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A. Application & Draft Orders



Claim Form
(CPR Part 8)

In the

Claim no.

Fee Account no.

Help with Fees - 
Ref no. (if appli-
cable)

H W F – –

Claimant

SEAL

Defendant(s)

Does your claim include any issues under the Human Rights Act 1998? Yes No

Details of claim (see also overleaf)

Defendant’s 
name and 
address 

£

Court fee

Legal representative’s 
costs

Issue date

N208 Claim form (CPR Part 8) (10.20) © Crown copyright 2020

For further details of the courts www.gov.uk/find-court-tribunal.  
When corresponding with the Court, please address forms or letters to the Manager and always quote the claim number.
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Claim no.

Details of claim (continued)

Claimant’s or claimant’s legal representative’s 
address to which documents should be sent if 
different from overleaf. If you are prepared to 
accept service by DX, fax or e-mail, please 
add details.
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Statement of Truth

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 believe that the facts stated in these particulars of claim are 
true.

The Claimant believes that the facts stated in these particulars 
of claim are true. I am authorised by the claimant to sign this 
statement.

 Signature

 Claimant

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

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

Date

Day Month Year

Full name

Name of claimant’s legal representative’s firm

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

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

A 3



Claim No: KB-2022-000221 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE  

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1), Senior Courts Act 1981, 

s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 1972 and s.130, Highways Act 1980. 

 

B E T W E E N : 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL  

Claimant 
and 

 

(1) AHZI NAGMADIN 

(2) JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

(4) RASHANI REID 

(5) THOMAS WHITTAKER 

(6) ARTHUR ROGERS 

(7) ABC 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS  

(9) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, OR WHO INTEND TO, ORGANISE, 

PROMOTE OR PUBLICISE STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM 

Defendants 
____________________________________________________ 

 
NAMED DEFENDANT’S ADDRESSES FOR SERVICE 

____________________________________________________ 
 

1. First Defendant 

36 Pickering Croft, Bartley Green, Birmingham, B32 2LN 

 

2. Second Defendant  

25 Ballams Wood Drive, Northfield, B31 5HF 
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3. Fourth Defendant 

Unknown 

 

4. Fifth Defednant  

61 Westcroft Avenue, Wolverhampton, WV10 8NQ 

 

5. Sixth Defendant 

5 Brambling, Wilnecote, Tamworth, Staff, B77 5PQ 

 

6. Seventh Defendant 

REDACTED 
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Application for Injunction 
(General Form) 

Name of court Claim No. 

Claimant's Name and Ref. 

Defendant's Name and Ref. 

Fee Account no. 

Notes on completion 

Tick which boxes apply and 
specify the legislation where 
appropriate 

By application in pending proceedings 

Under Statutory provision 

This application is made under Part 8 of the Civil Procedure Rules 
Seal 

This application raises issues under 
the Human Rights Act 1998 Yes No 
The Claimant(1) 

(1) Enter the full name of
the person making the
application

applies to the court for an injunction order in the following terms: 
The Defendant(2) 

(2) Enter the full name of the
person the injunction is to
be directed to

must(3) (3) Set out any proposed
orders requiring acts to
be done. Delete if no
mandatory order is sought.

The Defendant 
be forbidden (whether by himself or by instructing or encouraging or permitting 
any other person)(4) 

(4) Set out here the proposed
terms of the injunction
order (if the defendant is
a limited company delete
the wording in brackets
and insert 'whether by its
servants, agents, officers
or otherwise'). And that(5) 

(5) Set out here any further
terms asked for including
provision for costs The grounds of this application are set out in the written evidence 

of(6) (6) Enter the names of all
persons who have sworn
affidavits or signed
statements in support of
this application

sworn (signed) on 

This written evidence is served with this application. 
This application is to be served upon(7) 

(7) Enter the names and
addresses of all persons
upon whom it is intended
to serve this application This application is filed by(8) 

(8) Enter the full name and
address for service and
delete as required

(the Solicitors for) the Claimant (Applicant/Petitioner) 
whose address for service is 

Signed Dated 
This section to be completed by the courtTo* *

Name and 
address of 
the person 
application 
is directed 
to 

of 
This application will be heard by the (District) Judge 
at 
on the day of 20 at o'clock 

If you do not attend at the time shown the court may make an injunction order in your absence 
If you do not fully understand this application you should go to a Solicitor, Legal Advice Centre or a Citizens' Advice Bureau 

The court office at 

is open between 10am and 4pm Mon - Fri. When corresponding with the court, please address all forms and letters to the Court Manager and quote the claim number. 

N16A General form of application for injunction (05.14) © Crown copyright 2014 A 6



Claim No. C90BM249 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, 

Local Government Act 1972, and s.130 of the Highways Act 1980. 

 

B E T W E E N 

 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 

Claimant 

and 

 

(1) AHZI NAGMADIN 

(2) JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

(4) RASHANI REID 

(5) THOMAS WHITTAKER 

(6) ARTHUR ROGERS  

(7) ABC 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS 

(9) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, OR WHO INTEND TO, ORGANISE, PROMOTE 

OR PUBLICISE STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM 

Defendants 

_________________________________ 

 

INTERIM INJUNCTION ORDER 

_________________________________ 

 

IF YOU THE WITHIN NAMED PERSONS, INCLUDING PERSONS 

UNKNOWN, DO NOT COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD 

TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND IMPRISONED OR FINED, OR YOUR 

ASSETS MAY BE SEIZED.  
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ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES 

ANYTHING WHICH HELPS OR PERMITS ANY OF THE DEFENDANTS TO 

BREACH THE TERMS OF THIS ORDER MAY ALSO BE HELD IN 

CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE 

THEIR ASSETS SEIZED 

 

On the 14th day of December, 2022, before Her Honour Judge Emma Kelly, sitting at the High 

Court of Justice, Birmingham District Registry, Priory Courts, 33 Bull Street, Birmingham, B4 

6DS, the Court considered an application for an interim injunction. 

 

Upon hearing Counsel Mr Manning for the Claimant, without notice to the Defendants.  

 

AND UPON considering an application for an injunction brought by the Claimant pursuant to 

the above statutory provisions, inviting the Court to exercise its discretion to grant injunctive 

relief pursuant to s.37(1) Senior Courts Act 1981 

 

AND FURTHER UPON the Court being satisfied for the purposes of s.27(3), Police and 

Justice Act 2006, that there is a significant risk of harm to a person or persons from the conduct 

prohibited by this Order and that a power of arrest should therefore be granted 

 

IT IS ORDERED THAT 

 

1.  The Defendants are forbidden to participate in a street-cruise within the Claimant’s 

local government area (known as the City of Birmingham) the boundaries of which are 

delineated in black on a map attached to this Order at Schedule 1. 

 

2.  The terms “street-cruise” and “participating in a street-cruise” have the meanings set 

out in Schedule 2 to this Order. 

 

3. A power of arrest, pursuant to s.27 Police and Justice Act 2006 shall apply to paragraph 

1 above, in relation to any person participating in a street-cruise who is the driver or 

rider of, or a passenger in or on, any vehicle to which paragraphs 1 and 2 of Schedule 

2 to this Order applies. For the avoidance of doubt, the power of arrest granted by this 

A 8



3 

 

Order does not apply to any other person participating in a street-cruise within the 

meaning of Schedule 2 to this Order.  

 

4. This Order shall continue until the hearing of the claim unless previously varied or 

discharged by further Order of the Court.  

 

5. This Order shall, in any event, be reconsidered at a further hearing at [TIME] on 

[DATE] at the Birmingham Civil Justice Centre, Priory Law Courts, 33 Bull 

Street, Birmingham B4 6DS. 

 

6.  Any person served with a copy of, or affected by, this Order may apply to the Court to 

vary or discharge it, on 48 hours written notice to the Claimant at the address set out at 

the foot of this Order. 

 

7.  Personal service of this injunction in relation to the 8th and 9th Defendants is dispensed 

with pursuant to CPR Rule 81.8. Pursuant to CPR rules 6.15, 6.27 and 81.4(2) (c) and 

(d), the Claimant shall be permitted to serve the Claim Form and supporting documents 

relied on, and this Order and power of arrest, by the alternative methods specified at 

Schedule 3 to this Order. 

 

8.  The deemed date of service of the documents referred to at paragraph 5 above, on the 

8th and 9th Defendants, shall be the date of the relevant certificate of service on 

completion of the steps described in Schedule 3 to this Order. 

 

9.  This Order and the attached power of arrest shall come into force at 00.01 on 15 

December 2022 and remain in force until 11.59 pm on 8 December 2025. 

 

If you do not fully understand this Order you should go to a solicitor, Legal Advice Centre 

or Citizens’ Advice Bureau. 

 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE CLAIMANT’S LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES  

 

Mrs Hilary Macpherson 
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Birmingham City Council 

Legal and Governance Department 

PO Box 15992 

Birmingham 

B2 2UQ. 
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SCHEDULE 1 
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SCHEDULE 2 

“Street-Cruise” 

1.  “Street-Cruise” means a congregation of the drivers of 2 or more motor-vehicles 

(including motor-cycles) on the public highway or at any place to which the public have access 

within the Claimant’s local government area (known as the City of Birmingham) as shown 

delineated in red on the map at Schedule 1, at which any person, whether or not a driver or 

rider, performs any of the activities set out at para.2 below, so as, by such conduct, to cause 

any of the following: 

 (i) excessive noise; 

(ii) danger to other road users (including pedestrians); 

(iii) damage or the risk of damage to private property; 

(iv) any nuisance to another person not participating in the car-cruise. 

 

2.  The activities referred to at para.1, above, are: 

 (i) driving or riding at excessive speed, or otherwise dangerously, 

(ii) driving or riding in convoy; 

 (iii) racing against other motor-vehicles; 

(iv) performing stunts in or on motor-vehicles; 

(v) supplying or using illegal drugs; 

(vi) urinating in public; 

(vii) shouting or swearing at, or abusing, threatening or otherwise intimidating another  

person; 

(viii) obstructing the highway or any private property. 

 

“Participating in a Street-Cruise” 

3.  A person participates in a street-cruise whether or not he is the driver or rider of, or 

passenger in or on, a motor-vehicle, if he is present and performs or encourages any other 

person to perform any activity, to which paras.1-2 above apply, and the term “participating in 

a street-cruise” shall be interpreted accordingly. 
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SCHEDULE 3 

 

1. Service of the Claimant’s application and of this Order and power of arrest shall be 

effected by  

(i) placing and maintaining signs informing people of  

(a) this Order and power of arrest, and  

(b) the area in which they have effect, and 

(c) how they can find out more information about this Claim and obtain 

copies of the Claimant’s application and supporting documents, this 

Order and the power of arrest,  

in prominent locations within the Claimant’s local government area and 

particularly in the locations referred to at Schedule 4 to this Order, and 

(ii) posting a copy of the Claimant’s application and supporting documents, this 

Order and the power of arrest on its website, and publicising it using the 

Claimant’s Facebook page and Twitter, and Instagram accounts, and, where 

possible, the local police Facebook, Twitter, Instagram and Tiktok accounts, 

and 

(iii) posting a copy of the Order and power of arrest on other relevant social 

media sites including motorheadz.uk and YouTube, and/or in any other like 

manner as appears to the Claimant to be likely to bring the Order to the attention 

of persons likely to be affected by it, and 

(iv) sending, or using all reasonable endeavours to send, a link to this Order and 

power of arrest to the following Instagram accounts: 

(a) @Forza_Birmingham 

(b) @Tracks Birmingham 

(c) @WV racetracks 

(d) @Modified midlands 

(e) REDACTED 

(f) @Birmingham outlaws 

(g) @tracksbirmingham_ 

(h) @brum_traxx 

(i) @btec.forza_birmingham 
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2.  If the Claimant takes enforcement proceedings against any of the 8th or 9th Defendants 

in respect of this Order, the Claimant shall, if so directed by the Court, serve on that 

Defendant: 

(i)  a copy of the Claimant’s application and all supporting documents relied 

on to obtain this Order and power of arrest; and 

(ii) a copy of this Order and power of arrest. 

The Claimant shall not, however, be required to (although it may) serve copies of the 

DVD evidence relied on to obtain this Order, or to divulge to the Defendant served the 

names or addresses of the witnesses whose statements are served in accordance with 

this paragraph. 

 

3.  The Court will consider whether to join the Defendant to the proceedings as a named 

Defendant and whether to make any further Order. 
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SCHEDULE 4 

 

1.  The particular locations referred to at Paragraph 1 of Schedule 3 to this Order are as 

follows. 

 

(i) Heartlands Parkway at Bromford Island 

(ii) Heartlands Parkway at Cuckoo Road Island 

(iii) Saltley Gate Island, Heartlands Parkway/Saltley Road 

(iv) Nechells Parkway at Lawley Middleway 

(v) A38 Sutton bypass (Bassett’s Pole) into city. 

(vi) A38 Sutton bypass, near M6 toll junction. 

(vii) A38 Sutton bypass out of city. 

(viii) A38 Sutton bypass at Minworth, Island into city. 

(ix) Kingsbury Road at Minworth, Island out of city. 

(x) Kingsbury Road at Tyburn House Island. 

(xi) A45, Small Heath Highway at Poets Corner Island. 

(xii) A45, Small Heath Highway at Heybarnes Island. 

(xiii) A45, Coventry Road at Swan Island. 

(xiv) A45, Coventry Road at Hobs Moat Road. 

(xv) A45, Coventry Road at Goodway Road. 

A 15
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The court office at Birmingham Civil Justice Centre, The Priory Courts, 33 Bull Street, Birmingham B4 6DS is open between 10am and 4pm 

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

Telephone: 0121-681-4441. Fax: 0121-681-3001/2.   

SECTION 222 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 INJUNCTION - POWER OF 
ARREST 
Under section 27, Police and Justice Act, 2006. 
 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
KING’S BENCH DIVISION 
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 
 

Claim no:  
 
 

KB – 2022 - 000221 

 
Birmingham City Council 

Claimant  

(1) Ahzi Nagmadin (2) Jessica Ellen Roberts (4) Rashani Reid (5) Thomas Whittaker (6) Arthur 

Rogers (7) ABC (8) Persons Unknown Who Participate Or Intend To Participate In Street-Cruises In 

Birmingham, As Car Drivers, Motorcycle Riders, Passengers And/Or Spectators  (9) Persons 

Unknown Who, Or Who Intend To, Organise, Promote Or Publicise Street Cruises In Birmingham 

Defendants  

 
 
 
 
(Here set out 
those 
provisions of 
the order to 
which this 
power of 
arrest is 
attached and 
no others) 
 
(Where 
marked * 
delete as 
appropriate) 

 
The court orders that a power of arrest under section 27, Police and Justice Act 
2006, applies to the following paragraph of an order made on 14 December 2022 
 
1.  The Defendants are forbidden to participate in a street-cruise within the 

Claimant’s local government area (known as the City of Birmingham) the 

boundaries of which are delineated in black on a map attached to this Order 

at Schedule 1. 

 

4. A power of arrest, pursuant to s.27 Police and Justice Act 2006 shall apply 

to paragraph 1 above, in relation to any person participating in a street-cruise 

who is the driver or rider of, or a passenger in or on, any vehicle to which 

paras 1 and 2 of Schedule 2 to this Order applies. For the avoidance of 

doubt, the power of arrest granted by this Order does not apply to any other 

person participating in a street-cruise within the meaning of Schedule 2 to 

this Order. 

 

Schedule 2  

“Street-Cruise” 

1.  “Street-Cruise” means a congregation of the drivers of 2 or more motor-

vehicles (including motor-cycles) on the public highway or at any place to which the 

public have access within the Claimant’s local government area (known as the City 

of Birmingham) as shown delineated in red on the map at Schedule 1, at which any 

person, whether or not a driver or rider, performs any of the activities set out at 

para.2 below, so as, by such conduct, to cause any of the following: 

 (i) excessive noise; 

A 16



Page 2 of 3 

 

The court office at Birmingham Civil Justice Centre, The Priory Courts, 33 Bull Street, Birmingham B4 6DS is open between 10am and 4pm 

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

Telephone: 0121-681-4441. Fax: 0121-681-3001/2.   

(ii) danger to other road users (including pedestrians); 

(iii) damage or the risk of damage to private property; 

(iv) any nuisance to another person not participating in the car-cruise. 

 

2.  The activities referred to at para.1, above, are: 

 (i) driving or riding at excessive speed, or otherwise dangerously, 

(ii) driving or riding in convoy; 

 (iii) racing against other motor-vehicles; 

(iv) performing stunts in or on motor-vehicles; 

(v) supplying or using illegal drugs; 

(vi) urinating in public other than in a lavatory provided for the purpose; 

(vii) shouting or swearing at, or abusing, threatening or otherwise 

intimidating another  

person; 

(viii) obstructing the highway or any private property. 

 

Power of Arrest The court thinks that—there is a significant risk of harm to a person.  

A power of arrest is attached to the order whereby any constable may (under the 
power given by section 27 Police and Justice Act 2006) arrest without warrant a 
person if he or she has reasonable cause to suspect that the person is in breach 
of the provision. 

 
This Power of 
Arrest  

 
This Order shall continue until the hearing of the claim unless previously varied or discharged by 
further Order of the Court.  
 

Note to the 
Arresting Officer 

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

• A constable who arrests a person for breach of the injunction must inform the person who 
applied for the injunction. 

• A person arrested for breach of the injunction must, within the period of 24 hours 
beginning with the time of the arrest, be brought before— 

(a) a judge of the High Court or a judge of the county court, if the injunction was granted by 
the High Court; 

(b) a judge of the county court, if— 
 (i) the injunction was granted by the county court, or 
 (ii) the injunction was granted by a youth court but the respondent is aged 18 or over; 
(c) a justice of the peace, if neither paragraph (a) nor paragraph (b) applies. 

• In calculating when the period of 24 hours ends, Christmas Day, Good Friday and any 
Sunday are to be disregarded. 

• The judge before whom a person is brought under subsection (3)(a) or (b) may remand 
the person if the matter is not disposed of straight away. 

• The justice of the peace before whom a person is brought under subsection (3)(c) must 
remand the person to appear before the youth court that granted the injunction. 

 

Ordered by 
 

Her Honour Judge Kelly 
 

On 
 

14 December 2022 
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The court office at Birmingham Civil Justice Centre, The Priory Courts, 33 Bull Street, Birmingham B4 6DS is open between 10am and 4pm 

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

Telephone: 0121-681-4441. Fax: 0121-681-3001/2.   

 

A 18



Claim No. KB-2022-000221 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, 

Local Government Act 1972, and s.130 of the Highways Act 1980. 

 

B E T W E E N 

 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 

Claimant 

 

and 

 

(1) AHZI NAGMADIN 

(2) JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

(4) RASHANI REID 

(5) THOMAS WHITTAKER 

(6) ARTHUR ROGERS  

(7) ABC 

 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS 

 

(9) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, OR WHO INTEND TO, ORGANISE, PROMOTE 

OR PUBLICISE STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM 

Defendants 

 

 

 

___________________________ 

 

FINAL INJUNCTION ORDER 

___________________________ 
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IF YOU THE WITHIN NAMED PERSONS, INCLUDING PERSONS 

UNKNOWN, DO NOT COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER YOU MAY BE HELD 

TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND IMPRISONED OR FINED, OR YOUR 

ASSETS MAY BE SEIZED.  

 

ANY OTHER PERSON WHO KNOWS OF THIS ORDER AND DOES 

ANYTHING WHICH HELPS OR PERMITS ANY OF THE DEFENDANTS TO 

BREACH THE TERMS OF THIS ORDER MAY ALSO BE HELD IN 

CONTEMPT OF COURT AND MAY BE IMPRISONED, FINED OR HAVE 

THEIR ASSETS SEIZED 

 

On the [DATE] before Her Honour Judge Emma Kelly, sitting at the High Court of Justice, 

Birmingham District Registry, Priory Courts, 33 Bull Street, Birmingham, B4 6DS, the Court 

considered an application for an injunction. 

 

Upon hearing counsel for the Claimant, and [counsel for any other named party attending]  

 

AND UPON considering an application for an injunction brought by the Claimant pursuant to 

the above statutory provisions, inviting the Court to exercise its discretion to grant injunctive 

relief pursuant to s.37(1) Senior Courts Act 1981 

 

AND FURTHER UPON the Court being satisfied for the purposes of s.27(3), Police and 

Justice Act 2006, that there is a significant risk of harm to a person or persons from the conduct 

prohibited by this Order and that a power of arrest should therefore be granted 

 

AND FURTHER UPON the Court finding in the circumstances that it is just and convenient, 

and proportionate, to grant injunctive relief in the terms set out herein 

 

IT IS ORDERED THAT 

 

1.  The Defendants are forbidden to participate in a street-cruise within the Claimant’s 

local government area (known as the City of Birmingham) the boundaries of which are 

delineated in black on a map attached to this Order at Schedule 1. 
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2.  The Defendants are also forbidden to organise, promote or publicise in any manner any 

street-cruise intended to take place within the City of Birmingham, or to encourage, 

assist or permit any other person or persons to organise, promote, publicise or 

participate in any such street-cruise. 

 

3.  The terms “street-cruise” and “participating in a street-cruise” have the meanings set 

out in Schedule 2 to this Order. 

 

4. A power of arrest, pursuant to s.27 Police and Justice Act 2006 shall apply to paragraph 

1 above, in relation to any person participating in a street-cruise who is the driver or 

rider of, or a passenger in or on, any vehicle to which paras 1 and 2 of Schedule 2 to 

this Order applies. For the avoidance of doubt, the power of arrest granted by this Order 

does not apply to any other person participating in a street-cruise within the meaning 

of Schedule 2 to this Order.  

 

5.  Personal service of this injunction in relation to the 8th and 9th Defendants is dispensed 

with pursuant to CPR Rule 81.8. Pursuant to CPR rules 6.15, 6.27 and 81.4(2) (c) and 

(d), the Claimant shall be permitted to serve this Order and power of arrest, by the 

alternative methods specified at Schedule 3 to this Order. 

 

6.  The deemed date of service of the documents referred to at paragraph 5 above, on the 

8th and 9th Defendants, shall be the date of the relevant certificate of service on 

completion of the steps described in Schedule 3 to this Order. 

 

7. Any person served with a copy of, or affected by, this Order may apply to the Court to 

vary or discharge it, on 48 hours written notice to the Claimant. 

 

8.  This Order and the attached power of arrest shall come into force at 00.01 on [DATE] 

and remain in force until [DATE]. 

 

If you do not fully understand this Order you should go to a solicitor, Legal Advice Centre 

or Citizens’ Advice Bureau. 
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE CLAIMANT’S LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES  

The Claimant’s solicitors’ contact details are: 

 

Mrs Hilary Macpherson 

Birmingham City Council 

Legal and Governance Department 

PO Box 15992 

Birmingham 

B2 2UQ. 
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SCHEDULE 1 
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SCHEDULE 2 

“Street-Cruise” 

1.  “Street-Cruise” means a congregation of the drivers of 2 or more motor-vehicles 

(including motor-cycles) on the public highway or at any place to which the public have access 

within the Claimant’s local government area (known as the City of Birmingham) as shown 

delineated in red on the map at Schedule 1, at which any person, whether or not a driver or 

rider, performs any of the activities set out at para.2 below, so as, by such conduct, to cause 

any of the following: 

 (i) excessive noise; 

(ii) danger to other road users (including pedestrians); 

(iii) damage or the risk of damage to private property; 

(iv) any nuisance to another person not participating in the car-cruise. 

 

2.  The activities referred to at para.1, above, are: 

 (i) driving or riding at excessive speed, or otherwise dangerously, 

(ii) driving or riding in convoy; 

 (iii) racing against other motor-vehicles; 

(iv) performing stunts in or on motor-vehicles; 

(v) supplying or using illegal drugs; 

(vi) urinating in public; 

(vii) shouting or swearing at, or abusing, threatening or otherwise intimidating another  

person; 

(viii) obstructing the highway or any private property. 

 

“Participating in a Street-Cruise” 

3.  A person participates in a street-cruise whether or not he is the driver or rider of, or 

passenger in or on, a motor-vehicle, if he is present and performs or encourages any other 

person to perform any activity, to which paras.1-2 above apply, and the term “participating in 

a street-cruise” shall be interpreted accordingly. 
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SCHEDULE 3 

 

1. Service of this Order and power of arrest on the 8th and 9th  Defendants shall be effected 

by  

(i) placing and maintaining signs informing people of  

(a) this Order and power of arrest, and  

(b) the area in which they have effect, and 

(c) how they can find out more information about this Claim and obtain 

copies of the Claimant’s application and supporting documents, this 

Order and the power of arrest,  

in prominent locations within the Claimant’s local government area and 

particularly in the locations referred to at Schedule 4 to this Order, and 

 

(ii) posting a copy of this Order and power of arrest on its website, and 

publicising it using the Claimant’s Facebook, Twitter, Instagram and 

Youtube accounts and, where possible, local police Facebook and Twitter 

accounts, and 

 

(iii) posting a link to the Claimant’s website containing this Order and power of 

arrest on other relevant social media sites including motorheadz.uk, and/or 

in any other like manner as appears to the Claimant to be likely to bring the 

proceedings to the attention of persons likely to be affected by it, and 

 

(iii) sending, or using all reasonable endeavours to send, a link to the Claimant’s 

website containing this Order and power of arrest to the following 

Instagram accounts: 

(a) @Forza_Birmingham 

(b) @Birminghamoutlaws 

(c) @WV racetracks 

(d) @midlands.modified 

(e) REDACTED, 

(f) @mostwanted_brum 

(g) @tracksbirmingham_ 

(h) @brum_traxx 
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(i) @btec.forza_birmingham 

   

(iv) Issuing a press release to the following media publications, and any like 

publications that appear likely to the Claimant to be likely to bring this Order 

and power of arrest to the attention of persons likely to be affected: 

(a) Blive,  

(b) The Express, 

(c) The Star,  

(d) BBC 

(e) ITV 

(f) Midlands Today 

(g) Radio WM 

 

2.  If the Claimant takes enforcement proceedings against any of the 8th or 9th Defendants 

in respect of this Order, the Claimant shall, if so directed by the Court, serve on that 

Defendant: 

(i)  a copy of the Claimant’s application and all supporting documents relied 

on to obtain this Order and power of arrest; and 

(ii) a copy of this Order and power of arrest. 

The Claimant shall not, however, be required to (although it may) serve copies of the 

DVD evidence relied on to obtain this Order, or to divulge to the Defendant served the 

names or addresses of the witnesses whose statements are served in accordance with 

this paragraph. 

 

3.  The Court will consider whether to join the Defendant to the proceedings as a named 

Defendant and whether to make any further Order. 
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SCHEDULE 4 

 

1.  The particular locations referred to at Paragraph 1 of Schedule 3 to this Order are as 

follows. 

 

(i) Heartlands Parkway at Bromford Island 

(ii) Heartlands Parkway at Cuckoo Road Island 

(iii) Saltley Gate Island, Heartlands Parkway/Saltley Road 

(iv) Nechells Parkway at Lawley Middleway 

(v) A38 Sutton bypass (Bassett’s Pole) into city. 

(vi) A38 Sutton bypass, near M6 toll junction. 

(vii) A38 Sutton bypass out of city. 

(viii) A38 Sutton bypass at Minworth, Island into city. 

(ix) Kingsbury Road at Minworth, Island out of city. 

(x) Kingsbury Road at Tyburn House Island. 

(xi) A45, Small Heath Highway at Poets Corner Island. 

(xii) A45, Small Heath Highway at Heybarnes Island. 

(xiii) A45, Coventry Road at Swan Island. 

(xiv) A45, Coventry Road at Hobs Moat Road. 

