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CLAIM NO [ ] 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

BUSINESS AND PROPERTY COURTS OF ENGLAND AND WALES 

BETWEEN: 

(1) WALLEYS QUARRY LIMITED 

(2) SHARE PROPERTIES LIMITED 

Claimants 

and 
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(1) NATHAN WINT 

(2) ANGELA WINT 

(3) CLIVE JOHN THOMPSON 

(4) RICHARD ANTONY FAIRCLOUGH 

(5) JOSEPH CAIRNS 

(6) TAYLOR YOUNG 

(7) AUDREY YOUNG 

(8) CHLOE YOUNG 

(9) MATTHEW EDWARDS 

(10) NINA SHAW 

(11) MICHAEL BROOKE 

(12) DANIEL BOOTE 

(13) PERSONS UNKNOWN CAUSING THE BLOCKING OF THE 

ENTRANCE TO THE LAND AT WALLEYS QUARRY, NEWCASTLE-

UNDER-LYME OR OTHERWISE INTERFERING WITH THE PASSAGE 

BY THE CLAIMANTS AND THEIR AGENTS, SUB-CONTRACTORS, 

GROUP COMPANIES, LICENSEES, INVITEES OR EMPLOYEES 

INTO OR OUT OF LAND AT WALLEYS QUARRY, NEWCASTLE-

UNDER-LYME 

(14) PERSONS UNKNOWN ENTERING OR REMAINING WITHOUT 

THE CONSENT OF THE CLAIMANTS ON LAND AND BUILDINGS 

SHOWN SHADED GREEN ON THE PLANS ANNEXED TO THIS 

ORDER 

Defendants 

WITNESS STATEMENT OF NIGEL BOWEN 

I, Nigel Bowen, of Walleys Quarry Limited, Borough House, Berkeley Court, 

Borough Road, Newcastle under Lyme, Staffordshire ST5 1TT will say:-

1 I am a director of the Claimants and I confirm that I am duly authorised to 

make this Witness Statement on behalf of the Claimants in this claim. 
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2 I make this statement in support of the Claimants' application for an interim 

injunction in the terms of the draft order that has been shown to me (the 

"Application"). 

3 This statement has been prepared following discussions with the Claimants' 

solicitor over the telephone. 

4 The facts and matters set out in this statement are within my own knowledge 

unless otherwise stated and I believe them to be true. Where I refer to 

information supplied by others, the source of the information is identified; 

facts and matters derived from other sources are true to the best of my 

knowledge and belief. 

5 There is now produced and shown to me a paginated bundle of true copy 

documents marked "N61". All references to documents in this statement are 

to Exhibit NB1 unless otherwise stated. 

Background 

6 The Claimants are part of the Red Industries' group of companies. The First 

Claimant is a waste management company operating a landfill site in 

Newcastle-under-Lyme. It is the freehold proprietor and operator of the 

landfill site, known as Rosemary Hill Tileries, Cemetery Lane and Park Row, 

Silverdale, Newcastle-under-Lyme (the "Landfill"). Copies of the freehold 

title and title plan (SF139741) are exhibited at NB1. The First Claimant does 

not own the area being the bellmouth at the entrance to the Landfill (shown 

marked "A" on the plan attached at NB2), although it is my understanding 

that Newcastle-under-Lyme Council consider the First Claimant to be 

responsible for maintaining this area. The Landfill is primarily used for the 

disposal of commercial/industrial derived (as opposed to general public or 

domestic) waste classified as inert and/or non-hazardous. The Landfill is 

also permitted for the generation of electricity followed by supply to the 

National Grid from the Landfill, from landfill gas which is generated as a 

natural decomposition product of the waste at the site. 
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7 Together with other group companies, the First Claimant's operations form 

part of a wider business group which focuses on the collection, treatment 

and disposal of waste across three treatment centres in Burslem, Stoke-on-

Trent, Brownhills and Dudley, West Midlands. The wider group operates 

transports operations from Burslem and Brownhilis. The First Claimant's and 

the wider group's operations depend heavily on the ability of large vehicles 

to access and egress from its sites. 

