446 (DC), §§40-50; Ineos Upstream v Persons Unknown [2019] 4 WLR 100 (CA), 

§36 (Longmore LJ). 

 

AND THE CLAIMANTS CLAIM 

(1) An order that until 7 June 2027 the Defendants and Persons Unknown must not, 

without the consent of the Claimants, enter, occupy or remain upon the Land; 

(2) Costs; and, 

(3) Further and/or other relief. 

 

YAASER VANDERMAN 

Landmark Chambers 
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STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

The Claimants believe that the facts stated in these particulars of claim are true. The 
Claimants understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against 
anyone who makes, or causes to be made, a false statement in a document verified by a 
statement of truth without an honest belief in its truth. 

I am duly authorised by the Claimants to sign this statement. 

 

__________________________   

Stuart Sherbrooke Wortley 

Partner 

Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP 

Claimants’ solicitor 
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N244

Application notice
Name of court Claim no.

Fee account no.  
(if applicable)

Help with Fees – Ref. no.  
(if applicable)

H W F – –

Warrant no.  
(if applicable)

Claimant’s name (including ref.)

Defendant’s name (including ref.)

Date

For help in completing this form please read 
the notes for guidance form N244Notes.

Find out how HM Courts and Tribunals Service 
uses personal information you give them 
when you fill in a form: https://www.gov.uk/
government/organisations/hm-courts-and-
tribunals-service/about/personal-information-
charter

1. What is your name or, if you are a legal representative, the name of your firm?

2. Are you a Claimant Defendant Legal Representative

Other (please specify)

If you are a legal representative whom do you represent? 

3. What order are you asking the court to make and why?

4. Have you attached a draft of the order you are applying for? Yes No

5. How do you want to have this application dealt with? at a hearing without a hearing

at a remote hearing

6. How long do you think the hearing will last?

Is this time estimate agreed by all parties?

Hours Minutes

Yes No

7. Give details of any fixed trial date or period

8. What level of Judge does your hearing need?

9. Who should be served with this application?

9a. Please give the service address, (other than details 
of the claimant or defendant) of any party named in 
question 9.

N244 Application notice (06.22)	 © Crown copyright 2022
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AllyboM
Typewritten text
(1) A without notice interim injunction to restrain the Defendant from entering or remaining on the Land as defined in 
the Particulars of Claim; (2) To dispense with service of the Claim Form, the Particulars of Claim, the Application 
Notice and this Order pursuant to CPR 6.16, 6.28 and 81.4(2)(c); and (3) For approval of the methods of giving notice 
of the proceedings and the order to the Defendant


AllyboM
Typewritten text
Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP

AllyboM
Typewritten text
(1) London City Airport Limited
(2) Docklands Aviation Group Limited
 

AllyboM
Typewritten text
Persons Unknown as more particularly described in the Claim Form
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10. What information will you be relying on, in support of your application?

the attached witness statement

the statement of case

the evidence set out in the box below

If necessary, please continue on a separate sheet.
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11. Do you believe you, or a witness who will give evidence on your behalf, are vulnerable
in any way which the court needs to consider?

Yes. Please explain in what way you or the witness are vulnerable and what steps, 
support or adjustments you wish the court and the judge to consider.

No
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Statement of Truth

I understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be 
brought against a person who makes, or causes to be made, a 
false statement in a document verified by a statement of truth 
without an honest belief in its truth. 

I believe that the facts stated in section 10 (and any 
continuation sheets) are true.

The applicant believes that the facts stated in section 10 
(and any continuation sheets) are true. I am authorised by the 
applicant to sign this statement.

	 Signature

  Applicant

Litigation friend (where applicant is a child or a Protected Party)

Applicant’s legal representative (as defined by CPR 2.3(1))

Date

Day Month Year

Full name

Name of applicant’s legal representative’s firm

If signing on behalf of firm or company give position or office held
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	 Applicant’s address to which documents should be sent.

Building and street

Second line of address

Town or city

County (optional)

Postcode

If applicable

Phone number

Fax phone number

DX number

Your Ref.

Email
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Party:  Claimants 
Name: A M Fitzgerald 
Number: First 
Date: 11.06.24 
Exhibits: “AMF1” – “AMF3” 

 

CLAIM NO: 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

B E T W E E N 

 

(1) LONDON CITY AIRPORT LIMITED 

(2) DOCKLANDS AVIATION GROUP LIMITED 

Claimants 

and 

PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, IN CONNECTION WITH THE JUST STOP OIL OR 

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CAMPAIGN, ENTER OCCUPY OR REMAIN (WITHOUT 

THE CLAIMANTS’ CONSENT) UPON THAT AREA OF LAND KNOWN AS LONDON 

CITY AIRPORT (AS SHOWN FOR IDENTIFICATION EDGED RED ON THE 

ATTACHED PLAN 1) BUT EXCLUDING THOSE AREAS OF LAND AS FURTHER 

DEFINED IN THE CLAIM FORM 

Defendant 

 

____________________________________ 

WITNESS STATEMENT OF 

ALISON MARIE FITZGERALD 

____________________________________ 

 

I ALISON MARIE FITZGERALD of London City Airport, City Aviation House, Royal Docks, 

London E16 2PB WILL SAY as follows:- 

1. I am the Chief Executive Officer of London City Airport and a Director of each of 

the First and Second Claimant companies. 
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2. I was appointed as Chief Executive Officer in May 2024.  For the previous 7 years, 

I was the Chief Operating Officer and for around 2 years before that I was the 

Chief Information Officer.   

 

3. I am responsible for devising and delivering the strategy for London City Airport 

and for its performance against that strategy.  I am also the Accountable Manager 

for Civil Aviation Authority for issues involving security and safety. 

 

4. As I explain below:- 

 

4.1. Just Stop Oil (an environmental campaign group) is threatening to disrupt 

operations at British airports during the summer of 2024; and  

 

4.2. the Claimants have decided to apply for an injunction to restrain trespass 

and nuisance by such protestors at London City Airport on the land 

described further below. 

 

5. I make this witness statement in support of the Claimants’ application for an 

injunction.  I have read a copy of the witness statement of Stuart Sherbrooke 

Wortley. 

 

LONDON CITY AIRPORT - BUSINESS 

 

6. London City Airport provides facilities to 10 airlines which serve the leisure and 

business market.  We expect to serve around 3.7 million travelling passengers 

each year.  We also operate a “fixed base” operation for private jets. 

 

7. During June and July 2024, we expect to serve between 11,000 and 15,000 

travelling passengers each weekday. 

 

8. Our operating hours (for flight departures and arrivals) are:- 

06:30 to 22:00 Monday to Friday (08:30 to 22:00 on Bank Holidays); 

06:30 to 12:30 on Saturday; and  

12:30 to 22:00 on Sunday. 

