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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE Claim no: KB-2022-BHM-000188
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:
1. WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
2. DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
3. SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
4. WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL

Claimants
-and-
(1 — 4) PERSONS UNKNOWN (AS DEFINED IN THE INJUNCTION 26.02.2025)
(5 -19) VARIOUS NAMED

Defendants

PART A - DOCUMENTS TO FOLLOW

A comprehensive case summary making reference to the evidence within this bundle
is not available at the time of filing this version of the bundle — but will be available in
good time for the Review Hearing (26 February 2026).

This will be filed and served in the same way the rest of the Claimants’ evidence has
been filed and served including by upload to the dedicated car cruising injunction
pages of the Claimants’ official Websites.
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For: Claimants
Statement of: Pardip
Nagra

Statement no: 1
Exhibits: PN1-PN7
Date: 02/02/26

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-000188
KING’S BENCH DIVISION

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL

Claimants

-and-

1. PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND
7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY
AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) AT WHICH SOME OF THOSE PRESENT
ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR
OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

2 PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND
7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY
AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) WITH THE INTENTION OR EXPECTATION
THAT SOME OF THOSE PRESENT WILL ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR
STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

3. PERSONS UNKNOWN PROMOTING ORGANISING PUBLICISING (BY ANY MEANS
WHATSOEVER) ANY GATHERING BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND 7:00AM OF
2 OR MORE PERSONS WITH THE INTENTION OR EXPECTATION THAT SOME OF
THOSE PRESENT WILL ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER
DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED)

Defendants

WITNESS STATEMENT OF PARDIP NAGRA
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|, Pardip Nagra, Anti-Social Behaviour Team Leader of Wolverhampton Homes,
Wednesfield Housing Office, Alfred Squire Road, Wednesfield, Wolverhampton,
WV11 1XU, WILL SAY AS FOLLOWS:

1. Except where indicated to the contrary, the facts in this statement are within
my knowledge and are true. Where the facts in this statement are not within
my direct knowledge, they are based on the source indicated and are true to

the best of my information and belief.

2. I make this statement further to my statement following the final injunction order
in this matter being granted by the Honourable Mr Justice Julian Knowles on
27t February 2024, which followed the interim injunction that was granted by
Mrs Justice Hill sitting at the High Court (Royal Courts of Justice) London on
21st December 2022 against persons unknown regarding the issue of street
racing within the Local Authority areas of Wolverhampton, Sandwell, Walsall

and Dudley.

3. As detailed within my statement dated 19" July 2022 in support of this
application, a number of residents within the Black Country had, within the
2014 street racing injunction application, reported the impact that street racing
was having on them and/or their communities. The evidence provided to the
High Court within that 2014 application detailed that a large number of car
cruisers, often 250 in number, regularly raced their vehicles along the Black
Country Route in Wolverhampton as well as on other roads and areas within

Dudley, Walsall and Sandwell.

4. | have been able to contact two of the witnesses that provided evidence
previously, in order to ascertain whether or not they were still experiencing

street racing in their areas.



In an email sent to me on 5t January 2026, Mrs Jennifer Bateman advised that
she was delighted that street racing in her area had reduced significantly since
the full Hight Court injunction came in to force and that the roads now feel safer.
She stated that the injunction has been a great success and felt that it was
important that it continued, for she felt that the previous issues of street racing
would start again if the injunction were to be withdrawn. A copy of Mrs

Bateman’s email to me is here and exhibited to this statement as “PN1.”

My colleague Rachel Fanthom, of Wolverhampton's ASB Team, had also
previously provided evidence in this matter. Upon speaking to her for an update
of her experiences with street racing now, Rachel advised that she could hear
vehicles racing along the Black Country Route, near to her home, almost every
Sunday evening, however, she has not seen or heard any issues since October
2025. She feels that the colder weather may have dissuaded drivers from
racing but believes the activity will start again when the warmer weather

commences.

Rachel advised that whilst the street racing injunction has no doubt acted as a
deterrent for some potential street racers, the lack of residential properties
along the Black Country Route will always mean that potential breaches are
not reported to Police when they are occurring. Rachel advised me that the
deterrent aspect of the injunction is something that she feels is welcome
among her community and that she therefore supports the order remaining in

place.

A check of Wolverhampton Homes Anti-Social Behaviour (asb) duty email
inbox showed that between the dates of February 2024 to December 2024
(post full injunction being granted), there were a total of 63 complaints received
regarding street racing. The same check was carried out for the period
February 2025 to December 2025 and showed that 66 complaints had been

received.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

The statistics show that complaints of street racing made to Wolverhampton’s
ASB Team have dropped from 91 plus complaints within the year prior to the
full injunction being granted to the 60’s range as seen above. This would
indicate that the injunction is having a positive impact and reducing incidents

of street racing within Wolverhampton.

My colleague Pardip Sandhu, Town Lead ASB Officer at Sandwell Metropolitan
Borough Council, advises in his statement dated 5" January 2026 that the full
injunction prohibiting street racing has had a positive impact on the residents,
local businesses and partner agencies of Sandwell and that several arrests

have been made for breaches of the full order.

Pardip advises that many of the breaches have occurred on Kenrick Way, West
Bromwich and have resulted in suspended prison sentences being imposed

upon the arrested individuals.

Pardip details that Sandwell MBC have received in excess of 40 reports of
street racing over the last year and that the injunction remaining in place is

therefore necessary.

With regard to street racing signage, Pardip advises that Sandwell’s Highways
Department have conducted routine inspections of signage and are in the
process of replacing two signs within the coming weeks. All other signage
remains in situ and free from damage. A copy of Pardip Sandhu’s statement is

here and exhibited to this statement as exhibit “PN2.”
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

John Charles, Wolverhampton City Council’'s Head of Highway Network
Management Department, advises that the Council’'s Street Lighting Team
have carried out quarterly checks of street racing signage throughout the year,

with the last inspection being conducted on 10t December 2025.

John confirmed that all street racing signage was found to be in situ and correct
bar one small foamex sign on Springvale Way, Bilston, which was slightly

faded. John has since had this sign replaced with a new one.

John confirmed that his team do not report logs for the above checks as they
are purely visual checks only. A copy of John Charles’ email to me confirming
the above information is dated 15" December 2025 and is here and exhibited

to this statement as “PN3.”

My colleague Mark Wilson, Community Safety Officer at Dudley Metropolitan
Borough Council, details in his statement dated 21st January 2026, that street
racing continues to be an issue within the Dudley area. Manor Way continues
to be a hotspot for street racing/car cruising as regular reports are received
about vehicles racing along the dual carriageway. Mark advises that there are
also ongoing reports of street racing from Castlegate, Dudley and the

Waterfront, Brierley Hill.

Dudley MBC’s Transport Highways Team inspected all street racing signage
on 2" December 2025 and found that all signage was in situ and in good
condition, bar one large sign at the Waterfront, Brierley Hill. This sign has been
taken down following a change in ownership of the land on which it had been
erected. The Highways Team are in the process of ascertaining details of the
new owners in order to have the sign replaced. A copy of Mark Wilson’s

statement is here and exhibited to this statement as exhibit “PN4”.
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

My colleague Steven Gittens, Community Safety Manager of Walsall
Metropolitan Borough Council, advises in his statement dated 6" January
2026, that there have been no applications for committals for breaches of the

street racing injunction in Walsall.

Steven advises that Police in Walsall have noted a slight rise in vehicle related
anti-social behaviour (asb) within the last year and that this illustrates the need

for the injunction to remain in place.

A resident that had previously spoken to Steven in support of the street racing
injunction, informed him in December 2025 that street racing continues to
occur on Empire Close though the issues now fluctuate. The resident remained

in full support of the injunction remaining in place.

Two residents from the Moxley area of Walsall MBC advised Steven that they
remain in full support of the injunction remaining in place as racing along the
Black Country Route had drastically improved since the injunction had been in

place.

Councillor Paul Bott, a ward member of Darlaston South, which includes the
Moxley area, fully supports the injunction remaining in place and commented
that street racing activity on the Black Country Route used to be a weekly
occurrence. He stated that he no longer receives complaints about these
issues from residents and believes that the injunction should remain in place
to prevent dangerous street racing increasing again. A copy of Steven Gittins’

statement is here and exhibited to this statement as exhibit “PN5”.

Steven Gittins confirms, in an email dated 27t January 2026, that an inspection
of street racing signage was carried out in Walsall in December 2025. The

inspection found that the signage was in good order.
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25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Steven advised that conversations regarding the locations of temporary
signage will be held, however, Police have not yet identified any clear locations
for this signage. A copy of Steven Gittins email detailing this information is here
and exhibited to this statement as exhibit “PN6”.

Police Constable Mark Campbell, of West Midlands Police, is the subject lead
for Operation Hercules, West Midlands Police’s tactical approach to street
racing. PC Campbell states, in his statement dated 29" December 2025, that
he fully supports the renewal of the car cruising injunction to help support the
Police and local authorities to tackle the unlawful behaviour of street racing

which puts the public at risk.

PC Campbell notes that the West Midlands area has seen a dramatic decrease
in the number of organised car cruising events, to the point that over the last
two months, Police have seen virtually no large-scale car cruising events and

only a small number of small gatherings between friends.

PC Campbell states that he has not seen such low levels of organised car
cruising meets within the seven years he has been tackling these issues. He
attributes this success to the High Court injunction and fully supports it
remaining in place. PC Campbell’s statement is contained within the bundle of

evidence submitted in this matter.

| can confirm that there has been a total of fifteen committal applications of this
High Court injunction, fourteen of which have resulted from breaches within
Sandwell whilst one was brought to the High Court by Wolverhampton City
Council. A copy of the current schedule of committals is here and exhibited to

this statement as exhibit “PN7”.
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30. | believe that the above information from the four Black Country Local
Authorities clearly illustrates that street racing is still a very real issue within the
Black Country and that the full injunction order should remain in place to
provide reassurance to the public and to save lives. It is for this reason that |

fully support this application and am willing to provide evidence in the matter.

Statement of Truth

| believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true. | 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.

Signed Pardip Nagra Date | 02/02/26

Print name in full Pardip Nagra
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i) Statement of: Pardip Nagra
ii) Statement No: 1

iii) For: Claimants
iv) Dated: 02.02.2026
v) Exhibits: PN1 — PN7

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-001888
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and
(1-4) PERSONS UNKNOWN AS DESCRIBED (IN THE INJUNCTION)

5) Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE
(6) Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA
(7) Mr ISA IQBAL
(8) Mr MASON PHELPS
(9) Miss REBECCA RICHOLD
(10) Mr OLIVER CLARKE
(11) Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN
(12) Mr OMAR TAGON
(13) Mr TY HARRIS
(14) Mr VIVKASH BALI
(15) Mr QAMAR HUSSAIN
(16) Mr SCOTT HILL
(17) Mr JAMES REYNOLDS
(18) Mr JAMES HOLDING
(19) Mr OSKAR ARIF
Defendants

EXHIBIT PN1

This is the document referred to as Exhibit PN1 in the Withess Statement of Pardip

Nagra dated 02 February 2026.
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From: Jenny Bateman

Sent: 05 January 2026 16:27

To: Pardip Nagra <Pardip.Nagra@wolverhamptonhomes.org.uk>
Subject: Re: Street Racing Injunction

Dear Pardip

Many thanks for your communication concerning the full High Court Injunction against
Street Racing/Car Cruising that was introduced in February 2024.

| am delighted to say that since the injunction was issued the incidents of Car
Cruising/Street Racing in our area has reduced significantly. The roads feel safer and
less threatening/intimidating and the noise nuisance has abated to a greater degree - all
thanks to the Full Injunction. It has been a great success.

| strongly feel that if the continuance of the Full Injunction is withdrawn by the High Court
the Road Racing/Car Cruising would begin again with a return to all the problems,
danger, fear and nuisance that we were subjected to previously.

| also strongly feel that the Full High Court Injunction should be granted on a permanent
basis.

Please let me know if you require any further information. | thank you and all the parties
involved for your hard and dedicated work and hope you achieve success in the High
Court.

Yours sincerely

Jennifer Bateman (Mrs)

On 5 Jan 2026, at 13:52, Pardip Nagra <Pardip.Nagra@wolverhamptonhomes.org.uk>
wrote:

Good afternoon Ms Bateman,

| am Pardip Nagra, Team Leader on Wolverhampton’s Anti-Social Behaviour
Team. | have spoken with you in the past regarding your experience of car
cruising/street racing within Wolverhampton.

| am currently dealing with the High Court injunction across the Black Country in
this matter and will soon be in court to for a review of the injunction, where a High
Court Judge will decide whether or not the order should remain in place. As part
of my evidence gathering in support of this review, | am contacting previous
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witnesses to street racing and can see that you have kindly supported our
previous applications.

Could you please advise if you are still experiencing street racing within
Wolverhampton and if so, what have you witnessed exactly? | would also be
keen to hear if you feel that street racing in your area has reduced since the full
street racing injunction was granted to us in February 2024.

| would appreciate any information you could provide me re this matter, in order
to understand the current state of play with street racing within Wolverhampton.

