
cam_1b\7384041\1 1 

Party: Claimant 
Witness:  M Wilshire   
Statement:  First   
Exhibits:   “MPW1” - “MPW6” 
Date:    27.04.21 

 

Claim Number:               

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

 

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 

 

B E T W E E N  

 

(1) MULTIPLEX CONSTRUCTION EUROPE LIMITED 
(2) 30 GS NOMINEE 1 LIMITED 
(3) 30 GS NOMINEE 2 LIMITED 

 
 

Claimants 

and 

 

PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING IN OR REMAINING AT 
THE 30 GROSVENOR SQUARE CONSTRUCTION SITE 

WITHOUT THE CLAIMANTS’ PERMISSION 
 

Defendants 
 

 

______________________________________ 

WITNESS STATEMENT OF  

MARTIN PHILIP WILSHIRE 

________________________________________ 

 

I, MARTIN WILSHIRE of 99 Bishopsgate, 2nd Floor, London EC2M 3XD WILL SAY as follows:- 

1. I am the Health and Safety Director for the First Claimant. 

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

injunction to prevent the Defendants from trespassing on the 30 Grosvenor Square 

Construction Site (as defined in the Particulars of Claim). 

3. Where the facts referred to in this witness statement are within my own knowledge 

they are true; where the facts are not within my own knowledge, I believe them 

to be true and I have provided the source of my information. 



cam_1b\7384041\1 2 

Background / Property Ownership 

 

4. The First Claimant is currently undertaking 8 major construction projects in central 

London.  I am responsible for health and safety issues at each of these 

construction sites. 

5. The Second and Third Claimants are the registered leasehold owners (and the 

parties entitled to immediate possession) of the land and buildings which make up 

the 30 Grosvenor Square Construction Site.  A copy of title number LN150545 is 

now produced and shown to me marked “MPW1”). 

6. On 25th January 2021, the First Claimant and the Second and Third Claimants 

entered into an Early Works Agreement (“the Agreement”) pursuant to which: 

6.1 the parties record their intention to enter into a construction contract 

adopting the JCT Design and Build (2016 Edition) form of contract (subject 

to amendments in Annex 2 to the Agreement) for a contract sum of around 

£179 million (“the JCT Contract”); 

6.2 pending the parties entering into the JCT Contract, the First Claimant is to 

undertake the early works provided for by the Agreement in accordance 

with the JCT Contract terms (clause 6(a) of the Agreement); 

6.3 the Second Claimant appoints the First Claimant as principal designer for 

the purposes of the Construction (Design and Management) Regulations 

2015 (clause 7 of the Agreement); 

6.4 The provisions of condition 2.2 of the JCT Contract (which is incorporated 

into the Construction Contract) impose on the First Claimant various 

responsibilities to comply with statutory requirements which are relevant 

to the health and safety of those who work at / visit 30 Grosvenor Square 

Construction Site; 

6.5 The provisions of condition 2.3 of the terms of the JCT Contract (which is 

also incorporated into the Construction Contract) confer on the First 

Claimant the right to possession of the land and buildings for the duration 

of the works. 

7. I have not exhibited copies of the Agreement, but I understand from Stuart 

Wortley of the Claimants’ solicitors (Eversheds Sutherland) that copies will be 

made available at the hearing of the Claimants’ application and to any interested 
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party who may request them (with any commercially sensitive information being 

redacted). 

8. Currently, the projected date for practical completion of the 30 Grosvenor Square 

Construction project is February 2024, which will result in the opening of a luxury 

hotel named ‘The Chancery Rosewood’ (photo below) and a new retail destination, 

including 139 spacious guest rooms and suites, a variety of formal and casual 

dining and entertainment spaces, a wellbeing facility, five flagship retail spaces 

and a grand ballroom: 

 

Urban Exploring 

9. Urban exploring is an activity which involves the exploration of buildings and man-

made structures within the urban environment. The activity is associated with 

trespassing on parts of buildings to which public access is prohibited and on other 

property including construction sites. 

10. The term urban exploration is commonly abbreviated to urbex, UE, bexing and 

urbexing.  

11. One particular variant of urban exploration is known as ‘roof-topping’.  This is an 

activity in which individuals will gain access to the roof of a building or the highest 
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point of a building (without the consent of the building owner) in order to take 

photographs and / or videos. Typically urban explorers target the tallest “trophy” 

buildings in any given city – particularly those which offer the best views. 

12. This issue is not limited to tall buildings which are occupied. It also affects 

structures under construction and the cranes which are used to construct them.   

13. Whilst trespass on construction sites is not a new phenomenon, the key difference 

with the recent focus of urban exploring on construction sites (and the reason for 

the First Claimant’s concern) is the use of social media platforms (including 

YouTube, Instagram and Facebook) to upload videos and still images of urban 

explorers in self-evidently dangerous situations whilst trespassing. I understand 

that Mr Wortley will be including some examples of this in his witness statement 

in support of this injunction as exhibit “SSW1”. I also understand from this exhibit 

that there has been a recent upsurge of roof-topping following the easing of 

lockdown and the weather changing. 

14. Construction sites which include tower cranes have become a particular target for 

Urban explorers.  The 30 Grosvenor Square Construction Site includes 2 tower 

cranes at a height of 40 metres above ground level, with the luffing jib being 50 

metres above ground level.  

Trespassing on Construction Sites 

 
15. All urban exploring is dangerous, but trespassing on construction sites has 

particular hazards which construction workers are aware of and which they are 

trained to deal with (but which trespassers will necessarily be unaware of). All 

lawful visitors to the site are obliged to wear full Personal Protective Equipment - 

which urban explorers never do. 

