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Eighth Meeting of the Parties to the Aarhus Convention, November 2025 

 Statement on Environmental Defenders on behalf of Environment Links UK 

 

Introduction 

 

1. Environment Links UK (ELUK) collectively represents voluntary organisations with more than 8 million 
members across the UK. It comprises the combined memberships of Wildlife and Countryside Link 
(WCL), Scottish Environment Link (SEL), Wales Environment Link (WEL) and Northern Ireland 
Environment Link (NIEL). Each is a coalition of environmental voluntary organisations, united by 
common interest in the conservation and restoration of nature and the promotion of sustainable 
development across the terrestrial, freshwater and marine environments. 

 
2. ELUK welcomes the opportunity to submit a Statement to the Eighth Meeting of the Parties (MOP 8). 

This statement concerns the UK’s compliance with the Aarhus Convention in respect of environmental 
defenders. It is submitted in conjunction with ELUK’s statement in respect of cost protection. ELUK 
members have regularly and consistently participated in and engaged with the Aarhus Convention 
and its compliance processes for many years. As far as we are aware, this is, however, the first time 
that ELUK has submitted a statement specifically in relation to environmental defenders. ELUK feels 
obligated to do this at MOP 8, given the current, concerning context for peaceful environmental 
protest in the UK.  

 
3. The UK has long had a tradition and respect for peaceful protest and non-violent civil disobedience, 

something that was well-established in our country’s case law. Until a few years ago, it was, for 
example, virtually unheard of for peaceful activists convicted of protest-related offences to receive 
custodial sentences. However, things have changed dramatically in the last few years. In 2023, the 
UK’s civic freedom was downgraded by Civicus from “narrowed” to “obstructed”, following the 
enactment of legislation which severely restricts protest1. In all of Western Europe, the UK is the only 
country to have a ranking of “obstructed”.  

 
4. Having won the 2024 election, the current Labour Government has introduced still more anti-protest 

measures. The Crime and Policing Bill currently going through Parliament further expands police 

powers to impose restrictions on protest and to criminalise concealing identity at protests. The 

Government has also announced an intention to impose restrictions on repeated protests on the basis 

of ‘cumulative disruption’, and to further expand powers to ban protests outright. 

 
5. Furthermore, ELUK agrees with the analysis and findings of the Special Rapporteur for Environmental 

Defenders under the Aarhus Convention (the “Special Rapporteur”), that the repression of peaceful 
environmental protest within the UK is inconsistent with the UK’s obligations under Article 3(8) of the 
Aarhus Convention. 

 
The Aarhus Convention  

 
1uk - Civicus Monitor  

https://monitor.civicus.org/country-rating-changes/uk/
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6. Peaceful environmental protest is an important form of participation in environmental decision-

making, as well as being a mechanism to promote knowledge about the environment amongst the 

public. There are several key provisions of the Aarhus Convention which are of particular relevance 

to environmental protest. It is important firstly to consider the overarching objective of the 

Convention, set out in Article 1: “In order to contribute to the protection of the right of every person 

of present and future generations to live in an environment adequate to his or her health and well-

being, each Party shall guarantee the rights of access to information, public participation in decision-

making, and access to justice in environmental matters..” This expressly recognises the right to a 

healthy environment.  

 

7. The Convention also contains specific protections for people seeking to safeguard and improve the 

environment.  The most important in relation to environmental defenders, is Article 3(8), which 

requires that “Each Party shall ensure that persons exercising their rights in conformity with the 

provisions of this Convention shall not be penalized, persecuted or harassed in any way for their 

involvement..” In addition, under Article 3(4) is clearly relevant also: “ Each Party shall provide for 

appropriate recognition of and support to associations, organizations or groups promoting 

environmental protection and ensure that its national legal system is consistent with this 

obligation.” 

