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 Collective Proceedings in the UK’s Competition Appeal Tribunal (CAT)  

With collective proceedings coming thick and fast it can be challenging to maintain oversight of what claims have been issued and what stage they’ve reached. Our primary tracker monitors live collective proceedings 
issued in the Competition Appeal Tribunal and outlines the current stage of each set of proceedings, as well as providing a summary of each claim and links to the key documents. Annex I to the tracker summarises 
claims that are not currently progressing (i.e. claims that have settled, been rejected at certification, determined at trial or are otherwise on hold). We regularly update the tracker to ensure the latest developments are 
captured, with the most recently issued claim listed first. 

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss the Competition Appeal Tribunal’s collective proceedings regime in more detail, please contact: Eleanore Di Claudio (Eleanore.DiClaudio@simmons-simmons.com), Patrick Boylan 
(Patrick.Boylan@simmons-simmons.com), Anna Keenlyside (Anna.Keenlyside@simmons-simmons.com) or Devina Shah (Devina.Shah@simmons-simmons.com).  

This tracker uses the following defined terms: 
Competition Appeal Tribunal is defined as “CAT”; Competition and Markets Authority is defined as “CMA”; a Case Management Conference is defined as “CMC”; a Collective Proceedings Order is defined as “CPO”; a Class 
Representative is defined as “CR”; a Damages Based Agreement is defined as “DBA”; a Litigation Funding Agreement is defined as “LFA”; a Proposed Class Representative is defined as “PCR”; and the Treaty on the Functioning 
of the European Union is defined as “TFEU”. 

 

No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

1.  TBC Chris Warner v 
Booking.com 

https://jointheclaim.
com/bookingcom-
faces-proposed-2-
billion-consumer-
claim-over-hotel-
prices/ 

Awaiting filing 
of claim. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

It has been publicly reported that Mr Chris Warner, a leading consumer lawyer has 
secured litigation funding in respect of a proposed opt-out collective claim against 
Booking.com, on behalf of UK consumers. 

The proposed claim alleges that Booking.com uses narrow 'price parity' clauses 
which restrict accommodation providers, such as hotels or B&Bs, from offering lower 
room prices. The proposed claim alleges that millions of UK consumers have been 
overpaying for hotel and travel accommodation, with total damages estimated to be 
over £2 billion. 

 Awaiting filing of the claim. 

2.  20 July 
2026 

1788/7/7/26 

Bed and Breakfast 
Association 
Limited) v (1) 
Booking Holdings 
Inc. (2) 
Booking.com BV 
and (3) 
Booking.com 
Limited 

https://www.bandb
association.org/ 

Awaiting CPO 
hearing. 

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

Bed and Breakfast Association (“B&BA”), the UK trade association for B&Bs and 
guesthouses, brought a claim against Booking.com on behalf of thousands of UK 
accommodation providers, including hotels and B&Bs.  
 
The B&BA's standalone claim concerns Booking.com's price parity policies, which 
allegedly prevent or strongly discourage accommodation providers such as hotels or 
B&Bs from offering lower room prices through all other sales channels. The B&BA 
alleges that the policies are a barrier to healthy price competition and allow it to 
charge UK accommodation providers unlawfully high commissions. 
 
The proposed class comprises approximately 114,930 members, with estimated 
aggregate damages of between £1.1 to 1.8 billion. 
 
 

 20 July 2026 – Claim filed. 

 18 August 2026 – CAT issued an order and ruling, granting permission for 
the claimant to serve out of jurisdiction. 

 20 August 2026 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 
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https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/17887726%20Bed%20and%20Breakfast%20Association%20Limited%20v%20Booking%20Holdings%20Inc.%2C%20Booking.com%20B.V.%2C%20and%20Booking.com%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20Out%29%20%2018%20Aug%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/17887726%20Bed%20and%20Breakfast%20Association%20Limited%20v%20Booking%20Holdings%20Inc.%2C%20Booking.com%20B.V.%2C%20and%20Booking.com%20Limited%20%20-%20Ruling%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20Out%29%20%2018%20Aug%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/17887726%20Bed%20and%20Breakfast%20Association%20Limited%20v%20Booking%20Holdings%20Inc.%2C%20Booking.com%20B.V.%2C%20and%20Booking.com%20Limited%20-%20Summary%20of%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Claim%20Form%20%2020%20.pdf
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

3.  24 June 
2026 

1782/7/7/26 

HOCR Limited v (1) 
Barratt Redrow plc 
(2) Redrow Limited 
(formerly Redrow 
plc) (3) Bellway plc 
(4) The Berkeley 
Group plc (5) Bloor 
Homes Limited (6) 
Persimmon plc (7) 
Taylor Wimpey plc 
(8) Vistry Group plc 
and (9) 
Countryside 
Partnerships 
Limited 

Home | 
Housebuilders 
Claim 

Awaiting CPO 
hearing. 

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

HOCR Limited has filed a claim against seven of the country’s largest housebuilders. 
The PCR is acting through Mr Mark McLaren is leading a proposed opt-out collective 
proceedings on behalf of UK house buyers who purchased new-build houses from 
the proposed Defendants in the period starting on 1 October 2015 and ending on the 
date of the claim form. 

The PCR alleges that the proposed defendants exchanged competitively sensitive 
information over a number of years including details of achieved selling prices, sales 
and reservation activity, and buyer incentives which led them to charge higher prices 
for new-build houses. 

The proposed claim is standalone, but follows an investigation by the CMA which 
focused on suspected anti-competitive conduct by seven housebuilders in relation to 
the sale of new-build houses across the UK. 

The total proposed damages are estimated to be in the region of £4.5 billion. 

 24 June 2026 – Claim filed.  

 7 July 2026 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 

 

4.  6 May 2026 1773/7/7/26 

AGC Collective 
Actions Limited v 
(1) Alphabet Inc. 
(2) Google LLC (3) 
Google Ireland 
Limited (4) Google 
UK Limited 

Display Advertiser 
Claim 

Awaiting the 
listed CPO 
hearing.    

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

AGC Collective Actions Limited has filed a claim against Google on behalf of UK 
advertisers relating to Google's alleged misuse of its dominant position in the 
advertising technology industry. The PCR is acting through Adam Collinson, a former 
competition law partner, and represented by KP Law. The proposed class is to be 
represented on an opt-out basis. 

The total potential damages are estimated to be in the region of up to £3 billion.  

The proposed class consists of all UK-domiciled advertisers who, during the relevant 
period, paid for display advertising services provided by Google (whether they 
purchased directly or through a media agency) for the open web. 

The claim period is between 1 October 2015 and the date on which Tribunal 
processes the claim and the claim becomes live. 

 6 May 2026 – Claim filed.  

 19 May 2026 – CAT published a summary of the claim form.  

Upcoming Events 

 14 December 2026 – CPO hearing listed with a time estimate of one day, 
with one day in reserve. 

5.  1 April 
2026 

 
1771/7/7/26 
 
Jeremy Newman v 
(1) Rightmove 
PLC, (2) 
Rightmove Group 
Limited 

https://rightmovefe
esclaim.com/ 

Awaiting the 
listed CPO 
hearing. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Mr Jeremy Newman, an accountant and former panel member of the CMA, is leading 
a proposed UK class action against Rightmove, seeking damages on behalf of UK 
estate agents. The proposed class is to be represented on an opt-out basis.  
 
Mr Newman alleges that Rightmove is dominant in the online property portal market 
in the UK and that it exploits its dominance by charging excessively and unfairly high 
subscription fees. Mr Newman alleges that estate agents ‘have had to absorb 
consistent, excessive price increases’ by Rightmove.  
 
The aggregate claim value is estimated to be in the region of £1.6 billion. 

 1 April 2026 – Claim filed. 

 16 April 2026 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 

 16 July 2026 – CMC held. 

Upcoming Events 

 2 November 2026 – CPO hearing listed with a time estimate of one day, with 
one day in reserve.  

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17827726-hocr-limited
https://www.housebuildersclaim.co.uk/
https://www.housebuildersclaim.co.uk/
https://www.housebuildersclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/17827726%20HOCR%20Limited%20v%20Barratt%20Redrow%20plc%20and%20Ors%20-%20Summary%20of%20collective%20proceedings%20claim%20form%20%2007%20Jul%202026%20%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17737726-agc-collective-actions-limited
https://www.displayadvertiserclaim.co.uk/
https://www.displayadvertiserclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-05/17737726%20-%20AGC%20Collective%20Actions%20Limited%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%2C%20Google%20LLC%2C%20Google%20Ireland%20Limited%20%26%20Google%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Summary%20of%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Claim%20Form%20%2019%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17717726-mr-jeremy-newman
https://rightmovefeesclaim.com/
https://rightmovefeesclaim.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/1771%20-%20Newman%20v%20Rightmove%20-%20Summary%20of%20CPCF%20%281%29.pdf
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

6.  30 January 
2026 

1765/7/7/26 

JLP TCR Ltd v (1) 
Scania AB (Publ) 
(2) Scania CV AB 
(Publ) and (3) 
Scania 
Deutschland 
GmbH 

 

Awaiting CPO 
hearing.  

 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

JLP TCR Ltd is the PCR, and is a special purpose vehicle. Mr Justin Le Patourel is 
the sole director and member of JLP TCR Ltd. 

The proposed action is a follow-on claim from a 2017 decision of the European 
finding that Scania had breached Article 101(1) TFEU due to its participation in a 
truck manufacturers cartel.  

The claims allege that the cartel had the effect of increasing prices for road haulage 
services and are to be brought on behalf of direct purchasers of haulage services in 
the UK at any time between 17 January 1997 and 31 December 2017. The proposed 
opt-out proceedings is brought on behalf of a class said to comprise approximately 
1.1 million to 1.4 million members. 

The aggregate value of the claims is estimated to be in the region of £1 billion to £1.7 
billion. The PCR has agreed to advance a single set of proceedings together with 
together with Haulage Customer Claim Limited (“HCCL”) who was bringing a similar 
claim against the proposed Defendants. Together, the claims are known as the “JLP 
Proceedings”. 

 30 January 2026 – Claim filed.  

 26 March 2026 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 

 17 July 2026 – Hearing to consider service out applications, funding and a 
claim form amendment application held. The PCR has agreed to advance a 
single set of collective proceedings through the JLP Proceedings, together 
with HCCL who was bringing a similar claim against the proposed 
Defendants with case no. 1763/7/7/26 (“HCCL Proceedings”). An 
application was made to stay the HCCL Proceedings, as well as accordingly 
amend the claim form in the JLP Proceedings.  

 17 July 2026 - The CAT published a judgment and order granting the 
applications to stay the HCCL Proceedings, amend the JLP Proceedings 
claim form and for service out of the jurisdiction. The CAT has also given the 
PCR one month from the date of judgment to finalise its funding 
arrangements. 

 

7.  29 January 
2026 

1763/7/7/26 

Haulage Customer 
Claim Limited v (1) 
Scania (Great 
Britain) Limited (2) 
Scania Atiebolag 
(Publ) (3) Scania 
CV Aktiebolag 
(Publ) and (4) 
Scania 
Deutschland 
GmbH 

 

Proceedings 
were stayed 
on 17 July 
2026. 

 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

Haulage Customers Claim Limited (HCC) is the PCR, and is a special purpose 
vehicle controlled by Mr Robert Mason.  

The proposed action is a follow-on claim from a 2017 decision of the European 
finding that Scania had breached Article 101(1) TFEU due to its participation in a 
truck manufacturers cartel.  

The claims allege that the cartel had the effect of increasing prices for road haulage 
services and are to be brought on behalf of UK-domiciled businesses that purchased 
haulage services from UK hauliers domiciled in the UK between 17 January 1997 
and 31 December 2017 using medium and heavy trucks. The proposed class is said 
to comprise of approximately 300,000 members and to be opt-out proceedings. 

The aggregate damages are estimated to be in the region of £436 million. (“HCCL 
Proceedings”)  

The PCR has agreed to advance a single set of proceedings, through the JLP 
Proceedings referenced above. 

 

 29 January 2026 – Claim filed.  

 26 March 2026 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 

 17 July 2026 – Hearing to consider service out applications, funding and a 
claim form amendment application held. The PCR has agreed to advance a 
single set of collective proceedings, through a similar claim brought by JLP 
TCR Ltd against the proposed Defendants with case no. 1765/7/7/26 ( the 
JLP Proceedings referenced above). An application was made to stay the 
HCCL Proceedings, as well as accordingly amend the claim form in the JLP 
Proceedings.  

 17 July 2026 - The CAT published a judgment and order granting the 
applications to stay the HCCL Proceedings.  

8.  22 January 
2026 

1761/7/7/26 

James Daley Class 
Representative 
LLP v (1) Apple 
Inc. (2) Apple 
Distribution 
International 
Limited (3) Apple 
(UK) Limited, 
Apple Europe 
Limited and (4) 
Apple Payments 
Services Limited  

Awaiting CPO 
hearing.  

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Mr James Daley has issued a claim against Apple on behalf of the proposed class of 
UK consumers who acquired or held a current account, credit card, savings account, 
mortgage or loan approved by a list of 204 banks or financial institutions that issued 
payment cards which participated in Apple Pay, on an opt-out basis.   

The PCR alleges that Apple is abusing its dominant position in the market from 22 
January 2020 by forcing unfair commercial terms which enable Apple to (i) charge 
card issuers a fee for every contactless transaction made with Apple Pay and (ii) 
impose charges for online payments made via Apple Pay; the costs of which are 
ultimately borne by consumers in the UK. 

The proposed class is said to comprise of approximately 58 million members. The 
value of the proposed claim is estimated to be between £591 million and £1.5 billion, 
with interest. 

 

 22 January 2026 – Claim filed. 

 18 March 2026 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 

 19 March 2026 – CAT published an order relating to service out of the 
jurisdiction.  

Upcoming Events 

 6 November 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of half a day. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17657726-jlp-tcr-ltd
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/17657726%20JLP%20TCR%20Ltd%20v%20%281%29%20Scania%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20%282%29%20Scania%20CV%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20and%20%283%29%20Scania%20Deutschland%20GmbH%20-%20Summary%20of%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Claim%20Form%20%2026%20Mar%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/17657726%20JLP%20TCR%20Ltd%20v%20%282%29%20Scania%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20%282%29%20Scania%20CV%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20and%20%283%29%20Scania%20Deutschland%20GmbH%20-%20Judgment%20%28Amendment%2C%20Service%20out%20and%20Stay%29%20%2017%20Jul%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/17657726%20JLP%20TCR%20Ltd%20v%20%281%29%20Scania%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20%282%29%20Scania%20CV%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20and%20%283%29%20Scania%20Deutschland%20GmbH%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Amendment%2C%20Service%20out%20and%20Stay%29%20%2017%20Jul%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17637726-haulage-customer-claim-limited
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/17637726%20Haulage%20Customer%20Claim%20Limited%20v%20%281%29%20Scania%20%28Great%20Britain%29%20Limited%2C%20%282%29%20Scania%20Atiebolag%20%28Publ%29%2C%20%283%29%20Scania%20CV%20Aktiebolag%20%28Publ%29%2C%20and%20%284%29%20Scania%20Deutschlan.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/17657726%20JLP%20TCR%20Ltd%20v%20%282%29%20Scania%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20%282%29%20Scania%20CV%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20and%20%283%29%20Scania%20Deutschland%20GmbH%20-%20Judgment%20%28Amendment%2C%20Service%20out%20and%20Stay%29%20%2017%20Jul%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/17657726%20JLP%20TCR%20Ltd%20v%20%281%29%20Scania%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20%282%29%20Scania%20CV%20AB%20%28Publ%29%2C%20and%20%283%29%20Scania%20Deutschland%20GmbH%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Amendment%2C%20Service%20out%20and%20Stay%29%20%2017%20Jul%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17617726-james-daley-class-representative-llp
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/1761%20-%20Summary%20of%20Daley%20v%20Apple%20%2818.03.2026%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/2026.03.18_1761_Daley_Reasoned_Order_0.pdf
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

https://consumervo
ice.uk/action/apple
-pay-claim/ 

9.  15 
December 
2025 

1759/7/7/2 

JLP A&A Class 
Representative 
Limited v Apple Inc. 
and Others 

https://www.ukappl
eamazonclaim.co.
uk/Home/TimeLine 

 

CPO hearing 
held on 30 
June 2026. 
Judgment is 
pending.  

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

Mr Justin Le Patourel, acting through JLP A&A Class Representative Limited has 
issued a claim against Apple and Amazon on behalf of purchasers of Apple (including 
Beats-branded) electronic products sold in the UK by retailers.  

The PCR alleges that Amazon and Apple entered into the agreements which restrict 
third parties from reselling Apple and Beats products on Amazon’s marketplace. The 
PCR alleges that those agreements have (i) led to a significant reduction in the 
number of resellers of Apple and Beats products on Amazon Marketplace (UK); (ii) 
caused / facilitated overcharges on the purchase price of Apple and Beats products 
which have not only been sold through Amazon but also sold by Apple and other 
retailers in online and physical stores; and (iii) caused members of the Proposed 
Class to have suffered losses from increased financing costs incurred when 
purchasing Apple products at inflated prices. 

The proposed class is estimated to comprise of approximately 28.9 million persons.  

The initial claim period is between 31 October 2018 and 15 December 2025.   

The claimed damages are estimated to be in the region of £431.2 million to £898.6 
million, without interest. 

 

 15 December 2025 – Claim filed.  

 30 January 2026 – CAT published an order relating to service out of the 
jurisdiction.  

 5 March 2026 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 

 30 June 2026 – CPO hearing held. Judgment is pending.  

10.  14 August 
2025  

1749/7/7/25 

Association of 
Consumer Support 
Organisations Ltd v 
(1) Amazon.com, 
Inc. (2) Amazon 
Europe Core 
S.À.R.L. (3) 
Amazon EU 
S.À.R.L (4) 
Amazon U.K. 
Services Ltd. and 
(5) Amazon 
Payments U.K. 
Limited 

Press Release – 
ACSO 

ACSO v Amazon | 
Association of 
Consumer Support 
Organisations 
(ACSO) 

Awaiting the 
listed CPO 
hearing. 

 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

The UK’s Association of Consumer Support Organisations (ACSO) has issued a 
collective action against Amazon on behalf of more than 45 million consumers who 
purchased products on Amazon between 14 August 2019 and 14 August 2025. 

ACSO alleges that UK consumers paid higher prices when purchasing products from 
third-party sellers on Amazon's UK marketplace as a result of Amazon’s pricing 
policies. These policies prevent third-party sellers from offering lower prices 
elsewhere on the internet, including via their own sales channels. 

The claim alleges that Amazon’s pricing policies have limited the ability of other 
platforms to compete with Amazon and allowed Amazon to charge third-party sellers 
higher fees knowing that Amazon would not be undercut on price by any other online 
marketplace.  

The proposed class is estimated to comprise of approximately 45.4 to 48.9 million 
persons.  

The aggregate damages are estimated to be between £3.6 billion and £7.5 billion, 
with interest.  

 

 14 August 2025 – Claim filed. 

 14 October 2025 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 

 23 January 2026 – CAT published an order detailing directions to the CMC. 

 12 February 2026 – CMC held. 

 24 March 2026 – CAT published its judgment on the strike-out application 
made by the Defendants dated 12 January 2026. The CAT refused the strike-
out application on the grounds that Amazon failed to establish a case of abuse 
of process. Amazon was ordered to pay ACSO's costs of opposing the strike-
out application, and ACSO ordered to pay Amazon's costs of submissions in 
response to ACSO's schedule of costs. 

Upcoming Events 

 5 October 2026 – CPO hearing listed with a time estimate of one day with 
one day in reserve. 

 

https://consumervoice.uk/action/apple-pay-claim/
https://consumervoice.uk/action/apple-pay-claim/
https://consumervoice.uk/action/apple-pay-claim/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17597725-jlp-aa-class-representative-limited
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ukappleamazonclaim.co.uk%2FHome%2FTimeLine&data=05%7C02%7CEleanore.DiClaudio%40simmons-simmons.com%7C8c8639302ba544d912e808deb5a97f6f%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639147936769628316%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yIJrKH3IQE11KmN8KSsfC%2B6K0oGXhS7Bi3Uk%2BrjwtEs%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ukappleamazonclaim.co.uk%2FHome%2FTimeLine&data=05%7C02%7CEleanore.DiClaudio%40simmons-simmons.com%7C8c8639302ba544d912e808deb5a97f6f%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639147936769628316%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yIJrKH3IQE11KmN8KSsfC%2B6K0oGXhS7Bi3Uk%2BrjwtEs%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.ukappleamazonclaim.co.uk%2FHome%2FTimeLine&data=05%7C02%7CEleanore.DiClaudio%40simmons-simmons.com%7C8c8639302ba544d912e808deb5a97f6f%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639147936769628316%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yIJrKH3IQE11KmN8KSsfC%2B6K0oGXhS7Bi3Uk%2BrjwtEs%3D&reserved=0
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/17597725%20JLP%20A%26A%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20jurisdiction%20and%20Practice%20Direction%2022025%29%20%2030%20Ja.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/17597725%20JLP%20A%26A%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Summary%20of%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Claim%20Form%20%2005%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17497725-association-consumer-support-organisations-ltd
https://amazoncostsyoumore.co.uk/media/zd0bmtdp/2025-08-14-acso-v-amazon-press-release.pdf
https://amazoncostsyoumore.co.uk/media/zd0bmtdp/2025-08-14-acso-v-amazon-press-release.pdf
https://acso.org.uk/news/202508/acso-v-amazon
https://acso.org.uk/news/202508/acso-v-amazon
https://acso.org.uk/news/202508/acso-v-amazon
https://acso.org.uk/news/202508/acso-v-amazon
https://acso.org.uk/news/202508/acso-v-amazon
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/17497725%20ACSO%20v%20Amazon.com%20Inc%20and%20others%20-%20Summary%20of%20Claim%20Form%20%28Rule%2076%288%29%29%2014%20Oct%2025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/17497725%20Association%20of%20Consumer%20Support%20Organisations%20Ltd%20v%20Amazon.com%2C%20Inc%20%26%20Ors%20-%20Directions%20to%20CMC1%20%2023%20Jan%202026.pdf
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.catribunal.org.uk%2Fsites%2Fcat%2Ffiles%2F2026-03%2F17497725%2520Association%2520of%2520Consumer%2520Support%2520Organisations%2520Ltd%2520v%2520Amazon.com%252C%2520Inc%2520%2526%2520Ors%2520-%2520Judgment%2520%2528Strike%2520Out%2520Application%2529%2520%2520%2520%252024%2520Mar%25202026%2520.pdf&data=05%7C02%7CEliza.Jones%40simmons-simmons.com%7C9d6270d485234d288a3408de8b40e686%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639101308046643695%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=xRzLNowIDkIURBc1Rs%2BD8CC8Y%2BB7VhlEeetDbJWiK38%3D&reserved=0
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

11.  30 May 
2025 

1731/7/7/25 

Alexander Wolfson 
v (1) Microsoft 
Corporation (2)  
Microsoft Limited 
and (3) Microsoft 
Ireland Operations 
Limited 

https://microsoftclai
m.com/ 

Awaiting CPO 
hearing. 

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Mr Alexander Wolfson has issued a claim against Microsoft on behalf of a proposed 
class of UK domiciled persons who purchased relevant licenses in the UK between 
1 October 2015 and 12 May 2025. 

Mr Wolfson alleges that Microsoft has abused its market dominance and engaged in 
anti-competitive conduct by restricting competition between new software licenses 
and pre-owned licenses for Microsoft products which has artificially inflated the prices 
of both new and pre-owned licenses. 

The proposed class is said to comprise an estimated 2.3 to 2.7 million members. A 
preliminary estimate is that aggregate damages are between £1.3 billion and £3.5 
billion, with interest.  

 30 May 2025 – Claim filed. 

 29 September 2025 – CAT published a summary of the claim form. 

Upcoming Events 

 15 September 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of half a day. 

12.  27 May 
2025 

1733/7/7/25 

Mr Roger Kaye KC 
v (1) Alphabet Inc.  
(2) Google LLC (3) 
Google Ireland 
Limited and (4) 
Google UK Limited 

Google | KP Law 

Proceedings 
have been 
stayed until 
outcome of the 
Brook CPO 
hearing on 8 
July 2026. 