Thank you,

Pardip Nagra | Anti-Social Behaviour Team Leader | T: 01902 552950
Wolverhampton Anti-Social Behaviour Team
www.wolverhamptonhomes.org.uk

DISCLAIMER: This email and files transmitted are confidential and are intended
solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient,
or the person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you may not
copy, disclose, distribute or use it in any unauthorised manner. If you have
received this email in error please notify us by email to
postmaster@wolverhampton.gov.uk and then delete it and any attachments
accompanying it. Please note that Wolverhampton Homes cannot guarantee that
this message or any attachments are virus free or have not been intercepted and
amended. Any views or opinions expressed within this email are those of the
author and may not necessarily reflect those of Wolverhampton Homes and no
contractual arrangement is intended to arise from this communication.
Registered in England & Wales Company number 5441967 Registered office:
Wednesfield Housing Office, Alfred Squire Road, Wednesfield, Wolverhampton,
West Midlands, England WV11 1XU
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i) Statement of: Pardip Nagra
ii) Statement No: 1

iii) For: Claimants
iv) Dated: 02.02.2026
v) Exhibits: PN1 — PN7

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-001888
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and
(1-4) PERSONS UNKNOWN AS DESCRIBED (IN THE INJUNCTION)

5) Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE
(6) Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA
(7) Mr ISA IQBAL
(8) Mr MASON PHELPS
(9) Miss REBECCA RICHOLD
(10) Mr OLIVER CLARKE
(11) Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN
(12) Mr OMAR TAGON
(13) Mr TY HARRIS
(14) Mr VIVKASH BALI
(15) Mr QAMAR HUSSAIN
(16) Mr SCOTT HILL
(17) Mr JAMES REYNOLDS
(18) Mr JAMES HOLDING
(19) Mr OSKAR ARIF
Defendants

EXHIBIT PN2

This is the document referred to as Exhibit PN2 in the Withess Statement of Pardip
Nagra dated 02 February 2026.
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1) Claimant
2) P Sandhu
3) First

4) PS1 -
55/1/26

6)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE CLAIM NO:
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and

PERSONS UNKNOWN
Defendants

WITNESS STATEMENT OF PARDIP SANDHU

I, Pardip Sandhu of Sandwell Council, will say as follows: -

1. | am employed by Sandwell Council as a Town Lead Anti-
Social Behaviour Officer, based in Oldbury however | primary
responsibility for dealing with Anti-Social Behaviour (ASB)
cases in West Bromwich, and car cruising around the
Borough of Sandwell.

2. As part of my duties | investigate and action complaints of
Anti-Social Behaviour (ASB), interview witnesses, and
victims of ASB, take action against perpetrators, prepare
witness statements and attend court where needed as a
professional witness.
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3. | make this statement from my own personal knowledge, and
from liaising with the local Policing Team, and interrogating
the ASB systems within Sandwell Council.

4. | am aware that there is currently a car cruising injunction in
place that covered areas in the Black Country including
Wolverhampton, Walsall, Dudley and Sandwell. This
Injunction was to prevent boy racer activity, which was
obtained and finalised in February 2024.

5. Since obtaining the order the Injunction has had a positive
impact on residents, local business partner agencies and the
Police. There has also been a number of arrests made by
the Police due to breach of this Injunction particularly in the
Kenrick Way, West Bromwich area, which has resulted in
Suspended Sentences imposed upon the individuals
arrested.

6. This Injunction is still necessary as residents and other
partner agencies continue to complain about the ongoing
noise nuisance, and disruptive behaviour linked to vehicle
nuisance. This includes all parts of Sandwell including West
Bromwich, Wednesbury, Rowley Regis, Smethwick and
Oldbury.

7. During this year Sandwell Council and partner agencies have
received over 40 reports from local residents reporting car
cruising and vehicle nuisance mainly on Kenrick Way, West
Bromwich. The Police and the Council will seek to use the
injunction to tackle and enforce this activity in the borough.
A copy of these reports and reference numbers generated
after being logged on the Councils case management
system is here marked as “PS1” which | exhibit to my
statement.
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8. A recent street signage was inspected by Sandwell Councils
Highways Department, who confirmed that they all remain in
place except two, which have been ordered to be replaced. |
have been advised that these will be replaced in the coming
weeks.

9. I therefore support the car cruising injunction so that if there
are any further breaches then positive and swift action can
be taken to enforce this order and protect local residents and
our communities.

This is the end of my witness statement.

STATEMENT OF TRUTH

‘I believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true |
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.”

B

Dated. 5/1/26

Signed
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IN THE HIGH CLAIM NO:
COURT OF

JUSTICE

QUEEN’S BENCH

DIVISION

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN
BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN
BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN
BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and

PERSONS UNKNOWN

Defendants

EXHIBIT “PS1”

| verify that this exhibit is marked as “PS1” in my statement.
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Incident Ref 93561 on 15/11/24

Greenford House - flat 58 John Gallagher reported seeing a Car race down the carriageway.
Monitor area nothing seen AA

Incident ref 93741 on 17/11/24

Greenford house-Mr John Gallagher flat 58 called to report the racers are on Kenrick way |
informed Mr Gallagher that my colleague was already on to the police and we are watching
the situation Customer advised. AA

Incident ref 94610 on 25/12/24

Greenford House Received a call from John Gallagher from Greenford House to say that there
were boy racers on the estate, and that he had already called the Police, and could we get the
Cameras on them. | checked the CCTV and could see the boy racers. Footage saved of them
racing. Two regs seen. YT68HBU and S4XUB. AA

Incident ref 94685 on 26/12/24

Greenford House Got a call from John Gallagher from Greenford House to say that there were
boy racers on the estate, and that could we get the Cameras on them. | checked the CCTV
and could not see the boy racers at that time. AA

Incident 94739 on 28/12/24

Greenford House, call received from Mr Gallagher, flat 58 to advise that the boy racers are
out. Informed him that we have already called the Police as we were aware of them. Mr
Gallagher has also spoken to the Police. He also told me that he has received an invitation to
attend a meeting with WMP and 1 of the local Councillors on January 10th regarding the
problem. JF

Incident ref 95623 on 31/1/25

Greenford House- John Gallagher flat 58, called reporting boy racers on the expressway on
Marie St, did notices some boy racers travelling at speed on the expressway. Police called on
the 9's, Log 5814-31/1/25 JF

Incident ref 95946 on 14/2/25

Greenford House - flat 58 John Gallagher reported boy racers on Kenrick Way. He said he has
called the Police. Checked and Police were on site. NJW

Incident ref 96172 on 25/2/25

Greenford House - flat 58 Mr Gallagher called to report boy racers have turned up again.
Police informed Log 5518-25.02.25. NJW

Incident ref 96312 on 2/3/25

Kenrick Way - boy racers seen gathering along Kenrick Way. Police called on 999, log 3564-
02.03.2025. NJW

Incident ref 96487 on 9/3/2025

Neale House - call from flat 21 Keith Rzepkowski asking us to call the police and to inform us
that the boy racers are back. Advised the tenant we are calling the Police. NJW
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Incident ref 96488 on 9/3/2025

Greenford House - Boy racers and spectators seen gathering along Kenrick Way as per calls
from flat 58 John Gallagher who made a call earlier about a couple of vehicles on the block
car park which never got any larger until 12.302am onwards. Some registrations numbers
saved for the Police. Called the Police on 101, log 97-09.03.25. The response was immediate
and two police vehicles turned up and the crowds and racers moved on. NJW

Incident ref 96593 on 13/3/2025

Kenrick House - flat 64 Lee Moore reported seeing some guys on the park riding around no
Helmet cutting up the grass. Monitor area could not see them. Advised tenant cause they
maybe off camera he could report this on the 101,said ok AA

Incident ref 96665 on 16/3/2025

Kenrick Way - Tenant from flat 58 John Gallagher called to report boy racers on Kenrick Way
Footage saved of cars racing and spectators. Police informed log number 4072/16/03/25 JF

Incident ref 96666 on 16/3/2025

Lissimore House - tenant in flat 31 llona Vagabova complained about car racing. informed her
we are aware and issue has been reported. JF

Incident ref 96684 on 17/3/2025

Greenford house - Tenant John Gallagher called from flat 58 to complain about a black car in
the car park saying that the caris racer in the car park We advised him we are checking CCTV
Footage of the black car saved AA

Incident ref 96855 on 23/03/2025

Lissimore House - Boy racers and spectators seen congregating on Kenrick Way. Reported to
Police Log 3986-22.07.25. NJW

Incident ref 97033 on 30/03/2025

Lissimore House. Call from Mr Gallagher flat 58 to report boy racers driving up and down
Kenrick way. he told me he had called the Police but they did not turn up. Did a patrol for a
while but could not see any racing. JF

Incident ref 97051 on 31/03/2025

Greenford House - Received a call from flat 58, to inform us that the boy racers are on Kenrick
way. Advised the tenant that the police have been informed JF

Incident ref 96958 on 02/04/2025

Everyday they drive up and down all day on motorbikes. When they are not driving them they
are revving them non stop. It's all day everyday

Incident ref 97560 on 29/04/2025

Constantly parking outside the house, also smoking or drinking and leaving litter all over the
street, also racing up and down the road, they usually use around 3/4 vans or cars. They also
DO NOT live on our road.
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Incident ref 97486 on 20/04/25

Greenford House - John Gallagher flat 58 called to report boy racers on the expressway. Police
had been called by tenant. NJW

Incident ref 97371 on 13/04/25

Greenford House - boy racers seen on Kenrick Way. Called 999, Log 269-13.04.25. NJW

Incident ref 97368 on 12/04/25

Kenrick House - Mr Gallagher flat 58 called to report boy racers on Kenrick Way and he has
called the Police. He said the best place to see them would be from Lissimore House. Not able
to get number plates. NJW

Incident ref 97224 on 05/04/2025

Greenford House - John Gallagher flat 58 called to report boy racers on Kenrick Way. Checked
and could see cars racing and Police were in the area. NJW

Incident ref 97603 on 27/04/2025

Greenford House - flat 58 John Gallagher called to complain about the car racing on Kenrick
Way. Car details GX67 XZT - dark BMW. Police informed Log 53-27.04.25. NJW

Incident ref 97609 on 27/04/2025

Neale House - Keith Rzepkowski flat 21 called to report boy racers on Glover Street. Reported
to 101. Was able to obtain one of the spectators details, white Volkswagen Golf KR12 EXL.
Police log 4421-27.04.2025. NJW

Incident ref 97737 on 02/05/2025

Greenford House - flat 58 John Gallagher called to report car cruising on the dual carriageway
and cars pulling up. Cars seen parked up are a Red Audi FA15 YDD, Silver VW Polo YN56 UNE,
Red Nissan Jeep BP74 LUF and White BMW LG71 UHB. Police were called on 101 Log 6158-
02.05.25. NJW

Incident ref 97746 on 04/05/2025

Neale House - flat 21 Keith Rzepkowski called to report boy racers on Kenrick Way. Reported
to Police on 101 log 300-04.05.25. NJW

Incident ref 97757 on 04/05/2025

Greenford House - flat 58 John Gallagher called reporting cars racing on the dual carriageway.
Checked and saw a Grey Seat FT62 AYP and a red Astra leaving the site. NJW

Incident ref 98025 on 20/05/2025

On the 20-5.25 at 8:15 a car was racing up rod hit lamp post drove off there is a lot of it now in
the street we see drugs being passed through windows near the gully and at the back of the
Property?s off rd bikes racing up down drugs being smoked bottles and cans being throw over
gardens rubbish lying near shops on floor there?s holes in the green mess that separate the
gully from the park

Incident ref 98338 on 31/05/2025

Kenrick Way - Boy racers seen on the dual carriageway on the Kenrick Estate. Police called Log
4989-31.05.25. NJW
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Incident ref 98337 on 31/05/2025

Kenrick Way - cars seen racing on the dual carriageway. Police informed Log 1333-31 05 25.
NJW

Incident ref 98496 on 06/06/2025

Greenford House. Mr Gallagher called to report boy racers were out again plus a motor bike.
Footage saved, Police informed. REF Number5912. JF

Incident ref 98636 on 14/06/2025

Greenford House - a tenant flat number 58 John Gallagher call and report about Cars racing at
the Kenrick way. notes. i call Police 999 and report log number 5335/14/6/25. all footage
saved. also two cars i have report to police Reg number WN25 FXE and KM15 PNX. all footage
saved AA

Incident ref 98671 on 19/06/2025

Car cruising racing driving like absolute idiots. This is happening throughout the night.
Someone is going to get seriously hurt if its not stopped. | have called several times to report
this to the council/local councillor, but nobody seems to care! This car was going around the
island like an idiot, several times wheel spinning and nearly hit the bollard. | do have it on video
but I’'m unable you upload as it says the file is too large.

Incident ref 98696 on 22/06/2025

Everyday all day. But mainly evening going into night time. Genuinely a 24hour problem. Of a
car or multi cars going past with extremely loud exhausted pipes popping and banging. Its like
a bomb is going off. This has been going on for months now. My daughter has autism and its
becoming to effect our family emotional and she is self harming because of it. Also just
recently twenty or more bikes wheelie up the road

Incident ref 98778 on 21/06/2025

Neal House - Had a call from flat 21 Keith Karol reporting motor bikes racing on the duel
carriage way. | checked CCTV and saw five bikes racing at fast speeds and doing wheelies.
Police was called on 101 Log 21/06/25/435. AA

Incident ref 98784 on 21/06/2025

Greenford House - Received a call from tenant in Greenford House flat 58 John Gallagher He
informed us there was a yellow racing car going around the estate We advised him we would
check CCTV We checked CCTV and found a yellow what looks like a Lambourghini or Ferrari
Number plate not seen Footage saved for information AA

Incident ref 98930 on 28/06/2025

Neale House - flat 21 Keith Rzcowski called to inform us of the boy racers on Kenrick Way.
Police informed, log number 5472-28.06.25. NJW

Incident ref 99067 on 04/07/2025

Greenford House - John Gallagher flat 58 called reporting two motorbikes on the pavement.
Checked and they were just leaving and heading towards J1. NJW
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Incident ref 98990 on 07/07/2025

| live on Beeches Road and we have daily problems with a group of males driving at speed up
and down the street which has a 20mph speed limit.

