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64. PSC Campaign has several regional branches, including in regions where a number of 

Teledyne UK sites are located (such as Bradford, Chelmsford, Lincoln & District, 

Liverpool and Shropshire).  

 

65. I must stress that by naming and discussing the PSC in this witness statement I am not 

suggesting that it has done anything unlawful. I am merely describing the context 

against which this Claim and Application is made. As I have set out above, both I and 

Teledyne UK respect and fully support the right to peaceful protest. Indeed, the protest 

planned for outside the Chelmsford Site on 8 December 2024, and which was expected 

to be peaceful, was organised by the Chelmsford branch of the PSC. 

 

66. I also refer to the PSC because it is suggested that to assist with giving notice of the 

Claim, Application and any injunction to Persons Unknown, the same should be 

emailed to the PSC and any relevant regional branches. That suggestion is made to 

ensure that all those persons who may be inclined to attend Teledyne UKôs site with a 

view to engaging in protest are aware of any injunction and its terms. I understand from 

those advising Teledyne UK that the need for and terms of the proposed alternative 

service order will be dealt with in the witness statement of Mr Manan Singh of Keystone 

Law. 

 

PROTESTS AT TELEDYNE UK LIMITED’S SITES 

 

67. Teledyne UK has experienced acts of unlawful direct action protest, and suffered harm 

as a result. As I shall explain below, some of these protest incidents have been 

aggravated, and have caused significant loss to Teledyne UK. 

 

68. Some acts of protest experienced by Teledyne UK have been lawful. As I explained 

earlier, Teledyne UK does not seek to prohibit acts of lawful and peaceful protest, and 

fully supports the rights of citizens to protest in such a way. For example, Teledyne UK 

does not take issue with protestors standing outside its sites with placards and banners, 

and making as much noise as they want to ensure that their message is heard. What 

Teledyne UK takes issue with is when protestors trespass on its sites, or prevent access 

to its sites. 

 

--
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69. I exhibit at NJW-1/142 – 144 a spreadsheet. That spreadsheet has been passed to me, 

and is maintained by, a colleague at Teledyne UK. The spreadsheet records the 

incidents of protest that have occurred at Teledyne UK’s sites since December 2022. 

Teledyne UK takes the view that many of these protests have been ‘lawful’; many fall 

into the category of protestors attending a site with banners and placards, and making 

noise to ensure that their message is heard, with the protestors moving to one side to 

allow staff and visitors to gain access to the sites.  

 

70. However, not all of the protest incidents recorded in the spreadsheet are lawful; where 

Teledyne UK has experienced unlawful acts of protest, I have given further details of 

the incident below.  

 

71. I have redacted the spreadsheet to remove references to the names of employees of 

Teledyne UK, or any protestors who are not being named as a Defendant to these 

proceedings. 

 

9 December 2022: the Presteigne Site 

 

72. On 9 December 2022, at approximately 6am, at least four persons broke into the 

reception area of the Presteigne Site; they were wearing balaclavas to conceal their 

identities. They were armed with crowbars and sledgehammers. As is evident from 

Palestine Action’s social media posts exhibited at NJW-1/145 – 146, these persons 

were associated with Palestine Action.  

 

73. These persons proceeded to gain access to the roof of the Presteigne Site using a ladder 

that they had brought with them, and they caused extensive damage to the roof and to 

the premises generally. They entered the premises and smashed glass doors and 

windows, damaged IT equipment and sprayed the inside and outside of the premises 

with red paint (using re-purposed fire extinguishers, which Palestine Action encourages 

activists to use in its Underground Manual). The protestors destroyed the controllers of 

hot manufacturing equipment, so they could not be safely switched off, and then 

sprayed paint into the hot equipment and associated motors. They also released flares 
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and pyrotechnic devices in the chemical processing area, in close proximity to a number 

of vats of potentially dangerous, even lethal, chemicals. 

 

74. I exhibit at NJW-1/147 – 158 photographs of the damage caused by the trespassing 

protestors. Those photographs show the extensive damage to the skylights and windows 

of the building, the extensive use of red paint, and the large amount of shattered glass 

left throughout the building. In addition, the photographs show the protestors sitting on 

the roof. 