8 The Second Claimant, which is a property management company, owns the 

freehold of Unit 61-B3 Sneyd Hill, Stoke-on-Trent ST6 2DZ ("Sneyd Hill") 

and 1-3 Berkeley Court, Borough Road, Newcastle ST5 1TT ("Registered 

Office"). The Registered Office is the registered office address for each of 

the Claimants and employees on site work for one of the Claimants. Sneyd 

Hill is a treatment and transfer station for the operations of the wider group's 

activities, some of which are linked to the First Claimant. Copies of the 

freehold title and title plan for both of these properties (SF515380 and 

SF282179) are exhibited at NB3. 

9 Since January 2021, a number of disruptive protests have taken place at the 

Landfill and Registered Office. Such protests seem to be organised under 

the banner of a group that calls itself "Stop The Stink" ("STS"), although 

there are some indications of a newly founded action group which appears 

to take a more aggressive approach. Protestors have documented their 

protest activities on social media sites including Facebook, as will be detailed 

below. A copy of "Stop The Stink's" Facebook Group and website is 

appended at NB4. 

10 The Claimants do not wish to prevent any persons from protesting in a lawful 

and peaceful manner. However, the way in which the protests have been 

carried out is harming the Claimants' business, mainly by protestors blocking 

the entrance to the Landfill Site and so preventing vehicles from entering or 

leaving the Landfill, and also by trespassing on the Registered Office. The 

Claimants have attempted to address these increasing incursions through 

sending letters to protestors and through enhanced security. Unfortunately, 

however, the protests have continued in the manner described. 
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11 According to STS's Facebook page, further protests are planned on 26 

November 2021 at the Landfill and Sneyd Hill. Previous protests have also 

moved to the Registered Office after the Landfill. 

12 The Claimants have reached the conclusion that they now require the 

assistance of the Court in order to prevent further unlawful trespass and 

interference with (and prevention of) their business operations, particularly in 

relation to the upcoming protest. The Claimants are also concerned of the 

risk to those undertaking this behaviour (protestors have previously brought 

children with them to the protests) and also its employees. 

Summary of Protestor Incidents to Date 

13 Since late 2020, the First Claimant has received a number of complaints in 

relation to odour and smell issues arising from the work undertaken at the 

Landfill. Complaints have been made by local residents to the local council 

and to the Environment Agency, who is the regulator of the Landfill. The 

permit issued by the Environment Agency details the waste types and 

quantities that are allowed to be accepted at the Landfill. On 26 March 2021, 

the Environment Agency ("the EA") issued an enforcement notice due to 

alleged breaches of the First Claimant's permit, which were: 

13.1 Gas wells being disconnected while waste was raised to levels 

required by planning permission, the length of time the gas wells were 

disconnected not being acceptable; and 

13.2 Failure to notify the Environment Agency that infrastructure to manage 

landfill gas had been compromised by flooding from surface water and 

failure to address this in the shortest time possible. 

14 On 16 July 2021, the Environment Agency issued a notice of information to 

CLP Envirogas Limited (a company subcontracted by the First Claimant to 

manage gas and its utilisation at the Landfill). 

15 The enforcement notice was considered by the EA as being satisfied by letter 

dated 15 September 2021. Since the issuing of the enforcement notice, the 
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Claimants have worked together with the EA to address the levels of 

hydrogen sulphide at the Landfill Site; currently, the EA maintains four 

monitoring facilities in the community around the Landfill Site and the First 

Claimant is following its detailed plan to ensure the levels of hydrogen 

sulphide levels are below the EA's guideline levels. 

16 A statutory abatement notice was served on the First Claimant by Newcastle-

under-Lyme Borough Council on 13 August 2021, again based on odour from 

the Landfill Site. The First Claimant has lodged an appeal against this notice. 