(xv) A45, Coventry Road at Goodway Road. 
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N244

Application notice

N244 Application notice (06.22) © Crown copyright 2022

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

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

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

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

Is this time estimate agreed by all parties?

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

at a remote hearing

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

Hours Minutes

Yes No

7. Give details of any fixed trial date or period

8. What level of Judge does your hearing need?

9. Who should be served with this application?

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

Claimant Defendant Legal Representative

Other (please specify)

2. Are you a

If you are a legal representative whom do you represent? 

Name of court Claim no.

Fee account no. 
(if applicable)

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

H W F – –

Warrant no. 
(if applicable)

Claimant’s name (including ref.)

Defendant’s name (including ref.)

Date

Find out how HM Courts and Tribunals Service 
uses personal information you give them 
when you fill in a form: https://www.gov.uk/
government/organisations/hm-courts-and-
tribunals-service/about/personal-information-
charter
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10. What information will you be relying on, in support of your application?

the attached witness statement

the statement of case

the evidence set out in the box below

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

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

No
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Statement of Truth

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

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

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

 Signature

 Applicant

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

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

Date

Day Month Year

Full name

Name of applicant’s legal representative’s firm

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

Building and street

Second line of address

Town or city

County (optional)

Postcode

If applicable

Phone number

Fax phone number

DX number

Your Ref.

Email
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Claim No: KB-2022 -000221 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE  

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1), Senior Courts Act 1981, 

s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 1972 and s.130, Highways Act 

1980. 

 

B E T W E E N : 

 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL  

Claimant 

and 

(1) AHZI NAGMADIN 

(2) JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

(4) RASHANI REID 

(5) THOMAS WHITTAKER 

(6) ARTHUR ROGERS 

(7) ABC 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS  

(9) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, OR WHO INTEND TO, ORGANISE, 

PROMOTE OR PUBLICISE STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM 

Defendants 

 

____________________________________________________________ 

 

ORDER FOR ALTERNATIVE SERVICE 

____________________________________________________________ 

 

BEFORE Her Honour Judge Kelly, sitting in the High Court of Justice, Kings Bench Division, 

Birmingham District Registry, 33 Bull Street, Birmingham B4 6DS on Wednesday 14 

December 2022.  

 

UPON the application of the Claimant for alternative service by Application Notice dated 9 

December 2022. 

 

AND UPON hearing Counsel Mr Manning for the Claimant without notice to the Defendants. 

 

AND UPON reading the written evidence of Michelle Lowbridge dated 9 December 2022. 
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IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

 

1. The Court shall reconsider the Claimant’s substantive application including its application 

for interim relief on [DATE]. 

 

2. The time for acknowledgment of service is extended to the date of the hearing referred to 

at paragraph 1 above.  

 

3. Personal service of the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, supporting evidence, this Order 

notice of the hearing referred to at paragraph 1 and the date for acknowledgement of service 

is dispensed with in relation to the 8th and 9th Defendants, pursuant to CPR Rule 81.8.  

 

4. Pursuant to CPR rules 6.15, 6.27 and 81.4(2)(c) and (d), the Claimant shall be permitted 

to serve the Claim Form and supporting documents relied on, and this Order and power of 

arrest, notice of the hearing referred to at para.1 and the date for acknowledging service by 

the alternative methods specified at Schedule 1 to this Order. 

 

5. The deemed date of service of the documents referred to at paragraph 1 above, on the 8th 

and 9th Defendants, shall be the date of the relevant certificate of service on completion of 

the steps described in Schedule 1 to this Order.  

 

6. The Claimant shall file the completed certificate of service as soon as it is available. 

 

7. Costs in the case.  
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SCHEDULE 1  

 

1. Service of the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, supporting evidence and of this Order 

shall be effected by  

 

(i)  posting a copy of the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, supporting 

evidence and this Order on its website, and publicising it using the 

Claimant’s Facebook, Twitter, Instagram and Youtube accounts and, where 

possible, local police Facebook and Twitter accounts, and 

 

(ii) posting a link to the Claimant’s website containing the Claim Form, 

Particulars of Claim, supporting evidence and this Order on other relevant 

social media sites including motorheadz.uk, and/or in any other like manner 

as appears to the Claimant to be likely to bring the proceedings to the 

attention of persons likely to be affected by it, and 

 

(iii) sending, or using all reasonable endeavours to send, a link to the Claimant’s 

website containing the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, supporting 

evidence and this Order to the following Instagram accounts: 

(a) @Forza_Birmingham 

(b) @Birminghamoutlaws 

(c) @WV racetracks 

(d) @midlands.modified 

(e) REDACTED, 

(f) @mostwanted_brum 

(g) @tracksbirmingham_ 

(h) @brum_traxx 

(i) @btec.forza_birmingham 

   

(iv) Issuing a press release to the following media publications, and any like 

publications that appear likely to the Claimant to be likely to being the 

proceedings to the attention of persons likely to be affected: 

(a) Blive,  

(b) The Express, 
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(c) The Star,  

(d) BBC 

(e) ITV 

(f) Midlands Today 

(g) Radio WM 
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SCHEDULE 2  

 

1.  Advertisement of the return hearing date shall be effected by the Claimant completing 

the following steps within 2 business days of having received the notice of hearing from the 

Court:  

(i)  Updating the Claimant’s webpage regarding this application to include the 

date, time, and location of the return hearing. 

 

(ii) Publicising the next return hearing date, time and location on the Claimant’s 

Facebook and Twitter pages and requesting that West Midlands Police do 

the same.  

 

(iii) Contacting all social media sites on which the Claimant posted a link to 

the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, evidence in support and this Order, 

to inform them of the date time, and location of the return hearing.  

 

(iv) sending, or using all reasonable endeavours to send, a link to the Claimant’s 

website containing the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, supporting 

evidence and this Order to the following Instagram accounts: 

(a) @Forza_Birmingham 

(b) @Birminghamoutlaws 

(c) @WV racetracks 

(d) @midlands.modified 

(e) @Redacted 

(f) @mostwanted_brum 

(g) @tracksbirmingham_ 

(h) @brum_traxx 

(i) @btec.forza_birmingham 

   

(v) Issuing a press release to the following media publications, and any like 

publications that appear likely to the Claimant to be likely to being the 

proceedings to the attention of persons likely to be affected: 

(a) Blive,  

(b) The Express, 
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(c) The Star,  

(d) BBC 

(e) ITV 

(f) Midlands Today 

(g) Radio WM 

 

A 38



 1 

Claim No: KB-2022 -000221 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE  

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1), Senior Courts Act 1981, 

s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 1972 and s.130, Highways Act 1980. 

 

B E T W E E N : 

 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL  

Claimant 

and 

(1) AHZI NAGMADIN 

(2) JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

(4) RASHANI REID 

(5) THOMAS WHITTAKER 

(6) ARTHUR ROGERS 

(7) ABC 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS  

(9) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, OR WHO INTEND TO, ORGANISE, 

PROMOTE OR PUBLICISE STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM 

Defendants 

 

____________________________________________________________ 

 

WITNESS STATEMENT OF MICHELLE LOWBRIDGE 

____________________________________________________________ 

 

I, Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge, of Birmingham Community Safety Team Birmingham City 

Council, WILL SAY as follows: 
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1. I am the above-named person, and I am presently employed by Birmingham City Council 

(BCC) as an Anti-social Behaviour Manager. I have worked for the Department for 

approximately nineteen years. The information contained within this statement is from my 

own knowledge unless otherwise stated. I make this statement in support of the Claimant’s 

application for alternative service of the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, and evidence in 

support of the claim on the Eighth and Ninth Defendants. I am duly authorised to do so. 

 

2. The Eighth and Ninth defendants are identified by description of “Persons Unknown”. For 

that reason, it is impossible for the Claimant to serve the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, 

and evidence in support of the claim on the Eighth and Ninth defendants personally, 

electronically, or by directing them to a known address.  That notwithstanding, the 

Claimant can take the following steps, which can reasonably be expected to bring the 

proceedings to the attention of those defendants.  

 

 

(1) Posting a copy of the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, and Evidence in Support 

of the Claim on the Claimant’s website. 

 

(2) Publicising the link to the webpage regarding these proceedings on the Claimant’s 

and West Midlands Police’s Facebook, Twitter, Instagram and Youtube accounts.  

 

(3) Contacting known car fan clubs to request that they advertise the Claim on their 

social media channels.  

 

(4) Sending, or using all reasonable endeavours to send, a link to the Claim Form, 

Particulars of Claim and supporting evidence to Instagram accounts identified by 

the Claimant as likely to be used to organise car-cruising events.  

 

(5) Issuing a press release. 

 

3. I am confident that these measures will bring these proceedings to the attention of the 

Eighth and Ninth Defendant as these are the means by which the Claimant has successfully 

notified defendants identified by a similar description of its applications for injunction to 

prevent car cruising in the past. I discuss each method in more detail below.  
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(1) Posting a copy of the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, and Evidence in Support of 

the Claim on the Claimant’s website 

 

4. On 01 December 2022, the Claimant created a webpage for these proceedings at 

https://www.birmingham.gov.uk/car_cruisers_injunction_order.  

 

5. Following the hearing on the application on 07 December, and the Seventh Defendant’s 

successful application for an anonymity order, the Claimant removed this page from its 

website so that the relevant papers could be anonymised and redacted.  

 

6. On 07 December 2022 Birmingham City Council’s website was updated to include 

information that that a hearing had taken place that day, that the case had been adjourned 

until 14 December 2022 and that the updated court documents would be uploaded. Due to 

the fact that the webpage referred to above at paragraph 4 had to be closed to enable the 

documents to be redacted and anonymised details of the new hearing can be viewed at: 

https://www.birmingham.gov.uk/downloads/download/3084/street_cruisers_injunction_o

rder_dated_22_october_2019_has_now_expired . However, a new webpage will be created 

with an appropriate title for the current proceedings as soon as these appropriate redactions 

have taken place.  

 

7. The Claimant is in the process of updating the webpage and uploading the anonymised and 

redacted court papers to the webpage. 

 

(2) Publicising the link to the webpage regarding these proceedings on the Claimant’s 

and West Midlands Police’s Facebook, Twitter and YouTube pages.  

 

8. The Claimant’s Facebook page is followed by 37,000 people. On Twitter, the Claimant has 

169,200 followers. On 02 December 2022 the Claimant posted on both its Twitter and 

Facebook page publicising these proceedings, and the link to the relevant documents on its 

website.  

 

9. The Claimant’s community safety team has 2,480 followers on twitter. On 02 December, 

the Claimant’s community safety team publicised these proceedings on twitter, including a 
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link to the relevant webpage. This was retweeted by both Birmingham Police and West 

Midlands Police.  

 

10. Birmingham Police’s Facebook page is followed by 134,000 people. On Twitter, 

Birmingham Police has 183,800 followers. On 02 December 2022, Birmingham Police 

publicised these proceedings on its Facebook page, including a link to the relevant webpage 

of the Claimant’s website. This post received 72 likes, 57 shares, and 22 comments. In 

particular, this post was shared by “Car Club West Midlands UK”, and “Birmingham & 

UK News”.  

 

11. West Midlands Police’s Facebook page is followed by 523,000 people. On 02 December 

2022, West Midlands Police shared Birmingham Police’s post publicising these 

proceedings on its Facebook page. This post received 154 likes, 21 shares, and 95 

comments.  

 

12. Birmingham City Council has 12,200 followers on Instagram. It proposes to create a post 

explaining proceedings are being brought, the nature of the conduct that is sought to be 

prohibited, and directing readers to the Council’s website where the Claim form, Particulars 

of Claim, supporting evidence and any relevant Court Orders / Hearing Notices can be 

located.  

 

13. Birmingham City Council has 1390 subscribers on YouTube. It proposes to create a short 

video explaining that these proceedings are being brought, the nature of the conduct that is 

sought to be prohibited, and a link to the Council’s website where the Claim form, 

Particulars of Claim, supporting evidence and any relevant Court Orders / Hearing Notices 

can be located.  

 

14. If alternative services is granted, the Claimant will publicise the link to its website 

containing the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim, evidence in support of the claim, and all 

relevant Court Orders (including notices of hearings) on these social media platforms, 

which will bring the proceedings to the attention to all of the Claimant’s followers.  

 

15. We are aware that this social media campaign has already brought these proceedings to the 

attention of those involved in street cruising, as on 07 December 2022 the Seventh 
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Defendant informed the Claimant that a number of known individuals had seen these posts 

and that  was attending court on their behalf.  

 

(3) Contacting known car fan clubs to request that they advertise Claim on their social 

media channels.  

 

16. Motorheadz.uk is Birmingham based car and bike enthusiast club. It has pages on Instagram 

(5847 followers), Facebook (5100 followers), Twitter (6172 followers) and YouTube (11 

subscribers). The Claimant can directly message Motorheadz.uk via these sites, inform 

them of these proceedings and politely request the organisers advertise the Claimant’s 

webpage containing the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim and supporting evidence on their 

Social Media channels as the claim may affect / be of interest to some of their followers.  

 

(4) Sending, or using all reasonable endeavours to send, a link to the Claim Form, 

Particulars of Claim and supporting evidence to Instagram accounts identified by the 

Claimant as likely to be used to organise car-cruising events.  

 

17. The Claimant and / or West Midlands Police have identified the following Instagram 

accounts that it considers that are likely to be used to organise car-cruising events.  

(a) @Forza_Birmingham – an investigation by West Midlands Police has identified 

this account as being responsible for the organization, publicising and advertising 

car cruising events. West Midlands Police have attributed this account to the First 

Defendant.  

 

(b) @Birminghamoutlaws – this is an open account with 15000 followers. An 

investigation by West Midlands Police has identified this account as being 

responsible for the organization, publicising and advertising car cruising events. 

West Midlands Police have attributed this account to the Fourth Defendant. 

 

(c) @WV racetracks – an investigation by West Midlands Police has identified this 

account as being responsible for the organization, publicising and advertising car 

cruising events. West Midlands Police have attributed this account to the Fifth 

Defendant. 
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(d) @midlands.modified - an investigation by West Midlands Police has identified 

@Modified midlands as being responsible for the organization, publicising and 

advertising car cruising events. West Midlands Police have attributed this account 

to the Fifth Defendant. The Claimant believes that this account is a ‘back up 

account’ to @modified midlands as that account has now been identified by the 

Police. This account records the next meet as TBA. 

 

 

 

 

 

(e)  - an investigation by West Midlands Police has identified this 

account as being responsible for the organization, publicising and advertising car 

cruising events. West Midlands Police have attributed this account to the Sixth 

Defendant.  

 

(f) @mostwanted_brum – this is an open account with 1385 followers. It advertises 

street cruising meets, and posts videos of the meets in progress. 

 

(g) @tracksbirmingham_ this is a private Instagram group, however the bio is as 

follows: 
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(h)  @brum_traxx - this is a private Instagram group, however the bio is as follows: 

 

 

(i) @btec.forza_birmingham – this is a private Instagram group, however the bio is 

as follows: 

 

 

18. Whilst @Forza_Birmingham, @WV racetracks,  and 

@Birminghamoutlaws have been attributed to named defendants, anyone can access these 

accounts if they have the login details.  

 

19. Where the accounts are public, the Claimant can comment on any of the posts with a link 

to the Claimant’s webpage containing the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim and supporting 

evidence. This comment will then be viewable by anyone who reads the post.  

 

20. Where the accounts are private, the Claimant can send a private message to the account 

holder with information about this application and a link to the Claimant’s webpage 

containing the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim and supporting evidence. 

 

21. Per paragraph 12 above, the Claimant  proposes to use Instagram in order to promote the 

hearing and any subsequent order if granted.  

 

 

 

(5) Press 
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22. Following the post on the Council’s website on the 1st of December 2022, of details of the 

court hearing: 

 

(a) On the 3rd December 2022, Birmingham Live, the online outlet for the Birmingham 

Mail, reported that Birmingham City Council were applying for a street cruising 

injunction and gave details of the Court hearing date under the link: 

https://www.birminghammail.co.uk/news/midlands-news/birmingham-city-council-

applying-street-25665218 

 

(b) On the 3rd December 2022, MSN messenger webpage which reports current news 

posted under the title Birmingham City Council applying for street cruising injunction 

under the link https://www.msn.com/en-gb/news/newsbirmingham/birmingham-city-

council-applying-for-street-cruising-injunction-amid-warning-they-could-become-

daily-events/ar-AA14Rl0o 

 

23. The Claimant will issue a press release informing readers of these proceedings and 

providing them with the link containing the Claim Form, Particulars of Claim and 

supporting evidence, Court Orders and notices of hearing on the Claimant’s website. The 

Council’s press office has an extensive list of media outlets where press releases are sent, 

including the following publications:  

(a) Local media- such as Blive, Express and Star  

(b) Local community media 

(c) Broadcast media including the BBC, ITV, Midlands Today, Radio WM 

(d) Log bloggers- the council has details of those with large followings. 

 

24. I am confident that publicising the proceedings in each of the ways described will bring the 

proceedings to the attention of the Eighth and Ninth Defendants.  

25. I am willing to attend Court to give evidence.  

 

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

I believe that the facts stated 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 honest 

belief in its truth. 
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Signed    Dated 09 December 2022 
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In the High Court of Justice
Birmingham District Registry

Birmingham City Council, ./HILARY 
MACPHERSON, BIRMINGHAM CITY 
COUNCIL, LEGAL AND GOVERNANCE 
DEPARTMENT, PO BOX 15992, BIRMINGHAM 
B2 2UQ, 326401

Claimant 1. Birmingham City 
Council

Defendant Persons Unknown /

Date 23-11-2022

Notice of Application Hearing

TAKE NOTICE that the APPLICATION HEARING will take place on

Wednesday 7th December at 10:30 Before Her Honour Judge Kelly

At the Birmingham District Registry, Civil Justice Centre, The Priory Courts, 33 Bull Street, 
Birmingham, B4 6DS

When you should attend, in person 

3 hours has been allowed for the APPLICATION HEARING

A HARD COPY HEARING BUNDLE MUST BE FILED BY 4 DAYS PRIOR TO THE HEARING 
AND CONTAIN A CASE SUMMARY, AGREED IF POSSIBLE.

The Claimant’s are to serve this Notice of Hearing upon the Defendants.

Please Note: This case may be released to another Judge, possibly at a different Court
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150673/11420337/HM/HM Page 1 
Standard Document 

Notice of Application Hearing 
Take notice that the application hearing will take place on 

Wednesday 14 December 2022 at 10:30 am with a time estimate of 3 hours. 

This matter 

will be listed together with case number KB-2022-BHM-000188 between 

Wolverhampton 

City council & others v Persons unknown 

At Birmingham District Registry, Civil Justice Centre, The Priory Courts, 33 

Bull Street, 

Birmingham, B4 6DS 

When you should attend, in person 

The Claimants are to serve this notice of hearing upon the defendants 
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Amended pursuant to CPR Rule 17.1 dated this 29 day of November 2022 

Re-amended pursuant to the permission of the Court on 07 December 

2022 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE Claim No: KB-2022-000221 

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1), Senior 

Courts Act 1981, s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 

1972 and s.130, Highways Act 1980. 

 

B E T W E E N : 

 

 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL  

Claimant 

and 

 

(1) AHZI NAGMADIN 

(2) JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

(4) RASHANI REID 

(5) THOMAS WHITTAKER 

(6) ARTHUR ROGERS 

(7) ABC 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS  

(9) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, OR WHO INTEND TO, ORGANISE, 

PROMOTE OR PUBLICISE STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM 

Defendants 

 

____________________________________ 

 

RE-AMENDED PARTICULARS OF CLAIM 

____________________________________ 
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The Claimant 

 

1. The Claimant is a local authority within the meaning of s.270(1), Local 

Government Act 1972 and s.8(1), Localism Act 2011. It is a local 

highways authority within the meaning of s.1(2), Highways Act 1980, 

and the responsible authority within the meaning of s.5(1), Crime and 

Disorder Act 1998. 

 

2.  Section 1, Localism Act 2011 confers power on a local authority to do 

anything that individuals, with full capacity, generally may do, in any 

way whatever and unlimited by the existence of any other power of the 

authority which to any extent overlaps the general power. 

 

3.  Section 222, Local Government Act 1972 confers power upon a local 

authority to prosecute, defend or appear in legal proceedings, and to 

institute civil proceedings in its own name, where the authority 

considers it expedient to do so for the promotion or protection of the 

interests of the inhabitants of its area. The Claimant considers that the 

injunctive relief sought in these proceedings is expedient for such 

purposes. 

 

4.  Section 111, Local Government Act 1972 confers power upon a local 

authority to do anything which is calculated to facilitate, or is conducive 

to, or incidental to, the discharge of any of its functions.  

 

5.  By section 130, Highways Act 1980, the Claimant is under a duty to 

assert and protect the rights of the public to the use and enjoyment of 

any highway for which they are the highway authority. The Claimant 

considers that the injunctive relief sought in these proceedings is 

necessary to protect the rights of the public to the use and enjoyment 

of highways within its district. 

 

6.  By s.6(1),(8) of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998, the Claimant must 

formulate and implement, inter alia, a strategy for the reduction of crime 

and disorder in the area (including anti-social and other behaviour 

adversely affecting the local environment), which strategy the Claimant 
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must keep under review for the purposes of monitoring its effectiveness 

and making any necessary or expedient changes. 

 

7. By section 17, Crime and Disorder Act 1998, the Claimant is under a 

statutory duty to exercise its various functions with due regard to the 

likely effect of the exercise of those functions on, and the need to do all 

that it reasonably can to prevent crime and disorder in its area. 

 

The Defendants 

7A  The First Defendant runs the Instagram account @Forza_Birmingham, 

which has 24000 followers, which he uses to organise, promote and/or 

publicise street cruising events within Birmingham which are attended 

by hundreds of vehicles, especially at the Asda superstore at Minworth, 

Heartlands Parkway, the A38, Sutton Bypass, and West Boulevard, 

Quinton. The First Defendant has been arrested for his role in 

organising street cruising events, but a charging decision is yet to be 

made.  

 

7B  The Second Defendant manages the closed WhatsApp Group “Rose 

Gold”, which she uses to organise, promote and/or publicise street 

cruising events. She has organised a large number of events over the 

past three years, especially in Central Birmingham at Saltley Gate 

Island on Heartlands Parkway, the A38, Sutton Bypass and Asda at 

Minworth.  

 

7C  The Fourth Defendant runs the Instagram account 

@Birminghamoutlaws, which has 15000 followers, which he uses to 

organise, promote and/or publicise street cruising events in 

Birmingham.  

 

7D The Fifth Defendant runs the Instagram account WV racetracks, which 

has 700 followers, and which he uses to organise, promote and/or 

publicise street cruising events. Whilst these events frequently start in 

Wolverhampton, they travel through Birmingham especially to the A38 

Sutton Bypass, Asda at Minworth, Spitfire Island, and Saltley Gate 

Island on Heartlands Parkway.  
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7E The Sixth Defendant runs the Instagram account @Modifiedmidlands, 

which has nearly 9000 followers and which he uses to organise, 

promote and/or publicise street cruising events throughout the West 

Midlands and Staffordshire, which typically start at Asda Minworth.  

 

7F The Seventh Defendant runs the Instagram account REDACTED, 

which has 2500 followers and which they use to organise, promote 

and/or publicise street cruising events in Birmingham, especially at 

Heartlands Parkway and Spitfire Island.  

 

Birmingham 

8.  The Birmingham City Council local authority area (“Birmingham”) is a 

large metropolitan area containing over 1.14 million people (based on 

the 2018 mid-year population estimate) and encompassing outlying 

urban areas such as Sutton Coldfield to the North East. The population 

continues to grow at an estimated 0.9% per year. It includes the 

following particular features: 

(i) numerous major roads, including dual carriageways and 

motorways linking Birmingham with the surrounding local 

authority areas including Solihull, Sandwell, Walsall, and 

Warwickshire including the A38, A38(M), A45, A41, M42, and 

parts of the M6, all of which carry large amounts of traffic both 

local and from a national catchment area; 

(ii) large centres of population, including residential and 

commercial properties of all different kinds; 

(iii) national attractions, such as the national indoor arena (the 

Utilita Arena), the International Conference Centre, Symphony 

Hall, Birmingham City and Aston Villa football clubs, and 

Warwickshire County Cricket Club, with the attendant facilities 

situated in the locality; 

(iv) commercial, retail and entertainment parks containing retail 

outlets, cinemas and other entertainment venues, serviced by 

large car-parking areas. 

 

The History 

9. From about 2008, the area of the A47 from Heartlands to Fort Parkway, 

Chester Road and Dunlop Way and the surrounding roads and 
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industrial estates has attracted car enthusiasts. In particular, large 

numbers of people congregated in this area to attend gatherings known, 

amongst other things, as “street-cruises” or “car-cruises”. Participants 

would race along the A47 Heartlands to Fort Parkway; on the Chester 

Road between Spitfire Island and Tyburn Island and/or Spitfire Island 

to the Ford Shopping Centre. 

 

10.  In February 2010, the Claimant applied for an injunction to restrain 

these activities in its local authority area. The application was 

successful and the activity abated. That injunction expired in 2013.  

 

11.  On 2 February 2015, Wolverhampton City Council, Dudley Metropolitan 

Borough Council, Sandwell Metropolitan Borough Council and Walsall 

Metropolitan Borough Council applied for an injunction under s.222, 

Local Government Act 1972 in similar terms to the Claimant’s 2010 

injunction. That application was granted and the injunction made final 

on 1 December 2015.  

 

12.  After that, the Claimant saw these activities return throughout its local 

authority area. The congregations also included motorcycles, and 

separate events for motorcycles were organised and advertised. 

Numerous complaints were received from the general public.  

 

13. On 3 October 2016, His Honour Judge Worster, sitting as a Deputy 

Judge of the High Court, granted the Claimant an injunction applicable 

to the whole of Birmingham against persons unknown, prohibiting 

street-cruising together with the organisation and promotion of street-

cruising (the “2016 injunction”). The Judge attached a power of arrest 

to the injunction pursuant to s.27, Police and Justice Act 2006. 

 

14. The said injunction came into force on 24 October 2016 and was due 

to expire at midnight on 24 October 2019 but was extended on 22 

October 2019 by His Honour Judge Rawlings (also sitting as a deputy 

Judge of the High Court) until 1 September 2022 (the “extended 

injunction”). 
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15. Since the grant of the 2016 injunction, West Midlands Police have 

arrested 30 individuals for breaching it, of which 16 have been 

successfully committed. 

 

16. Between 2016 – 2019, the Claimant saw a reduction in telephone 

complaints regarding street-cruising of approximately 60%.  

 

17. In 2019, however, as a result of a challenge to the 2016 injunction in 

the case of Sharif v Birmingham CC [2020] EWCA Civ 1488, many 

committal application were stayed or adjourned generally with liberty to 

restore. 

 

18.  The Sharif challenge was ultimately dismissed by the Court of Appeal; 

Bean LJ stated that it was “a classic case for the grant of an injunction.” 

 

19.  As a result of the litigation in Canada Goose v Persons Unknown [2020] 

EWCA Civ 303, and the first instance judgment in Barking & Dagenham 

LBC v Persons Unknown [2021] EWHC 1201 (QB), it appeared doubtful 

whether the extended injunction could continue to be enforced, and 

given that the Covid 19 restrictions had suppressed the continuation of 

large-scale street cruising, the Claimant awaited the decision of the 

Court of Appeal in the Barking & Dagenham case before deciding what 

action to take. The Court of Appeal handed down judgment earlier this 

year [2022] EWCA Civ 13, overruling the first instance decision and 

declining to follow Canada Goose in the Court of Appeal.  