Carriage 
Hearing held 
on 6-7 October 
2025.  

Carriage 
dispute 
resolved by 
agreement. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

Mr Roger Kaye KC has filed a claim against Alphabet Inc, Google LLC, Google 
Ireland Limited and Google UK Limited on behalf of UK advertisers that used 
Google’s search advertising servicers to publish ads between 01 January 2011 and 
27 May 2025. 

The claim accuses Google of abusing its dominant position in the search advertising 
market, resulting in inflated costs and reduced competition. The claim alleges that 
Google’s agreements with phone manufacturers and network operators to make 
Google’s search engine the default option on their products restricted competition 
and allowed it to maintain its dominant position in the market. 

The proposed class is estimated to comprise of approximately 500,000 to 1.5 million 
UK-domiciled advertisers.  

The value of the claim is estimated to be in the region of £15.2 billion and £25.2 
billion, with interest.  

 

 27 May 2025 – Claim filed. 

 2 July 2025 – Joint CMC held, together with the Brook and Stopford 
collective proceedings. 

 2 July 2025 – CAT published directions to the Carriage Hearing, regarding 
which of the two PCRs would be the most suitable to act as CR in the Brook 
and Kaye collective proceedings. 

 6-7 October 2025 – Carriage Hearing took place. The carriage dispute was 
then resolved by agreement.  

 7 April 2026 – CAT published an order, under which an application to stay 
these proceedings in their entirety has been granted. If the Brook 
proceedings are certified, the PCR shall apply for the Kaye proceedings to 
be withdrawn, and if the Brook proceedings are not certified, then Mr Kaye 
shall either apply for permission to lift the stay in his proceedings or apply for 
permission to withdraw the proceedings.  

13.  16 April 
2025 

1720/7/7/25 

Or Brook Class 
Representative 
Limited v (1) 
Alphabet Inc (2) 
Google LLC (3) 
Google Ireland 
Limited (4) Google 
UK limited (5) 
Google Asia 
Pacific Pte Limited 
(6) Google 
Commerce Limited 
(together 
"Google") 

CPO 
application 
granted. 

 

 

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

Or Brook Class Representative Limited has filed a claim against Google on behalf of 
UK advertisers, including thousands of business customers and organisations, that 
used Google’s search advertising services to publish ads between 1 January 2011 
and 15 April 2025.  

The claim alleges that Google sought to restrict competition by entering into contracts 
with mobile phone manufacturers and network operators, which required them to pre-
install the Google Search and Chrome browser apps on Android devices. Other 
anticompetitive conduct alleged includes Google paying billions to Apple to ensure it 
is the default search engine on the Safari browser that is pre-installed on all Apple 
devices. 

In addition, the claim alleges that Google ensured that its search engine 
management platform, SA360, offers better functionality, and more features, 
regarding Google’s own advertising offering than that of its competitors. 

The proposed class is estimated to comprise of approximately 250,000 advertisers.  

The total potential damages are estimated to be in the region of £5 billion.  

 

 16 April 2025 – Claim filed. 

 1 May 2025 – Claim Form issued. 

 
 2 July 2025 – Joint CMC held, together with the Kaye and Stopford 

collective proceedings. 

 2 July 2025 – CAT published directions to the Carriage Hearing, regarding 
which of the two PCRs would be the most suitable to act as CR in the Brook 
and Kaye collective proceedings. 

 6-7 October 2025 – Carriage Hearing took place. The carriage dispute was 
then resolved by agreement.  

 7 April 2026 – CAT published an order, under which an application to stay 
these proceedings in their entirety has been granted. If the Brook 
proceedings are certified, the PCR shall apply for the Kaye proceedings to 
be withdrawn, and if the Brook proceedings are not certified, then Mr Kaye 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17317725-alexander-wolfson
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fmicrosoftclaim.com%2F&data=05%7C02%7CEleanore.DiClaudio%40simmons-simmons.com%7C8c8639302ba544d912e808deb5a97f6f%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639147936769640755%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tMjxVDkHVPt%2FkFzBfDvCFCdLKoBuycFUNxt0KjZJ250%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fmicrosoftclaim.com%2F&data=05%7C02%7CEleanore.DiClaudio%40simmons-simmons.com%7C8c8639302ba544d912e808deb5a97f6f%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639147936769640755%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tMjxVDkHVPt%2FkFzBfDvCFCdLKoBuycFUNxt0KjZJ250%3D&reserved=0
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-09/17317725%20Alexander%20Wolfson%20v%20Microsoft%20Corporation%20%26%20Ors%20-%20Summary%20of%20claim%20%2029%20Sep%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17337725-mr-roger-kaye-kc
https://www.kpl.co.uk/google/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/17207725%3B%2017337725%20-%20Directions%20to%20Carriage%20Hearing%20%202%20Jul%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/17337725%20Mr%20Roger%20Kaye%20KC%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Stay%29%20%2007%20Apr%202026%20%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/17207725-or-brook-class-representative-limited
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/17207725%3B%2017337725%20-%20Directions%20to%20Carriage%20Hearing%20%202%20Jul%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/17337725%20Mr%20Roger%20Kaye%20KC%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Stay%29%20%2007%20Apr%202026%20%20.pdf


 

 6 L_LIVE_EMEA1:49232987v12 

No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

About Search 
Advertisers Claim 

shall either apply for permission to lift the stay in his proceedings or apply for 
permission to withdraw the proceedings.  

 8 July 2026 – CPO hearing held.  

 5 August 2026 – CAT published a judgment on the CPO application. The 
CAT concluded that although it shared Google’s concerns over funding 
arrangements and the level of costs, the balance of factors weighed in 
favour of certification on an opt-out basis. 

14.  5 
December 
2024 

1698/7/7/24 

Clare 
Spottiswoode CBE 
v (1) Airwave 
Solutions Limited 
(2) Motorola 
Solutions UK 
Limited (3) 
Motorola Solutions, 
Inc. 

About Us | 
Emergency 
Communications 
Claim 

CPO 
application 
granted and 
strike-out 
application 
dismissed.  

Trial listed to 
commence in 
October 2027.  

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Ms Clare Spottiswoode CBE alleges that Motorola abused its dominant market 
position by charging excessive and unfair prices for Land Mobile Radio (LMR) 
network services, known as Airwave Services. These services are provided through 
a proprietary network considered part of the UK's critical national infrastructure. 

The claims relate to findings from a Competition and Markets Authority (CMA) market 
investigation (2021-2023), which identified adverse effects on competition due to 
Motorola's market behaviour. The CMA's investigation led to a charge control on 
Motorola, limiting its revenue from Airwave Services to competitive market levels. 
Motorola's appeal of the CMA’s findings is pending. 

The claim is an opt-out collective proceeding for all purchasers, including emergency 
services and other organisations, who bought Airwave Services between 1 January 
2020 and 31 July 2023.  

The CR seeks damages estimated at £600-650 million on behalf of between 400 and 
2,000 Class Members, representing the difference between the prices paid and those 
that would have been paid in a competitive market. 

 5 December 2024 – Claim filed. 

 30 December 2024 – Claim Form issued. 

 2 December 2024 - CAT published an order granting permission to serve out 
of the jurisdiction. 

 15 May 2025 – CMC vacated following agreement between the parties on 
directions for the CPO hearing. 

 12 &15 September 2025 – CPO hearing held.  

 13 October 2025 – CAT published a judgment on the CPO application. The 
CAT concluded that the PCR meets the authorisation conditions and that the 
proposed collective proceedings meet the eligibility condition. Accordingly, 
the PCR’s application for a CPO on an opt-out basis was granted and the 
strike-out application was dismissed. 

 12 November 2025 – CAT published a CPO and costs order, granting the 
CPO application and dismissing the Defendant’s application for strike-out. 
The CAT also published a ruling on costs. 

 11 December 2025 – CAT published an order requiring the parties to draft  
directions on disclosure and next steps in the proceedings. 

 12 February 2026 – CAT published an order detailing disclosure related 
directions.  

 4 March 2026 – CMC held. 

 6 March 2026 – CAT published a directions order. A split trial has been 
ordered.  

Upcoming Events 

 24 September 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of up to one day. 

 October 2027 – The first trial listed to commence for a period of 6 weeks.  

15.  3 
December 
2024 

1696/7/7/24 

Dr Maria Luisa 
Stasi v (1) 
Microsoft 

CPO 
application 
granted. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Dr Maria Luisa Stasi alleges that Microsoft has violated UK competition law by 
leveraging its dominant market position in the cloud computing sector to 
disadvantage competitors and overcharge UK entities, thereby restricting 
competition in the market.  

 3 December 2024 – Claim filed. 

 2 January 2025 – Claim Form issued. 

https://searchadvertisersclaim.co.uk/about-us/
https://searchadvertisersclaim.co.uk/about-us/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/17207725%20Or%20Brook%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Google%20Inc%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28Certification%29%20%205%20Aug%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16987724-clare-mary-joan-spottiswoode-cbe
https://www.emergencycommunicationsclaim.co.uk/en-gb/about-us/
https://www.emergencycommunicationsclaim.co.uk/en-gb/about-us/
https://www.emergencycommunicationsclaim.co.uk/en-gb/about-us/
https://www.emergencycommunicationsclaim.co.uk/en-gb/about-us/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/16987724%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Airwave%20Solutions%20Limited%2C%20Motorola%20Solutions%20UK%20Limited%20%26%20Motorola%20Solutions%2C%20Inc%20-%20Ruling%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20Out%29%20%2010%20Dec%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/16987724%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Airwave%20Solutions%20Limited%2C%20Motorola%20Solutions%20UK%20Limited%20%26%20Motorola%20Solutions%2C%20Inc%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%29%20%2013%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16987724%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Airwave%20Solutions%20Limited%2C%20Motorola%20Solutions%20UK%20Limited%20%26%20Motorola%20Solutions%2C%20Inc%20-%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%2012%20Nov%20202.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16987724%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Airwave%20Solutions%20Limited%2C%20Motorola%20Solutions%20UK%20Limited%20%26%20Motorola%20Solutions%2C%20Inc%20-%20Ruling%20%28CPO%20Costs%29%20%20%2012%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/16987724%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Airwave%20Solutions%20Limited%2C%20Motorola%20Solutions%20UK%20Limited%20%26%20Motorola%20Solutions%2C%20Inc%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Directions%29%20%2010.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/16987724%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Airwave%20Solutions%20Limited%2C%20Motorola%20Solutions%20UK%20Limited%20%26%20Motorola%20Solutions%2C%20Inc%20-Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Disclosure%20direct.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/16987724%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Airwave%20Solutions%20Limited%2C%20Motorola%20Solutions%20UK%20Limited%20%26%20Motorola%20Solutions%2C%20Inc%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%2006%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16967724-dr-maria-luisa-stasi
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

Corporation (2) 
Microsoft Limited 
and (3) Microsoft 
Ireland Operations 
Limited  

HOME - UK Cloud 
Licensing Claim 

Permission to 
appeal refused 
by the CAT. 
The 
application to 
appeal the 
CAT’s CPO 
decision has 
been renewed 
before the 
Court of 
Appeal.  

 

 

It is alleged that Microsoft engaged in anti-competitive practices by imposing higher 
licensing fees for the Windows Server on customers using cloud computing services 
from Amazon AWS, Google Cloud Platform, and Alibaba Cloud, compared to those 
using Microsoft's Azure service. 

The claim is an opt-out collective proceedings for all UK businesses and 
organisations that bought licenses for Windows Server via Amazon’s AWS, Google 
Cloud Platform and Alibaba Cloud. The CR representing UK businesses and 
organisation allegedly overcharged by Microsoft is seeking approximately between 
£1.7 billion and £2.1 billion in damages. 

The claim period is the period beginning on 3 December 2018 and running until the 
date of judgment.  

 3 June 2025 – Directions order made listing the CPO hearing for 11 
December 2025. 

 11-12 December 2025 – CPO hearing held.  

 6 January 2026 – CAT published an order allowing the parties to file short 
submissions addressing the potential impact of the Supreme Court’s 
decision in Evans in relation to the issue opt-in versus opt-opt proceedings.  

 21 April 2026 – CAT published its judgment granting the CPO application 
and certifying the claim on an opt-out basis. 

 20 May 2026 – Consequentials hearing held. The CAT refused Microsoft’s 
bid to appeal its judgment to grant the CPO application. 

 28 May 2026 – CAT published an order, refusing Microsoft’s application for 
permission to appeal the CPO. The CAT held that (1) the evidence Microsoft 
argued was “inadmissible” had been used as only an indicator of evidence 
likely available at trial and (2) its decision involved exactly the kind of the 
discretionary balancing exercise involved in considering whether to certify 
proceedings that was contemplated by Evans v Barclays. The application to 
appeal the CAT’s CPO decision has since been renewed before the Court of 
Appeal. 

Upcoming Events 

 4 December 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day. 

16.  11 
November 
2024 

1689/7/7/24 

Consumers’ 
Association 
(“Which?”) v (1) 
Apple Inc (2) Apple 
Distribution 
International 
Limited (3) Apple 
Europe Limited 
and (4) Apple 
Retail UK Limited 

https://www.cloudcl
aim.co.uk/  

CPO 
application 
granted and 
strike-out 
application 
dismissed. 

Permission to 
appeal strike-
out dismissal 
granted. 

Trial to be 
listed on first 
available date 
in October 
2028.  

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

Which? alleges that Apple has violated UK competition law by favouring its iCloud 
storage service over other providers, effectively constraining Apple device users to 
using iCloud. 

The case contends that Apple constrains users to subscribing to iCloud as a storage 
solution by making it challenging to opt for alternative services. Which? alleges that 
Apple restricts the backing up of data to third-party services, compelling Apple users 
to purchase iCloud storage upon exceeding the complimentary 5GB limit and 
effectively locking users into the service. Which? also alleges that this has resulted 
in high barriers to entry for alternative cloud providers and resulting higher prices for 
services, as well as reduced quality and choice for users. 

The claim is an opt-out collective proceedings for all affected Apple customers using 
iCloud services since 1 October 2015. Which? estimates that there are around 40 
million affected UK iPhone and iPad iOS users, seeking approximately £3 billion in 
damages. 

 2 December 2024 - CAT published an order granting permission to serve out 
of the jurisdiction. 

 6 December 2024 – Claim Form issued. 

 19-20 November 2025 – CPO hearing took place.  

 6 March 2026 – Strike-out hearing took place.  

 2 April 2026 – CAT published its judgment granting the CPO application, 
subject to the separate strike-out application outcome on the non-purchaser 
head of loss. The CAT required and obtained amendments to the litigation 
funding agreement.  

 6 May 2026 – CAT published its judgment dismissing Apple’s partial strike-
out application. The majority of the Tribunal (with Waksman J dissenting) 
concluded that Apple had not demonstrated the contested claim relating to 
‘Non-Purchasing Consumers’ of iCloud (i.e. customers who did not pay for 
iCloud within the Claim Period but who may have valued iCloud services at 
higher than the counterfactual price) had no legal basis, and it was best left to 
trial as a novel point of law to be assessed in light of the evidence. 

 3 June 2026 – Hearing on Apple’s application for permission to appeal the 
strike-out judgment, and CPO costs held. The CAT granted Apple 
permission to appeal on all grounds.  

https://ukcloudclaim.com/
https://ukcloudclaim.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-06/16967724%20Dr%20Maria%20Luisa%20Stasi%20v%20Microsoft%20Corporation%2C%20Microsoft%20Limited%20%26%20Microsoft%20Ireland%20Operations%20Limited%20-%20Directions%20Order%20%203%20Jun%202025_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/16967724%20Dr%20Maria%20Luisa%20Stasi%20v%20Microsoft%20Corporation%2C%20Microsoft%20Limited%20%26%20Microsoft%20Ireland%20Operations%20Limited%20-%20Consent%20Order%20%206%20Jan%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/16967724%20Dr%20Maria%20Luisa%20Stasi%20v%20Microsoft%20Corporation%2C%20Microsoft%20Limited%20%26%20Microsoft%20Ireland%20Operations%20Limited%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Application%29%20%2021%20Apr%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-05/16967724%20-%20Dr%20Maria%20Luisa%20Stasi%20v%20Microsoft%20Corporation%2C%20Microsoft%20Limited%20%26%20Microsoft%20Ireland%20Operations%20Limited.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16897724-consumers-association-which
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cloudclaim.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7CEleanore.DiClaudio%40simmons-simmons.com%7C8c8639302ba544d912e808deb5a97f6f%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639147936769654337%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=YJ%2FhNigGdbX22K5qKNeM%2FJb2RfwRnO4mEwnzzabSXRQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cloudclaim.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7CEleanore.DiClaudio%40simmons-simmons.com%7C8c8639302ba544d912e808deb5a97f6f%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639147936769654337%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=YJ%2FhNigGdbX22K5qKNeM%2FJb2RfwRnO4mEwnzzabSXRQ%3D&reserved=0
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-12/16897724%20Consumers%27%20Association%20%28Which%29%20v%20Apple%20Inc%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20Apple%20Europe%20Limited%20%26%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Ruling%20%28Service%20Out%29%20%202%20Dec%202024_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/16897724%20Consumers%27%20Association%20%28Which%29%20v%20Apple%20Inc%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20Apple%20Europe%20Limited%20%26%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Applica.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-05/16D088~1_0.PDF
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

 3 June 2026 – CAT published a ruling on consequential matters and next 
steps, directing the parties to provide high-level costs budgets in the form of 
a precedent Z spreadsheet. 

 17 June 2026 – CAT published a CPO authorising Which? to commence 
collective proceedings. 

Upcoming Events 

 27 November 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day.  

 First available date in October 2028 – Trial to be listed with a time estimate 
of 9 weeks.  

17.  23 August 
2024 
(Professor 
Rodger) 

29 July 
2021 (Ms 
Coll) 

1673/7/7/24 

Barry Rodger v (1) 
Alphabet Inc. (2) 
Google LLC (3) 
Google Ireland Ltd 
(4) Google Asia 
Pacific Pte Ltd and 
(5) Google 
Commerce Ltd 

About the Claim - 
Google Playstore 
Developers Claim 

Linked cases:  

1408/7/7/21 

Elizabeth Helen 
Coll v Alphabet 
Inc. and Others 

https://www.appsto
reclaims.co.uk/Goo
gle 

1378/5/7/20 

Epic Games, Inc. 
and Others v 
Alphabet Inc., 
Google LLC and 
Others 

 

 

CPO 
applications 
granted 
(subject to 
amendments 
to the funding 
arrangements) 

Trial to 
commence on 
28 September 
2026, with a 
provisional 
time estimate 
of 14 weeks. 

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Jointly case managed claims against Google.  

Professor Rodger alleges that Google has abused its position of dominance in the 
market for the distribution of Android apps and licensable smart mobile device 
operating systems (the “Rodger Proceedings”).  

Professor Rodger’s opt-out claim on behalf of UK domiciled app developers alleges 
various categories of abuse, including: (1) engaging in various forms of exclusionary 
conduct which prevent others from competing (effectively or at all) in the provision of 
distribution services to Android app developers; and (2) charging prices (in the form 
of the commission charged on purchases of apps and of additional content or 
subscriptions within those apps) that are: (i) excessive and unfair in their own right 
(the rate of commission typically being 30%); and (ii) unfair and abusive as a system 
of pricing. Professor Rodger estimates that there are around 2,200 such app 
developers within the class.  

Ms Coll is bringing a standalone collective proceedings on behalf of all UK 
consumers and businesses who have spent money on digital content within the UK 
version of the Google Play Store (the “Coll Proceedings”).  Ms Coll alleges that 
Google abused its dominant position by engaging in exclusionary practices, 
including: (i) bundling the Play Store with other important proprietary apps; (ii) 
imposing restrictions on the ability of Android app developers to distribute to GMS 
users outside of the Play Store; and (iii) charging excessive and unfair commission. 
The Coll Proceedings claim period is between 1 October 2015 and the date of the 
final judgment or earlier settlement of these proceedings. 

A third related proceedings was brought by Epic Games, Inc (the “Epic 
Proceedings”). This was initially partly consolidated with the Coll Proceedings due 
to the overlap in issues in the two cases. The Epic Proceedings were withdrawn by 
consent on 9 March 2026.  

 

 

 29 September 2021 - CAT published an order granting permission for 
service outside the jurisdiction in the Coll Proceedings. 

 17 January 2022 – CMC held in the Coll Proceedings. 

 31 August 2022 – CAT published its judgment granting the CPO application 
in the Coll Proceedings. 

 23 August 2024 – Claim Form issued in the Rodger Proceedings. 

 20 December 2024 – CMC took place in the Rodger Proceedings.  

 6 March 2025 – CPO hearing took place in the Rodger Proceedings. CPO 
application was granted in the Coll Proceedings (subject to amendments to 
the funding arrangements). 

 24 March 2025 – CAT issued an order that the Ms Coll and the Professor 
Rodger Proceedings brought against the same Google defendants will be 
jointly case managed. In addition, a claim for damages and an injunction 
brought by Epic Games against Google for illegal collusion in relation to App 
distribution be subject to the same case management. The three sets of 
proceedings will be tried together, at a trial listed to commence on 28 
September 2026. 

 23 May 2025 – CAT published a CPO authorising Professor Rodger to 
commence the collective proceedings. 

 4 August 2025 – CAT published an order giving directions to trial, providing 
some useful guidance on the CAT’s approach to dealing with consolidated 
actions. 

 6 August 2025 – CAT published its judgment on certification granting the 
CPO.  

 24 September 2025 – CAT published a non-confidential ruling in relation to 
outstanding disclosure requests in the Epic proceedings. The CAT granted 
part of Google’s application for further disclosure of Epic’s financial 
forecasts, though found certain parts of its requests too broad and 
disproportionate. The CAT also granted most of Epic’s disclosure requests 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/168977~1.PDF
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/16897724%20Consumers%27%20Association%20%28Which%29%20v%20Apple%20Inc%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20Apple%20Europe%20Limited%20%26%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%2017%20Jun%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16737724-professor-barry-rodger
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16737724-professor-barry-rodger
https://www.googleplaystoredeveloperclaim.com/about-the-claim/
https://www.googleplaystoredeveloperclaim.com/about-the-claim/
https://www.googleplaystoredeveloperclaim.com/about-the-claim/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14087721-elizabeth-helen-coll
https://www.appstoreclaims.co.uk/Google
https://www.appstoreclaims.co.uk/Google
https://www.appstoreclaims.co.uk/Google
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13785720-epic-games-inc-and-others
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2021-10/20210929_Coll_%20Reasoned%20order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20jurisdiction%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/14087721-elizabeth-helen-coll-v-alphabet-inc-and-others-judgment-certification-2022-cat
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/EpicColl%20v%20Google%20%281378%20%26%201408%29%3B%2016737724%20-%20Order%20%28Joint%20Case%20Management%29%20%2024%20Mar%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-06/16737724%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CPO%29%20%2023%20May%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-08/Google%20App%20Distribution%20Market%20%281378%2C%201408%2C%20%26%201673%29%20-%20Order%20%281%20May%20CMC%29%20%204%20Aug%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-08/16737724%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Application%29%20%206%20Aug%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-09/Google%20App%20Distribution%20Market%20%281378%2C%201408%2C%20%26%201673%29%20-%20Ruling%20%28Disclosure%29%20%2024%20Sep%202025.pdf
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of Google and accepted Epic’s arguments that disclosure should not be 
limited to the UK market.   

 25 September 2025 – CAT published a non-confidential ruling in relation to 
outstanding disclosure requests in the Rodger Proceedings.  

 1 December 2025 – CAT published an order providing directions relating to 
disclosure further to the 25 September 2025 CMC. 