 

75. The attack lasted for approximately 5-6 hours, and the Dyfed-Powys police and fire 

service attended the Presteigne Site to remove and arrest four persons. All four persons 

remained in custody on remand until their trial in May 2023, charged with conspiracy 

to commit criminal damage. Three of those on trial changed their pleas to guilty 

immediately before trial, and one person was found guilty at trial. All of them received 

custodial sentences.   

   

76. Teledyne UK suffered extensive loss as a result of this incident. The cost of repairing 

and clearing up the damage caused by the protestors was in the approximate sum of 

£1.2m. In addition, the business was unable to complete and ship approximately 

US$1,000,000 of sales in December 2022. 

 

77. The site was able to partially re-open on 12 December 2022, with a limited team to 

commence clean up and make safe the working areas. All employees were not able to 

return to the business until 19 December 2022. The clean-up operation and repairs to 

the roof and windows lasted several months, and caused ongoing disruption to the 

business.  As well as the cost of increased security, the disruption cost the business 

approximately another £266,000.   

 

28 September 2023: the Chelmsford Site 

 

78. On 28 September 2023, the Chelmsford Site was hosting an open day for graduates 

(Teledyne UK is one of the biggest private employers, if not the biggest, in the 

Chelmsford area). An individual associated with Palestine Action splashed red paint 
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across the front of the building (as shown in the photographs exhibited at NJW-1/159 

– 161). 

 

79. The incident also featured in a ‘news’ item on the Palestine Action website, exhibited 

at NJW-1/162 – 164. 

 

80. While the physical damage and financial harm from this protest incident was not 

particularly significant when compared to other incidents experienced by Teledyne UK, 

this incident was clearly intended to cause reputational harm to the business and to deter 

future employees from considering a career with us. 

 

81. Whilst Essex Police did not attend this particular incident, there was a subsequent phone 

call between me and a Detective Chief Inspector at Essex Police to discuss the incident 

and future response of Essex Police to incidents at the Chelmsford Site.  

 

82. No arrests have been made in relation to this incident, and no suspects identified. 

 

26 December 2023: the Shipley Site 

 

83. On 26 December 2023 (Boxing Day), at approximately 4.30am, one individual gained 

access to the Shipley Site by climbing over the fence. They then approached the 

building and attempted to set fire to a goods entrance. 

 

84. I exhibit at NJW-1/166 a still CCTV image which shows the trespasser inside the 

Shipley Site, running away from the fire that they have started. 

 

85. I exhibit at NJW-1/167 – 169 photographs of the damage that was caused by the fire. 

Luckily, as can be seen from the photographs, limited damage was done to a very small 

area of the site. Nevertheless, the fire damage caused to the entrance to the main 

building incurred costs of approximately £35,000 to repair. 
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86. West Yorkshire Police responded to the incident; approximately 10 police officers 

attended the Shipley Site. An individual was later arrested, but the CPS elected not to 

bring any charges on the evidence available.  

 

2 April 2024: the Shipley Site 

 

87. On 2 April 2024, at approximately 5.30am, a group of around 20 protestors attended 

the Shipley Site. Four of these protestors managed to climb on to the roof of the 

premises and proceeded to cause extensive damage to the roof tiles and brickwork, as 

well as the glass doors and windows. The protestors were wearing the red overalls often 

worn by Palestine Action protestors when they carry out acts of direct action protest. 

 

88. I exhibit at NJW-1/170 – 182 a selection of photographs that show the damage caused 

by the protestors, including by the broken roof falling through into the building below. 

Those photographs also capture the protestors on the roof, and using a sledge hammer 

to smash the roof tiles. The final photograph shows the items that were seized by the 

police when they attended the site; these include a sledge hammer, ladder and fire 

extinguisher. 

 

89. The incident lasted for approximately 16 hours, and the emergency services attended 

the Shipley Site in significant numbers. West Yorkshire Police arrested the four 

protestors who accessed the roof of the premises: Julian Allen Gao, Ruby Hamill, 

Daniel Jones and Najam Shah. As I shall explain below, all have been named as 

Defendants to this Claim and Application. These individuals went on trial in September 

2024, and all pleaded not guilty to damaging property, and possession of articles with 

intent to destroy or damage property. The trial resulted in a hung jury and a retrial is set 

for February 2026. 