 

9. The terminal building opens 2 hours ahead of airfield operations (ie at 04:30 

Monday to Saturday, at 06:30 on Bank Holidays and at 10:30 on Sunday).  
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10. I am informed by my finance team that projected daily revenue for the airport in 

June and July 2024 is around £340,000.   

 

 

CONSSENT TO ENTER THE AIRPORT AND LONDON CITY AIRPORT BYELAWS 

1988 

 

11. The nature of London City Airport is such that members of the general public 

have a licence to enter for the purposes of air travel or directly related purposes 

(such as dropping-off and picking-up those who are travelling).  Individuals do 

not generally have a licence to enter for other purposes.  They certainly have no 

licence to enter for the purpose of carrying out a protest or direct action.  That 

much is obvious from the fact that such conduct may actively interfere with (and 

deliberately so) the primary activity of the airport. 

 

12. Moreover, everyone who visits London City Airport (including employees and 

members of the public) is subject to the London City Airport Byelaws 1988 (“the 

Byelaws”).  The Byelaws record the fact that these were effective from 1 

September 1988 after being confirmed on behalf of the Secretary of State for the 

Department of Transport.  A copy of the Byelaws is attached to this statement 

marked “AMF1”.   

 

13. The Byelaws were made under s.63 of the Airports Act 1986. Section 64 of the 

Airports Act 1986 provides that any person contravening any byelaws made 

under s.63 commits a criminal offence in doing so and is liable on summary 

conviction to a fine.  

 

14. In headline terms, the Byelaws set out acts which are prohibited and others for 

which permission is required. 

 

15. From time to time our security team (and the Metropolitan Police) employ Byelaw 

3(11) to instruct to individuals to leave the airport in circumstances when they 

have been identified as acting unusually or suspiciously (ie not in a manner that 

we would expect from someone using or visiting the airport for legitimate 

purposes) by staff either in person or on our CCTV system.  This Byelaw provides 

as follows:- 
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“No person shall remain on the airport, or any part thereof, after 

having been requested by [ London City Airport Limited ] or a 

constable to leave” 

 

16. Other potentially relevant Byelaws include the following:- 

 

3(9) “No person shall affix bills, posters or stickers upon any wall, 

structure, floor or pavement or any surface forming part of, or used 

in relation to, the airport.” 

 

3(12) “No person shall enter the airport except as a bona fide airline 

passenger, whilst having been prohibited from entering by LCA or a 

constable.” 

 

3(13) “No person shall in the airport: 

(a) intentionally obstruct any officer of LCA in the proper execution 

of his duties; 

(b) intentionally obstruct any person carrying out an act which is 

necessary to the proper execution of any contract with LCA; or 

(c) intentionally obstruct any other person in the proper use of the 

airport, or behave so as to give reasonable grounds for annoyance to 

other persons in the airport.” 

 

4(3) “No person on foot, or whilst driving or propelling a vehicle, shall, 

except in the case of any emergency, neglect, fail or refuse to comply 

with an indication or direction given by a constable or LCA or by a 

notice or sign exhibited by order of LCA.” 

 

5(6) “No person shall fail to comply with any notice prohibiting or 

restricting access to any building, road or any part of the airport.” 

 

5(7) “No person shall climb any wall, fence, barrier, railing or post.” 

5(15) “No person shall post, distribute or display. signs, advertisements, 

circulars or other printed or written matter.” 

 

7(1) “No person shall enter or climb upon, or attempt to enter or climb 

upon, any part of any aircraft without the authority of the person in 

charge of it or otherwise without lawful authority or reasonable 

cause or excuse.” 

 

9(1) “A person shall, if so requested by a constable, state his correct 

name and address and the purpose of his being on the airport.” 

 

17. To avoid any doubt, on 10 June 2024, the First Claimant put a notice on the page 

on its website where the Byelaws are recorded and affixed printed copies of this 

notice in each of the 10 locations shown with an “X” on Plan 1 (except the airport 

landing lights which are not accessible to the public).  The relevant part of the 

notice was as follows:- 
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“Members of the public do not have consent to enter or remain at 

London City Airport for the purpose of carrying out a protest or 

taking part in any demonstration, procession or public assembly.   

For the avoidance of any doubt, any individual entering London City 

Airport for the purposes of carrying out a protest or taking part in 

any demonstration, procession or public assembly has no licence to 

do so and is a trespasser.  Moreover, pursuant to Byelaw 3(12) of 

the London City Airport Byelaws 1988, breach of which is a criminal 

offence, all persons intending to enter London City Airport in order 

to undertake a protest or to take part in any demonstration, 

procession or public assembly are prohibited from doing so.” 

 

18. Photographs of some of these notices are attached to this statement marked 

“AMF2”. 

 

2019 DISRUPTION AT LONDON CITY AIRPORT 

19. In October 2019, Extinction Rebellion undertook a series of climate change protests 

in the United Kingdom.   

 

20. The fourth day of action focussed on London City Airport and included the following:- 

 

20.1. around 400 protestors blocked the main entrance to the airport (but our 

security team was able to keep almost all of them out of the Main Terminal 

Building); 

 

20.2. a large number of protestors occupied the DLR station (and a number super-

glued themselves to the floor at the exit).  As a result of this, for a period of 

time during the protest:- 

 

20.2.1. DLR trains were unable to stop at the DLR station; 

 

20.2.2. we were forced to (a) close access from the DLR station to the airport; 

and (b) re-route passengers via a local housing estate to the front of 

the Main Terminal Building (passing directly through the main area of 

protest activity) to enable passengers to access the check in area;   

 

20.3. some protestors glued themselves to the boarding card readers (forcing 

passengers to use other boarding card readers in order to enter the security 

section of the airport); 

 

20.4. 2 protestors climbed onto the glass roof of the Main Terminal Building; 
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20.5. James Brown (a partially sighted former Irish paralympic athlete) with a 

British Airways ticket to Amsterdam climbed on the aircraft (whilst pretending 

to board) and used superglue to affix himself to the top of the aircraft.  He 

livestreamed this incident through social media until he was removed by the 

airport’s rescue and fire-fighting service after around 1 hour; and 

 

20.6. on another aircraft, a protestor removed his seat belt and stood up as the 

aircraft was preparing for take-off and refused to return to his seat.  This 

action forced the pilot to abandon the take-off until the individual was 

removed from the aircraft. 

 

21. That day around 50 people were arrested.  Of those, 5 individuals were charged with 

aggravated trespass (including the 2 who climbed onto the roof of the terminal 

building) and Mr Brown was charged with causing a public nuisance. 

 

22. In January 2020, Deputy District Judge Vincent McDade dismissed the aggravated 

trespass charges in the London Magistrates Court (owing to a prosecution witness 

from the Metropolitan Police being unavailable to attend trial for cross-examination). 