 5 December 2025 – CAT published an order with regard to expert evidence 
application in the Epic proceedings.  

 30 January 2026 – Joint CMC with the Epic and Coll Proceedings took 
place. 

 24 February 2026 – Joint CMC held. 

 27 February 2026 – Google applied for an order to vary the Rodger 
proceedings’ CPO in light of the decision in Evans.  

 4 June 2026 – CPO Variation Application hearing held. The CAT has 
published its judgment in which it has refused Google’s application to 
convert part of the Rodger proceedings into opt-in proceedings for a subset 
of larger “resourceful” app developers, confirming that the claim will continue 
on the same basis on which it was certified, this being opt-out. 

 19 June 2026 – CAT published an order granting permission to DAZN Group 
Limited, being a member of the Class, to opt-out of the proceedings. 

 9 July 2026 – CMC held.  

 9 July 2026 - CAT published a ruling granting Google’s application seeking 
disclosure from a potential class member.  

 31 July 2026 – Pre-trial review took place.  

Upcoming Events 

 28 September 2026 – Trial to commence for all sets of proceedings with a 
provisional trial length estimate of 14 weeks. 

18.  28 June 
2024 

1644/7/7/24 

Professor Andreas 
Stephan v (1) 
Amazon.com, Inc. 
(2) Amazon 
Europe Core 
S.À.R.L.  (3) 
Amazon EU 
S.À.R.L (4) 
Amazon U.K. 
Services Ltd and 
(5) Amazon 

CPO 
application 
granted. 

Permission to 
appeal refused 
by the CAT on 
21 October 
2025. The 
application 
was renewed 
before the 
Court of 
Appeal, who 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Standalone collective action. The CR issued a claim on behalf of merchants against 
various entities in the Amazon corporate group who, the CR alleges, abused its 
position of dominance in the market for the supply of e-commerce marketplace 
services to UK-domiciled professional sellers that used Amazon’s e-commerce 
marketplace services to reach customers in the UK. 

The CR alleges five categories of abuse, including: (1) the collection and use of third-
party seller data for the purposes of Amazon’s own retail services without making 
that data available to non-Amazon sellers; (2) self-preferencing Amazon’s own retail 
offers when selecting which offers are ‘Featured Offers’ or easily available to ‘Buy 
Now’; (3) self-preferencing of third-party sellers that make use of Amazon’s own 
fulfilment and logistics services; (4) making access to the ‘Prime’ label contingent on 

 28 June 2024 – Claim issued. 

 27 September 2024 - CAT made an order removing the Third Proposed 
Defendant as party to the proceedings following the merger of the Third and 
the Fourth Proposed Defendants. 

 18 October 2024 – Directions order made for the timetable for the carriage 
dispute hearing which took place from 11 – 13 November 2024.  

 20 January 2025 – CAT issued a judgment ordering that Professor 
Stephan’s claim will now proceed and BIRA’s claim is stayed. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/Google%20App%20Distribution%20Market%20%281378%2C%201408%2C%20%26%201673%29%20-%20Ruling%20%28Disclosure%29%20%2025%20Sep%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/Google%20App%20Distribution%20Market%20%281378%2C%201408%2C%20%26%201673%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%20further%20to%20CMC%20on%2025%20September%202025%29%20%201%20Dec%202025_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/Google%20App%20Distribution%20Market%20%281378%2C%201408%2C%20%26%201673%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chairs%20%28Epic%20expert%20evidence%20application%29%20%2005%20Dec%202025_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/Google%20App%20Distribution%20Market%20%281408%20%26%201673%29%20-%20%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Variation%20Application%29%20-%2010th%20June%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/16737724%20Professor%20Barry%20Rodger%20v%20%281%29%20Alphabet%20Inc%3B%20%282%29%20Google%20LLC%3B%20%283%29%20Google%20Ireland%20Limited%3B%20%284%29%20Google%20Asia%20Pacific%20Pte%20Limited%3B%20%285%29%20Google%20Commerce%20Limited%3B%20%286%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/Google%20App%20Distribution%20Market%20%281408%20and%201673%29%20-%20Ruling%20%28Disclosure%20-%20represented%20persons%29%2017th%20July%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16447724-professor-andreas-stephan
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-09/16447724%20Professor%20Andreas%20Stephan%20v%20Amazon.com%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Removal%20of%20D3%29%20%2027%20Sep%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/16417724%20BIRA%20Trading%20Limited%20v%20%281%29%20Amazon.com%2C%20Inc.%2C%20%282%29%20Amazon%20Europe%20Core%20S.%C3%80.R.L.%2C%20%283%29%20Amazon%20EU%20S.%C3%80.R.L%2C%20%284%29%20Amazon%20Services%20Europe%20S.%C3%80.R.L%2C%20%285%29%20Amazon%20U.K.%20Services%20Ltd.%20and%20%286%29%20Amazon%20Payments%20U..pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/16417724%3B%2016447724%20-%20Judgment%20%28Carriage%29%20%2020%20Jan%202025.pdf
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Payments U.K. 
Limited 

The Claim | 
Amazon Third 
Party Seller Claim 

also refused 
permission for 
Amazon to 
appeal the 
CAT’s CPO 
decision on 26 
February 
2026. 

Trial to 
commence on 
25 April 2028 
with a time 
estimate of 8 
weeks. 

the use of Amazon’s own fulfilment and logistics services; and (5) employing anti-
discounting policies to depress sales of goods outside of Amazon. 

The claim is an opt-out collective proceedings for UK-domiciled sellers that used 
Amazon’s e-commerce marketplace services to reach customers in the UK in the 
period starting six years prior to 26 June 2024. The CR estimates that there are over 
200,000 such sellers. 

The aggregate losses are estimated to up to £2.7 billion.  

 

 7 February 2025 – CAT made an order as to directions, including that this 
case (on behalf of merchants) (“Stephan Proceedings”) and Robert 
Hammond v Amazon (on behalf of consumers) (“Hammond Proceedings”) 
will be jointly case managed up to and including the certification / preliminary 
issue hearing and heard at a joint certification hearing.  

 6 May 2025 - Certification / preliminary issue hearing held. 

 24 July 2025 – CAT published its judgment on certification granting the CPO 
application. The CAT also determined that this case and the Hammond 
Proceedings will be tried together. 

 21 October 2025 – CAT published a ruling dismissing Amazon's application 
for permission to appeal the joint certification judgment certifying the claims 
brought by both Mr Hammond and Professor Stephan. The application has 
since been renewed before the Court of Appeal. 

 27 November 2025 – CAT published (i) a CPO, authorising the CR and 
certifying the claims as eligible for inclusion in collective proceedings; (ii) 
directions to the first CMC and order for Mr Hammond to provide the 
Defendants with an amended claim; and (iii) an order refusing the 
Defendant’s application for permission to appeal. 

 26 February 2026 – CAT published a judgment of the Court of Appeal 
refusing permission for Amazon to appeal the CAT’s ruling to grant CPOs in 
respect of the Hammond Proceedings and Stephan Proceedings.  

 1 May 2026 – Amazon applied for an order for part of the class to be de-
certified on an opt-out basis, and allowed to proceed on an opt-in basis only. 

 2 June 2026 - CMC held. 

 15 July 2026 - CAT published an order that the trial of the issues arising in 
the Hammond Proceedings and the Stephan Proceedings will be split. 

Upcoming Events 

 7 September 2026 – Hearing listed with a time estimate of one day, with one 
day in reserve.  

 14 October 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day, with one day 
in reserve. 

 25 April 2028 – Trial 1 listed with a time estimate of 8 weeks. 

19.  20 June 
2024 

1643/7/7/24 

Waterside Class 
Limited v (1) Mowi 
ASA (2) Mowi 
Holding AS (3) 
Grieg Seafood 
ASA  (4) SalMar 
ASA (5) Lerøy 
Seafood Group 

Awaiting listed 
further CPO 
hearing. 

CPO hearing 
took place on 
4 March 2026. 
CPO 
application not 
approved in its 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 

The claim is a standalone collective action. The PCR has issued a claim against 
various UK and Norwegian salmon producers who, the PCR alleges, unlawfully 
colluded to increase Atlantic salmon prices, in particular by means of manipulation 
of the reference prices for Norwegian Atlantic Salmon on the NASDAQ Salmon 
Index, and through the unlawful exchange of commercially sensitive information 
regarding the prices and volumes of sales of Atlantic salmon (the “Waterside 
Proceedings”).  

 20 June 2024 – Claim issued.  

 18 July 2024 – CAT made an order permitting service out of the jurisdiction. 

 31 October 2025 – CAT published an order detailing directions to the CPO 
hearing. 

https://www.amazon3psellerclaim.com/the-claim/
https://www.amazon3psellerclaim.com/the-claim/
https://www.amazon3psellerclaim.com/the-claim/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/16447724%20Professor%20Andreas%20Stephan%20v%20Amazon.com%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%3B%2015957723%20Robert%20Hammond%20v%20Amazon.com%2C%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28CPO%20Directions%29%2011%20Feb%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15957723-robert-hammond
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15957723-robert-hammond
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Judgment%20%28Joint%20CPO%29%20%2024%20Jul%202025_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Ruling%20%5B2025%5D%20CAT66%2021%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16447724%20Professor%20Andreas%20Stephan%20v%20Amazon.com%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%2027%20Nov%2025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Order%20%28Directions%29%20%2027%20Nov%2025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Order%20%28PTA%29%20%2027%20Nov%2025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Judgment%20of%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20%28PTA%29%20%20%2026%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Order%20%28Split%20Trial%29%20%2015%20Jul%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16437724-waterside-class-limited
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/16437724%20Waterside%20Class%20Limited%20v%20%281%29%20Mowi%20ASA%2C%20%282%29%20Mowi%20Holding%20SA%2C%20%283%29%20Grieg%20Seafood%20ASA%2C%20%284%29%20Salmar%20ASA%2C%20%285%29%20Ler%C3%B8y%20Seafood%20Group%20ASA%2C%20and%20%286%29%20Scottish%20Sea%20Farms%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20O.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16437724%20Waterside%20Class%20Limited%20v%20%281%29%20Mowi%20ASA%2C%20%282%29%20Mowi%20Holding%20AS%2C%20%283%29%20Grieg%20Seafood%20ASA%2C%20%284%29%20Salmar%20ASA%2C%20%285%29%20Ler%C3%B8y%20Seafood%20Group%20ASA%2C%20and%20%286%29%20Scottish%20Sea%20Farms%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CPO%20Direc.pdf
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

ASA and (6) 
Scottish Sea 
Farms Limited 

About This Claim - 
Salmon Claim UK 

current form. 
PCR invited to 
reformulate its 
application. 

Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

The PCR alleges that these price increases were largely passed over to 
consumers, as opposed to retailers bearing the brunt. 

The claim is an opt-out collective proceedings for consumers who, between 1 
October 2015 and 31 May 2019 purchased salmon products (containing 50% or more 
Atlantic salmon content by mass) for personal consumption from UK grocery 
retailers. 

The proposed class is estimated to comprise of approximately 35 million to 44 million 
persons. 

Related proceedings have been brought concerning anticompetitive salmon pricing 
in Asda Stores Limited & Others v Bremnes Seashore AS & Others (the "Asda 
Proceedings") and 1756/5/7/25 (T) Tesco Stores Limited v Cermaq Group AS & 
Others (the "Tesco Proceedings") (together with the Waterside Proceedings, the 
"Salmon Proceedings"). 

 10 February 2026 – CAT published an order refusing an application of the 
Green British Foundation to make written observations in respect of the 
CPO application.  

 4 March 2026 – CPO hearing took place.  

 15 April 2026 – CAT published its judgment on certification, not approving 
the CPO application in its current form. The CAT concluded that the 
eligibility condition was not satisfied, and the PCR failed to demonstrate that 
the likely benefits to the class would be proportionate to the costs of 
litigation. The CAT also concluded that the PCR did not satisfy the 
authorisation condition. The CAT did not strike-out the claim and has invited 
the PCR to reconsider and reformulate its proposals. 

 20 May 2026 – Directions hearing held.  

 28 May 2026 – CAT made an order with procedural directions for the further 
CPO application.  

Upcoming Events 

 18 November 2026 – Renewed CPO hearing listed with a time estimate of 
one day. 

 19 November 2026 – Joint CMC listed with a time estimate of half a day, to 
address the issue of joint case management of the Salmon Proceedings. 

20.   6 June 
2024 

1640/7/7/24 

Vicki Shotbolt 
Class 
Representative v 
Valve Corporation  

The Steam Claim | 
Steam You Owe 
Us 

CPO 
application 
granted.   

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

The claim is a standalone collective action. The CR alleges that Valve (who operates 
Steam), has abused its position of dominance in the market for the distribution of PC 
Games.  

The CR alleges five categories of abuse, including: (1) imposing Platform Parity 
Obligations that prohibit publishers, which market PC Games, from selling products 
through other distribution channels on better terms than the same products are 
available on Steam; (2) restricting the ability of users to purchase Add-on Content for 
games purchased on Steam through other distribution channels (a ‘tying’ or ‘anti-
steering’ infringement); and (3) charging publishers unfair and excessive commission 
rates for distributing the products. 

The claim is an opt-out collective proceedings for all persons who, during the claim 
period, made one or more payments for the purpose of purchasing: (a) PC Games, 
and/or (b) Add-on Content for PC Games, including subscription payments for PC 
Games and/or Add-on Content. 

The claim period is from 4 June 2018 in relation to class members domiciled in 
England, Wales and Northern Ireland and from 1 January 2010 in relation to class 
members domiciled in Scotland, both periods ending on the date of final judgment or 
earlier settlement. 

 6 June 2024 - Claim Form issued. 

 13 May 2025 – CMC held. 

 14 October 2025 – CPO application hearing took place.  

 26 January 2026 – CAT published its CPO judgment. The CAT concluded 
that both the authorisation condition and the eligibility condition had been 
satisfied and as such it was appropriate to grant a CPO on an opt-out basis. 

 11 March 2026 – CAT published a CPO authorising Ms Shotbolt to 
commence collective proceedings.  

 22 June 2026 – CMC held.  

 

21.  29 May 
2024 

1639/7/7/24 

Bulk Mail Claim 
Limited v 
International 
Distribution 

CPO 
application 
granted. 

Trial to 
commence on 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

The is a follow-on claim based on the decision of Ofcom dated 14 August 2018 
titled ‘Discriminatory pricing in relation to the supply of bulk mail delivery services in 
the UK’ which concluded that Royal Mail abused its dominant market position in 
relation to ‘Bulk Mail’ delivery services in the UK by introducing discriminatory 
prices via ‘Contract Change Notices’ on 10 January 2024.  

 29 May 2024 – Claim issued. 

 3-5 March 2025 - Certification / preliminary issue hearing held. 

https://salmonclaim.co.uk/about-this-claim/
https://salmonclaim.co.uk/about-this-claim/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/16437724%20Waterside%20Class%20Limited%20v%20%281%29%20Mowi%20ASA%2C%20%282%29%20Mowi%20Holding%20AS%2C%20%283%29%20Grieg%20Seafood%20ASA%2C%20%284%29%20Salmar%20ASA%2C%20%285%29%20Ler%C3%B8y%20Seafood%20Group%20ASA%2C%20and%20%286%29%20Scottish%20Sea%20Farms%20Limi.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/16437724%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%29%20%2015%20Apr%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/16437724%20Waterside%20Class%20Limited%20v%20%282%29%20Mowi%20ASA%2C%20%282%29%20Mowi%20Holding%20AS%2C%20%283%29%20Grieg%20Seafood%20ASA%2C%20%284%29%20Salmar%20ASA%2C%20%285%29%20Ler%C3%B8y%20Seafood%20Group%20ASA%2C%20and%20%286%29%20Scottish%20Sea%20Farms%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16407724-vicki-shotbolt-class-representative
https://steamyouoweus.co.uk/
https://steamyouoweus.co.uk/
https://steamyouoweus.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/16407724%20Vicki%20Shotbolt%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Valve%20Corporation%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Application%29%20%2026%20Jan%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/16407724%20Vicki%20Shotbolt%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Valve%20Corporation%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CPO%29%20%2011%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16397724-bulk-mail-claim-limited
https://www.ofcom.org.uk/siteassets/resources/documents/about-ofcom/bulletins/enforcement-bulletin/all-cases/cw_1122/infringement-decision
https://www.ofcom.org.uk/siteassets/resources/documents/about-ofcom/bulletins/enforcement-bulletin/all-cases/cw_1122/infringement-decision
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

Services Plc 
(formerly Royal 
Mail Plc) 

BULK MAIL CLAIM 
- Home 

24 April 2028 
with a 
provisional 
time estimate 
of 6 weeks. 

 ‘Bulk Mail’ refers to the type of mail often sent by companies and banks such as 
bills, invoices and statements. The proceedings are brought on an opt-out basis on 
behalf of all persons who purchased bulk mail retail services between 10 January 
2014 and at least 7 June 2022. 

The claim value is estimated to be in the region of £878.5 million.  

 

 6 March 2025 – CAT published the order granting the CPO. 

 6 March 2025 - CAT published an order detailing the post-CPO directions. 

 13 March 2025 - CAT published its judgment granting the CPO application. 

 23 September 2025 – CAT published a ruling relating to disclosure, expert 
evidence and other case management issues. 

 7 October 2025 – CAT published an order detailing directions to trial. 

 26 January 2026 – CAT published an order detailing further directions to trial 
and with regard to evidence. 

Upcoming Events 

 18 September 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day. 

 15 December 2026 – Hearing listed with a time estimate of one day, with 
one day in reserve, to determine the proposed defendant’s application to de-
certify proceedings.  

 24 April 2028 – Trial to commence, with a time estimate of 6 weeks. 

22.  28 
February 
2024 

1634/7/7/24 

Mr David 
Alexander de 
Horne Rowntree v 
(1) the Performing 
Right Society 
Limited and (2) 
PRS For Music 
Limited 

Writers Against 
PRS 

Adjourned 
CPO hearing 
held on 16 
June 2025. 

CPO 
application 
refused. 

Application to 
appeal CPO 
judgment 
granted on 22 
October 2025. 

Appeal 
hearing held in 
the Court of 
Appeal on 11 
June 2026. 
PCR’s appeal 
of CPO refusal 
was rejected. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

The claim is a standalone collective action. The PCR has issued a claim against 
the Performing Right Society Limited and its wholly owned subsidiary PRS for 
Music Limited (together “PRS”) who, he alleges, abused its dominant position in 
relation to the service market for the administration of performing right royalties to 
songwriters and/or to songwriters and publishers in the UK. 

PRS collect royalties from licensees in the UK who play music by PRS members in 
public, then distributes these royalties to its members. The PCR alleges that 
portions of these royalties cannot be matched to the correct songwriter or publisher 
(because of incomplete reporting or data issues) so are not paid out correctly or 
fairly, and songwriters are disproportionately affected by this. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for consumers who, between 9 March 2017 
and the date of issue of the proceedings, were PRS songwriter members. The 
proposed class comprises of approximately 160,000 class members.  

 28 February 2024 – Claim issued. 

 31 January 2025 – CAT made a ruling rejecting an application from the 
proposed defendants to cross examine Mr Rowntree. 

 14 March 2025 – CAT published an order setting out adjourned CPO 
directions. 

 16 June 2025 – Adjourned CPO hearing held.   

 27 August 2025 – CAT published its judgment refusing the PCR’s CPO 
application by striking-out/granting reverse summary judgment of the claim. 
The PCR failed to show that the proposed class consisted of members with 
individual claims under competition law, as songwriters as a class are not 
‘owed’ black box royalties. Exercising a ‘preferable’ choice as to distribution 
was not considered unfair or abusive.  

 22 October 2025 – CAT published an order granting the PCR’s application 
to appeal the CPO judgment.  

 16 January 2026 – CAT published an order, giving directions in relation to 
costs.  

 16 March 2026 – Costs hearing was held. CAT published a ruling and 
summary on costs in which PRS is entitled to general costs, and the PCR’s 
arguments for specific cost deductions were rejected. No costs order was 
made against the funder.  

https://bulkmailclaim.co.uk/
https://bulkmailclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/16397724%20Bulk%20Mail%20Claim%20Limited%20v%20International%20Distribution%20Services%20Plc%20%28formerly%20Royal%20Mail%20Plc%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CPO%29%20%206%20Mar%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/16397724%20Bulk%20Mail%20Claim%20Limited%20v%20International%20Distribution%20Services%20Plc%20%28formerly%20Royal%20Mail%20Plc%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Post-CPO%20Directions%29%20%206%20Mar%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/16397724%20Bulk%20Mail%20Claim%20Limited%20v%20International%20Distribution%20Services%20Plc%20%28formerly%20Royal%20Mail%20Plc%29%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%29%20%5B2025%5D%20CAT%2019%20120325.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/16397724%20Bulk%20Mail%20Claim%20Limited%20v%20International%20Distribution%20Services%20Plc%20%28formerly%20Royal%20Mail%20Plc%29%20-%20Ruling%20%28Disclosure%2C%20expert%20evidence%20and%20other%20matters%29%20%2023%20Sep%202025_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/16397724%20Bulk%20Mail%20Claim%20Limited%20v%20International%20Distribution%20Services%20Plc%20%28formerly%20Royal%20Mail%20Plc%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%20to%20Trial%29%20%207%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/16397724%20Bulk%20Mail%20Claim%20Limited%20v%20International%20Distribution%20Services%20Plc%20%28formerly%20Royal%20Mail%20Plc%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Further%20directions%20to%20trial%20and%20evidence%29%20%20%2026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16347724-mr-david-alexander-de-horne-rowntree
https://www.prssongwriterclaim.co.uk/
https://www.prssongwriterclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/16347724%20Mr%20David%20Alexander%20de%20Horne%20Rowntree%20v%20%281%29%20the%20Performing%20Right%20Society%20Limited%20and%20%282%29%20PRS%20For%20Music%20Limited%20-%20Judgement%206%20Feb%202025.pdf
chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/16347724%20Mr%20David%20Alexander%20de%20Horne%20Rowntree%20v%20%281%29%20the%20Performing%20Right%20Society%20Limited%20and%20%282%29%20PRS%20For%20Music%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Adjourned%20CPO%20Directions%29%20140325.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16347724-mr-david-alexander-de-horne-rowntree
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/16347724%20Mr%20David%20Alexander%20de%20Horne%20Rowntree%20v%20%281%29%20the%20Performing%20Right%20Society%20Limited%20and%20%282%29%20PRS%20For%20Music%20Limited%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%2022%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/16347724%20Mr%20David%20Alexander%20de%20Horne%20Rowntree%20v%20%281%29%20the%20Performing%20Right%20Society%20Limited%20and%20%282%29%20PRS%20For%20Music%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CPO%20Costs%20Application%20Direct.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/16347724%20Mr%20David%20Alexander%20de%20Horne%20Rowntree%20v%20%281%29%20the%20Performing%20Right%20Society%20Limited%20and%20%282%29%20PRS%20For%20Music%20Limited%20-%20Ruling%20%28Costs%29%20%2016%20Mar%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/16347724-mr-david-alexander-de-horne-rowntree-v-1-performing-right-society-limited-and-1
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Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

 21 April 2026 – CAT published a ruling and summary, refusing to order 
interest on costs. 

 11 June 2026 – Hearing took place at the Court of Appeal in which the PCR 
sought permission to appeal the CAT’s decision to refuse certification on the 
basis of error in law.  

 29 June 2026 – CAT published the judgment of the Court of Appeal 
dismissing the PCR’s appeal and upholding the CAT’s decision of 27 August 
2025 to strike out the claim and refuse certification.  

 10 July 2026 – CAT published a costs order following on from the PCR’s 
unsuccessful CPO application and the subsequent application to add the 
Funder as a party to the proceedings for the purposes of costs (the “Funder 
Application”). The Funder Application fell away and the Tribunal therefore 
did not make any Order as to costs because the Funder’s participation at the 
costs hearing was voluntary.    

23.  30 
November 
2023 

1627/7/7/23 

1626/7/7/23 

1625/7/7/23 

1624/7/7/23 

Mr Justin Gutmann 
v Telefonica UK 
Limited 

Mr Justin Gutmann 
v Hutchison 3G UK 
Limited 

Mr Justin Gutmann 
v EE Limited and 
BT Group PLC 

Mr Justin Gutmann 
v Vodafone Limited 
and Vodafone 
Group PLC 

Home | Loyalty 
Penalty Claim 

CPO 
applications 
granted in all 
four 
proceedings.   