 

90. Teledyne UK suffered significant loss as a result of this incident. The cost to repair the 

damaged caused by the protestors and clean up after them was estimated to cost in 

excess of £571,000. Production was interrupted for five days, causing a loss of revenue 

in excess of £300,000. 
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91. The site was shut during the incident and for the rest of 2 April 2024. Whilst the 

business was able to return to full production within a week, around half of the main 

building remained shut for approximately two weeks whilst major repairs were carried 

out, and further repair and refurbishment work carried on for a number of weeks after 

that.  

 

15 May 2024: the Shipley Site 

 

92. On 15 May 2024, at approximately 4.30am, four individuals gained access to the roof 

at the Shipley Site and once again caused damage to the roof; specifically, as can be 

seen in the photographs exhibited at NJW-1/183 – 187, the protestors smashed the top 

floor windows of the building and applied spray paint (the photographs also show the 

protestors on the roof of the building). The protestors also set off fireworks inside the 

building. 

 

93. I also exhibit at NJW-1/188 – 189 social media posts from Palestine Action which 

shows that the protestors (who are dressed in the familiar red overalls) are associated 

with Palestine Action.  

 

94. The incident lasted for approximately seven hours and the emergency services attended 

the Shipley Site in significant numbers. West Yorkshire Police arrested the four 

protestors who gained access to the roof. Three of those persons have been released on 

bail: Ricky Southall, Amareen Afzal and Serena Fenton (all of whom have been named 

as Defendants to this Claim and Application). The fourth person remains on remand in 

custody. All four are charged with burglary with intent to commit damage, criminal 

damage to property and having an article with intent to destroy damage/property.  

 

95. The protestors caused damage directly to the roof, surrounding windows and interior 

damage, incurring Teledyne UK the cost of approximately £68,000 to repair.   

Production was interrupted for one day causing a loss of revenue in excess of £60,000.  

 

96. The site was shut during the incident and for the rest of 15 April 2024, but re-opened 

the following day. 
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5 July 2024: the Wirral Site 

 

97. On 5 July 2024, at approximately 4.45am, three individuals gained access to the Wirral 

Site by ramming the vehicular access gates with a van, and then proceeded to spray red 

paint over the building. One of my colleagues at the Wirral Site was informed by police 

at the time that the protestors were live streaming their actions online. They also 

attempted to gain access to the roof of the premises with a ladder, but failed to do so.  

 

98. I exhibit at NJW-1/190 – 194 photographs which show the spray painted building, and 

the van abandoned inside the site (as well as two photographs of a protestor sitting on 

top of the van – they appear to be live streaming from their phone). I note that the 

protestor is wearing the red overalls associated with Palestine Action. 

 

99. I also exhibit at NJW-1/195 – 197 social media posts from Palestine Action, which 

confirm that the protestors were associated with this group. 

 

100. The incident lasted for approximately four hours, and Merseyside Police attended and 

arrested the three protestors. At this time, I do not know what these persons have been 

charged with, or what their names are (as I explain below, that information is being 

sought from Merseyside Police). I do however know that they are currently on bail and 

awaiting a court date for trial.  

 

101. The protestors caused damage to the gate and paint damage to the site, incurring 

Teledyne UK costs of approximately £1,000 to repair. Production was interrupted 

briefly, causing a loss of revenue of approximately £6,400.  

 

2 October 2024: the Wirral Site  

 

102. On 2 October 2024, at approximately 5.55am, three individuals gained access to the 

Wirral Site and climbed onto the roof of the premises. They caused damage to the roof, 
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as well as to the production floor in the building underneath, including by the use of 

red paint. 

 

103. I exhibit at NJW-1/198 – 201 photographs of the roof and production floor, which show 

the damaged caused by the protestors.  