 

20. Although on a smaller scale than prior to the grant of the 2016 

injunction, street-cruising continues to exist.  With the lifting of 

restrictions connected to the COVID-19 crisis, the start of the summer 

season, and the imminent expiry the extended injunction, the Claimant 

is seriously concerned about the likely increase in incidents related to 

street-cruising, if left without the protection of an injunction to deter such 

behaviour. Accordingly, it has decided to apply for a new injunction to 

continue the protection afforded by the extended injunction. 
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The conduct 

21.  The conduct complained of affects the whole of the Claimant’s area but 

is particularly focused on the following locations within Birmingham: 

(i) the A38: 

i. often described as Bassetts Pole 

ii. Sutton Coldfield Bypass, Minworth 

iii. Tyburn Road 

(ii) the A47  

i. Between Heartlands Parkway Island and Saltley Gate 

Island, Nechells Parkway 

ii. Fort Parkway;  

iii. Fort Parkway/Spitfire Island  

iv. Nechells Parkway towards the A45 including St Andrews 

Retail Park and the Applegreen Service Station; 

v. Bromford Lane 

(iii) the A45 

i. Small Heath Highway 

(iv) the B4121 

i. West Boulevard between Quinton and Weoley Castle 

(v) The Tyburn Industrial Estate, Ashold Farm Rd, Birmingham 

B24 9QG 

(vi) Morrisons Small Heath Car Park, 280 Coventry Rd, Small 

Heath, Birmingham B10 0XA 

(vii) Asda Minworth Car Park, Walmley Ash Rd, Minworth, Sutton 

Coldfield B76 1XL 

(viii) Asda Barnes Hill Car Park, 51 Barnes Hill, Birmingham B29 

5UP 

(ix) Tesco Coleshill Rd, Hodgehill, Birmingham B36 8DT 

(x) Tesco Spring Hill, 32 Ellen St, Birmingham B18 7LF 

(xi) Landor Street, Birmingham 

(xii) Soho, Birmingham 

 

22. At street-cruising events, participants drive cars or ride motorcycles 

(frequently high-performance vehicles which have been modified to 

increase their power and engine/exhaust noise) in a dangerous 

manner, causing obstruction and/or nuisance to other road users, 
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pedestrians and to those living or working in the locality including, for 

example, by: 

(i)  driving or riding fast and/or dangerously and/or  

(ii) performing stunts and/or manoeuvres and/or racing while other 

road users are in the locality, and/or  

(iii) obstructing the entrances and exits of public roads and/or 

commercial premises. 

 

23.  Street-cruises also attract participants who, whether or not taking part 

in the activities described in the last paragraph, attend for the purpose 

of any or all of the following activities: 

(i) watching and discussing the activities described in paragraph 

22 above with other participants; 

(ii) supporting or encouraging the participants in the activities 

described in paragraph 22 above; 

(iii) showing off their own cars or motorcycles to other participants; 

(iv) revving their engines; 

(v) playing loud music on their car radios; 

(vi) sounding their horns; 

(vii) shouting and cheering, and using foul language; 

(viii) harassing, intimidating and/or assaulting other people 

including throwing missiles such as fireworks; 

(ix) causing damage to property, whether accidentally (e.g. by 

colliding with other vehicles, walls, fences etc.) or deliberately; 

(x) generally behaving in an intimidating and harassing manner; 

(xi) causing obstruction to the entrances of surrounding residential 

and commercial premises, including service stations; 

(xii) congregating in large crowds at the sides of dual carriageways 

and other roads, so as to cause obstruction to other road users 

and create a significant risk of harm. 

 

24. Street-cruises are organised, promoted and publicised  

(i) on the Internet, including on websites such as a Facebook group 

called Motorheadz.uk, which also has a “bike division” for 

motorcycle cruises, and  

(ii) by word of mouth across the West Midlands region and possibly 

further afield.  
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25.  Complaints by local residents and businesses are made to West 

Midlands Police in relation to the above-mentioned activities. The 

matters complained of include: 

(i) noise and disruption to local residents caused by revving 

engines, squealing tyres and engines as the cars race, loud 

exhausts and loud music that often keeps residents awake 

and/or wakes them from sleep; 

(ii) driving at high speed so as to cause a significant risk of harm 

to the drivers of the vehicles and other road users; 

(iii) obstruction of public highways, entrances to commercial 

premises and residential premises; 

(iv) disruption to local businesses, their staff and customers, 

including threats made to staff if they attempt to prevent 

participants from entering private premises by, for example, 

closing gates to car parks; and 

(v) threatening and abusive language. 

 

26.  Street-cruises may occur on any day of the week, although they are 

most commonly held at the weekends and particularly on Sunday 

nights.  They tend to begin in the mid-afternoon, usually with a convoy 

driving around a particular area of the city, before congregating in one 

particular spot where they will engage in the activities listed above until 

the early hours of the morning if left uninterrupted by the Police. The 

number and duration of street-cruises increases during the summer 

months. Such cruises are held virtually every week in at least one 

location in Claimant’s area. 

 

27.  The conduct described above constitutes the commission of criminal 

offences which are deliberate and flagrant and/or which cannot 

effectively be restrained by the use of criminal law sanctions. 

 

28.  The said conduct is also tortious and, in particular, constitutes a public 

nuisance. 

 

29. Further, by engaging in the conduct described above, the Defendants 

infringe or threaten to infringe: 
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(i) other road users’ and pedestrians’ right to life, pursuant to 

Article 2, European Convention on Human Rights (the 

“Convention”). This is nationwide issue. On 18 July 2019, a 

crash occurred during a street-cruise in Stevenage resulting in 

19 people being injured, many seriously; and/or 

(ii) the right to respect for the private and family lives, pursuant to 

Article 8, Convention, of residents living in the locality of the 

roads or spaces used for street-cruising.  

 

30. While all persons have the right to freedom of association and peaceful 

assembly (Convention, Art.11), these rights are qualified and may 

lawfully be interfered with in the interests of public safety, for the 

prevention of disorder or crime, for the protection of health or morals or 

for the protection of the rights and freedoms of others.  

 

31. The relief sought is the only way to protect the rights referred to above. 

It is in accordance with a legitimate aim, is necessary in a democratic 

society and is proportionate. 

 

32.  The Claimant is satisfied that it is expedient for the promotion and 

protection of the interests of the inhabitants of Birmingham to seek the relief 

claimed. 

 

Loss and Damage 

33.  The street-cruises have caused and continue to cause a significant 

nuisance, disturbance, annoyance and expense to residential and 

commercial occupiers in the Claimant’s area.  

 

PARTICULARS 

 

(i) Residents have suffered disturbance, harm and property 

damage by reason of the matters complained of. 

(ii) Pedestrians and other road users have felt threatened and 

intimidated, and have been put at serious risk of harm by the 

said matters. 

(iii) Businesses have had access to their premises obstructed and 

interrupted, causing financial loss as customers cannot access 
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the premises to make purchases, and delivery drivers are 

unable to access or leave the premises. 

(iii) Staff have also suffered intimidation and threats. 

(iv) Businesses have also suffered damage to and interference 

with their property, and trespass to their sites. 

 

34. The Claimant and West Midlands Police have attempted to prevent or 

curtail the activities described above and their effect on other people. 

The following principal steps have been taken, but have not been 

effective to prevent or curtail the conduct complained of, nor to reduce 

the number of participants in street-cruises attending this area. 

 

 

PARTICULARS 

 

(i) Police teams from a number of different policing units have 

conducted two separate operations – Operation Shield and 

Operation Hercules – spanning a number of dates to disrupt 

the activities of street-cruisers, asked them to desist, and 

warned them as to their conduct. 

(ii) Individuals have been prosecuted for offences relating to 

street-cruising.  

(iii) Police have issued fixed penalty notices and powers under the 

Police Reform Act 2002 and the Anti-social Behaviour, Crime 

and Policing Act 2014 (“2014 Act”) 

(iv) The Claimant has considered the use of Public Spaces 

Protection Orders pursuant to the 2014 Act but these are not 

considered to provide any real deterrent and could not be 

introduced immediately. 

(v) The various operations and attendance of Police officers has 

had an impact on police resources, caused adverse effects for 

the legitimate users of the roads in the area, strained police 

resources preventing those officers from attending more 

pressing Police matters and search operations which have, on 

occasions, involved multiple Police units including the Police 

helicopter. 
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Relief 

35. The Claimant has identified as Defendants those who  

(i) were and/or are still involved in organising, promoting and 

publicising street-cruising events;  

(ii) were previously committed for breach of the injunction granted 

in October 2016; 

(iii) are currently awaiting their committal trial.  

 

36.  However, in order for the injunction to serve its purpose, it is necessary 

for it to be granted against Persons Unknown as defined above.  

 

37. The participants in the activities referred to above are transient and 

mobile. The highly transient nature of the boy-racer community renders 

it difficult for the Claimant or the Police to identify participants. Different 

participants and spectators attend different cruises in different locations 

and in very large numbers. If one group were to be prohibited from 

attending street-cruises, this would make little practical difference to the 

problem as other people could attend instead. 

 

38.  Further, when confronted, participants become aggressive and their 

conduct more dangerous to themselves, other road users and the 

Police by, for example, throwing fireworks or turning off their headlights 

so as to avoid detection. 

 

39.  Further, while there are currently several main locations at which street-

cruises are commonly held, these are not the only affected parts of the 

area. Almost all of the major roads which run through the borough are 

used by participants and spectators making their way to and from 

events, or could be used by participants for events if injunctive relief 

were limited to certain locations.  

 

40.  Moreover, the Claimant believes that an order covering the whole of its 

area is necessary and proportionate in that: 

(i) the Order contains only such measures as are necessary to 

control the problem of street-cruising, and do not seek to 

impose any broader prohibitions;  
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(ii) the conduct sought to be prohibited is unlawful and dangerous, 

and has a severe effect on the human rights of law-abiding 

members of the community, businesses and the ability of law 

enforcement authorities including the Claimant to achieve a 

safe and law-abiding area; and 

(iii) without an Order covering the local authority area, the Claimant 

fears that the problems will simply be displaced to other parts 

of the area, and that it will not be possible to provide effective 

protection to cover those engaging in lawful activities in areas 

through which participants and spectators travel on the way to 

and from their events; the Claimant has already experienced 

the effect of such displacement as a result of the Order made 

in favour of the 5 local authorities referred to above, in 

December 2015.  

 

41.  The Claimant considers it appropriate and expedient for the promotion 

and protection of the interests of the inhabitants of their area that the 

defendants be restrained, by way of injunction, from committing tortious 

and criminal acts and, in particular (though without prejudice to the 

generality of the foregoing), acts amounting to a public nuisance and to 

deliberate and flagrant breaches of the criminal law (and which cannot 

be prevented by use of the criminal law). Specifically, but without 

prejudice to the generality of the foregoing, the Claimant considers that 

it is in the interests of the inhabitants of the Birmingham area: 

(i) that the Claimant endeavours to establish and maintain a law 

abiding community; 

(ii) that local businesses, residents and workers in the Birmingham 

area are protected from the serious and specific threats to their 

safety, property, Convention rights and peaceful existence 

presented by the street-cruisers. 

 

42. Further, or alternatively, the Claimant considers that the injunctive relief 

sought in these proceedings is necessary to protect the rights of the 

public to the use and enjoyment of highways within its district, for the 

reasons set out above. 
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43. Further, by these proceedings, the Claimant seeks to comply with its 

statutory responsibilities, as pleaded above at paragraphs 5-7.  

 

44. The Defendants’ said conduct will continue unless and until effectively 

restrained by the law, and nothing short of an injunction will be effective 

to restrain them. In particular, and without prejudice to the generality of 

the foregoing, it is the Claimant’s case that: 

(i) the criminal law is not an effective remedy in the circumstances 

of this case; 

(ii) there is no other effective means of restraining the public 

nuisance constituted by the conduct complained of; and, 

(iii) the Claimant is entitled to the relief sought in the furtherance of 

its own statutory responsibilities. 

 

45.  Further, for the reasons set out above, the Claimant believes that the 

conduct complained of includes a significant risk of harm to local 

businesses, residents, workers and road users together with the 

defendants themselves, so that it is necessary for a power of arrest 

pursuant to s.27, Police and Justice Act 2006 to attach to paragraph 1 

of the draft injunction attached to these Particulars of Claim in relation 

to defendants who are drivers/riders of – or passengers in – vehicles.  

 

AND the Claimant claims: 

1.  Final injunctive relief in the terms of the attached draft. 

2. A power of arrest in the terms of the attached draft.  

 

 

 

       Jonathan Manning 

       Iulia Saran 

 

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

 

[I believe] [The Claimant believes] that the facts stated in these Particulars of 

Claim are true. [I understand] [The Claimant understands] that proceedings for 

contempt of court may be brought against anyone who makes, or causes to be 
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made, a false statement in a document verified by a statement of truth without 

an honest belief in its truth. 

 

Signed    Michelle Lowbridge……………………… 

Name    MICHELLE LOWBRIDGE……………………… 

Position or Office held  ASB Partnership Manager…………………… 

Dated this   18th day of October 2022 

 

Reamended this 5 day of December 2022 

       Jonathan Manning 

Charlotte Crocombe 

 

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

 

[I believe] [The Claimant believes] that the facts stated in these Particulars of 

Claim are true. [I understand] [The Claimant understands] 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    Michelle Lowbridge 

Name    MICHELLE LOWBRIDGE 

Position or Office held  ASB Partnership Manager 

Dated this              9th day of December 2022 
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Claim No:  

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE                                                         

QUEENS BENCH DIVISION                                                       

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

 

In the matter of an application for an 

injunction pursuant to s.222, Local 

Government Act 1972 and a power 

of arrest pursuant to s.27, Police 

and Justice Act 2006 

 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 

Claimant 

and 

 

VARIOUS DEFENDANTS 

Defendants 

 

 

PARTICULARS OF CLAIM  

 

 

Hilary MacPherson, Solicitor  

Community Safety Team 

Legal and Governance 

Department 

PO Box 15992 

Birmingham B2 2UQ 

MDX 326401, Birmingham 87 

 

Solicitor for the Claimant 

Ref:  
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C. Claimant's Evidence



1 of 10 

(1) Birmingham City Council 
(2) Claimant 

(3) Statement of Michelle Lowbridge 
(4) 1st  

(5) Exhibits” 
(6)      13/10/2022 

 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE Claim No:  

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1), Senior Courts 

Act 1981, s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 1972 and 

s.130, Highways Act 1980. 

 

B E T W E E N : 

 

 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL  

Claimant 

and 

 

(1) D1 AHZI NAGMADIN                              

D2 JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

D3 CHARLTON BECKFORD                  

D4 RASHONI REID 

                                         D5 THOMAS WHITTAKER                     

                                         D6 ARTHUR ROGERS 

D7  

 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS AND/OR  WHO ORGANISE/PROMOTE/PUBLICISE IN ANY 

MANNER STREET CRUISES 

 

 

Defendants 

 

C 1



2 of 10 

 

 
WITNESS STATEMENT OF 
  MICHELLE ELIZABETH 

LOWBRIDGE 

 

 

I, Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge, of Birmingham Community Safety Team 

Birmingham City Council, WILL SAY as follows: 

 

1. I am the above-named person and I am presently employed by 

Birmingham City Council (BCC) as an Anti-social Behaviour Manager. I 

have worked for the Department for approximately nineteen years. The 

information contained within this statement is from my own knowledge 

unless otherwise stated. I make this statement in support of the Claimant 

and I am duly authorised to do so.  

 

2. The Birmingham City Council local authority (Birmingham) is a large 

metropolitan area containing over 4.330,000 people as at 2022. There 

are numerous major roads including dual carriageways and motorways 

linking Birmingham with the surrounding local authority areas including 

Solihull, Sandwell, Walsall and Warwickshire including the A38, A38M, 

A45, A41, M42 and parts of the M6. 

 

3. In about 2008 the Council began to get complaints about street racing 

and my colleagues at the Birmingham Anti-Social Behaviour Unit dealt 

with these complaints. I can recall that they issued warning letters and 

there were joint operations with the police to try to educate and deter 

those taking part. At that time the main area involved was Garrisons 

Road and Garrisons Lane, in Bordesley Green. Complaints continued 

and this led to the Council’s application for an injunction. 

 

4. On 1 March 2010 HHJ Oliver-Jones QC granted an injunction restraining 

“car cruises” in the specific areas affected. I exhibit a copy of the 

Judgement as MEL1. The injunction was effective in deterring car 

cruisers in that area and expired on 22 September 2013. 

 

5. On 1 December 2014 HHJ Robert Owen QC heard an application for a 

similar type of injunction on behalf of Wolverhampton City Council 

Dudley MBC, Walsall MBC and Sandwell MBC. The injunction granted 

became known as the Black Country Injunction and covered each 

authority’s area. The injunction covered areas to the north, north east 

and west of Birmingham. Signs were put up throughout the Black County 
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areas warning drivers that there was a High Court injunction in place 

against Car Cruisers. I exhibit a copy of this injunction as MEL2 

 

6. Following the granting of the Black County injunction there was an 

element of displacement and car cruising activities increased in 

Birmingham. Complaints from members of the public increased leading 

to the need for the Council to act.  

 

7. The problem of street cruising is a wide-spread problem. The central 

attraction at these events is people racing cars and motorbikes on the 

highway. It is an activity which attracts not only those who come with 

vehicles to take part, but spectators, and it brings with it some 

undesirable criminal and other unlawful activity, ranging from drug 

dealing to dropping litter. Those who attend often have high performance 

modified cars and want to show them off to spectators. The drivers 

perform stunts and race other vehicles often in front of hundreds of 

spectators. There is noise nuisance as drivers rev the engines of their 

vehicles and race and from the crowds who gather to watch.  The racing 

is dangerous, and this is no doubt its attraction for some. The 

consequences for those who take part or watch or just get caught up in 

the events and their aftermath can be terrible. But even without the 

dangers presented by fast cars and bikes crashing, the noise and 

nuisance the activity causes to those who live in the neighbourhood or 

wish to use the public highway for lawful purposes are obvious.  

 

8. On 12th September 2016 the Claimant applied to the High Court in 

Birmingham for an injunction to prevent the sort of activities set out 

above. The injunction was to cover those who took part in street cruising 

events including drivers, motorcycle riders, passengers and spectators. 

Street Cruising was defined in the following way; 

 

‘A person participates in a street cruise whether or not he is 

the driver or rider of, or passenger in or on, a motor vehicle, 

if he is present and performs or encourages any other 

person to perform any activity to which paragraphs 1-2 apply 

…’ 

 The activities to which paragraphs 1-2 apply were as follows;  

(1) Street-cruise means a congregation of the drivers of 2 or 

more vehicles (including motor-cycles) on the public 

highway or at any place to which the public have access 

within the … City of Birmingham … at which any person, 

whether or not a driver or rider, performs any of the activities 
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set out in para 2 below, so as, by such conduct, to cause 

any of the following: 

(i) Excessive noise 

(ii) Danger to other road users (including 

pedestrians) 

(iii) Damage or the risk of damage to private 

property; 

(iv) Litter; 

(v) Any nuisance to another person not 

participating in the car [street] cruise. 

(1) The activities referred to at para 1 above are: 

(i) Driving or riding at excessive speed, or otherwise 

dangerously; 

(ii) Driving or riding in convoy; 

(iii)Racing against other motor-vehicles; 

(iv) Performing stunts in or on motor-vehicles; 

(v) Sounding horns or playing radios; 

(vi) Dropping litter; 

(vii) Supplying or using illegal drugs; 

(viii)Urinating in public; 

(ix) Shouting or swearing at, or abusing, threatening or 

otherwise intimidating another person; 

(x) Obstruction of any other road user. 

 

9. The areas particularly effected by street cruising were the A38 ( also 

known as the Tyburn Road, the area of Castle Bromwich to the North of 

the area and the M6 toll motorway, Edgbaston and West Boulevard 

Highway, Coleshill Heath Road, Stretchford Business Park, Small Heath 

By pass Nechells Parkway, St Andrews Retail Park, Applegreen service 

station and Kitts Green. 

10.The Council assembled a substantial body of evidence to support the 

proposition that this is an activity which should be restrained. The 

evidence consisted of witness statements from Police Officers who were 
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responsible for policing the areas set out above. In addition evidence was 

provided by those who lived in and/or worked in the affected areas.  

11.  Filed in support of these proceedings is a copy of the evidence filed in 

support of the Claimant’s first application for a street cruising injunction. 

His Honour Judge Worster granted an injunction on 24th October 2016 the 

order to continue until 24 October 2019. 

12. On the 13th July 2018 my colleague Oliver Humpidge filed a witness 

statement setting out the current situation and a copy of this statement is 

filed in support of these proceedings. My colleague confirmed that the 

injunction had been enforced by way of committal proceedings and at the 

time of the statement 15 committal orders had been made following 

breach of the injunction. He confirmed that the results of the court 

proceedings – suspended prison sentences and one immediate outright 

order were well publicised and this had assisted in reducing street cruising 

in Birmingham. He advised that there had been a steady reduction in logs 

of calls to the police with complaints of street racing and since the 

introduction of the order calls to service had reduced by 38%. 

13.On 16TH September 2018 Mr Harun Mansoor Sharif was arrested for 

allegedly breaching the street cruising injunction. Mr Sharif applied to 

discharge the injunction on the basis that it was plainly wrong to have 

granted it and that there was an error of principle in the reasoning which 

led to its grant. It was argued that a Public Spaces Protection Order 

(PSPO) was the specific remedy provided by Parliament to deal with the 

problem of street cruising. On the 24TH May 2019. HHJ McKenna refused 

Mr Sharif’s application. 

14.On 16th October 2019 the Claimant applied to vary the order of 3rd 

October 2016 by extending the term of the order. Police Officer Mark 

Campbell provided a statement in support of the application and his 

statement dated 15th October 2019 is filed in support of these 

proceedings. 

15. PO Mark Campbell records whilst there were still hot spots there had 

been a dramatic reduction in calls for service allowing police officers to 

concentrate on other policing. The injunction had proved a significant 

deterrent. The s222 injunction was extended and expires on 1st September       

2022. 

16. Mr Sharif was granted permission to appeal to the Court of Appeal and 

thereafter the Council could not enforce the injunction through committal 

proceedings because when street cruisers were brought before the court, 

the court stayed the Council’s committal application pending the outcome 

of Mr Sharif’s appeal. On the 10th November 2020 the Court of Appeal 

dismissed Mr Sharif’s appeal.  
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17. By that time, however, some other decisions of the High Court and Court 

of Appeal had been made in relation to cases where the defendants were 

described as “Persons Unknown” , which held that the court did not have 

the jurisdiction, save in exceptional cases, to grant injunctions against 

people whose names were unknown and who may not yet have committed 

the acts which the injunction prohibited (so-called “newcomers”). These 

cases (such as the Canada Goose case) cast doubt on whether the 

Council’s street-cruiser injunction was lawful, and the Council suspended 

enforcement of it while further cases went to the Court of Appeal. The fact 

that the Council’s injunction was not being enforced I understand was well 

known to street cruisers. 

 

18. My understanding of the current legal position is that as a result of the 

Court of Appeal’s decision in the Barking & Dagenham LBC v Persons 

Unknown  case, the law has been returned, to essentially the position it was 

in prior to Canada Goose and the various High Court judgements in the 

Barking & Dagenham case itself. The Council have therefore considered 

whether it is proportionate and necessary to apply for a new injunction. 

 

19. I have read the statement of PC Mark Campbell. In it he records that he 

has been the Police lead for Operation Hercules, West Midlands Police’s 

tactical response to street cruising across the region for over three years. 

He describes extremely high number of vehicles meeting to race which in 

turn attracts large numbers of spectators and due to the nature of the activity 

poses serious risks to public safety.  

 

20. PC Campbell states that street cruising events are increasing and 

regularly occurring at both the weekend and during the week. On some 

occasions he has observed over 500 vehicles and 500 spectators at such a 

gathering with average meetings attracting between 150-200 vehicles. The 

events are pre-organised and posted on social media platforms. Police 

intelligence shows that there are a number of known organisers, often using 

anonymous social media accounts who are believed to have in the region 

of 50000 followers indicating the potential for large numbers of people and 

vehicles to attend events. 

 

21. Whilst Operation Hercules is a regional response to this type of anti-

social behavior PC Campbell cites the locations in the Birmingham City 

Council Local Authority area most affected as the A47, Heartlands Parkway, 

A47 Fort Parkway, Saltley Gate, Tyburn Road, Bromford Lane, A38 and 

Sutton bypass , West Boulevard, Quinton/Weoley Castle. 
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22. I have also viewed the DVD evidence exhibited to PC Campbell’s 

statement; MRC1, MRC2, MRC3 It is clear that that the problem with car 

cruising is getting worse, becoming more frequent and poses a serious risk 

to public safety. 

 

23. In my role I am responsible for the North of the city - specifically Sutton 

Coldfield and Erdington constituencies - which include a number of the 

aforementioned locations. I facilitate the North Local Partnership Delivery 

Group, which is a partnership meeting attended by statutory partners, third 

sector and nominated local Birmingham City Councillors to address serious 

anti-social behaviour and community safety issues. Street cruising has been 

raised as a problem at a number of these meetings by partners and the local 

Ward Councillor for the Sutton Walmley and Minworth Ward who has stated 

he has received a number of complaints from his constituents. 

 

24. Police Officer Campbell’s statements shows that the behaviour 

complained of presents a real risk to the local community so as to justify 

seeking an injunction. However I have considered whether there are other 

remedies which could provide the same protection to the local community. 

 

25. I have considered whether a PSPO might be a way of preventing car 

cruising. A PSPO prohibits activities in public spaces within a restricted 

area. A PSPO to prohibit car cruising in the whole of Birmingham could raise 

potential difficulties about what does or does not constitute a public space 

and the extent of the restricted area. The consultation requirements for such 

an Order would be time-consuming, complex and difficult to operate, 

especially when highways are involved. Even were such an Order to be 

made, it would not, in my view, be effective to solve the problems I have 

referred to above. 

(a) The Council seeks an injunction that would also cover the 

activities of those who organize or advertise street cruising this is an 

important part of the injunction requested and I believe that it would 

be difficult to include such activities in a PSPO.  

(b) There is no power to arrest a person for breach of a PSPO, so 

that it would be very difficult to find people in breach in order to fine 

them.  

(c) A PSPO is enforced by a fixed penalty notice FPN (of up to £100) 

or summons to the magistrates’ court where the penalty is a level 3 

fine (maximum of £1,000).   

 

26. The Council has tried to deter those taking part from attending these 

events. The police have been using CPWs and have also used criminal 

proceedings to try to resolve this problem. But the problem remains. 
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27. During the period when the Council could not enforce the injunction, we 

worked with the police on a pilot scheme to deter those on the periphery of 

car cruising events such as spectators by offering an alternative to 

enforcement through the courts. The pilot scheme would involve an offer to 

attend an awareness course – in much the same way as a speed awareness 

course – however the course is tailored towards educating the attendees on 

the dangers of car cruising. Those attending would pay a fee of £65.00. This 

scheme has not started, and we do not know if it will be successful. We think 

it unlikely that the hardcore group involved in racing and organising the car 

cruises would be deterred by payment of a small fee or FPN of £100 for 

breach of a CPN. The amount of the penalty would, in my view, be 

completely inadequate to act as a deterrent, as I believe is the case with the 

PSPO. 

 

28. We have also considered dispersal orders. The police have in the past 

used Dispersal Orders under s.35 of the Anti-social Behaviour Crime and 

Policing Act 2014 to try and tackle car cruising. However, these are not 

suitable for this type of anti-social behaviour as they would require the same 

car to be stopped twice within the prohibited area within a 48hr period. Also, 

these types of orders do not prevent or deter drivers or spectators turning 

up to an event so have limited impact. 