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

The CR has issued claims against the UK Mobile Network Operators (“MNOs”): 
Three, Vodafone, EE and O2. The claims allege that the Defendants each abused 
their dominant position in their individual markets to overcharge customers for mobile 
handsets by continuing to take the same payments from customers after the 
minimum term, when the CR alleges the handsets have been paid for.  

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for any person who (1) entered into at least one 
combined handset and airtime contract with one of the proposed defendants; and (2) 
pursuant to that combined handset and airtime contract, made one or more periodic 
payments in excess of the comparable SIM-only price after the expiry of the minimum 
term. 

The aggregate losses suffered are estimated to be in the region of £3.285 billion, 
with interest.  

 30 November 2023 – Claim filed. 

 4 October 2023 - The CMA published the first batch of responses to the 
notice of possible remedies in connection with the anticipated joint venture 
between Vodafone Group Plc and CK Hutchison Holdings Limited 
concerning Vodafone Limited and Hutchison 3G UK Limited. 

 31 March 2025 - Hearing (CPO application and limitation) took place.   

 14 November 2025 – The CAT published a judgment on certification and 
limitation. The CAT was satisfied that the Eligibility and Authorisation 
Conditions were met and granted the CPO Applications in all four 
proceedings. In addition to the CPO Applications, the CAT upheld an 
application by all four Proposed Defendants for strike-out and/or reverse 
summary judgment of all claims for losses that arose before 1 October 2015. 

 25 November 2025 – CAT published four CPOs in relation to each of the 
proceedings (Telefonica, Hutchinson 3G, EE & BT and Vodafone), 
authorising Mr Gutmann to act as the CR and continue the proceedings on 
an opt-out basis. 

 12 December 2025 – CAT published an order in relation to pleading 
amendments and listing a date for the next CMC. 

 12 February 2026 – CAT published an order approving the amended 
Collective Proceedings Claim Form.  

 16 February 2026 - CAT published an order approving the amended 
Collective Proceedings Claim Form against Vodafone and Hutchinson 3G. 

 11 May 2026 – CAT published its ruling on costs further to its November 
2025 judgment (with the order published on 26 May 2026). 

 1 July 2026 – CMC took place. 

Upcoming Events 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/16347724%20Mr%20David%20Alexander%20de%20Horne%20Rowntree%20v%20%281%29%20the%20Performing%20Right%20Society%20Limited%20and%20%282%29%20PRS%20For%20Music%20Limited%20-%20Ruling%20%28Costs%29%20%5B2026%5D%20CAT%2033%2021%20Apr%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/16347724-mr-david-alexander-de-horne-rowntree-v-1-performing-right-society-limited-and-3
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/16347724%20Mr%20David%20Alexander%20de%20Horne%20Rowntree%20v%20%281%29%20the%20Performing%20Right%20Society%20Limited%20and%20%282%29%20PRS%20For%20Music%20Limited%20-%20Judgment%20of%20the%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20%28CPO%20Applica.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/16347724%20Mr%20David%20Alexander%20de%20Horne%20Rowntree%20v%20%281%29%20the%20Performing%20Right%20Society%20Limited%20and%20%282%29%20PRS%20For%20Music%20Limited%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Costs%20of%20the%20Fu.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16277723-mr-justin-gutmann
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16267723-mr-justin-gutmann
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16257723-mr-justin-gutmann
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16257723-mr-justin-gutmann
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16247723-mr-justin-gutmann
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16247723-mr-justin-gutmann
https://www.loyaltypenaltyclaim.com/
https://www.loyaltypenaltyclaim.com/
https://www.gov.uk/cma-cases/vodafone-slash-ck-hutchison-jv-merger-inquiry#full-publication-update-history
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16247723%3B%2016257723%3B%2016267723%3B%2016277723%3B%20-%20Judgment%20%28Certification%20and%20Limitation%29%20%2014%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16277723%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Telefonica%20UK%20Limited%20%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%28Telefonica%29%20%2025%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16267723%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Hutchison%203G%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%28H3G%29%20%20%2025%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16257723%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20EE%20Limited%20and%20BT%20Group%20PLC%20-%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%28EE%20%26%20BT%29%20%2025%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/16247723%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Vodafone%20Limited%20and%20Vodafone%20Group%20PLC%20%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%28Vodafone%29%20%2025%20Nov%202025_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/16247723%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Vodafone%20Limited%20and%20Vodafone%20Group%20PLC%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%20pleadings%29%20%2012%20Dec%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/16257723%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20EE%20Limited%20and%20BT%20Group%20PLC%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Pleading%20Amendments%29%20%2012%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/16247723%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Vodafone%20Limited%20and%20Vodafone%20Group%20PLC%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Pleading%20Amendments%29%20%2016%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-05/16247723%3B%2016257723%3B%2016267723%3B%2016277723%20-%20Ruling%20%28Costs%29%20%2011%20May%202026%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-05/16247723%3B%2016257723%3B%2016267723%3B%2016277723%20-%20Order%20%28CPO%20Costs%29%20%2026%20May%202026.pdf
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

 First available date after 22 February 2027 – CMC to be listed with a time 
estimate of two days, with one day in reserve.  

 First available date after 1 February 2029 – Unitary trial in all four 
proceedings to be listed, with a time estimate of 10 weeks.  

24.  7 
September 
2023 

1606/7/7/23 

Nikki Stopford v (1) 
Alphabet Inc. (2) 
Google LLC (3) 
Google Ireland 
Limited and (4) 
Google UK Limited 

Search Claim - 
Home 

CPO 
application 
granted.  

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

Combined follow-on and standalone collective action. The CR issued a claim 
Google who, she alleges, abused its dominant position to shut out competition in 
the search advertising market. 

The CR alleges that Google raised the prices paid by advertisers for prominence on 
the Google search page. These inflated prices were then passed on to consumers, 
who were charged higher prices for the goods and services they buy. The claim 
alleges that preliminary estimates of loss are approximately £7.3 billion, with 
interest. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for consumers who, from 1 January 2011, were 
domiciled in the UK, aged 16 or older, and made purchases of goods and/or services 
from businesses operating in the UK that utilised Google's search advertising 
services. 

 7 September 2023 – Claim issued. 

 23 October 2023 – CAT made an order permitting service out of the 
jurisdiction. 

 18 – 20 September 2024 – CPO hearing was held. 

 22 November 2024 - CAT published its judgment granting the CPO 
application. 

 2 July 2025 – Joint CMC held, together with the Brook and Kaye collective 
proceedings. 

 11 August 2025 – CAT published a consent order giving permission to the 
CR to file and serve an amended Reply, following the Supreme Court’s 
refusal of permission to appeal in The Umbrella Interchange Fee Claimants 
(Appellants) v The Umbrella Interchange Fee Defendants (Respondents).  

 28 October 2025 – CAT published an amended order concerning matters 
including the list of core issues in dispute and disclosure of “known relevant 
documents”. 

 20 April 2026 – CMC held. 

25.  25 July 
2023 

1601/7/7/23 

Dr Sean Ennis v 
Apple Inc and 
Others 

https://appleappde
veloperclaim.co.uk/ 

CPO 
application 
granted. 

Permission to 
appeal 
refused. 

Trial to be 
listed on the 
first available 
date on or 
after 7 
February 
2028. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Standalone collective action. The allegation is focused on Apple’s alleged 
dominance in the iOS app distribution market. 

The CR alleges Apple has used a variety of contractual and technical conditions to 
ensure that the App Store is the only place where app developers can market or 
sell apps designed for iOS to consumers. According to the CR, Apple has abused 
its dominant market position by charging an excessive “commission”. 

The claim alleges that preliminary estimates of loss are between £630 million and 
£785 million, without interest. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for UK-domiciled third-party app developers 
that sold apps via the App Store, and made sales to iOS device users within third-
party apps in the period starting six years prior to the claim being issued. 

 25 July 2023 – Claim issued. 

 12 April 2024 – Judgment handed down dismissing Apple’s applications 
relating to service out, jurisdiction and strike-out/summary judgment. 

 18 October 2024 - CAT published its judgment granting the CPO 
application. 

 8 November 2024 – CAT issued an order on case management, ordering 
that the proceedings in Kent v Apple should continue in accordance with 
the existing timetable independently of the Ennis proceedings, which will be 
case managed separately. 

 26 November 2024 – CAT published a reasoned order refusing Apple 
permission to appeal the CAT’s October 2024 judgment which granted 
Ennis the CPO application.   

 29 November 2024 – CAT published the order granting the CPO 
application. 

 17 February 2025 – CAT published an order of the Court of Appeal refusing 
Apple’s permission to appeal CAT’s October 2024 judgment. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16067723-nikki-stopford
https://www.searchclaim.co.uk/
https://www.searchclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-10/16067723%20Nikki%20Stopford%20v%20%281%29%20Alphabet%20Inc.%3B%20%282%29%20Google%20LLC%3B%20%283%29%20Google%20Ireland%20Limited%3B%20and%20%284%29%20Google%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20Jurisdiction%29%20%2023%20Oct%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/16067723%20Nikki%20Stopford%20v%20%281%29%20Alphabet%20Inc.%3B%20%282%29%20Google%20LLC%3B%20%283%29%20Google%20Ireland%20Limited%3B%20and%20%284%29%20Google%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Judgment%20%28Certification%29%20%2022%20Nov%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-08/16067723%20Nikki%20Stopford%20v%20%281%29%20Alphabet%20Inc.%3B%20%282%29%20Google%20LLC%3B%20%283%29%20Google%20Ireland%20Limited%3B%20and%20%284%29%20Google%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Consent%20Order%20%28Pleading%20Amendment%29%20%2011%20Aug%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/16067723%20Nikki%20Stopford%20v%20%281%29%20Alphabet%20Inc.%3B%20%282%29%20Google%20LLC%3B%20%283%29%20Google%20Ireland%20Limited%3B%20and%20%284%29%20Google%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Amended%20Order%20%28CMC%29%20%2028%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16017723-dr-sean-ennis
https://appleappdeveloperclaim.co.uk/
https://appleappdeveloperclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-04/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28Jurisdiction%20%26%20Service%20Out%29%20%20%5B2024%5D%20CAT%2023%2012%20%20Apr%202024.pdf
https://content.mlex.com/Attachments/2024-10-18_BYTE97BGX8R48J58%2f16017723+Dr+Sean+Ennis+v+Apple+Inc+and+Others+-+Judgment++18+Oct+2024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/16017723%3B%2014037721Ruling%20%28Case_Management_of_Related_Proceedings%29%208%20Nov%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14037721-dr-rachael-kent
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-12/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2026%20Nov%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-12/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20-%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%2029%20Nov%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20-%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Ruling%20%28PTA%29%20%2017%20Feb%202025.pdf
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

 14 April 2025 – CMC held.  

 31 October 2025 – CAT published a ruling dismissing an application by the 
Defendants for a preliminary issues trial to determine questions concerning 
applicable law and territorial scope. 

 6 March 2026 – CAT published an order extending the deadline for the CR 
to respond to a decertification application to 18 March 2026.  

 22 April 2026 – Decertification hearing held to consider Apple’s application 
to decertify the proceedings on the grounds of Evans.  

 6 May 2026 – CMC held. 

 25 June 2026 – CAT issued a judgment refusing Apple’s application to 
decertify the proceedings on the basis that there are a significant number of 
developers who have claims which are collectively worth pursuing, which it 
is unlikely could be reasonably pursued other than collectively and on an 
opt-out basis. 

 30 June 2026 – CAT issued an order, dismissing Apple’s application to 
decertify proceedings, in line with its judgment on 25 June 2026. 

 3 July 2026 – CAT issued an order, prohibiting Apple from communicating 
with class members for the purposes of seeking disclosure, until the CR’s 
application is determined. The purpose of the CR’s application is to subject 
Apple’s communications to case management measures. 

 27 July 2026 – Hearing held to determine CR’s class communication 
application. Judgment was reserved. 

 18 August 2026 – CAT issued an order, refusing Apple’s application for 
permission to appeal its 25 June 2026 decision to dismiss the 
decertification application.  

Upcoming Events  

 17 September 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day, with one 
day in reserve.  

 Week beginning 13 December 2027 – Pre-trial review to be listed. 

 First available date on or after 7 February 2028 – Trial to be listed, with a 
time estimate of 8 weeks. 

26.  21 July 
2023 

1600/7/7/23 

1599/7/7/23 

1598/7/7/23 

Doug Taylor Class 
Representative 
Limited v 

Stayed until 31 
December 
2026. 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998) 

Standalone collective action. The PCR has issued a claim against three of the UK’s 
largest motor finance providers by market share who, he alleges, entered into 
concerted practices which had the effect of preventing, restricting or distorting 
competition. 

The PCR alleges that the motor finance providers charged consumers higher 
interest rates due to a network of anticompetitive agreements between providers of 
motor finance and automotive dealers, meaning that consumers overpaid resulting 
from higher interest rates. 

 21 July 2023 – Claim issued. 

 5 April 2024 – The proposed proceedings were stayed by consent until 25 
November 2024. 

 6 November 2024 – The proposed proceedings were further stayed by 
consent until 31 July 2025 due to the FCA’s scheduled review of past motor 
finance commission arrangements taking place in May 2025. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Preliminary%20Issues%20Trial%29%20%2031%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20Order%20%28Extension%29%2006%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28De-Certification%20Application%29%20%20%2025%20Jun%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20%28Decertification%20Application%29%20%2030%20Jun%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20%28Class%20Communication%29%20%203%20July%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/16017723%20Dr%20Sean%20Ennis%20v%20Apple%20Inc%20and%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28PTA%29%20%20%2018%20Aug%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16007723-doug-taylor-class-representative-limited
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15997723-doug-taylor-class-representative-limited
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15987723-doug-taylor-class-representative-limited
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-04/15987723%20Doug%20Taylor%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MotoNovo%20Finance%20Limited%20and%20Others%3B%2015997723%20Doug%20Taylor%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Black%20Horse%20Limited%20and%20Others%3B%2016007723%20Doug%20Taylor%20Class%20Repr.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/15987723%3B%2015997723%3B%2016007723%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Extending%20Stay%20of%20Proceedings%29%20%206%20Nov%202024.pdf
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

Santander 
Consumer (UK) plc 
and Others 

Doug Taylor Class 
Representative 
Limited v Black 
Horse Limited and 
Others 

Doug Taylor Class 
Representative 
Limited v 
MotoNovo Finance 
Limited and Others 

Car Financing 
Claim 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for consumers who funded their acquisition of 
used motor vehicles in the period from 1 October 2015 to 27 January 2021 using 
point-of-sale motor vehicle products pursuant to point-of-sale agreements with one 
or more companies in the Proposed Defendants’ corporate group. 

The total potential damages are estimated to be in the region of £156 million. 

 31 July 2025 – The proposed proceedings were further stayed by consent 
until 31 October 2025.   

 29 October 2025 – The proposed proceedings were further stayed by 
consent until 31 March 2026.  

 18 June 2026 – CAT made an order in which the proceedings were stayed 
again until 31 December 2026.  

Upcoming Events 

 2 February 2027 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day. 

27.  7 June 
2023 

1595/7/7/23 

Robert Hammond 
v Amazon Inc., and 
Others 

Home – Amazon 
Buy Box Claim   

 

CPO 
application 
granted. 

Permission to 
appeal refused 
on 21 October 
2025. Hearing 
to appeal 
certification of 
the Stephan 
and Hammond 
claims took 
place on 5 
February 2026 
at the Court of 
Appeal. 

On 26 
February 
2026, the CAT 
published a 
judgment of 
the Court of 
Appeal 
refusing 
permission for 
Amazon to 
appeal the 
CAT’s CPO 
decision. 

Trial to 
commence on 
25 April 2028 
with a time 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

Standalone collective action. The CR’s allegations relate to Amazon’s Buy Box 
feature. 

The CR alleges that Amazon manipulated how it presents available products 
through its Buy Box feature, suppressing competition in its marketplace,  exploiting 
and over-charging Amazon “marketplace”  customers. 

The class comprises UK-domiciled natural or legal persons who purchased a 
product from Amazon’s UK-based e-commerce marketplace between October 2015 
and at least 1 June 2020. The CR estimates that the class comprises 
approximately of 49.4 million class members. 

The claim alleges that preliminary estimates of loss are between £1.221 billion and 
£1.361 billion, without interest. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings. 

 29 June 2023 – Claim issued. 

 26 September 2023 – CAT issued an order on case management, ordering 
that the question of which of the PCRs in Robert Hammond v Amazon Inc, 
and others (“Hammond Proceedings”) and Julie Hunter v Amazon.com, 
Inc. and others would be most suitable to act as the CR (the “carriage 
issue”) be heard on 20 / 21 December 2023. 

 20 December 2023 – a hearing for the carriage issue took place.  

 5 February 2024 – CAT issued a judgment ordering that the Hammond 
Proceedings will proceed and Ms Hunter’s claim is stayed. 

 25 October 2024 – CAT made an order in relation to the admissibility of 
certain correspondence in Mr Hammond’s pending application against Ms 
Hunter for costs of the carriage dispute.  

 26 November 2024 – CAT published an order that there will be no order 
made for costs in the carriage dispute. 

 7 February 2025 – CAT made an order as to directions, including that this 
case and Andreas Stephan v Amazon (“Stephan Proceedings”)will be 
jointly case managed up to and including the certification / preliminary 
issue hearing. 

 22 April 2025 – Court of Appeal refused Ms Hunter’s application to appeal 
CAT’s judgment dated 5 February 2024, whereby Ms Hunter’s claim was 
stayed. 

 6 May 2025 - Certification / preliminary issue hearing held. 

 24 July 2025 – CAT published its judgment on certification granting the 
CPO application. The CAT also determined that the Hammond 
Proceedings and the Stephan Proceedings will be tried together. 

https://www.carfinancingclaim.com/
https://www.carfinancingclaim.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-08/15987723%3B%2015997723%3B%2016007723%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Extension%20to%20Stay%20of%20Proceedings%29%20%2031%20Jul%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/15987723%3B%2015997723%3B%2016007723%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Further%20extension%20of%20stay%29%20%2029%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/15987723%20Doug%20Taylor%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MotoNovo%20Finance%20Limited%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20%28Stay%29%20%2018%20Jun%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15957723-robert-hammond
https://amazonbuyboxclaim.com/
https://amazonbuyboxclaim.com/
https://amazonbuyboxclaim.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Judgment%20of%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20%28PTA%29%20%20%2026%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-09/15687722%20Julie%20Hunter%20v%20Amazon.com%2C%20Inc.%20and%20others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Carriage%20issues%29%20%2026%20Sep%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-02/Hunter%20%26%20Hammond%20%281568%20%26%201595%29%20-%20Judgment%20%28Carriage%29%20%205%20Feb%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/Hunter%20%26%20Hammond%20%281568%20%26%201595%29%20-%20Judgment%20%2025%20Oct%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/Hunter%20%26%20Hammond%20%281568%20%26%201595%29%20CAT68%20%20Ruling%2026%20%20Nov%20%2024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/16447724%20Professor%20Andreas%20Stephan%20v%20Amazon.com%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%3B%2015957723%20Robert%20Hammond%20v%20Amazon.com%2C%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28CPO%20Directions%29%2011%20Feb%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16447724-professor-andreas-stephan
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-05/Hunter%20%26%20Hammond%20%281568%20%26%201595%29%20-%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Ruling%20%28PTA%29%20%2023%20April%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Judgment%20%28Joint%20CPO%29%20%2024%20Jul%202025_0.pdf
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Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

estimate of 8 
weeks. 

 

 21 October 2025 – CAT published a ruling dismissing Amazon's 
application for permission to appeal the joint certification judgment 
certifying the claims brought by both Mr Hammond and Professor Stephan. 
The application has since been renewed before the Court of Appeal. 

 27 November 2025 – CAT published (i) a CPO, authorising the CR and 
ordering the collective proceedings continue on an opt-out basis, (ii) 
directions to the first CMC and order for Mr Hammond to provide the 
Defendants with an amended claim; and (iii) an order refusing the 
Defendant’s application for permission to appeal. 

 5 February 2026 – Hearing took place at the Court of Appeal in which the 
Defendants sought permission to appeal the CAT’s certification of the 
Professor Stephan and Mr Hammond claims.   

 26 February 2026 – CAT published a judgment of the Court of Appeal 
refusing permission for Amazon to appeal the CAT’s ruling to grant CPOs 
in respect of the collective actions brought by Hammond and Stephan. 

 1 May 2026 – Amazon applied for an order for part of the class to be de-
certified on an opt-out basis, and allowed to proceed on an opt-in basis 
only.  

 2 June 2026 – CMC held. 

 15 July 2026 - CAT published an order that the trial of the issues arising in 
the Hammond Proceedings and the Stephan Proceedings will be split. 

Upcoming Events 

 14 October 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day, with one 
day in reserve. 

 25 April 2028 – Trial 1 listed with a time estimate of 8 weeks. 

28.  2 June 
2023 

1592/7/7/23 

1531/7/7/22 

1529/7/7/22 

1530/7/7/22 

1437/7/7/22 

Elisabetta Sciallis v 
Casio Electronics 
Co. Limited and 
Casio Computer 
Co., Limited 

My Instrument 
Claim 

Claim 
withdrawn on 
13 July 2026. 
The PCR was 
ordered 
personally to 
pay over £1.45 
million in 
adverse costs.   

 

 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

Combined follow-on and standalone collective action in respect of the sale of digital 
pianos and digital keyboards, excluding associated accessories such as stands, 
adapters and pedals. Claims are based on: 

 CMA settlement decision of 1 August 2019 in Case 50565-2: Online 
resale price maintenance in the digital piano and digital keyboard sector 
and on findings of fact and evidence cited in the decision; 

 CMA settlement decision of 17 July 2020 in Case 50565-6: Resale price 
maintenance in the digital piano and digital keyboard, and guitar sectors 
and on findings of fact and evidence cited in the decision; 

 CMA settlement decision addressed to the Respondents/Proposed 
Defendants dated 29 June 2020 in Case 50565-4: Online resale price 
maintenance in the synthesizer and hi-tech sector and by relying on 
findings of fact and evidence cited in the decision in respect of the sale of 
synthesisers and certain other hi-tech musical products; and 

 CMA settlement decision addressed to the First Respondent/Proposed 
Defendant dated 29 June 2020 in Case 50565-5: Online resale price 

 2 June 2023 – Claims issued. 

 21 July 2023 – CAT made an order permitting service out of the jurisdiction 
for 1592/7/7/23 

 25 November 2022 - CAT made an order permitting service out of the 
jurisdiction for 1531/7/7/22 

 25 November 2022 - CAT made an order permitting service out of the 
jurisdiction for 1529/7/7/22 

 25 November 2022 - CAT made an order permitting service out of the 
jurisdiction for 1530/7/7/22 

 19 March 2026 - CMC held.  

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Ruling%20%5B2025%5D%20CAT66%2021%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/15957723%20Robert%20Hammond%20v%20Amazon.com%2C%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%2027%20Nov%2025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Order%20%28Directions%29%20%2027%20Nov%2025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Order%20%28PTA%29%20%2027%20Nov%2025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Judgment%20of%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20%28PTA%29%20%20%2026%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/Hammond%20%26%20Stephan%20%281595%20%26%201644%29%20-%20Order%20%28Split%20Trial%29%20%2015%20Jul%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15927723-elisabetta-sciallis
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15317722-elisabetta-sciallis
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15297722-elisabetta-sciallis
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15307722-elisabetta-sciallis
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14377722-elisabetta-sciallis
https://myinstrumentclaim.com/casio/
https://myinstrumentclaim.com/casio/
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f5749eae90e070997bc8efa/GAK_decision_-_web_-.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f5749eae90e070997bc8efa/GAK_decision_-_web_-.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f074e903a6f40041295c1da/Korg_100720_non_confidentail_decision.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f074e903a6f40041295c1da/Korg_100720_non_confidentail_decision.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f171ab43a6f40727ebfb440/Non-confidential_infringement_decision.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-12/15927723%20Elisabetta%20Sciallis%20v%20Casio%20Electronics%20Co.%20Limited%20and%20Casio%20Computer%20Co.%2C%20Limited%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20Jurisdiction%29%20%2021%20Jul%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15927723-elisabetta-sciallis
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-04/2023.04.19_1530_1531_Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Extension%20of%20time%20to%20serve%20out%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15317722-elisabetta-sciallis
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-01/2022.11.25_1529_Sciallis%20v%20Korg%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20jurisdiction%29_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15297722-elisabetta-sciallis
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-01/2022.11.25_1530_Sciallis%20v%20Roland%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20jurisdiction%29_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15307722-elisabetta-sciallis


 

 18 L_LIVE_EMEA1:49232987v12 

No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

Elisabetta Sciallis v 
Yamaha Music 
Europe GmbH and 
Yamaha 
Corporation 

Yamaha - My 
Instrument Claim 

Elisabetta Sciallis v 
Korg (UK) Limited 
and Korg Inc 

Korg - My 
Instrument Claim 

Elisabetta Sciallis v 
Roland Europe 
Group Limited and 
Roland 
Corporation 

Roland - My 
Instrument Claim 

Elisabetta Sciallis v 
Fender Musical 
Instruments 
Europe Limited 
and Another 

https://guitarclaiml
awyers.com/ 

maintenance in the electronic drum sector and by relying on findings of 
fact and evidence cited in the decision in respect of the sale of Roland-
branded electronic drums, related components and accessories. 