 

23. In September 2021, Mr Brown was convicted of causing public nuisance in Southwark 

Crown Court and sentenced to 12 months imprisonment (which was reduced on 

appeal to 4 months).  

 

24. Fortunately only 2 flights were cancelled that day but several others were delayed.  

Even so, the disruption to our customers was significant and the airport’s losses were 

estimated at around £279,000.  This sum comprises around £152,000 for the cost of 

additional security personnel, equipment and ancillary services (including an 

emergency vehicle recovery service), around £100,000 for the cost of policing (which 

we pay for) and around £27,000 in lost revenue. 

 

25. Copies of the following media articles covering the protest and Mr Brown’s sentencing 

are attached to this statement marked “AMF3”. 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/oct/10/extinction-rebellion-

protesters-arrested-at-london-city-airport 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/sep/24/judge-issues-protest-

warning-as-paralympian-jailed-for-plane-stunt 

 

HB - 53

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/oct/10/extinction-rebellion-protesters-arrested-at-london-city-airport
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/oct/10/extinction-rebellion-protesters-arrested-at-london-city-airport
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/sep/24/judge-issues-protest-warning-as-paralympian-jailed-for-plane-stunt
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/sep/24/judge-issues-protest-warning-as-paralympian-jailed-for-plane-stunt


 

document1 7 

12 June 2024 wortles 

https://www.standard.co.uk/news/uk/james-brown-british-airways-london-city-

airport-extinction-rebellion-exeter-b976800.html 

 

26. I am informed by our security team that since the incident on 2019, there have been 

several incidents of suspected hostile reconnaissance (we assume by environmental 

protestors).  Members of our security team are trained to spot individuals who are 

behaving unusually.  A typical example would involve someone who is not travelling 

through the airport and who is observed taking photographs of parts of the airport 

(or of airport buildings) for no obviously good reason. 

HEALTH AND SAFETY ISSUES 

27. I and my colleagues are responsible for the well-being of our staff and passengers 

who use London City Airport.  Having been targeted by Extinction Rebellion in October 

2019 we are concerned to take steps to avoid / minimise the risks associated with 

any protest. 

 

28. There are a number of unusual features of London City Airport which make it an 

obvious target for protestors including environmental protestors.  These include the 

following:- 

 

28.1. the airport is close to the centre of London (and therefore easily accessible); 

 

28.2. the runway is immediately adjacent to (and accessible directly from) Royal 

Albert Dock and King George V Dock; 

 

28.3. the distance between the Main Terminal Building and the runway is short; and 

 

28.4. there are no physical barriers between the Main Terminal Building and the 

aircraft stands (such as air-bridges which most airports use and which provide 

an useful means of preventing trespass by protestors). 

 

29. Given that we do not have air bridges, all passenger movements between the 

terminal building and the aircraft stands (which involve crossing the access road 

which is used by multiple vehicles which service the airport) are carefully supervised 

by our ground-staff. 

 

30. The risks associated with a protest on the taxiway / runway are self-evident:- 
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30.1. protestors who are not being supervised by our ground-staff will be unaware 

of many of the hazards associated with airports and the precise nature of the 

dangers (for example) of being too close to a jet engine.  All of our ground-

staff are obviously trained in airport health and safety issues; 

 

30.2. pilots engaged in landing, departing or moving aircraft will not be expecting 

protestors on or near the taxiway / runway and may have to take evasive 

action in an attempt to avoid injuring protestors (which action may put others 

at risk of injury); 

 

30.3. all movements on the taxiway / runway are managed by air traffic control.  

Whilst air traffic control are able to communicate with pilots and ground-staff 

they would have no means of communicating with protestors; 

 

30.4. drivers of vehicles on the access road between the terminal building and the 

aircraft stands will not be expecting protestors on or near the access road and 

may have to take evasive action in an attempt to avoid injuring protestors 

(which action may put others at risk of injury); and 

 

30.5. the emergency services and our own rescue and fire-fighting team may have 

to put themselves at risk in order to remove and / or rescue protestors.  In 

paragraph 20 above I have referred to an incident in which protestors climbed 

on top of the glass roof of the Main Terminal building and in which James 

Brown climbed on top of an aircraft.  The risks associate with falling from 

height include catastrophic injury and death.  

 

31. All of these risks are heightened at London City Airport given the unusual features of 

the airport described in paragraph 28. 

 

32. London City Airport is a potential target for terrorist activity (which explains why the 

airport is routinely patrolled by police carrying firearms).  It goes without saying that 

any protest at London City Airport would be a distraction for the police and our 

security team which are constantly undertaking counter-terrorism work to keep 

members of the public safe.  
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GENUINE FEAR OF DISRUPTION  

33. Having regard to the factors set out below the Claimants’ directors have concluded 

that it is appropriate to seek a “without notice” injunction to restrain unlawful 

disruption at London City Airport:- 

 

33.1. JSO’s track record of protest (including against the major oil companies in 

2022); 

 

33.2. JSO’s threats of a protest targeting British airports this summer (including the 

threat in The Evening Standard on 21 April 2023 referred to in Mr Wortley’s 

statement to cause “disruption on a scale which has never been seen before”);  

 

33.3. the unusual features of London City Airport which make it an obvious target 

described in paragraph 28; 

 

33.4. the fact that JSO is very unlikely to make any public announcement in advance 

of the location and date / time of any airport protest;  

 

33.5. the unannounced protest by Extinction Rebellion protest at Farnborough 

Airport on Sunday 2 June 2024; 

 

33.6. there was also an unannounced protest at Munich Airport on 18 May 2024 in 

which (according to media reports) several individuals glued themselves to 

the runway resulting in the cancellation of 50 flights and the diversion of 

another 11 flights. 

 

34. In seeking such an injunction the Claimants’ directors:- 

 

34.1. do not seek to stifle debate concerning climate issues; 

 

34.2. acknowledge and respect the fact that in the United Kingdom all individuals 

enjoy:- 

 

34.2.1. freedom of speech; and 

 

34.2.2. freedom of assembly on public (as opposed to private) land; 
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34.3. merely wish to ensure that there are no health and safety issues at London 

City Airport and that our operations are not disrupted by unlawful behaviour 

(particularly in the light of our experience in October 2019). 

 

METROPOLITAN POLICE ADVICE 

35. I am informed by Ian Cowie (Director of Customer Operations) that during meetings 

with senior officers of the Metropolitan Police on 8 and 20 May 2024, we were advised 

to consider apply for a civil injunction. 