16. The risks associated with such hazards are increased in circumstances where once 

they have been seen by on site security, urban explorers are often tempted to run 

away in an attempt to avoid being caught by security guards or the Police. Within 

the 30 Grosvenor Square Construction Site, various arrangements are in place, 

such as scaffold guardrails to protect people from falling down voids – some of 

which are several stories deep. Urban explorers think nothing of vaulting over 

scaffold guardrails but on a construction site this is particularly dangerous. In 

addition to that there are various risks arising from normal construction hazards 

(including risks of tripping and falling). 

Urban Exploring - Risks  
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17. The risks involved in this activity are apparent from the number of deaths around 

the world. I am informed by Mr Wortley that a relatively brief search of the internet 

identifies the following deaths in recent years:-  

17.1 June 2013 – Pavel Kashin (aged 24) died when he fell from a building in 

St Petersburg;  

17.2 April 2014 - Xenia Ignatyeva (aged 17) died when she fell from a railway 

bridge in St Petersburg;  

17.3 February 2015 – Carl Salomon (aged 19) died when he fell from a crane 

in Sydney;  

17.4 October 2015 - André Retrovsky (aged 17) died when he fell from a 

building in Vologda in Russia;  

17.5 December 2015 - Connor Cummings (aged 24) died when he fell from the 

roof of the Four Seasons hotel in New York;  

17.6 March 2016 – Tolya (aged 13) died when he fell from the roof of a building 

in Saratov; 

17.7 October 2016 - Christopher Serrano (aged 25) died when he was hit by a 

train in New York; 

17.8 November 2016 - Yuri Yeliseyev (aged 20) died when he fell from a 

building in Moscow; 

17.9 November 2016 – Wu Yongning (aged 26) died when he fell from a 

building in Changsha in China; 

17.10 January 2017 - Nye Frankie Newman (aged 17) died when he was hit by 

a train in Paris. Nye Newman was a founding member with Rikke Brewer 

(the First Defendant) of the Brewman Group – an urban explorer collective 

of climbers;  

17.11 January 2017 - Maxime Sirugue (aged 18) died when he fell from a bridge 

in Lyon in France; 

17.12 March 2017 - Thomas Rhodes (aged 19) died when he fell from a building 

in Sheffield; 
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17.13 June 2017 - a young man who has not yet been named died when he fell 

from a bridge in Kiev;  

17.14 August 2017, Leon Hoyle (aged 12) died when he fell through the roof of 

a disused industrial building in Lancashire;  

17.15 October 2017 – Eric Janssen (aged 44) died when he fell from the London 

House Hotel in Chicago;  

17.16 July 2018, Jackson Coe (aged 25) died when he fell from a building in 

New York. 

17.17 September 2019, Johnny Turner (aged 28) died when he fell off the 

scaffolding at a site in Waterloo, London.  

18. I also understand from Mr Wortley that in January 2018, the body of Sam Clarke 

(aged 21) was found on the construction site at 1 - 5 Bank Street at Canary Wharf 

after he gained unlawful access to it although the precise circumstances of his 

death are unclear. 

Other Multiplex Construction Sites 

19. In July 2018, the First Claimant obtained an injunction to restrain trespass at 3 

construction sites in the City (namely 22 Bishopsgate, 100 Bishopsgate and 

Principal Place Residential) after those sites had been repeatedly targeted by urban 

explorers.  

20. Copies of the interim and final injunctions relating to these sites dated 31 July and 

dated 19 September 2018 respectively are attached marked “MPW2”. 

21. In March 2019, First Claimant obtained an injunction to restrain trespass at 7 of 

our construction sites in the City (namely One Nine Elms, DAMAC Tower, 48 Carey 

Street, 80 Charlotte Street, Marble Arch House, Broadway, Chelsea Barracks) after 

those sites had been repeatedly targeted by urban explorers. 

22. A copy of the injunction relating to these sites dated 1 March 2019 is attached 

marked “MPW3”. 

23. In December 2019, the First Claimant obtained an injunction to restrain trespass 

at 2 Dovehouse Street, London SW3 6LA after the site had been targeted by urban 

explorers. 
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24. A copy of the injunction relating to the Dovehouse site dated 18 December 2019 

is attached marked “MPW4”. 

25. In July 2020, the First Claimant obtained an injunction to restrain trespass at 

Bankside Yards, London SE1 9JF.  There had been no prior incidents of trespass 

at this construction site but the Judge who heard the application accepted that 

there was a real risk of trespass given the prominent location of the construction 

site and the presence of tower cranes.  This injunction was extended by 

subsequent orders dated 26 January 2021 and 4 March 2021. 

26. Copies of the injunctions relating to the Bankside Yards site dated 30 July 2020,  

26 January 2021 and 4 March 2021 are attached marked “MPW5”. 

27. The First Claimant has been pleased to note that whilst the injunctions do not 

always prevent urban explorers, they do have a significant deterrent effect, with 

the number of incidents having reduced dramatically. 

Multiplex Security at 30 Grosvenor Square 

28. The First Claimant takes all safety and security issues extremely seriously.  Our 

arrangements as Principal Contractor exceed the minimum requirements in 

relation to these issues which are prescribed by key legislation, namely the 

Construction Design and Management Regulations 2015.  

29. In an attempt to deter trespassers, my team will be implementing the following 

security measures at 30 Grosvenor Square Construction Site:- 

29.1 timber site hoardings which are a minimum of 2 metre high;  

29.2 lighting;  

29.3 24 hour security personnel;  

29.4 intruder alarms (both audible and silent);  

29.5 anti-climb measures on hoardings and tower cranes; and  

29.6 closed circuit television (including - in some instances - motion sensors).  