 

29. I have also read the statements the Council filed in support of its 

application in 2016, those statements record the problems with street 

cruising at that time and set out all the attempts the Council and West 

Midlands Police had made to prevent this activity. Those attempts did not 

work then and I can not see any reason why they would work any better 

now. 

 

30. As I have set out above the Council’s attempts to deal with street 

cruising by means short of an injunction have not been successful. 

 

31. PC Campbell deals with the issue of identifying the defendants. As 

already stated, the events can attract driver and spectators well into the 

hundreds which make it impossible to police and deal with each individual. 

The racers move between the local authority areas and often travel from 

other local authority areas to come to Birmingham to watch or participate in 

racing. This makes it very difficult to identify defendants by name. Different 

participants and spectators attend different cruises in different locations in 

very large numbers. It is this transient nature of the participants and 

locations that makes it so difficult to address this type of anti-social 

behaviour with the use of ordinary policing tactics and anti-social behaviour 

remedies. The difficulty in identifying those involved and the large numbers 

associated also make the use of traditional injunctions against an individual 
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problematic. It would not be possible to either identify or issue several 

hundred injunctive proceedings to participants after each event. Using 

number plate readers has proven ineffective as a means of identifying 

drivers in the past due to the registered keeper frequently not being the 

person participating in the cruise, and the Council not being able to find out 

who was the driver. 

 

32. Whilst the Council cannot name those involved in car cruising, we can 

give effective notice of an injunction if the court is prepared to grant an order. 

We will seek to advertise it as widely as possible in as many media channels 

as is possible. We will use social media to make people aware that the order 

is in force.  We will issue publicity – social media – Birmingham live, the 

Council’s website, West Midlands Police will advertise through WMP 

website, facebook and twitter.  

 

  

33. In addition large signs warning street cruisers that a High Court 

Injunction is in place are up at the following locations set out in PO 

Campbell’s witness statement paragraph 55. 

 

34. The Council has asked for a power of arrest to be attached to the 

injunction. I believe that the conditions for attaching a power of arrest are 

met. There is in my view a clear risk of significant harm caused by cruising 

to both local residents, businesses and their staff (who suffer serious 

disturbance including sleep loss, and disruption to their lawful activities), as 

well as to other road-users and the participants themselves. The event in 

Stevenage on 17 July 2019, when two drivers lost control of their cars while 

racing and ploughed into the crowd of spectators injuring I believe around 

18 people, is a graphic illustration of the harm that can be caused. (I exhibit 

a newspaper report of this incident as exhibit MEL3.) 

 

35. In addition a power of arrest is the only effective means of enforcement. 

It enables officers to remove a person suspected of car cruising from the 

scene immediately preventing any further risk. It enables the driver of the 

vehicle to be properly identified and for their full details including address to 

be taken. It enables the injunction to be enforced quickly and decisively. 

There is a preventative element as well, if the police attend and arrest 

someone taking part in car cruising this quickly leads to others involved 

leaving. The paper committal process is lengthy and does not have the 

same effect and would also come up against the same issues of 

identification as I have already referred to above. The behaviour complained 

of is dangerous and there is a significant risk of harm to other road users, 

members of the local community, spectators, and police officers. 

 

C 9



10 of 10 

36. I have considered the Equality Act 2010 and the Council’s public sector 

Equality Duty. I exhibit my proportionality assessment as exhibit MEL4. 

 

3.I am willing to attend court to give evidence. 

 

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

I believe that the facts stated 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 honest belief in its truth 

 

Signed   

 

Birmingham City Council 

 

Dated this 13th day of October 2022 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
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BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 
 

Claim Number:  
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 
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- and – 
 

                                      
PERSONS UNKNOWN 
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EXHIBIT “MEL1” 

 

 
 

This is the Exhibit marked “MEL1 " referred to in the Witness Statement of 
Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge. 
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Case No: OBM70352
IN THE IDGH COURT OF JUSTICE
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION
BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY

Birmingham Civil Justice Centre
1stMarch 2010

Between:

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL
-and -

PERSONS UNKNOWN

Claimant

Defendants

Jonathan Manning Counsel for the Claimant

[Instructedby David Tatlow,Directorof Legal Services,BirminghamCityCouncil, Ingleby
House, 11-14Cannon Street,BirminghamB2 5EN, solicitorfor the Claimant]

No Defendant appeared nor was there any representation
Hearingdate: 10thFebruary2010

---------------------

Approved Judgment
I direct that pursuant to CPR PD 39A para 6.1 no official shorthand note shall be taken of this

Judgment and that copies of this version as handed down may be treated as authentic.

.............................

HIS HONOUR JUDGE OLIVER-JONES QC SITTING AS A mDGE OF THE HIGH
COURT
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HIS HONOUR JUDGE OLIVER-JONES OC SITTING AS A
JUDGE OF THE HIGH COURT
Approved Jude:ment

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL v PERSONS UNKNOWN

His Honour Judge Oliver-Jones QC :

1. On 10thFebruary 2010 I granted an interim injunction against 'Persons Unknown'
restraining them "from participating in a car-cruise" within a defined geographical
area. Notwithstanding that there was no opposition to the application for the
injunction, given the circumstances in which I was being asked to consider it, I
indicated that I would give my reasons for granting it in a written reserved judgment.
This is that judgment.

2. By an Application for an Injunction (in Form NI6A) issued on 2ndFebruary 2010, and a
Claim Form filed and issued pursuant to my order dated 11th February 2010, the
Claimant applied for, and claimed, an injunction against persons unknown, to restrain
an activity known as 'car-cruising'. The application and the claim in the Particulars of
Claim were made under and pursuant to section 222 of the Local Government Act 1972,
section 130 of the Highways Act 1980 and section 2 of the Local Government Act
2000, and were supported by no fewer than twelve witness statements.

3. 'Car-cruises' are briefly described in paragraphs 9 to 14 (inclusive) of the Particulars of
Claim. In essence, these events attract the drivers of cars, including what are
colloquially known as 'Boy Racers', who show-off to crowds of 'car-cruise' supporters
by racing their cars and performing driving stunts and time trials. The vehicles that are
used include high performance cars and cars which have been modified in terms of their
power. The activities in which drivers engage are noisy, dangerous and illegal,
obstructing highways and the premises bordering them, damaging property and putting
spectators or other road users at risk of injury or worse. They attract those to whom
such anti-social behaviour is an excuse, if they need one, for other types of anti-social
behaviour including the harassment and intimidation of law abiding citizens, the
threatening and abuse of those who challenge them and the activities in which they are
engaging, the use of foul language and the misuse of drugs. By its very nature, those
attending car-cruising events, whether as drivers, passengers or spectators will vary
from day-to-day and event-to-event. However, the total number of attendees will
regularly run to several hundred people. They are attracted by advertising on the
Internet and in magazines, as well as word of mouth.

4. Car-cruising occurs most commonly on Saturday and Sunday nights, but can occur on
any day and at any time of the day or night. The noise of revving engines, car horns,
racing cars and spectators will thus frequently disturb those local residents who are
trying to sleep as well as those conducting commercial businesses. The evidence which
I have, relates to one particular area of the City of Birmingham, namely that area of
Bordesley which includes Garrison Street and Garrison Lane, where there are both
residential and commercial premises. However, historically, car-cruising has taken
place in other areas of the City.

5. The problems created by car-cruising are not new and have taxed the resources and
tactics of those charged with the duties of policing, managing highways and tackling
anti-social behaviour. The evidence before me includes that of
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. Mrs. Jagveen Bagary, the Claimant's Anti-social Behaviour Unit's
Operations Manager;

. Police InspectorJennings,the Sector Inspector responsiblefor the local
policingplan for Bordesleyandsurroundingareas;

. Police Sergeant Comerford who has particular responsibility for road
policing issues in the Bordesley area and who has very long experience of
the problems associated with car-cruising; annexed to his witness statement
is a documententitled'Boy Racers/ Cruisers- ProblemProfile'.

. Local residents and the operators of local businesses.

6. Notwithstanding many initiatives and efforts to prevent car-cruising these have proved
to be ineffective. Details of steps taken, including Dispersal Orders, traffic calming
measures and police presence, are set out in the Particulars of Claim and the witness
statements. Dispersal Orders under section 30 of the Anti- Social Behaviour Act 2003,
whilst effective to break up a particular event, are not capable of preventing another
event from occurring for more than 24 hours.

7. One of the particular difficulties, and probably the most significant, is what I was told is
the impossibility of identifying those participating in car-cruises "in sufficient numbers
or with sufficient particularity to take proceedings against named participants" under
the criminal law generally or in respect of anti-social behaviour in particular.

8. Given the failure of determined efforts to prevent car-cruising, I questioned whether the
granting of injunctive relief, if permissible, would be any more effective. I had in mind
the comment of Romer LJ in Re Liddell's Settlement Trusts [1936] Ch. 365 at 374 :
"An injunction will not be granted if it would bepointless or ineffective, but it is not the
habit of the court, in considering whether or not it will make an order, to contemplate
the possibility that it will not be obeyed'; see also Broadmoor Special Hospital v
Robinson [2000] QB 775 where Lord Woolf MR observed, at page 790, that
"injunctions should not be granted if they are unlikely to be effective." I was told that if
an injunction were granted, its existence and terms would be publicised, and that if this
proved ineffectiveper se to prevent car-cruising, then copies would be served on those
participating in car-cruising so that they could then be joined to the proceedings as
defendants and, if necessary, be subject to enforcement proceedings. This general
approach had the support of all agencies having responsibility for dealing with anti-
social behaviour in the City. They all believe that it would be effective and I am unable
to conclude that this belief is misplaced.

9. The hearing was, obviously, one-sided. The defendants are described as 'persons
unknown'. The injunction sought was in the nature of a quia timet injunction intended to
restrain future activities of those who might choose to attend car-cruising and who
might never have done so before. I was particularly concerned about the following
matters which I required Mr. Manning to address, and to satisfy me were not
insurmountable obstacles to the granting of the relief which was sought:
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(a) whether, because the Claimant relied, inter alia, upon section 222 of the
Local Government Act 1972as the basis for bringing proceedings, the decision of
the Court of Appeal in the case of Birmingham City Council v Shaft and Ellis
[2008] EWCA Civ 1186(hereinafter' Shaft') prevented me from granting
injunctive relief;

(b) whether I could, in the circumstances of this case, grant an injunction
effectively contra mundum;

(c) whether (as indicated above), any injunction would be likely to be
effective by geographical insufficiency or otherwise;

(d) whether delay in bringing matters before the civil courts was a relevant
factor;

(e) whether the granting of the relief sought in the circumstances of these
proceedings was compliant with human rights legislation.

10. The foundation of the claim

The Claimant, as 'a local authority' within the meaning of section 270(1) of the
Local Government Act 1972, relied upon the powers given to it under sections
111(1) and 222(1) of that Act, as well as its powers as a highway authority under
section 130 of the Highways Act 1980. It also relied upon its powers under section 2
of the Local Government Act 2000.

Those statutory powers are as follows:

s. 111 Local Government Act 1972

(1) Without prejudice to any powers exercisable apart from this section but subject to
the provisions of this Act, a local authority shall have power to do anything
(whether or not involving the expenditure, borrowing or lending of money or the
acquisition or disposal of any property or rights) which is calculated to facilitate,
or is conducive or incidental to, the discharge of any of their functions.

s. 222 Local Government Act 1972

Power of local authorities to prosecute or defend legal proceedings.

(1) Where a local authority consider it expedient for the promotion or protection of
the interests of the inhabitants of their area-

(a) they may prosecute or defend or appear in any legal proceedings
and, in the case of civil proceedings, may institute them in their own
name, and

(b) they may, in their own name, make representations in the interests of
the inhabitants at any public inquiry held by or on behalf of any
Minister or publicbodyunderanyenactment.
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s.130 Highways Act 1980

Protection of public rights.

(1) It is the duty of the highway authority to assert and protect the rights of the public
to the use and enjoyment of any highway for which they are the highway
authority, including any roadside waste which forms part of it.
Any council may assert and protect the rights of the public to the use and
enjoyment of any highway in their area for which they are not the highway
authority, including any roadside waste which forms part of it.
Without prejudice to subsections (1) and (2) above, it is the duty ofa council who
are a highway authority to prevent, as far as possible, the stopping up or

obstruction of-

(a) the highways for which they are the highway authority, and
(b) any highway for which they are not the highway authority, if, in

their opinion, the stopping up or obstruction of that highway would
be prejudicial to the interests of their area.

Without prejudice to the foregoing provisions of this section, it is the duty of a
local highway authority to prevent any unlawful encroachment on any roadside
waste comprised in a highway for which they are the highway authority.
Without prejudice to their powers under section 222 of the Local Government Act
1972, a council may, in the performance of their functions under the foregoing
provisions of this section, institute legal proceedings in their own name, defend
any legal proceedings and generally take such steps as they deem expedient.

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)
(7)

...........

s. 2 Local Government Act 2000
Promotion of well-being.

(1) Every local authority are to have power to do anything which they consider is

likely to achieve anyone or more of the following objects-
(a) the promotion or improvement of the economic well-being of their area,
(b) the promotion or improvement of the social well-being of their area, and
(c) the promotion or improvement ofthe environmental well-being of their area.

(2) The power under subsection (1) may be exercised in relation to or for the benefit
of-

(a) the whole or any part ofa local authority's area, or

(b) all or any persons resident or present in a local authority's area.

(3) In determining whether or how to exercise the power under subsection (1), a local
authority must have regard to their strategy under section 4.

(4) The power under subsection (1) includes power for a local authority to-

(a) incur expenditure,
(b) give financial assistance to any person,
(c) enter into arrangements or agreements with any person,
(d) co-operate with, or facilitate or co-ordinate the activities of, any person,
(e) exercise on behalf of any person any functions of that person, and
(f) provide staff, goods, services or accommodation to any person.

(5) The power under subsection (1) includespower for a local authority to do
anything in relation to, or for the benefit of, any person or area situated outside
their area if they consider that it is likely to achieve anyone or more of the
objects in that subsection.

(6) Nothing in subsection (4) or (5) affects the generality ofthe power under
subsection (I).
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11. In addition, section 37(1) of the Senior Courts Act 1981provides that

"37 (I) The High Court may by order (whether interlocutory or final) grant an injunction or
appoint a receiver in all cases in which it appears to the court to be just and
convenient to do so."

12. As was made clear in the case of Shaft (supra) the power vested in local authorities
by section 222 of the Local GovernmentAct 1972 reflects the power available to the
Attorney General at common law to bring proceedings in support of public rights. For
present purposes I do not consider that the Highways Act 1980 adds anything to the
court's powers. The case of Shaft (in which Mr. Manning appeared for the
Claimant/Appellant council) concerned the local authority's claim, relying upon
section 222, for injunctions aimed at controlling the activities, and particularly the
movements, of those whom it was alleged were members of gangs which indulged in
criminal activities on the streets of Birmingham. Interim injunctions prevented named
individuals from being with other named individuals in any public place in the City of
Birmingham, and prevented those individuals from entering identified parts of the City.
At a final hearing His Honour Judge Macduff QC (now Macduff J.) concluded that the
court had no jurisdiction to grant such injunctions and that, even if it did, he would
have refused to grant them. He discharged the interim injunctions. The City council
appealed with the permission of the lower court.

13. The appeal in Shaft raised two questions which were identified by Sir Anthony
Clarl4!-MRas follows:

"These are,ftrst, whether this is the type of case in which the court, acting in
accordance with established principles, or any logical extension of them, can
grant injunctions of the kind sought against the defendants and secondly, if so,
whether it should do so in the exercise of its discretion."

The Master of the Rolls then when on to point out that the courts had considered the
correct approach to the exercise of the power under section 222 in the public
interest in two principal contexts: the restraint of breaches of the criminal law and the
suppression of public nuisances. He then reviewed cases where the granting of
injunctions in aid of the criminal law, and to restrain the commission of a public
nuisance, had been considered and where relief had been granted, ultimately
concluding that although the court did have iurisdiction to grant injunctive relief in the
circumstances presented in Shaft it would be wrong in principle for the court to
exercise its discretion by doing so. The reason why it was wrong in principle to grant

~he injunctive relief was expressed in the following passages of the judgment of the
Master of the Rolls:-

Paragraph 44 "The terms of the injunction sought in this action are typical of an ASBO and, as
already indicated, on the facts of this case they are identical or almost identical to
the terms of an ASBO "

"... where, as here, Parliament has legislated in detail to deal with a particular
problem, the courts should in general leave the matter to be dealt with as Parliament
intended and, save perhaps in exceptional circumstances, refuse to grant injunctive
relief ofthe kind which can be obtained by an ASBO."

Paragraph 45 "Parliament has recently legislated to restrain anti-social behaviour in a particular
way and subject to particular safeguards. In our view the court should have that fact
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well in mind in deciding how to exercise its discretion whether or not to grant an
injunction in a particular case."

Paragraph 59 "The critical factor in the present case is in our opinion that, whether the council
seeks an injunction in aid of the criminal law or on the basis of an alleged public
nuisance, the essential remedy sought is an ASBO."

Paragraph 60 Thus we conclude, for the reasons we have given, that the court should not indulge
in parallel creativity by the extension of general common law principles It
seems to us that, where (as here) a council seeks an injunction in circumstances in
which an ASBO would be available. the court should not, save perhaps in an
exceptional case, grant an injunction but leave the council to seek an ASBO so that
the detailed checks and balances developed by Parliament and in the decided cases
will apply" [underlining emphasis added].

14. In paragraph 46 of his judgment in Shaft, the Master of the Rolls considered the
nature of an ASBO and its statutory framework in section 1 of the Crime and
Disorder Act 1998.He then observed, significantly in myjudgment, that

"the critical features of section 1 are that the defendant must have acted in an
anti-social manner in the past and that an order must be necessary to protect the
public from further anti-social acts in thefuture. That is precisely the case made
against ['Shaft 1"

15. On the evidence available to me in the instant case, I am not satisfied that the
circumstances are such that "an ASBO would be available", contrary to what was
considered to be the defining feature in the case of 'Shaft' which militated against the
grant of injunctive relief. Whilst, as in the case of all public nuisances, the occurrence
of a car-cruise event includes elements of both criminal behaviour (such as
dangerous/careless driving, criminal damage and may include collateral criminal
behaviour such as public order offences and drug dealing) and anti-social behaviour
(particularly noise nuisance and public disorder), the essential feature of car-cruising is
the sheer volume of participants, whether drivers or spectators. Given that car-cruising
occurs mainly at night, it has proved to be impossible to identify individuals who may
attend car-cruises on a regular basis or to distinguish any particular groups of
individuals. In these circumstances it has been impossible to show that any particular
individual has acted in an anti-social manner in the past, as would be necessary to
secure an ASBO.

Car-cruising depends for its 'attractiveness' upon mass participation. If individuals or
small groups of individuals regularly indulge in car-racing or stunt-driving on public
roads, then the police have the resources to deal with such individuals and, where
appropriate, to prosecute them and / or to seek ASBOs. In my judgment it is quite a
different matter where hundreds of individuals congregate for such purposes and where,
from event-to-event, the individuals attending may be different. Whether such
circumstances are described as exceptional, or whether they are simply not susceptible
to the application of ASBO legislation, I am satisfied that I should exercise my
discretion to grant, and that there is sufficient evidence to justify my granting,
injunctive relief, with the object of preventing a serious multi-faceted public nuisance.
Consequently, I do not consider that Shaft presents an insurmountable hurdle, and I
distinguish the instant case on its facts.
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16. An injunction is usually granted only against a named defendant. Sometimes the names
of defendants are unknown but they can be clearly identified by what they have done in
the past or are doing at the time the injunction is sought. A good example of this is
where travellers unlawfully occupy private land. Their names may be unknown, but
they are identified as being those 'persons unknown' who are in occupation of the land.
In recent years there have been examples of orders made contra mundum, that is,
against the whole world: see Venables v News Group Newspapers Ltd [2001] Fam.
430; X (a Woman formerly known as Mary Bell) v SO [2003] 2 F.C.R. 686 and
Bloomsbury Publishing Group Ltd and Rowling v News Group Newspapers Ltd [2003]
1 WLR 1633.

17. In the Bloomsbury case it was held, granting an application for an injunction against an
unidentified person or persons offering, without authority, an unpublished book for sale
to the press, that

"following the introduction of the CPR there was no requirement that the defendant must be
named, merely a direction that he should; that since the overriding objective and the obligations
cast on the court were inconsistent with an undue reliance on form over substance, the joinder of a
defendant by description rather than by name was not impermissible; and that, accordingly, the
claimants were entitled to join the person or persons unknown as defendants; further, there was
jurisdiction to grant an injunction against persons unknown provided that their description in the
order was sufficiently certain as to identify those who were included and those who were not."

Schedule 2 of the injunction in the instant case spells out precisely what is meant by
"participating in a car-cruise" and, consequently, who are the participants whose
conduct is sought to be restrained. I am satisfied that 'the persons unknown' by name
are identified by a description which is sufficiently certain to identify those who are
restrained.

18. I have already dealt, in general terms, with the issue of the effectiveness of injunctive
relief. However, I should draw attention to the fact that paragraph 24 of the Particulars
of Claim is pleaded in the following terms:

".. ..unless the relief sought is granted so as to encompass the whole of the
Claimant's district, the Defendants will simply move into the activities
complained offrom Garrison Street and / or Garrison Lane to another location
within the City of Birmingham. "

Notwithstanding that plea, the terms of the injunction sought which were placed before
me, restricted the effect of the injunction to a very particular locality identified on a plan
annexed to the draft order. Whilst the plea may be seen to make sense, this, in my
judgment, is no reason to refuse an injunction limited to a particular locality. Such an
injunction will benefit a substantial population of residents and commercial businesses
in that particular locality and thus, to that extent, will be effective.

19. Although, when a judge is considering the exercise of discretion, delay is a relevant
factor and may defeat a claim for an injunction, given that the evidence supports, in my
judgment, a regular and continuing public nuisance, the fact that car-cruising has being
going on in the City since "about 2001" is not, per se, something which disentitles the
Claimant to the relief sought, particularly given the fact that the injunction is, at this
stage, interlocutory.
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20. Finally, I have considered whether the granting of an injunction in the circumstances of
this case is compliant with human rights legislation. Given the terms of Schedule 3 to
the Order, I am quite satisfied that there is, in particular, no breach of the requirements
of Article 6 ECHR. It is axiomatic that before any proceedings can be brought against a
named individual for contempt of court (disobedience of the terms of the injunction)
that individual must have been served with a copy of the injunction and all relevant
papers (as provided for in the Schedule). Committal proceedings will be subject to the
terms of the 'Practice Direction - Committal Applications' (RSC PD 52). The Order
itself provides the opportunity for anyone served with the order to apply to vary or
discharge it. Further, and for the avoidance of doubt, anyone served with the injunction
order whilst attending a car-cruise, will not, having regard to the procedure identified in
paragraphs 3, 4, 5 and 6 of Schedule 3, be subject to contempt proceedings simply by
remaining at that particular event.

21. This application for an injunction has been necessarily made without serving notice of
the application. Practice Direction PD 23, para.3 provides that an application may be
made without serving an application notice, in defined circumstances. In my judgment
the overriding objective is best furthered by proceeding in the way in which the
Claimant has, but, if necessary, I give my permission for the making of what is an ex
parte application.

22. A copy of this judgment can, of course, be made available to anyone affected by the
terms of the injunction so that they may understand the factors of which I have taken
account in reaching my decision to grant the injunction sought.

His Honour Judge Oliver-Jones QC

1st March 2010
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This is the Exhibit marked “MEL2 " referred to in the Witness Statement of 
Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge. 
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PROPORTIONALITY ASSESSMENT 
 

 

Name of Respondent PERSONS UNKNOWN 

Address of Respondent UNKNOWN 

Type of action being 
considered: 
 
e.g. Injunction, demotion, 
possession etc. 

INJUNCTION 

 
 

List the informal and formal 
action that has been taken in 
this matter so far 
 
e.g.  
ABC? 
Mediation? 
Visits? 
 

Verbal warnings, dispersal orders, previous injunction.  

Does the Respondent have 
any vulnerability? 
 
e.g.  
Learning difficulty? 
Victim of Domestic Abuse? 
Age? 

Not known. Given the nature of the application it is not 
possible to identify if there are persons with 
vulnerabilities affected. If defendants are engaging in car 
cruising the impact of the local community will be severe. 
Some of those affected may well have vulnerabilities. 
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Is it believed that the 
Respondent/is disabled within 
the meaning of the Equality 
Act 2010? 
 
e.g. registered disabled? 
 
e.g. Mental health history 
(previously been sectioned or 
known to mental health 
team?) 
 
If Yes, please give details 
including whether it is 
believed that the anti-social or 
criminal behaviour is linked to 
this disability. 
 

Not known. It is possible that some people who engage 
in car cruising have disabilities however the proposed 
order is to stop behaviour which is having a significant 
risk of harm and causes nuisance and annoyance to the 
local community who may well also have protected 
characteristics. 

Has the Respondent been 
offered or referred for any 
support? 
 
If yes, to who? 
 
When was last contact made 
and how? 
 

The defendants are unknown, so this is not possible 

What impact is the behaviour 
having on victims/wider 
community/partner 
resources? 

There is significant impact on the local community. 
People complain of noise, the danger to themselves and 
other road users, the fact that car cruising often occurs 
late at night and prevents people sleeping and enjoying 
their own home. There is litter left in some areas where 
large groups of spectators and the car racers have 
gathered. There are also complaints of anti -social 
behaviour including people using flares. 
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Has re-housing been 
considered and by who? 

n/a 
 

Have you had due regard to 
the Public Sector Equality Act 
(s.149 Equality Act 2010)? 
 
(Please see Appendix 1 
attached) 

Yes, however the behaviour complained of is having a 
significant impact on the local community, the 
environments, public order and safety and so these 
proceedings are in the public interest and proportionate. 

Summarise why the proposed 
action is considered to be 
necessary and proportionate 

It is possible that some of the unknown defendants may 
have a disability or vulnerability, however the behaviour 
complained of has had a significant impact on the local 
community. People complain of noise, the danger to 
themselves and other road users, the fact that car 
cruising often occurs late at night and prevents people 
sleeping and enjoying their own home. The activities are 
extremely dangerous, there is racing at high speed, 
performing stunts, whilst other people are on the road. 
Hundreds gather for these events to take part and to 
spectate.  There is litter left in some areas where large 
groups of spectators and the car racers have gathered. 
There are also complaints of anti -social behaviour 
including people using flares.  
Some members of the local community affected by this 
behaviour may also have a disability or vulnerability. 
It is the significant effect of the actions of street cruisers 
on the local community that makes an injunction 
proportionate and necessary. 

 
I can confirm that I have reviewed this case and the facts above and believe that the action 
suggested is necessary and proportionate means to achieving a legitimate aim. 
 
 
 
Signed    ……………………………………………… 
 
Job Title …………………………………………….... 
 
 
Date ………………………………… 
 
 

Have you had due regard to the public sector equality duty (s.149 Equality 
Act 2010)? 
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Relevant protected characteristic includes age; disability; gender reassignment; pregnancy 
and maternity; race; religion or belief; sex; sexual orientation. 
 
In reaching a decision on what action to take you should bear in mind the need to: 
 

- Eliminate discrimination, harassment and victimisation.  
 
- Advance equality of opportunity and foster good relations between people who 
share a relevant protected characteristic and people who do not share it. 