17 Complaints against the First Claimant have also been made on social media, 

including on STS's Facebook group and website. 

18 The First Claimant has attempted to date to manage complaints received by 

responding to complaints received by its regulator and in some cases, with 

complainants directly. There is a liaison group committee in place as the 

appropriate channel for communicating developments at the Landfill and to 

discuss complaints on a quarterly basis (it is a condition of the First 

Claimant's planning permission that the group must meet at least twice a 

year). The meeting is well attended by local councillors, representatives of 

the EA (as prime regulator), representatives of the Environmental Health 

Department of Newcastle-under-Lyme Borough Council, representatives of 

the planning department of Staffordshire County Council and representatives 

of local resident associations. Members of STS have been invited to every 

meeting since their formation as a local resident representation group. 

19 Meetings for the committee are publicised in advance and are held outside 

of normal business hours to encourage attendance. Minutes of the meetings 

are sent out to all members by e-mail and posted on the First Claimant's 

website. 

20 Despite the creation of STS, it is my understanding from social media posts 

that a separate group has arisen to prevent business from taking place at the 

Landfill. The actions taken by this group appear to me to be more aggressive 
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than the stance taken by STS. I understand that the First Defendant, Nathan 

Wint, is a member of a splinter group. 

21 Protestor action started to increase from January 2021, when, on or around 

26 January 2021, Mr Wint chained himself to the gate of the Landfill entrance, 

which was documented by local press (see article appended at N65). 

22 Following this incident, the Claimants instructed their solicitors, Squire Patton 

Boggs (UK) LLP ("Squires"), to write to Mr Wint. Squires wrote to Mr Wint 

on 1 February 2021 to request that he refrain from such further action and 

that the First Claimant's right to issue proceedings for an injunction was 

reserved. In response to this letter, Mr Wint provided an `undertaking' dated 

3 February 2021 that he would not take any steps to trespass, physically 

attach or otherwise interfere with the Landfill nor take steps to disrupt access 

to and from the Landfill (a copy of the letter and undertaking are appended 

at NB6). I understand that he was also arrested on that day for breaching 

the peace. 

23 On or around 3 February 2021, I understand that Paul Lealman of the First 

Claimant received information that a protest was to take place on 5 February 

2021. Squires wrote to Michael Brooke on 4 February 2021 (who the First 

Claimant understood was due to take part in the protest). A copy of the letter 

is appended at NB7. The letter acknowledged the right of individuals to 

protest peacefully but not to cause damage, disruption or carry out serious 

public disorder. 

24 In March 2021, the First Claimant noted a number of unauthorised drones 

circulating the Landfill. 

25 A further protest took place on 26 April 2021. The protest started at the 

Landfill and concluded at the local council's offices and Registered Office (a 

copy of the article documenting the protest is appended at NB8). 

26 On or around 21 June 2021, a separate protest was held by STS. This started 

at the Landfill and culminated in protesters gathering at the car park of the 

Registered Office, circling the building with megaphones and preventing 
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work from taking place (see Videos 1 and 2 and screenshot timed at 00.21 

minutes at NB9). The protesters made attempts to contact the employees 

through the intercom and through the telephone. The protesters chanted 

and shouted to individual members of staff, including myself. Fortunately, a 

number of employees had decided to work from home as they felt 

uncomfortable in attending work that day. A Mobile Elevating Work Platform 

("MEWP"), used by a neighbouring landowner, was also sequestered by 

some of the protesters who attached a STS banner and then left the MEWP 

in an extended and unsafe position. A copy of an article documenting the 

protest is appended at NB10. 

27 On 14 July 2021, an employee of the First Claimant, an individual named 

Macauley Sawyers, was confronted by the First Defendant, Nathan Wint. The 

following day, on 15 July 2021, people arrived at approximately 9.00am to 

protest at the gate of the Landfill resulting in access to the Landfill being 

blockaded. Police attended but did little to move the protestors on. The 

protest was documented on Facebook by Nathan Wint and a separate 

recording of the protest was uploaded to YouTube (see Video 3 as provided 

on the electronic drive, screenshot, timed at 13:07 minutes, appended at 

NB11, screenshot, timed at 1.02 minutes, appended at NB12, screenshot, 

timed at 2.16 minutes, appended at NB13 and screenshot, timed at 5.55 

minutes, appended at NB14). 