It is a daily occurrence starting in the early evening well. Into the night. | wanted to know what
needs to happen to get speed bumps or cameras put up so you can log them. | have lots more
footage from my ring flood light and number plates but it wont let me upload videos.

Incident ref 99659 on 26/07/2025

Kenrick Way - boy racers seen starting to gather on either side of the road. Passed to the Police
on 999, log 4880-26.07.25. NJW

Incident ref 99657 on 26/07/2025

Neale House - flat 21 Keith Rzepkowski called to report boy racers on Kelvin Way. Both cars
and spectators seen. Police called, log no 5652-26.07.25. NJW

Incident ref 100694 on 13/09/2025

Neale House- flat 21 Keith Rzepkowski called to report boy racers on Kenrick Way. Police
advised log no 182-13.03.25. NJW

Incident ref 101261 on 14/10/2025

Although you have administered 20 mile an hour speed limit around the tantany estate there
are still too many cars speeding. | have a young daughter who i walk to school every day and
am fed up of witnessing speeding drivers i fear for when she is old enough to walk alone as they
come out of nowhere. They are not just exceeding 20 Mph they are doing up to 40MPH. When
sat in the car waiting to pull off they go past and the car moves from the speed going past. Itis
an issue 24 hours a day you hear them whilst lying in bed. You seriously need to access the
situation around the estate before someone gets hurt. One Shaftsbury st came round that fast
that he mounted the curb recently.

B21



Claimants

IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUSTICE

QUEEN’S BENCH
DIVISION

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN
BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN
BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN
BOROUGH COUNCIL

Claimants
and

PERSONS UNKNOWN

Defendants

WITNESS STATEMENT OF
PARDIP SANDHU
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i) Statement of: Pardip Nagra
ii) Statement No: 1

iii) For: Claimants
iv) Dated: 02.02.2026
v) Exhibits: PN1 — PN7

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-001888
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and
(1-4) PERSONS UNKNOWN AS DESCRIBED (IN THE INJUNCTION)

5) Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE
(6) Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA
(7) Mr ISA IQBAL
(8) Mr MASON PHELPS
(9) Miss REBECCA RICHOLD
(10) Mr OLIVER CLARKE
(11) Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN
(12) Mr OMAR TAGON
(13) Mr TY HARRIS
(14) Mr VIVKASH BALI
(15) Mr QAMAR HUSSAIN
(16) Mr SCOTT HILL
(17) Mr JAMES REYNOLDS
(18) Mr JAMES HOLDING
(19) Mr OSKAR ARIF
Defendants

EXHIBIT PN3

This is the document referred to as Exhibit PN3 in the Withess Statement of Pardip
Nagra dated 02 February 2026.
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From: John Charles <John.Charles@wolverhampton.gov.uk>

Sent: 15 December 2025 14:54

To: Pardip Nagra <Pardip.Nagra@wolverhamptonhomes.org.uk>; John Roseblade
<John.Roseblade@wolverhampton.gov.uk>

Cc: Andrew Evans <Andrew.Evans@wolverhampton.gov.uk>

Subject: RE: Preparation for the next hearing

Hi Pardip

| can confirm that the street lighting team have undertaken quarterly checks
throughout the year with the most recent check being undertaken on 10
December 2025. All the signs were present and correct although the sign located
on Springvale Way needs to be replaced as it has faded. This work is being
arranged imminently and Andrew will update once complete.

Unfortunately we do not record any report logs for such checks as they are
purely a visual check.

Kind Regards

John Charles

Head of Highway Network Management
Tel. Office: 01902 555752

E-mail: John.Charles@wolverhampton.gov.uk
City of Wolverhampton Council
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i) Statement of: Pardip Nagra
ii) Statement No: 1

iii) For: Claimants
iv) Dated: 02.02.2026
v) Exhibits: PN1 — PN7

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-001888
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and
(1-4) PERSONS UNKNOWN AS DESCRIBED (IN THE INJUNCTION)

5) Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE
(6) Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA
(7) Mr ISA IQBAL
(8) Mr MASON PHELPS
(9) Miss REBECCA RICHOLD
(10) Mr OLIVER CLARKE
(11) Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN
(12) Mr OMAR TAGON
(13) Mr TY HARRIS
(14) Mr VIVKASH BALI
(15) Mr QAMAR HUSSAIN
(16) Mr SCOTT HILL
(17) Mr JAMES REYNOLDS
(18) Mr JAMES HOLDING
(19) Mr OSKAR ARIF
Defendants

EXHIBIT PN4

This is the document referred to as Exhibit PN4 in the Withess Statement of Pardip
Nagra dated 02 February 2026.
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For: Claimants

Statement of: Mark Wilson
Statement no: 6

Exhibits:

Date: January 2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-000188
KING’S BENCH DIVISION

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL

Claimants

-and-

1. PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND
7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY
AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) AT WHICH SOME OF THOSE PRESENT
ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR
OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

2 PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND
7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY
AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) WITH THE INTENTION OR EXPECTATION
THAT SOME OF THOSE PRESENT WILL ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR
STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

3. PERSONS UNKNOWN PROMOTING ORGANISING PUBLICISING (BY ANY MEANS
WHATSOEVER) ANY GATHERING BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND 7:00AM OF
2 OR MORE PERSONS WITH THE INTENTION OR EXPECTATION THAT SOME OF
THOSE PRESENT WILL ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER
DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED)

Defendants

SIXTH WITNESS STATEMENT OF MARK WILSON
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I, MARK WILSON, Community Safety Officer, will say as follows:-

1. 1 am employed by Dudley Metropolitan Borough Council as a Community Safety
Officer. As the Borough’s lead for Anti-Social Behaviour, Car Cruising, Public
Space Protection Orders, Prevent and Hate Crime, part of my role is to ensure
that Dudley is a safe place to live, work and visit and to work collaboratively

across the West Midlands region in respect of community safety issues.

2. | make this statement supplemental to the witness statements which | signed on
251 April 2023, 20t September 2023, 30" November 2023, 1st February 2024

and 5 December 2024.

3. Except where indicated to the contrary, the facts in this statement are within my
knowledge and are true. Where the facts in this statement are not within my direct
knowledge, they are based on the source indicated and are true to the best of

my information and belief.

4. This statement is given to update the Court on car cruising activities and the
condition of the signage in the Dudley Borough relation to the Injunction and

street racing.

5. Since my previous withess statement Manor Way continues to be a hotspot for
car cruise activity with regular reports of vehicles racing along the dual
carriageway. There are also ongoing reports from Castlegate, Dudley and from

the Waterfront, Brierley Hill and sporadic reports of one-off incidents around the
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Dudley borough.

| can confirm that all the signage in the Dudley Borough relating to the Injunction
and street racing was inspected on 2nd December 2025 by our Transport and
Highways team and they report that all are in good condition with no visible
damage apart from one. One of the large signs on The Waterfront, Brierley Hill
has been taken down. The land where the sign is situated has recently changed
ownership and it appears that development work is pending. Our Highways team
are in the process of ascertaining who now owns the land and it is hoped that the

missing sign will be replaced in due course.

Damaged signage can be reported to our call centre, Dudley Council Plus, by
telephone on 0300 555 2345 or email at DudleyCouncilPlus@dudley.gov.uk. Any
reports will be forwarded to a member of the Transport and Highway Services

team who will arrange to inspect and repair/replace the signs where required.

| believe that the injunction continues to have a positive effect and it is important
that it remains in place and a final order made to ensure the public safety and
protect law abiding members of the public and businesses who have suffered for
many years from the negative impact of car cruising and street racing. However,
as sought the terms of the order demonstrably need widening to include

spectators and organisers.
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Statement of Truth

| believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true. | 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.

Signed {«/\ [C\/\— Date | 21st January 2026

Print name in full Mark Wilson
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i) Statement of: Pardip Nagra
ii) Statement No: 1

iii) For: Claimants
iv) Dated: 02.02.2026
v) Exhibits: PN1 — PN7

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-001888
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and
(1-4) PERSONS UNKNOWN AS DESCRIBED (IN THE INJUNCTION)

5) Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE
(6) Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA
(7) Mr ISA IQBAL
(8) Mr MASON PHELPS
(9) Miss REBECCA RICHOLD
(10) Mr OLIVER CLARKE
(11) Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN
(12) Mr OMAR TAGON
(13) Mr TY HARRIS
(14) Mr VIVKASH BALI
(15) Mr QAMAR HUSSAIN
(16) Mr SCOTT HILL
(17) Mr JAMES REYNOLDS
(18) Mr JAMES HOLDING
(19) Mr OSKAR ARIF
Defendants

EXHIBIT PN5

This is the document referred to as Exhibit PN5 in the Withess Statement of Pardip
Nagra dated 02 February 2026.
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Claimants

Steven Gittins
Witness Statement
6th January 2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE CLAIM NO. KB-2022-BHM000188
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION

BETWEEN:
(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants
-and-
PERSONS UNKNOWN ENGAGING IN DANGEROUS DRIVING AND
ASSOCIATED ACTIVITIES

Respondents

WITNESS STATEMENT OF STEVEN GITTINS

I, STEVEN JOHN GITTINS, Community Safety Manager, Walsall Metropolitan
Borough Council, Civic Centre, Darwall Street, Walsall, WS1 1TP (“the Council”) WILL
SAY AS FOLLOWS:

1. I make this statement further to those which | have previously made in support
of the Black Country boroughs’ application for an injunction prohibiting people

from engaging in street racing and car cruising.

2. An injunction was initially granted from 1 February 2014 to 1 February 2018
and subsequently extended until it lapsed on 1 February 2021. A further
interim injunction was granted on 22 December 2022 and subsequently

extended in February, October and December 2023. A further full injunction
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was then granted in February 2024 and extended in February 2025. | provided

evidence in support of both the original and subsequent applications.

There have to date been no applications for committals for breaches of the

above injunction in the Borough of Walsall.

As per my previous statements, it continues to be the case that problems
associated with street racing and car cruising related activity within the borough,
remain reduced since the original car cruising injunction and then subsequent
injunctions came into effect. This remained the case, even during the 22-month
period when the injunction was not in place, when it is arguable that the
continued reduction was due to a legacy effect of the previous order and a lack

of understanding that the injunction had lapsed.

During the period 23/12/22 — 23/12/23, police report that they received 259
reports relating to vehicle related anti-social behaviour, over the period
23/12/23 — 24/11/24, 201 reports were received and between 23/12/24 —
24/11/25 315 reports were received. Police Sergeant Alex Backrath states that
this recent increase in reported incidents continues to support the need for the
injunction either due to an increase in this anti-social and potentially dangerous
activity or as a result of the injunction supporting greater trust and confidence
that the public have in reporting incidents to the police. This then providing a
more accurate understanding of the extent of the problem. PS Backrath
confirmed that the reports picked up a range of vehicle related anti-social
behaviour including those relating to street racing and that issues occurred
across the borough. Also, that local police believe that the injunction will
continue to act as an enforceable deterrent in terms of preventing some of the
real risk and issues that street racing brings There is a concern that if the
injunction were no longer in place, there may be a surge in this dangerous

activity.

The Council’s Community Protection Team report that year to date they have

received three complaints concerning street racing/car cruising and that in
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2024, 2 reports were received. It is clear that the majority of reports are made

to the police.

A number of residents who have previously provided information in support of
the original injunction were again contacted December 2025. A resident of
Aldridge whose husband previously reported that although the situation had
improved since he injunction, vehicles continued to race along Empire Close,
confirmed that although the issue had not got any worse, street racing activity
in the area did still fluctuate and they remain in full support of the injunction and
certainly do not want it to end. A further resident from the Walsall Wood area
reports that the situation has not deteriorated over the last 12 months, and that
they remain if full support of it being in place. Two residents from the Moxley
area remain in full support of the injunction remaining in place, one stating that
the situation close to their home and by the Black Country Route had been
really bad in the past and has now drastically improved, they believe as a direct
result of the injunction and 2 cameras at the location. The second confirmed

that the situation remains improved since the injunction has been in place.

Councillor Paul Bott a Ward Member for Darlaston South, which includes the
Moxley area, confirmed again that prior to the original injunction being in place,
there was car cruising/street racing activity every weekend on the Black
Country Route and surrounding areas, including the car park of a local Aldi.
Since the injunction has been in place the situation remains greatly improved
and he no longer receives any complaints or hears of any concerns from
residents. He is fully supportive of the injunction continuing in order to prevent

this dangerous activity increasing once again.

| have recently requested that our Highways Team undertake a further survey
of the boroughs Car Cruising/Street Racing signage, inclusive of the large fixed
and temporary foamex signs. The audit was undertaken between 18th
November and 11th December 2025. A number of the foamex signs were
missing or damaged and consideration will now be given as to whether signage

is adequate and in the right locations given the activity that is reported.
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Replacements and new signage will be ordered as is appropriate. There is also
an additional large, fixed sign on the eastbound Black Country Route (exit slip
road to the Anson Junction. The council’s geospatial team will also be asked to
update the map of street racing signage accessible from the Street Racing Web
Page on the Council's web page at https://go.walsall.gov.uk/people-and-
communities/policing-and-public-safety/crime-and-law-enforcement/black-

country-street

The web page also gives access to the e mail and phone number on which any
problems with the signs can be reported via the Council’'s Community

Protection Team.