 
In particular you should consider the need to: 
 

- remove or minimise disadvantages suffered by persons with a relevant protected 
characteristic (eg. Someone with bipolar disorder who is experiencing a manic phase 
may be disadvantaged in a meeting about their behaviour by an inability to 
concentrate, racing thoughts and rapid speech); 
 
- take steps to meet the needs of people who have a relevant protected 
characteristic where they are different from the needs people who do not share it 
(eg. If someone is depressed you might need to take different steps to help them to 
engage with you such as home visits and face-to-face meetings rather than written 
warnings only); and; 
 
- encourage persons who share a relevant protected characteristic to participate in 
public life or in any other activity in which participation by such persons is 
disproportionately low; 

 
- tackle prejudice and the need to promote understanding (this may be 
demonstrated by a policy or initiative that you have in place). 

 

Please record any particular steps you have taken and consideration you 

have given to the above. 
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 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE Claim No: KB-2022-BHN-000221 

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1), Senior Courts 

Act 1981, s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 1972 and 

s.130, Highways Act 1980.
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Claimant 

and 

(1) D1 AHZI NAGMADIN

D2 JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

D3 CHARLTON BECKFORD    

D4 RASHANI REID 

 D5 THOMAS WHITTAKER 

 D6 ARTHUR ROGERS 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS AND/OR WHO ORGANISE/PROMOTE/PUBLICISE IN ANY 

MANNER STREET CRUISES 

Defendants 

D7  ABC
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WITNESS STATEMENT OF 
  MICHELLE ELIZABETH 

LOWBRIDGE 

 

 

I, Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge, of Birmingham Community Safety Team 

Birmingham City Council, WILL SAY as follows: 

 

1. I am the above-named person, and I am presently employed by 

Birmingham City Council (BCC) as an Anti-social Behaviour Manager. I 

have worked for the Department for approximately nineteen years. The 

information contained within this statement is from my own knowledge 

unless otherwise stated. I make this 2ND statement in support of the 

Claimant and further to my statement dated 13th October 2022. I am duly 

authorised to do so.  

 

2. In my first statement at paragraph 23 I referred to an incident in 

Stevenage, where racing cars ploughed into a crowd of spectators 

injuring about 18 people in July 2019, in order to highlight the dangerous 

nature of the activities pursued by the Defendants. 

 

3. Sadly, there have been further incidents which have resulted in death 

and injury to those racing and or spectating at car cruises. 

 

4. On the 10 April 2022 in Warrington, I understand that a collision took 

place between a vehicle and pedestrian, a twenty year old male which 

resulted , sadly in his death. It is widely reported that both were believed 

to be attending a street cruising meeting. I exhibit marked MEL5 a report 

taken from the ITV website dated 11 April 2022. 

 

5. On the 24 September 2022 in Scunthorpe, there was another incident 

where there were reports of cars racing up and down a strip of road on 

the Flixborough Industrial Estate. This resulted I understand in 11 people 

being injured and 1 later died in hospital of their injuries. A pregnant 

woman also lost her baby in this collision. I exhibit marked MEL6 a report 

of this incident taken from Grimsby Live dated 28 September 2022. 

 

6. The urgency of this application and the need for an order to be in place 

with a power of arrest is I believe shown by the events in Sandwell.                      

On 20th November 2022 I understand that local residents called West 
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Midlands Police to advise that the ‘boy racers’ were out near Kenrick 

Way -  a well -known street cruising location.  It is reported that a street 

cruising meet took place with cars going up and down the road at high 

speed and local residents also reported groups of people congregating 

and gathering prior to hearing a loud bang which is believed to have 

been the collision. Unfortunately, a vehicle which does not appear to 

have been travelling at speed left the road and collided with spectators 

resulting in two deaths, a 16yr old girl and a 19 yr old male. Two further 

people were injured in the collision. I exhibit marked MEL07 a report of 

this incident taken from Express & Star dated 22nd November 2022. 

 
 

7.  As can be demonstrated the situation with street cruising continues on a   

regular basis both within the Birmingham Local Authority area and also 

within the neighbouring Local Authorities. Partnerships between the 

authorities have tried a number of options to try and tackle this issue , 

including engagement and enforcement options but it still persists and has 

now sadly resulted , very recently , in the death of two young people and 

serious injury of two more a short distance away. It is therefore deemed 

imperative that we are granted this Injunction for Birmingham in order to try 

and provide some protection and reassurance for residents of Birmingham 

, but also to serve as a deterrent and also provide enforcement powers 

against those individuals who persist in taking part in street cruising events. 

 

 

8.I am willing to attend court to give evidence. 

 

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

I believe that the facts stated 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 honest belief in its truth 

Signed   

 

Birmingham City Council 
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Dated this 28th day of November 2022 
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Police investigating the death of a 20-year-old in Warrington are appealing for witnesses and 
video footage. 
Sam Harding, from Stockport, died after he was hit by an Audi at a 'car meet' in an industrial 
estate on Sunday 10 April. 
A 21-year-old man from Morley in Leeds who was arrested on suspicion of causing death by 
dangerous driving, has been released under investigation. 
Sam Harding played for England schoolboys Credit: Twitter 
In a tribute, Mr Harding's family said: "Our beautiful son was tragically taken away from us on 
Sunday, 10 April 2022. 
"A much loved son, brother, grandson, nephew and friend to many. We will never ever forget 
you Sam and will love you forever." 
Sam played for England schoolboys and also number of non-league football clubs across the 
northwest, who are now paying tribute. 
Prescot Cables said: "The club is deeply saddened to learn of the passing of Sam Harding, who 
was killed in a car accident last night. Sam made a number of appearances for Prescot Cables 
during the 2019-2020 season. Our thoughts are with his friends, former teammates and family 
at this time. RIP Sam".  
Sam also played for Runcorn Linnnets and Glossop North End who have both paid tribute on 
social media. 
Cheshire Police say they are in the early stages of the investigation and have appealed for 
witnesses and video footage from the car meet. 
Kingsland Grange. Credit: Google Maps 
Sergeant Simon Degg, from the Serious and Complex Collision Investigation Unit, said: "We 
know that there were a large number of people present and as part of our investigation we 
are keen to hear from anyone who witnessed the collision. 
"The same goes for anyone with any video footage from the event - both of the collision itself 
and before and after the incident." 
Anyone with any information or video footage is asked to contact Cheshire Police or call 101. 
Information can also be reported anonymously via Crimestoppers on 0800 555 111. 

• GRANADA 

• STOCKPORT 

• WARRINGTON 

• CHESHIRE POLICE 

ITVX Presents 

• ITVX 

• TV guide 

• Be on TV 
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• Signed stories 
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1. frontpage 

2. News 

3. Local News 

4. Scunthorpe 

News 

Scunthorpe Car Meet 'like a horror 

scene' after 11 injured in collision 

with car 
A 17-year-old has been arrested on suspicion of causing serious injury by 

dangerous driving after Flixborough incident 

 
• SHARE 
•  
•  
•  

BY 

Luke GreenReporter 

• 14:45, 25 SEP 2022 

• UPDATED14:48, 25 SEP 2022 

•  Bookmark 

Enter your postcode for local news and infoSee news near you 

Go  

<img class="video-thumbnail" 

src="https://cdn.jwplayer.com/v2/media/dZFqhWg5/poster.jpg">  

VIDEO LOADING 

VIDEO UNAVAILABLE 
Click to playTap to play 

The video will auto-play soon8Cancel 

Play now 

Video will play in  
Watch again  

Scunthorpe Car Meet Crash Aftermath 

We pay for stories! Send your videos to video@trinitymirror.com 

A man who saw a vehicle hit bystanders during a car meet near Scunthorpe said 

it was "like a horror scene". 

Police said 11 people were injured in a collision on the Flixborough Industrial 

Estate on Saturday night. Four people were seriously hurt, one critically. 
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The man who spoke to Scunthorpe and Grimsby Live today said: "All of a 

sudden there was a big bang. We saw a woman go flying off the bonnet of the 

car and end up underneath it. It was like a horror scene, something I never want 

to see again." 

READ MORE: 'Desperate' family with disabled daughter 'cramped' in two-

bed house refused home swap 

A 17-year-old has been arrested on suspicion of causing serious injury by 

dangerous driving. However, police stressed today that their investigations were 

at an early stage and appealed for witnesses to come forward. 

Pictures shared with Scunthorpe and Grimsby Live showed a police cordon and 

a damaged red car, thought to be a Ford Fiesta, at the scene of the accident. 

Police retained a presence on the estate this morning, where tyre marks, debris 

and other evidence of an accident could be seen. 

 
A red car, thought to be a Fiesta, behind a police cordon (Image: Submitted 

Image)  

The witness, who asked not to be named, said the event, called the Scunthorpe 

Car Meet, had "started well" at the M&S car park in the town, where various tyre 

marks could be seen today. Vehicles then moved to the Flixborough estate 

where he described some drivers "getting carried away and showing off". 

A second man who spoke to Scunthorpe and Grimsby Live said he had heard a 

loud band and then rushed to check on injured people. He said: "We heard a 

massive bang, I thought it was a pop from a car at first, but as soon as someone 

said there'd been a crash we went straight over. 

"It was a horrible shock to see so many people lying about injured, and everyone 

rushed over to help when we realised what was happening." He added: "We 

went over to two kids to make sure they were alright, they couldn't have been 

any older than six." 

Read More 

• 11 injured as car hits people at Scunthorpe Car Meet at 

Flixborough - updates  
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This is the Exhibit marked “MEL7" referred to in the Witness Statement of 
Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge. 
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Notification Settings 
Subscribe to one or all notification sources from this one place. 

Newsletter 
Subscribe to our newsletter to get the day's top stories sent directly to you. 

Sign Me Up 
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More  
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Find news for your town 

Roadside tributes left to girl, 16, and 19-
year-old man killed in Oldbury crash 
OldburyCrimePublished: Nov 22, 2022Last Updated: Nov 22, 2022 
Floral tributes have been left at the scene of a crash that left two people dead and 
two more fighting for their lives in hospital. 

Subscribe to our daily newsletter! 
Sign Up 

C 44



150673/11365189/HM/HM Page 2 
Standard Document 

 
C 45



150673/11365189/HM/HM Page 3 
Standard Document 

SANDWELL COPYRIGHT TIM STURGESS EXPRESS AND STAR...... 22/11/2022 
Flowers at the scene where a blue Nissan Skyline hit a number of pedestrians who 
had gathered on the A457 Birmingham Road and Oldbury Road near to the junction 
with Crystal Drive.... 
A 16-year-old girl and 19-year-old man were killed when a blue Nissan Skyline 
crashed into a group of onlookers in Oldbury at around 11.30pm on Sunday. 

A man and a woman, both in their 20s, were also seriously injured and taken to 
hospital where their conditions were described as life-threatening. 

By Tuesday, dozens of bunches of flowers had been left at the site of the crash on 
the A457 Birmingham Road and Oldbury Road, along with messages and other 
tributes. 

The messages paid tribute to the deceased, named on the tributes as Lib and Ben, 
with one saying "Taken from the world too soon! You'll always be the king of crocs.". 

Another to Lib said: "From going TikTok Live to chilling the cars, I never thought we 
would be here writing this. You were always so polite with the most beautiful smile. 
God took you away too soon. Fly high angel." 

The tributes covered up the wall that was demolished in the crash near the junction 
for Crystal Drive, which left bricks and debris from the Skyline scattered in the area. 

&lt;img src="https://www.expressandstar.com/resizer/iLknmmiImVYfjntsg-eGXxOX-
XE=/1200x0/cloudfront-us-east-
1.images.arcpublishing.com/mna/UW6P3NQKPBCNZB5ED3YDUOYP5U.jpg" 
class="lazy-image-image with-dimensions" alt="The 16-year-old girl and 19-year-old 
man were both pronounced dead at the scene"/&gt; 
The 16-year-old girl and 19-year-old man were both pronounced dead at the scene 
A 54-year-old man was arrested on suspicion of causing death by dangerous driving. 
He remained in custody on Monday. 

West Midlands Police has been contacted for an update on the investigation. 

One resident living nearby said there were a lot of people standing around along the 
road on Sunday night. 

Mohammed Khan, aged 44, who lives off Oldbury Road told the Express & Star: "We 
heard a massive bang, and when we looked up the road saw people running all over 
the place and screaming. It is such a shame two young people have died." 

Mr Khan said he and others have complained about the road "for years", adding: "I do 
not allow my children out on their own at anytime of the day. 

&lt;img 
src="https://www.expressandstar.com/resizer/3yVN9Qvk1svbjaT5CGVpujCmbK0=/
1200x0/cloudfront-us-east-
1.images.arcpublishing.com/mna/CIPNYOFFTBH6NEMHREXYO5PPFU.jpg" 
class="lazy-image-image with-dimensions" alt="Dozens of flowers have been left at 
the scene of the fatal crash"/&gt; 
Dozens of flowers have been left at the scene of the fatal crash 
"There will now be a type of shrine built to victims on the road which I will have to 
pass every day with my children and have to explain why people died so near their 
home." 
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West Midlands Police closed off the road for nine hours from Sunday night to 
Monday morning as crash investigation officers combed the area for clues about the 
crash. 

Detective Sergeant Paul Hughes, from the force's Serious Collision Investigation Unit, 
said: "This is a tragic incident and our thoughts remain with all the families affected. 
We have specialist family liaison officers supporting them at this terrible time. 

"We know that there were lots of people who had gathered in the area at the time of 
the collision and would have witnessed what happened. I would urge those people to 
get in touch if they haven’t already done so." 

He also urged people not to share and photos or video from the incident on social 
media. 

“I would ask people not to share videos or photos on social media. If you have 
anything that could help with our investigation, then please get in touch," he 
continued. 

"This is very distressing for the families affected and it’s not appropriate for them to 
see things that could upset them on social media." 

West Midlands Ambulance Service sent three ambulances, two paramedic officers, a 
MERIT trauma doctor and critical care paramedic, and a BASICS emergency doctor 
to the scene where they found five patients. 

&lt;img 
src="https://www.expressandstar.com/resizer/yv2UJ7aEZICQ0MDxdmxQ1PkUDik=/
1200x0/cloudfront-us-east-
1.images.arcpublishing.com/mna/3KSCPNNYQJG3BNRYNWAE5I54RA.jpg" 
class="lazy-image-image with-dimensions" alt="Police have put up signs asking for 
more information has they investigate the crash"/&gt; 
Police have put up signs asking for more information has they investigate the crash 
A spokeswoman confirmed the 16-year-old girl and 19-year-old man died at the 
scene. 

“Two more pedestrians, a woman and a man had sustained life-threatening injuries," 
she said. 

“They received advanced trauma care from ambulance staff at the scene and en 
route to Queen Elizabeth Hospital. 

“The fifth, the driver of the car was assessed by ambulance staff at the scene. He 
had sustained non-life threatening injuries and was discharged at the scene.” 

Anyone with information is asked to contact West Midlands Police by email to 
FL_COLLISION_INVEST@westmidlands.police.uk, messaging Live Chat at west-
midlands.police.uk between 8am and midnight, or call 101. Quote log number 3732 
of 20 November. 
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(1) Birmingham City Council
(2) Claimant

(3) Statement of Michelle Lowbridge
(4) 3rd

(5) Exhibits “MEL8-MEL9”
(6) 05/12/2022

 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE Claim No: KB-2022-BHN-000221 

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1), Senior Courts 

Act 1981, s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 1972 and 

s.130, Highways Act 1980.

B E T W E E N: 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 

Claimant 

and 

(1) D1 AHZI NAGMADIN

D2 JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

D3 CHARLTON BECKFORD    

D3 4 RASHONI REID 

 D5 4THOMAS WHITTAKER 

 D65 ARTHUR ROGERS 

D76 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS AND/OR WHO ORGANISE/PROMOTE/PUBLICISE IN ANY 

MANNER STREET CRUISES 

Defendants 

D6 ABC
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WITNESS STATEMENT OF 
  MICHELLE ELIZABETH 

LOWBRIDGE 

I, Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge, of Birmingham Community Safety Team 

Birmingham City Council, WILL SAY as follows: 

1. I am the above-named person, and I am presently employed by

Birmingham City Council (BCC) as an Anti-social Behaviour Manager. I

have worked for the Department for approximately nineteen years. The

information contained within this statement is from my own knowledge

unless otherwise stated. I make this 3rd statement in support of the

Claimant and further to my statements dated 13th October 2022 and 28th

November 2022. I am duly authorised to do so.

2. Following notice that the hearing was due to take place on 7th December

2022 a number of measures have been taken on behalf of Birmingham

City Council and West Midlands Police to publicize the hearing. Also

measures have been taken to make individuals known to have taken

part in, or known to have organised street cruising events previously,

aware that the hearing is taking place.

3. A number of the court papers were placed on Birmingham City Council’s

website which included the Notice of the Hearing Date , N208 Amended

Claim Form, N16A Particulars of Claim, Draft Orders , Witness

Statements of Police Officer Campbell and my witness statements and

contact details for a full copy of the court bundle on Thursday 1st

December 2022.

4. The link to this page and papers were tweeted on Twitter by the

Community Safety Team on that day.

5. I also notified PC Mark Campbell of the details of this webpage as

referred to in his statement he then arranged for this link to be shared

on West Midlands Police’s website as well as on their Facebook and

Twitter accounts.

6. I understand from PC Campbell that those involved in street cruising

would view those pages as they follow the police website and social

media accounts.

C 49



3 of 3 

7. In relation to notifying individuals who are known to take part on street

cruising events, a letter has been sent to 71 individuals who stopped as

part of a police operation on 30th May 2020 to advise then of the

proceedings. These were sent on the morning of 1st December 2022

using first class post via franking so was not affected by a Royal Mail

strike that day. I now exhibit a copy of this letter as MEL8

8. With regards to the named defendants the claimant has attempted to

serve them personally and I exhibit a copy of the Certificates of Service

as MEL9 detailing these attempts. The only defendant where no papers

were left by process servers was Rashoni Reid however I understand

that Rashoni Reid contacted PC Campbell on 2nd December 2022 and

said that he was aware of the proceedings.

9. I am willing to attend court to give evidence.

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

I believe that the facts stated 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 honest belief in its truth 

Signed  

Birmingham City Council 

Dated this 5th day of December 2022 
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(1) Birmingham City Council
(2) Claimant

(3) 1st

(4)
(5) Exhibit: “MEL8”

(6) 05/12/22

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

Claim Number: 

B E T W E E N: 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 

Claimant 

- and –

PERSONS UNKNOWN 

Defendant 

EXHIBIT “MEL8” 

This is the Exhibit marked “MEL8" referred to in the Witness Statement of 
Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge. 
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City Solicitor and Monitoring Officer: 
Satinder Sahota (Interim) 

Legal & Governance Department 
PO Box 15992 
Birmingham B2 2UQ 

Document Exchange: MDX 326401 
Birmingham 87 

Our Ref: LS/HGL/HM/150673 Telephone No:  0121 303 2808 

Your Ref: Facsimile No:  0121 303 4447 

Date: 30 November, 2022 Contact: Hilary MacPherson 

Mr xxxxx 

Dear Mr xxxxx, 

RE Birmingham City Council v Persons Unknown. 
Claim no: KB-2022-BHM-000221 
Hearing 7th December 2022 at 10.30 

We act for Birmingham City Council. 

We understand that in May 2020 you were stopped by West Midlands Police as part of a 
police operation against street cruising. We are advised that you were given a copy of the 
Council’s Street cruising injunction which was in force at that time. 

We confirm that Birmingham City Council are apply to the High Court on the 7th of December 
2022 at 10.30 at the Birmingham District Registry, Civil Justice Centre, The Priory Law 
Courts 33 Bull Street Birmingham B4 6DS for a new injunction designed to prevent street 
cruising in the Birmingham area. A copy of the notice of hearing, application for the 
injunction, draft injunction, power of arrest, map and the Council’s evidence can be viewed 
on the Council’s website http://www.birmingham.gov.uk    or via the following link; 
https://www.birmingham.gov.uk/car_crusiers_injunction_order 

Should you wish to make any representations to the court about this application you should 
attend on the 7th of December 2022. 

Yours faithfully 

Legal and Governance Department 

Legal & Governance Department 
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(1) Birmingham City Council
(2) Claimant

(3) 1st

(4)
(5) Exhibit: “MEL9”

(6) 05/12/22

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

Claim Number: 

B E T W E E N: 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 

Claimant 

- and –

PERSONS UNKNOWN 

Defendant 

EXHIBIT “MEL9” 

This is the Exhibit marked “MEL9" referred to in the Witness Statement of 
Michelle Elizabeth Lowbridge. 
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(1) Birmingham City Council 

(2) Claimant 

(3) Statement of Mark Campbell 

(4) 1st   

(5) Exhibits  

(6) 24 /10/22 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

        Claim No.   

BETWEEN: 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 

Claimant 

And 

                                                                                                            Defendants 

D1 AHZI NAGMADIN                              

D2 JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

D3 CHARLTON BECKFORD 

D4 RASHONI REID 

D5 THOMAS WHITTAKER 

D6 ARTHUR MASON 

D7   

D8 PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO PARTICIPATE IN 

STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, 
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PASSENGERS AND/OR SPECTATORSAND/OR  WHO 

ORGANISE/PROMOTE/PUBLICISE IN ANY MANNER STREET CRUISES 

_____________________________________________ 

WITNESS STATEMENT OF  

MARK CAMPBELL 

_____________________________________________ 

 

I, Mark Campbell, of West Midlands Police, will say as follows: 

1. I am PC 6018 Campbell, and I am making this statement on behalf of the 

West Midlands Police in support of the claimant’s application for an Injunction 

in relation to Street cruising within Birmingham. I have been a Police Officer for 

25 years and have worked on a number of specialist teams. I am now subject 

lead for Operation Hercules which is the West Midlands Police tactical 

approach to street cruising, which over the last couple of years has become a 

growing issue. I have been West Midlands lead on this subject for 

approximately 3 years, and in that time, I have witnessed the organised 

approach that organisers take in facilitating such events. I have had a leading 

role in a number of different approaches to tackle the issues that street 

cruising causes. This application however is made knowing the positive impact 

which a further injunction would have in supporting the Police to tackle the 

unlawful behaviour of the individuals who put the public at risk on an 

increasing frequent basis. 

2. Operation Hercules has been set up by the West Midlands Police as a 

strategic response to organised street cruising that takes place across the 

region. During these events large numbers of people congregate together in 

their vehicles, including motorcycles and Quad bikes, often in car parks or 

other open spaces to race or show off their vehicles. They then travel as a 

group to a section of road where some of these drivers, watched by others 

race at high speed, behave in an anti-social manner, and perform dangerous 

stunts this includes drifting. Drifting means, when a vehicle is driven around a 

roundabout or a bend in a road at such a high speed that that traction is lost 
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between either the rear tyres or the front tyres and the road surface, therefore 

forcing the vehicle into a skid which is controlled by some acceleration 

together with steering action into the direction of the skid. These opposite 

forces cause the vehicle to drift around the bend or roundabout on the 

absolute edge of the vehicles handling capabilities. Should the driver lose 

control of the vehicle at this point, due to a blown tyre or loss of grip from the 

tyres a collision would be highly likely. 

3. Given the fact that street-cruising involves a large number of vehicles and 

spectators it poses a very serious risk to public’s safety not only to the 

individual who are often standing both on and off the carriageway watching in 

very close proximity and encouraging these activities, but also to other road 

users going about their business. In my experience there is never any kind of 

stewarding or marshalling of the spectators and again this significantly raises 

the threat, harm and risk factors relevant to those individuals. It is only a 

matter of time before the high-speed driving involved in the organised races 

leads to a multiple fatality. This may be the driver of the vehicle, an innocent 

member of the public driving along this stretch of road or any number of 

spectators actively taking part on the street cruising meet.    

4. Organised meets are now taking place throughout the week and on 

weekends. It is likely that not before too long these meets will become a daily 

occurrence in Birmingham and surrounding areas. The race meetings are 

becoming increasingly well organised with only a few key individuals at the 

heart of organising them. I will deal with this issue in more detail below. 

5. In April 2021 officers from the Operation Hercules team identified 4 main 

car cruising organisers, who were organising and attending illegal car cruising 

meets. Members of the Operation Hercules obtained and executed 9 search 

warrants on these suspected organisers home addresses and their vehicles. 

The warrants were obtained under Conspiracy to Cause a public nuisance 

legislation as it was believed that the following individuals were directing 

hundreds if not thousands of followers to attend various locations throughout 

Birmingham, where a public nuisance was caused. The Magistrates were 

supportive of the warrants, and it is expected that more warrants will be 

executed going forwards.  The volume of evidence against the individuals 

obtained from officers and via intelligence was substantial, and during the 
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searches a large amount of electrical recording devices were seized and 

downloaded. It was clear from the start that the organisation of the car 

cruising meets was via social media, hence the phones, laptops and other 

recording devices were seized. 

6. The following individuals were identified: - 

i) Ahzi NAGMADIN runs Instagram social media site @Forza_Birmingham 

24000 followers. Lives in Bartley green 

ii) Jessica Ellen ROBERTS runs WhatsApp account Rose Gold, unknown 

followers. Lives in Rubery. 

iii) Charlton BECKFORD. Runs Instagram account @Tracks Birmingham 11500 

followers. 

iv) Rashoni REID, runs Instagram account @Birmingham outlaws, 15000 

followers. 

Between the 4 organisers they have over 50000 followers. 

NAGMADIN was the only individual arrested at the time, but all have been 

interviewed. This criminal case is currently with Birmingham CPS awaiting a 

decision as to charge. 

7. Seeking to deal with street cruisers in this manner places a significant 

demand on Policing teams and where the number of attendees is high, it can 

result in a high risk to all involved. On numerous occasions I have policed the 

street cruises throughout Birmingham and the greater West Midlands area, 

during these meets I have witnessed 400 plus vehicles parked either in a car 

park or more worryingly on a stretch of dual carriageway such as Heartlands 

Parkway. The potential for a very serious collision is massive, just because of 

the speed some of the vehicles will race at, however when Police are called to 

attend these meets the street cruisers will drive off in a chaotic manner, over 

central reservations, along footpaths sometimes travelling the wrong way 

down a dual carriageway into oncoming vehicles, It is only a matter of time 

before this will result in a fatal collision. 

8.These meets have a knock-on effect in that high numbers of officers are 

required to Police the street cruisers meets; the teams are not therefore 
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providing Policing to other parts of the community. In addition, other teams 

across the Policing structure such as Force Traffic, Operations Dog units, 

Operational support units, Force support, drone Teams and National Air 

service (Helicopter), to name a few are often required to intervene and add 

support. Not only is the cost of policing these events huge, but the price paid 

by communities including residents and businesses are incalculable. They are 

exposed to a high level of harm, noise, intimidation, disruption and frankly 

torment, threats made to innocent members of the public is taking place all 

too often.  I have personally spoken to members of the public at their wits end 

wanting to move from the area, one even had suicidal thoughts of the constant 

noise and intimidation, one individual was assaulted and robbed of their 

mobile phone after approaching a group of street cruisers performing stunts. 

9. It is abundantly clear that the risk posed to the public in terms of their safety 

and also their mental health is very high. This applies to those participating, 

watching, and organising events, but also to those taking part, simply living, or 

working nearby or even just driving past at the wrong time. There is little 

doubt that without intervention this is a disaster waiting to happen, there will 

be a serious collision in which people are very likely to be seriously injured or 

killed. 