 
8. Furthermore, the Recitals to the Aarhus Convention include provisions pertinent to peaceful 

environmental protest. These include: 

 
• Recital 7: “Recognizing also that every person has the right to live in an environment adequate to 

his or her health and well-being, and the duty, both individually and in association with others, to 

protect and improve the environment for the benefit of present and future generations” 

• Recital 13: “Recognizing further the importance of the respective roles that individual citizens, 

non-governmental organizations and the private sector can play in environmental protection 

• Recital 14: “Desiring to promote environmental education to further the understanding of the 

environment and sustainable development and to encourage widespread public awareness of, 

and participation in, decisions affecting the environment and sustainable development” 

• Recital 15: “Noting, in this context, the importance of making use of the media and of electronic 

or other, future forms of communication” 

 
The Establishment of the Special Rapporteur 

 
9. Given rising concern over attacks, harassment and intimidation of environmental defenders as a 

global issue, including within the geographical remit of the Aarhus Convention2, in 2021 the Parties 

to the Convention adopted Decision VII/9 by consensus. This Decision established a rapid response 

mechanism for the protection of environmental defenders. This was, and is, a pioneering instrument. 

We understand that it is the first international mechanism specifically safeguarding environmental 

defenders to have been established via a legally binding framework. In 2022, the Meeting of the 

Parties elected Mr Michel Forst as the Special Rapporteur for Environmental Defenders 3 . The 

 
2 See, for example, the report by the European Environment Bureau in 2019: The harassment of environmental 
defenders in the EU – a case study report - EEB - The European Environmental Bureau 
3 At its third extraordinary session (Geneva, 23-24 June 2022), the Meeting of the Parties to the Aarhus 
Convention elected Mr. Michel Forst as Special Rapporteur on Environmental Defenders under the Aarhus 

https://eeb.org/library/the-harassment-of-environmental-defenders-in-the-european-union-a-case-study-report/
https://eeb.org/library/the-harassment-of-environmental-defenders-in-the-european-union-a-case-study-report/
https://unece.org/info/Environmental-Policy/Public-Participation/events/365938
https://unece.org/media/environment/Aarhus-Convention/press/368806
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Rapporteur’s role is to take measures to protect any person experiencing or at imminent threat of 

penalisation, persecution, or harassment for seeking to exercise their rights under the Aarhus 

Convention. 

 
10. The UK voted in favour both of the establishment of the rapid response mechanism, and the election 

of Mr Forst into the role. As recorded in UK Parliamentary records, the UK welcomed the creation of 

the role.4   

 
11. ELUK welcomes that the UK has recently reaffirmed its commitment to the Aarhus Convention, and 

its obligations under international law. It did this in September 20245 and most recently, in response 

to a Written Parliamentary Question on the subject on 20 October 2025, when the Government 

stated: “The United Kingdom Government is committed to the effective implementation of its 

international obligations and has no plans to withdraw from the Aarhus Convention.”6 

 
Action by the Special Rapporteur 
 
12. Since being elected, Mr Forst has visited the UK several times to investigate and understand the 

current situation in respect of environmental defenders. Following his investigations, he has issued 

several formal statements to the UK. In these, he has raised multiple serious concerns over the 

repression of peaceful environmental protest, and the punitive sanctions imposed on non-violent 

environmental activists. 

 

13. ELUK welcomes the statements made by the Special Rapporteur. The Rapporteur has identified 

numerous issues by which the UK is not complying with Article 3(8). These include a practice of issuing 

lengthy jail sentences for peaceful protest, following the enactment of legislation such as the Police 

Crime Sentencing and Courts Act 2022 (“PCSCA 2022”) and the Public Order Act 2023 (“POA 2023”). 

These introduced new offences for peaceful protest, and increased the sentences available for 

preexisting offences. As set out in his formal statement of 24 April 2024 to SoS, Mr Forst stated that 

he was “deeply troubled” that the UK is imposing prison sentences on peaceful environmental 

activists. He also expressed “serious doubts” over the use of custodial remand for peaceful 

environmental protest: “In accordance with international human rights law, custodial remand “shall 

be used as a matter of last resort in criminal proceedings.” 7 

 
14. One of ELUK’s members, Friends of the Earth England, Wales and Northern Ireland, was an intervener 

alongside Greenpeace UK in a sentencing appeal of JSO activists. The activists had received record-

breaking prison sentences of up to five years for the new statutory offence under the PCSCA 2022 of 

‘conspiracy to cause a public nuisance’. Five of the activists’ sentences were reduced by the Court of 

Appeal on the basis that they were “manifestly excessive”. ELUK welcomes the points of principle 

affirmed by the Court of Appeal’s decision, and that some, at least, of these sentences were reduced. 