The large, fixed signs are at the locations detailed below:

A4031 West Bromwich Road Near Greenside Way

A454 Little Aston Road/junction of Chester Road

A452 Chester Road North

A452 Chester Road, Shire Oak Junction

A34 Stafford Road, Near Yates Farm

A462 Essington Road, near footway link to Kewstoke Close

A4124 Lichfield Road, near the footpath to Highmoor Close

A461 Bescot Road, near depot M6 Junction 9

A41 Black Country New Road, between Southern Way and Bull Lane,
A463 Black Country Route (westbound) (near to The Lunt)

A463 Black Country Route (eastbound) near to The Lunt)

A454 Black Country Route (westbound) between Anson Road Junction

© N o g bk~ W DN~
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and the Keyway
13.  A454 Black Country Route (eastbound) exit slip to Anson Junction
14.  A454 Keyway, Walsall Bound Exit off Portabello Island

The temporary Foamex signs are at locations detailed below.

1. High Street Moxley Lamppost 6
2. High Street Moxley Lamppost 10
3. High Street Moxley Lamppost 11

4
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12.

13.

High Street Moxley Lamppost 12

Black Country New Road Lamppost 13 (Damaged)
Black Country New Road Lamppost 34

Brickyard Lane Aldridge Lamppost 3

©® N o g &

Brickyard Lane Aldridge - Lamppost 28
9. Northgate Way Aldridge - Lamppost 1
10.  Northgate Way Aldridge - Lamppost 2
11.  Coppice Road Brownhills - Lamppost 21
12. Coppice Road Brownhills - Lamppost 22
13. Maybrook Road Brownhills - Lamppost 6
14.  Bescot Crescent - Lamppost 24

15.  Bescot Crescent - Lamppost 38

16.  Wisemore - Signal Post 5

Although the levels of car cruising/street racing in Walsall remain reduced
since the original injunction was granted, reports of this dangerous anti-social
activity are still received, and it remains a concern. This including importantly
the potential displacement from neighbouring authorities if Walsall were not
included in the injunction, particularly given its location at the end of the Black
Country Route. Also, it is feared that if Walsall were not included then this

dangerous anti-social activity could again increase within the borough.

The Safer Walsall Partnership is in the process of finalising what the boroughs
2026 — 2029 Walsall’s Community Safety Plan. This includes a “Road and
Vehicle Harm” priority. Although this will cover a number of harms associated
with anti-social and criminal road/vehicle use, it will also include those
connected with street racing and demonstrates how seriously the partnership
and the borough are treating these issues. It is also an area in which it is
expected that activity and initiatives to reduce harm caused will increase over
the coming months. The injunction remains an important tool, to help to deliver
against this priority, and address and reduce the significant risks and danger

associated with street racing.
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14. It continues to be my view that the granting of the previous injunctions has had
and continues to have a beneficial effect for the borough of Walsall. Protecting

those who live, work in and visit the borough by reducing the level of this

dangerous and harmful anti-social behaviour.

| believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true. | 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.

Statement of Truth

Signed

Date | 06/01/2026

Print name in full

STEVEN JOHN GITTINS

Claimant

Steven Gittins
Witness Statement
6th January 2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
CLAIM NO. KB-2022-BHM000188

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH
COUNCIL
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(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH

COUNCIL
Claimants
-and-
PERSONS UNKNOWN
Respondents

WITNESS STATEMENT OF STEVEN GITTINS

David Pattison

Director of Governance
Wolverhampton City Council
Civic Centre

St Peters Square
Wolverhampton

WV1 1RG

Ref: LIJ017753P/01314155

Solicitor for the Council
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i) Statement of: Pardip Nagra
ii) Statement No: 1

iii) For: Claimants
iv) Dated: 02.02.2026
v) Exhibits: PN1 — PN7

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-001888
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and
(1-4) PERSONS UNKNOWN AS DESCRIBED (IN THE INJUNCTION)

5) Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE
(6) Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA
(7) Mr ISA IQBAL
(8) Mr MASON PHELPS
(9) Miss REBECCA RICHOLD
(10) Mr OLIVER CLARKE
(11) Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN
(12) Mr OMAR TAGON
(13) Mr TY HARRIS
(14) Mr VIVKASH BALI
(15) Mr QAMAR HUSSAIN
(16) Mr SCOTT HILL
(17) Mr JAMES REYNOLDS
(18) Mr JAMES HOLDING
(19) Mr OSKAR ARIF
Defendants

EXHIBIT PN6

This is the document referred to as Exhibit PN6 in the Withess Statement of Pardip
Nagra dated 02 February 2026.
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From: Steve.Gittins@walsall.gov.uk

To: Roan.Sidhu@wolverhampton.gov.uk

CC: Lucy.Brookes2@wolverhampton.gov.uk, Adam.Sheen@wolverhampton.gov.uk
Sent: Tue Jan 27 2026 16:50:46 GMT

Subject: RE: Provision of a Supplementary Witness Statement - Re the condition of Car-
Cruising Signage

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the council. Do not click links or open

attachments unless you are sure the content is safe.
Hi Roan,

I’'m good thanks and hope that you are too.
No update at this stage, the audit was in December, and the fixed signs were in good order.

There will be some work/conversations looking at where the temporary signage may be needed but
as per my statement police were reporting no clear locations. Apologies | have not had chance to
progress this yet with other priorities. We will then need to follow the process to get these installed.

| hope this helps/clarifies the situation.

Many thanks

Steven Gittins

Community Safety Manager
Walsall Council

01922 654297
www.walsall.gov.uk

& Walsall Council PROWUD O©F OUR PAST, OUR PRESENT AND FOR OUR FUTURE

i

Disclaimer: The information in this message should be regarded as confidential and is intended for the addressee only unless explicitly
stated. If you have received this message in error it must be deleted and the sender notified. The views expressed in this message are
personal and not necessarily those of Walsall Council unless explicitly stated. Emails sent or received from Walsall Council maybe the
subject of a request under data protection, freedom of information or environmental information legislation and therefore could be
disclosed to third parties. We strongly advise you not to email any information, which if disclosed to unrelated third parties would be likely
to cause harm or distress. If you have an enquiry related to your confidentiality or data protection, please visit the council data protection
pages on our website.

From: Roan Sidhu <Roan.Sidhu@wolverhampton.gov.uk>

Sent: 27 January 2026 15:50

To: Steve Gittins <Steve.Gittins@walsall.gov.uk>

Cc: Lucy Brookes (Legal) <Lucy.Brookes2@wolverhampton.gov.uk>; Adam Sheen
<Adam.Sheen@wolverhampton.gov.uk>
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Subject: FW: Provision of a Supplementary Witness Statement - Re the condition of Car-
Cruising Signage

You don't often get email from roan.sidhu@wolverhampton.gov.uk. Learn why this is important

CAUTION: STOP and THINK - This email originated from outside of the
council. If it looks suspicious it probably is and YOU SHOULD NEVER
enter your council username and password into an external link or open
files attached to a suspicious email.

Good afternoon Steve

We hope you are well.

We would be grateful if you could provide an update to our below email.
Kind regards

Roan Sidhu
Paralegal

Email: Roan.Sidhu@wolverhampton.gov.uk
Tel. Office: 01902554927
City of Wolverhampton Council

These details do not constitute a digital signature.
City of Wolverhampton Council does not accept service of documents by email or fax.

This e-mail is sent by or on behalf of Mushtag Ahmed-Khan, Acting Head of Legal Services

From: Roan Sidhu

Sent: 20 January 2026 16:55

To: steve.qittins@walsall.gov.uk

Cc: Lucy Brookes (Legal) <Lucy.Brookes2@wolverhampton.gov.uk>; Adam Sheen
<Adam.Sheen@wolverhampton.gov.uk>

Subject: Provision of a Supplementary Witness Statement - Re the condition of Car-Cruising
Signage

Good afternoon Steve

We are working on collating the updated Car-Cruising bundle, in preparation for the
renewal hearing in February 2026.

We note that paragraph 8 of your most recent Witness Statement (signed on 6th January
2026) mentioned the condition of the large, fixed and temporary Foamex signage.
2
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We would therefore be grateful if you could prepare a supplementary Witness Statement,
concerning any update(s) to the condition of the signage.

Please prepare this supplementary Witness Statement as a stand-alone Witness
Statement.

We would be grateful if you could return this supplementary Witness Statement to us at
your earliest convenience.

Kind regards

Roan Sidhu
Paralegal

Email: Roan.Sidhu@wolverhampton.gov.uk
Tel. Office: 01902554927
City of Wolverhampton Council
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i) Statement of: Pardip Nagra
ii) Statement No: 1

iii) For: Claimants
iv) Dated: 02.02.2026
v) Exhibits: PN1 — PN7

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-001888
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and
(1-4) PERSONS UNKNOWN AS DESCRIBED (IN THE INJUNCTION)

5) Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE
(6) Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA
(7) Mr ISA IQBAL
(8) Mr MASON PHELPS
(9) Miss REBECCA RICHOLD
(10) Mr OLIVER CLARKE
(11) Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN
(12) Mr OMAR TAGON
(13) Mr TY HARRIS
(14) Mr VIVKASH BALI
(15) Mr QAMAR HUSSAIN
(16) Mr SCOTT HILL
(17) Mr JAMES REYNOLDS
(18) Mr JAMES HOLDING
(19) Mr OSKAR ARIF
Defendants

EXHIBIT PN7

This is the document referred to as Exhibit PN7 in the Withess Statement of Pardip
Nagra dated 02 February 2026.
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SCHEDULE OF COMMITTALS
BLACK COUNTRY CAR CRUISING INJUNCTION
DECEMBER 2022 - JANUARY 2026

Name Local Date of Status of Outcome
Authority Breach(es) Case
Area in which or Alleged
breach(es) Breaches

occurred or
are alleged to
have occurred

Anthony Gale Sandwell MBC May 2023 Completed 3 October 2023 —

Defendant’s admission of racing
on Kenrick Way, West Bromwich,
Sandwell in breach of injunction,
accepted by court and breaches of
injunction found to be made out.

Sentence: (1/3 credit given for
early admission): 23 days’
imprisonment suspended for 12
months  on  condition  that
Defendant complies with terms of
the injunction.

Wiktoria Szczublinska Sandwell MBC May 2023 Completed 3 October 2023 —

Defendant’s admission of racing
on Kenrick Way, West Bromwich,
Sandwell in breach of injunction,
accepted by court and breaches of
injunction found to be made out.

Sentence: (1/3 credit given for
early admission): 28 days’
imprisonment suspended for 12
months  on  condition  that
Defendant complies with terms of
the injunction.

Isa Igbal Wolverhampton May 2023 Completed 1 November 2023 —
City Council
Defendant’s admission of
performing a “drifting” manoeuvre
around a traffic roundabout in
Bilston, Wolverhampton in breach
of injunction, accepted by court
and breaches of injunction found to
be made out.

Sentence: (1/3 credit given for
early admission): 28 days’
imprisonment suspended for 12
months  on  condition  that
Defendant complies with terms of
the injunction.

Rebecca Richold Sandwell MBC September Completed 9 January 2024 —
2023
Defendant’'s admission of racing
on Kenrick Way, West Bromwich,
Sandwell (speed limit 40mph) in
breach of injunction, accepted by
court and breaches of injunction
found to be made out.
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Sentence: 27 days’ imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that the Defendant
complies with the terms of the
injunction.

Mason Phelps Sandwell MBC July 2023 Completed 29 January 2024 —

Defendant was found to have been
racing other vehicles and, at times,
travelling at approximately twice
the speed limit, on Kenrick Way,
West Bromwich, Sandwell in
breach of the injunction.

Sentence: 42 days’ imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that the Defendant
complies with the terms of the
injunction.

Oliver Clarke Sandwell MBC | March 2024 Completed 07 May 2024

Defendant’s admission of racing at
speeds of approximately 80mph,
driving in convoy and undertaking
on Kenrick Way, West Bromwich,
Sandwell in breach of injunction,
accepted by court and breaches of
injunction found to be made out.

Sentence: 28 days imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.

Sikander Hussain Sandwell MBC May 2024 Completed 23 May 2024

Defendant’s admission of racing at
speeds of approximately 80mph
on Kenrick Way, West Bromwich,
Sandwell in breach of injunction,
accepted by court and breaches of
injunction found to be made out.

Sentence: 37 days imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.

Omar Tagon Sandwell MBC October Completed 12 November 2024
2024
Defendant’s admission of racing at
speeds of approximately 70mph,
and undertaking on Kenrick Way,
West Bromwich, Sandwell (speed
limit 40mph) in breach of
injunction, accepted by court and
breaches of injunction found to be
made out.

Sentence: 54 days imprisonment
suspended for 24 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.
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Ty Harris

Sandwell MBC

August 2024

Completed

25 November 2024

Defendant’s admission of racing at
speeds of approximately 70mph,
and undertaking on the Black
Country New Road, West
Bromwich, Sandwell in breach of
injunction, accepted by court and
breaches of injunction found to be
made out.

Sentence: 56 days imprisonment
suspended for 18 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.

10.

Vivkash Bali

Sandwell MBC

August 2024

Completed

25 November 2024

Defendant’s admission of racing at
speeds of approximately 70mph
and undertaking on the Black
Country New Road. West
Bromwich, Sandwell in breach of
injunction, accepted by court and
breaches of injunction found to be
made out.

Sentence: 56 days imprisonment
suspended for 18 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.

11.

Qamar Hussain

Sandwell MBC

March 2025

Completed

25 April 2025

Defendant’s admission of racing
another vehicle on the Hagley
Road. Smethwick, Sandwell in
breach of injunction, accepted by
court and breaches of injunction
found to be made out.