 

THE BALANCE OF CONVENIENCE / COMPELLING JUSTIFICATION 

36. The Claimants consider that:- 

36.1. unless an injunction is granted, there is a serious risk of disruption at 

London City Airport this summer.  As noted above, it is very unlikely that 

JSO will make a public announcement concerning the location, time / date 

of its protest; 

36.2. London City Airport is an obvious target for protestors given that it has 

been targeted before and given the factors referred to in paragraph [24] 

above; 

36.3. damages would not be an adequate remedy for the Claimants having 

regard to:- 

36.3.1. the health and safety risks to our passengers, staff, the 

emergency services and the protestors themselves referred to 

above; 

36.3.2. the disruption to passengers arising from outbound flights 

having to be cancelled / delayed; 

36.3.3. the disruption to passengers arising from inbound flights having to be 

diverted to other airports which is challenging during busy summer 

periods when other airport’s ability to accept additional traffic is limited; 

36.3.4. the consequential risk of financial loss; 
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36.3.5. the fact that the Defendants are a class of unknown individuals – 

but even if individual protestors could be identified they would 

almost certainly be unable to meet any award of damages; 

36.4. conversely, since the Order which the Claimants seek is only to prevent 

unlawful activity, there is no question of anyone in the class of Persons 

Unknown suffering any actionable loss or needing compensation in 

damages; and 

36.5. the grant of an injunction to restrain disruption would provide an effective 

deterrent for activists who might otherwise contemplate direct action 

(given that the breach of such an Order would carry the risk of 

imprisonment for contempt of court).  The experience of injunctions being 

granted to the major oil companies and to National Highways referred to 

above suggests that injunctions are an effective tool to prevent unlawful 

behaviour. 

37. I respectfully suggest that these same factors demonstrate that there is a 

compelling need for an injunction to restrain unlawful trespass and nuisance at 

London City Airport. 

CROSS-UNDERTAKING IN DAMAGES 

38. Although I cannot foresee any way in which anyone affected by the injunction 

could suffer loss or damage, I am authorised on behalf of the Claimants to 

provide the necessary cross-undertaking to pay any sum which the Court 

considers appropriate to compensate anyone affected by the proposed injunction 

if it is subsequently determined that the Claimants are not entitled to the order 

which they seek. 

39. The audited accounts for the Claimants year ending 31 December 2022 show the 

following:- 
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 For the year ending 31.12.22 Balance Sheet 

as at 31.12.22 Revenue Profit 

First Claimant £85.0 million (£3.3 million) £115 million  

Second Claimant £22.7 million  £17.5 million £345 million 

 

 

 

I believe that the facts stated in this Witness Statement and Exhibits are true.  

I understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who 

makes, or causes to be made, a false statement in a document verified by a statement of 

truth without an honest belief in its truth. 

I am duly authorised to make this statement on behalf of the Claimants. 

 

________________________  

 

 

Alison Marie FitzGerald  

11 June 2024 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
 
KING’S BENCH DIVISION  

CLAIM NO: 

 

B E T W E E N 
(1) LONDON CITY AIRPORT LIMITED 
 
(2) DOCKLANDS AVIATION GROUP LIMITED 

 
Claimants 

 and   

 

PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, IN CONNECTION WITH THE JUST STOP OIL OR 

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CAMPAIGN, ENTER OCCUPY OR REMAIN (WITHOUT 

THE CLAIMANTS’ CONSENT) UPON THAT AREA OF LAND KNOWN AS LONDON 

CITY AIRPORT (AS SHOWN FOR IDENTIFICATION EDGED RED ON THE 

ATTACHED PLAN 1) BUT EXCLUDING THOSE AREAS OF LAND AS FURTHER 

DEFINED IN THE CLAIM FORM 

 
Defendant 

AMF1 

 
 
 
This is the exhibit marked “AMF1” referred to in the witness statement of Alison Marie 
Fitzgerald   
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Party:  Claimants 
Name: S S Wortley 
Number: First 
Date: 11.06.24 
Exhibits: “SSW1” – “SSW7” 

 

CLAIM NO: 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

B E T W E E N 

 

(1) LONDON CITY AIRPORT LIMITED 

(2) DOCKLANDS AVIATION GROUP LIMITED 

Claimants 

and 

PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, IN CONNECTION WITH THE JUST STOP OIL OR 

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CAMPAIGN, ENTER OCCUPY OR REMAIN (WITHOUT 

THE CLAIMANTS’ CONSENT) UPON THAT AREA OF LAND KNOWN AS LONDON 

CITY AIRPORT (AS SHOWN FOR IDENTIFICATION EDGED RED ON THE 

ATTACHED PLAN 1) BUT EXCLUDING THOSE AREAS OF LAND AS FURTHER 

DEFINED IN THE CLAIM FORM 

Defendant 

 

____________________________________ 

WITNESS STATEMENT OF 

STUART SHERBROOKE WORTLEY 

____________________________________ 

 

I STUART SHERBROOKE WORTLEY of Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP One Wood 

Street, London EC2V 7WS WILL SAY as follows:- 

1. I am a partner in the firm of Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP and have 

conduct of these proceedings on behalf of the Claimants. 

 

HB - 96



 

document1 2 

10 June 2024 wortles 

2. I make this witness statement in support of the Claimants’ application for an 

injunction.  I have read a copy of the witness statement of Alison Marie FitzGerald. 

 

LONDON CITY AIRPORT - REGISTERED TITLE 

3. “Plan A” attached to the Claim Form was prepared by my colleague Nawaaz Allybokus 

and shows the Claimants’ registered titles at HM Land Registry (and an area of Albert 

Island which London City Airport occupies pursuant to a tenancy at will). 

 

4. As recorded in the Particulars of Claim:- 

 

4.1. the First Claimant is the registered owner of five registered titles - one freehold 

(TGL469846) and four leasehold (EGL527797, EGL527799, TGL617976 and  

EGL555153); 

 

4.2. the Second Claimant is the registered owner of eight registered titles - four 

freehold (EGL519692, EGL552140, EGL518399, and EGL530134) and four 

leasehold (EGL465048, EGL338199, EGL291578 and EGL373364); and 

 

4.3. the First Claimant has a tenancy at will dated 23 March 2020 of part of Albert 

Island from the Greater London Authority.  

 

5. Copies of each of these registered titles and the tenancy at will is included in the 

exhibit marked “SSW1”.  

 

The Proposed Injunction Plans 

6. “Plan 1” attached to the Claim Form was also prepared by my colleague Nawaaz 

Allybokus with instructions from the Claimants and shows (with a red line) the extent 

of the proposed injunction sought by the Claimants. 

 

7. As recorded in the Particulars of Claim, the Main Terminal Building, the Main Terminal 

Immigration Facilities Building, the Blue Shed, the Jet Centre and City Aviation House 

are all coloured green on Plan 1. 