28 In Video 3 at 1:01 minutes, Angela Wint is heard saying "hit them where it 

hurts, in the pocket" and the protestors are seen blocking the egress of the 

vehicles at the Landfill. At 2:40 minutes, Nathan Wint can be heard shouting 

"f*** off" to a security guard standing at the entrance to the Landfill and at 

4:32 minutes, Nathan Wint makes a threatening comment: "I'm going to 

throw something at his head in a minute': At 7:07 minutes, when a truck is 

denied entry to the Landfill, Nathan Wint starts chanting "two thousand 

pounds down the s**tter': 

29 The protest on 15 July 2021 had a detrimental effect on the First Claimant's 

business, with customers queuing for a considerable length of time and being 

prevented from entering or leaving the Landfill. The protestors notably did 
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not cross the boundary of the Landfill . The protest was also documented in 

local press (see pages NB15). 

30 Squires wrote to Nathan Wint on 16 July 2021 (a copy of the letter is 

appended at NB16). Mr Wint responded on 19 July 2021, a copy of the 

response is appended at NB17. 

31 On 19 July 2021, a car tailgated and followed an authorised vehicle (owned 

by the First Claimant's subcontractor, Oasis Construction UK Limited) into 

the Landfill and approached the weighbridge. Footage of the incident was 

shared online by Nathan Wint (see Videos 4 and 5 on the electronic drive 

and screenshot of Video 5, at 2.39 minutes, appended at NB18). The incident 

was reported to the police. 

32 Mr Sawyers of the First Claimant was again confronted by Mr Wint on 26 July 

2021. Nathan Wint filmed the exchange and claims that he was accosted by 

employees from the Landfill whilst with his children. Mr Wint subsequently 

posted a comment on Facebook which stated "how I only pulled my phone 

ouf and recorded them and not got a glass bottle out of my bag and smashed 

it round his head l dnt know" (a copy of this `post' is appended at NB19). 

33 On 12 August 2021, three protestors with a dog blockaded the entrance to 

the Landfill . The police attended and refused to move them on. Paul 

Lealman, the First Claimant's Group Operations Director, attended to speak 

with the protestors and invited two persons onto site to discuss their 

concerns. Following discussions, the group eventually moved into the layby. 

The protest was also documented in local press (see NB20). 

34 On 25 August 2021, a planned protest took place at the Landfill organised 

by STS. The protests ended up occupying the highway and Clive Thompson 

was arrested (a copy of the article documenting the protest is appended at 

NB21 and see Video 7 and 8 on the electronic drive). I understand that 48 

police officers were in attendance (as documented in an article appended at 

NB22). 

~~ 

014-5614-5233/1 /E U RO P E 



35 A further protest took place on 27 August 2021, organised by the Second 

Defendant, Angela Wint, and on 28 August 2021 (copies of the articles 

reporting the protests are appended at NB23 and NB24). On 31 August 2021, 

Mr Wint and others trespassed onto the Landfill during a protest (see Videos 

9 — 13 on the electronic drive, screenshot of Video 11, at 2.08 minutes, 

appended at NB25 and screenshot of Video 11 at 23.23 minutes, appended 

at NB26). In particular, in Video 9 at 1:00 minutes, Nathan Wint can be heard 

saying "You...should...get some big bricks and throw Them at the workers 

every time you see them': Between 7:00 and 7:10 minutes in Video 9, Nathan 

Wint can be seen entering the site through a fence and Video 10 shows 

Nathan Wint on the Landfill site. Video 11 shows the 31 August protest 

outside the entrance to the Landfill. At 27:11 minutes, Angela Wint can be 

heard saying "I won't let the lorry out" An article in local press about the 

protest is appended at NB27. 