But expresses its concern that lengthy prison sentences still resulted for people convicted of 

 
Convention, by consensus.  
4 Written questions and answers - Written questions, answers and statements - UK Parliament 
5 The government says it is committed to ensuring that the UK upholds its international law obligations under the 
Aarhus Convention.   
6 Written questions and answers - Written questions, answers and statements - UK Parliament 
7ACSRC_2023_19_UK_to_HE_Secretary_of_State_for_ForeignAffairs_from_Aarhus_SR_EnvDefenders_complaint_2
4.04.2024.pdf pp8-9 

https://unece.org/sites/default/files/2024-06/ACSRC_2023_19_UK_to_HE_Secretary_of_State_for_ForeignAffairs_from_Aarhus_SR_EnvDefenders_complaint_24.04.2024.pdf
https://unece.org/media/environment/Aarhus-Convention/press/368806
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2024-07-25/1672
https://www.gov.uk/government/calls-for-evidence/access-to-justice-in-relation-to-the-aarhus-convention
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-10-10/78428
https://unece.org/sites/default/files/2024-06/ACSRC_2023_19_UK_to_HE_Secretary_of_State_for_ForeignAffairs_from_Aarhus_SR_EnvDefenders_complaint_24.04.2024.pdf
https://unece.org/sites/default/files/2024-06/ACSRC_2023_19_UK_to_HE_Secretary_of_State_for_ForeignAffairs_from_Aarhus_SR_EnvDefenders_complaint_24.04.2024.pdf
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organising or participating in peaceful protest. ELUK considers that it is deeply problematic, that the 

sentences handed to these people are higher than many of those handed to people convicted of racist 

violence in summer 2024 in the UK. 

 
15. ELUK further welcomes the Rapporteur’s criticism of the use of civil law injunctions to restrict protest. 

The Rapporteur has referred to the punitive consequences for people found in breach of an 

injunction: up to 2 years imprisonment and/or an unlimited fine8. There is a severe inequality of arms 

between those seeking injunctions to restrict protest, and environmental defenders who are 

impacted by them. The Rapporteur has highlighted the barriers to challenging these injunctions or 

restricting their terms, given the potential, severe adverse cost consequences in doing so, which can 

amount to tens of thousands of pounds. The Rapporteur has also raised concern over the fact that 

some peaceful activists are being subjected to both civil law injunction proceedings, and criminal law 

proceedings, for the same action. This amounts to a double punishment.  

 
16. ELUK would point to the fact that the new criminal law measures, as well as the widespread use of 

anti-protest civil injunctions, is having a chilling effect on peaceful protest generally in the UK. This 

includes organisations that are committed to protest which is entirely lawful. This point was made by 

various groups who met with Mr Forst on his official visit to the UK in April 2025, including ELUK 

members FoE EWNI, the Wildlife Trusts and CPRE, the Countryside Charity. For example, FoE EWNI, 

cited that it was unable to join a demonstration organised by Palestine Solidary Campaign in January 

2025, given conditions the police had imposed as a consequence of the PCSCA 2022. FoE EWNI is 

committed to solidarity work with its sister organisation, FoE Palestine (Pengon), given the 

widespread destruction of the Gazan environment by the war, and because ten of FoE’s colleagues at 

Pengon have been killed by Israeli airstrikes. Given the police conditions, however, FoE concluded 

that it could not join the protest, owing to concerns of a high risk of arrest. Ultimately, these concerns 

proved justified. Over 70 arrests were made, and the head of Palestine Solidarity Campaign is facing 

prosecution, along with several others involved in organising the peaceful demonstration.  