 

8. I also refer to the larger scale plans (again prepared by my colleague Nawaaz 

Allybokus with instructions from the Claimants) of each of the following buildings:- 

 

8.1. the Main Terminal Building (“Plan 2” for the ground floor and “Plan 3” for the 

first floor); 
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8.2. the Main Terminal Immigration Facilities Building (“Plan 4” for the ground floor 

and “Plan 5” for the first floor); and 

 

8.3. the buildings known as the Blue Shed (“Plan 6” for the ground floor and “Plan 

7” for the first floor); the Jet Centre (“Plan 8”); and City Aviation House (“Plan 

9”). 

 

 

9. The Claimants seek an injunction (for the reasons explained in Alison FitzGerald’s 

witness statement and below) in respect of the land edged red on Plan 1. 

 

10. In respect of the land coloured purple on Plan 1, the injunction is limited to:- 

 

10.1. that section of Hartmann Road which passes beneath the Docklands Light 

Railway (but not the structure of the Docklands Light Railway itself); and 

 

10.2. the footpaths which pass beneath the Docklands Light Railway station at City 

Airport (but not the structure of the Docklands Light Railway itself). 

 

11. Excluded from the area edged red on Plan 1 and from the scope of the injunction are 

the following:- 

 

11.1. the railway tunnel, the DLR tunnel and pedestrian subway coloured pink on 

Plan 1 each of which run below parts of London City Airport and Hartmann 

Road; 

 

11.2. the land / buildings which are coloured blue on Plan 1 (because they are the 

subject of subleases to third parties); and 

 

11.3. those parts of buildings which are edged blue on Plans 2-9 (because they are 

the subject of subleases to third parties). 

 

 

12. Many of the areas coloured blue on Plan 1 or edged blue Plans 2-9 are electricity 

substations. 

 

 

JUST STOP OIL - BACKGROUND 

13. Just Stop Oil (“JSO”) was formed in or around February 2022. 
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14. One of JSO’s founding members was Roger Hallam who had previously been a 

founding member of Extinction Rebellion in 2018 and Insulate Britain in 2021.  

Each of these organisations shares a common objective of reducing the rate of 

climate change and each of them has used acts of civil disobedience to draw 

attention to the climate crisis and the particular objectives of their organisation. 

 

15. JSO’s website refers to itself as:- 

“a non-violent civil resistance group demanding the UK 

Government stop licensing all new oil, gas and coal projects.” 

 

16. JSO’s website comprises 4 sections – “Get Involved”; “Donate”; “News & Press”; 

and “Law”. 

 

17. The “News & Press” section includes 4 sub-sections which cover the following:- 

 

17.1. press releases; 

 

17.2. news on recent court hearings concerning JSO activists; 

 

17.3. YouTube video clips; and  

 

17.4. blog messages. 

 

18. The “Law” section also includes 4 sub-sections which cover the following:- 

 

18.1. a page which purports to set out a case for charging the following 

individuals with genocide:-  

• Rishi Sunak 

• Wael Sawan, CEO of Shell 

• Nigel Higgins, CEO of Barclays 

• John Neal, CEO of Lloyds of London  

• Frederick Barclay, owner Telegraph Newspapers 

 

18.2. a page dealing with imminent hearings involving JSO activists in the 

Magistrates and Crown Courts; 

 

18.3. a page dealing with support for individuals facing criminal charges 

(including for those who are currently in prison); and 
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18.4. a page for sharing stories. 

 

19. In 2022, the original home page of the JSO  website (now removed) 

encouraged individuals to provide their name and contact details and to sign up 

to the following:- 

 

“I formally pledge to take part in action which will lead to 

my arrest, at least once, in late March.  In preparation for this 

action I will join my regional group to which I am allocated, and 

take part in a 1-day Nonviolence training. 

I understand the importance of this action in the context of 

the unimaginable horror that will occur if the climate and 

ecological crisis is not dealt with. 

Only a dramatic life event, such as a loss of a close loved one 

or illness, will prevent me from taking part in this action.” 

 

ROGER HALLAM – JSO FOUNDER 

 

20. Over a 5 day period in September 2019, Mr Hallam and others flew toy drones 

in the airspace around Heathrow Airport in an attempt to shut down the airport.  

Mr Hallam and others were subsequently charged with (and convicted of) 

conspiracy to cause a public nuisance.   

 

21. On 5 April 2024, Mr Hallam was sentenced to 2 years imprisonment (suspended 

for 18 months) for this offence.  2 other activists were also given suspended 

custodial sentences. 

 

22. Copies of the following media articles relating to this incident are attached 

marked “SSW2”. 

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/sep/14/extinction-rebellion-

co-founder-arrested-at-heathrow-protest 

 

https://www.standard.co.uk/news/crime/roger-hallam-heathrow-government-

extinction-rebellion-isleworth-crown-court-b1121608.html 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2024/apr/05/extinction-rebellion-

co-founder-avoids-jail-term-for-drone-action-near-heathrow 

 

23. Mr Hallam operates his own website (www.rogerhallam.com) which records (on 

the “About” page) that he has lost count of the number of times he has been 
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arrested and that he has been to prison three times in the last three years.  The 

same “About” page includes a manifesto which advocates a complete ban on 

flying:- 

“… 

 

Halving of the total national energy requirements within weeks: 

through banning of flying, fossil fuel car use, non-essential 

consumption, with all ongoing material production designed to last 

for the longest period possible (similar to a covid lockdown scenario 

but with local people being able to meet, socialise, and be politically 

active).” 

 

24. A copy of this page from Mr Hallam’s website is attached to this statement 

marked “SSW3” (and I have included a link below).  

 

https://rogerhallam.com/about 

 

JUST STOP OIL – MAJOR INCIDENTS SINCE 2022  

 

25. Many of the incidents undertaken by JSO activists since March 2022 became 

national news stories and are well known.  The major incidents include the 

following:- 

 

13 March 2022 A number of JSO activists caused disruption at the 

BAFTA award ceremony at the Royal Albert Hall in 

London  

21 March 2022 A JSO activist caused disruption at the Everton v 

Newcastle premiership football match at Goodison 

Park 

March / April 2022 JSO activists began a campaign of blockading oil 

terminals and sabotaging petrol pumps – see 

paragraphs 25-31 below for further detail 

30 June 2022 2 JSO activists glued themselves to the frame of a 

Vincent Van Gogh painting at the Courthald 

Institute of Art in London 

3 July 2022 A number of JSO activists caused disruption at  the 

British Grand Prix at Silverstone 

4 July 2022 2 JSO activists glued themselves to the frame of a 

John Constable painting at the National Gallery in 

London 

5 July 2022 A number of JSO activists glued themselves to the 

frame of a Leonardo da Vinci painting at the Royal 

Academy of Arts in London 

26 August 2022 A number of JSO activists vandalized petrol pumps 

at filling stations near the M25 motorway 
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September / 