 

104. I also exhibit at NJW-1/202 – 204 social media posts from Palestine Action, which 

shows that the protestors were associated with that group. These posts show how the 

actions of the protestors were targeted and intended to cause maximum disruption. In 

particular, the text accompanying the pictures of the damage caused explains that 

protestors had accessed the ‘clean room’ at the site, the contamination of which could 

stop production for up to 12 months, and disrupt production for 18 months. Palestine 

Action had come by that information as it was contained in a witness statement that had 

been given by a senior employee of Teledyne UK during criminal proceedings; the 

protestors had clearly used that information to do maximum damage during the course 

of their protest.  

 

105. The incident lasted for approximately five hours and Merseyside Police attended and 

arrested the three protestors. At this time, I do not know what these persons have been 

charged with, or what their names are (as I explain below, that information is being 

sought from Merseyside Police). I do however know that they are currently on bail and 

awaiting a court date for trial. 

 

106. The protestors caused damage to the roof and to the machinery in the rooms below the 

roof, incurring Teledyne UK costs to date of approximately £148,000 to repair, with a 

further £335,000 expected to be spent on a permanent roof repair. Production was 

interrupted, causing a loss of revenue of approximately £14,000.  

 

30 October 2024: the Shipley Site 

 

107. On 30 October 2024, the entrance gate to the Shipley Site was obstructed by 

approximately 20 protestors. The protestors stood outside the gate and blocked access 
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to the site (remembering that the Shipley Site has only this single point of access), 

whilst holding banners and placards.  

 

108. The blockade lasted for around five hours, between 6.30am and 11.30am, during which 

time employees were unable to get through the gates and onto the site. The working 

day and business at the Shipley Site were therefore significantly disrupted on this day, 

with half a working day lost by reason of the protest.  During blockade actions such as 

this one on 30 October, approximately 100 staff members are unable to access the site 

and carry on work, daily factory deliveries and collections are missed, staff members 

feel intimidated just by reason of arriving at their place of work, and 10-20 police 

officers are diverted from other duties to respond to a blockade. Depending on shipping 

schedules, up to £90,000 of revenue can be put at risk.  

 

109. The protest appears to have been carried out by those who associate with the group 

known as Bradford Friends of Palestine. I have reviewed the Instagram page for that 

group and can see that a short video was posted on 30 October 2024, which shows 

protestors standing outside the gate to the Shipley Site, obstructing access. The 

protestors are wearing face and/or head coverings of various descriptions, or look away 

from the camera as it pans around, such that it is not possible to identify those who were 

present. I exhibit at NJW-1/205 – 209 some still images of the video which show what 

I have here described. 

 

110. During the protest, a female dressed in all dark clothing and wearing a face covering 

attached a poster to the fence at the Shipley Site. That poster had attached to it sharp 

lids of tin cans. I exhibit at NJW-1/210 a still CCTV image of this person. Given her 

all dark clothing, face covering and the quality of the CCTV image, it is impossible to 

identify this person.  

 

111. West Yorkshire Police attended the Shipley Site and eventually moved the protestors 

away from the gate to the site; the protestors had been in front of the gate for some five 

hours before they were moved away from the gate. To my knowledge, no arrests were 

made.  
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20 November 2024: the Shipley Site  

 

112. On 20 November 2024, the entrance gate to the Shipley Site was obstructed by 

approximately 12 protestors. The protestors stood outside the gate and were chanting, 

singing and dancing, and obstructed access to the site. 

 

113. The protest lasted for approximately 2 hours, between 12 noon and 2pm. During this 

time, access to the site was disrupted, although the impact was less severe than the 

protest on 30 October as a result of the shorter duration. That said, employees did still 

experience delays entering the site, which caused some inconvenience and loss of 

productivity during the working day. 

 

114. The protest appears to have been carried out by those associated with Bradford Friends 

of Palestine. I exhibit at NJW-1/211 – 217 a post made to the group’s Instagram 

account, which documents the incident. 

 

115. The West Yorkshire Police attended the site to manage the situation. To my knowledge, 

no arrests were made, but the Police did prohibit the filming and taking of photographs 

by the protestors given the status of the Shipley Site as a ‘prohibited place’ under the 

National Security Act 2023. 