 

17. ELUK members’ freedom of expression continues to be impacted by anti-protest injunctions as well. 

It has been reported that injunctions are in place across more than 1,200 sites in the country.9 An 

example of their impact, is that FoE EWNI felt unable to attend the Shell AGM earlier this year. This is 

because Shell chose to have its AGM, not at its headquarters, but within Heathrow airport, which has 

in place an anti-protest injunction. Given the injunction, FoE concluded that it could not attend the 

AGM to voice its opposition to Shell’s fossil fuel expansion plans.  

 
The UK’s Response 
 
18. ELUK expresses its disappointment at the UK’s approach to date in engaging with the concerns raised 

by the Special Rapporteur. In its letter of 14 October 2024, the UK rejected the basis for the 

Rapporteur’s complaints entirely, on the premise that Article 3(8) was simply not engaged. The letter 

states that the matters raised “do not concern ‘persons exercising their rights in conformity with the 

provisions (of the) Aarhus Convention’”.. that there is “no right to civil disobedience set out in the 

Convention” and that Article 1 does not confer “additional rights” to those in Articles 3-9. ELUK 

 
8 See for example the Special Rapporteur’s Formal Statement on 23 January 2024: 
Aarhus_SR_Env_Defenders_statement_following_visit_to_UK_10-12_Jan_2024.pdf 
9 Civil injunctions restrict protests at 1,200 locations, BBC finds - BBC News 

https://unece.org/sites/default/files/2025-06/Annex_6_ACSR_C_2023_2024_19_26_53_UK_Response_to_Letter_of_Allegation_22.10.2024_Redacted.pdf
https://unece.org/sites/default/files/2024-01/Aarhus_SR_Env_Defenders_statement_following_visit_to_UK_10-12_Jan_2024.pdf
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/cjeegzv09l3o
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considers that the UK’s position on this issue is disappointing. It plainly undermines the role and 

efficacy of the Rapporteur’s role. It is also, we believe, wrong in law, as it is based on an incorrect 

interpretation of the Aarhus Convention. And it is contrary to international human rights law which 

protects peaceful civil disobedience. 

  

19. ELUK notes that the UK has long prided itself on its respect for the right to protest through history. In 

July 2025, female MPs of all parties commemorated and celebrated the Suffragettes with an event in 

Parliament10 . It is notable, however, that Helen Pankhurst, great grand-daughter of suffragette 

Emmeline Pankhurst, has criticised the disproportionate sentencing of peaceful environmental 

protestors in the UK, stating: “The suffragettes are looked up to because they fought tooth and nail 

and refused to be silenced and give up on their cause, the universal suffrage now taken for granted in 

all democracies. Environmental activists today stand in the same tradition. I have no doubt future 

generations around the world will thank them for their campaigns.11” 

 
20. ELUK considers that if the UK refuses to engage with the concerns of the Rapporteur whom it voted 

to elect, then this sends a very problematic message. Authoritarianism is on the rise, both within the 

UK and in many parts of the world. Politicians of several UK parties are voicing an alarming disregard 

for the reality of the climate and nature crises. In this context, ELUK believes that it is critically 

important that the UK, as a party to the Aarhus Convention (a treaty that was drafted with input from 

British lawyers), shows leadership by complying with the international law obligations which it has 

entered into. We are concerned by the UK’s approach to date regarding its own engagement with the 

rapid response mechanism for environmental defenders. The UK’s approach so far appears to have 

been to dispute entirely the very basis of the findings of an independent, elected UN Special 

Rapporteur.  

 
21. Given, the UK’s lack of meaningful engagement so far, the Rapporteur has made a referral to the 

Aarhus Compliance Committee ACCC/SR/R/2025/1. ELUK welcomes the Rapporteur’s decision to 
refer the issue. We would, however, urge the UK to reflect further on its approach so far, and to 
engage meaningfully with the Rapporteur on his concerns, which have been clearly set out and 
evidenced.  