The proposed class comprises any natural or legal person (including any deceased 
person through the personal or authorised representative of his or her estate) who 
between 1 October 2015 and 5 April 2019 purchased in the UK a new Casio Relevant 
Musical Product and or a new Relevant Musical Product supplied by a musical 
instruments manufacturer other than Casio UK during 4 February 2013 to 5 April 
2019. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for UK residents plus opt-in proceedings for 
non-UK residents. 

 10 June 2026 – Preliminary issue hearing held. The PCR has made an 
application for the withdrawal of proceedings on the basis of litigation 
funding issues.  

 13 July 2026 – CAT published its judgment and order on the preliminary 
hearing, confirming the PCR was allowed to withdraw its claim. The CAT 
also ruled on the assessment of costs and ordered the PCR personally to 
pay over £1.45 million in adverse costs. The CAT determined that the 
costs of the Proposed Defendants (“PDs”) prior to April 2023 be assessed 
on the standard basis, and the costs thereafter be assessed on the 
indemnity basis. The Tribunal summarily assessed the costs of Fender, 
Korg and Roland. The PCR was ordered to make payments on account to 
Yamaha and Casio, with the remainder of those PDs’ costs to be the 
subject of detailed assessment if not agreed. 

29.  2 August 
2023 
(Severn 
Trent) 

8-15 
December 
2023 
(others) 

4 March 
2024 
(Thames 
Water / 
Kemble 
Water) 

1635/7/7/24 

1631/7/7/23 

1630/7/7/23 

1629/7/7/23 

1628/7/7/23 

1603/7/7/23 

Professor Carolyn 
Roberts v (1) 
Thames Water 
Utilities Limited 
and (2) Kemble 
Water Holdings 
Limited 

Professor Carolyn 
Roberts v (1) 

Certification / 
preliminary 
issue hearing 
heard 23 - 25 
September 
2024. 

CPO 
application 
rejected in the 
first instance.  

On 5 March 
2026, the 
Court of 
Appeal 
dismissed an 
appeal of the 
CAT’s decision 
to dismiss the 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998) 

 

Standalone collective actions. The PCR has issued claims against water 
companies which, she alleges, each hold a monopoly position for providing water 
and sewerage services to household customers in their geographic area.  

The PCR alleges that that the water companies have been misleading their 
regulators by underreporting the number of pollution incidents, which has resulted 
in higher customer bills. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for consumers who have paid a water bill to each 
named water company April 2020.  

 2 August 2023 – Claim against Severn Trent issued. 

 8 to 15 December 2023 – Claims against further proposed defendants 
issued.  

 4 March 2024 – Further claim against Thames Water / Kemble Water 
issued. 

 19 March 2024 – CMC order made that (i) Ofwat should be a party to the 
proceedings and have intervener status (with provision for the Environment 
Agency to do likewise); and (ii) two hearings should be listed to deal with 
certification / preliminary issues. 

 23 - 25 September 2024 – Certification / preliminary issue hearing heard. 
Judgment is pending.   

 7 March 2025 – CAT handed down its judgment dismissing the CPO 
application in each set of proceedings.   

 20 May 2025 – CAT issued its ruling rejecting Professor Roberts’ application 
for permission to appeal the CAT’s judgment rejecting the PCR’s application 

https://myinstrumentclaim.com/yamaha/
https://myinstrumentclaim.com/yamaha/
https://myinstrumentclaim.com/korg/
https://myinstrumentclaim.com/korg/
https://myinstrumentclaim.com/roland/
https://myinstrumentclaim.com/roland/
https://guitarclaimlawyers.com/
https://guitarclaimlawyers.com/
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f171ab43a6f40727ebfb440/Non-confidential_infringement_decision.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/14377722%20Elisabetta%20Sciallis%20v%20Fender%20Musical%20Instruments%20Europe%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Judgment%20%2013%20Jun%202026%20%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/14377722%20Elisabetta%20Sciallis%20v%20Fender%20Musical%20Instruments%20Europe%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Order%20of%20President%20%28Disposition%29%20%2013%20Jul%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16357724-professor-carolyn-roberts
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16317723-professor-carolyn-roberts
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16307723-professor-carolyn-roberts
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16297723-professor-carolyn-roberts
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16287723-professor-carolyn-roberts
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16037723-professor-carolyn-roberts
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-03/Water%20Cases%20%281603%3B%201628-1631%29%20-%20Ruling%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Future%20conduct%20of%20the%20proceedings%29%20%2019%20Mar%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/Water%20Cases%20%281603%3B%201628-1631%3B%201635%29%20-%20Judgment%20%28Certification%29%2007%20March%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-05/Water%20Cases%20%281603%3B%201628-1631%3B%201635%29%20-%20Ruling%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%20and%20Costs%29%20%2020%20May%202025.pdf
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Anglian Water 
Services Limited 
and (2) Anglian 
Water Group 
Limited 

Professor Carolyn 
Roberts v (1) 
Northumbrian 
Water Limited and 
(2) Northumbrian 
Water Group 
Limited 

Professor Carolyn 
Roberts v (1) 
Yorkshire Water 
Services Limited 
and (2) Kelda 
Holdings Limited 

Professor Carolyn 
Roberts v (1) 
United Utilities 
Water Limited and 
(2) United Utilities 
Group PLC 

Professor Carolyn 
Roberts v (1) 
Severn Trent 
Water Limited and 
(2) Severn Trent 
PLC 

My Water Case 
Website 

PCR’s CPO 
application.  

On 29 June 
2026, the 
Supreme 
Court granted 
permission to 
appeal the 
CoA’s 
decision, 
which upheld 
the CAT’s 
ruling 
dismissing the 
CPO 
application. 

 

 
 

for a CPO against the proposed defendants. The CAT also refused the 
PCR’s application to stay the determination of costs.    

 11-12 February 2026 – Court of Appeal hearing held. The hearing 
considered an appeal of the CAT’s decision to dismiss the PCR’s CPO 
application. 

 5 March 2026 – Court of Appeal dismissed the appeal against the CAT’s 
decision to dismiss the PCR’s CPO application.  

 29 June 2026 – Supreme Court granted permission to appeal the CoA 
judgment of 5 March 2026, that upheld the CAT’s ruling to dismiss the 
PCR’s CPO application. The Supreme Court will consider the issue of 
whether the proposed claim is excluded by section 18(8) of the Water 
Industry Act 1991 (the “Water Act”), which restricts remedies available for 
related contraventions to those specifically provided for under the Act. 

30.  30 
November 
2022 

Claudio 
Pollack v 
Alphabet 
Inc. and 
Others - 

29 March 
2023 

Charles 
Arthur v 
Alphabet 

1572/7/7/22 

1582/7/7/23 

Ad Tech Collective 
Action LLP  v 
Alphabet Inc. and 
Others  

(formerly (i) 
Charles Arthur v 
Alphabet Inc. and 
Others, and (ii) 
Claudio Pollack v 
Alphabet Inc. and 
Others) 

CPO 
application 
granted. 
Permission to 
appeal refused 
by CAT. 

Trial listed for 
25 September 
2028, with a 
provisional 
time estimate 
of 12 weeks. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

Standalone collective action. This is a merger of two PCR’s claims which were 
previously filed under (i) Charles Arthur v Alphabet Inc. and Others, and (ii) Claudio 

Pollack v Alphabet Inc. and Others. Please see further details about those separate 
claims below. 

Mr Pollack and Mr Arthur had previously each issued claims as PCR against Google. 
Each of them aimed to initiate a collective claim on behalf of a group of UK website 
and app publishers who had suffered financial losses due to Google's alleged misuse 
of its dominant position in the advertising technology industry. 

Mr. Arthur and Mr. Pollack have now received approval from the CAT to merge their 
claims against Google concerning its alleged violations of competition laws in the ad 
tech sector. Mr. Arthur and Mr. Pollack have established a dedicated entity known 
as the Ad Tech Collective Action LLP. This entity will take the place of Mr. Arthur and 
Mr. Pollack as the designated CR in the consolidated claim. 

The combined claim is focussed on Google's alleged monopoly over categories of 
the UK's online advertising industry, specifically open display advertising, publishers 

 For dates prior to 26 October 2023 see key dates from Charles Arthur v 
Alphabet Inc. and Others and Claudio Pollack v Alphabet Inc. and Others 
below. 

 26 October 2023 – The CAT published an order approving the consolidation 
of (i) Charles Arthur v Alphabet Inc. and Others, and (ii) Claudio Pollack v 
Alphabet Inc. and Others. 

 5 June 2024 - CAT published its judgment granting the CPO application. 

 28 October 2024 – CAT refused application by Google for permission to 
appeal the 5 June 2024 CAT judgment. Within this order, CAT also ordered 
Google to make an interim payment to Ad Tech of £1 million within 14 days 
of the order. 

 4 February 2025 – CAT published an order making a variation to costs in the 
28 October 2024 order. 

https://www.mywatercase.co.uk/
https://www.mywatercase.co.uk/
https://www.judiciary.uk/judgments/professor-carolyn-roberts-v-severn-trent-water-limited-and-others/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15727722-15827723-ad-tech-collective-action-llp
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15727722-15827723-ad-tech-collective-action-llp
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15727722-15827723-ad-tech-collective-action-llp
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/documents/15727722-claudio-pollack-v-alphabet-inc-and-others-15827723-charles-arthur-v-alphabet-3
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-06/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Application%29%20%205%20Jun%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2028%20Oct%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-06/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Application%29%20%205%20Jun%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2028%20Oct%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/15827723%3B%2015727722%20Variation%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Costs%29%20-%20Order%2007%20Feb%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2028%20Oct%202024.pdf
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Inc. and 
Others  

 

https://adtechclaim
.co.uk/ 

and servers, and the market for supply side servers. The (new) CR alleges that 
Google has used its dominant position to ensure that its ad server favoured its own 
ad exchange AdX, and ensured that its demand-side platforms, Google Ads and 
DV360, also favoured AdX. The CR alleges that this inflated prices by around 20%, 
prevented competition and stopped publishers from achieving higher prices for their 
impressions. 

The claim alleges that preliminary estimates of loss, incorporating umbrella effects, 
are around £13.6 billion, without interest. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for UK-domiciled natural or legal persons who 
are a UK publisher of a website or mobile app who received revenue from the sales 
of online display ads. Also, there is the opportunity to opt-in for publisher partners, 
such as resellers.The claim period is the period since 1 January 2014.  

 23 July 2025 – CMC 1 held. 

 15 August 2025 – CAT published an order giving directions to trial. 

 18 December 2025 – CMC 2 held. 

 24 February 2026 – CAT published a judgment in respect of Google’s 
application to renew its strike-out application regarding claims for losses 
before 1 October 2015. The CAT accepted that a material change in 
circumstances had occurred, due to a recent legal clarification in Umbrella 
Interchange Fee Claimants v Umbrella Interchange Fee Defendants [2024] 
EWCA Civ 1559, [2025] 2 All ER 1009, which justified reconsideration of its 
earlier case management decision that limitation issues should be 
considered at trial due to legal uncertainty. However, the CAT concluded 
that it ought to be able to hear and resolve the limitation question at the next 
case management conference. The CAT also concluded that expert reports 
should be exchanged sequentially, rather than simultaneously. 

 24 February 2026 – CAT published an order permitting the Defendants to 
file a partial strike-out for limitation reasons.  

 23 March 2026 – CAT published an order, setting aside the directions in the 
24 February Order, granting the CR permission to amend the pleadings to 
remove claims for losses before 1 October 2015. 

 15 April 2026 – CAT published an order, granting permission for an opt-in 
class member to withdraw from the proceedings. The CR has been ordered 
to amend the class register accordingly. 

 21-22 May 2026 – CMC held. 

 24 June 2026 – CAT issued a ruling requiring the CR to request disclosure 
from class members, particularly large publishers who accounted for a large 
percentage of AdX revenue. The order also covered other aspects of 
disclosure. 

Upcoming Events 

 25 September 2028 – Trial listed with a time estimate of 12 weeks.  

31.  22 August 
2022 

1527/7/7/22 

Alex Neill Class 
Representative 
Limited v Sony 
Interactive 
Entertainment 
Europe Limited 
and Others 

Playstation You 
Owe Us  

CPO 
application 
granted.  

The 8-week 
trial took place 
between 10 
March 2026 
and 8 May 
2026. 
Judgment is 
pending. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

The collective proceedings combines standalone claims for damages under section 
47A of the Competition Act caused by alleged breaches of statutory duty as a result 
of its alleged infringements of Article 102 of the TFEU (prior to 31 December 2020) 
and the Chapter II prohibition of the Competition Act 1998 by Sony. 

Sony supplies electronic gaming products and services, including PlayStation 
consoles, an online gaming platform and an electronic storefront (the PlayStation 
Store). The application claims that Sony does not permit other third-party operating 
systems to be used on PlayStations. In addition, the CR claims that digital games 
for use on the PlayStation, and add-ons, can only be sold and purchased through 
the PlayStation Store (for which Sony applies a commission). 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings, with approximately 8.9 million class members 

 14 December 2022 – CAT issued directions for the procedure until the 
CPO hearing and ordered disclosure of the funding documents.  

 7-9 June 2023 – CPO hearing took place.  

 21 November 2023 - CAT published its judgment granting the CPO 
application and dismissing Sony’s application to strike-out and / or obtain 
summary judgment against the PCR 

 5 January 2024 – CAT published its judgment granting the Defendants’ 
permission to appeal the Tribunal’s judgment of 21 November 2023. 

 10 and 11 June 2025 – Hearing held in the Court of Appeal. This hearing 
arose as a result of issues stemming from the Supreme Court decision in 
R (PACCAR Inc and others) v Competition Appeal Tribunal and others 

https://adtechclaim.co.uk/
https://adtechclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-08/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%20further%20to%20CMC%29%20%2015%20Aug%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28Hearing%20of%20Strike%20Out%20Application%20and%20Expert%20Evidence%29%20%2024%20Feb%202026_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20%28Hearing%20of%20Strike%20Out%20Application%29%20%20%2024%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.catribunal.org.uk%2Fsites%2Fcat%2Ffiles%2F2026-03%2F15727722%253B%252015827723%2520Ad%2520Tech%2520Collective%2520Action%2520LLP%2520v%2520Alphabet%2520Inc.%2520%2526%2520Others%2520-%2520Order%2520%2528Pleadings%2520Amendment%2520%2526%2520Claim%2520Period%2529%2520%252023%2520Mar%25202026%2520.pdf&data=05%7C02%7CEliza.Jones%40simmons-simmons.com%7C9d6270d485234d288a3408de8b40e686%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639101308046538687%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Sr9S7kYgkalJBwTTgUPMY9adDxxBya5Sdt8urbTXUn0%3D&reserved=0
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Withdrawal%29%20%2015%20Apr%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28CMC%203%29%20%2024%20Jun%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/15727722%3B%2015827723%20Ad%20Tech%20Collective%20Action%20LLP%20v%20Alphabet%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20%28CMC3%29%20%2024%20Jun%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15277722-alex-neill-class-representative-limited
https://playstationyouoweus.co.uk/about-us/
https://playstationyouoweus.co.uk/about-us/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-01/2022.12.14_1527_Order_%28Directions%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-11/15277722%20Alex%20Neill%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Network%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20and%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Jud_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-02/15277722%20Alex%20Neill%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Network%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20and%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Ord.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-01/15277722%20Alex%20Neill%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Network%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20and%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Rul.pdf
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The aggregate loss suffered are estimated to be in the region of £0.6 billion and £5 
billion, without interest. 

[2023] UKSC 28, in which the Court held that LFAs under which the 
funder’s payment is calculated based on a percentage of the damages 
awarded are unenforceable insofar as they relate to opt out collective 
proceedings. 

 4 July 2025 – the Court of Appeal handed down a judgment dismissing 
appeals brought by the defendants relating to funding following the 
PACCAR judgment. The Court of Appeal concluded that DBAs are 
agreements under which the funder's fees are calculated or determined as 
a percentage of the damages recovered and an LFA under which the 
funder’s fee is calculated as a multiple of its outlay is not to be considered 
as a DBA since the fee is determined by reference to the amount of 
funding provided (rather than the damages recovered).  

 12 February 2026 – (i) pre-trial review held; and (ii) CAT published a ruling 
which granted the CR’s application to amend its Re-Re-Amended 
Collective Proceedings Claim Form to update the class definition to extend 
the Relevant Period to 12 February 2026 

 13 February 2026 – CAT published an order detailing directions further to 
the pre-trial review.  

 10 March – 8 May 2026 – Trial on all issues took place. Judgment is 
pending. 

32.  29 July 
2022 

1523/7/7/22 

BSV Claims 
Limited v 
Bittylicious Limited 
and Others 

https://www.bsvclai
ms.com/about/  

CPO hearing 
took place 5-7 
June 2024. 
CAT granted 
the CPO 
subject to the 
CR’s funder 
providing an 
undertaking. 

Court of 
Appeal 
hearing of the 
CR’s appeal of 
the CAT’s 
ruling allowing 
the defendant 
to strike out 
part of the 
claim took 
place in May 
2025. Appeal 
dismissed and 
permission to 
appeal was 
refused by the 
Supreme 
Court on 8 
December 
2025. 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

 

The collective proceedings would combine standalone claims against the 
Defendants for damages caused by alleged breaches of statutory duty in infringing 
Article 101 of the TFEU and the Chapter I prohibition, between 15 April 2019 and 5 
June 2019. BSV Claims Limited is the CR, a special purpose vehicle incorporated 
specifically to act on behalf of UK based holders of the cryptocurrency Bitcoin 
Satoshi Vision (“BSV”). 

The CR claims that the Defendants, who are each cryptocurrency exchanges, 
colluded to de-list BSV in 2019.  

The claim is an opt-out proceedings.  

The aggregate damages are estimated to be in the region of £51 million and £9.9 
billion, without interest. 

 12 October 2022 - CAT published an order for service out of the 
jurisdiction. 

 25 September 2023 – CAT published an order listing the CPO application 
hearing for 5 to 7 June 2024. 

 5–7 June 2024 – CPO hearing was held. 

 26 July 2024 – CAT published its judgment, concluding that it intends to 
grant the CPO subject to the PCR’s funder providing an undertaking 
specifying the requirements of the Association of Litigation Funders Code 
of Conduct with which the funder will comply in the proceedings.  The 
CAT’s ruling also partially granted Binance’s application to strike-out part 
of the claim (a loss of chance claim) brought by a sub-class. 

 24 September 2024 – CAT refused application by BSV for permission to 
appeal the 26 July 2024 CAT judgment. 

 16 December 2024 – Court of Appeal granted application for permission to 
appeal the July 2024 ruling. 

 8 May 2025 – Court of Appeal hearing of the PCR’s appeal of the CAT’s 
July 2024 ruling that allowed Binance to strike-out part of the claim.   

 21 May 2025 – Court of Appeal dismissed the PCR’s appeal of the CAT’s 
July 2024 ruling. It was held that the action (which was based on the 
defendants’ decisions to de-list BSV from their exchanges) was certified, 
but the scope of claims from one class of asset-holder was defined to 
exclude a loss of a chance claim and it was this that the PCR 

https://caselaw.nationalarchives.gov.uk/ewca/civ/2025/841
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/15277722%20Alex%20Neill%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Network%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20and%20Sony%20Inter%20%284%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/15277722%20Alex%20Neill%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20Sony%20Interactive%20Entertainment%20Network%20Europe%20Limited%3B%20and%20Sony%20Inter%20%283%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15237722-bsv-claims-limited
https://www.bsvclaims.com/about/
https://www.bsvclaims.com/about/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-02/2022.10.12_BSV_1523_Order_of_the_President-Service_Out.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-09/15237722%20BSV%20Claims%20Limited%20v%20Bittylicious%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Directions%20further%20to%20CMC%20on%2022%20September%202023%29%20%2025%20Sep%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/15237722%20BSV%20Claims%20Limited%20v%20Bittylicious%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28Strike%20out%20and%20Certification%29%20%2026%20Jul%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-09/15237722%20BSV%20Claims%20Limited%20v%20Bittylicious%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2024%20Sep%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/15237722%20BSV%20Claims%20Limited%20v%20Bittylicious%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28Strike%20out%20and%20Certification%29%20%2026%20Jul%202024.pdf
https://www.bailii.org/cgi-bin/format.cgi?doc=/ew/cases/EWCA/Civ/2025/661.html&query=(title:(+Bittylicious+))
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unsuccessfully appealed. The PCR has now applied to the Supreme Court 
for permission to appeal. 

 8 December 2025 – Supreme Court refused the PCR’s application for 
permission to appeal the Court of Appeal’s May 2025 dismissal of its 
appeal of the CAT’s CPO decision of July 2024. 

Upcoming Events 

 28 September 2026 – Hearing listed with a time estimate of one and a half 
days, with a half day in reserve, to consider pleading amendments and 
continued certification. 

33.  17 June 
2022 

1468/7/7/22 

Mr Justin Gutmann 
v (1) Apple Inc. (2) 
Apple Distribution 
International 
Limited and (3) 
Apple Retail UK 
Limited 

The iPhone Claim - 
The iPhone 
Throttling Claim 

CPO 
application 
granted, 
permission to 
appeal 
granted.   

Court of 
Appeal upheld 
CAT’s decision 
concerning 
funding issues 
on 16 April 
2025. Appeal 
concerning the 
consequences 
of the 
judgment in 
PACCAR 
heard on 10 
and 11 June 
2025. 

Strike-out 
hearing took 
place on 10 
February 
2026. 
Application for 
strike-out 
and/or seek 
summary 
judgment 
succeeded 
only for claim 
relating to 
period March 
2018. 

Trial 1 
provisionally to 
be listed to 
commence in 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

The collective proceedings combine standalone claims for damages under section 
47A of the Competition Act caused by alleged breaches of statutory duty by Apple 
due to breaches of Article 102 of the TFEU (prior to 31 December 2020) and the 
Chapter II prohibition of the Competition Act 1998. 

The application claims that Apple has leveraged and abused its position of 
dominance in the supply of premium smartphones or Apple iPhones in the UK, or 
alternatively the market for iOS operating system in the UK, by engaging in a series 
of inappropriate commercial practices that have caused harm to its customers in 
the UK. It is alleged that, over several years, starting from at least September 2016 
with the release of iOS version 10, Apple leveraged its dominant positions between 
the hardware market and the software market in the UK through an unfair and 
abusive course of conduct, which included the imposition of unfair and misleading 
commercial practices, unfair trading conditions, unfair prices and/or and limited 
technical development to the prejudice of users. 

The class members for the opt-out proceedings are consumers and businesses 
who have purchased, or were gifted, certain Apple iPhone models in particular 
iPhone 6, 6 Plus, 6s, 6s Plus, SE, 7, 7 Plus. The class members comprise 
approximately of at least 26.1 million iPhone users in the UK. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings.  