10. This has been demonstrated recently in Stevenage, Hertfordshire. On the 

18th of July 2019 a collision occurred at a street cruising event which sadly 

resulted in one person suffering life changing injuries and 16 others being 

injured. The fact that no one was killed was purely down to luck. The two 

drivers involved in that collision were charged with dangerous driving, together 

with other offences, one received a 5-year sentence of imprisonment and a 

long disqualification, and the other driver received a 4-year prison sentence 

together with a long disqualification. I have produced a DVD, which I can 

produce as exhibit MRC/1, this has been downloaded from the court footage 

from the street cruising meet in Stevenage, in which two street racers collide 

on a stretch of road and then both vehicles collide with 17 spectators. This is a 

very descriptive example of how these street cruising meets can go 

dramatically wrong and is one of the main reasons for the seeking of a new 

injunction. The footage is quite shocking in its content, but this is the real 

C 65



nature of what takes place and shows the dangers not only to the drivers, but 

the spectators.  

11. These collisions again only highlight the burden placed on the Criminal 

justice system, Courts, and Her Majesty’s Prison Service. More to the point, 

bringing criminal proceedings requires an incident to have occurred. The aim of 

all of those involved with the making of this application is to prevent such 

incidents occurring in the first place. 

12. Unfortunately for the West Midlands Police, local authorities and the 

general public, Birmingham has become one of the street racing capitals of the 

Country. And it is therefore vital that action is taken to replace injunctions that 

have previously been granted before inevitable serious incident takes place, 

such as described above. An injunction will without doubt aid in the policing 

and prevention of street cruising. It is a highly valuable and a tried and tested 

means of prevention and resolution. There is not a “One size fits all” approach 

to this issue, but an injunction with a power of arrest is an essential part of the 

collaborative approach needed to reduce the numbers involved and help deter 

those on the periphery along with giving the Police and the local authority the 

powers to deal with offenders determined to engage in unlawful behaviour. In 

my experience, there is no other remedy available to the authorities, which has 

the effect of preventing street cruising from taking place, as the injunctions 

obtained by various local authorities in the West Midlands over the past 11 

years have been proven to do. 

13. I have produced a compilation DVD featuring footage from Police sources, 

highlighting the dangers caused by the Street cruisers and the ability of Police 

to try to Police these meets. I can produce this compilation DVD as exhibit    

MRC/2. It comprises of the following clips of footage 

i) The first clip, dated 16/10/20, features a pursuit and arrest of a dangerous 

driver, the vehicle in question has already blown the rear tyre, which is 

sparking whilst drifting around the roundabout at Saltley gate, the vehicle is 

being followed by a separate car in which you can see the rear seat passenger 

leaning out of the car and filming. This footage was later placed on social 

media. 
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ii) The second clip, dated 31/05/21, is a recording from the Police Helicopter, 

this was taken on a bank holiday, which historically is a very well attended 

street racing/car cruising meet. In the clip from Main stream Way, 

Birmingham, you can clearly see the huge volumes of vehicles and spectators 

attending these events, blocking the roads, and causing dangers to other road 

users. 

iii) This clip, dated 22/03/20, filmed from within the Police traffic car, showing 

the massively excessive speeds the street racers drive at along Heartlands 

Parkway, Birmingham. The vehicle is stopped on Saltley gate Island, within the 

footage a large gathering of cars can be seen obstructing the highway, this 

causes a massive danger to not only themselves, but innocent members of the 

public either walking along this road or in vehicles. 

iv) The fourth clip, dated 21/06/21, is taken from the A38 Sutton bypass. This 

stretch of road is similar to the A47 in that it is a dual carriage way, with two 

roundabouts at either end. The particular area featured in this clip contains the 

M6 toll slip road, this attracts hundreds of vehicles, who park along this slip 

road and block the access, vehicles will then be seen pulling onto this 70 mph 

road in front of other vehicles already on this road. This section of road is one 

of the largest issues to the Police and causes massive amounts of calls to 

service due to the anti-social manner in which the drivers use their vehicles. 

v) Again on 21/06/21, another street racer seen near to Asda, Minworth fails 

to stop for the Police. Travelling well above the speed limits for the road. This 

is just another example of the total disregard for the laws of the land. The 

vehicle finally crashed, and the driver was arrested on suspicion of dangerous 

driving. 

vi) This clip, dated 23/06/20, from Saltley gate Island, A47, shows again that 

the street racing has become a spectator sport, hundreds of spectators attend 

this location together with others to watch and film the driving. It appears that 

the more spectators attend the faster and more dangerous the driving 

becomes. In this clip one of the main street racing organisers can be seen 

pressing the button on the pedestrian crossing to entice the cars to stop and 

then race off down Heartlands Parkway. This organiser has since been arrested 

and is awaiting court proceedings. 
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vii) The next piece of footage, dated 31/05/20, was filmed from CCTV cameras 

at a business estate on Fort Parkway, this footage formed part of a regional 

operation involving West Mercia, Staffordshire, Warwickshire, and West 

Midlands Police.  The entrance to the business park is totally blocked, 

fireworks are let off, street racing is recorded along the dual carriage way. The 

sheer volume of noise from the exhaust is deafening to the local residents, 

who will constantly call the Police regarding the ASB caused. This group were 

later stopped by the Police along the A38 Sutton bypass. 

 

viii) The final clip, dated 10/06/20, is taken from within a plain traffic car from 

Scotland Lane, Bartley Green. Local residents had called the Police regarding 

the noise coming from screeching brakes and the exhausts. This group will 

move from this location to other areas within the West Midlands as soon as 

the Police attend.  

ix) I have also attached a number of images of crashes caused directly by street 

racing on the roads of Birmingham. Within the images you can also see 

recovery trucks who attend these meets purely to 

 

THE ORGANISATION OF STREET CRUISES. 

14. The way in which events often unfold is that a group will advertise a post 

code and a time on one of the various social-media platforms for all those 

interested to attend, from there different postcode will be further posted 

throughout the evening. Vehicles participating in these street cruises will then 

see these postcodes and go there to race and cause mass anti-social 

behaviour. This is very much organised crime and many amongst these groups 

are aware that the injunctions have not been enforced more recently due to 

court cases casting doubt on their legality and are more willing to attend and 

take the chance of not being caught due to the cruising vehicles massively 

outnumbering the Police. I am advised that the Court of Appeal has now 

confirmed that this kind of injunction can lawfully be granted, and the police 

therefore fully support this application by Birmingham City Council. 

PARTICIPANTS 
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15. It is impossible to say how many people are involved in/or participate at 

these street cruising events as numbers tend to fluctuate rapidly. However, the 

average street cruising meeting can attract up to 150 to 200 vehicles per night. 

Bank holidays and warm weather does impact on these numbers greatly. These 

can swell the numbers upwards of 500 vehicles, I have witnessed at Saltley 

Gate Island, Heartlands Parkway over 500 spectators standing around this 

roundabout, encouraging the racers to go faster and perform more dangerous 

drifting. Then spectators will record the racing on their mobile phones, which is 

then posted onto the various social-media site. This sheer volume of spectators 

places unrealistic demands on the Police and make it a large-scale public order 

event rather than a local policing issue. I have again on more than one 

occasion witnessed the large crowd of spectators turn on the Police, throwing 

missiles at the Police cars and officers, causing damage and injury. We have on 

average 100 to 150 spectators line the street and roundabouts, actively taking 

part in the racing by encouraging the behaviour, I will often see spectators 

standing in the road or in the middle of the roundabout to get the best filming 

location. My greatest fear is that during one of these street cruising meets a 

car will lose control, leave the carriageway, and collide with the spectators, 

again this collision is inevitable and will only result in an extremely serious 

collision.  

16. As I have described the spectators have very much become a part of the 

issue, to the point I describe the street cruising as a spectator sport. At present 

the powers which the police have to their disposal are limited, i.e., dispersal 

powers under Sec 35 of 2014 Act, obtained from an Inspector. However, the 

direction to exclude someone from an area can only last a maximum of 48 

hours, meaning that participating individuals can simply return again for the 

next street cruising event. 

17.The street cruising events are becoming increasingly well organised and 

professional, with only a few key social media sites being used to organise the 

meets. The organisers will hide behind the anonymity of these social media 

sites, so their names do not appear and incriminate themselves. However, it 

has become clear that the minute warrants are executed on a specific 

individual or social media account holder, another organiser will appear and 

take over where the previous organiser left. I have even heard that certain 
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Instagram accounts are sold on to other street cruisers after their identity is 

discovered by Police. This tactic makes it extremely hard for the Police to keep 

a track on who is running the accounts. 

18.The main street cruising accounts appear on Instagram, however since the 

arrest and series of warrants that was executed on the previously known street 

cruising organisers, a number of new accounts have changed tactics to evade 

Police and are now using closed WhatsApp and Snap chat to organise the 

meeting points.  

19. I am aware of a number of the new accounts that have come to the 

forefront of organising/advertising the meets. They are as follows: - 

 

i) @Forza_Birmingham, is an Instagram account and has over 24000 followers. 

The account was run by Ahzi NAGMADIN, who was previously arrested on 

suspicion of conspiracy to cause a public nuisance. NAGMADIN lives in Bartley 

Green, the account is still being used to organise street cruising on a Friday. 

Saturday or Sunday evening. Due to the amount of followers of 

Forza_birmingham they attract a very large following. I have seen on a number 

of occasions over 250 vehicles attend one of their Street cruising events. The 

locations are often started at Asda Minworth, but then will move to Heartlands 

Parkway or to the A38, Sutton Bypass or West Boulevard, Quinton. 

ii) WV racetracks, another Instagram account and has nearly 700 followers. It is 

run by Thomas Whittaker from Wolverhampton. The majority of meets 

organised by this account start in the Wolverhampton on the Staffordshire 

border but will normally end up back in Birmingham at the main historical sites 

of A38, Sutton bypass, Asda, Minworth, Spitfire Island, A47 or Saltley gate 

Island, Heartlands Parkway. 

iii) @Modified midlands, this Instagram account has nearly 9000 followers and 

is run by a male called Arthur Mason ROGERS, who lives in the Tamworth area. 

He has become one of the main organisers within the street cruising scene. 

RODGERS organises meets throughout the West Midlands and Staffordshire, 

mainly on a weekend. Modified midlands will advertise meets on the day of 
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the meet to prevent the Police’s ability to disrupt these large gatherings. 

Historically the main meeting point on a Sunday evening is at Asda, Minworth. 

iv) , this Instagram account has 2500 followers and is believed 

to be run by , who lives in the  area of Birmingham. 

 will often advertise meets on a Friday, Saturday and Sunday 

evening, often piggy backing other accounts such as @modified midlands. They 

organise to meet within the Birmingham area often at Heartlands Parkway, 

Spitfire Island A47 of Asda, Minworth. 

v) WhatsApp group “Rose Gold” run by Jessica Ellen Roberts; this is a closed 

group in which you need to be invited to join. Roberts has been interviewed in 

relation to the organising of Street cruising. ROBERTS is very well known within 

the racing crews and has organised a vast amount of meets over the last 3 

years. Roberts lives in the Rubery area of Birmingham. The meets are usually in 

central Birmingham at the historical locations of Saltley Gate Island, Heartlands 

Parkway, A38, Sutton bypass, Asda, Minworth. 

vi) @Tracks Birmingham, which has now become @tracks_uk, this is run by 

Charlton Beckford from the Handsworth, and has over 10000 followers, this 

group has recently become somewhat of a pariah within the Birmingham 

street cruising scene, this Instagram account was very active in organising 

street cruising in Birmingham, but recently other @tracks_ …. Groups have 

appeared from other surrounding regions i.e., @tracks Leicester, @tracks 

Nottingham, @tracks (Milton Keynes) @tracks derby. When all of these groups 

gather it creates in some cases gatherings of over 400 vehicles. At present due 

to this group not being liked within the Birmingham groups they tend to go to 

the other mentioned regions to race. 

20. At present these groups organise to gather at various known locations on a 

weekly basis, these many groups will advertise together to attract more 

attendees and therefore create a much larger issue for the Police and local 

authority to deal with. Between just the above-mentioned organisers they 

have somewhere in the region of 50,000 followers, this means that if even a 

small proportion of those were to attend a street cruise, there could easily be 

in the region of 500 vehicles or more present. However, as I have previously 

mentioned, new intelligence provided by West Midlands Police does suggest 
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that there is a movement away from the Instagram accounts towards Snapchat 

and WhatsApp following a policing success on a number of the organisers of 

street cruising events, depriving the Police their ability to disrupt these events. 

21. Throughout the last 3 years where I have been the forces lead officer in 

dealing with the street cruisers, I have noticed the age range of individuals 

dealt with for traffic offences/ section 59 warning notices varies widely, 

anywhere from 17 year olds who have just passed their test all the way up to 

over 50 years old, the attendees are from various ethnic backgrounds, 

including White, Black and Asian, and there are just as many females as male 

attendees. This information also refers to the drivers, passengers, and 

spectators. On-going work is still be conducted to establish and analyse who all 

of the exact organisers are of these meets are in order to prosecute them. 

22. Vehicles that attend can vary from the standard unmodified vehicles to 

heavily modified vehicles, many of the modifications are made to the vehicle 

to improve the basic performance of the vehicles, and these include adding 

hybrid turbos, air intake valves or even replacing engines. One of the main 

causes on the anti-social behaviour is the noise coming from the cars, many 

have the catalytic converters removed (de catted), have a straight exhaust pipe 

from the engine so the volume of noise exceeds the allowed decibel levels, or a 

larger bore exhaust system is added, this again creates a large volume of noise. 

The biggest issue is the extremely loud bangs that come from the cars, often 

the Police will get reports of a gun being shot, but in fact it is purely a modified 

cars exhaust system burning off the excess fuel. 

 

LOCATIONS 

23. This is a regional issue. There are areas across the region from Coventry to 

Wolverhampton and far beyond into our neighbouring Forces and local 

authority areas. As a region within the West Midlands this is a serious issue 

and effects areas such as A47, Heartlands Parkway, A47 Fort Parkway, Saltley 

Gate, Tyburn Road, Bromford Lane, A38, Sutton bypass, Minworth, West 

Boulevard, Quinton/Weoley Castle, A444, Coventry, between M6 J2 to A460 

Cannock Rd near to M54 J1. The Street cruisers take over car parks such as 

Asda in Minworth, where disorder sometimes occurs, evidence of drug taking, 
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drug dealing, littering and damage is often seen. On one occasion a member of 

the public took matters into his own hands through absolute frustration, 

whereby he approached a large group of street cruisers and filmed their antics, 

he was subsequently punched and knocked down. He had his phone stolen to 

prevent any evidence being supplied to the Police.  

24. Other locations of concern are The Tyburn industrial estate, Small Heath 

Highway, Morrisons Car Park Small Heath, Spitfire Island, Fort Parkway and 

West Boulevard, Quinton, Asda Car Park, Barnes Hill, Weoley castle, Tesco’s, 

Coleshill Heath Road, Hodge Hill, Tesco, Spring Hill, Soho and Landor Street, 

Birmingham. All of these areas have become another area of concern. 

25. I have produced a booklet containing 5 maps of the main locations where 

the street racing takes place across the Birmingham local authority. This is not 

a definitive map as the race organisers evolve on the Police attendance, they 

will change locations to find a new unused are. I can exhibit this booklet as 

MRC/3. 

26. The above-mentioned locations are well known throughout the street 

cruisers but will more often than not attend one of the major locations such as 

Heartlands Parkway of Asda, Minworth. On Police attending these events after 

a call from a member of the Public, the attendees will simply run to their 

vehicles and drive away from the area, the vehicles possibly racing will 

immediately drop their speed to prevent any prosecutions for various traffic 

offences. More often than not the meets will have a number of spotters, who 

park a small distance away from the meeting location and will inform the 

organisers on the approaching Police. On hearing this, the various organisers 

will contact the attendees on social media groups stating “Scatter”, the 

cruisers will then drive off awaiting a further postcode of the next location to 

be sent through. This tactic is very hard for the Police to combat, but with the 

use of plain traffic vehicles the Police are able to attend the meets without 

being seen. Unfortunately, the use of a plain traffic vehicle can’t always be 

guaranteed.  

OTHER REMEDIES 

27. There is a wealth of Road Traffic legislation available to Officers along with 

powers under the Police Reform Act (2002) the ‘2002’ Act’ and Anti-Social 
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Behaviour Crime and Policing 2014 Act, but these rely quite heavily on the 

Criminal Justice System to a large extent. Which means that some criminal 

behaviour must have taken place, and police must have caught the accused. 

The criminal justice system does not have any protective or preventative effect 

in stopping the street-cruises from taking place and, for the reasons I have 

already explained, policing large events is so resource intensive that WMP 

cannot realistically attend every event in the numbers necessary to apprehend 

significant numbers of participants.  

 

28. It follows from this that conventional policing and prosecution has very 

little if any deterrent effect. On many levels prosecuting individual drivers via 

the criminal justice system comes with its own problems, since Birmingham’s 

Street cruising injunction has not been enforced, the only way to prosecute the 

cruisers/drivers is to see a moving traffic offence and prosecute for that 

offence, such as careless driving, speeding or simply a construction and use 

offence. At the time of the offence, the driver is spoken to, but basically is 

allowed to go about their business, possibly re-joining the street cruisers at the 

next location. Once the driver is issued with a ticket for the offence it can take 

anywhere upwards of six months for their case to be heard, recently I have 

been in court with a careless drive that took nine months to get into Court. 

This is simply not providing the correct – or any - deterrent to change the 

mind-set of the cruiser to prevent them re-attending. 

29. There needs to be an alternative method of resolution. Injunctive relief 

operates to prevent the conduct described above from taking place, with the 

effect that residents, businesses, and other road users are not adversely 

affected and do not have to wait for a further disruptive event before action 

can be taken. We have also found that an injunction serves not only as a clear 

and immediate deterrent, but also as a means of immediate removal of the 

issue before an event can even begin. Enforcement of the injunction is very 

quickly spread through social media posts throughout the street cruising 

community and demonstrates a determination on the part of the Police that 

robust action is being taken. This not only deals with the individual at the time 

but sends a very important wider message. 
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30. I refer to the statements filed in support of these proceedings which paint 

a picture of the effect of street cruising on the community. In particular: 

i) Councillor David Barrie is the local councillor for Sutton, Walmley and 

Minworth area of Birmingham and represents 12000 residents. He will 

describe the issues taking place on Asda, Minworth car park, where stunts and 

dangerous driving takes place. 

ii)Mr Alan Robinson, will state that he travels on the bus through Heartlands 

Parkway, he regularly sees the Street cruisers at Saltley gate, Heartlands 

Parkway, and on one occasion saw dozens of racing cars, driving around the 

island at high speed, he felt in danger from the racing vehicles. 

iii)Mr Harry Stileman, who lives in the vicinity of West Boulevard, Quinton. He 

will state on some occasions the racing will take place on West Boulevard 

almost every weekend, where he sees car racing at between 80 and 100 mph, 

the racing has affected his quality of life and is extremely concerned that a 

serious collision will take place. 

iv) Mr Ian Sturmey, lives in the Nechells area of Birmingham and is affected by 

the street cruising at Saltley Gate Island, Heartlands Parkway. Mr Sturmey will 

say the street racing is having a detrimental effect on his daily life, preventing 

him from sleeping properly.  

v) Mr Joe Kelly, who lives in the Minworth area of Birmingham, and who will 

statement relates to the issues at Asda, Minworth and the A38 Sutton bypass. 

He will state that he calls the Police on a regular basis regarding, due to the 

racers dangerous driving and the quality of his family’s life due to noise and is 

fully supportive of the injunction. 

vi) Mr Lou Richards, who lives in the Minworth area of Birmingham. He will 

state he has been affected by the anti-social behaviour caused by the street 

cruisers. In July 2021 he was assaulted on the car park of Asda, Minworth. He is 

fully supportive of the new Injunction application. 

vii) Mr K. Ndow works as a security guard at Asda, Minworth, he will state he 

has noticed the increase in activity on the car park since the previous 

injunction has stopped been enforced.  
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viii) Mr Richard Evans, lives within the area of the A38 Minworth, he will state 

that he is a regular caller to the Police in relation to the anti-social behaviour 

caused by the Street cruisers. He is aware that the street cruisers will use the 

A38 as a racetrack and that they use this stretch of road on a weekly basis. 

ix) Mr T. Newell, lives within the area of Sutton Coldfield, near to the A38 

Sutton bypass, states that the noise from the racing course wakes him up on a 

regular basis and that he has thought about selling his house due to this issue. 

x) Miss N. Al lives near to West Boulevard, Quinton, she will say that she is 

concerned for her safety from the street racing, and she has called the police 

on numerous occasions due to the anti-social behaviour. 

 

31. Over the past 3 years of my involvement in Operation Hercules, Police have 

attempted to change driver behaviour using a number of different methods.  

One such method was on 29th May 2020, whereby 85 vehicles were stopped on 

the A38, Sutton bypass, near to the M6 Toll Road, these vehicles had been 

cruising around Solihull before entering Birmingham and travelling along the 

A47 Fort Parkway and then driving along the A38. All of the drivers and 

passengers were engaged with, and attempts were made to educate the 

attendees of this particular street cruise about the potential dangers 

associated with car cruising and actively taking part in street racing. This 

enforcement took 4 hours to deal with all the parties; however, this 

demonstrated to other road users that action will be taken, this technique, 

however, has proved unsuccessful and appears to have had no effect on the 

number of street-cruises taking place or the number of attendees at these 

events. Indeed, as I have said, demonstrated street cruising is on the increase 

regionally and on a national level. 

32. Other options available to the Police to change the driver behaviour is the 

issuing of fixed penalty notices for offences such as Careless driving, speeding, 

mobile phone offences or basic construction and use, but as previously 

mentioned this can take time to achieve the necessary prosecution either in 

court or an acceptance of the offence. The combination of points on their 

licence and a financial penalty can on occasions deal with poor driving 

standards. However, just the sheer volume of participants means that the vast 
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majority will not be prosecuted and will therefore just carry on attending the 

street cruising events.  

33. On a few occasions Police will see some kind of dangerous driving or will be 

engaged in a pursuit, where the offending vehicle then fails to stop for Police. 

This type of offence can lead to a custodial sentence depending on the severity 

of the offence, but these types of incidents are few and far between, having 

little impact on the larger group. 

34. Public Spaces Protection Orders under the 2014 Act may also in principle 

be available, but these are beyond my expertise and so I shall leave it to others 

to explain how they work and whether they could be effective. I have seen the 

witness statement of Michelle Lowbridge however, and based on that 

evidence, I agree that a PSPO would be difficult to implement and would not 

be likely to be an effective remedy. In my limited knowledge of the PSPO 

orders, I do feel that the transient nature of the Street cruisers would simply 

mean that if a small area, such as Saltley Gate is covered by one of these 

orders the street cruisers would simply drive 5 minutes down the road to 

another location not covered by the order. 

 

35. Under Section 59 of the Police Reform Act 2002, Officers have the power to 

stop vehicles from driving or to remove them from the road or from a private 

place, where they are involved in careless or inconsiderate driving and have 

caused anti-social behaviour.  This is a useful power, but again it requires the 

driver to have committed the anti-social and bad driving behaviour, which it is 

the purpose of this application to prevent, and ultimately the offending driver 

will get their vehicle back, possibly the following day and then will be in a 

position to reoffend. 

Injunctions against named individuals: 

36.  Where we are able to identify individuals, it is possible to name them as 

respondents to an injunction application, as we have done in the present case. 

There are, however, too many people involved, and too transient a street-

cruising population to consider individual injunctions alone. I have read the 

statement of Michelle Lowbridge and agree with the evidence it contains that 
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it would simply not be possible to issue proceedings against several hundred 

participants after each event, even were we to be able to stop and identify 

them all. 

IMPACT OF THE INJUNCTION 

37. When Birmingham City Council obtained the original Sec 222 Street 

cruising Injunction in 2016, the effect on the street cruisers was almost 

instantaneous, in that due to the possibility of arrest the Street cruiser meets 

virtually stopped. I did refer to it as like a “silver bullet”, and for approximately 

18 months the situation didn’t change, to the point where the Police as a 

whole regarded the issue to have permanently gone away. A noticeable drop 

in Police call logs from members of the public drastically dropped to the point 

where the Police as a whole didn’t need to target the historical racing 

locations. It was felt that the introduction of the injunction was extremely 

successful.  

 

38. The Organisers of street-cruising meetings in Birmingham are well aware 

that the injunctions were no longer enforceable until the Court of Appeal 

decision issued this year and as a result the impact has been profound. Over 

the last 18 months since the current Sec 222 Street Cruising Injunction has not 

been enforced, I have spoken to hundreds of drivers and passengers, who 

were involved in the street cruising scene. The one comment I hear on a 

regular basis is “There’s no injunction now, so there is nothing the Police can 

do” there is a firm belief that without the injunctions power the Police cannot 

stop the large scale meets. A number of the street cruisers describe what they 

do as being like a religion and nothing the Police will do will stop them 

attending apart from sending them to prison. One individual street cruiser 

even stated to me “The only way you will stop me is to cut my legs off”. He 

genuinely believed this; he has subsequently been sent to prison for 

disqualified driving.  

39. Officers are currently heavily reliant on traffic law, but this fails to impact 

on those who attend to spectate, as I have said, and for the reasons I have 

given, it is not effective against such a large, transient, and continually 

returning group of people. I believe that nothing short of an injunction will be 
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effective in stopping these individuals, as it was before the cruisers came to 

understand that it was no longer enforceable.  

 

40. I do believe that with the supporting injunction in place and with Operation 

Hercules team providing knowledge and briefings Officers will be adequately 

equipped to utilise the current traffic law within a combination of specific multi 

agency operations to target the street cruisers. West Midlands Police are 

increasingly working with local authorities, VOSA (vehicle and operator 

services agency) and specially trained PG 9 trained officers, which enables the 

Police to deal with a large group of street cruisers either on a car park or with a 

road, identifying faults or offences and prosecuting the drivers. The PG 9 

officers are able to prohibit the vehicles, using these powers in combination 

with the injunction with have a massive ripple effect throughout the street 

cruising scene.  

Power of Arrest 

41. The injunction needs to be supported by a power of arrest. Where police 

are dealing with a highly mobile and transient population who do not wish to 

stop cruising and can simply move to a new location, it is the only means of 

stopping the highly dangerous and disruptive conduct immediately. There is 

plainly a significant risk of harm from this conduct to a wide range of members 

of the public, including the cruisers and spectators themselves, as I have 

described above. 

42. It has been demonstrated time and again that arresting offenders is a 

highly effective deterrent in street-cruising cases. I have witnessed first-hand 

the effect the immediate arrest of a driver, who has breached an injunction, 

has had on the other street racers present. It sends a massive message to all 

the other drivers and spectators, to the point that on many occasions the night 

is finished, and they go home, not wanting to be the next driver to be arrested. 

This point is greatly increased when the arrest is advertised with the help of 

social media and the local press. The reverberations throughout the car scene 

after the arrest is posted on West Midlands Police Twitter of Facebook is 

incalculable. This only helps promote the Injunction and spreads the word to 
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the public about the actions the Police and local authority are taking to deal 

with the issue. 

43. A power of arrest as part of an injunction is important not only to prevent 

immediate offending from an individual or group of individuals but also to send 

a wider message to those persistent offenders that there is an immediate 

means of addressing their actions which carries robust consequences.  

44. I also believe that a civil remedy of this kind has the added benefit of 

preventing some participants from entering into the criminal justice system 

with all the negative consequences that that has for their future prospects and 

will without doubt also save the lives of others. 

 

PERSONS UNKNOWN 

45. Certainly, for the last 18 months or so, there have been very few arrests 

involving street racers. This is, partially due to a lack of Police numbers and 

Criminal Evidence Act 1984 powers, in that a driver will only be arrested for the 

very serious offences such as dangerous driving or failing to stop for Police, 

where a pursuit has taken place. These offences are rarely seen due to the 

nature of road layouts and street racing participants seeing the Police early 

and warning other participants. On any given night Operation Hercules team 

may only have two officers on duty, it is unfortunately part of Policing that 

when an offender is arrested that particular Police crew will then be off the 

streets for at least 4 hours, this fact causes the issue of allowing the street 

cruisers to carry on potentially driving in a dangerous manner, causing anti-

social behaviour.  