 

22. ELUK strongly disputes the validity of the UK’s restrictive reading of Article 3(8). First, we note that it 
appears to be based on a narrow reading of the provisions, entirely divorced from any wider context. 
However, the Aarhus Convention does not exist in a vacuum, and is a living treaty which should be 
interpreted in a dynamic way. It directly links environmental rights and human rights (see paragraph 
6 above)12. And in accordance with general principles laid down in the 1969 Vienna Convention on 
the Law of Treaties (and in particular Article 31(3)(c)), and customary international law, it should be 
interpreted consistently with other relevant rules of international law, as per the approach of ‘system 
integration’ or ‘harmonious interpretation’.13  The validity of harmonious interpretation was recently 
endorsed by the ICJ in its recent Advisory Opinion: “…treaties are to be “interpreted and applied within 

 
10 Commemorative Photo of Women MPs - Centenary Action 
11 Suffragette's great-granddaughter says climate protest sentences were 'disproportionate' | UK News | Sky News 
12 See also the UN’s website, which describes the Convention as a “new kind of environmental agreement” which “links 
environmental rights and human rights” https://unece.org/environment-policy/public-participation/aarhus-
convention/introduction  
13 FoE EWNI is grateful to barristers Samantha Knights KC, Kate Cook and Anita Davies, barristers at Matrix Chambers, for advice 
on the correct interpretation of the Aarhus Convention in the context of other relevant international law. Their advice has 
informed this ELUK statement on this point. 

https://unece.org/env/pp/cc/accc.sr.r.2025.1_united_kingdom
https://centenaryaction.org.uk/uncategorised/commemorative-photo-of-women-mps/
https://news.sky.com/story/suffragettes-great-granddaughter-says-climate-protest-sentences-were-disproportionate-13298810
https://unece.org/environment-policy/public-participation/aarhus-convention/introduction
https://unece.org/environment-policy/public-participation/aarhus-convention/introduction
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the framework of the entire legal system prevailing at the time of the interpretation.”14 It is notable 
also that the UK has itself relied on an approach of harmonious interpretation in its own case 
submissions in recent international law proceedings, including those before the ICJ15. Therefore, it is 
clear that the Aarhus Convention should be interpreted in light of international human rights law 
norms, including the fundamental right to a clean, healthy and sustainable environment, freedom of 
expression and freedom of assembly.  
 

23. Secondly, we note that the ACCC has previously considered the remit of Article 3(8), and that its 
findings in this regard were adopted unanimously by the Parties to the Convention, including the UK, 
and are therefore binding on the UK under international law. ELUK refers in particular to 
ACCC/C/2014/102, which concerned Belarus, which has since left the Convention. The ACCC 
concluded that Article 3(8) was engaged when people joined a street procession protesting against 
nuclear energy. ELUK refers in particular, to paragraph 66 of the endorsed findings: “The Committee 
considers that the rights referred to in article 3, paragraph 8, encompass the broad range of rights 
granted to members of the public by article 1 of the Convention, namely the rights of access to 
information, public participation in decision-making and access to justice, which contribute to the right 
of every person of present and future generations to live in an environment adequate to their health 
and well-being. The exercise of these rights would include situations in which the provisions of the 
Convention concerning access to information, public participation in decision-making and access to 
justice set out in articles 4 to 9 of the Convention are applicable and also situations covered by the 
general provisions of article 3 of the Convention, but is not limited to them. Accordingly, the 
Committee finds that article 3, paragraph 8, applies to all situations in which members of the public 
seek access to information, public participation or access to justice in order to protect their right to 
live in an environment adequate to their health or well-being” (emphasis added).  
 

24. Thirdly, ELUK notes that the Aarhus Implementation Guide states that “Paragraph 8 is a broadly 
worded provision which aims to prevent retribution of any kind”16. In view of all of this, ELUK’s view is 
that the UK’s interpretation of Article 3(8) is incorrect, and unduly restrictive.  
 