30. I am satisfied that all sensible precautions that could be taken to prevent urban 

explorers from gaining access to the construction sites which are the subject of 

these proceedings have been taken.  
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31. Notwithstanding these steps, I believe that the 30 Grosvenor Square Construction 

Site remains under the imminent threat of trespass from urban explorers as, 

amongst other things, it is the former American embassy, which is in a prime 

location in the heart of Mayfair, with views of Buckingham Palace, Hyde Park and 

Oxford Street which I believe would appeal to urban explorers for photo 

opportunities due to the impressive views.  

32. Recent incidents of trespass and attempted trespass at other Multiplex 

construction sites which have been brought to my attention by our security team 

include the following:-  

32.1 on 27 June 2020, four unidentified males entered the DAMAC tower 

construction site where they were intercepted by security and ran off after 

being informed of the injunction; 

32.2 on 29 December 2020 (security incident 4676) 4 unknown males were noted 

by our security team pointing at the tower crane at Bankside Yards and 

looking for a point of access.  Upon realising that members of our security 

team were on site the individuals left in the direction of Blackfriars Road; 

32.3 on 5 January 2021 (security incident 4705) an unknown male climbed up 

one of the scaffold gantries (known as the McGee gantry) at Bankside Yards.  

Our security team deployed a dog handler to the area which immediately 

resulted in the individual leaving in the direction of Blackfriars Road.  

32.4 On 9th March 2021 a group of 5 males made 3 attempts to gain access to 

our One Nine Elms project in a period of eighty minutes. On each occasion 

they were challenged and deterred by the project security team. During 

these attempts they also gained access to a neighbouring construction site.    

32.5 On 21st March 2021 two males were seen on CCTV climbing into the Bankside 

Yards project over an arch parapet wall. They climbed onto the outside of a 

temporary staircase to the street hoarding level, where they dropped to 

pavement level and walked away on Southwark Street. The project security 

team responded using a K9 unit, however the intruders had escaped.   

The reasons for seeking an injunction  

 
33. I have sought to assess the threat which urban explorers pose to our security and 

health and safety operations carefully. I have also sought to ensure that the 
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Claimants’ response to the threat is proportionate and properly reflects the health 

and safety threat that this activity represents.  

34. Whilst I am satisfied that the security arrangements are as robust as they 

reasonably can be, our construction sites can never be 100% secure.  I do not 

believe there are any additional steps that we could reasonably take. 

35. The risk posed by urban explorers represents a particular and serious concern for 

the Claimants in relation to the properties which are the subject of these 

proceedings for the following reasons:-  

35.1 we take our responsibilities for the safety of our construction sites seriously 

and wish to do everything reasonably possible to prevent another tragic 

accident;  

35.2 the 30 Grosvenor Square Construction Site is in a prominent location and 

will become an obvious target for urban explorers as the construction phase 

proceeds (the tower cranes are already a target); 

35.3 given the prevalence of urban exploring activity across London, there is an 

obvious and serious risk that urban explorers will attempt to access the 30 

Grosvenor Square Construction Site unless they are prevented from doing 

so by an injunction;  

35.4 the activities which urban explorers engage in are inherently dangerous and 

are generally carried out by juveniles and young adults.  The activities are 

dangerous not only for the individuals concerned (as the examples of fatal 

accidents in paragraph 17 above so clearly demonstrate) but also for the 

emergency services and others who would have to come to their assistance 

should they get into difficulty;  

35.5 those engaging in urban exploring appear to show little insight into the risks 

they are running.  For example their videos often contain forms of attempted 

disclaimer, suggesting (somewhat artificially) that people should not 

replicate the activity and that the activity is being carried out responsibly. 

For example, Mr Law’s video referred to above says “The acts in it are 

performed by trained, experienced or otherwise supervised individuals”.  

This suggests that Mr Law somehow believes his activity is safe which is 

evidently not the case;  
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35.6 there are particular hidden dangers on construction sites which urban 

explorers will be unaware of and which they are not trained to deal with. 

Those dangers are exacerbated given that once spotted urban explorers will 

generally attempt to run away; 

35.7 the behaviour of urban explorers is the irresponsible behaviour of individuals 

who have no comprehension of the impact which their activities have on the 

efforts of our security team to keep the construction sites safe and secure; 

and 

35.8 as I have stated, I am informed by Mr Wortley and I believe from my own 

experience and knowledge of the construction industry that the activity 

levels of urban explorers on construction sites remain high. 

36. The potential consequences of trespass to this site are self-evident.  As well as the 

risk of death or serious injury to the trespassers, they place those protecting the 

sites and trying to remove them at risk.  Whilst the potential financial impact to 

the owners of the sites and to First Claimant of someone being killed or seriously 

injured on one of these sites is a secondary consideration, it is nevertheless 

significant. 

37. One of the reasons that injunctions are an effective deterrent against urban 

exploring activity is that the more experienced individuals who are engage in this 

activity understand that breaching an injunction constitutes “contempt of court”.  

38. Having carefully considered the position, the First Claimants’ senior managers 

have decided that applying for this injunction is in the best interests of maintaining 

the safety and security of urban explorers, the First Claimants’ employees, 

members of the public and the emergency services. 

39. We cannot possibly know who all these people are let alone where they all live.  

Furthermore we are not only concerned with British nationals but with people from 

around the world. Urban explorers do not advertise their intended targets in 

advance.  For that reason, it is impossible to know when the next attempt will be 

made, or by whom. 