46. The Police did see a substantial decrease in numbers of calls to the Police 

during the COVID lockdown, there are many contributing factors to this, but 

after a couple of months of lockdown the street cruisers did start to meet up 

within the West Midlands, however the numbers remained low due to COVID 

fines being handed out, which was many and the formulation of the Operation 

Hercules team. This team was specifically put together to target the street 

cruisers. The team became very aware of the locations the gathering were 

taking place and even though they were not able to stop street racing within 
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the street cruisers, the length of time the cruisers were at any one location was 

kept to a minimum, hence why the amount of calls to service has remained 

relatively low. 

47. In the last 18 months there have been 853 calls to service covering 4 

locations within the Birmingham Local Authority. These calls are broken down 

into the following locations. 

i) A47 Heartlands Parkway 351 calls  

ii) A47 Fort Parkway 126 calls 

iii) A38 Sutton Bypass 198 calls 

iv) West Boulevard, Quinton 178 calls. 

49. This is averaging just under 50 calls per month; however, this does not 

include the areas of Solihull and the Black Country. The cost to Police to attend 

these logs and to deal with any of the issues has a massive impact in the ability 

of the Police to deal with other potentially more serious offences. The Policing 

from the Operation Hercules team has been very robust and has definitely 

displaced some of the Street cruisers to other locations in the West Midlands 

such as Dudley, West Bromwich, Solihull and even further afield, such as 

Milton Keynes, Leicester, Derby, and Staffordshire. There is no doubt in my 

mind that the bad days of previous years will definitely return without this 

style of Policing being present and can only improve with the reintroduction of 

a new Injunction and the extra powers it provides. 

50. The Operation Hercules team has dealt with a large number of potential 

street-cruisers by reporting them for various driving offences. On an average 

month Operation Hercules team consisting of two officers, will report 

approximately 150 drivers for a variety of offences including careless driving, 

Excess speed, no insurance or construction and use offences. This has 

increased vastly on previous years due to the dedicated team looking at this 

specific problem. As per my previous comments the time it is taking to get 

these individuals through the Criminal Court system having an adverse effect 

and is simply allowing this anti-social behaviour to persist for months awaiting 

a court date. 
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51. We have also issued in excess of 500 of drivers with Section. 59, 2002 Act, 

warnings to drivers for using their vehicles in an anti-social manner, this 

warning lasts for 12 months, but has not prevented the same vehicles 

returning to take part in the street cruising. It simply makes the driver more 

aware of the potential of the Police to seize their vehicle if they commit a 

careless or inconsiderate offence, coupled with any anti-social behaviour.  

52. The street cruising organisers are well aware of the Sec 59 powers and are 

even advising anyone receiving the warning of their rights and that the Police 

have to return the said seized vehicle the following day, this has empowered 

the cruisers to not be as fearful of this power as they will only be deprived of 

the vehicle for 24 hours. However, due to the large number of participants, the 

changing nature of the group and the small proportion of arrests made, it is 

impossible to identify all or most of the persons involved in street-cruising.  

53. Even though hundreds of S.59 Warnings and have been issued, and 

numerous  individuals have been prosecuted through Traffic Process, if Officers 

had the knowledge and support of an Injunction many of the individuals dealt 

with would have been arrested, the importance of the power of arrest cannot 

be underestimated, one reason being it immediately removes the danger from 

the road and means on that occasion the driver cannot commit any further 

offences or even worse be involved in a serious collision, but the arrest is seen 

by the larger group of street cruisers and they are left in no uncertain terms 

that if they continue to drive or behave in this manner they too may have their 

liberty taken.  Due to the overwhelming reliance on social media that these 

groups have, and also the outreach that West Midlands Police Facebook and 

Twitter has, these high-profile arrests would make a real difference in the 

cruisers willingness to attend such events. 

54. As mentioned earlier and evidenced by the accident in Hertfordshire (Ref 

MRC/1), the unlawful behaviour in which street-cruisers engage puts 

themselves, spectators, Police, and members of the public caught in the 

middle of such meetings at a significant risk of harm. On 30th June 2019, I 

personally witnessed traffic officers being assaulted and having their traffic car 

damaged, where a missile was thrown through the rear window and the officer 

had a stone thrown at him, hitting him on the head, this took place on the 

Saltley Gate roundabout at the junction of Heartlands Parkway. This was all 
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due to the Police stopping a street cruiser in an area where over 300 

spectators had formed to watch the driving. Also mentioned earlier a member 

of the public was threatened and then assaulted on the car park of Asda, 

Minworth, where he was knocked to the ground and his phone stolen.  

 

KNOWLEDGE OF THE LAST INJUNCTION 

 

55. Signs are currently located in the following locations, many of which are 

street-cruising hotspots: 

 

1. Heartlands Parkway@ Bromford Island  

2. Heartlands Parkway@ Cuckoo Road Island 

3. Saltley Gate Island, Heartlands Parkway/Saltley Road 

4. Nechells Parkway @ Lawley Middleway 

5. A38 Sutton bypass (Bassett’s Pole) into city. 

6. A38 Sutton bypass, near M6 toll junction. 

7. A38 Sutton bypass out of city. 

8. A38 Sutton bypass @ Minworth, Island into city. 

9. Kingsbury Road @ Minworth, Island out of city. 

10.  Kingsbury Road @ Tyburn House Island. 

11.  A45, Small Heath Highway @Poets Corner Island. 

12.  A45, Small Heath Highway@ Heybarnes Island. 

13.  A45, Coventry Road@ Swan Island. 

14.  A45, Coventry Road @Hobs Moat Road. 

15.  A45, Coventry Road @ Goodway Road. 
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Below is an example of one of the signs placed on many of the arterial routes 

in and out of Birmingham. 

 

 

 

56. Additionally, the injunction was widely publicised across a variety of 

channels at the time when it came in force both locally and nationally. It would 

be virtually impossible for street-cruisers not to be aware of the last injunction. 

In fact, when stopped, many often commented on such signs, informing the 

Police that they are aware of the injunctions signs as they say, “You can’t miss 

them”, but I personally have been told on more than one occasion that they 

believed the Sec 222 Injunction had stopped. 

57. The importance of the signage and a large-scale media report cannot be 

underestimated. I am aware on more than one occasion that when a street 

cruiser has been arrested, they will state that “They didn’t know about the 

injunction” even though it had been widely publicised, and they had driven 

past the signage on more than one occasion that evening. On Birmingham local 

authority obtaining a new Sec 222 High Court Street Cruising injunction, this 
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will again need to be advertised via various media news outlets and via social 

media, locally and nationally.    

 

ENGAGING WITH OTHER LOCAL AUTHORITIES 

58. Engagement is at the heart of my work ethos, I try to encourage and expect 

this from my team and as with many Police initiatives, partnership work is 

essential. Due to my knowledge within the field of Street cruising and street 

racing I have work with various Police forces and local authorities throughout 

the Country.  

59. Only recently I am working in partnership with the Metropolitan Police 

Force and Newham London Borough Council in relation to their ever-increasing 

issue with illegal street racing and street cruising. I am in the process of 

advising the local authority as to the advantages of a Street cruising junction 

and various other tactical options for the Police can invoke. I have also been 

working along Stevenage Police for the same reason. I have also working 

closely with both Solihull and Black Country local authorities, in renewing their 

injunctions and more recently try to obtain a further Injunction for the Black 

Country. Operation Hercules has been a West Midlands initiative based around 

the Street Cruising sec 222 injunction.  

60. In the last 18 months a team of 4 officers has been created to purely 

provide a tactical response to the ever-increasing issue of illegal street racing 

and street cruising. The Hercules team has become very proficient at attending 

and dealing quickly to the street cruisers, so much so that we have push large 

volumes of the cruisers to our neighbouring Police forces. I am therefore 

working alongside these forces on a regional basis to advise and provide 

support to enable them to deal with illegal street racing. 

61. The tactical side of Operation Hercules is very much a first of its kind and it 

is hoped that its success with the support of positive intervention of the courts 

that a precedent of positive action can be taken. 

 

62. I am willing to attend court. 
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STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

I 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 honest belief in its truth. 

 

Signed……M.Campbell………………………… 

NAME MARK CAMPBELL 

Police Officer 

Dated this       24th            day of        October                            2022 
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(1) Birmingham City Council 
(2) Claimant 

 (3) 1st  
(4) Mark Campbell 
(5) Exhibit: “MRC” 

(6)24 /10 /22 
 

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

 
 

Claim Number:  
 
 

B E T W E E N: 
 
 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 
 

Claimant 
 

- and – 
 

                                      
PERSONS UNKNOWN 

                                  
Defendant  

 
  

 

 
EXHIBIT “MRC1” 

 

 
 

This is the Exhibit marked “MRC1 " referred to in the Witness Statement of 
MARK CAMPBELL. 
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(1) Birmingham City Council 
(2) Claimant 

 (3) 1st  
(4) Mark Campbell 
(5) Exhibit: “MRC” 

(6)24 /10 /22 
 

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

 
 

Claim Number:  
 
 

B E T W E E N: 
 
 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 
 

Claimant 
 

- and – 
 

                                      
PERSONS UNKNOWN 

                                  
Defendant  

 
  

 

 
EXHIBIT “MRC2” 

 

 
 

This is the Exhibit marked “MRC2" referred to in the Witness Statement of 
MARK CAMPBELL. 
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(1) Birmingham City Council 
(2) Claimant 

 (3) 1st  
(4) Mark Campbell 
(5) Exhibit: “MRC” 

(6)24 /10 /22 
 

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

 
 

Claim Number:  
 
 

B E T W E E N: 
 
 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 
 

Claimant 
 

- and – 
 

                                      
PERSONS UNKNOWN 

                                  
Defendant  

 
  

 

 
EXHIBIT “MRC3” 

 

 
 

This is the Exhibit marked “MRC3" referred to in the Witness Statement of 
MARK CAMPBELL. 
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Heartlands Parkway

Heartlands Parkway 
Island @ Aston Church 
Road.

Saltley Gate Island, 
Nechells Parkway.
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A38 Sutton Coldfield Bypass

A38 into city. M6 Toll slip road. 
Numerous vehicles park at this 
location.
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Fort Parkway
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Fort Parkway / Spitfire Island

Roundabout  A47 
@ Tangmere 
Driveto drift 
around.

Spectators and vehicles 
park up at entrance to 
the Industrial Park.
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West Boulevard, Quinton

Street racing takes place 
between these two points
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(1) Birmingham City Council 
(2) Claimant 

(3) Statement of Mark Campbell 
(4) 2nd 

(5) Exhibits" 
(6) 1/12/2022 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

KING'S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

Claim No: KB-2022-BHN-000221 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1 ), Senior 

Courts Act 1981, s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 

1972 and s.130, Highways Act 1980. 

BETWEEN: 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL 

and 

(1) D1 AHZI NAG MADIN 

D2 JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

03 CHARLTON BECKFORD 

D3 4-RASHANI REID 

Di~THOMAS WHITTAKER 

De~ ARTHUR ROGERS 

D+~  

Claimant 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS AND/OR WHO ORGANISE/PROMOTE/PUBLICISE 

IN ANY MANNER STREET CRUISES 

1 of 5 

ABC
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WITNESS STATEMENT OF 
MARK CAMPBELL 

I, Mark Campbell, of West Midlands Police, will say as follows: 

Defendants 

1. I am PC 6018 Campbell, and I am making this statement on behalf 
of the West Midlands Police in support of the claimant's application 
for an Injunction in relation to Street cruising within Birmingham. I 
have been a Police Officer for 25 years and have worked on a 
number of specialist teams. I am now subject lead for Operation 
Hercules which is the West Midlands Police tactical approach to 
street cruising, which over the last couple of years has become a 
growing issue. I have been West Midlands lead on this subject for 
approximately 3 years, and in that time, I have witnessed the 
organised approach that organisers take in facilitating such events. 
I have had a leading role in a number of different approaches to 
tackle the issues that street cruising causes. This application 
however is made knowing the positive impact which a further 
injunction would have in supporting the Police to tackle the unlawful 
behaviour of the individuals who put the public at risk on an 
increasing frequent basis. 

2. I make this 2No statement in support of the Claimant and further to 
my statement dated 24th October 2022. I am duly authorised to do 
so. 

3. Within my statement I referred to a number of individuals who are 
named as Defendants who have either attended street cruising or 
played a part in organising the street cruising meets. I would like to 
describe their involvement in either organising or spectating at 
these illegal meets. 

4. The 1st being Ahzi NAGMADIN, it was established that he ran an 
lnstagram group called "Forza_birmingham, this social media 
platform was used to organise street racing meets throughout the 
West Midlands area. The site also posted images and videos of 
street racing, promoting these meets to thousands of followers to 
his group. NAGMADIN would also attend the street cruising meets 
as a spectator, videoing the racing and even coordinating racing. 
NAGMADIN was stopped driving his White Ford Fiesta by Police 
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and was handed a section 59 Police Reform Act warning. 
NAGMADIN was previously questioned about his role in organising 
Street racing, he admitted a small part in the organising of Street 
cruising meets. 

5. The 2nd being Jessica Ellen ROBERTS, it was believed that 
ROBERTS ran a whats App group called "Rose Gold" in which she 
used Whats App social media site to organise street cruisers to 
meet at certain locations, where street racing would then take 
place. She was also interviewed regarding her involvement but has 
ultimately denied involvement. ROBERTS was a regular attendee 
at the street cruising meets, seen driving her previously owned Mini 
Cooper. ROBERTS was stopped together with 72 other vehicles in 
convoy travelling along the A38 Sutton bypass vehicles on 31 st May 
2020, where she was issued with a Section 59 Police and Reform 
Act warning. She was also reported for breaching the Section 222 
High court street cruising injunction. 

6. The 3rd being Rashani REID, he is believed to previously run an 
lnstagram account called "Birmingham outlaws", this account 
promoted street cruising within the West Midlands area. REID was 
also seen on numerous occasions in his Silver Honda Civic at 
locations where street racing was taking place, this was either as a 
spectator or driving. REID, as per ROBERTS was also stopped 
together with 72 other vehicles in convoy travelling along the A38 
Sutton bypass on 31 st May 2020, where he was issued with a 
Section 59 Police and Reform Act warning. He was also reported 
for breaching the Section 222 High court street cruising injunction. 

7. The 4th being Thomas WHITTAKER, he is believed to run an 
lnstagram social media account called WV racetrack, this site was 
used to organise street cruising meets throughout the West 
Midlands. WHITTAKER was previously interviewed about his 
involvement in the organising of these meets but denied any 
involvement. WHITTAKER has been seen on numerous occasions 
in his white Mercedes in attendance at locations where street racing 
had taken place. On 21/08/21 WHITTAKER was stopped by Police 
driving his Mercedes having been seen at a number of locations 
where street racing had taken place. On a separate occasion I saw 
and spoke with WHITTAKER at Junction 1 of the MS, just on the 
Staffordshire Police area, where a group of street racers were 
located. WHITTAKER was waiting at the scene of a minor collision, 
on Police arrival a number of vehicles believed to be taking part in 
street racing made off from the scene. 
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8. The 5th being Arthur MASON-ROGERS, he is believed to run 
lnstagram account "modified midlands". This account was previously 
used to promote street cruising/street racing in the West Midlands 
area and Staffordshire. MASON-ROGERS has owned a number of 
vehicles seen actively taking part in street cruising or parked up at 
locations where street racing has taken place. On
27/08/21 a BMW, vrm WJ10XEL, registered and insured to 
MASON-RODERS was seen on Heartlands Parkway at the time car 
cruising was taking place at this location. On 01/11/21 
MASONROGERS was stopped in a Red VW Golf as a passenger, 
this vehicle had been earlier seen in the night at locations where 
street racing had just taken place.

9. The 6th and last defendant, named as  
ABC.  is believed to run the lnstagram account called" 

", again this social media site was being used to 
promote illegal street cruising meets in the West Midlands area. 
- A B C  has not been seen taking part in illegal street 
racing but has been seen at location where street racing/car cruising 
has taken place. - ABC was the passenger of a fiat Abarth, 
which was seen on the A38 Sutton bypass, where street racing was 
taking place, the driver of the Fiat Arbarth was spoken to and handed 
a section 59 warning for the anti-social use of the vehicle.

10. On the 30th 
of May 2020 71 drivers were stopped by West Midlands 

Police and informed that they were in breach of Birmingham's Street 
cruising injunction dated 22 October 2019 and handed a copy of said 
injunction. This was the last large operation carried out against street 
cruisers due to expense and the various court rulings which 
prevented enforcement. I provided a copy of this list which details the 
names, date of birth and address of those stopped. I understand that 
Birmingham City Council have written to each of these drivers 
advising them of these proceedings.

11. Finally, I confirm that I have made arrangements with West Midlands 
Comms team to put onto the West Midlands Police website, twitter, 
Facebook pages a link provided to me by Birmingham City Council 

which leads to details of the hearing date on the 7th December 2022 
and documents. I confirm from my own knowledge that ' street 
cruisers' watch these outlets in order to
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know what the police are doing and I believe this information should 
come to the attention of those who are involved in street cruising. 

12.1 am willing to attend court to give evidence. 

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

I believe that the facts stated 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 honest belief in its truth 

Signed 

West Midlands Police 

Dated this 1st day of December 2022 
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(1) Birmingham City Council 
(2) Claimant 

(3) Statement of Mark Campbell 
(4) 3rd   

(5) Exhibits” 
(6)      9/12/2022 

 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE Claim No: KB-2022-BHM-000221  

KING’S BENCH DIVISION 

BIRMINGHAM DISTRICT REGISTRY 

 

In the matter of an application for an injunction under s.37(1), Senior 

Courts Act 1981, s.1, Localism Act 2011, s.222, Local Government Act 

1972 and s.130, Highways Act 1980. 

 

B E T W E E N : 

 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COUNCIL  
Claimant 

and 

(1) AHZI NAGMADIN 

(2) JESSICA ELLEN ROBERTS 

(4) RASHANI REID 

(5) THOMAS WHITTAKER 

(6) ARTHUR ROGERS 

(7) ABC 

(8) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO PARTICIPATE OR INTEND TO 

PARTICIPATE IN STREET-CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM, AS CAR 

DRIVERS, MOTORCYCLE RIDERS, PASSENGERS AND/OR 

SPECTATORS  

(9) PERSONS UNKNOWN WHO, OR WHO INTEND TO, ORGANISE, 

PROMOTE OR PUBLICISE STREET CRUISES IN BIRMINGHAM 

Defendants 
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WITNESS STATEMENT OF 

  MARK CAMPBELL 

 

 

I, Mark Campbell, of West Midlands Police, will say as follows: 

 

1. I am PC 6018 Campbell, and I am making this statement on behalf 

of the West Midlands Police in support of the claimant’s application 

for an urgent interim Injunction in relation to Street cruising within 

Birmingham and in support of the Claimant’s application for 

alternative service. 

2. I have been a Police Officer for 25 years and have worked on a 

number of specialist teams. I am now subject lead for Operation 

Hercules which is the West Midlands Police tactical approach to 

street cruising. This has become a growing issue over the last 

couple of years. I have been West Midlands lead on this subject for 

approximately 3 years, and in that time, I have learned how the 

organisers facilitate such events. I have had a leading role in a 

number of different approaches to tackle the issues that street 

cruising causes. For example, I have together with the West 

Midlands Fire service developed a diversionary/educational course, 

highlighting the dangers of attending street cruising meets and the 

ripple effect that takes place if a collision occurs. Operation 

Hercules team have been involved in executing a number of 

warrants on individuals believed to be involved in organising or 

promoting street cruising, these warrants have had an impact on 

some of the organisers, but this tactic need to continue due to other 

organisers coming to the forefront.   

3.  I make this 3rd statement further to my statements dated 24th 

October 2022 and 1st December 2022. I am duly authorised to do 

so.  
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Alternative Service 

4. I was asked by Birmingham Local authority to advertise on the 

West Midlands Police social media pages this application for a High 

Court street cruising injunction to draw this application to a wide 

audience who may have an interest in street cruising and to enable 

them to attend court if they wished.  West Midlands Police 

advertised the new application on West Midlands Police/ 

Birmingham Police Facebook and Twitter feeds. The Facebook 

post was viewed by 154 people and we received 95 comments.  

 

5. In particular, the Facebook post brought the proceedings to the 

attention of the Fourth Defendant, Rashani REID, the contact 

details for whom the Local Authority nor the Police previously had. 

The Fourth Defendant telephoned the Police and spoke to me. He 

told me that he had viewed the West Midlands Police Facebook 

post and asked why his name had appeared as a defendant as he 

stated that he did not organise street racing. He was spoken to 

regarding the fact that he had previously admitted to organising 

static meets within a car park and he had previously been seen 

attending these meets. REID was informed that Birmingham Local 

Authority were applying for a new High Court Street cruising 

injunction. The very fact that REID read the West Midlands 

Facebook post only highlights the effectiveness of advertising on 

social-media.  

 

6. As part of the “Operation Hercules” tactical plan of dealing with the 

Street cruisers/street racers we often use West Midlands Traffic 

Facebook page to advertise the Police’s response to any illegal 

street cruising meets. Over the last two years it has become clear 

that a very large number of the street cruisers, who attend meets in 

the West Midlands follow the various West Midlands Police 

Facebook and Twitter accounts. On numerous occasions the Police 

having had arrested someone in relation to street racing or seized a 
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car for taking part in this illegal activity, posted about this on social 

media, and the post has received over 500 comments. On a few 

occasions the number of comments has reached nearly 1 

thousand. A number of the comments or views were from 

individuals that I personally recognise from either attending or 

promoting street cruising meets. 

 

Interim Injunction. 

 

7. In my profession opinion an interim injunction needs to be in place 

urgently and before Christmas.  

 

 
8. On Sunday 20th November 2022, there was a horrendous road 

traffic collision in which two young individuals lost their lives and 

two other spectators were seriously hurt, one received live 

changing injuries.This double fatality was directly linked to an illegal 

street racing meet incident in Oldbury. The two individuals who lost 

their lives were spectating at the race and the driver, who was 

arrested at the scene admitted attending the meet, but to purely 

show his car. This reasons for the collision are still currently being 

investigated. No further details can be released.  

 
9. These incidents, in combination with the incidents that I described 

in my first witness statement dated 24 October 2022 at paragraphs 

10, 13 and 54, highlight the real dangers caused by street cruising 

and brings the untold tragedy to the forefront of everyone’s minds. 

Had these illegal street cruising meets not taken place then those 

individuals killed would still be alive.  

 
10.  The fact that the two most recent street cruising events were held 

within such a short period of time of each other also suggests that 

the organisers are taking advantage of the fact that the previous 

street-cruising injunction is no longer in place.  
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11. The crash that happened on 20 November 2022 also highlights the 

need for the various approaches taken by the Police to combat 

street cruising to work in combination with an injunction. This 

tragedy is personal to me in that I knew one of the deceased. I had 

spoken to him on numerous occasions, and had also attended a 

diversionary/educational course that I run, which aims to 

highlighting the dangers of attending these meets. If an injunction 

had been in force on 20 November 2022, it is significantly less likely 

that the street cruise would have been organised, and therefore the 

now deceased would not have had the opportunity to attend.  

 

12. The circumstances of these deaths is not just something that 

happens in the West Midlands area, but a number of deaths 

throughout the England directly result from illegal street cruising 

meets. 

 
13. I am aware of three upcoming street racing meets. The first and 

second organised meets are due to be held on Friday 9th December 

2022 and Saturday 17th December 2022 in Birmingham at an 

undisclosed location. These meets are organised via a number of 

regional groups and are expected to be well attended.  

 

14. The third illegal meet I am aware of is due to take place on 26th 

December, this is an annual event and always attracts large 

numbers of vehicles to various locations in the Birmingham and 

West Midlands areas, including the areas proposed to be covered 

by the Black Country Injunction application. Last years’ Boxing Day 

meet attracted in the region of two hundred vehicles. During the 

event, those cars raced each other along roads including the A38 

Sutton by pass, A47 including Port Parkway and Heartlands 

Parkway. Futhermore, the event attracted large amounts of anti-

social behaviour including criminal damage in a number of car 

parks including Asda, Minworth where Christmas trees were set on 

fire with the flames from modified cars.  
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15. 2023 will no doubt attract even more street cruising events which 

again will no doubt turn into illegal street racing, causing untold 

dangers to not only the car racers themselves, the spectators, but 

also innocent members of the public. 

 

16. The reason I feel so strongly about this is because I have been 

tackling the issue of illegal street cruising for a number of years, 

and it has been proved that not just one type of enforcement will 

stop this illegal activity, a multi-pronged response including a Street 

cruising injunction is required. The Police have used various tactics 

in order to reduce the sheer volumes of calls that the Police receive 

on a weekly basis and has had some success, however from 

speaking with a large number of attendees to the street racing I am 

often told “You will not stop this”. In my experience, an injunction 

with a power of arrest enables the police not only to arrest 

individuals involved in a street cruising meet, thereby disrupting that 

meet, but also means that people disperse in order to avoid being 

arrested. This is a very powerful tool. At the moment the individuals 

involved still organise more meets and unfortunately lessons are 

not learned. I cannot state how important the obtaining of interim 

relief is due to this attitude. 

17. I am willing to attend court to give evidence. 

 

STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

I believe that the facts stated 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 honest belief in its truth 

 

Signed  M.Campbell 
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West Midlands Police 

 

Dated this 9th  day of December 2022 
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Signature ……………………………………………….      Signature witnessed by …………………………………………… 

 
OFFICIAL – (when complete) 

 

03/2016 

OFFICIAL – (when complete) 
 

MG11 

 

                                          WITNESS STATEMENT 

Criminal Procedure Rules, r 27.2; Criminal Justice Act 1967, s. 9; Magistrates’ Courts Act 1980, s.5B 

 

Crime No.        

 
 

URN        

 
Statement of  MR IAN STURMEY 

Age if under 18 OV 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  FIREFIGHTER 

This statement (consisting of 1 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  I Sturmey  (witness) Date   24/01/2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am the above named person and I live at 43 Bloomsbury Walk, Nechells, Birmingham B7 5DG. This 

relates to the street racing that is happening in my area. 

This is impacting my daily life and work life as the street racing constantly wakes me up at night and this 

leads to me having poor sleep and this is affecting my work work duties and home life. The street racing has 

a constant impact on us as its not just the seeing and hearing of the racing itself it’s the RTC's that are 

happening on Nechells Parkway Island which then require the emergency serices to constantly be called 

out which is then further disruption. 

I'm having to constantly 101 to report these incidents that are happening and because of this i've received 

extra stresses as I've been targeted and threatened by the people involved and this is because I have been 

seen calling the Police to report what's happened. 

Also because of this street racing there is a ASB happening because after they are done they are leaving 

loads of litter in the places they have been parked up. The clean up that is required afterwards is a lot and 

this makes the area look and feel like a mess. 

I've seen that from the operation that happened a few years back it did have a massive impact but it as 

started to slowly increase again and I'm having to make more calls emergency services because of this 

disruption. 

My quality of sleep has been massively impacted because I work shifts and if it doesn't wake me during the 

night I've found that I struggle to now get to sleep as I'm almost waiting for the noises and disruption to start. 

Again this also impacting my work life as I work as a fire fighter as that is already a high stress job I don't 

need the extra stress and loss of sleep because of these incidents.  
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Signature ……………………………………………….      Signature witnessed by …………………………………………… 

 
OFFICIAL – (when complete) 

 

03/2016 

OFFICIAL – (when complete) 
 

MG11 

 

                                          WITNESS STATEMENT 

Criminal Procedure Rules, r 27.2; Criminal Justice Act 1967, s. 9; Magistrates’ Courts Act 1980, s.5B 

 

Crime No.        