 

28 November 2024: the Shipley Site 

 

116. On 28 November 2024, the entrance gate to the Shipley Site was again blockaded. On 

this occasion, a group of approximately 20 protestors attended the site and obstructed 

the gate and therefore access to the site. This blockade lasted for approximately three 

hours, between 6am and 9am. Consequently, and fortunately, this meant that the 

working day was not as disrupted as it had been by the earlier blockade on 30 October, 

as employees were able to access the site shortly after the time that they ordinarily 

would on a working day.  

 

117. I understand from a colleague that the protestors who engaged in this protest were 

associated with Bradford Friends of Palestine, although I am also told that a group 

called ‘Yorkshire Palestine Collective’ have expressed solidarity with the incident in 
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various social media posts on 29 November 2024. Prior to this protest incident, neither 

I nor the other members of management at Teledyne UK were aware of this group. I 

have searched online for this group and exhibit at NJW-1/218 – 238 the social media 

posts by the Yorkshire Palestine Collective, which records the incident. As with earlier 

incidents of this nature, most of the protestors are wearing face and/or head coverings. 

 

118. The blockade lasted for some three hours. After being warned about their actions by 

officers from the West Yorkshire Police (who attended the site to manage the situation), 

the protestors were eventually shepherded away from the gate, without any significant 

resistance.  

 

119. To my knowledge, no arrests were made, but the Police did prohibit the filming and 

taking of photographs by the protestors given the status of the Shipley Site as a 

‘prohibited place’ under the National Security Act 2023.  

 

THE DEFENDANTS TO THIS CLAIM AND APPLICATION 

 

120. Teledyne UK has (at this time) named seven Defendants, and defined four categories 

of Persons Unknown (the latter of which are tied to and reflect the relevant causes of 

action). 

 

Named Defendants 

 

121. Each of the Named Defendants has attended one of Teledyne UK’s sites throughout 

2024 and engaged in an act of unlawful direct action protest, for which they were 

arrested. As a result of those recent acts of protest, Teledyne UK reasonably apprehends 

that these persons may re-attend Teledyne UK’s sites and engage in further acts of 

direct action protest; these people are clearly currently active direct action protestors, 

with an interest in protesting against Teledyne UK’s business. A summary of the 

Named Defendants is as follows: 

 

i. Julian Allen Gao – arrested at the Shipley Site on 2 April 2024 for having accessed 

the roof of the premises on site. Mr Gao was charged with damaging property, and 

possession of articles with intent to destroy or damage property, and was tried for 
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these offences in September 2024, which resulted in a hung jury. A re-trial has been 

set for February 2026; 

 

ii. Ruby Hamill – arrested at the Shipley Site on 2 April 2024 for having accessed the 

roof of the premises on site. Ms Hamill was charged with damaging property, and 

possession of articles with intent to destroy or damage property, and was tried for 

these offences in September 2024, which resulted in a hung jury. A re-trial has been 

set for February 2026; 

 

iii. Daniel Jones – arrested at the Shipley Site on 2 April 2024 for having accessed the 

roof of the premises on site. Mr Jones was charged with damaging property, and 

possession of articles with intent to destroy or damage property, and was tried for 

these offences in September 2024, which resulted in a hung jury. A re-trial has been 

set for February 2026;  

 

iv. Najam Shah – arrested at the Shipley Site on 2 April 2024 for having accessed the 

roof of the premises on site. Mr Shah was charged with damaging property, and 

possession of articles with intent to destroy or damage property, and was tried for 

these offences in September 2024, which resulted in a hung jury. A re-trial has been 

set for February 2026; 

 

v. Ricky Southall – arrested at the Shipley Site on 15 May 2024 for having accessed 

the roof of the premises on site. I believe that Mr Southall is currently on bail; 

 

vi. Amareen Afzal – arrested at the Shipley Site on 15 May 2024 for having accessed 

the roof of the premises on site. I believe that Ms Afzal is currently on bail; 

 

vii. Serena Fenton – arrested at the Shipley Site on 15 May 2024 for having accessed 

the roof of the premises on site. I believe that Ms Fenton is currently on bail. 

 

122. As mentioned above, there were in fact four protestors who were arrested at the Shipley 

Site on 15 May 2024 for having accessed to the roof of the premises. However, the 

fourth protestor has not been named as a defendant to these proceedings; that is because 

they remain on remand in custody, such that Teledyne UK does not reasonably 
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apprehend that they will re-attend its sites at this time, because they are not at liberty to 

do so. 