Justification for an Injunction 

  
40. The Order sought by the Claimants is to prevent unlawful activity, for which there 

can be no lawful justification.  
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41. Unlawful attempts to enter these construction sites for the purposes of urban 

exploring entail a significant risk of death and personal injury.  In those 

circumstances, damages would clearly not be an adequate remedy for the 

Claimants.  

42. Conversely, since the Order which the Claimants seek is only to prevent unlawful 

activity, there is no question of the Defendant suffering any actionable loss or 

needing compensation in damages.  However, I believe that it can be properly 

inferred from the other activity in London (including the material referenced in Mr 

Wortley’s witness statement) that trespass on this site is a strong probability in 

the immediate future unless an injunction is granted.  

Cross-Undertaking in Damages 

43. Although I can foresee no way in which the Defendants could suffer loss or damage 

from this injunction, I am nevertheless authorised to provide the necessary cross-

undertaking to pay any sum which the Court considers appropriate to compensate 

the Defendant for any loss if it is subsequently determined that the Claimants are 

not entitled to the Order which they seek.  There is now produced and shown to 

me marked “MPW6” a copy of the First Claimant’s accounts for the period ending 

31 December 2019. 

I believe that the facts in this Witness Statement are true  
 
 
 
 
 
 
________________________  
 
Martin Philip Wilshire 
27 April 2021 
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Title number LN150545 Edition date 03.10.2019

– This official copy shows the entries on the register of title on
15 JUN 2020 at 18:43:32.

– This date must be quoted as the "search from date" in any
official search application based on this copy.

– The date at the beginning of an entry is the date on which
the entry was made in the register.

– Issued on 01 Apr 2021.
– Under s.67 of the Land Registration Act 2002, this copy is

admissible in evidence to the same extent as the original.
– This title is dealt with by HM Land Registry, Croydon Office.

A: Property Register
This register describes the land and estate comprised in the title. Except as
mentioned below, the title includes any legal easements granted by the
registered lease but is subject to any rights that it reserves, so far as those
easements and rights exist and benefit or affect the registered land.
CITY OF WESTMINSTER

1 (03.07.1957) The Leasehold land shown edged with red on the plan of the
above Title filed at the Registry and being 24-31 Grosvenor Square,
London (W1A 1AE).

2 (03.07.1957) Short particulars of the lease(s) (or under-lease(s))
under which the land is held:
Date        : 1 February 1957
Term        : 999 years from 25 December 1954
Rent        : A peppercorn
Parties     : (1) George Kershaw Ridley and George Ingram Barty-King
              (2) The United States of America

3 The landlord's title is registered.

4 Unless otherwise mentioned the title includes any legal easements
granted by the registered lease(s) but is subject to any rights that it
reserves, so far as those easements and rights exist and benefit or
affect the registered land.

5 (24.11.2008) A new title plan showing an increased extent based on the
latest revision of the Ordnance Survey Map has been prepared.

6 (20.05.2019) By a Deed dated 24 April 2019 made between (1) Grosvenor
(Mayfair) Estate (2) Grosvenor West End Properties and (3) 30 GS
Nominee 1 Limited and 30 GS Nominee 2 Limited the terms of the
registered lease were varied.

NOTE: Copy Deed filed.

7 (03.10.2019) By a Deed dated 24 April 2019 made between (1) Grosvenor
(Mayfair) Estate and (2) 30 GS Nominee 1 Limited And 30 GS Nominee 2
Limited the terms of the registered lease were varied.

NOTE: Copy Deed filed.

1 of 2



B: Proprietorship Register
This register specifies the class of title and identifies the owner. It contains
any entries that affect the right of disposal.

Title absolute
1 (18.03.2019) PROPRIETOR: 30 GS NOMINEE 1 LIMITED (Co. Regn. No.

11726466) of 16 Grosvenor Street, London W1K 4QF for and on behalf of
30 GS Limited Partnership acting by 30 GS GP LLP as general partner and
30 GS NOMINEE 2 LIMITED (Co. Regn. No. 11726493) of 16 Grosvenor
Street, London W1K 4QF for and on behalf of 30 GS Limited Partnership
acting by 30 GS GP LLP as general partner.

2 (19.12.2013) RESTRICTION: No disposition of the registered estate by
the proprietor of the registered estate or by the proprietor of any
registered charge is to be registered without a certificate signed by a
solicitor acting for such registered proprietor that the provisions of
clause 13 of a profit share deed dated 28 August 2013 made between (1)
QD Europe (Chancery) S.a.r.l and (2) The United States of America have
been complied with.

3 (22.09.2017) RESTRICTION: No disposition of the registered estate by
the proprietor of the registered estate is to be registered without a
certificate signed by the applicant for registration or their
conveyancer that the provisions of Section 20 of the Management
Agreement made between (1) QD Europe (Chancery) S.A.R.L. and (2)
Rosewood Hotels and Resorts Netherlands BV dated 22 August 2017 have
been complied with.

4 (18.03.2019) The price stated to have been paid on 21 December 2018 was
£261,710,920.

5 (18.03.2019) RESTRICTION: No disposition by a sole proprietor of the
registered estate (except a trust corporation) under which capital
money arises is to be registered unless authorised by an order of the
court.

6 (18.03.2019) A transfer of the land in this title dated 21 December
2018 made between (1) QD Europe (Chancery) S.a r.l and (2) 30 GS
Nominee 1 Limited and 30 GS Nominee 2 Limited contains purchaser's
personal covenants.

NOTE: Copy filed.