36 As a result of the protest on 31 August 2021, Clive Thompson, Nathan Wint 

and Richard Fairclough were arrested for "watching or besetting a house or 

place of business or other property or approach thereto, with a view to 

compelling another person to do, or abstain from doing, any act which that 

person has a legal right to do or abstain from doing". I understand that 

charges against Nathan Wint and Richard Fairclough have subsequently 

been dropped. 

37 Protestors (including Angela Wint, Audrey Young and Chloe Young) 

attended the Registered Office on 6 September 2021. Employees were 

prevented from accessing the car park during this protest and police 

attended. Following the protest, employees of the Claimants were 

intimidated to the extent that they opted to work from home rather than attend 

the office. Photographs documenting the protest are appended at NB28 

(also see Videos 14 — 19 on the electronic drive). In particular, Video 14 

shows protestors entering onto the car park at the Registered Office and in 

Video 15 at 2:18 minutes, Angela Wint seems to acknowledge that the 

protestors were trespassing: "we're not allowed to be on here': 
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38 On 15 September 2021, Joseph Cairns was arrested for "intimidating a 

person or wife or children or injure to property" (see Video 20 on the 

electronic drive) after occupying the bellmouth of the Landfill and preventing 

vehicles and people from accessing or egressing the Landfill . The arrest was 

documented in local press (see article at NB29). 

39 On 17 September 2021, Angela Wint posted a video in which she accused 

Walleys' subcontracted security guard, Mousa Mohamed, of putting his 

hands on her. It appears that, from the bellmouth area, Ms Wint attempted 

to prevent Fiona Brown, a JJC Waste Management driver (who was working 

for a customer of the First Claimant), from leaving the Landfill and was 

aggressive (see Videos 21 — 23 on the electronic drive). In Video 21, from 

5:02 minutes to 5:06 minutes, Angela Wint can be heard shouting "I want to 

spit in your face': This comment was directed at Ms Brown as she exited the 

Landfill in a lorry. 

40 On 20 September 2021, a further protest took place at the Landfill during 

which Angela Wint made a Facebook Live video which was posted publicly 

at the time. During the video, Ms Wint makes reference to Mr Mohamed in 

a racially abusive manner, as can be heard in Video 24 at 4:11 and 4:23 

minutes (see Video 24 on the electronic drive). The protest was also 

documented in local press (see NB30). I understand that Angela Wint has 

been arrested for making these comments and is facing criminal prosecution. 

41 On or around 22 September 2021, Taylor Young was arrested for "watching 

or besetting a house or place of business or other property or approach 

thereto, with a view to compelling another person to do, or abstain from 

doing, any act which that person has a legal right to do or abstain from doing" 

(a copy of the email detailing the Charges is appended at NB31 and see 

Videos 25 — 26 on the electronic drive). Taylor Young can be seen blocking 

the entrance to the Landfill and obstructing traffic in Video 26. 

42 On 23 September 2021, Angela Wint posted a video in which she calls Ms 

Brown "Shrek" and directs transphobic abuse to a JJC Waste Management 

driver (see Videos 27 — 29 on the electronic drive). 

m 
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43 On 24 September 2021, social media `posts' are uploaded detailing the 

abuse directed towards Ms Brown (as appended at NB32). 

44 On 28 September 2021, Angela Wint attended the Registered Office and was 

arrested "for causing racially/religiously aggravated intentional harassment, 

alarm and distress" in relation to the abuse directed to Mr Mohammed on 20 

September 2021. This was filmed by Audrey Young of the protest group (see 

Video 33, which shows the arrest of Ms Wint and Videos 30 — 34 generally, 

on the electronic drive). In Video 30 Nathan Wint explains Ms Wint's criminal 

prosecution proceedings. I understand that Ms Wint was subsequently 

released and bailed until 25 November 2021 (her conditions state that she 

cannot go near the Registered Office or the Landfill). The arrest was 

publicised in local press (see NB33). Comments were made on Stoke-on-

Trent Live's Facebook post on the date of Ms Wint's arrest (as appended at 

NB34). 