October 2022 

JSO activists caused 32 days of disruption to various 

roads in central London 

14 October 2022 2 activists threw tomato soup at a Vincent Van Gogh 

painting in the National Gallery  

17 October 2022 2 JSO activists climbed the Queen Elizabeth II 

bridge (causing it to close to traffic for 42 hours) 

20 October 2022 A number of JSO activists sprayed the outside of 

Harrods’ windows with orange paint 

31 October 2022 JSO activists sprayed orange paint on buildings 

used by the Home Office, MI5 and the Bank of 

England 

7 November 2022 JSO activists forced multiple junctions on the M25 

motorway to close 

17 April 2023 2 JSO activists disrupted the world snooker 

championship in Sheffield 

25 May 2023 JSO activists caused disruption at the Chelsea 

Flower Show 

27 May 2023 A number of JSO activists disrupted the Rugby 

Premiership final between Saracens and Sale 

Sharks at Twickenham 

28 June 2023 JSO activists caused disruption to the second test 

match in the Ashes series against Australia at Lord’s 

5 July 2023 2 JSO activists caused disruption at the All England 

Tennis Championship at Wimbledon 

14 July 2023 2 JSO activists caused disruption to the first night 

of the Proms at the Royal Albert Hall  

21 July 2023 4 JSO activists caused disruption at the Open 

Championship at Hoylake golf course 

4 October 2023 5 JSO activists caused disruption during that 

evening’s performance of Les Miserables at the 

Sondheim Theatre 

30 October 2023 Around 60 JSO activists were arrested after holding 

a demonstration at Parliament Square in 

Westminster 

8 November 2023 Around 40 JSO activists were arrested for disrupting 

traffic on Waterloo Bridge in London 

6 March 2024 2 JSO activists glued themselves to the entrance to 

the Royal Courts of Justice  

10 May 2024 2 JSO activists caused damage to the glass case in 

which the Magna Carta is stored in the British 

Library 

7 June 2024 2 JSO activists caused disruption at the Duke of 

Westminster’s wedding at Chester Cathedral  
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JUST STOP OIL – OIL TERMINAL INJUNCTIONS 2022  

25. Early in 2022, JSO, Extinction Rebellion and Youth Climate Swarm announced a 

campaign to target oil and gas infrastructure.  

26. This, subsequently, came to pass in substantial direct action that occurred in March-

April 2022.  By way of example only:- 

26.1 the Kingsbury Terminal in Staffordshire (operated by, amongst others, Valero 

Energy Limited) was the subject of particularly aggressive direct action by 

anti-fossil fuel protestors which prompted Valero Energy Limited (and 2 of its 

group companies) to seek an injunction to restrain acts of trespass and 

nuisance on their oil refinery and oil terminals; 

26.2 four of Esso’s oil terminals were targeted including West London, Hythe, 

Purfleet and Birmingham; and 

26.3 the Buncefield oil terminal was the subject of direct action. 

27. The evidence relied upon by the Claimants in the Valero case included a Witness 

Statement from Benjamin Smith (Assistant Chief Constable for Warwickshire Police) 

dated 10 April 2022. 

28. Mr Smith’s Witness Statement refers to serious incidents involving obstruction of 

access to and from the Kingsbury Terminal (using a variety of tactics including 

individuals climbing on to the top of oil tankers, gluing themselves to road surfaces 

and using “lock-on” devices).  He also refers to more than 500 arrests having been 

made between 31 March and 10 April 2022:- 

Date Arrests 

31 March – 1 April  42 

2 April – 3 April  68 

5 April  88 

7 April  127 

9 – 10 April  180 
 

29. Mr Smith’s Witness Statement includes the following text below a heading “Police 

Operation”:- 

“The scale and duration of the policing operation has been one of 

the most significant that I have experienced in my career.  Large 

numbers of officers, drawn from right across the force, have been 

deployed to Kingsbury day and night since the 1st April.  This has 

meant that we have had to scale down some non-emergency 

policing services, including those that serve North Warwickshire.  
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Although core policing services have been effectively maintained 

across the County during this period, the protests have 

undoubtedly impacted on the quality and level of the policing 

service that we are able to deliver.  Officers who may have 

ordinarily been policing the communities of North Warwickshire 

have had to be redeployed to support the policing operation 

linked to Kingsbury.  It has also meant that we have had to bring 

in additional officers from other regional forces, in addition to 

more specialist teams such as working at heights teams and 

protest removal teams.  Al of these will come at significant 

additional cost to the force and ultimately the public of 

Warwickshire.” 

30. Mr Smith’s Witness Statement includes the following text below a heading 

“Community Impact”:- 

“The impact on the local community has been substantial.  There 

have been almost daily road closures of the roads around the oil 

terminal which has created disruption and inconvenience.  The 

M42 has also been disrupted on occasions as a result of the 

protest activity.  There has been a significant policing presence 

since the 1st April which I am sure has created a level of fear and 

anxiety for the local community.  The policing operation has also 

extended into unsociable hours with regular essential use of the 

police helicopter overnight disrupting sleep.  The reckless actions 

of the protestor has also created increased risk of potential fire 

or explosion at the site which would likely have catastrophic 

implications for the local community including the risk of 

widespread pollution of both the ground, waterways and air.  

Finally, the actions of the protestors has impacted the supply of 

fuel to petrol forecourts in the region, leading to some shortages,  

impacting upon not only local residents but the broader West 

Midlands region.” 

31. A copy of Assistant Chief Constable Benjamin Smith’s witness statement is now 

produced and shown to me marked “SSW4”. 

26. Although Valero was the first major oil company to seek an injunction (as Kingsbury 

Terminal was the first to be targeted by JSO), most of the other major oil companies 

followed their example as shown in the following table:- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

HB - 104



 

document1 10 

10 June 2024 wortles 

Valero Energy Ltd 

Valero Logistics UK Ltd 

Valero Pembrokeshire Oil Terminal Ltd 

 

QB-2022-000904 

Esso Petroleum Company Ltd 

ExxonMobil Chemical Ltd 

 

QB-2022-001098 

Essar Oil (UK) Ltd 

Stanlow Terminals Ltd 

Infranorth Ltd 

 

PT-2022-000326 

Navigator Terminals Thames BV Ltd 

Navigator Terminals Seal Sands Ltd 

Navigator Terminals North Tees Ltd 

Navigator Terminals Windmill Ltd 

 
 

QB-2022-01139 

Exolum Pipeline Systems Ltd  QB-2022-001142 

Shell International Petroleum Company Ltd QB-2022-001259 

Shell U.K. Ltd QB-2022-001241 

Shell U.K. Oil Products Ltd QB-2022-001420 

 

27. Eversheds Sutherland represented Claimants in four of these actions.  The general 

consensus has been that the injunctions have proved to be an effective deterrent 

against unlawful acts of trespass and nuisance.  This appears to have been confirmed 

by JSO itself.  In response to a comment from a member of the public on Twitter 

(now formally known as “X”) suggesting that protests ought to be carried out at oil 

refineries, JSO tweeted on 9 June 2023:- 

 

“Do you know what happens if you protest outside oil refineries 

now ?  Oil companies have brought injunctions to ban people from 

taking action at refineries, distribution hubs, even petrol stations.  