7 (20.05.2019) RESTRICTION: No disposition of the registered estate by
the proprietor of the registered estate is to be registered without a
written consent signed by the proprietor for the time being of the
Charge dated 25 April 2019 in favour of Hsbc Corporate Trustee Company
(Uk) Limited referred to in the Charges Register or their conveyancer.

C: Charges Register
This register contains any charges and other matters that affect the land.
1 (20.05.2019) REGISTERED CHARGE contained in a Security Agreement dated

25 April 2019.

2 (20.05.2019) Proprietor: HSBC CORPORATE TRUSTEE COMPANY (UK) LIMITED
(Co. Regn. No. 06447555) of FAO: Issuer Services Trustee
Administration, Level 28, 8 Canada Square, London E14 5HQ.

3 (20.05.2019) The proprietor of the Charge dated 25 April 2019 referred
to above is under an obligation to make further advances. These
advances will have priority to the extent afforded by section 49(3)
Land Registration Act 2002.

End of register

Title number LN150545
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This official copy is incomplete without the preceding notes page.
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CLAIM NO: QB-2020-002633
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION

Mr Justice Soole

30 July 2020

B E T W E E N:

(1) MULTIPLEX CONSTRUCTION EUROPE LTD

(2) LUDGATE HOUSE LIMITED (INCORPORATED IN JERSEY)

 Claimants

and

PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING IN OR REMAINING AT 
THE CLAIMANTS’ CONSTRUCTION SITE AT BANKSIDE YARDS WITHOUT

THE CLAIMANTS’ PERMISSION

Defendants

___________________________________

ORDER FOR AN INJUNCTION 
___________________________________

PENAL NOTICE

IF YOU, THE DEFENDANTS DISOBEY THIS ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD TO BE IN 
CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE YOUR ASSETS 
SEIZED.

ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES ANYTHING WHICH 
HELPS OR PERMITS THE DEFENDANTS OR ANY OF THEM TO BREACH THE TERMS 
OF THIS ORDER MAY ALSO BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE 
IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE THEIR ASSETS SEIZED.

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANTS

This Order prohibits you from doing certain acts.  You should read this Order 
very carefully. You are advised to consult a solicitor as soon as possible.

If you disobey this Order you may be found guilty of contempt of court and you 
may be sent to prison or your assets seized.
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You have the right to apply to the court to vary or discharge this order (which is 
explained below)

RECITALS

UPON the Claimants’ application notice dated 27 July 2020 for a without notice interim 
injunction

AND UPON HEARING Counsel for the Claimants and the Defendants not appearing

AND UPON READING the witness statement of Martin Philip Wilshire dated 27 July 2020 

AND UPON the Claimants giving the undertaking to the Court set out in Schedule 2 to this 
Order

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

THE INJUNCTION

(1) Until 4pm 29 January 2021, or further order, the Defendants must not without the 
consent of the Claimants, enter or remain upon any part of the construction site 
at Blackfriars Road, London SE1 9UY (“Bankside Yards”) as shown edged red on 
the plan at Schedule 3 to this Order as demarcated from time to time by hoarding 
or security fencing. 

VARIATION OR DISCHARGE OF THIS ORDER

(2) The Defendants may apply to vary or discharge this Order upon giving 48 hours’ 
notice in writing to the Claimant’s solicitors at Eversheds Sutherland (International) 
LLP, One Wood Street, London, EC2V 7WS (Ref: Stuart Wortley tel: 020 7919 0969; 
email: stuartwortley@eversheds-sutherland.com).

INTERPRETATION OF THIS ORDER

(3) A Defendant who is ordered not to do something must not do it him/herself or in 
any other way.  He/she must not do it through another acting on his/her behalf or 
on his/her instructions or with his/her encouragement.

SERVICE OF THIS ORDER

(4) Service of this Order may be effected in the manner set out in paragraphs (5) and 
(6) below and personal service of the order is dispensed with. 

mailto:stuartwortley@eversheds-sutherland.com
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(5) The Claimant shall post notice of the existence of this Order by 4pm, 5 August 
2020:-

(a) at all main entrances to the Bankside Yards construction site;

(b) at a minimum of 5 prominent locations around the perimeter of the Bankside 
Yards construction site.

(6) The said notice shall include a statement that copies of this Order, the Claim Form, 
the Particulars of Claim, the Claimant’s application notice dated 27 July 2020 and 
the Witness Statement (with exhibits) of Mr Wilshire submitted to the Court in 
support of the Claim, may be viewed: 

(a) at a website the URL of which is specified in the notice; 

(b) at a physical location which is specified in the notice, 

and may be obtained from the Claimant’s Solicitor, whose contact details shall be 
included.  

ISSUE AND SERVICE OF CLAIM WITHOUT NAMED DEFENDANTS

(7) For the avoidance of doubt, the Claimant is granted retrospective permission (if 
the same is required) pursuant to CPR 8.2A to issue this claim without naming a 
defendant. 

(8) Pursuant to CPR 6.15, the steps identified in paragraphs (5) and (6) shall stand as 
good service of the Claim Form and Particulars of Claim upon any person who shall, 
by knowingly breaching the terms of this Order, automatically become a defendant 
to this action.  

(9) Save as set out above, pursuant to CPR 6.16 service of the Claim Form, Response 
Pack, Application and Witness Statements in support are dispensed with in respect 
of any person who shall become a defendant to this Claim as aforesaid. 

COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE COURT

(10) All communications to the Court about this Order should be sent to:
• Queen’s Bench Division, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand WC2A 2LL.