 

123. Teledyne UK has elected not to name as defendants those persons who were arrested 

in relation to protest incidents at its sites throughout 2022 and 2023. That is because 

none of those persons have re-attended Teledyne UK’s sites since those incidents, nor 

does Teledyne UK have any current knowledge of the status or whereabouts of these 

persons (including whether they continue to be involved in acts of direct action protest 

in support of the Palestine Action cause, or other similar cause). As such, Teledyne UK 

does not reasonably apprehend that those persons will re-attend its sites at this time. 

 

124. No arrests were made in relation to the protests outside the Shipley Site during which 

access to the site was blocked on 30 October and 20 and 28 November 2024. As such, 

Teledyne UK has not been able to obtain any of the names of those protestors, such that 

they could become named defendants to this Claim and Application. Further, as I have 

explained above, clear images of the protestors engaging in alleged unlawful acts were 

not obtained (with most wearing face and/or head coverings of some description to 

conceal their identities), such that identification of these persons and joining them to 

the proceedings by way of photograph is not practicable (it would be impossible to tell 

if any future protestor attending a Teledyne UK site was one of those who had 

previously attended and concealed their identity).  

 

Applications under CPR 31.17 

 

125. As is clear from my earlier explanations of the unlawful protest incidents that have 

occurred at Teledyne UK’s sites, six protestors were arrested at the Wirral Site on 5 

July and 2 October 2024. Teledyne UK is not aware of the names of those protestors, 

yet understands that they are persons who might properly be added to this Claim as 

named defendants. With that in mind, both I and the solicitors for Teledyne UK have 

approached the Merseyside Police to obtain the names and addresses (and other contact 

details) of the persons arrested, to enable their identification and service in these 

proceedings. Unfortunately, Merseyside Police are unable to share that information 

without a court order. Accordingly, at the time of finalising this statement, the solicitors 

for Teledyne UK are in the process of preparing an application pursuant to CPR 31.17 
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to secure the disclosure of the names and addresses of the arrestees. It is hoped that an 

order can be secured in advance of the return date hearing of these injunction 

proceedings, and that Teledyne UK will have had sufficient time to act on the 

information obtained (if so advised).  

 

126. Further, solicitors for Teledyne UK are, at the time of finalising this statement, also 

preparing a CPR 31.17 application in relation to information held by the West 

Yorkshire Police. Specifically, whilst Teledyne UK has the names of those persons who 

were arrested at the Shipley Site in 2024, it does not have any address or contact details 

for those persons to assist with service. Teledyne UK are seeking that disclosure (as 

well as confirmation that the names of the First to Seventh Defendants are correct).  

 

127. Counsel will update the court as to the status of these disclosure Applications at the 

hearing of the Application for interim injunctive relief.  

 

Persons Unknown 

 

128. Teledyne UK also seeks relief against various defined categories of Persons Unknown. 

Those categories are defined so that they are tied to the causes of action relied upon and 

the conduct that Teledyne UK seeks to prohibit. Specifically, those categories are: 

 

i. Persons Unknown who are without the consent of the Claimant entering or 

remaining on land and in or on buildings on any of the sites listed in Schedule 2 to 

the Claim Form, those being: 

 

(a) The ‘Shipley Site’ (Teledyne UK Limited, Airedale House, Acorn Park, 

Shipley BD17 7SW); 

(b) The ‘Lincoln Site’ (Teledyne UK Limited, 168 Sadler Road, Lincoln LN6 

3RS); 

(c) The ‘Wirral Site’ (Teledyne UK Limited, Unit A, 6 Tebay Road, 

Bromborough, Birkenhead, Wirral CH62 3PA); 

(d) The ‘Chelmsford Site’ (Teledyne UK Limited, 106 Waterhouse Lane, 

Chelmsford CM1 2QU); 
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(e) The ‘Presteigne Site’ (Teledyne UK Limited, Broadaxe Business Park, 

Presteigne LD8 2UH); and  

(f) The ‘Newbury Site’ (Teledyne UK Limited, Reynolds Navigation House, 

Canal View Road, Newbury RG14 5UR). 