Planned Protest on 26 November 2021 

45 I understand that, from a Facebook post dated 12 November 2021 (as 

appended at NB35), that protesters are intending to protest at the Landfill, 

Registered Office and at Sneyd Hill on 26 November 2021. 

46 Nathan WinYs Facebook `posy dated 4 November 2021 (as appended at 

NB36) asks in relation to the protest planned to take place on 26 November 

2021 "would you turn up???"in response to which there have been 89 `likes' 

and 47 `comments' to date. 

47 I am concerned at the possibility of further disruption to the Claimants' 

business if the planned protests are carried out in the same manner as 

previous protests. Also, this would be the first time that protests have taken 

place at Sneyd Hill . My concern is that the Sneyd Hill premises are much 

smaller and by a busy road; there will be a greater risk to safety of protestors 

as well as drivers and employees if there is an attempt to carry out a similar 

protest at Sneyd Hill. Further, our Sneyd Hill premises accept hazardous 

wastes which must be managed and controlled appropriately. Should the 
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protest go ahead, there may be a significant impact on hazardous waste 

operations being carried out or affecting those in transit (which may have 

environmental and health and safety implications not only at the site but 

further afield). 

48 Further, the Claimants' businesses are adversely affected by the actions of 

protesters at the sites. In respect of the Landfill, I would estimate the impact 

to be up to £60,000 of revenue per full day. The sites at Sneyd Hill, Burslem 

and Brownhills separately generate an income of over £60,000 each per full 

day. On a worst case scenario, a protest at the Landfill and at Sneyd Hill 

could impact the Claimants and the wider business group by up to £120,000 

of revenue per full day. 

49 On 23 November 2021, the Claimants' solicitors wrote to the First to Tenth 

Defendants requesting that they provide an undertaking that they will not take 

any steps to trespass, interfere with the Claimants' property or to disrupt or 

prevent access to and egress from the Landfill and to refrain from protest 

activity on the highway around the Landfill or the entrance to the Landfill. 

The letter informed the First to Tenth Defendants that if such an undertaking 

was not received, the Claimants would have to seek an urgent injunction. 

Copies of the letters are appended at NB37. This has been publicised in 

local press (see appended NB38) and on Facebook (see screenshots 

appended at NB39). 

Conclusion 

50 While the Claimants recognise that people have a right to protest lawfully, 

the protests at the Landfill Site and the Registered Office have seriously 

interfered with and disrupted the Claimants' business operations. The 

ongoing protests require management, particularly from the First Claimant 

and demand a large police resource. They have had a considerable impact 

on the Claimants' business operations and on the Claimants' relationship 

with their customers. 

13 
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51 The Claimants fully respect the rights of individuals to protest peacefully. 

However, no one should have the right to intimidate staff or managers, 

prevent our workforce from carrying out their jobs or attempt to hinder or 

close down our business. In light of planned future protests around our 

business, the Claimants' solicitors have written to a number of potential 

protesters setting out the legal limits of their rights to protest. Those letters 

have reminded individuals involved in previous protests of the legitimate 

rights of the Claimants and its staff, towards whom we have a duty of care. 

The First Claimant operates under strict regulatory and legal guidelines, that 

are enforceable by law. The business expects those who seek to disrupt its 

operation to respect the right of our staff to go about theirjobs peacefully and 

without fear of reprisals. As a further necessary step to protect the rights of 

our business and to fulfil our obligations towards our staff, we are issuing 

these proceedings to ensure that future protests remain within the law. 

Statement of Truth 

believe that the facts stated in this statement are true. I understand that 

proceedings for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who makes, or 

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

truth without an honest belief in its truth. 

Signed: Dated: 24 November 2021 

NIGEL BOWEN 

~a 
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