The offices are open between 10.00 a.m. and 4.30 p.m. Monday to Friday (except 
Bank Holidays).
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• The telephone number is 020 7947 6000
• The email address is qbjudgeslistingoffice@justice.gov.uk 

mailto:qbjudgeslistingoffice@justice.gov.uk
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SCHEDULE 1

Witness Statements

The Judge read the following Witness Statement before making this Order:

Witness Statement of Martin Philip Wilshire dated 27 July 2020 together with the Exhibits 
marked “MPW1” - “MPW7”.

SCHEDULE 2

Undertakings given to the Court by the Claimants

To pay any damages which the Defendants (or any other party served with or notified 
of this Order) shall sustain which the Court considers the Claimants should pay.

SCHEDULE 3

Plan
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                    CLAIM NO. QB-2020-002702 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE   

  

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION  

 

Before : Mr. Justice Bourne  

 

26 January 2021 

 

B E T W E E N:  

 

 

(1) MULTIPLEX CONSTRUCTION EUROPE LTD 

(2) LUDGATE HOUSE LIMITED (INCORPORATED IN JERSEY) 

 Claimants 

-and- 

 

 

PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING IN OR REMAINING AT  

THE CLAIMANTS’ CONSTRUCTION SITE AT BANKSIDE YARDS WITHOUT 

THE CLAIMANTS’ PERMISSION 

Defendants 

 

 

      

 

ORDER FOR AN INJUNCTION 

      

 

PENAL NOTICE  

IF YOU, THE DEFENDANT, DISOBEY THIS ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD TO BE IN 

CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE YOUR ASSETS 

SEIZED. 

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

HELPS OR PERMITS THE DEFENDANTS OR ANY OF THEM TO BREACH THE TERMS 

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

IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE THEIR ASSETS SEIZED. 

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT 

This Order prohibits you from doing certain acts.  You should read this Order 

very carefully. You are advised to consult a solicitor as soon as possible. 



If you disobey this Order you may be found guilty of contempt of court and you 

may be sent to prison or your assets seized. 

RECITALS 

UPON the Claimants’ application dated 25 January 2021 made without notice for an 

extension to the existing interim injunction dated 30 July 2020 and sealed on 31 July 2020 

AND UPON THE COURT having regards to the Interim injunction Order of Mr. Justice Soole 

dated 30 July 2020 and sealed 31 July 2020 

AND UPON THE COURT being aware that the question of injunctions against Persons 

Unknown is the subject of further consideration by Mr. Justice Nicklin in the case of Various 

Claimants -v- Persons Unknown and that a judgment is likely to be handed down by no 

later than 09 March 2021 

AND UPON HEARING Counsel for the Claimants and no appearance by the Defendants 

AND UPON READING the first witness statement of Martin Wilshire dated 27 July 2020 in 

support of the interim injunction  

AND UPON READING the second witness statement of Martin Wilshire dated 25 January 

2021 

THE INJUNCTION  

IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

(1) The Injunction ordered by Mr. Justice Soole dated 30 July 2020 and sealed 31 July 

2020 be extended until 4pm 09 March 2021, or further order. 

 

(2) The Defendants must not without the consent of the Claimants, enter or remain 

upon any part of the construction site at Blackfriars Road, London SE1 9UY 

(“Bankside Yards”) as shown edged red on the plan at Schedule 3 to this Order 

as demarcated from time to time by hoarding or security fencing.  

 

VARIATION OR DISCHARGE OF THIS ORDER 

(3) The Defendants may apply to vary or discharge this Order upon giving 48 hours’ 

notice in writing to the Claimant’s solicitors at Eversheds Sutherland 



(International) LLP, One Wood Street, London, EC2V 7WS (Ref: Stuart Wortley 

tel: 020 7919 0969; email: stuartwortley@eversheds-sutherland.com). 

 

INTERPRETATION OF THIS ORDER 

(4) A Defendant who is ordered not to do something must not do it him/herself or in 

any other way.  He/she must not do it through another acting on his/her behalf 

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

(5) It is a contempt of court for any person notified by this Order knowingly to assist 

or permit a breach of this order. Any person doing so may be imprisoned, fined 

or have their assets seized.  

 

SERVICE OF THIS ORDER 

(6) Service of this Order may be effected in the manner set out in paragraphs (7) and 

(8) below and personal service of the order is dispensed with.  

 

(7) The Claimant shall post notice of the existence of this Order by 4pm, 5 February 

2021:- 

(i) at all main entrances to the Bankside Yards construction site; 

(ii) at a minimum of 5 prominent locations around the perimeter of the Bankside 

Yards construction site. 

(8) The said notice shall include a statement that copies of the Interim Order dated 

30 July and sealed on 31 July 2020, this Order, the Claim Form, the Claimants’ 

application notices dated 28 July 2020 and 25 January 2021 and the Witness 

Statements of Martin Wilshire dated 27 July 2020 and 25 January 2021 may be 

viewed:  

(a) at a website the URL of which is specified in the notice;  

(b) at a physical location specified in the notice,  

and may be obtained from the Claimants’ Solicitor, whose contact details shall 

be specified in the notice. 

(9) Pursuant to CPR 6.15 and 6.27, the steps identified in paragraphs (7) and (8) 

shall stand as good service of the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim and this Order 

mailto:stuartwortley@eversheds-sutherland.com


upon any person who shall, by knowingly breaching the terms of this Order, 

automatically become a defendant to this action.  

(10) Save as set out above, pursuant to CPR 6.16 service of the Claim Form, Response 

Pack, Application and Witness Statement(s) in support are dispensed with in 

respect of any person who shall become a defendant to this Claim as aforesaid.  