Sentence: 21 days imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.

12.

Scott Hill

Sandwell MBC

April 2025

Completed

15 May 2025

Defendant’s admission of racing
other vehicles in significant excess
of the speed limit on the Kenrick
Way. West Bromwich, Sandwell in
breach of injunction, accepted by
court and breaches of injunction
found to be made out.

Sentence: 42 days imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.
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13.

James Reynolds

Sandwell MBC

July 2025

Completed

15 September 2025

Defendant’s admission of racing
other vehicles at speeds of
between 80-98mph
(approximately) on the Kenrick
Way. West Bromwich, Sandwell in
breach of injunction, accepted by
court and breaches of injunction
found to be made out.

Sentence: 42 days imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.

14.

James Holding

Sandwell MBC

July 2025

Completed

15 September 2025

Defendant’'s admission of racing
other vehicles at speeds of
between 80-98mph
(approximately) on the Kenrick
Way. West Bromwich, Sandwell in
breach of injunction, accepted by
court and breaches of injunction
found to be made out.

Sentence: 42 days imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.

15.

Oskar Arif

Sandwell MBC

November
2025

Completed

12 December 2025

Defendant’s admission of racing
other vehicles, engaging in motor
stunts and other dangerous driving
at approximately 90mph on the M6
Junction 7 roundabout. Great Barr,
Sandwell and approximately
80mph on Kenrick Way (speed
limit 40mph) West Bromwich,
Sandwell in breach of injunction,
accepted by court and breaches of
injunction found to be made out.

Sentence: 28 days imprisonment
suspended for 12 months on
condition that Defendant complies
with the injunction.
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Dear Sirs, Please find attached a self-explanatory letter from Wolverhampton City Council respectfully
enquiring as to the progress of the amended sealed papers adding 17th and 18th Defendants as named
parties to the Injunction. The Claimants recognise that, following the order of His Honour Judge Charman
they are required to serve these amended papers by 10 October. | thank you for your attention and
asssistance in this matter. Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me. Yours faithfully
Adam Sheen Solicitor-Advocate (Civil and Criminal) and Acting Lead Lawyer, Litigation Team

(Wolverhampton City Council)
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i) Statement of: M Campbell
ii) Statement No: 1
i) For: Claimant

iv) Dated:

v) Exhibits: -
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE CLAIM NO: KB-2022-
KING’S BENCH DIVISION BHM-000188

BETWEEN:

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants

and

(1- 4) PERSONS UNKNOWN (AS DESCRIBED IN THE INJUNCTION)
(5) Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE
(6) Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA
(7) Mr ISA IQBAL
(8) Mr MASON PHELPS
(9) Miss REBECCA RICHOLD
(10) Mr OLIVER CLARKE
(11) Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN
(12) Mr OMAR TAGON
(13) Mr TY HARRIS
(14) Mr VIVKASH BALI
Defendants

WITNESS STATEMENT OF POLICE CONSTABLE MARK CAMPBELL

I, Mark Campbell, Police Constable 6018 of West Midlands Police currently
stationed at Roads Policing Unit, WILL SAY AS FOLLOWS:

1. lam PC 6018 Campbell and | am making this statement on behalf of the West
Midlands Police in support of the claimant’s newel of the current Section 222
High Court car cruising injunction for the Black Country local authority area,
including Wolverhampton, Dudley, Sandwell and Walsall. | have been a Police
officer for 28 years and have worked on a number of specialist teams. | am
now subject lead for Operation Hercules which is the West Midlands Police
tactical approach to street cruising.

2. | have been the West Midlands lead on this subject for approximately 7 years,
and in that time | have witnessed the rise in the professional/organised
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4,

approach that car cruising organisers have taken to facilitating Street cruising
meets throughout the country, but mainly within the West Midlands Force
area. | have had a leading role in a number of different approaches to tackle
the issues that street cruising causes. This review hearing of the current
injunction is made knowing the positive impact the current section 222 High
Court injunction has had since it was grant in 2025. The West Midlands Police
fully support the renewal of the current car cruising injunction to help in the
support of the Police and local authority to tackle the unlawful behaviour of
the individuals who put the public at risk on an increasingly frequent basis.

Over the last seven years | have taken a prominent lead in tackling car cruising
in the Black Country, West Midlands and further afield, such as London, North
and South Wales, West Mercia, Warwickshire, Yorkshire and many more. All
of these named areas are attempting to deal with the issues around the Anti-
social behaviour linked to this dangerous activity and are have a varied degree
of success, however the West Midlands area has seen a dramatic decrease in
the amounts of organised car cruising events, to a point over the last couple of
months the Police have seen virtually no large-scale car cruising events and
only a small amount of small gatherings, whereby friendship groups are
meeting amongst themselves. | would go as far as to say in the seven years |
have been involved in tackling car cruising, | have never seen such low levels
of organised meets.

Organisers
The West Midlands has for many years been known as street racing capital of

the United Kingdom, and has attracted large numbers of car cruisers from all
over the country. Over the last couple of years | have seen numerous car
cruising groups organise the gatherings via social media, hiding behind the
anonymity that social media platforms such as Instagram, Tic Tok and Snap
chat provides them. In the last year since the granting of the current injunction
the main car cruising organiser (@forza_birmingham) have come to the
forefront in terms of organising large-scale gatherings. This group has an
accumulative following of over 52 thousand followers and are seen by many
as the largest car cruising organisers in the Country. However, due to the
enforcement of the Sec 222 High Court injunction, Road traffic legislation
(Dangerous drive, careless drive and common use offences) and educational/
diversional courses the Black Country, this main organising group have openly
stated that they will not be organising any meets in the West Midlands for the
foreseeable future. This has proven to be the case and | have not seen any
large scale car cruising meets for approximately 6 months, however this has
had knock on effect to surrounding Police force areas, mainly West Mercia,
who have seen the majority of the displacement of organised car/street
cruising events taking place in Telford, with a new organising group called
@represent.mids linking up with forza_birmingham to create the large
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6.

gatherings of vehicles, who then take part in car cruising and anti-social
behaviour. Within West Midlands Road Policing unit, a dedicated team of
officers actively enforce against groups of car cruisers, the term Operation
Hercules has become synonymous within the car cruising/street racing groups,
making the streets of the Black Country a no-go area for any racing to take
place. In recent car cruising social media sites, polls have been advertised
asking where the relevant groups want to attend. In nearly all of these polls,
numerous followers have stated not to go to the West Midlands as everyone
is either getting driving bans or are being prosecuted for breaching the local
sec 222 High Court car cruising injunctions.

Calls to service

| have attached the below data in relation to calls to service the West Midlands
Police has received in relation to car cruising/vehicles travelling at speed and
anti-social behaviour. This data does not give a complete representation
around car cruising in it’s entirety and many calls represent singular vehicles
driving at excessive speeds.

2024 Dudley Sandwell Walsall Wolverhampton
Mar 9 92 5 37
Apr 6 66 9 16
May 14 53 13 38
Jun 22 75 9 14
Jul 15 46 9 19
Aug 24 51 17 17
Sep 15 52 5 19
Oct 9 44 2 8
Nov 18 24 3 3
Total 132 503 72 171
2025 Dudley Sandwell Walsall Wolverhampton
Mar 8 9 18 38
Apr 25 54 8 9
May 28 52 13 15
Jun 43 42 10 21
Jul 33 48 16 13
Aug 62 52 15 11
Sep 25 20 14 8
Oct 15 21 12 16
Nov 16 15 11 12
Total 285 373 117 143

If a comparison is made between calls to service from March 2024 to
November 2024 and March 2025 and November 2025, some areas such as
Sandwell has seen a decrease in calls, however Dudley has seen an increase in
calls. This may be down to a number of reasons such as the anti-social use of
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off-road bikes being linked in to car cruising logs. However, having looked at
these weekly calls to service and then cross referencing these calls against then
actual car cruising meets, | can categorically state that the number of car
cruising meets has hugely decreased.

Speed Alert Data

The below graph provides details obtained from ANPR data alerts, which was
recorded against vehicles involved in street cruising within a 7-month period
starting on 21/04/2025 to 23/11/2025. The ANPR alerts are created whereby
any individual vehicle activates two ANPR cameras within a road system, the
alert is created when a specific vehicle driven between two points at an
average speed of 58 mph or over.

Speed Alerts 2025

400
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50

[1]
21/04/2025 21/05/2025 21/06/2025 71/07/2025 21/08/2025 21/09/2025 21/10/2025 21/11/2015
Date {(Week Commencing)

—— Number of Alerts ~ —— Number of Individual Cars

The Blue line represents the individual alerts over a seven-day period.
The Red line represents the number of vehicles activating the alerts.

The above results clearly represent a massive decrease in the number of
vehicles taking part in street cruising/street racing over the 7-month period
and provides a clearer picture of the amount of car cruising taking place on a
monthly basis. There is a couple of peaks in numbers of activations in October
2025, intelligence suggested the various street racing groups were attempting
to test the West Midlands Police capability to enforce against the attending
street cruisers. On each date a robust enforcement plan was put in place to
displace and disrupt these attending groups. Many of which simply left the
West Midlands force area, attending local regional force areas including West
Mercia and Staffordshire.

| have been working closely with the above-mentioned force areas, advising
then into what tactics West Midlands Police use, the majority actively looking
at obtaining Section 222 High Court car cruising injunctions.

B53



8.

10.

Diversionary Courses

The Operation Hercules team has continued to run car cruising diversionary
courses for drivers who have been identified as attending street cruising
meets, or have been arrested under the terms of the high court injunction or
have been prosecuted for traffic offences such as dangerous driving, at present
258 individuals have attended the diversionary course run in conjunction with
the West Midlands Fire service, local authorities and West Midlands Police.
Since February 2025, 138 identified drivers have attended the diversionary
courses receiving education around the dangers of street racing. On a positive
note the running of these courses is proving harder to organize due to the lack
of identified delegates, this shows the correlation between the decrease in car
cruising events. West Midlands Police are currently working closely with the
probation service in relation to drivers receiving community orders in criminal
courts. Those individuals found guilty and receiving a rehabilitation orders are
then requested to attend the diversionary course, again to highlight the
dangers around attending car cruising meets.

Strategic Approach

Due to the impact the current High Court injunction has had on illegal car
cruising events held with the West Midlands, the West Midlands Police have
been able to re-structure their approach to dealing with car cruisers. The fact
that the Police are seeing virtually no organised street racing has allowed the
Road Policing unit to change their approach to targeting the car cruising
gatherings. Then main locations within the Black Country local authority areas
are still patrolled on a regular basis, however mobile technology is being
utilised by officers on patrol to help obtain real time intelligence, to proactively
monitor locations and individual vehicles linked to car cruising. This has
provided the West Midlands Police the ability to actively patrol the relevant
areas to disrupt and displace any potential gatherings in a more effective
manner. This effective targeting of the car cruising groups has allowed the
West Midlands Police to police those events in a more structured approach
and in turn has allowed less resources to active patrol car cruising locations.

The Road Policing department has recently invested further in the Road Harm
Prevention Team by adding more investigators providing the ability to target
the main car cruising organisers. A product of this investment has recently
allowed a previously unknown organiser to be identified, this organiser had
previously organised a meet in Birmingham, which involved a number of these
vehicles attending before moving from the location onto the Black Country
area. This individual has since been arrested and is awaiting a decision on
prosecution. The positive message created from this type of enforcement only
helps reinforce the powers of the Police and local authorities to prevent any
further illegal car cruising meets.
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11. I have seen first hand the benefits of High Court injunctions which contain the
power of arrest, | have spoken to numerous car cruisers either within my role
at the diversionary courses, or whilst dealing with racers during policing meets,
all of whom are aware of the two High Court Injunctions with the West
Midlands area. | cannot overstate the benefit of the current injunction and the
importance of renewing this injunction, there is no silver bullet in dealing with
illegal car cruising as many of these attending individuals see the meets as their
main social events and as | have previously mentioned in earlier statements to
many the meets are like a religion. The approach to tackling car cruising relies
on a number of tactics, including the enforcement with High Court injunctions
and traffic legislation. | believe this is an ongoing problem, at present the 4
local Black Country local authorities are seeing a huge drop in organised meets,
however it is only a matter of time before we see the return of the car cruises,
the renewal of the injunction will allow the officers from the West Midlands
Police to carry on the good work already conducted over the last 12 months.

Statement of Truth

| believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true. | 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.