The total potential damages for one head of loss relating to substandard 
performance and reduced functionality of affected iPhones are estimated to be in 
the region of £853 million without interest. 

 26 July 2022 – CAT published an order for service out of the jurisdiction. 

 22 November 2022 – CAT issued a ruling in favour of the PCR’s 
application for disclosure of a decision by the French General Directorate 
for Competition Policy, Consumer Affairs and Fraud Control. 

 2 May 2023 – CAT issued its judgment at the certification hearing, 
declining to make a CPO, adjourning the question of certification and 
providing directions for the hearing of a disclosure application. 

 1 November 2023 –  CAT published its judgment granting the CPO 
application, subject to resolution of funding. The CAT held that there will be 
split trials to determine the issues of (i) abuse and (ii) dominance and 
quantum. 

 27 November 2023 – CAT issued a ruling refusing Apple’s application for 
permission to appeal the Tribunal’s certification judgment of 1 November 
2023. 

 12 March 2024 – CAT published a ruling on the PCR’s revised funding 
arrangements rejecting Apple’s arguments as to the appropriateness of the 
funding structure. 

 8 April 2024 – CAT granted permission to appeal the 12 March 2024 
ruling. 

 23 January 2025 – CAT published a CPO order, granting the CPO 
application and dismissing 1) the Defendants’ application for reverse 
summary judgment and/or strike-out; and 2) the Defendants’ application for 
reverse summary judgment or to strike-out the allegation of abuse after 28 
December 2017. 

 16 April 2025 – Court of Appeal upheld the CAT’s decision that a funding 
agreement could legitimately provide that the funder’s fee could be paid 
out of damages in priority to the class. An appeal concerning whether the 
funding agreement falls foul of the ruling in PACCAR was not decided as it 
had been stayed last year, but that stay has been lifted and it was heard, 
along with related cases, in June 2025.  

 10 and 11 June 2025 – Appeal concerning the consequences of the 
judgment in PACCAR heard. 

https://supremecourt.uk/cases/uksc-2025-0120
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14687722-mr-justin-gutmann
https://www.theiphoneclaim.com/
https://www.theiphoneclaim.com/
https://www.theiphoneclaim.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-12/2022.12.19_1468_Gutmann_Order%20%28Confidentiality_Ring%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-12/2022.11.22_1468_Gutmann_Directions_Order.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-05/2023.05.02_1468_Gutmann_Judgment_Adjournment_Final_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-11/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Application%29%20%201%20Nov%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-11/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Ruling%20%28Permission%20to%20appeal%29%20%2027%20Nov%202023_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-03/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Ruling%20%28Funding%29%20CAT%2018%2012%20Mar%202024%2C.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-04/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Ruling%20%28Funding%20Costs%20and%20Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%208%20Apr%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%20%2023%20Jan%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-04/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Judgment%20%28Funding%29%20%2016%20Apr%202025.pdf
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Trinity Term 
2028. 

 15 July 2025 – CMC held. 

 24 July 2025 – the Court of Appeal issued an amended final judgment first 
handed down on 4 July 2025 dismissing appeals brought by the 
defendants relating to funding following the PACCAR judgment. The Court 
of Appeal concluded that DBAs are agreements under which the funder's 
fees are calculated or determined as a percentage of the damages 
recovered and an LFA under which the funder’s fee is calculated as a 
multiple of its outlay is not to be considered as a DBA since the fee is 
determined by reference to the amount of funding provided (rather than the 
damages recovered).  

 7 August 2025 – CAT issued directions following the CMC held on 15 July 
2025. 

 10 February 2026 - A hearing to consider the Defendants' application to 
decertify, strike-out and/or seek summary judgment took place. It has been 
reported that the Defendants submitted to the CAT that the claim should 
be dismissed on the basis that the CR had abandoned key allegations. 
Judgment is pending.   

 11 March 2026 – CAT published its judgment in which the application for 
summary judgement and/or strike-out of the claim fails insofar as it relates 
to abuse after December 2017, but succeeds for the claim relating to the 
period March 2018. 

 24 March 2026 – CMC held.  

 21 April 2026 – CAT published a ruling and summary on costs following 
the strike-out application, ordering Apple to pay 90% of the costs. 

 27 May 2026 – CAT published an order, giving effect to its 11 March 2026 
judgment in determining Apple’s application for summary judgment and/or 
strike-out.  

 1 June 2026 – CAT published an order, amending the class definitions of 
“Consumer Class” and “Business Entities Class” and the relevant period. 

 26 June 2026 – CMC held.  

Upcoming Events 

 7 October 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day. 

 First available date in Trinity Term 2028 – Trial 1 provisionally to be listed 
with a time estimate of 4 weeks, with 1 week in reserve. 

34.  6 June 
2022 

1441/7/7/22 

1442/7/7/22 

1443/7/7/22 

1444/7/7/22 

CPOs granted. 

March – April 
2025 – 
Interchange 
Trial 2 (pass-
on) held. CAT 
published its 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 

Commercial and Interregional Card Claims I Limited (“CICC I”) has brought opt-in 
proceedings against both Mastercard and Visa, while Commercial and Interregional 
Card Claims II Limited (“CICC II”) has brought opt-out proceedings against 
Mastercard and Visa.  

 28 July 2022 - CAT published an order on service out of the jurisdiction. 

 13 December 2022 – CAT published an order, ordering that all 4 cases be 
managed together until CPO certification.  

https://caselaw.nationalarchives.gov.uk/ewca/civ/2025/841
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-08/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%29%20%207%20Aug%202025.pdf
https://www.mlex.com/mlex/articles/2440036?ts_pk=e8964a5a-8421-4adc-9434-bde434054460&utm_source=user-alerts&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=tracked-search-alert&read_main=1&nlsidx=0&nlaidx=0
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Judgment%20%28Summary%20judgment%20strike%20out%29%20%2011%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Ruling%20%28Costs%29%20%2021%20Apr%202026%20%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/14687722-mr-justin-gutmann-v-apple-inc-apple-distribution-international-limited-and-8
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Judgment%20%28Summary%20judgment%20strike%20out%29%20%2011%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Judgment%20%28Summary%20judgment%20strike%20out%29%20%2011%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/14687722%20Mr%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%2C%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Limited%2C%20and%20Apple%20Retail%20UK%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Amending%20CPO%29%20%2001%20Jun%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14417722-commercial-and-interregional-card-claims-i-limited-cicc-i
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14427722-commercial-and-interregional-card-claims-ii-limited-cicc-ii
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14437722-commercial-and-interregional-card-claims-i-limited-cicc-i
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14447722-commercial-and-interregional-card-claims-ii-limited-cicc-ii
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-08/20220728_1441_CICC%20I_Mastercard_Opt%20in_Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20Jurisdiction%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-12/20221213_1441-1444_Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Case%20management%20directions%29.pdf


 

 24 L_LIVE_EMEA1:49232987v12 

No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

1517/11/7/22 (UM) 

Commercial and 
Interregional Card 
Claims Limited I v 
Mastercard 
Incorporated and 
Others 
 
Commercial and 
Interregional Card 
Claims Limited II v 
Mastercard 
Incorporated and 
Others 
 
Commercial and 
Interregional Card 
Claims Limited I v 
Visa Inc. and 
Others 
 
Commercial and 
Interregional Card 
Claims Limited II v 
Visa Inc. and 
Others 

Merchant 
Interchange Fee 
Umbrella 
Proceedings 

https://commercial
cardclaim.co.uk/  

 

judgment on 
18 February 
2026. 

Hearing 
regarding opt-
in application 
held on 16-17 
December 
2025. Trial 3 to 
be listed in 
October 2027. 
Trial 4 to be 
listed in March 
2029. 

17 March 2026 
– Court of 
Appeal 
judgment 
handed down, 
granting 
permission to 
appeal Trial 1 
judgment 
(liability). 

 

Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

 

The class members for the opt-in proceedings are merchants with annual turnover 
over £100 million in the years 2016 to 2019, while those for the opt-out proceedings 
are merchants with annual turnover below that threshold. 

The claim is an opt-in and opt-out proceedings. 

The claim period is defined as: (a) as regards claims in respect of Interregional 
transactions, the period beginning on 1 June 2016 through to the date of judgment; 
and (b) as regards the claims in respect of Commercial Card transactions, the 
period commencing on 1 June 2016 through to the date of judgment.  

 8 June 2023 – CAT gave its judgment on the CPO applications, concluding 
that all four proposed collective proceedings do not meet the requirements 
for approval.  

 4 September 2023 – CAT published case management directions including 
directions for (i) revised funding arrangements, and (ii) revised CPO 
Applications. 

 2 October 2023 – CAT published an order dismissing applications by 
Mastercard and Visa for permission to appeal the CAT’s judgment of 8 
June 2023. 

 1 March 2024 – CAT granted permission to appeal the 17 January 2024 
judgment on the funding arrangements. 

 7 March 2024 – Court of Appeal refused applications by Mastercard and 
Visa for permission to appeal the 8 June 2023 CAT judgment.   

 7 June 2024 – CAT published its judgment granting the revised 
applications for CPOs.  

 30 July 2024 – CAT published a ruling refusing Mastercard and Visa 
permission to appeal the CAT’s Order granting the CPOs. 

 9 August 2024 – CAT published four CPOs in relation to Visa opt-in claims, 
Visa opt-out claims, Mastercard opt-in claims, and Mastercard opt-out 
claims. 

 14 November 2024 – CAT published an order by which it amended the 
Umbrella Proceedings Order (see Annex below) to include CICC I and 
CICC II as host cases in the Merchant Interchange Fee Umbrella 
Proceedings (“Merchant Interchange Proceedings”). 

 17 February 2025 – CAT published two amended CPOs in relation to Visa 
opt-in claims and Mastercard opt-in claims, authorising the CR’s 
application to continue collective proceedings on an opt-in basis (the “Opt-
In Application”). 

 March – April 2025  - the second portion of Merchant Interchange Trial 2 
concerning acquirer pass-on took place.  

 10 and 11 June 2025 – Hearing held in the Court of Appeal. This hearing 
arose as a result of issues stemming from the Supreme Court decision in 
R (PACCAR Inc and others) v Competition Appeal Tribunal and others 
[2023] UKSC 28, in which the Court held that LFAs under which the 
funder’s payment is calculated based on a percentage of the damages 
awarded are unenforceable insofar as they relate to opt out collective 
proceedings. 

 27 June 2025 – CAT handed down its judgment following the Trial 1 on 
liability in the Merchant Interchange Proceedings. The judgment found that 
the “Default Interchange Fee Rule” is an infringement of UK and EU 
competition law by object in situations where the level of the multilateral 
interchange fee is not capped by regulation or by agreement with the 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/151711722-um-merchant-interchange-fee-umbrella-proceedings
https://commercialcardclaim.co.uk/
https://commercialcardclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Judgment%20%28Trial%202%29%20%2018%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-06/2023.06.08_1441-1444_Final%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Applications%29%20%5B2023%5D%20CAT%2038.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-09/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Case%20Management%20Directions%29%20%204%20Sep%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-10/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%202%20Oct%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-03/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Ruling%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%201%20Mar%202024.pdf
https://assets.caselaw.nationalarchives.gov.uk/ewca/civ/2024/218/ewca_civ_2024_218.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-06/2023.06.08_1441-1444_Final%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Applications%29%20%5B2023%5D%20CAT%2038.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-06/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Judgment%20%28Revised%20CPO%20Applications%29%20%207%20Jun%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Ruling%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2030%20Jul%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-08/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%28Visa%20Opt-In%29%20%209%20Aug%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-08/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%20%28Visa%20Opt-Out%29%20%209%20Aug%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-08/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%20%28Mastercard%20Opt-In%29%20%209%20Aug%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-08/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%28Mastercard%20Opt-Out%29%20%209%20Aug%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%3B%20151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Acting%20President%20%28Umbrella%20Proceedings%20Order%29%28Additional%20Host%20Case%29%20%2014%20Nov%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/14437722%20Commercial%20and%20Interregional%20Card%20Claims%20I%20Limited%20%28%E2%80%9CCICC%20I%E2%80%9D%29%20v%20Visa%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Amended%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Orders%29%20%28Visa%29%20%2017%20Feb%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/14437722%20Commercial%20and%20Interregional%20Card%20Claims%20I%20Limited%20%28%E2%80%9CCICC%20I%E2%80%9D%29%20v%20Visa%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Amended%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Orders%29%20%28Visa%29%20%2017%20Feb%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/14417722%20Commercial%20and%20Interregional%20Card%20Claims%20I%20Limited%20%28%E2%80%9CCICC%20I%E2%80%9D%29%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Amended%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Orders%29%20%28Mastercard%29%20%2017%20Feb%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-06/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Judgment%20%2027%20Jun%202025.pdf
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European Commission. The judgment also found that, in situations where 
they were capped, they infringed Article 101(1) and Chapter I by effect. 

 1 May 2025 – the Supreme Court announced that it has refused 
applications by the Merchant Interchange Claimants for permission to 
appeal a Court of Appeal judgment that upheld the CAT’s judgment that 
found that it was not bound by post-Brexit judgments of the ECJ on 
limitation in the Merchant Interchange Proceedings. 

 4 July 2025 – the Court of Appeal handed down a judgment dismissing 
appeals brought by the defendants relating to funding following the 
PACCAR judgment. The Court of Appeal concluded that DBAs are 
agreements under which the funder's fees are calculated or determined as 
a percentage of the damages recovered and an LFA under which the 
funder’s fee is calculated as a multiple of its outlay is not to be considered 
as a DBA since the fee is determined by reference to the amount of 
funding provided (rather than the damages recovered). 

 7 October 2025 – CAT published a consent order in which the findings 
from the Merchant Interchange Trial 1 judgment will apply in determination 
of the CICC Collective Proceedings, subject to the outcome of any appeal 
to the Court of Appeal or the Supreme Court.  

 16 -17 December 2025 – Hearing regarding the Opt-In Application held. 

 19 January 2026 - Merchant Interchange CMC held to consider case 
management of Trial 3 which will address the application of the Article 
101(3) of the TFEU exemption relating to individual and collective 
consumer benefits. 

 10 February 2026 – CAT published an order detailing directions to Trial 3. 

 11 February 2026 – CAT published an order permitting the CRs to change 
their expert economist from Mr Nils von Hinten-Reed to Mr Neil Dryden 
and Dr Stefano Trento for the purposes of exemption and certain related 
quantum issues.  

 18 February 2026 – CAT published its judgment in connection with Trial 2 
focusing on whether the unlawful multilateral interchange fees were 
passed on to customers or suppliers or to merchants by their acquiring 
banks. The CAT held that, except in isolated cases in certain sectors, Visa 
and MasterCard had failed to prove that the merchant claimants had 
passed-on the MIF overcharge to consumers. The Defendants had also 
failed to show that the merchants had mitigated the effect of overcharge by 
reducing the amount they paid to their suppliers. However, pass-on was 
found to have been proven in a limited number of claims. 

 2 March 2026 – CAT published a judgment in relation to the validity of opt-
in notifications. The CAT held that in accordance with section 47A(2) of the 
Competition Act, only a natural or legal person can opt in to collective 
proceedings and not an undertaking. The CAT also rejected the 
Defendants’ application to exclude non-UK domiciled entities from opting in 
to the proceedings. 

 17 March 2026 – Court of Appeal handed down its judgment, granting 
permission to appeal judgment on liability from Trial 1 on the basis that 

https://www.supremecourt.uk/news/permission-to-appeal-april-2025
https://caselaw.nationalarchives.gov.uk/ewca/civ/2025/841
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Consent%20Order%20%28Application%20of%20Trial%201%20Judgment%29%20%207%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%20to%20Trial%203%29%20%2009%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Change%20of%20Expert%29%20%20%2011%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Judgment%20%28Trial%202%29%20%2018%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Judgment%20%28Opt-in%20Application%29%20%2002%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.mlex.com/mlex/articles/2454379/attachments/0
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CAT’s ruling was flawed because the tribunal failed to follow case law 
appropriately and “determined issues that were not properly for it”.  

 24 April 2026 – Merchant Interchange CMC held to consider case 
management of Trial 3. 

 24 April 2026 – Mastercard and Visa have applied to the CAT for 
permission to appeal the Trial 2 (pass-on) judgment of 18 February 2026. 

 29 April 2026 – CAT published a reasoned order refusing the CR’s 
application to appeal the CAT’s judgment of 2 March 2026.  

 29 April 2026 - CAT published a ruling ordering the CR to pay the 
Defendants’ costs of the Opt-In Application and the Defendants to provide 
revised costs schedules, following which the CAT would make an 
appropriate order for costs. 

 8 May 2026 – CAT published the costs order, in which the Opt-In CR must 
pay the Defendants’ costs of the Opt-In Application. 

 7 July 2026 – Merchant Interchange CMC held to consider case 
management of Trial 4.  

 28 July 2026 – CAT published a ruling that the resolution of economy-wide 
merchant pass-on (“EMPO”) for the purposes of exemption under Article 
101(3) TFEU and/or section 9 of CA 1998 is to be addressed in Trial 3, 
and ordered that all factual questions concerning EMPO, assessed on a 
direct and proximate causation basis for specific merchants, be adjourned 
from Trial 3 to Trial 4. 

 29 July 2026 – Merchant Interchange CMC held.  

 11 August 2026 – CAT made an order, in which a preliminary issue 
hearing on foreign law limitation is to be listed in March/April 2027. 

 13 August 2026 – CAT issued an order, further to its 28 July 2026 ruling on 
addressing EMPO. 

 Upcoming Events 

 26 October 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day with one 
day in reserve.  

 March/April 2027 – Preliminary issue hearing to be listed with a time 
estimate of 5 days, to address foreign law limitation. 

 11 October 2027 – Trial 3 to be listed with a provisional time estimate of 10 
weeks. 

 March 2029 – Trial 4 to be listed with a provisional time estimate of 10-12 
weeks. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20appeal%29%20%2029%20Apr%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20%20-%20Ruling%20%28Costs%29%20%2029%20Apr%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-05/CICC%20%281441-1444%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Costs%29%20%2008%20May%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Ruling%20%28EMPO%29%20%2028%20Jul%202026%20%20%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%2011%20Aug%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Exemption%20pass-on%29%20%2013%20Aug%202026%20.pdf
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35.  10 May 
2022 

1440/7/7/22 

Clare Mary Joan 
Spottiswoode CBE 
v Nexans France 
S.A.S. and Others 

https://www.homee
nergyaction.co.uk/  

CPO 
application 
granted.  

A 6-week trial 
on certain 
pass-on issues 
was held on 
20 May 2025.  
Judgment was 
handed down 
on 30 October 
2025.  

Trial to be 
listed on 5 
June 2028 
with a time 
estimate of 7-8 
weeks. 

 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 
competition (Chapter I, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 101 TFEU). 

 

These are follow-on proceedings based on the European Commission’s decision of 
2 April 2014 in Case AT.39610 Power Cables (summarised here) that a cartel in 
the power cables sector had breached Article 101(1) of the TFEU and Article 53 of 
the EEA Agreement by sharing markets and allocating customers between 
themselves on an almost worldwide scale, thereby distorting the normal competitive 
process.  

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for UK residents plus opt-in proceedings for 
non-UK residents. 

The amount claimed in damages is between £286.3 million and £790.2 million, as 
calculated at 31 March 2025. 

 

 

 19 August 2022 - CAT published an order granting permission to serve out 
of the jurisdiction. 

 11 April 2024 – CPO hearing took place. 

 3 May 2024 – CAT published its judgment on the CPO hearing, certifying 
the case to proceed as a collective action. 

 20 May 2025 – 6-week trial held in relation to certain pass-on issues that 
were tried in a single hearing of this case (“Spottiswoode Proceedings”) 
and case no. 1518/5/7/22 (“London Array Proceedings”) (together, the 
“ROC Issues”).   

 30 October 2025 – CAT published a judgment in relation to the ROC 
Issues. The CAT concluded that assuming that the benchmark windfarms 
relevant to the Renewables Obligation (Amendment) Order 2010 were 
subject to an overcharge, the number of  renewables certificates that 
would have been awarded to offshore windfarms would not have been less 
in the counterfactual. A summary of the judgment can be found here. 

 10 December 2025 – CAT published an order in relation to costs. 

 3 March 2026 – CAT published a ruling on costs further to the judgment 
dated 30 October 2025.  

 23 March 2026 – CMC held.  

 4 April 2026 – CAT published a summary and ruling on the Defendant’s 
application for permission to rely on expert economic evidence in relation 
to certain issues in the draft agreed list of issues. The CAT approved the 
Defendant’s proposals except that they were given permission to rely only 
on the evidence of a single joint expert in relation to the issues of value of 
commerce and overcharge. 

 10 April 2026 – CAT published a ruling on an application by the 
Defendants for permission to rely on expert economic evidence in relation 
to agreed issues in the parties’ draft agreed list of issues for trial. The CAT 
approved the Defendants' proposals, though the Defendants were given 
permission to rely only on the evidence of a single joint expert in relation to 
the issues of value of commerce and overcharge. 

 1 May 2026 – CAT issued a ruling dismissing the Defendants’ application 
for their Wider ROC Costs, being, as defined by the Defendants, costs that 
“arise from” the CR’s claims based on ROO09 or ROO10, and are not 
costs of the trial of the ROC Issue that revolved around ROO10.  

 13-14 July 2026 – CMC held. 

 6 August 2026 – CAT published an order setting out case management 
directions ordering the CR to inform defendants of her adverse costs level 
by 18 December 2026, allowing them to assess whether to seek 
decertification for inadequate cover. The order also confirmed the trial date 
for 5 June 2028, expert evidence, disclosure and distribution. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14407722-clare-mary-joan-spottiswoode-cbe
https://www.homeenergyaction.co.uk/
https://www.homeenergyaction.co.uk/
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/antitrust/cases/dec_docs/39610/39610_9899_5.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52014XC0917(01)&from=EN
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-08/20220819_1440_Spottiswoode_Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20Jurisdiction%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-05/14407722%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Nexans%20France%20S.A.S.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%20%203%20May%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15185722-london-array-limited-others
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/14407722%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Nexans%20France%20S.A.S.%20%26%20Others%3B%2015185722%20London%20Array%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20v%20Nexans%20France%20SAS%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28ROC%20Issues%29%20%2030%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/14407722-clare-mary-joan-spottiswoode-cbe-v-nexans-france-sas-others-15185722-london
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/14407722%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Nexans%20France%20S.A.S.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%20Costs%20of%20ROC%20Issue%20Trial%29%20%2010%20Dec%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/14407722%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Nexans%20France%20S.A.S.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Costs%20-%20ROC%20Issue%29%20%20%2003%20Mar%202026_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/14407722-clare-mary-joan-spottiswoode-cbe-v-nexans-france-sas-others-ruling-experts-10
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/14407722%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Nexans%20France%20S.A.S.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Experts%29%20%2010%20Apr%202026%20%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/14407722%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Nexans%20France%20S.A.S.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Experts%29%20%2010%20Apr%202026%20%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-05/14407722%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Nexans%20France%20S.A.S.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Wider%20ROC%20Costs%29%20%2001%20May%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/14407722%20Clare%20Mary%20Joan%20Spottiswoode%20CBE%20v%20Nexans%20France%20S.A.S.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Case%20Management%29%20%2006%20Aug%202026%20.pdf
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Upcoming Events 

 First available date after 23 November 2026 – Hearing to be listed with a 
time estimate of one day, with one day in reserve, to consider any costs 
and/or decertification applications. 

 First available date after 8 February 2027 – Hearing to be provisionally 
listed with a time estimate of one day, with one day in reserve, to consider 
any subsequent applications.  

 7 March 2028 – PTR to be listed with a time estimate of one day. 

 5 June 2028 – Trial to be listed to commence with a time estimate of 7-8 
weeks. 

36.  14 
February 
2022 

1433/7/7/22  

Dr Liza Lovdahl 
Gormsen v Meta 
Platforms, Inc. and 
Others 

https://www.facebo
okclaim.co.uk/  

Revised CPO 
application 
granted. 