(11) The date on which the Claim Form and Particulars of Claim are to be deemed 

served is 5 August 2020 and the period for filing (i) an acknowledgement of 

service (ii) an admission or (iii) a Defence is by 9 March 2021. 

(12) This Order and the Order of Mr. Justice Soole dated 30 July and sealed 31 July 

2020, the Claim Form, the Particulars of Claim, the Claimant’s application notices 

dated 27 July 2020 and 25 January 2021 and the Witness Statements (with 

exhibits) of Mr Wilshire submitted to the Court in support of the Claim and this 

Order, may be viewed:  

(a) at a website the URL of which is specified in the notice;  

(b) at a physical location which is specified in the notice,  

and may be obtained from the Claimant’s Solicitor, whose contact details shall 

be included.   

COSTS  

(13) There shall be no order as to costs on this application. 

DEEMED SERVICE OF THIS ORDER 

(14) This order shall be deemed served as follows:- 

Method of service Deemed date of service 

1. First class post (or other service 

which provides for delivery on the 

next business day) 

The second day after it was posted, left with, 

delivered to or collected by the relevant service 

provider provided that day is a business day; or if 

not, the next business day after that day. 

2. Delivering the document to or 

leaving it at the usual / last known 

address given above  

If it is delivered to or left at the usual / last known 

address on a business day before 4.30 pm, on that 

day; or in any other case, on the next business day 

after that day. 

3. Email  If the e-mail or other electronic transmission is sent 

on a business day before 4.30 pm, on that day; or 



in any other case, on the next business day after 

the day on which it was sent. 

4. Personal service If the document is served personally before 4.30 

pm on a business day, on that day; or in any other 

case, on the next business day after that day. 

 

 

COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE COURT 

(14) All communications to the Court about this Order should be sent to: 

• Queen’s Bench Division, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand WC2A 2LL. 

The offices are open between 10.00 a.m. and 4.30 p.m. Monday to Friday 

(except Bank Holidays). 

• The telephone number is 020 7947 6000 

• The email address is qbjudgeslistingoffice@justice.gov.uk  

 

mailto:qbjudgeslistingoffice@justice.gov.uk
mailto:qbjudgeslistingoffice@justice.gov.uk


SCHEDULE 1 

Witness Statements 

The Judge read the following Witness Statement before making this Order: 

First Witness Statement of Martin Philip Wilshire dated 27 July 2020 together with the 

Exhibits marked “MPW1” - “MPW7”. 

Second Witness Statement of Martin Philip Wilshire dated 25 January 2021 together 

with the Exhibits marked “MPW8” – “MPW10”. 

 

SCHEDULE 2 

Undertakings given to the Court by the Claimants 

To pay any damages which the Defendants (or any other party served with or notified 

of this Order) shall sustain which the Court considers the Claimants should pay. 

 

SCHEDULE 3 

Plan 
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                    CLAIM NO. QB-2020-002702

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 

Before: Mr Justice Stewart

4th March 2021

B E T W E E N: 

(1) MULTIPLEX CONSTRUCTION EUROPE LTD

(2) LUDGATE HOUSE LIMITED (INCORPORATED IN JERSEY)

 Claimants
-and-

PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING IN OR REMAINING AT 
THE CLAIMANTS’ CONSTRUCTION SITE AT BANKSIDE YARDS WITHOUT

THE CLAIMANTS’ PERMISSION
Defendants

ORDER FOR AN INJUNCTION

PENAL NOTICE 

IF YOU, THE DEFENDANT, DISOBEY THIS ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT 
OF COURT AND MAY BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE YOUR ASSETS SEIZED.

ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES ANYTHING WHICH HELPS 
OR PERMITS THE DEFENDANTS OR ANY OF THEM TO BREACH THE TERMS OF THIS ORDER 
MAY ALSO BE HELD TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR 
HAVE THEIR ASSETS SEIZED.

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

This Order prohibits you from doing certain acts.  You should read this Order very carefully. 
You are advised to consult a solicitor as soon as possible.

If you disobey this Order you may be found guilty of contempt of court and you may be sent to 
prison or your assets seized.

RECITALS



UPON the Claimants’ application dated 2 March 2021 for an extension to the existing interim 

injunction dated 26 January 2021 and sealed on 27 January 2021

AND UPON THE COURT having regard to the Interim injunction Order of Mr. Justice Soole dated 31 

July 2020 and the Interim injunction Order of Mr. Justice Bourne dated 26 January 2021 

AND UPON THE COURT being aware that the question of injunctions against Persons Unknown is 

the subject of further consideration by Mr. Justice Nicklin in the case of Various Local Authority 

Claimants v Persons Unknown

AND UPON READING the witness statements of Martin Wilshire dated 27 July 2020 and 25 January 

2021

THE INJUNCTION 

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Injunction ordered by Mr. Justice Bourne dated 26 January 2021 be extended until 4pm 

on 19 May 2021, or further order.

(2) The Defendants must not without the consent of the Claimants, enter or remain upon any part 

of the construction site at Blackfriars Road, London SE1 9UY (“Bankside Yards”) as shown 

edged red on the plan at Schedule 3 to this Order as demarcated from time to time by 

hoarding or security fencing. 



VARIATION OR DISCHARGE OF THIS ORDER

(3) The Defendants may apply to vary or discharge this Order upon giving 48 hours’ notice in 

writing to the Claimant’s solicitors at Eversheds Sutherland (International) LLP, One Wood 

Street, London, EC2V 7WS (Ref: Stuart Wortley tel: 020 7919 0969; email: 

stuartwortley@eversheds-sutherland.com).