Signed Date | 29/12/2025

Print name in full MARK CAMPBELL
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE Claim no: KB-2022-BHM-000188
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:
1. WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
2. DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
3. SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
4. WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants
-and-
(1 — 4) PERSONS UNKNOWN (AS DEFINED IN THE INJUNCTION 26.02.2025)
(5 -19) VARIOUS NAMED

Defendants

PART C — NO EVIDENCE FROM THE DEFENDANTS

The Claimant confirms that no evidence whatsoever has been served on them by
any Defendants at the time of writing.
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Neutral Citation Number: [2025] EWHC 1102 (KB)

Claim No.: KB-2022-BHM-000221

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
KING'S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

Wednesday, 26 February 2025
BEFORE:

MR JUSTICE RITCHIE

BETWEEN:

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL
Claimant
and

Persons Participating, or Intending to Participate in, Street Cruises

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO PARTICIPATE
IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE
RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR SPECTATORS

Persons Organising, Promoting or Publicising Street Cruises, or Intending to do so

(9) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, OR WHO INTEND TO, ORGANISE, PROMOTE
OR PUBLICISE STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM

Persons Participating in, or Intending to Participate in, Street Cruises as Driver, Riders or
Passengers

(10) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO PARTICIPATE
IN STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM AS CAR DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE
RIDERS OR PASSENGERS IN MOTOR CARS OR ON MOTORCYCLES

AND THE NAMED DEFENDANTS LISTED AT SCHEDULE 1
Defendants

Case No: KB-2022-BHM-000188

(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL

WordWave International trading as DTI
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(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Claimants
-and -
Persons Participating in Street Cruises

1. PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF
3:00PM AND 7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE
AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) AT WHICH SOME OF THOSE
PRESENT ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER
DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

Persons Attending or Intending to Participate in Street Cruises

2 PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF
3:00PM AND 7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE
AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) WITH THE INTENTION OR
EXPECTATION THAT SOME OF THOSE PRESENT WILL ENGAGE IN MOTOR
RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE
DRIVING

Persons Promoting Street Cruises

3. PERSONS UNKNOWN PROMOTING ORGANISING PUBLICISING (BY ANY
MEANS WHATSOEVER) ANY GATHERING BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM
AND 7:00AM OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITH THE INTENTION OR
EXPECTATION THAT SOME OF THOSE PRESENT WILL ENGAGE IN MOTOR
RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE
DRIVING
WITHIN THE AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED)

Drivers, Riders or Passengers in or on Motor Vehicles who take part in Street Cruises

4. PERSONS UNKNOWN BEING DRIVERS, RIDERS OR PASSENGERS IN OR ON
MOTOR VEHICLE(S) WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM
AND 7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE AREA
SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) AT WHICH SUCH DEFENDANTS ENGAGE

IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR
OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

AND THOSE PERSONS LISTED AT SCHEDULE 2 AS NAMED DEFENDANTS

Defendants

MS CHARLOTTE CROCOMBE appeared for the Claimants in Birmingham.
MR MICHAEL SINGLETON appeared on behalf of the Claimants in Wolverhampton.

JUDGMENT
(Transcript of extemporary judgment Approved 6.5.2025)
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Approved Judgment: Birmingham City Council & Ors v Persons Unknown

Mr Justice Ritchie

Introduction

1. This hearing relates to a review of quasi-final injunctions granted in two cases. The first
is Birmingham City Council v Persons Unknown (PUs) and another 35 Defendants. That
was issued with case number KB-2022-BHM-000221. The second is Wolverhampton
City Council, Dudley Metropolitan Borough Council, Sandwell Metropolitan Borough
Council and Walsall Metropolitan Borough Council v Persons Unknown v various
named Defendants issued with case number KB-2022-BHM 000188.

Undertakings

2. None of the Defendants attended. However, the first Defendant in Birmingham sent
along his wife who informed me of his position. His position is that he is in prison having
been convicted of organising street racing and being sentenced to, | believe, more than
3 years imprisonment as a result. He no longer wishes to be involved in street racing
and it may be that he will give an undertaking to that effect so that he may be released
from these proceedings.

3. The fourth and seventeenth Defendants in Birmingham likewise have communicated
with Birmingham City Council and it may be that they will provide undertakings as well.

4. In submissions | was prepared to accept that a sensible way forward would be for a
council officer to attend on those Defendants or for them to attend on a council officer
and for the undertaking to be read to the Defendant/s so that they understood it, for a
witness statement to be signed by the council officer and for the undertakings, when
signed, to be exhibited to that and sent to the court. That would be acceptable to me as
sufficient for them to be deleted as a party to these proceedings.

Bundles

5. | am grateful to both counsel for their assistance. Firstly, in relation to bundles. There
were five bundles, two skeleton arguments and a note relating to authorities. One of
those bundles was a bundle of authorities. One of the other bundles had various
authorities within it, despite the fact that it also had documents.

Claims

6.  Turning the to the proceedings. In the Birmingham action, a claim form was issued on
7 December 2022 naming Defendants 1 to 7 and also naming three categories of
unknown persons, who either participated or intended to participate in street cruising as
drivers, passengers or spectators, or who organised or intended to organise, promote or
publicise street cruises.

7. In the claim form, the causes of action were to apply for an injunction under section 222
of the Local Government Act 1972, under section 1 of the Localism Act 2011 and under
section 130 of the Highways Act 1986. The injunction was against feared torts and
crimes. The Claimants stated they were unable to control or prevent the significant risk
of harm and injury to the public and they sought a power of arrest.

8. On 9 December 2022 Birmingham applied ex parte for an interim injunction. Re-
amended Particulars of Claim are in my bundle. They asserted that the first, second and
fourth, fifth, sixth and seventh Defendants had Instagram pages or WhatsApp group

3

D3



Approved Judgment: Birmingham City Council & Ors v Persons Unknown

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

chats and with substantial thousands of followers, through which they organised street
cruising events. Historically, it was set out that in Birmingham, from about 2008, on the
AA47 there were many street cruises. In 2010 the Claimants applied for an injunction
which was granted but expired in 2013.

Wolverhampton and the three other borough councils applied for injunctions in February
2015 which were granted. However, after the Birmingham injunction expired, the street
cruising in Birmingham increased.

HHJ Worster granted an injunction to Birmingham in October 2016 which lasted until
2022. Under that there were 30 committal applications. One was challenged and the
challenge went up to the Court of Appeal, the case name was Sharif v Birmingham City
Council [2020] EWCA Civ. 1488, but the challenge was not successful. Then, litigation
arising from a case called Canada Goose UK v Persons Unknown [2019] EWHC 2459
gave rise to certain worries about the nature of final or interim injunctions. Those took
a while and were eventually sorted out by the Supreme Court in Wolverhampton v
London Gypsies [2023] UKSC 47, which I shall return to in a minute.

The basis for the quia timet injunctions sought in the Reamended Particulars of Claim in
Birmingham arose from dangerous driving, stunts, obstructing roads, noise, spectators
potentially being injured but also behaving badly and harassing residents, setting off
fireworks, damaging property and gathering together in large crowds. This behaviour
led to complaints from residents; it often happened at weekends.

As for potential defences, there were none, save as to the freedom of peaceful assembly
which is a qualified right under Article 11 of the European Convention on Human Rights,
(ECHR), qualified that is by proportionality and the right of Parliament to pass laws to
protect the general public.

The police had attempted to stop street cruising. They executed Operations “Shield” and
“Hercules” and had carried out prosecutions and issued fixed penalty notices, but their
resources were strained and they were insufficient to properly protect the public and
hence the relief was claimed.

The current Wolverhampton action was started on 13 December 2022 and ran in parallel
with Birmingham. They have been case managed together.

Orders

On 22 December 2022 interim injunctions were granted by Hill J with a power of arrest
attached. 1 refer to the judgment provided by Hill J and incorporate it here.

On 13 February 2023 Freedman J confirmed and continued the interim injunctions. |
refer to the judgment passed down by him in relation to that hearing and incorporate it
here.

On 19 May 2023 the interim injunctions came before me to determine whether they
would continue to be in force. | amended the interim injunctions in both claims, defining
the unknown persons more narrowly and defining street cruising more narrowly to
exclude letting off fireworks, in public urination and various other non-street cruising
activities, and focused the injunctions on the mischief which the contra mundum, that
means against the world, injunctions were intended to be focused on and that is people
who organise and take part in dangerous activities on public highways in motor vehicles.
A power of arrest was attached in relation to drivers and passengers.

4
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

On 27 February 2024 Julian Knowles J continued the injunctions but re-widened them.
It is apparent from his judgment that he does not seem to have been shown the narrowing
injunctions that | made. If he was shown them, he did not agree with my narrowing and
went back to the wider wording which mirrored the wording that had been set out in the
Sharif case, which | have already referred to. In any event, it is those final injunctions
that come before me for review on 26 February 2025. Julian Knowles J set out in his
judgment, given seven months after the hearing, the history of the proceedings, his
rationale and set out that he applied the factors that I had set out in a case called Multiplex
Construction Europe Ltd v Persons Unknown [2024] EWHC 239 (KB). These were the
same factors that | had set out in a previous case called Valero Energy Ltd v Persons
Unknown [2022] EWHC 911 (QB). That is the brief chronology.

Service and new evidence

As for service and new evidence, | have read the affidavit of Michelle Lowbridge, dated
4 April 2024, about the service of the quasi-final injunctions ordered by Julian
Knowles J in February 2024, through press releases, radio and online social media,
through front desk hard copies and on signage around town.

| have also read the witness statement of Oliver Humpidge, dated 19 February 2025, who
is the Community Safety Partnership Manager in Birmingham. He says that the quasi-
final injunction and the interim injunctions massively reduced complaints from members
of the public about street cruising, namely by 52 per cent in Birmingham. There had
been 30 breaches which had been dealt with by committal and the punishments were
handed out in each case. In general, the injunctions had been very successful in
protecting the public. Itis his evidence to this court that it is essential that they continue.
| also read the witness statement from PC Campbell, dated 20 February 2025. He is in
charge of the police response to organised street cruising. He gives evidence in his
witness statement that the injunctions have pretty much eliminated large scale organised
street cruising. They have not eliminated small, irregular street cruising. He informs the
court, most interestingly, that the police reorganised after the injunctions to focus on
street cruising and that he had been able to inject the seriousness of the situation into the
thinking of the senior ranks. A road harm prevention team had been set up and the
interim and quasi-final injunctions had had a gradual and beneficial effect. In evidence,
he showed that the complaint calls in 2023 were 442 but that complaint calls in 2024
were reduced to 209, which was just over a 50 per cent reduction. He was worried that
street cruising had been displaced to Milton Keynes and Coventry; it does not appear
that either Milton Keynes or Coventry are covered by similar injunctions.

Interestingly, PC Campbell, who has really dug into this field and it seems to me has
become an expert in street cruising and how to deal with it and the people that are
involved in it, said that one of the people he spoken to confessed that: "1 do not do drugs,
| do not do drink, my drug is street racing”. This is a fascinating insight into the thought
processes of some, but maybe not all, of those that get involved in this dangerous activity.
The police have also put in place, or are putting in place, CCTV at hotspots and use
stingers (that is spikes that cross the road to pop tyres). They put up, as do the local
authority, signs to warn of the injunctions, have an aeroplane that flies overhead to
identify where street cruising is taking place. The police also carry out the normal arrest
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24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

activities. PC Campbell notices that nobody he has ever arrested and put through the
committal proceedings has ever reoffended in the same field such that he or she has been
rearrested, which he takes as a good sign.

The police of course gather evidence to start criminal proceedings. Conspiracy charges
are levelled against organisers and some have been imprisoned for quite long periods of
time. They also instigate evidence to start dangerous driving proceedings against various
drivers.

PC Campbell summarised the range of weapons available to the police to combat this
dangerous activity. At the top are criminal charges, in the middle are the injunctions and
at the bottom are fixed penalty notices. They find that this range is effective.

Some of the restrictions on which range to use are of course due to police funding, also
that the police can only arrest one driver or passenger at a time. In relation to spectators,
there is no power of arrest attached to the injunction. However, PC Campbell says
enforcement against drivers is crucial and important. However, if the injunction was to
be enforced against spectators it would be an “on paper” enforcement and | am not aware
that any of the committal applications so far have been against spectators. Neither
counsel contradicted that observation.

As for the organisers, some have been prosecuted. Three have been found guilty, that is
Mr Nagmadin, Ms Roberts and Mr Reid and they were sentenced to between 3 and
4 years in prison.

| also take into account the witness statement of Ms M Lowbridge of 24 February 2025
about service online and notice of the review hearing. | take into account the witness
statement of Fahmida Begum dated 24 February 2025 about service by post.

| then turn to the Wolverhampton evidence which is set out in the following witness
statements. Adam Sheen 18 February 2025; P Brown 24 February 2025; P Nagra
23 January 2025. P Nagra is the “antisocial team” leader, a rather marvellous title, but a
very important job. P Nagra states that the injunctions have reduced racing and in the
Wolverhampton area have led to nine committal applications. Before these proceedings
were started, tragically, on 20 November 2022, one street racer lost control of the car
and caused two fatalities and very serious injuries to three members of the public.

Next, 1 come to the other witness statement of PC Campbell dated 15 January 2025
relating to the Wolverhampton case, not Birmingham. In that he says that the injunctions
have reduced complaints from members of the public by 38 per cent. There have been
three arrests since February 2024. There was a near fatal collision in December 2024
but it was unrelated to street cruising.

More importantly, he gave live evidence before me. He highlighted that there is a slight
lack of police focus, manpower or finance in the West Midlands in the four authorities,
not Birmingham, and this may be leading to reduced enforcement there. There is some
displacement of car racing activity from Birmingham to there, he thinks. There was an
increase in activity there in the last week. He considered there was more focused
enforcement in Birmingham.

In relation to my question why the police needed the injunction he stated that the
injunction is useful when arresting people. A message is sent out: this is what we are
doing. Street cruising almost stops when somebody is arrested. | asked whether that
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33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

would occur if the arrest was merely for a crime and what he said is that they arrest for
both but then the police determine whether they are going to go through the cascade of
potential routes of punishment, the highest level being crime, the middle level being civil
committal and the lower level being fixed penalty.

The fact that there are three available routes seems to be useful to the police so they can
choose what is the most effective method. The reason why committal under the
injunction is effective is because the alleged contemnors are brought before a High Court
judge within a day and sentenced or dealt with, or acquitted, usually within 4 weeks and
this gets the message out to potential street cruisers that it is fast and effective
punishment. Whereas criminal proceedings, particularly for dangerous driving or
conspiracy, may take up to a year or much more and that does not get the message out
quick enough to put the word around to create a deterrent effect.