Policing and Prosecution of Environmental Protest 
 
25. ELUK wishes to further record its concern over evidence of disproportionate policing of environmental 

protest in the UK. We consider that ongoing practices in this regard are a further example of non-

compliance with Article 3(8), distinct from the issue of punitive sanctions. We note, with concern, 

that there remain serious, systemic issues in UK police forces. Baroness Casey DBE’s independent 

report in 2023 “found institutional racism, misogyny and homophobia in the Met”17. A recent BBC 

 
14 As identified by barristers Samantha Knights KC, Kate Cook and Anita Davies in their recent advice to FoE EWNI: ICJ Advisory 
Opinion of 23 July 2025, paragraph 311.  
15 As identified by barristers Samantha Knights KC, Kate Cook and Anita Davies in their recent advice to FoE EWNI: the United 
Kingdom referred to A31(3)(c) of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties and harmonious interpretation in its oral 
submissions in the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea Advisory proceedings: “The United Kingdom’s case is 
straightforward: like many participants it contends that the obligation to take “necessary measures” should be interpreted taking 
into account the Framework Convention and the Paris Agreement as required by the rule in article 31(3)(c) of the Vienna 
Convention. That is not a matter of limiting, diluting or “neutralizing” UNCLOS, but of interpreting it harmoniously with the  
relevant, more specialized treaty on climate change”. ITLOS Oral proceedings ITLOS/PV.23/C31/18/Rev.1, pp. 37 (lines 20-28), 38 
(lines 31-37) (Juratowitch) (footnotes omitted) The Advisory Opinion is here: C31_Adv_Op_21.05.2024_orig.pdf. Counsel also 
cited the United Kingdom’s Written Statement of 18 March 2024 in the ICJ proceedings at para 121. 

16 p71. 
17 BARONESS CASEY REVIEW Final Report The Met Police is the police force which covers the London area. This 

https://unece.org/environmental-policy/conventions/public-participation/aarhus-convention/tfwg/envppcc/envppcccom/acccc2014102-belarus.html
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/187/187-20250723-adv-01-00-en.pdf
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/187/187-20250723-adv-01-00-en.pdf
https://www.itlos.org/fileadmin/itlos/documents/cases/31/Advisory_Opinion/C31_Adv_Op_21.05.2024_orig.pdf
https://www.met.police.uk/SysSiteAssets/media/downloads/met/about-us/baroness-casey-review/update-march-2023/baroness-casey-review-march-2023a.pdf
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documentary included undercover footage of police officers at London’s Charing Cross Police Station, 

which evidences racism, sexism and officers “revelling in excessive use of force”.18 

 

26. Specifically in the context of environmental protest, the UK has one of the highest rates of arrest for 

environmental protest in the world: it was reported in 2024 as being three times the average global 

rate19. Meanwhile, research published this year by Greenpeace UK based on freedom of information 

requests to the Metropolitan police found that less than 3% of people arrested for conspiracy to cause 

a public nuisance in the last 6 years had actually been charged20.  

 
27. ELUK notes that there are numerous examples in recent years of excessive use of force against 

peaceful environmental activists. In 2017, police were filmed dragging an 85-year old disabled woman 

backwards across a main road at a fracking site in Lancashire, England21 . A 2019 report jointly 

published by several UK universities refers to numerous incidents of female protestors at fracking 

sites being man-handled and harassed by police. The tactics employed included deliberate pulling of 

hair, and the pulling up of women’s clothes to expose their breasts and underwear22.  Such tactics 

completely undermine public confidence in and trust in the police. One of the most impactful 

community groups involved in the movement to defeat the fracking industry in the UK, was the Nanas 

– a group of predominantly older women, many of them grandmothers. They too, were subjected to 

police brutality. One Nana, a former police officer herself, stated in 2019 that she was assaulted whilst 

peacefully protesting: “It astounds me that just because I’m standing at the gate protesting a police 

officer feels they have the right to punch me in the breast.”23 

 

28. The treatment of Gaie Delap, a retired teacher and a Quaker, is a further striking example of what 

ELUK considers to be non-compliance with Article 3(8). On the basis that the UK authorities could not 

find an electronic tag small enough to fit Ms Delap, who was 78 years old at the time, she was 

remanded to prison in January 2025.24 Ms Delap and the TV Wildlife Presenter Chris Packham are 

taking a legal challenge to this decision to argue that her incarceration breached her human rights25. 