 

ii. Persons Unknown who for the purpose of protesting are obstructing any vehicle 

accessing the ‘Shipley Site’ (Teledyne UK Limited, Airedale House, Acorn Park, 

Shipley BD17 7SW) from the highway; 

 

iii. Persons Unknown who for the purpose of protesting are obstructing any vehicle 

accessing the highway from the ‘Shipley Site’ (Teledyne UK Limited, Airedale 

House, Acorn Park, Shipley BD17 7SW); 

 

iv. Persons Unknown who for the purpose of protesting are causing the blocking, 

slowing down, obstructing or otherwise interfering with the free flow of traffic on 

to, off or along the roads listed at Schedule 3 to the Claim Form. 

 

129. A Persons Unknown injunction is required because, as is evident from the above in 

relation to the protests at the Shipley Site on 30 October and 20 and 28 November 2024, 

it has not been possible to name all those persons who have attended, and may attend, 

Teledyne UK’s sites and protest in a way that is unlawful. 

 

130. Further, it is impossible for Teledyne UK to name all those persons who may in the 

future attend Teledyne UK’s sites and engage in unlawful acts of protest. This is 

especially the case in circumstances where Palestine Action (that being one of the key 

groups with which Teledyne UK is concerned, and certainly the most extreme of the 

groups with which Teledyne UK is concerned) continues to recruit new activists to its 

cause and host direct action training days. There appears to be an ever increasing and 

changing cast of activists, who it is impossible to identify. Further, as I have explained 

above, Palestine Action advise and instruct its activists as to how to conceal their 

identities and escape arrest; if that advice is followed with success, Teledyne UK would 

not ever be in a position to be able to identify and name as defendants all those persons 
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who attend, or may attend, Teledyne UK’s site and engage in acts of unlawful direct 

action protest. 

 

APPREHENSION OF FUTURE PROTEST AND HARM 

 

131. Absent the injunctive relief sought, Teledyne UK reasonably apprehends that it will 

experience further acts of protest in the same nature as those which have already been 

experienced. As I have set out above, many of those protests (but not all) have been 

unlawful and aggravated, with resulting harm. 

 

132. Specifically, Teledyne UK reasonably apprehends imminent future acts of unlawful 

protest by reason of: 

 

i. The past acts of unlawful protest that have been suffered, and the increasing 

frequency of those acts of protest throughout 2024; 

 

ii. The continuing activity and recruitment of activists by groups such as Palestine 

Action, and the programme of direct action training run by that group; 

 

iii. The instruction and encouragement of unlawful acts of direct action protest through 

mechanisms such as the aforementioned Underground Manual (Palestine Action). 

Specifically, every suggested act of protest in that manual is unlawful and includes 

acts of trespass and criminal damage; 

 

iv. The continuing deterioration of the situation and conflict in the Middle East, which 

is the cause with which the activists who target Teledyne UK are concerned; 

 

v. The imminent Christmas holiday period. Typically, people are not at work over this 

period and have more disposable time. When taken with the above factors, it seems 

likely that Teledyne UK will experience further acts of protest over this period, as 

protestors will have the time available to engage in such acts. Indeed, an incident 

occurred at the Shipley Site on Boxing Day 2023. Further, the incident at the 

Shipley Site on 2 April 2024 occurred during the Easter vacation period (2 April 
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being the Tuesday after Easter Monday), and the incident on 30 October 2024 

occurred during the October school half-term holiday.  

 

133. Further, Teledyne UK reasonably apprehends that harm will be suffered as a result of 

the apprehended acts of protest. The apprehended harm is in the same nature as the 

harms that have previously been suffered by reason of past acts of unlawful protest and 

include (but are not limited to):  

 

i. Property damage (caused by acts of trespass and aggravated trespass). As set out 

above, Teledyne UK has incurred significant repair and clean up costs following 

acts of trespass by protestors. Those losses are not sustainable. To date, and as set 

out above, the cumulative loss in this regard is in excess of £2.25m, with that figure 

expected to increase as the Wirral Site continues to undergo repairs; 

 

ii. Disruption to business and operational losses. Teledyne UK cannot operate its 

business at its sites when unauthorised persons are trespassing on site. In many 

instances, it would not be safe to do so, and in other instances it would not be 

prudent to do so given the sensitivity of the business operations. Therefore, 

trespassers impact significantly on Teledyne UK’s ability to go about its day-to-day 

business. Further, when damage has been caused by trespassing protestors, further 

disruption to the business is caused by the clean up operation, and sometimes also 

by reason of areas of the site being out of action until repairs can be undertaken. 