He also said that he helps a lot of other forces around the country. Birmingham are doing
better than most others because most others do not have the benefit of a council
injunction banning street cruising. He speaks to other police forces and lectures other
police forces on what is going on in Birmingham. Those other police forces and councils
were not interested before, but they have a massive problem in other areas and
conversations are beginning to enfranchise them to take things more seriously. He did a
presentation recently in Wales.

When | asked him about banger racing and why there is nowhere around here that cars
can race around a mud circuit or a track circuit, with adequate protection for spectators,
he told me they were “all gone”. In any event, those street racers that he has spoken to
want to race on the streets, they are not interested in racing in airfields like Santa Pod.
He knows many of the individuals who have been involved and he knows the families
of the individuals who have been killed by car cruising. One is Damian Corfield, whose
son was Killed as a result of a car cruising accident. He is involved with Mr Corfield to
try and create videos to be shown in schools to nip this in the bud in young men and
women. That is a laudable way forward. He is worried about what may happen in
neighbouring counties which have no injunctions.

Submissions

It was submitted on behalf of all the Claimants as follows. Street cruising and racing on
public highways involves speeding, loud noise, convoys, races, stunts and obstructions.
It is organised online. It is antisocial and it leads to antisocial behaviour by spectators
including setting off fireworks, drug taking, littering and shouting. The risk is that which
is highlighted by the event on 20 November 2022: losing control of a car, hitting
spectators and killing them or seriously injuring them. The history is set out well in the
evidence that has been gathered by previous judges in these claims and are set out in
their judgments.

It was submitted by Ms Crocombe, through her skeleton and verbally, that these
injunctions are needed to continue to prevent dangerous activities on the streets of
Birmingham which would not be effectively prevented by the criminal law. They were
not prevented by the criminal law in the past so they were granted and they will not be
prevented by the criminal law if they are reviewed into extinction. It was submitted that
they are needed to save lives, to save injuries and to reduce street cruising. It was
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38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

submitted that the updated evidence shows that they work. The larger cruises are not
being organised and are not taking place. Albeit smaller cruises continue, they are being
cracked down upon and committal proceedings are being taken.

Committal orders to date

| have a list of committal orders. | apologise if my spelling of some names is occasionally
inaccurate. Just running through a few of them, Mohammed Daynard was given 28 days;
Bradley Hayes 23 days, Mohammed Wajahat 31 days; Zoe Lloyd 14 days; Callum
Blunderfield 46 days; Gurinder Sahota 28 days; Connor Hill 23 days; Asim Rahman 23
days; Aman Kayani 23 days; Adhnan Mohammed 22 days; Joseph Dawson 23 days;
Daniel Gordon 23 days; Raaghib Afsar 28 days; Umar Mahmood 28 days; Victoria
Adshead 26 days; Aaron Kirk 32; Bilal Ajmal 40. And there are many others.

For Wolverhampton, it was submitted there is a pressing need for continuance of these
injunctions. The criminal law, it was submitted, works in tandem with these civil law
injunctions. These injunctions focus on the mid-rank offences rather than more serious
ones. Although the injunctions catch the more serious ones the police take the more
serious ones to criminal trial rather than to civil committal. These injunctions do not, |
should say, focus on the more trivial offences of spectators who may be urinating against
trees or setting off fireworks, because the powers of arrest are not attached to those
breaches.

| am going to come to how | am going to alter at least the Birmingham injunction in a
minute.

It was raised by Mr Singleton that street cruising gives rise to insurers withdrawing
insurance and the actual cruising not being covered by the insurance because policies
generally have a “no racing” clause. That of course triggers the liability of the Motor
Insurers Bureau for the street cruising, an area of practice which is particularly difficult,
but this raises the prospect of member of the public getting injured and not getting full
compensation, particularly if the driver was untraced. The Untraced Drivers Agreement
provides a different structure than common law damages under the Uninsured Drivers
Agreement.

Both counsel dealt with a recent case: MBR Acres Limited & Ors v Free the MBR Beagles
& Ors [2021] EWHC 2996 (QB). MBR raises various issues of law which | am going to
deal with in a minute.

The law

Next, I come to the law relevant to the decision that | have to take. First, | am going to
deal with the factors that need to be considered on a review, which are similar to the
factors that needed to be considered when these injunctions were granted in the first
place. However, there are two factors that need to be added at the end. There are 15 such
factors, not 13 as | set out paragraph 57 of the judgment in Valero No.1 and | am going
to run through them.

A: the substantive requirements

Firstly, there needs to be a cause of action. These claims have already been dealt with
as quia timet causes of action but they are more than a quia timet. They relate not just
to what the Claimants fear, but also what is happening. The Claimants have proven what
it is happening. The Claimants seek help to let them stop the danger based on past crimes
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45.

46.

471.

48.

49,

50.

and torts as well as quia timet. The facts are well set out in the pleadings in all five
Claimants' particulars of claim and the factual matrix has been fully accepted by the
previous judges who granted the interim and quasi final injunctions so | do not need to
go back into them.

Secondly, full and frank disclosure. Both Birmingham and Wolverhampton have done
their best to provide full and frank disclosure. | am grateful to counsel and the councils
for doing their best to be frank about the benefits and the disadvantages of these
injunctions.

Sufficient evidence to prove the claim. There must be sufficient and detailed evidence
before the court on a review to justify either continuing the injunctions, altering them or
not continuing them. For the reasons that | have set out and on the evidence that has
been put before me, | consider that there is sufficient evidence on the balance of
probabilities to justify continuing injunctions, but there are other factors I will come to
in a minute.

As for there being no realistic defence, | have taken into account the European
Convention on Human Rights and the right to free and unfettered assembly but it is a
qualified right. That qualification is qualified by Parliament passing laws against crimes
and also by this court passing injunctions against future crimes and torts. | do not
consider that the Article 11 right grants young men or women the right to get into fast
cars, to drive dangerously and to put elderly or any member of the public at risk from
their dangerous driving.

The balance of convenience test is displaced in cases such as this, so that it becomes a
compelling justification test, that is what was set out in the Wolverhampton v London
Gypsies case. | consider that compelling justification is well proven, despite the qualified
rights under both Articles 10 and 11 of the European Convention, on the evidence before
me. These injunctions are working and they are working in a way that has been maturely
applied by the councils and the police. They are stratifying the appropriate punishment
system according to the seriousness of the offending. That is going to have an effect at
the lower end of the offending and | am going to come to that in a minute when redrafting
the injunction.

Damages are clearly not an adequate remedy. They were not an adequate remedy
before and they are not an adequate remedy now. Just to explain why: if members of the
public are going to lose their ability to walk and become paraplegic, of course
compensation will assist in care, accommodation and other matters, but they do not want
compensation, they want their bodies back. Street cruising takes away their ability to
play sport or perhaps through brain damage their ability to think and provide a useful life
and compensation is not adequate for that. In any event, there is no guarantee that the
people carrying out the street cruising have insurance and there is no guarantee that the
Untraced Drivers Agreement, if that is the one that applies because the street cruiser is
not caught, is going to provide full compensation. | do not consider damages to be an
adequate remedy for the risk and the dangers involved in street cruising.

B, the procedural requirements

Identifying the PUs. | am going to be redrafting the orders slightly so that there are
headings on the PUs so it is easier for members of the public to understand which
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51.

52.

53.

54,

55.

56.

S7.

58.

59.

categories are caught. Otherwise, the PUs are tightly drawn and properly focussed at the
moment, if slightly legalistically.

As for the terms of the injunctions. | am going to be redrafting those so that they do
not catch people who are supplying or using illegal drugs, urinating in public, shouting
or swearing or abusing, threatening or otherwise intimidating each other, setting off
fireworks. Those are either serious crimes or wholly unpleasant illegal and nuisance
causing criminal activities, but this is a street cruising injunction and intended to stop
street cruising. It is not some form of backup against urinating in public or setting off
fireworks. | am going to alter the injunctions so that those are deleted in the Birmingham
cases from the definition of street cruising. The definition of street cruising involves the
activities which are in 1 to 5 in Schedule 2 of the Birmingham Order: driving or riding
at excessive speed or dangerously; driving or riding in convoy; racing; performing stunts
or obstructing the highway or any private property. Those are the focus of the street
cruising injunctions.

The prohibitions must match the claim. | consider with the paired down versions they
will match the claim.

Geographic boundaries, they are well set out in the previous injunctions and they do
not need any amendment in my judgment.

Temporal limits. These are quasi final injunctions which are reviewed every year. |
consider at the moment that review each year is necessary going forwards, although I
could see a time when that review could either be every two years or three years
depending on the way the councils wish to put it and the evidence obtained from the
police. | can, I should say, also see a time when these injunctions should no longer
continue despite the risk of street cruising, because if these injunctions were to become
nationwide, so they are not just contra mundum in person, but their geographical
boundaries become widened so that they are contra the whole country, so if every
council gets a similar back to back injunction, then it seems to me that there are moral
and legislative issues about whether the judiciary may be trespassing on what is truly
legislative territory. | raise no more than my concern about that here. It is for others in
future cases to decide whether that concern is becoming more serious. Maybe others
higher up the judicial ladder than I.

Temporal limits, duration, | have just mentioned my concerns about this but currently
the limits are appropriate.

Service. | consider that the Defendants should be served in the usual way. The PUs
who are Defendants, who are not identified, need to be served in the same ways that were
set out in the previous injunctions and orders. | will come back to a case that may have
created some difficulties for that, namely the decision in MBR in a minute

As for the right to set aside or vary, the quasi-final orders contain that and that will
continue because the Supreme Court said that such a right must be granted to unknown
persons.

As for review, | have already passed some comment upon that and | consider that this
quasi-final injunction should be reviewed each year.

As for the costs undertakings, those should be continued.

The issues
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61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

| come to the issues in this case. Review: the first relates to the specific factors that
should be considered on review. In Wolverhampton City Council & Others v London
Gypsies and Travellers and Others [2023] 2 WLR 45, at paragraph 225, the Supreme
Court ruled that:

"...will give all parties an opportunity to make full and complete

disclosure to the court supported by appropriate evidence as to how

effective the order has been, whether any reasons or grounds for its

discharge have emerged and whether there is any proper justification

for continuance and whether and on what basis a further order should

be made.”
Let me just split that up.
Appropriate evidence. Is there appropriate evidence supporting the application? | have
found that it is.
Effectiveness. How effective has the order been? | find that it has been very effective
in protecting the public, catching the criminals, bringing them before the courts quickly
and giving them a punishment that seems to be working.
Discharge. Are there any reasons or grounds for its discharge that have emerged? In my
judgment, not yet. Firstly, the police and the councils are enforcing this, this is a sine
gua non, or something that is necessary, otherwise a council will not get the injunction
going forwards. These Claimants are enforcing.
Any other reasons? | have foreseen a cloud on the horizon, which | have mentioned,
about whether it is proper countrywide to be providing these injunctions, but that is a
cloud that is not above my head and hence | am not going to deal with it today.
Are there any other reasons or grounds for discharge to have emerged? | do not
find that they are. These street cruises have not stopped, they are going on, they are just
displacing elsewhere. The danger continues. Fortunately, this injunction together with
police and local authority action has probably saved lives and | would say very probably
saved injuries. The local councils and the police should be congratulated for doing that.
Whether there is any proper justification for continuance. | have just given it.
Whether and on what basis a further order should be made. | am going to tweak the
orders in a minute.
Law relating to review
Next, I humbly cite my own judgment in HS2 v Persons Unknown [2024] EWHC 1277
at paragraphs 32 to 33:

"[32] Drawing these authorities together, on a review of an interim

injunction against PUs," and | would add now on a review of a quasi-

final injunction against PUs, "and named Defendants, the court is

not starting de novo, the judges who have previously made the

interim injunctions have made findings justifying the interim

injunctions. It is not the task of the court on review to query or

undermine those. However, it is vital to understand why they were

made, to read and assimilate the findings, to understand the substrata

of the quia timet, the reasons for the fear of unlawful direct action.

Then it is necessary to determine, on the evidence, whether anything
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69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

material has changed. If nothing material has changed, if the risks

still exist as before and the Claimants remain rightly and justifiably

fearful of unlawful attacks, the extension may be granted so long as

procedural and legal rigour has been observed and fulfilled.