Trial listed on 
2 October 
2028 with a 
time estimate 
of 10 weeks. 

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

This is a standalone collective action. The CR alleges that Facebook abused its 
dominant position by only permitting access to its network in exchange for control 
of its users’ extensive personal data, by demanding an unfairly high “price” (or 
payment in kind) for the provision of social networking services, in light of the 
commercial value of the user data collected. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings and the class is estimated to comprise of 
approximately 45 million members.  

The claim period is from 11 February 2016 to 31 December 2019. 

 15 March 2022 – CAT published an order on service out of the jurisdiction. 

 20 February 2023 – CAT gave its judgment on the CPO application, 
holding that it was unable to grant the CPO application at this stage and 
staying the application for six months so that the PCR can re-evaluate her 
methodology and file additional evidence. 

 22 March 2023 – CAT granted an order regarding costs and staying 
proceedings for 6 months from the date of the order. 

 6 October 2023 – A revised CPO application was issued. 

 8-9 January 2024 – A hearing took place to consider the CPO Application.  

 15 February 2024 – CAT published judgment allowing the PCR's 
amendments to the CPO application and certifying the case to proceed as 
a collective action. 

 29 April 2024 – CAT refused permission to appeal the judgment of 15 
February 2024. On the same day, the CAT published a consent order as to 
costs. 

 2 May 2024 – CAT published the CPO. 

 7 October 2024 – Permission to appeal refused by Court of Appeal. 

 1 November 2024 – Court of Appeal handed down its judgment refusing 
permission to appeal. 

 21 July 2025 – CAT handed down a ruling on disclosure. The ruling 
addresses disputes between the parties in relation to the content of a List 
of Issues for Disclosure (LOIFD). The CAT set out the principles governing 
the content and preparation of a LOIFD, noting that these must be cross-
referenced to the pleading, concise and the subject of co-operative 
discussion between the parties. 

 30 September 2025 – CAT published a ruling and an order in relation to 
the CR’s application to amend her collective proceedings claim form to 
introduce “user damages” as a new head of damage (the “Amendment 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14337722-dr-liza-lovdahl-gormsen
https://www.facebookclaim.co.uk/
https://www.facebookclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-03/2022-03-15_1433_Gormsen_Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20jurisdiction%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-02/2023.02.20%201433%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta_FINAL.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-03/2022.03.22_Gormsen%20v%20Meta_Order%20%28Consequentials%29%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-02/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20Application%29%2015%20Feb%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-04/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2029%20Apr%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-04/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20%28Costs%29%20%2029%20Apr%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-05/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20%28CPO%29%20%202%20May%202024.pdf
https://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWCA/Civ/2024/1322.html
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Disclosure%29%20CAT%2040%2021%20Jul%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Pleading%20Amendments%29%20%2030%20Sep%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Pleading%20Amendments%29%2030%20Sep%202025.pdf
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Application”). The CAT permitted the Amendment Application. In relation 
to certification issues related to the assessment of user damages, the CAT 
considered the claim is already certified and proceeding to trial. 

 23 October 2025 – CAT published an order refusing the Defendant’s 
application for permission to appeal the ruling and order made in relation to 
the Amendment Application.  

 24 and 26 November 2025 – CMC held. 

 16 December 2025 – CAT published a ruling in respect of disclosure and 
specific issues such as the approach to redactions and confidentiality, the 
identification of search terms, the use of technology assisted review tools 
and costs.  

 12 February 2026 – CAT published an order detailing directions in advance 
of CMC on 6 March 2026. 

 6 March 2026 – CMC held to consider matters relating to disclosure. CAT 
published a ruling on Meta’s RFI in which it agreed that further clarity on 
certain issues, including the scope of the CR’s pleaded term “Off-Facebook 
Data”, is required, though not until after the completion of disclosure. 

 20 April 2026 – CMC held.  

 29 July 2026 – The Court of Appeal handed down its judgment, dismissing 
Meta’s appeal to challenge the Amendment Application. The CoA found that 
it had not been definitively established that user damages can never be 
available for breaches of competition law and upheld the CAT’s decision to 
allow the issue to go to trial on the basis that it was an arguable claim. 

Upcoming Events 

 5 November 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day. 

 W/c 17 July 2028 – Pre-trial review to be listed. 

 2 October 2028 – Trial listed with a time estimate of 10 weeks. 

37.  24 
November 
2021 

1425/7/7/21 

Justin Gutmann v 
Govia Thameslink 
Railway Limited 
and Others 

https://www.bound
aryfares.com/ 

Judgment 
following the 
first trial was 
issued on 17 
October 2025 
rejecting the 
allegations of 
breach of 
competition 
law by the 
defendants. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

The CR is bringing these proceedings as a standalone collective action. The CR 
alleges that by not making “boundary zone” fares (“Boundary Fares”) sufficiently 
available for sale, and/or by failing to ensure that customers are aware of the 
existence of Boundary Fares and/or buy an appropriate fare to avoid being charged 
twice for part of a journey, the proposed defendants have abused their dominant 
position.  

The claim is an opt-out proceedings. 

 15 December 2021 – CAT published an order staying the proceedings until 
final determination of the Justin Gutmann v London & South Eastern 
Railway Limited and Justin Gutmann v First MTR South Western Trains 
Limited and Another CPO applications. 

 24 March 2023 - CAT gave its judgment granting the CPO application. 

 6 April 2023 - CAT issued a judgment granting the Secretary of State for 
Transport's request to intervene. 

 3 July 2023 – CAT issued an order approving Mr. Gutmann as CR.  

 7 July 2023 – CMC at which CAT rejected CR’s application for a joint trial 
between Justin Gutmann v Govia Thameslink Railway Limited & Others, 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%20-%20Amendment%20Application%29%2023%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Disclosure%29%20%2016%20Dec%202025%20%282%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%20in%20advance%20of%20CMC%20on%206%20March%202026%29%20%2012%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28RFI%29%20%2006%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/14337722%20Dr%20Liza%20Lovdahl%20Gormsen%20v%20Meta%20Platforms%2C%20Inc.%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20of%20the%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20%28Pleading%20Amendments%29%20%2029%20Jul%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14257721-justin-gutmann
https://www.boundaryfares.com/
https://www.boundaryfares.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2021-12/2021.12.15_Gutmann2_Consent_Order_Stay.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-03/2023.03.24_Gutmann%202_GTR__Certification_Judgment_Final.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-04/2023.04.06_Gutmann_Trains_Intervention_Judgment_Final_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-07/2023.07.03_GTR_Collective_Proceedings_Order.pdf
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Justin Gutmann v London & South Eastern Railway Limited and Justin 
Gutmann v First MTR South Western Trains Limited and Another. 

 16 May 2024 – CAT published a ruling in relation to the admissibility of 
certain sections of the Statement of Intervention filed by the Secretary of 
State for Transport. 

 17 June 2024 to 12 July 2024  – The first of three split trials took place. 
The trial will be split into three trials (1) the alleged abuse of dominance (2) 
causation and the quantification of damages (3) market definition and 
dominance.  

 16 October 2024 – Tribunal directed that the second trial be stayed 
pending the determination of Trial 1.   

 10 September 2025 - Stakeholder Entitlement hearing held. 

 17 October 2025 – CAT issued a judgment following the first trial relating 
to the allegations of abuse. The CAT rejected the CR’s allegations and 
concluded that none of the conduct alleged against the Defendants 
constituted an abuse of a dominant position. The CAT held that there was 
no survey of Travelcard holders using any of the three Defendants that 
might indicate a lack of awareness of Boundary Fares.  The CAT also 
concluded that there was no evidence that any of the three Defendants 
sought to discourage third party ticket retailers (“TPRs”) from selling 
Boundary Fares, or suggested to TPRs that such sales would be contrary 
to their policy. 

 19 January 2026 – CAT published an order requiring the CR to make an 
interim payment of £7.5 million to the Defendants to be divided as agreed 
between them.  

 13 March 2026 – CAT published its judgment as to costs, finding that the 
Defendants’ entitlement to costs should not exceed the level of adverse 
costs provision recorded in the two CPO judgments in these cases, i.e. the 
amount of £15 million covered by the two deeds of indemnity. 

38.  10 June 
2021 

1404/7/7/21 

David Courtney 
Boyle v Govia 
Thameslink 
Railway Limited 
and Others 

https://gtrclaim.co.
uk/Home/portalid/0 

New CPO 
authorisation 
application to 
be filed and 
end of stay of 
proceedings 
on 24 July 
2026. 

A hearing on 
the future 
conduct of 
proceedings 
has been 
listed for 22 – 
23 September 
2026. 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

This is a standalone collective action brought by Mr David Courtney Boyle and Mr 
Edward John Vermeer, however the Tribunal ultimately ruled that only Mr Boyle 
was suitable to serve as the CR.  

The CR alleges that the Defendants hold a dominant position on the applicable 
point-to-point routes on the London-Brighton mainline, and has abused its 
dominance by imposing unfair purchase or selling prices, unfair trading conditions 
and/or applying dissimilar conditions to equivalent transactions issuing fares 
restricted to certain brands.  

The claim is an opt-out proceedings. 

Following Mr Boyle’s death in June 2025, Mr Walter Merricks CBE announced he 
would be applying to the CAT to take over as CR. In January 2026, Mr Merricks 
withdrew his application as he was unable to secure ATE insurance. The case is 
stayed until a replacement CR is found.   

 25 July 2022 – CAT published its judgment granting the CPO authorising 
Mr David Courtney Boyle as the CR.  

 28 November 2022 – CAT published an order on the costs of the CPO 
application. 

 24 March 2023 – CAT issued its judgment adjourning trial and staying 
action subject to submission of a revised claim form, following withdrawal 
of the CR’s economic expert. 

 6 March 2025 – CAT issued a ruling refusing the CR permission to amend 
the Claim Form. 

 26 - 27 March 2025 – CMC held. 

 26 March 2025 – CAT published a judgment refusing CRs application to 
appeal the 6 March 2025 judgment. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-05/%281304%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%20%281305%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%3B%2014257721%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Admissibility%29%2016%20May%202024_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/1304%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%3B%201305%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%3B%201425%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20-%20Judgment%202025%20CAT64%20171025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/13057719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20London%20%26%20South%20Eastern%20Railway%20Limited%3B%2014257721%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Interim%20Payme.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/%281304%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%20%281305%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%20-%20Judgment%20%28Costs%29%2013%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14047721-david-courtney-boyle
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14047721-david-courtney-boyle
https://gtrclaim.co.uk/Home/portalid/0
https://gtrclaim.co.uk/Home/portalid/0
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-07/2022.07.25_1404_Boyle_Vermeer_Judgment_%5B2022%5D_CAT_35.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-12/2022.11.28_Boyle%20Order%20Costs.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-03/2023.03.24_Boyle%20v%20Govia_Judgment_%28Adjournement_and_case_management%29-FINAL-L001988.pdfhttps:/www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-03/2023.03.24_Boyle%20v%20Govia_Judgment_%28Adjournement_and_case_management%29-FINAL-L001988.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Amendment%29%20%206%20Mar%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-04/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Costs%20and%20permission%20to%20appeal%29%20%2026%20Mar%202025.pdf
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  1 May 2025 – CAT published a judgment in connection with the Secretary 
of State for Transport (“SoS”) and the Defendant’s (“Ds”) costs 
applications, and next steps. The Tribunal held that the question whether 
the CR should pay the SoS’s costs of the disclosure exercise should be 
reserved until the outcome of the trial in the proceedings. On the Ds’ 
application, the Tribunal held that the change in the CR’s economics 
expert has resulted in wasted costs for the Ds and the SoS, and that the 
CR should pay the costs thrown away. The costs thrown away will be the 
subject of a detailed assessment. The Tribunal was prepared to order an 
interim payment on account of costs of £100,000. On next steps, the 
Tribunal suggested that the parties consider having a first trial about the 
issue of whether the differential pricing approach of the Ds was in breach 
of the relevant regulatory regime or were otherwise protected by reason of 
the regulatory position. Finally, the Tribunal was not persuaded that there 
had been a serious mismanagement of the case by the CR, such that the 
Tribunal should consider decertifying the proceedings of its own motion or 
that it should require the CR to answer questions of the Ds’ choosing in a 
witness statement or to attend for cross-examination.  

 7 May 2025 – CAT published an order in relation to the costs of CR’s 
pleading amendments requiring the CR to pay the costs of the pleading 
amendment applications following its ruling on 6 March 2025 refusing the 
CR permission to amend the Claim Form. 

 23 July 2025 – CAT published a consent order for a three-month stay of 
proceedings, in order to allow for the identification and application for 
certification of a replacement CR (following Mr David Courtney Boyle’s 
death). 

 16 October 2025 – CAT published an order to further stay proceedings 
until 20 November 2025 save in relation to any work necessary for the 
identification and application for approval of a suitable CR.  

 12 November 2025 – Speaking at a conference, Mr Walter Merricks CBE, 
the CR of a collective proceedings against Mastercard announced he is 
applying to the CAT to take over as CR following the death of Mr Boyle.  

 25 November 2025 – CAT published an order for the proceedings to be 
further stayed until 16 December 2025. 

 15 December 2025 – CAT published an order for the proceedings to be 
further stayed until 30 January 2026.  

 2 March 2026 – CAT published directions on matters including any costs 
applications against Mr Merricks and a comprehensive written update and 
proposed directions.    

 15 April 2026 – Hearing to consider next steps held. The CAT had the 
provisional view that the proceedings should remain paused, following the 
death of the CR.  

 20 April 2026 – CAT published an order, setting out the next steps on the 
conduct of the proceedings, including a deadline for the filing of a new 
authorisation application with a replacement class representative (24 July 
2026), failing which the proceedings will be automatically decertified and 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-04/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28Costs%20and%20next%20steps%29%20%201%20May%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-05/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Costs%20of%20CR%27s%20pleading%20amendments%29%20%207%20May%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Stay%29%20%2023%20Jul%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Further%20stay%29%2016%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.mlex.com/mlex/articles/2410633?ts_pk=e8964a5a-8421-4adc-9434-bde434054460&utm_source=user-alerts&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=tracked-search-alert&read_main=1&nlsidx=0&nlaidx=0
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Further%20stay%20and%20next%20steps%29%20%2025%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Further%20stay%29%20%2015%20Dec%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Directions%29%20%20%2002%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/14047721%20David%20Courtney%20Boyle%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Future%20conduct%20of%20the%20proceedings%29%20%2020%20Apr%202026%20.pdf
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the CPO revoked. In the meantime, a further stay of the proceedings has 
been ordered.  

 24 July 2026 – Deadline for new authorisation application to be filed and 
end of stay of proceedings. 

Upcoming Events 

 22-23 September 2026 – Hearing listed with a time estimate of two days, 
to consider either the proposed CPO authorisation application or, if not 
filed, consequential matters following decertification. 

39.  11 May 
2021 

1403/7/7/21 

Dr. Rachael Kent v 
Apple Inc. and 
Apple Distribution 
International Ltd 

https://appstoreclai
ms.co.uk/Apple  

 

Trial took 
place for 8 
weeks from 13 
January 2025.  

CAT published 
its judgment 
on 23 October 
2025 in favour 
of the CR, 
holding that 
Apple abused 
its dominance 
in the iOS app 
distribution 
services and 
in-app 
payment 
services 
markets. 

Hearing as to 
consequential 
matters held 
on 13 
November 
2025. 
Defendant’s 
permission to 
appeal 
refused. 

Court of 
Appeal 
hearing 
scheduled for 
end of 
November and 
late March 
2027 to appeal 
CAT ruling. 

 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

Standalone collective proceedings against Apple for loss and damage caused by 
alleged breaches of statutory duty by infringing Article 102 of the TFEU (prior to 31 
December 2020) and section 18 of the Competition Act 1998. 

The CR alleges that Apple abused its dominant position by imposing restrictive 
terms requiring iOS App developers to distribute exclusively via the Apple App 
Store so that all purchases by Apple users are made using the Apple payment 
system. The CR also alleges that the commission charged by Apple on all such 
purchases is excessive and unfair. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings. The class is estimated to comprise of 
approximately 36 million members.  

The claim period is the period from 1 October 2015 and 15 November 2024.  

The aggregate amount claimed in damages is between £1.184 billion and £2.237 
billion, with interest. 

 

 26 May 2021 – CAT published an order granting permission for service 
outside the jurisdiction. 

 3 February 2022 – CAT issued a ruling on funding arrangements rejecting 
the Defendant’s request for the redacted parts of the ATE insurance policy 
to be disclosed.  

 29 June 2022 – CAT issued its judgment granting the CPO application and 
dismissing an application for strike-out / summary judgment.  

 29 March 2023 – CAT issued a ruling on disclosure procedures for 
documents previously sourced by the Defendants in other proceedings. 

 5 April 2023 – CAT issued a ruling on the amount of experts each side 
could rely upon.  

 19 January 2024 – CAT published a judgment refusing the Defendants' 
challenges to the CR’s revised LFA. The Tribunal granted the Defendants 
permission to appeal this Ruling. 

 24 April 2024 – CAT published a reasoned order that the Defendants pay 
65% or the CRs costs of the Application. 

 13 June 2024 – CAT published a ruling granting the CR relief from 
sanctions in order to submit a witness statement later than the deadline set 
by the Tribunal.   

 28 October 2024 – CAT published a reasoned order on the costs of the 
confidentiality application further to the CR’s application for costs dated 17 
October 2024.  The CAT determined that costs of the application will be 
costs in the case. 

 8 November 2024 – CAT issued an order on case management, ordering 
that the proceedings in Kent should continue in accordance with the 
existing timetable independently of the Ennis v Apple proceedings, which 
will be case managed separately. 

 13 January 2025 – Trial took place for 8 weeks. 

 10 and 11 June 2025 – Hearing held in the Court of Appeal. This hearing 
arose as a result of issues stemming from the Supreme Court decision in 
R (PACCAR Inc and others) v Competition Appeal Tribunal and others 
[2023] UKSC 28, in which the Court held that LFAs under which the 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/14037721-dr-rachael-kent
https://appstoreclaims.co.uk/Apple
https://appstoreclaims.co.uk/Apple
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20%20Judgment%20%5B2025%5D%20CAT%2067%2023%20Oct%202025_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2021-06/1403_DrKent_Order_260521.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-02/2021.12.21_1403_Kent_Ruling%20on%20disclosure%20of%20funding%20arrangements_Amended_pursuant_R114_Final.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-08/20220629_1403_Judgment_%5B2022%5D_CAT_28.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-03/2023.03.29_1403_Ruling_%28Disclosure%29-FINAL.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-04/2023.04.05_1403_Kent%20v%20Apple_Ruling%20%28Experts%29%20%28FINAL%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/14037721-dr-rachael-kent-v-apple-inc-and-apple-distribution-international-ltd-ruling-4
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-04/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Costs%29%20%2024%20Apr%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-06/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20Ruling%20%28Relief%20from%20sanctions%29%20%2013%20Jun%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Costs%20-%20Confidentiality%20Application%29%20%2028%20Oct%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/16017723%3B%2014037721Ruling%20%28Case_Management_of_Related_Proceedings%29%208%20Nov%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16017723-dr-sean-ennis
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funder’s payment is calculated based on a percentage of the damages 
awarded are unenforceable insofar as they relate to opt out collective 
proceedings. 

 4 July 2025 – The Court of Appeal handed down a judgment dismissing 
appeals brought by the defendants relating to funding following the 
PACCAR judgment. The Court of Appeal concluded that DBAs are 
agreements under which the funder's fees are calculated or determined as 
a percentage of the damages recovered and an LFA under which the 
funder’s fee is calculated as a multiple of its outlay is not to be considered 
as a DBA since the fee is determined by reference to the amount of 
funding provided (rather than the damages recovered).  

 23 October 2025 - CAT published its judgment in favour of the CR holding 
that Apple abused its dominance in the iOS app distribution services and 
in-app payment services markets, causing developers to suffer an 
overcharge as a result of exclusionary abuses and an excessive and unfair 
pricing abuse. 

 13 November 2025 – Hearing as to consequential matters (matters such 
as costs, applications for permission to appeal, and process for resolving 
questions relating to the calculation of quantum) held. CAT published an 
order refusing the Defendant’s application for permission to appeal.  

 13 January 2026 – CAT published a ruling, refusing the CR’s application to 
amend the “Relevant Period” in the claim form from 15 November 2024 to 
the date of final judgment in these proceedings, being 23 October 2025. 

 27 May 2026 – Hearing to consider the CR’s further amendment 
application to extend the claim period up to the date of final judgment held.  

 15 July 2026 – CAT issued a ruling dismissing the CR’s further 
amendment application to capture further losses suffered in the period up 
until the date of final judgment. The CAT concluded that there was no legal 
impediment to pleading loss up until the date of judgment, but placed 
considerable weight to the finality of judgment and did not find the CR’s 
efficiency arguments convincing enough to reopen the judgment.   

 27 July 2026 – CAT made an order, pursuant to its 15 July 2026 ruling to 
reject the CR’s further amendment application and also setting out a 
framework for damages, distribution and costs. 

Upcoming Events 

 End of November - late March 2027 – Court of Appeal “rolled-up” hearing 
to be held to decide whether Apple can appeal the CAT’s ruling that it had 
broken competition law. In its order of 23 March 2026, the CoA provides its 
provisional view that a number of Apple’s grounds of appeal raise 
questions of fact over which the court does not possess jurisdiction. 

40.  18 
February 
2021 

1382/7/7/21  

Consumers’ 
Association v 

CPO 
application 
granted. Trial 
took place 
between 7 
October and 4 

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

These are standalone collective proceedings against Qualcomm for damages 
caused by alleged breaches of statutory duty in infringing the Chapter II prohibition 
on abuse of dominance in section 18 of the Competition Act 1998 and, until 31 
December 2020, Article 102 of the TFEU prohibiting the abuse of dominance.  

 15 March 2021 – CAT made an order granting permission to serve the 
proposed defendant outside the jurisdiction.  

 5 January 2022 – CAT published an order amending the proposed class. 

https://caselaw.nationalarchives.gov.uk/ewca/civ/2025/841
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20%20Judgment%20%5B2025%5D%20CAT%2067%2023%20Oct%202025_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2013%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20Ruling%20%28Pleading%20Amendment%29%20%2013%20Jan%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20Ruling%20%28Pleading%20Amendment%29%20%2015%20Jul%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-07/14037721%20Dr.%20Rachael%20Kent%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20and%20Apple%20Distribution%20International%20Ltd%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%2027%20Jul%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13827721-consumers-association
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2021-03/1382_Qualcomm_Reasoned_Order_150321.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-01/20220105%20%201382%20Order%20of%20the%20Chairwoman%20%28Amendment%20of%20the%20Proposed%20Class%29.pdf
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Qualcomm 
Incorporated 

https://www.smartp
honeclaim.co.uk/  

November 
2025. 
Following the 
trial’s 
conclusion, a 
CSAO 
application 
was filed.  

The CAT 
published its 
judgment 
approving the 
settlement on 
10 June 2026. 

The CR alleges that Qualcomm’s abuse of dominance in smartphone chipsets 
market and standard-essential patents enabled Qualcomm to overcharge 
smartphone manufacturers such as Apple and Samsung for its chip technology, 
with those extra costs being passed on to UK consumers. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for UK residents plus opt-in proceedings for 
non-UK residents. The class is estimated to comprise of approximately 29 million 
persons. 

The aggregate loss suffered is estimated to be around £482.5 million, with interest.  

 17 May 2022 – CAT published its judgment on the CPO application 
authorising Consumers’ Association (Which?) as the CR. 

 17 February 2023 - CAT handed down a ruling granting an application by 
Qualcomm to strike-out part of the CR's reply pleading. 

 31 July 2023 – CAT handed down a ruling that the CR’s allegations of 
abuse of dominance by the Defendant on the 3G CDMA chipset market in 
its Re-Amended Claim Form be deemed to be (effectively) a new claim 
made on 26 June 2023. 

 20 October 2023 – CAT published an order refusing the CR’s application 
for permission to appeal. 

 29 January 2024 – CAT published an order for a split trial. The first trial list 
listed to commence on the first available date after 1 October 2025.  