 
29. ELUK also wishes to register its concern at evidence that unfounded prosecutions of environmental 

activists are sometimes being taken. A recent example of this, is the prosecution of some activists 

opposing the Drax Power Station, the largest power station in the UK. Following the arrest of activists 

at a peaceful protest camp in August 2024, 15 activists were charged with “being equipped for locking 

on”. The case proceeded to court for a two-week trial.  But ultimately, the Crown Prosecution Service 

(the prosecuting authority) accepted on the second day of the trial, following submissions by the 

 
report’s findings are two decades after the Stephen Lawrence murder in 1993, and the subsequent finding in 2001 
that the Met was institutionally racist. 
18 Panorama - Undercover in the Police - BBC iPlayer. Met chief apologises for ‘reprehensible’ behaviour of Charing 
Cross officers | ITV News London 
19 Britain leads the world in cracking down on climate activism, study finds | Environmental activism | The Guardian 
20 Less than 3% of protest arrests result in charges as ‘right to protest’ campaign launches - Greenpeace UK 
21 Disabled 85-year-old woman dragged across busy road by police at fracking protest | The Independent | The 
Independent 
22 Police accused of groping female anti-fracking protesters | Fracking | The Guardian 
23 Don’t frack with us: meet the victorious activist ‘Nanas’ of Lancashire | Fracking | The Guardian 
24 Bristol protester, 78, on home detention after tag issue fixed - BBC News 
25 https://www.leighday.co.uk/news/news/2025-news/chris-packham-joins-gaie-delap-in-legal-challenge-to-
government-over-crackdown-on-peaceful-protests/. 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/iplayer/episode/m002k7k6/panorama-undercover-in-the-police
https://www.itv.com/news/london/2025-10-01/met-chief-apologises-for-reprehensible-behaviour-of-charing-cross-officers
https://www.itv.com/news/london/2025-10-01/met-chief-apologises-for-reprehensible-behaviour-of-charing-cross-officers
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2024/dec/11/britain-leads-the-world-in-cracking-down-on-climate-activism-study-finds
https://www.greenpeace.org.uk/news/less-than-3-of-protest-arrests-result-in-charges-as-right-to-protest-campaign-launches/
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/home-news/fracking-protest-85-year-old-woman-green-party-anne-power-a7995611.html
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/home-news/fracking-protest-85-year-old-woman-green-party-anne-power-a7995611.html
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/nov/05/police-accused-of-groping-female-anti-fracking-protesters
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/oct/13/dont-frack-with-us-the-vivtorious-nanas-of-lancashire-activism
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/cx2yxwkn665o
https://www.leighday.co.uk/news/news/2025-news/chris-packham-joins-gaie-delap-in-legal-challenge-to-government-over-crackdown-on-peaceful-protests/
https://www.leighday.co.uk/news/news/2025-news/chris-packham-joins-gaie-delap-in-legal-challenge-to-government-over-crackdown-on-peaceful-protests/
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activists’ defence barristers, that there was, in fact “no case to answer” for any of these 15 people.26 

And the trial collapsed. 

 
30. ELUK would emphasise that examples of over policing of environmental protest, and a failure to 

facilitate peaceful environmental protest27, are not confined to any one region of the UK. For example, 

in Northern Ireland, the Committee on the Administration of Justice (a human rights NGO) conducted 

interviews with environmental protectors associated with the movement against plans to develop a 

controversial goldmine in the Sperrin Mountains in the west of Northern Ireland. There are strong 

objections to the project amongst many local people, given concerns over environmental and health 

impacts. The NGO’s resulting report28 was published in August 2024, and references the accounts of 

individual people’s experiences. These accounts included allegations: 

• That the police had not adequately investigated offences reported to them by environmental 

defenders/protectors; 

• The police had sometimes sought to deter environmental defenders from taking part in lawful 

protest activities; 

• That one person was asked by the police whether they were for or against the gold mine when 

they reported harassment in their home and accusations of participating in paramilitary activity; 

and 

• That in 2021, another person was subjected to a hard stop (i.e. made to stop their car without 

warning), pulled out of their car by police, and held at gun point for allegedly breaking their bail 

conditions (which they had not done). Furthermore, that police cars shone full beams at their 

house for two hours on two consecutive nights.  