[33] On the other hand, if material matters have changed, the court

is required to analyse the changes, based on the evidence before it,

and in the full light of past decisions, to determine anew, whether

the scope, details and need for the full interim injunction should be

altered. To do so the original thresholds for granting the interim

injunctions still apply.”
| have considered those matters. | consider that the test on review is passed. | have given
the reasons why. | consider that a slightly late but adequate notice and service has been
given to the PUs and to the Defendants. | consider that the definition of PUs needs to be
changed in the way discussed with counsel. Counsel are going to send me through draft
amended injunctions. |1 may amend them a little bit more to tailor the PU definitions but
that is to come. | consider that the definition of street cruising in the Birmingham case
is not appropriate and drugs, urination, shouting and fireworks need to be taken out so
that the focus is on dangerous driving.
| consider that the benefits of continuing the injunctions are the speed of result, the
immediacy, the deterrent factor, the fact that they are stratified just under serious crime
but above non-serious fixed penalty crime, the fact they are better than public space
protection orders because they are wider and the entrenched thinking of some street
cruisers, that they do not really seem to get that they should not be doing it, they need to
get their thrills some other way.
MBR Acres Ltd and others v McGivern [2022] EWHC 2072
As for the four factors raised in MBR, | should deal with each of them because counsel
have properly raised MBR, under their duty to show this court, on an ex parte application
against PUs, that there may be headwinds or rocks in the course of the boat carrying the
injunction which need to be dealt with.
The first point is that judges should give permission for committal before committal
proceedings are started in PU injunction cases. | am afraid | do not agree. | do not expect
the police to have to come to court to get permission to start proceedings against
somebody they have just arrested for street racing, driving far too fast, overtaking an
elderly gentleman on a dual carriageway in a dangerous manner and putting spectators
at risk. Nor do I expect Birmingham City Council to have to come to me for permission
before they start committal proceedings. These are responsible, grown up, longstanding
public authorities who take their responsibilities very seriously (albeit Birmingham is
financial bankrupt). In any event, if such an arrested person is to be committed, they are
brought before a High Court judge within a day. Any concerns can be dealt with by that
High Court judge the next day. | have myself dealt with a few of these, as | know many
of the senior judges here do. That is a sufficient filter to protect the previously unknown
persons who become known when they are arrested.
Secondly, actual knowledge of the injunction is required to be proved in the committal
proceedings. | do not need to enter into the dispute about whether actual knowledge is
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74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

required in the committal proceedings here because these are not committal proceedings.
Nor do | need to set out the criteria for committal in an injunction order. | would not
presume to do so, even if others have. There are very clear procedures and substantive
requirements for committal proceedings to protect those who are the subject of
allegations that they should be committed for contempt. Itis a field in which judges take
their responsibilities very seriously. | will leave that up to any judge who has to deal
with somebody brought before him or her on a committal application brought by the
Claimants.

Thirdly, there is no need for alternative service according to Nicklin J because they are
unknown persons and it is a new type of injunction contra mundum. This is set out in
paragraph 399(2). | am going to follow the Supreme Court's rulings on whether service
is required for PUs because | am bound by it. | consider that, as a matter of principle,
where the nuclear option of an injunction against the world is granted by a court, every
possible protection should be given to those who may be affected by it, including
methods of alternative service, to publicise the application for the injunction or the
review thereof and the passing of the injunction. Publication will also assist in committal
proceedings.

Finally, the definition of PUs. According to Nicklin J, at paragraph 360, this is no longer
necessary because they are injunctions contra mundum. | am going to follow the rulings
of the Supreme Court to the effect that: because these are the nuclear weapons of the
civil courts, they should be very carefully deployed and in circumstances which are very
focused. 1 intend to continue the definitions in these claims, ensuring that the PUs are
narrowly defined, so that only those who are properly defined are caught. If I turn out
to be wrong about that, it makes absolutely no difference in this case because the
operative parts of the injunctions match the operative parts of the definition of PUs and
it will not be affecting the PUs who might be affected by the injunction and those are the
ones that are important.

Therefore, 1 do not consider that any of those four concerns stand in my way for
continuing the injunctions.

I have dealt with service but | should also mention there is one other witness statement
from Shaheen Akhtar dated 25 February 2025 about some Defendants who contacted the
councils after the event.

Conclusion

In conclusion, | have gone through the nature of the applications, the chronology of the
cases, the previous judgments, the new evidence, the 15 factors required in Valero to
consider on review and the main 4 factors about new evidence and whether anything has
changed on review. | have sought to explain why I consider all factors are satisfied and
why the orders can continue in an amended form. | will be inviting counsel to send draft
orders to my clerk so that | can sign those off in the forthcoming days.

Just to make it clear, in the interim, the injunctions currently in place will continue until
| make a further order.

SCHEDULE 1
Named Defendants in Birmingham
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(1) AHZI NAGMADIN

(4) RASHANI REID

(5) THOMAS WHITTAKER

(6) ARTHUR RODGERS

(7) ABC

(11) MR MOHAMMED WAJAHAS SHABBIR
(12) ZOE LLOYD

(13) CALLUM BLUNDERFIELD
(14) GURBINDER SINGH SAHOTA
(15) CONNOR HILL

(16) ASIM RAHMAN

(17) AMAN KAYANI

(18) ADHNAN MOHAMMED

(19) MOHAMMED DAANYAAL
(20) BRADLEY HAYES

(21) JOSEPH DAWSON

(22) DANIEL GORDON

(23) RAGHIB AFSAR

(24) UMAR MAHMOOD

(25) VICTORIA ADSHEAD

(26) AAROON KIRK

(27) BILAL AMJAD

(28) BENJAMIN DUNN

(29) MOHAMMED KHALIL

(30) MARLON FARRELL

(31) JACOB WILLIAMS

(32) MATTHEW OLIVER BRAYNE
(33) ABDULRAHMAN ABDULKADER
(34) ADAM JORDAN YEOMANS
(35) HUSNAIN MAHMOOD

SCHEDULE 2
(named Defendants in Wolverhampton)
Defendant Defendant Name Date Defendant
Number added as a party
(and judge
making order)
5 Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE 4 October 2023
(HHJ Kelly)
6 Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA 4 October 2023
(HHJ Kelly)
7 Mr ISA IQBAL 1 November
2023
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(HHJ Kelly)

Mr MASON PHELPS

29 January 2024
(HHJ Kelly)

Ms REBECCA RICHOLD

27 February
2024

(Julian Knowles
J)

10

Mr OLIVER DAVID CLARKE

21 May 2024
(HHJ Kelly)

11

Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN

23 May 2024
(HHJ Kelly)

12

Mr OMAR TAGON

12 November
2024
(HHJ Wall)

13

Mr TY HARRIS

25 November
2024
(HHJ Wall)

14

Mr VIVKASH BALI

25 November
2024
(HHJ Wall)

END
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WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL & OTHERS v PERSONS UNKNOWN & OTHERS
CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-000188

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE Claim no: KB-2022-BHM-000188
KING’S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

BETWEEN:
Claimants
(1) WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL
(2) DUDLEY METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(3) SANDWELL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
(4) WALSALL METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCIL
Defendants

(1) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND
7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY AREA
SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) AT WHICH SOME OF THOSE PRESENT ENGAGE IN
MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

(2) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND
7:00AM IN A GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY AREA
SHOWN ON PLAN A (ATTACHED) WITH THE INTENTION OR EXPECTATION THAT SOME OF
THOSE PRESENT WILL ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER
DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

(3) PERSONS UNKNOWN PROMOTING ORGANISING PUBLICISING (BY ANY MEANS
WHATSOEVER) ANY GATHERING BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND 7:00AM OF 2 OR
MORE PERSONS WITH THE INTENTION OR EXPECTATION THAT SOME OF THOSE
PRESENT WILL ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS
OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY AREA SHOWN ON PLAN A
(ATTACHED)

(4) PERSONS UNKNOWN BEING DRIVERS, RIDERS OR PASSENGERS IN OR ON MOTOR
VEHICLE(S) WHO PARTICIPATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 3:00PM AND 7:00AM IN A
GATHERING OF 2 OR MORE PERSONS WITHIN THE BLACK COUNTRY AREA SHOWN ON
PLAN A (ATTACHED) AT WHICH SUCH DEFENDANTS ENGAGE IN MOTOR RACING OR
MOTOR STUNTS OR OTHER DANGEROUS OR OBSTRUCTIVE DRIVING

(5) — (19) VARIOUS NAMED DEFENDANTS AS LISTED IN SCHEDULE ONE (ATTACHED)

INJUNCTION - SECTION 37(1) SENIOR COURTS ACT 1981
(PROCEEDINGS BROUGHT PURSUANT TO SECTION 222 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972)

POWER OF ARREST (FINAL) (VERSION 12)

Under section 27 Police and Criminal Justice Act 2006

Granted by Order of the Honourable Mr Justice Julian Knowles on 27 February 2024
Amended by Orders of Her Honour Judge Emma Kelly on 21 and 24 May 2024
Amended by Orders of Her Honour Judge Wall on 12 and 25 November 2024
Amended by Order of His Honour Judge Rawlings on 25 April 2025

Amended by Order of His Honour Judge Tindal on 15 May 2025

Amended by Order of His Honour Judge Charman on 15 September 2025

Amended by Order of His Honour Judge Najib on 12 December 2025
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(Here set out the
provisions of the
order to which
this power of
arrest applies
and no others).

(Where marked *
delete as
appropriate)

WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL & OTHERS v PERSONS UNKNOWN & OTHERS

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-000188

The Court orders that a power of arrest under section 27 Police and
Criminal Justice Act 2006 applies to the following paragraph of an order
made by the Honourable Mr Justice Julian Knowles on 27 February 2024
as amended by orders made by Her Honour Judge Emma Kelly on 21 and
23 May 2024, Her Honour Judge Wall on 12 and 25 November 2024, order
of His Honour Judge Rawlings on 25 April 2025, order of His Honour
Judge Tindal on 15 May 2025, order of His Honour Judge Charman on 15
September 2025 and_order of His Honour Judge Najib on 12 December
2025.

IT IS FORBIDDEN for any of the Fourth Defendants or any of the Named Defendants being a
driver, rider or passenger in or on a motor vehicle to participate between the hours of 3:00 p.m. and
7:00 a.m. in a gathering of 2 or more persons within the Black Country Area shown on Plan A
(attached) with the intention or expectation that some of those present will engage in motor racing

or motor stunts or other dangerous or obstructive driving

“Stunts” are driving manoeuvres often undertaken at such gatherings including but not limited

to:

a. “Burnouts” — Causing a vehicle to destroy its tyres by applying power to the drive wheels

while braking so as to remain in place while the wheels revolve at speed.

b. “Donuts/Donutting” — Causing a vehicle to rotate around a fixed point (normally the

front axle) while not moving-off causing noise, smoke and tyre marks to be created.

c. “Drifting” — Turning by placing the vehicle in a skid so that most sideways motion is

due to the skid not any significant steering input.

d. “Undertaking” — Passing a vehicle on its nearside so as to overtake in circumstances not

permitted by the Highway Code

D18



WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL & OTHERS v PERSONS UNKNOWN & OTHERS

POWER OF
ARREST

This Power of
Arrest

Note to the
Arresting Officer

Ordered by

On

CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-000188

In respect of a power of arrest under section 27 Police and Criminal Justice Act 2006, the Court, upon
being satisfied pursuant to section 27(3) Police and Criminal Justice Act 2006 that the relevant conduct
consists of or includes the use or threatened use of violence and/or there is a significant risk of harm to a
person mentioned in section 27(2) of the said Act, has ordered that a power of arrest be attached to the
order.

A power of arrest is attached to the order whereby any constable may (under the power given by Section
27(4) Police and Criminal Justice Act 2006) arrest without a warrant a person whom he has reasonable
cause for suspecting to be in breach of any of the provisions set out in this order or otherwise in contempt
of court in relation to such provision.

Shall come into effect on 12.01 a.m. (00:01 hours) on 1 March 2024 and shall continue until
11:59 pm (23:59 hours) on 1 March 2027,unless it is extended, varied or discharged by further
order of the court.

Where a person is arrested under the power given by section 27(4) Police and Criminal Justice Act 2006, section
27(6) Police and Criminal Justice Act 2006 requires that:

e A constable shall, after making such an arrest, forthwith inform the person on whose application the
injunction was granted;

e Such person shall be brought before the relevant judge within 24 hours beginning at the time of his arrest;
And if the matter is not then disposed of forthwith, the Judge may remand such person.

e  Nothing in section 155 authorises the detention of such person after the expiry of the period of 24 hours
beginning at the time of his arrest, unless remanded by the court.

e In reckoning any period of 24 hours for these purposes, no account shall be taken of Christmas Day, Good
Friday or any Sunday.

Mr Justice Julian Knowles

Her Honour Judge Emma Kelly
Her Honour Judge Wall

Mr Justice Ritchie

His Honour Judge Rawlings
His Honour Judge Tindal

His Honour Judge Charman
His Honour Judge Najib

27 February 2024.

21 and 23 May 2024

12 and 25 November 2024
26 February 2025

25 April 2025

15 May 2025

15 September 2025

12 December 2025
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CLAIM NO: KB-2022-BHM-000188

SCHEDULE 1:

NAMED DEFENDANTS

(Dated: 9 January 2026)

WOLVERHAMPTON CITY COUNCIL & OTHERS v PERSONS UNKNOWN & OTHERS

Defendant Defendant Name Date Defendant added as
Number a party
5 Mr ANTHONY PAUL GALE 4 October 2023
(HHJ Kelly)
6 Miss WIKTORIA SCZCUBLINSKA 4 October 2023
(HHJ Kelly)
7 Mr ISA IQBAL 1 November 2023
(HHJ Kelly)
8 Mr MASON PHELPS 29 January 2024
(HHJ Kelly)
9 Ms REBECCA RICHOLD 27 February 2024
(Julian Knowles J)
10 Mr OLIVER DAVID CLARKE 21 May 2024
(HHJ Kelly)
11 Mr SIKANDER HUSSAIN 23 May 2024
(HHJ Kelly)
12 Mr OMAR TAGON 12 November 2024
(HHJ Wall)
13 Mr TY HARRIS 25 November 2024
(HHJ Wall)
14 Mr VIVKASH BALI 25 November 2024
(HHJ Wall)
15 Mr QAMAR HUSSAIN 25 April 2025
(HHJ Rawlings)
16 Mr SCOTT HILL 15 May 2025
(HHJ Tindal)
17 Mr JAMES REYNOLDS 15 September 2025
(HHJ Charman)
18 Mr JAMES HOLDING 15 September 2025
(HHJ Charman)
19 Mr OSKAR ARIF 12 December 2025
(HHJ Najib)
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