 
 

URN        

 
Statement of  Cllr David Barrie 

Age if under 18 ov 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  Councillor 

This statement (consisting of 2 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  David Barrie  (witness) Date   20/01/2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am the above named person and I am the Councillor for the Sutton, Walmley and Minworth area of 

Birmingham. I have held this position for 12 years and I represent approximately 12000 residents. 

I am providing this statement in support of the imposition of a new Birmingham Car cruising injunction 

covering the Birmingham Local authority area. Due to the position I hold within the local community I am 

made aware of the issues the local residence suffer from on a weekly basis. The area of Sutton, Walmley 

and Minworth suffer continued problems with illegal car cruising along the A38, Sutton by pass and Walmley 

Ash Road. This in turn brings with it racing at excessive speeds on residential roads as well as dual 

carriageways, anti-social behaviour on Asdas, Minworth’s car park, where the majority of the street 

racing/car cruisers meet. On numerous occasions there can be anywhere from 100 to 200 vehicles racing 

around the car park and reforming stunts, such as speeding, skidding their vehicles and doing burnouts. We 

can have hundreds of spectators gathering to watch the stunts, within the groups that gather there is often 

evidence of drug taking, damage and littering left for others to clean up.  These onlookers are also at risk 

with cars performing doughnuts and skidding. Whilst efforts made by the police have considerably reduced 

the symptoms of this disease the symptoms continue and we are more than aware that the Police can only 

do so much. One major concern is that when the police legitimately break up some meetings the offenders 

divert to local roads where the risk to members of the public goes from high to extreme. There have been 

numerous near misses with innocent residents going about their business, failure to comply with traffic 

signals and more. Regardless of the roads they use the overall and significant noise nuisance is 

experienced over a very wide area. 

There is ample evidence of numerous complaints made across the ward which we receive on a weekly 

basis, and have done now for years. The anti-social issues caused by the car cruisers was mainly only on a 

Sunday night, but as those who attend the meets adapt to the policing on a Sunday, they will now meet on 

different nights spreading the misery throughout the week. This also makes the Policing of the racing  
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Statement of  Cllr David Barrie 

virtually impossible, due to the commitments the Police have on any given day. 

I speak not only for myself, but for that of the local residents who I represent, that I cannot express the 

importance for the Birmingham Local authority to obtain a new Car cruising injunction. This will act as a 

deterrent to those car cruisers who feel entitled to enter our area cause anti-social behaviour, drive in a 

dangerous manner and flout the laws of the land.  Ultimately with the threat of arrest this may prevent an 

inevitable multiple fatality or serious collision.       
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Statement of  Mr HARRY STILEMAN 

Age if under 18 Ov 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  Trainee Clinical Psychologist 

This statement (consisting of 2 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  H Stileman  (witness) Date   14th January 2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am Harrry STILEMAN and I am a resident whose house backs onto West Boulevard, Quinton, 

Birmingham,  perhaps 20 meters away.  I have lived a here with my wife  since the end of 2019 and we 

have a young son. 

At one point, almost every weekend there was racing taking place with atleast 15- 20 cars, sometimes 

possibly more racing each other down West Boulevard at speeds which I would estimate at 80 -100 miles 

an hour or more at times. I am a driver myself with a full licence, which I've had since I was seventeen years 

old. 

The racing that has been taking place has seriously impacted my quality of life and ability to be able to 

enjoy it, without excess noise pollution and concern over accidents occuring.During summer months noise 

can be heard from the garden, and in warm weather it is not possible to have the windows to the bedroom 

open without the sound from the cars being heard and interfering with my sleep. In fact, even with the 

double glazed windows closed the racing can be heard. My wife and I have had to put the fan on to drown 

the noise out. . Along West Boulevard, there is a pedestrian crossing and footpaths either side. There is a 

playground and coutnry park nearby wihich children and families visit- all very well used. There is a real risk. 

There is speeding happening across the whole day but it is worse evening into the night. There is also pub 

at the tope of the hill, so there could be a risk to intoxicated pedestrians who could be making their way 

home along the footpaths due to pub closure times tying in with the time racing takes place.  

There is a real issue of speeding on that road. It is a key route, a very busy west Birmimngham route. The 

cars racing can be seen weaving in and out of other traffic causing them to brake really quickly. I have 

previously recorded the racing going on. I am concerned that without futher action and road traffic safety 

measures being put into place, preferrably on a permanent basis there is a real and unacceptable risk to 

those involved, but very real potential for other members of the public using the roads, pavements and local 

facilities nearby who may also be injured. 
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Statement of  Mr HARRY STILEMAN 

I've submidtted video footage and my concerns to local councillors and MPs. in the past. 

The racing takes place in the evening/night between 10pm and 11pm. It is late for us as my wife and I have 

a toddler, so we are up early and then need our slept.. There is a huge noise disruption. Some of the cars 

back fire. It is so loud. There is constant revving and cars backfiring.We've been woken up by it lots. It's 

quite an intimidating sound. 

I would say that when it happens it restricts us as a familty to do what we'd like to do in our own home and 

garden. 

I consider it a public nusisance as it passes what I believe most reasonable citizens would consider a 

reasonable threshold of noise and risk of harm. 

My concern is such that I have raised t his matter with my localMP and councillors.-they have recognised 

the issue and put in requests to the council to address the speeding. I feel like I have been slightly ground 

down by the process. The accidents that have occured and the speeding that has been taking place seems 

to meet the criteria for permanent measures to be put in place. It seems like only a matter of time before the 

possiblity of a fatal accident, which of course it would be better to avoid. 

I believe the facts stated in this witness statement and as amended in any tracked changes [and initialled] 

are true.   
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Statement of  Mr Joe Kelly 

Age if under 18 Over 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  N/A 

This statement (consisting of     page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I 
make it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything 
which I know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:         (witness) Date         

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am the above named person and reside on Walmley Ash Road, Minworth, Sutton Coldfield with my family. 

I have lived in the area for over 20 years, and in this property since 2003. 

 

I am providing this statement in relation to Birmingham City's application for a new High Court Car Cruising 

Injunction. I am aware there were previously injunctions in place due to the fact that there are High Court 

Injuction signs along the A38 Sutton Bypass which I drive past daily. 

 

The A38 is a 70mph dual-carriageway. The road is busy daily, and links to the M6 Toll. The dual 

carriageway has two sets of round abouts between the Minworth Island and Bassetts Pole. My Property is 

located less than 1 mile from the A38 Minworth Island, and is a stones throw from the Asda Car Park. 

 

I have felt the need to call the Police regarding the Car Cruisers / Street Racers on a Number of occasions 

over the past 2 years due to the increasily dangerous behaviour displayed by those involved, which can be 

heard very very clearly from my property. 

 

There is no defined start and stop point with Start times sometimes as early at 18:00hrs, and finishing often 

as late as 03:00hrs. This happens all year round, January to December with noticable increase in activity on 

weekends, particularily Sundays and Bank Holidays. From my property the screeching of tyres on the 

ground, and popping and banging of exhausts can be heard on the Car-Park of the ASDA located on 

Walmley Ash Road, Minworth, Sutton Coldfield. When the cars leave, often in convoy you can hear the 

revving of engines and high speeds these performance vehicles are doing from the A38 Minworth Island 
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Statement of  Mr Joe Kelly 

through to Bassetts Pole, and Vice Versa. 

 

I am aware that there has previously been an injunction in place covering the area due to the signs located 

along the A38. These over the past 18 months have had little to no impact in detterring the individuals from 

using the public highway as a racetrack and from attending for long periods of time causing Anti Social 

Behaviour.  

The actual impact of these individuals unfortunatley does not stop at 03:00hrs when they decide to go 

home. As an active member of the community it is hard to look at the disgusting state the area is left in 

when they clear. Fast food packaging, NOS cannisters, Balloons, Tyre Marks, whilst also using the area as 

a toilet. 

 

I have lived in the area now for 20 years, and have noticed a significant uplift in activity in recent times and it 

has now got to the point that I would consider moving. I have children who are 16 and 17 years of age who 

are currently studying for exams and are having their sleep disturbed on a weekly, sometimes daily basis. 

this is affecting their studies and I have no doubt this is the same for many more families in the area, and 

across the region where affected. 

Not only that, when the groups decend upon Minworth the safety of road users are put at risk so I often will 

not let my daughters go over to ASDA alone so will go with them, or sometimes go for them. This is taking 

away small pieces of independence from people due to the ignorance and dangerous activites these groups 

deem acceptable.  

 

My property has Double Glazed windows and has an equally detrimental affect on my family's quality of life 

in the Summer, Spring, Autumn or Winter. Closed windows are not enough to block out the noise, and in the 

summer it is difficult to sit outside and relax due to the level of noise created by these vehicles.  

 

Unfortunately this cannot be avoided due to where I live, however I would welcome all initiatives possible to 

combat Car Cruising and Street Racing before it is too late and somebody is killed, as it is only a matter of 

time. 

 

C 113



 
 

Signature ……………………………………………….      Signature witnessed by …………………………………………… 

 
OFFICIAL – (when complete) 

 

03/2016 

OFFICIAL – (when complete) 
 

MG11 

Crime No.        

 
 

URN        

 
Statement of  Mr Joe Kelly 

I fully support Birmingham City Council in their application for a New Injunction.  
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Statement of  Richard Evans 

Age if under 18 Ov 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  Self employed 

This statement (consisting of 2 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  R. Evans  (witness) Date   22/02/2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am the above named person and I reside at the address as provided overleaf. I am making this statement 

in support of the Birmingham Council application for an injunction in relation to Street Cruising.  

I moved to the area approximately 4 years ago and the issue of vehicles using the A38 Sutton Bypass to 

cause Anti-Social Behaviour was evident then. I use the A38 on a daily basis when travelling and have 

noticed there are a number of large injunction signs that are completely disregarded by the individuals that 

attend as they are more than aware that these have not been enforced for such a long period of time.  

I am aware that in the last 18 months the issue has gradually got worse, and I do feel this is partly down to 

the non-enforcement, which in turn leaves these groups with no disincentive to continue using public roads 

as a racetrack. I am aware that the injunctions are not in force at this current time and have noticed the 

uplift in activity as a result.   

I would estimate that I call West Midlands Police at the very least, once a week as a result of the noise that 

comes from the A38 Sutton Bypass. I would describe this noise as: the loud roar of exhausts from what I 

would presume are high performance vehicles, revving of engines and tyres screeching which all 

contributes to me having to phone the Police late at night, and sometimes in the early hours of the morning.   

I communicate with West Midlands Police via the telephone on 101, and have also in the past used the 

Webchat Function. I have witnessed on many occasions in excess of 100 vehicles attending, and when this 

is the case the noise is totally unbearable and I am left awake for hours with no hope of getting to sleep.   

I am aware that the A38 Sutton Coldfield Bypass is a Dual Carriageway that has a National Speed Limit for 

large parts of it. The activity that takes place however uses the road as a racetrack due to the configuration 

of long stretches of road with roundabouts at either end. Drivers can get their cars up to high speeds along 

the long stretches of roads, and with the roundabouts creates the perfect loop for them, as if it were a 

racetrack. The individuals attending use the area to race and as a result the noise, Anti-Social Behaviour 

C 115



 
 

Signature ……………………………………………….      Signature witnessed by …………………………………………… 

 
OFFICIAL – (when complete) 

 

03/2016 

OFFICIAL – (when complete) 
 

MG11 

Crime No.        

 
 

URN        

 
Statement of  Richard Evans 

and danger is getting worse and worse.   

This issue is happening at an absolute minimum of 1 time per week, and is an ongoing problem in the area. 

I live with my family and other than the A38 this has been a lovely place to live since moving. This issue is 

affecting mine and my family’s quality of life and is causing us to have to change our behaviour and plans 

because we cannot endure the noise of these vehicles racing.  

My neighbour is 90+ years of age and has never known the issue as bad as it is now.   

There is no specific time of year, or week that the activity occurs as such as it just seems to be constant at 

the moment. I have known the activity take place on every day of the week, however it is natural that 

weekends are the worst, namely Sunday. Time can range from 20:00hrs to 03:00hrs and any time in 

between, where now it is just expected at any moment.  

This affects us equally in the summer and winter and even with closed windows the noise can be heard and 

is loud enough to keep us awake. We have even stopped having visitors on summer evenings as the noise 

means we cannot even speak and is too hot to all sit inside.   

When we want to relax on an evening it is unfair and this is now beginning to affect my mental health. I 

cannot sleep, resulting in having to go to work tired sometimes multiple times a week, and this just causes 

me to be upset and angry and the way it feels is that I can do absolutely nothing about it.   

I have on occasions over the last 12 months considered moving house as a result of the issue, and I know I 

am not alone in feeling like this. I am fully supportive of Birmingham City Council’s application for an 

injunction where I hope the activity will vastly decrease. 
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Statement of  Miss Nask Al 

Age if under 18 Ov 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  Unemployed 

This statement (consisting of 2 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  Miss Nask Al  (witness) Date   19th January 2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

My name is Nask Ali and I am extremely worried about the cars that have been racing on West Boulevard, 

Quinton, Birmingham. I live extremely close to the road where it takes place and I am concerned for my 

safety and the safety of other people who live nearby. I have lived here for about fourteen years and it is not 

just myself that is concerned but also the neighbours. It is really negatively affecting my quality of life.  

I have had to call the police on lots of occasions when there have been large groups of young adults who 

gather on the path and by the roadside to watch the road racing taking place. Having such a lot of people 

around is quite intimidating and I don't want them to know that I've called the police just in case they target 

me and my pets.  

A few times I have called my doctor about how this anti-social and dangerous behaviour is making me feel 

ill. I am registered as disabled and I have to take medicine to help me relax. I tend to go to bed about 8pm 

or 9pm at night, most nights. However, when the racing takes place there are lots of cars, some are quite 

posh looking and some look like small racing types of cars, that I've not noticed at normal times in the day. 

They speed up and down the road very fast. I can hear the engines revving loudly even though I have 

double glazed doors and windows, which are closed, I can still hear them. It makes it impossible to sleep 

because of the noise. Also, the people racing in the cars tend to start about 10 O'clock at night and they 

carry on into the night. I have seen and heard the cars racing around at 11pm, 12 midnight and even at 1am 

in the morning at times.  

Sometimes, the noise from the spectators watching is very loud too as they are hanging around at the front 

of my garden. People do drive very fast and I am concerned that there may be more accidents and people 

may get seriously hurt. If the cars do crash then that could cause problems too. Often cars drive too fast 

from Asda and because they want to pass each other at speed, they have accidents. On some of the roads 

even with speed bumps cars still drive fast, just driving over them. 
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Statement of  Miss Nask Al 

All of t his racing takes place near a pub. Sometimes there are people that leave the pub and they are drunk 

and not safe towards themselves. They are at risk of being seriously hurt. 

Something really should be done to keep everyone safe. 

I believe the facts stated in this witness statement and as amended in any tracked changes [and initialled] 

are true. 
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Statement of  Alan Robinson 

Age if under 18 ov 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  Retired 

This statement (consisting of 2 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  A Robinson  (witness) Date   06/01/2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

This statement relates to a number of incidents that have taken place in my local area over the past 4 years. 

All of the incidents involve a large number of cars racing up and down Heartlands Parkway, Aston and the 

neighbouring area. I usually only travel through the area on Fridays and Saturdays to go into the City. 

Usually when I travel into Birningham I go in on the bus and later on I will return with a group in a taxi. I will 

usually travel in at about 20:00 and return home about midnight. When I do go out so I can only detail what I 

see between those times. 

The problem with street racing can be quite sporadic however the times when things are bad it gets really 

bad. As i usually travel into Birmingham on the bus I never feel too uineasy or anxious when I see the 

gatherings and the car racing in the Heartlands Parkway on my way i, but I do feel that it causes me to feel 

very uneasy about the return trip that I usually do in a taxi. 

This was partly down to my anticipation that the problem would be far ghreater later on in the evening and 

often as the taxi is far smaller than the bus so I know that if any accident were to happen that the likelihood 

of areand others with are being injured. 

I also noticed that the cars that were racing appear to have quite a large group of spectators around  a main 

roundabout by Saltley Viaduct and watch the cars racing up and down and around the roundabout as well. 

There is one particular incident that took place at about 2345hrs at the roundabout near to The Sportsman 

Public House and Saltley Viaduct. As I was in a taxi and travelling through the 4th roundabout from 

Birmingham City Centre the driver had to stop at the entrypoint of the roundabout as there were dozens of 

cars racing around the roundabout at very high speeds from all directions to the point where entering 

seemed too much of a risk to be possible. I felt in danger and didn't know how I was going to get home 

without getting into a car accident. 

We were stuck at the roundabout for a few minutes but due to what I was seeing and how I was feeling at 
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Statement of  Alan Robinson 

the time it felt a lot longer. It seemed like something bad was imminent and that something bad was about 

to happen. 

Fortuantely the route home took us away from Heartlands Parkway and as a gap opened up on the 

roundabout we were able to get away unharmed. I think that had we have needed to go go up Heartlands 

Parkway I would've had to suggest to the driver to go a different route on that particular evening that it was 

a no go area. 

As I stated earlier the incidents are sporadic and I haven't experianced any significant incidents since but 

then I haven't been through the area on a Sunday since then and it is possible that Sundays are busier for 

the racing gatheringsthan Fridays or Saturdays.  

A Robinson 
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Statement of  Brett Newell 

Age if under 18 ov 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  Retired 

This statement (consisting of 2 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  B Newell  (witness) Date   28/01/2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am the person named above and I live at the address on the back. I do however spend a lot of my time 

living at 1 Cheswood Drive, Minworth, Sutton Coldfield B76 1YE. I live there as I care for my father Terrence 

NEWELL (bn 09/01/1937) who suffers with cancer and Parkinson's. I am making this statement about the 

so called 'boy racers' who are always making noise and causing trouble. 

 

The boy racers have been causing trouble for over 5 years round here and it’s a nightmare. The noise of the 

cars is awful and wakes us up all of the time. The noise of them back firing happens a lot and they go flying 

round the roundabout to Asda, Minworth. For example, last Saturday (22/02/2022) there was about 100 

cars all gathered at the Asda and the noise was awful. The engines were started up again and then they all 

went flying back up the A38. 

 

The noise keeps me up at night frequently and I already struggle to sleep as I get up in the night to look 

after my dad. I also suffer with rhumatism and when I wake up I have to take more painkillers to get sleep 

because the pain is bad. 

 

The cars are usually Vauxhall Corsa's, usually with lowered suspension and fairy lights. I have contacted 

the Police a couple of times via Twitter because it has all become so annoying it just makes me so angry. It 

gets me down because for years we have been trying to get something done but if anything its gotten worse 

likely. 
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Statement of  Brett Newell 

One time I was driving back home to Polesworth heading off the Minworth island on the A38 towards 

Bassetts Polewhen some boy racers blocked the roadoff then some more came behind me from Asda and 

blocked me in. They all started chattingI didn't say anything because I was scared in case they damaged my 

car or something. 

 

I just hope something can be done to stop it because I've had enough. We have even considered putting 

the house up for sale because we don't want to deal with it anymore. B Newell. 
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Statement of  Terrence Newell 

Age if under 18 ov 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  Retired 

This statement (consisting of 1 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  T Newell  (witness) Date   28/01/2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am the person named  above and I live at the address listed on the back. I am making this statement 

about the so called boy racers who are constantly making noise by my house. I have lived here for 40 years 

but in the last few years these boy racers have become a nuisance.  

 

The noise from the cars is awful and seems to be getting worse likely. I suffer from bladder cancer and 

Parkinsons so I don't sleep very well as it is. These cars going past just wake me up all the time though. I 

get to sleep and 10 minutes later the noise of the cars wakes me up. It makes me angry and frustrated with 

all of the noise. I've considered selling my house and moving because I'm so sick of the noise. Its been 

going on for so long but likely seems to be getting worse. 

 

I want something to be done and for them to just stop. 
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Statement of  Mr Lou Richards 

Age if under 18 Over 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  N/A 

This statement (consisting of 3 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:         (witness) Date         

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am the above named person and reside on Walmley Ash Road, Minworth, Sutton Coldfield with my family. 

I have lived here for over 31 years. 

 

I am providing this statement in relation to Birmingham City's application for a new High Court Car Cruising 

Injunction. I am aware there were previously injunctions in place due to the fact that there are High Court 

Injuction signs along the A38 Sutton Bypass which I drive past daily. 

 

The A38 is a 70mph dual-carriageway. The road is busy daily, and links to the M6 Toll. The dual 

carriageway has two sets of round abouts between the Minworth Island and Bassetts Pole. My Property is 

located less than 1 mile from the A38 Minworth Island, and is even closer to the Asda Car Park.  

 

Having lived here for over 31 years I have been affected by the ever increasing level of Anti Social 

Behaviour caused by those Car Cruising and using public roads to Street Race. Over the past 12 months 

there has been no real pattern to the regularity of those attending to cause ASB. They attend throughout the 

week and I would be confident in saying that they will attend every weekend, be it a Saturday or a Sunday. 

It appears that attendance is between 18:00hrs and 03:00 on any given evening, and will travel in covoy / 

race between the A38 Minworth island and Bassetts Pole Island in both directions.  

 

From my property i can hear the loud pops and bangs from the exhaust pipes, making the area sound like it 

is in the middle of a warzone. They are High Powered, High performance vehicles and the screeching of 
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Statement of  Mr Lou Richards 

tyres and the other activities which I have witnessed are so dangerous, that it is only a matter of time before 

somebody is seriously injured or killed. 

 

Due to living in such close proximity to the behaviour, I have noticed that in the last 18 months the 

behaviour has gradually got worse and worse, with no regard for local residents these vehicles will attend at 

any date, any time often keeping residents awake ruining any enjoyment we can have when not working. I 

have observed the dangerous stunts these vehicles will perform infront of 40-50 other vehicles with in 

excess of 100 spectators on the ASDA Car-Park on Walmley Ash Road, Minworth.  

Whilst on the A38 these vehicles will far exceed the speed limit, have total disregard for the traffic lights on 

the Round Abouts and when I am aware they are present I am scared to leave my house, be it on foot or in 

my vehicle.  

 

My property is furnished with efficient Double Glazed windows and when they are all fully shut the noise is 

still so loud that I cannot hear my television when sat in my lounge. If already asleep the Anti Social 

Behaviour is so loud it wakes myself and my family up. This is equally as disruptive in the Summer when sat 

outside, and attempting to socialise this is impossible as nobody can hear eachother speak. This is totally 

disruptive and is week upon week disturbing my quality of life and I do not know what do to anymore. 

 

Having lived in the area for 31 years I am very close to putting my property on the market and moving away 

as this is now affecting my mental health and I want to be able to live in peace. I live on a country lane 

which backs onto fields which had been peaceful. This however has changed in the last 10 years , and with 

upto 250-300 vehicles attending at any one time I am close to leaving.  Every weekend it is not a matter of 

'if' the Car Cruisers will turn up, it is 'when'. 

 

My Wife and Daughter left my house, when a vehicle infront of spectators travelled towards them at speed, 

stopping a matter of inches away after performing a handbrake turn. This has affected both of them and 

they will not leave the house when these individuals turn up. As a Parent I have done everything in my 

power to provide a happy and safe environment for my family however those that turn up week in week out 

to bring misery to local residents are taking that away.  
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Statement of  Mr Lou Richards 

i am aware the injunctions lapsed and have not been enforced by Police for approximately 18 months and it 

is without a shadow of doubt that the activity has worsened.  

 

In July 2021 I was on my way back from meeting friends, when I asked the Taxi driver to drop me off at the 

Asda as I needed some Milk. I got out of the Taxi, and walked across the car park as I had never seen 

behaviour like it. There were hundreds of vehicles, some of which performing stunts such as wheel spinning 

and doughnuts. I got out my mobile phone to take pictures of the offenders when I was violently assaulted 

from behind. I was hit across the head / back which knocked me straight to the floor. I am now in the same 

position as my wife and daughter, that when they attend I do not even want to go to my local shop. 

 

Whilst the Car Cruising injunction was in place I noticed a reduction in ASB and Noise coming from those 

attending. I felt reassured that there was something that could be done to target these select groups that 

choose to abuse the roads affect the quality of life of those that live on their path. My calls to the police 

however have been regular since this lapsed / has not been enforced. 

 

I am aware of the efforts of the Local Police in combatting this issue, and have been reassured by them 

when contacted. These individuals however continue to blight the area with their activity. 

 

I fully support the new application for an Injunction and fully support Birmingham City Council in their 

application.   
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                                          WITNESS STATEMENT 

Criminal Procedure Rules, r 27.2; Criminal Justice Act 1967, s. 9; Magistrates’ Courts Act 1980, s.5B 

 

Crime No.        

  
URN        

 
Statement of  Kabba Ndow 

Age if under 18 Over 18 (if over 18 insert “over 18")  Occupation  Security Guard 

This statement (consisting of 2 page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and I make 
it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I have wilfully stated in it anything which I 
know to be false, or do not believe to be true. 

Signature:  Kabba Ndow  (witness) Date   22/02/2022 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded  (supply witness details on rear) 

I am the above named person and work at the address as provided overleaf. I am employed as a security 

Guard at Asda located on Walmley Ash Road, Minworth, Sutton Coldfield. I have been employed as a 

Security Guard here for 15 years.  

 

I am making this statement in support of Birmingham City Councils application for a new injuction relating to 

Car Cruising. I have worked here at Asda during which there has been injunctions, and when there has not 

and have notices the large increase in activity since they have not been enforced in the last 2 years. 

 

I am aware of signage along the A38 Sutton Bypass which are large yellow signs along the A38 which is 

where I assume the vehicles that congregate on the car-park of the Asda where I work.The Car-Park is not 

closed off to the public and is now used as a meeting point for many vehicles who arrive in convoy, causing 

Anti-Social Behaviour. 

 

The store has been used as a meeting point for a significant period of time due to the large Car-Park, where 

spectators will exit their vehicles and congregate in large groups around other vehicles. Over the past 18 - 

24 months this activity has grown  where those attending will use the area to: rev their engines loudly, 

causing exhausts to bang, do donuts which has marked much of the car park floor with black lines, using 

trolleys as targets. People will video this which encourages more and more dangerous stunts to occur. 

 

When the Police arrive I note most will stop until they have left or are moved on. The numbers that attend 

can range anywhere from 10-15 vehicles all the way up into the hundreds. When there are so many present 
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Statement of  Kabba Ndow 

we have no choice but to record them with security cameras and not go in person as we are aware they 

have already assaulted individuals. We would be outnumbered and are totally intimidated, as are other staff 

by their behaviour and would not feel safe entering that environment.  

 

Having worked here for such a long period of time I can say the issue at Asda, Minworth is getting worse 

and worse and think it is only a matter of time before somebody is killed of seriously injured as a resultof 

what those attending are doing.  

 

I would say the issue is at its worst on Saturday and Sunday Evenings , with Males and Females in 

attendance. On Saturdays the issue usually starts around 20:00hrs and is even earlier on Sundays, starting 

aroun 18:00hrs as the store shuts at 16:00hrs. 

 

The behaviour results in complaints from customers and impacts on them when attending as it changes 

where customers can park. We as security are aware that when large groups attend we find large amounts 

of litter afterwards, with gas cannisters and clear signs of drug use and potentially distribution.  

 

As a representative of Asda Minworth Security team, I would fully support Birmingham City Council in their 

application for a new Injuction. I am hopeful if successful the level of activity will drop before something 

serious happens. 
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