Further still, in instances where access to the site is blocked and staff cannot access 

the site, clearly the day-to-day business of that site is also disrupted; 

 

iii. Further, and as described above, Teledyne UK’s sites form a critical part of the UK 

defence supply chain. Disruption to production at these sites can weaken the UK’s 

ability to protect its security and can place serving personnel at risk. 

 

MITIGATION OF THE APPREHENDED HARM 

 

134. Teledyne UK has comprehensive and sophisticated security arrangements in place 

across its sites to help guard against acts of unlawful protest (especially acts of 

trespass), and mitigate the loss and harm that is suffered when such acts do occur. Some 
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of those arrangements are long standing, whilst others have been put in place and/or 

enhanced in more recent times in response to the harmful acts of protest that have been 

suffered. These arrangements include: 

 

i. Manned guarding of sites; 

ii. Guard dogs; 

iii. Paths for patrolling and access; 

iv. Razor wire; 

v. Fencing lines; 

vi. Anti-climb devices; 

vii. Internal door strengthening; 

viii. Internal door locks; 

ix. Steel external doors; 

x. CCTV cameras; 

xi. Intruder detection systems; 

xii. Internal structural hardening (walls and ceilings); 

xiii. Secure rooms upgraded to the latest Ministry of Defence standards. 

 

135. In the interests of full and frank disclosure I should say that not every site has all of the 

above measures in place. The measures that are in place at any given site depends on 

the nature of the site and its topography, the work undertaken at the site and the 

resources at and physical capability of the buildings at the site. However, as I am sure 

the court will appreciate, it is not prudent for me to explain in a public document exactly 

which measures are in place at which site. 

 

136. The cost to Teledyne UK for putting in place the variety of additional security 

measures, including the additional guarding, is estimated to be in the region of $2.7m 

for the 2024 financial year 

 

137. A number of Teledyne UK sites have “Prohibited Site” signage in accordance with the 

National Security Act 2023. That Act provides the police with powers to deter, capture, 

and prosecute harmful activity in and around prohibited places. These powers include 

ordering a person to cease their activity or move away from the place. Prohibited places 

include “any land or building in the United Kingdom … which is used for the purposes 



... of the activWes of the armed forces of the Crown ... or .. the invention, development, 

production, operation, storage or disposal of weapons or other equipment or 

capabilities of those.forces and research relating to it" (see section 7). Teledyne UK's 

sites that are involved in the production of components used by the UK's armed forces 

are prohibited places. 

138. UK defence suppliers, such as Teledyne UK, are not required to register their premises 

as a prohibited place, but they are advised to place signage outside to inform the public. 

Teledyne UK has done this at those of its sites that fall within the definition of a 

prohibited place. 

139. Finally, when Teledyne UK received the intelligence of the protest planned at the 

Chelmsford Site for 8 December 2024, additional temporary fencing was placed at the 

front the site (which adjoins the pavement) to clearly mark where the boundary to the 

site is. It was hoped that the fencing would prevent and deter acts of trespass in 

connection with the protest. That fencing has now been removed, but will be re­

installed in advance of the re-scheduled protest. 

CONCLUSION 

140. I respectfully asked that the court grants the relief set out in the draft Order. It is clear 

that the criminal law alone is not an adequate deterrent to acts of unlawful protest, and 

Teledyne UK cannot sustain the losses that it has been incurring by reason of acts of 

unlawful protest at its sites. 

Statement of Truth 

I believe that the facts set out in this Witness 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. 

I 

• •• • i •••• • •••• •••• ~ .,..;:;.,,-:?f1~-s . ........ . 

Nicholas James 
Dated this / 3 
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