(4) In the event that the judgment of Mr. Justice Nicklin referred to in the Recital above, is not 

handed down before 19 May 2021 or that the judgment is subject to an Appeal to the Court 

of Appeal or Supreme Court, the Claimants have permission to write to the Court to request 

a further extension of the Interim Injunction, enclosing a draft extension Order.

INTERPRETATION OF THIS ORDER

(5) A Defendant who is ordered not to do something must not do it him/herself or in any other 

way.  He/she must not do it through another acting on his/her behalf or on his/her 

instructions or with his/her encouragement.

(6) It is a contempt of court for any person notified by this Order knowingly to assist or permit a 

breach of this order. Any person doing so may be imprisoned, fined or have their assets 

seized. 

SERVICE OF THIS ORDER

(7) Service of this Order may be effected in the manner set out in paragraphs (8) and (9) below 

and personal service of the order is dispensed with. 

(8) The Claimant shall post notice of the existence of this Order by 4pm, 9th March 2021:-

(i) at all main entrances to the Bankside Yards construction site;

(ii) at a minimum of 5 prominent locations around the perimeter of the Bankside Yards 

construction site.

(9) The said notice shall include a statement that copies of the Interim Order dated 31 July 

2020, the Interim Order dated 26 January 2021, this Order, the Claim Form, the Claimants’ 

application notices dated 28 July 2020, 25 January 2021 and 2 March 2021 and the Witness 

Statements of Martin Wilshire dated 27 July 2020 and 25 January 2021 may be viewed: 

(a) at a website the URL of which is specified in the notice; 

(b) at a physical location specified in the notice, 

and may be obtained from the Claimants’ Solicitor, whose contact details shall be specified 

in the notice.

mailto:stuartwortley@eversheds-sutherland.com


(10) Pursuant to CPR 6.15 and 6.27, the steps identified in paragraphs (8) and (9) shall stand as 
good service of the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim and this Order upon any person who 
shall, by knowingly breaching the terms of this Order, automatically become a defendant to 
this action. 

(11) Save as set out above, pursuant to CPR 6.16 service of the Claim Form, Response Pack, 
Application and Witness Statement(s) in support are dispensed with in respect of any 
person who shall become a defendant to this Claim as aforesaid. 

(12) This Order and the Order of Mr. Justice Soole dated 31 July 2020 and Mr. Justice Bourne 
dated 26 January 2021, the Claim Form, the Particulars of Claim, the Claimant’s application 
notices dated 27 July 2020, 25 January 2021 and 2 March 2021 and the Witness 
Statements (with exhibits) of Mr Wilshire submitted to the Court in support of the Claim and 
this Order, may be viewed: 

(a) at a website the URL of which is specified in the notice; 

(b) at a physical location which is specified in the notice, 

and may be obtained from the Claimant’s Solicitor, whose contact details shall be included.  

COSTS 

(13) There shall be no order as to costs on this application.

DEEMED SERVICE OF THIS ORDER

(14) This order shall be deemed served as follows:-

Method of service Deemed date of service

1. First class post (or other service which 
provides for delivery on the next business 
day)

The second day after it was posted, left with, delivered to or 
collected by the relevant service provider provided that day 
is a business day; or if not, the next business day after that 
day.

2. Delivering the document to or leaving it at 
the usual / last known address given above 

If it is delivered to or left at the usual / last known address on 
a business day before 4.30 pm, on that day; or in any other 
case, on the next business day after that day.

3. Email If the e-mail or other electronic transmission is sent on a 
business day before 4.30 pm, on that day; or
in any other case, on the next business day after the day on 
which it was sent.

4. Personal service If the document is served personally before 4.30 pm on a 
business day, on that day; or in any other case, on the next 
business day after that day.



COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE COURT

(15) All communications to the Court about this Order should be sent to:

• Queen’s Bench Division, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand WC2A 2LL.

The offices are open between 10.00 a.m. and 4.30 p.m. Monday to Friday (except Bank 
Holidays).

• The telephone number is 020 7947 6000
• The email address is qbjudgeslistingoffice@justice.gov.uk 

mailto:qbjudgeslistingoffice@justice.gov.uk


SCHEDULE 1

Witness Statements

The Judge read the following Witness Statement before making this Order:

First Witness Statement of Martin Philip Wilshire dated 27 July 2020 together with the Exhibits 
marked “MPW1” - “MPW7”.

Second Witness Statement of Martin Philip Wilshire dated 25 January 2021 together with the 
Exhibits marked “MPW8” - “MPW10”.

SCHEDULE 2

Undertakings given to the Court by the Claimants

To pay any damages which the Defendants (or any other party served with or notified of this 
Order) shall sustain which the Court considers the Claimants should pay.

SCHEDULE 3

Plan
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Claim Number:               

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

 

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 

 

B E T W E E N  

 

(1) MULTIPLEX CONSTRUCTION EUROPE LIMITED 

(2) 30 GS NOMINEE 1 LIMITED 

(3) 30 GS NOMINEE 2 LIMITED 

 

 

 

Claimants 

and 

 

PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING IN OR REMAINING AT 

THE 30 GROSVENOR SQUARE CONSTRUCTION SITE 

WITHOUT THE CLAIMANTS’ PERMISSION 

 

 

Defendants 

 

 

______________________________________________________________ 

 

“MPW6” 
______________________________________________________________ 

 

 

This is the exhibit marked “MPW6” referred to in the witness statement of Martin Philip Wilshire 

dated      April 2021  

HowardCZ
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