Punishments for breaking injunctions range from unlimited fines 

to imprisonments” 

 

28. Most of the injunctions referred to in the table above have been extended and remain 

in force and they continue to be an effective deterrent.  I am not aware of any 

applications to commit individuals for breach of them. 

 

29. North Warwickshire Borough Council also obtained an injunction to restrain 

protestors from obstructing highways in the vicinity of Kingsbury Terminal (QB-

2022-001236).  This injunction also remains in place with a trial listed today 

(Tuesday 11 June 2024). 

 

30. Thurrock Council and Essex County Council obtained an injunction to restrain 

protestors from obstructing roads in the vicinity of Navigator Terminals in West 

Thurrock, the Esso Fuel Terminal in Purfleet and the Exolum Fuel Terminal at 

Grays (QB-2022-001317).  Again this injunction remains in place with a trial 

listed on 9 October 2024. 
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31. In November 2022, National Highways Ltd sought an injunction to restrain 

trespass on gantries and other structures over, under or adjacent to the M25 

motorway (QB-2022-00433).  Although this injunction has lapsed, I understand 

from a contact at National Highways Ltd that the conduct which was restrained 

by that particular injunction is covered by a wider injunction (extending to the 

M25, M25 feeder roads and Kent roads) which National Highways Ltd obtained in 

separate proceedings (QB-2021-003737) in 2021 (as a response to protests 

conducted by Insulate Britain).  At a hearing on 26 April 2024, this injunction 

was extended by Mrs Justice Collins-Rice until 10 May 2025. 

 

JUST STOP OIL – 2024 THREAT TO DISRUPT AIRPORTS 

32. The on-line edition of The Daily Mail for 9 March 2024 included a story about an 

undercover journalist who had successfully infiltrated a JSO meeting in Birmingham 

earlier that week.  Apparently the meeting had been attended by over 100 activists.   

The following text is an extract from that story:- 

 

“At the meeting, which was attended by an undercover reporter, JSO 

co-founder Indigo Rumbelow was greeted by cheers as she told the 

audience: 

 

'We are going to continue to resist. We're going to ratchet 

it up. 

 

'We're going to take our non-violent, peaceful 

demonstrations to the centre of the carbon economy. 

We're going to be gathering at airports across the UK.' 

 

Ms Rumbelow, the 29-year-old daughter of a property developer, has 

previously been arrested for conspiracy to cause public nuisance 

during the King's Coronation and made headlines last year when Sky 

News host Mark Austin had to beg her to 'please stop shouting' during 

an interview. 

 

Outlining a blueprint for causing travel chaos, she advocated: 

 

●  Cutting through fences and gluing themselves to runway tarmac; 

●  Cycling in circles on runways; 

●  Climbing on to planes to prevent them from taking off; 

●  Staging sit-ins at terminals 'day after day' to stop passengers 

getting inside airports. 

Miss Rumbelow told the crowd:  

'We're going to be saying to the Government: 'If you're 

not going to stop the oil, we're going to be doing it for 

you.’ 
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She cited similar protests to use as inspiration for their action, 

including Hong Kong students 'gathering in sit-ins in the entrances to 

airports, closing and disrupting them, day after day' during their 

protests against Chinese rule in 2019.” 

 

33. A copy of the Daily Mail article dated 9 March 2024 is attached at “SSW5”.  I have 

also provided a link to the article below. 

https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-13177841/Eco-mob-plot-ruin-summer-

holidays-disrupt-flights.html 

 

34. Further media articles referring to the campaign are also attached at “SSW5”.  I 

have also provided links to these articles below. 

 

Express 

https://www.express.co.uk/news/uk/1890773/now-after-brits-

holidays-fury-just-stop-oil-plot 

 

21.04.24 

Evening Standard 

https://www.standard.co.uk/news/uk/just-stop-oil-protests-

airports-heathrow-disruption-summer-b1152839.html 

 

21.04.24 

Mirror 

https://www.mirror.co.uk/news/uk-news/just-stop-oil-protesters-

chill-32733044 

 

03.05.24 

 

35. The Evening Standard article referred to another meeting (also attended by an 

undercover journalist) and which included the following text:- 

“… 

Just Stop Oil’s Phoebe Plummer reportedly warned of ‘disruption on 

a scale that has never been seen before’ at a meeting attended by 

an undercover journalist. The group has been critical of the airline 

industry over its carbon footprint. 

She said: ‘The most exciting part of this plan is that [it’s] going to 

be part of an international effort. Flights operate on such a tight 

schedule to control air traffic that with action being caused in cities 

all around the world we’re talking about radical, unignorable 

disruption.’ 

She added: ‘It’s time to wake up and get real – no summer holiday 

is more important than food security, housing and the lives of your 

loved ones. Flying is also a symbol of the gross wealth inequality 

that’s plaguing our society and if we want to create change we need 

to adopt a more radical demand.’ 

Just Stop Oil is planning an alliance with Europe-based A22 Network 

to cause disruption at major international airports.” 

36. The JSO website currently refers to this particular campaign in the following terms:- 
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“This summer, Just Stop Oil will be taking action at airports. 

 

As the grass becomes scorched, hosepipe bans kick in and the heat 

of the climate crisis enters peoples' minds, our resistance will put 

the spotlight on the heaviest users of fossil fuels and call everyone 

into action with us. 

 

We'll work in teams of between 10-14 people willing to risk arrest 

from all over the UK.  We need to be a minimum of 200 people to 

make this happen, but we'll be prepared to scale in size as our 

numbers increase.   Exact dates and more details are coming. 

 

Our plan can send shockwaves around the world and finish 

oil and gas.  But we need each other to make it happen.  Are 

you ready to join the team?” 

 

37. A copy of this page from the JSO website is attached at “SSW6”.  I have also 

provided a link to the page below. 

https://actionnetwork.org/forms/summer-2024-actions; 

 

38. JSO has also organised a fundraising page on the website which says the following: 

“Cat’s out the bag. Just Stop Oil will take action at airports 

The secret is out — and our new actions are going to be big. 

We’re going so big that we can’t even tell you the full plan, but know 

this — Just Stop Oil will be taking our most radical action yet this 

summer. We’ll be taking action at sites of key importance to the 

fossil fuel industry; super-polluting airports. 