 

31. Overall, the report ultimately concludes that consistent patterns have emerged from the testimony 

of the environmental protectors. And that these give cause for concern regarding practices in the 

policing of environmental protests in the Sperrin mountains, in particular regarding the 

proportionality of the policing response and questions of differential treatment.29 

 

32. In a broader, non-policing context, ELUK member FoE EWNI has written to the Northern Ireland 

Planning Appeals Commission raising concerns about its disproportionate and prejudicial treatment 

of the general public, and those seeking to make representations during proceedings associated with 

a Public Inquiry held in relation to the goldmine in 2024. This included refusing to allow any children 

into the inquiry venue, whilst at the same time refusing to allow any live streaming of the six-week 

inquiry. Such restrictions have particular implications for those with caring responsibilities, who are 

disproportionately women, and who are thereby deprived of their opportunity to fully take part in 

proceedings. 

 

33. Members of ELUK are organising a side event at MOP 8, in conjunction with the European 

Environment Bureau, Not1More and other civic society organisations, which will explore these issues 

 
26 ‘Drax 15’ acquitted as ‘being equipped for locking on’ trial collapses - Garden Court North Chambers and Activists 
cleared of locking on charges at Drax power station - BBC News 
27 ELUK notes that the case law of the European Court of Human Rights is clear that States have a positive duty to 
facilitate peaceful protest. 
28 The-policing-of-environmental-protectors-Final-report-August-2024-for-publication.pdf 
29 ELUK is aware that the Police Service of Northern Ireland has responded to CAJ’s report and disagrees with some 
of its findings.  

https://caj.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/The-policing-of-environmental-protectors-Final-report-August-2024-for-publication.pdf
https://gcnchambers.co.uk/drax-15-acquitted-as-being-equipped-for-locking-on-trial-collapses/
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/ce86zke0d4go
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/ce86zke0d4go
https://caj.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/The-policing-of-environmental-protectors-Final-report-August-2024-for-publication.pdf
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further, along with examples of current practice in different countries, including the UK, and the 

testimonies of peaceful activists.  

 
Conclusions 
 
34. ELUK shares the concerns of the Special Rapporteur as to the treatment of environmental defenders 

in the UK. We urge the UK to: 
• accept the premise of A3(8) as per the interpretation of the Rapporteur, and the ACCC’s previous 

case findings which it is bound by under international law; 
• reverse the anti-protest provisions in the PCSCA 2022 and the POA 2023;  
• desist from its plans to introduce further anti-protest measures targeting protestors; and 
• bring an end to the use of anti-protest persons unknown injunctions which enable wealthy 

companies and other powerful actors to buy their own justice, and to penalise communities and 
ordinary people exercising their right to peaceful protest. 

 
 

 
The lead author of this ELUK statement was Katie de Kauwe, Senior Lawyer at Friends of the Earth 
England, Wales and Northern Ireland. 
 
For queries please contact Niall Watson, Senior Policy Officer, Wildlife & Countryside Link – 
niall@wcl.org.uk  
 

       26 October 2025  
 

This Environment Links UK statement is supported by the following organisations: 

 

ELUK Members 

Badger Trust 

Bat Conservation Trust 

Butterfly Conservation 

Campaign for National Parks 

Compassion in World Farming UK  

Environmental Law Foundation 

Environmental Rights Centre for Scotland 

Friends of the Earth England, Wales and Northern Ireland 

Greenpeace UK 

Institute of Fisheries Management 

Keep Wales Tidy  

Marine Conservation Society 

Open Spaces Society 

River Action 

Royal Society for the Protection of Birds  

Seal Research Trust 

The Wildlife Trusts 

mailto:niall@wcl.org.uk
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Wild Justice 

 

Other NGOs 

Amnesty International UK 

Black Environment Network 

Bond 

Disability Rights UK 

Mums for Lungs 

Not1More 

Quakers in Britain 

Students Organising for Sustainability UK 

Uplift 

Women’s Environmental Network 