…” 

 

39. A copy of this page is attached at “SSW6”.  I have also provided a link to the page 

below. 

https://chuffed.org/project/just-stop-oil-resisting-against-new-oil-and-gas, 

 

40. As of 7 June 2024, £23,835 had been raised on this website. 

 

41. On 6 June 2024, JSO sent an email to subscribers in the following terms:- 

“This is the most exciting email I’ve ever sent. 

As many of you already know, this summer Just Stop Oil is taking 
action at airports. 

 
That’s exciting right? Well, there’s more.  

We won’t be taking action alone.  
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Resistance groups across several countries in Europe have agreed to work 

together.  That means this summer’s actions will be internationally 
coordinated. 
 
PICTURE OF AIRPORT ACTIONS SYMBOLISING INTERNATIONAL 

COMMUNITY  

(https://us02web.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZIoduqpqTMtE9dgMMhlaymv
EZgO45jgJ19A) 
 
People across Europe will be taking the fight to airports, the heart 
of the fossil economy.  

This summer’s actions across multiple countries will go down in history.  

 
Want to meet the people making this happen?  
 

Every Thursday for the next four weeks starting on the 13th of 
JUNE, 6.30pm  

You don’t want to miss this. 

See you there,  
Just Stop Oil” 
 

OTHER AIRPORT PROTESTS – MAY / JUNE 2024 

42. On Saturday 18 May 2024, several members of a German environmental group 

(whose name translates as “Last Generation”) conducted a protest a Munich Airport.   

 

43. According to the coverage on Sky News, during the protest:- 

 

43.1. 6 individuals glued themselves to the runway;  

 

43.2. 8 individuals were arrested; 

 

43.3. around 60 flights were cancelled; and  

 

43.4. 11 flights were diverted to other airports. 

 

44. A copy of the coverage on Sky News is attached at “SSW7”.  I have also provided a 

link to this coverage below. 

https://news.sky.com/munich-airport-forced-to-close-for-two-hours-after-climate-

protestors-glue-themselves-to-runway 

 

45. I understand that one of the protestors who was closely involved in the Munich airport 

protest joined a JSO call on Tuesday 28 May 2024 to explain the actions which had 

been taken in Munich on 18 May 2024 with a view to encouraging others to undertake 

similar protests in the United Kingdom. 
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46. On Sunday 2 June 2024, several members of Extinction Rebellion conducted a protest 

at Farnborough Airport in Surrey. 

 

47. According to the coverage on an on-line publication known as “The Canary”:- 

 

47.1. the 3 main gates were blocked; and 

 

47.2. the Extinction Rebellion pink boat was parked across the Gulfstream Gate. 

 

48. A copy of the coverage on The Canary is attached at “SSW7”.  I have also provided 

a link to this coverage below. 

https://www.thecanary.co/uk/news/2024/06/03/farnborough-airport-protest 

 

PERSONS UNKNOWN 

49. I am informed by Alison FitzGerald that the Claimants do not know the names of 

any individual activists who intend to disrupt operations at London City Airport.  

In order for any restraining injunction to be effective, it would need to be granted 

against the class of Persons Unknown referred to in these proceedings. 

WITHOUT NOTICE 

50. The Claimants have decided to make this application for an interim injunction 

without beforehand notifying Persons Unknown (by the methods proposed in the 

section below).  It is appreciated that this is an exceptional step but the Claimants 

believe there are compelling reasons for doing so:- 

50.1. the Claimants are concerned that if Persons Unknown are notified in the 

usual way, London City Airport will be deliberately targeted and direct 

action will take place before an injunction is place.  This would defeat the 

very purpose of the injunction; and 

50.2. the potential for direct action is of serious concern to London City Airport 

for the reasons set out in the Witness Statement of Alison FitzGerald.  In 

particular, the airport is worried about the health and safety risks posed by 

direct action that may take place on runways and airplanes, the risk of 

disruption to its customers and the risk of  financial loss.  If notice of this 

claim and application were to accelerate the carrying out of direct action at 
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the airport, it would give rise to the exact risks the Airport was intending to 

prevent. 

SERVICE AND NOTICE OF THE PROCEEDINGS 

51. Usually, if the Court decided to grant an injunction without notice, the 

Claimant(s) would then serve the claim, application notice and order on the 

Defendant(s).  

52. In the case of proceedings against a class of Persons Unknown, however, I 

understand that as there are no named Defendants, the proceedings will not 

(indeed cannot) be served on anyone, following the Supreme Court judgment in 

Wolverhampton City Council v London Gypsies & Travellers [2024] 2 WLR 45.  As 

such, the Claimants seek an order dispensing with the service of the claim form, 

the application for interim injunction and any order made, pursuant to CPR 6.16, 

6.28 and 81.4(2)(c). 

53. Instead, the Claimants must take reasonable steps to draw these documents to 

the attention of Persons Unknown.  

54. The Claimants propose to take the following steps in respect of the Claim Form,  

application notice and any order made by the Court:- 

54.1. uploading copies of all the court documents to a page onto the following  

website  

https://www.londoncityairport.com/corporate/corporate-info/reports-and-publications 

54.2. affixing large warning notices in each of the locations shown with an “X” 

on Plan 1 referring to:- 

54.2.1. the proceedings; 

54.2.2. the fact that an injunction is now in place covering the airport; 

54.2.3. the fact that the court documents:- 

(a) may be viewed on the Claimant’s website (and providing the 

relevant web page address); 

(b) the fact that copies of the court documents may be obtained from 

the Claimants’ solicitors and providing the relevant contact 

details; 
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54.3. sending an email message to info@juststopoil.org (the email address on 

the JSO website for general enquiries), juststopoil@protonmail.com and 

juststopoilpress@protonmail.com providing the same information as 

that contained in the warning notice; and 

54.4. affixing a copy of the Order in each of the locations shown with an “X” 

on Plan 1. 

55. A draft form of warning notice for the Court’s approval will be available at the 

hearing of the Claimants’ application. 

56. By taking these steps, the Claimants believe the proceedings, the application notice 

and the Order will come to the attention of Persons Unknown.  I refer above to the 

claims on which Eversheds Sutherland has previously worked involving JSO.  On each 

of these occasions, the same or substantially the same steps as those referred to 

above were adopted.  Individuals attended some of those hearings which I 

respectfully suggest demonstrates that those steps are an effective method of giving 

notice.  I believe that the inboxes for the JSO email addresses are actively reviewed.      

 

I believe that the facts stated in this Witness Statement and Exhibits are true.  

I understand that proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who 

makes, or causes to be made, a false statement in a document verified by a statement of 

truth without an honest belief in its truth. 

I am duly authorised to make this statement on behalf of the Claimants. 

 

 

 

________________________  

 

 

Stuart Sherbrooke Wortley 

11 June 2024 
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