 4 July 2025 – CAT published a reasoned order relating to the use of 
hearsay evidence in disclosed documents in the trial. In June 2025, 
Which? applied for permission for the hearsay deadline to be extended to 
allow it to rely on hearsay evidence arising out of the High Court and Court 
of Appeal proceedings in Optis v Apple. The CAT has granted the 
requested permission, noting that there will be no material prejudice to 
Qualcomm as a result.  

 7 October – 4 November 2025 – Trial took place.  

 13 February 2026 – Joint collective settlement approval order (CSAO) 
application filed. The proposed settlement requires the withdrawal of the 
proceedings, with each party bearing its own costs and a statement from 
the CR that they consider the CAT will accept the Defendant’s defence to 
the claim. The proposed settlement does not involve payment of any 
compensation to Class Members. 

 20 March 2026 – CAT published an order for CSAO hearing directions, 
following the CR’s withdrawal of the claim. 

 18 May 2026 – CSAO application hearing held. The settlement has been 
cleared by the CAT. 

 10 June 2026 – CAT published its judgment approving the joint application 
for a CSAO on a “drop hands basis” in which each party pays its own costs 
and no damages are payable. 

 23 June 2026 – CAT made an order approving the joint application for a 
CSAO, further to its judgment on 10 June 2026.  

41.  11 
December 
2019 

1336/7/7/19 

Mr Phillip Evans v 
Barclays Bank 
PLC and Others 

 

Awaiting filing 
of amended 
CPO 
application. It 
has been 
reported that 
the PCR is re-
launching the 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 

Mr Phillip Evans applied for a CPO permitting him to act as the CR bringing a 
collective damages action on an opt-out basis. However, a carriage dispute 
emerged with Michael O’Higgins FX Class Representative Limited (“O’Higgins”) 
lodging a competing claim. The CAT dismissed both applications, as it preferred an 
opt-in basis for this claim.  

The proposed collective proceedings would combine follow-on claims for damages 
under section 47A of the Act caused by the Respondents/Proposed Defendants’ 

 6 March 2020 – CAT issued its judgment in which it refused to order that 
the question of whether Mr Evans or O’Higgins were the most suitable CR 
be heard as a preliminary issue. 

 16 November 2020 – CAT ordered that substantive hearing scheduled to 
begin on 1 March 2021 be vacated until the outcome of the Supreme Court 
decision in Merricks.  

https://www.smartphoneclaim.co.uk/
https://www.smartphoneclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-05/20220517_1382_Approved%20CPO%20Judgment%20%5B2022%5D%20CAT%2020.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-02/2023.02.17_1382_Final%20Ruling%20%28Strike%20out%29%20%5B2023%5D%20CAT%209.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-07/2023.07.31_1382_Non-Confidential%20Ruling%20%28Pleading%20Amendments%29%20%5B2023%5D%20CAT%2051.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-10/13827721%20Consumers%27%20Association%20v%20Qualcomm%20Incorporated%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2020%20Oct%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-01/13827721%20Consumers%27%20Association%20v%20Qualcomm%20Incorporated%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CMC4%20Directions%29%20%2029%20Jan%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/13827721%20Consumers%27%20Association%20v%20Qualcomm%20Incorporated%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Hearsay%20Extension%29%20%204%20Jul%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/13827721%20Consumers%27%20Association%20v%20Qualcomm%20Incorporated%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CSAO%20Hearing%20Directions%29%20%2020%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/13827721%20Consumers%27%20Association%20v%20Qualcomm%20Incorporated%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CSAO%20Hearing%20Directions%29%20%2020%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/1382-7-7-21%20Consumers%27%20Association%20v%20Qualcomm%20Incorporated%20-%20Judgment%20%28CSAO%29%20-%2010th%20June%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/13827721%20Consumers%27%20Association%20v%20Qualcomm%20Incorporated%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CSAO%29%20%2023%20Jun%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13367719-mr-phillip-evans
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2020-03/1329_1336_ForexEvans_Judgment_%5B2020_CAT_9%5D_060320.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2020-11/1329_1336_O%27Higgins_Order_161120.pdf
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https://www.fxclaim
uk.com/ 

 

class action on 
an opt-in 
basis. 

CPO 
application 
rejected in the 
first instance.   

The Supreme 
Court issued 
its judgment 
on 18 
December 
2025, restoring 
the CAT’s 
original 
decision to 
refuse the 
PCR’s 
application for 
a CPO on an 
opt-out basis. 

competition (Article 
101 TFEU). 

 

infringement of Article 101(1) of the TFEU as determined by the European 
Commission in two cartel decisions dated 16 May 2019: 

 The Forex - Three Way Banana Split cartel involving UBS, Barclays, RBS, 
Citigroup and JP Morgan and operating between 18 December 2007 and 
31 January 2013. 

 The Forex - Essex Express cartel, involving UBS, Barclays, RBS and 
MUFG Bank and operating between 14 December 2009 and 31 July 2012. 

The Commission found that, in each of the two cartels, traders from the 
participating banks who were in charge of Forex spot trading in the relevant 
currencies exchanged sensitive information and trading plans, and occasionally 
coordinated their trading strategies through various online professional interbank 
chatrooms. All the banks acknowledged their involvement in the cartels and the 
Cartel Decisions were reached under the cartel settlement procedure. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings. The proposed class is estimated to comprise 
approximately of 40,000 persons. 

The aggregate damages claimed is estimated to be in the region of £2.155 billion, 
without interest.  

It has been reported that Hausfeld is re‑launching a class action against leading 
banks (including Barclays, JP Morgan and HSBC) over alleged FX rigging, this time 
as an opt‑in collective proceedings claim.  

 

 31 March 2022 – CAT issued its judgment on certification, basis of 
certification and carriage dispute, following the CPO Application hearing. 
The CAT rejected both applications and determined that an opt-in claim 
was more suitable in this instance.  

 4 October 2022 – CAT published an order for permission to appeal and 
costs. 

 28 November 20222 – CAT published an order on costs. 

 22 February 2023 – CAT published an order for stay of detailed 
assessment. 

 29 March 2023 – Dutch court, in parallel proceedings, issued a judgment 
that found they lacked jurisdiction to hear the claim. 

 25 July 2023 – Court of Appeal issued judgment in which it concluded that 
the case should proceed on an opt-out basis, and it should be remitted to 
the CAT for case management. The proposed Defendants appealed the 
Court of Appeal’s decision to the Supreme Court.  

 8 February 2024 – CAT published an order discontinuing the O’Higgins 
application for collective proceedings. 

 12 February 2024 – CAT published an order allowing the Claimant to make 
alterations to the amended CPO application. Further the directions allowed 
the Claimant to add HSBC and Credit Suisse to the proceedings.  

 20 December 2024 – CAT published an order that Credit Suisse AG be 
removed from the re-amended claim form. 

 1-2 April 2025 – Hearing took place regarding the proposed Defendants 
appeal to the Supreme Court.  

 18 December 2025 – Supreme Court issued its judgment, reversing the 
Court of Appeal’s decision and restoring the CAT’s original decision to 
refuse Mr Evans’ application for a CPO to be made on an opt-out basis. 

 19 May 2026 – Deadline set by the CAT for the proposed class 
representative to file and serve the amended opt‑in collective proceedings 
application. 
 

 29 July 2026 – Hearing took place to determine the two completing 
applications to strike-out and amend the CPO application. Judgment was 
reserved. 
 

42.  17 July 
2018 

1289/7/7/18 

Road Haulage 
Association 
Limited v Man SE 
and Others 

CPO 
application 
granted. 

Alleged agreement, 
decision or concerted 
practice between 
undertakings which 
had the object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or distorting 

Road Haulage Association Limited are bringing a collective damages action on an 
opt-in basis. The collective proceedings would combine follow-on actions for 
damages arising from a July 2016 decision of the European Commission finding 
that five EEA truck manufacturers have participated in an illegal cartel, in breach of 
Article 101 of the TFEU. 

The class is composed of persons who, between 17 January 1997 and the date of 
the Notice of the CPO given to members of the class under Rule 81 of the CAT 
Rules (the Relevant Period) purchased or leased for road haulage operations new 

 12 December 2018 – CAT ordered for this CPO application to be heard 
alongside UK Trucks Claim Limited’s CPO application. 

 8 May 2019 – Pre-hearing review took place and CAT ordered that the 
main hearing of the CPO applications be adjourned and that a preliminary 
issue on funding arrangements be listed for 4 June 2019.  

https://www.fxclaimuk.com/
https://www.fxclaimuk.com/
https://supremecourt.uk/uploads/uksc_2023_0172_0177_judgment_f5229abd4f.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-03/20220331_1329_1336_Final_CPO_Carriage_Judgment%20%5B2022%5D%20CAT%2016.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-10/2022.10.04_O%27Higgins_Evans%20PTA%20and%20costs%20order_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-11/2022.11.28_O%27Higgins_Evans_Order_O%27Higgins_PCR%27s_application_for_costs_of_the_Carriage_Issue.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-02/2023.02.22_O%27Higgins_Evans_Order_stay_of_detailed_assessment.pdf
https://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWCA/Civ/2023/876.html
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-02/13297719%20Michael%20O%27Higgins%20FX%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Barclays%20Bank%20PLC%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Discontinuance%29%20%208%20Feb%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-02/13367719%20Mr%20Phillip%20Evans%20v%20Barclays%20Bank%20PLC%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Directions%29%20%2012%20Dec%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-12/13367719%20Mr%20Phillip%20Evans%20v%20Barclays%20Bank%20PLC%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Removal%20of%20Credit%20Suisse%20AG%29%20%2020%20Dec%202024.pdf
https://supremecourt.uk/uploads/uksc_2023_0172_0177_judgment_f5229abd4f.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/12897718-road-haulage-association-limited
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2018-12/1282-1289_Trucks_Order_121218.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-05/1282_1289_Trucks_Transcript_080519%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-07/1282-1289_Trucks_Order_080519.pdf
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https://www.truckc
artellegalaction.co
m/ 

competition (Article 
101 TFEU). 

 

or pre-owned medium or heavy trucks either registered in the UK; or registered in 
an EEA member state other than the UK provided the person belongs to a group of 
companies which also purchased or leased such trucks registered in the UK during 
the Relevant Period, subject to excluded categories. 

The claim is an opt-in proceedings. 

 17 May 2019 – CAT handed down judgment giving reasons for the 
decisions made at the pre-hearing review.  

 28 October 2019 – CAT handed down judgment on preliminary issue 
relating to funding arrangements.  

 17 December 2019 – CAT gave its ruling refusing one of the Defendants, 
DAF Trucks, permission to appeal against the preliminary issue judgment. 
On the same date, CAT published a consent order relating to the costs of 
the hearing of the preliminary issue.  

 5 March 2021 – the Court of Appeal dismissed the Defendants appeal on 
the funding issue. 

 8 June 2022 – CAT published its judgment on CPO application ruling in 
favour of Road Haulage Association Limited’s application and dismissing 
UK Trucks Claim Limited. 

 28 October 2022 – CAT published a ruling granting UK Trucks Claim 
Limited and the proposed Defendants permission to appeal. 

 23 March 2023 – CAT published an order that disclosure be granted from 
the Respondents. 

 26 June 2023 – Supreme Court handed down judgment holding that 
funding agreements are claims management agreements and so fall to be 
considered as DBAs. For more information see our article on the impact of 
the decision.  

 28 September 2023 – The Court of Appeal ordered that certain matters be 
remitted back to the CAT. 

 18 July 2024 – Hearing on funding was heard by the CAT, and judgment is 
awaited. PCR explained that new funding arrangements were in place to 
remove the risk of conflict, and pleadings were heard in relation to 
insurance, cost budgeting and representation of the class. 

 2 August 2024 – CAT published a ruling authorising RHA Used Trucks Ltd 
pursuant to rule 78(4) of the CAT Rules as the sub-class representative for 
the sub-class of claimants seeking damages in respect of purchases and 
leases of used trucks. The CAT’s ruling stated that it was "satisfied" over 
revisions to the claim, including regarding funding arrangements and the 
establishment of a new sub-class representative (represented by separate 
legal and expert teams) to address the risk of a conflict of interest as 
between claims in respect of new and used trucks. 

 5 August 2024 – Further to the 2 August 2024 ruling, the CAT published a 
CPO. 

 1 November 2024 – CAT published a consequential matters judgment 
following the CPO ruling, which ruled as to costs and refused DAF’s 
isolated permission to appeal against the CPO ruling (Iveco or Man did not 
seek permission to appeal). 

https://www.truckcartellegalaction.com/
https://www.truckcartellegalaction.com/
https://www.truckcartellegalaction.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-05/1282_1289_Trucks_Judgment_CAT_15_170519.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-10/1282-1289_Trucks_Judgment_281019.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-12/1282-1289_Trucks_Ruling_CAT_28_171219.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-12/1289_Trucks_Road_Order_171219.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-09/2021.03.05%201282_1289%20Judgment%20of%20the%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20%28Funding%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-06/2022.06.08_Trucks_CPO_Judgment.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-10/2022.10.28_Trucks_CPOs_%20PTA_Ruling_Final.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-03/2023.03.23_Trucks_CPO_RHA_Reasoned_Order_Disclosure.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-07/uksc-2021-0078-judgment.pdf
https://www.simmons-simmons.com/en/publications/clkjuwvwa00buth1s7g02mp4v/paccar-supreme-court-throws-litigation-funders-under-a-truck
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-08/12897718%20Road%20Haulage%20Association%20Limited%20v%20Man%20SE%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%20%202%20Aug%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-08/%281282%29%20UK%20Trucks%20%281289%29%20Road%20Haulage%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%20%205%20Aug%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/12897718%20Road%20Haulage%20Association%20Limited%20v%20Man%20SE%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20of%20the%20Acting%20President%20%28Consequential%20matters%29%20%204%20Nov%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-08/%281282%29%20UK%20Trucks%20%281289%29%20Road%20Haulage%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%20%205%20Aug%202024.pdf
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 29 January 2025 – The Court of Appeal handed down an Order refusing 
DAF Trucks permission to appeal the CAT's CPO order certifying the 
collective action. 

 16 September 2025 – CAT published orders across multiple damages 
actions, based on the European Commission’s trucks cartel decisions, 
which have each been settled by the claimant in each case with all the 
respective defendants. The orders dismiss additional claims brought by the 
Iveco and DAF defendants against other defendants and third party truck 
manufacturers where applicable to join the Second Wave Trucks 
Proceedings. 

 1 December 2025 – CAT published an order dismissing the additional 
claim against Volvo/Renault, Iveco and MAN as additional defendants.  

 7 January 2026 – CAT published a consent order dismissing actions by 
Graham’s Dairies against the Iveco defendant in the Second Wave Trucks 
Proceedings, the parties having agreed confidential terms of settlement.  

 22 January 2026 – CAT published a reasoned order in relation to 
applications by the Road Haulage Association and Deben Transport 
Limited (in liquidation) under rule 83 of the CAT Rules to opt-in to the 
collective proceedings after closing of the opt-in window. 

 21 April 2026 – CAT published an order, amending the class definition of 
“Road Haulage Operations” in the CPO. 

Upcoming Events 

 13 October 2026 – CMC listed with a time estimate of one day.  

43.  27 
February 
2019 

1304/7/7/19 

1305/7/7/19 

Justin Gutmann v 
First MTR South 
Western Trains 
Limited and 
Another 

Justin Gutmann v 
London & South 
Eastern Railway 
Limited 

https://www.bound
aryfares.com/ 

CPO 
application 
granted.  

Judgment 
issued on 17 
October 2025 
rejecting the 
allegations of 
breach of 
competition 
law by the 
defendants.  

Alleged abuse of 
dominance (Chapter II, 
Competition Act 1998; 
Article 102 TFEU). 

 

The class members are holders of Transport for London (“TfL”) zonal tickets 
(“Travelcards”) who have been effectively compelled by circumstances in the 
control of the proposed defendants to pay twice for parts of rail journeys which 
overlapped with the zone of validity of their Travelcards. 

The claims relate to so-called "boundary zone" fares or "extension tickets", which 
are fares valid for travel to or from the outer boundaries of TfL’s fare zones, 
intended to be combined with a Travelcard whose validity stretches to the relevant 
zone boundary (“Boundary Fares”). 

It is alleged that by not making Boundary Fares sufficiently available for sale, 
and/or by failing to ensure that customers are aware of the existence of Boundary 
Fares and/or buy an appropriate fare in order to avoid being charged twice for part 
of a journey, the proposed defendants have abused their positions of dominance on 
the relevant markets in breach of Article 102 of the TFEU and/or the Chapter II 
prohibition of the Competition Act. 

The class includes all persons who, at any point during the period between 1 
October 2015 and the date of final judgment or earlier settlement of the claims (the 
“Relevant Period”) purchased or paid for, for themselves and/or another person, a 
rail fare which was not a Boundary Fare, where: 

 9 April 2019 – CAT ordered western and eastern railway applications to be 
heard together. 

 23 September 2019 – Pre-hearing review in which CAT granted London & 
South Eastern Railway application to stay the main hearing of the CPO 
applications. Preliminary issue in relation to funding arrangements listed 
for 7 November 2019 was vacated.  

 26 January 2021 – Joint CMC held and CAT drew up an order allowing 
amended pleadings to be filed and for summary judgment and strike-out 
applications to be heard at the same time as the CPO applications. The 
CAT also allowed the defendants to be granted permission to challenge 
the litigation funding arrangements.   

 19 October 2021 – CAT published the judgment and summary allowing the 
CPO Application and dismissing the summary judgment and strike-out 
application.  

 3 December 2021 – CAT published its ruling and summary on the 
permission to appeal (inc. re: the collective proceedings being brought on 
an opt-out basis) and on the costs of the CPO application.  

https://content.mlex.com/Attachments/2025-01-29_IH31F3RF24H3E6FU%2f28Jan25_-_Sealed_Reasoned_Order_of_CA_refusing_permission.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/1521%20%28T%29%20WM%20Morrison%20Supermarkets%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20v%20Volvo%20Group%20UK%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Dismissal%29%201%20Dec%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/Trucks%202%20%2812961719%29%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Dismissal%20-%20Graham%20Dairies%20Proceedings%29%20%2007%20Jan%202026.pdf
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2F87cqfwtd.r.us-east-1.awstrack.me%2FL0%2Fhttps%3A%252F%252Fuk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com%252Fw-043-7983%253ForiginationContext%3Ddocument%2526vr%3D3.0%2526rs%3DPLUK1.0%2526transitionType%3DDocumentItem%2526contextData%3D(sc.Default)%2F2%2F0100019bb18f4440-fc634c17-3592-40b0-a33f-be2b2da97be6-000000%2F-2l7bmpy-GM50uE_8Pjb-JZB7og%3D460&data=05%7C02%7Calexandra.gleason%40simmons-simmons.com%7C089d006ca2af4332e78308de51bec0f9%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639038077526685477%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=6kKg03X7NG6g7L2Znv1auz%2FFjn%2Bp4ikIeWAwBkF%2BoqA%3D&reserved=0
https://gbr01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2F87cqfwtd.r.us-east-1.awstrack.me%2FL0%2Fhttps%3A%252F%252Fuk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com%252Fw-043-7983%253ForiginationContext%3Ddocument%2526vr%3D3.0%2526rs%3DPLUK1.0%2526transitionType%3DDocumentItem%2526contextData%3D(sc.Default)%2F2%2F0100019bb18f4440-fc634c17-3592-40b0-a33f-be2b2da97be6-000000%2F-2l7bmpy-GM50uE_8Pjb-JZB7og%3D460&data=05%7C02%7Calexandra.gleason%40simmons-simmons.com%7C089d006ca2af4332e78308de51bec0f9%7C9c0035ef4799443f8b14c5d60303e8cd%7C0%7C0%7C639038077526685477%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=6kKg03X7NG6g7L2Znv1auz%2FFjn%2Bp4ikIeWAwBkF%2BoqA%3D&reserved=0
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/12897718%20Road%20Haulage%20Association%20Limited%20v%20Man%20SE%20and%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Opt-in%29%20%2022%20Jan%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/12897718%20Road%20Haulage%20Association%20Limited%20v%20Man%20SE%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Amending%20CPO%29%20%2021%20Apr%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13047719-justin-gutmann
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13057719-justin-gutmann
https://www.boundaryfares.com/
https://www.boundaryfares.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2019-04/1304-1305_Gutmann_Order_090419.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13057719-justin-gutmann
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2021-01/1304_1305_Gutmann_Order_260121.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2021-10/20211019_1304_5_Gutmann_Judgment_1.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/13047719-justin-gutmann-v-first-mtr-south-western-trains-limited-and-another-13057719
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2021-12/2021.12.03_Gutmann_Consequentials_Ruling.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/1304-j-gutmann-south-western-1305-j-gutmann-south-eastern-ruling-permission-appeal-and
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

 The person for whom the fare was purchased held a Travelcard valid for 
travel within one or several of TfL’s fare zone (the ”Zones”); and 

The rail fare was for travel in whole or in part on the services of the proposed 
defendants from a station within (but not on the outer boundary of) those Zones to 
a destination beyond the outer boundary of those Zones (including fares for return 
journeys). 

 15 December 2021 – CAT published an order for the addition of 
Stagecoach Group PLC as an additional Defendant.  

 6 January 2022 – Permission to appeal filed with Court of Appeal. 

 18 January 2022 – CAT granted the CPO. 

 4 February 2022 - Permission to appeal granted by Court of Appeal. 

 6 April 2023 – CAT published a judgment on intervention. 

 7 July 2023 – CMC at which CAT rejected CR’s application for a joint trial 
between Justin Gutmann v Govia Thameslink Railway Limited & Others, 
Justin Gutmann v London & South Eastern Railway Limited and Justin 
Gutmann v First MTR South Western Trains Limited and Another. 

 27 March 2024 - The CR and the Second Defendant in Case 1304 
(Stagecoach) filed a collective settlement approval application. The 
Tribunal Panel constituted to hear the application consists of Hodge Malek 
KC (Chair), Hugh Kelly and Eamonn Doran (the Settlement Tribunal).  

 10 May 2024 – CAT published a judgment approving the settlement, 
alongside a collective settlement approval order.  

 16 May 2024 – CAT published a ruling in relation to the admissibility of 
certain sections of the Statement of Intervention filed by the Secretary of 
State for Transport. 

 17 June 2024 – The first of three split trials began on this date. The trial 
will be split into three trials (1) the alleged abuse of dominance (2) 
causation and the quantification of damages (3) market definition and 
dominance. 

 11 April 2025 – Stakeholder Entitlement Hearing held. 

 7 August 2025 – CAT published an order granting the CR’s solicitors, its 
funder and ATE insurers permission to intervene for the purpose of making 
submissions at the stakeholder entitlement application hearing.  

 7 August 2025 – CAT published an order granting the Access to Justice 
Foundation and Fair Civil Justice permission to intervene for the purpose 
of making written submissions in advance of the stakeholder entitlement 
application hearing 

 10 September 2025 - Stakeholder Entitlement hearing held.   

 17 October 2025 – CAT issued a judgment. The CAT rejected the CR’s 
allegations and concluded that none of the conduct alleged against the 
Defendants constituted an abuse of a dominant position. The CAT held 
that there was no survey of Travelcard holders using any of the three 
Defendants that might indicate a lack of awareness of Boundary 
Fares.  The CAT also concluded that there was no evidence that any of the 
three Defendants sought to discourage TPRs from selling Boundary Fares, 
or suggested to TPRs that such sales would be contrary to their policy. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2021-12/2021.12.15_Gutmann_Consent%20Order.pdf
https://casetracker.justice.gov.uk/getDetail.do?case_id=CA-2021-003329
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-01/2022.01.18_Gutmann%20-%20CPO_Order_Final.pdf
https://casetracker.justice.gov.uk/getDetail.do?case_id=CA-2021-003328
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-04/2023.04.06_Gutmann_Trains_Intervention_Judgment_Final_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-05/13047719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20First%20MTR%20South%20Western%20Trains%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Judgment%20%28SSWT%20Collective%20Settlement%29%20%2010%20May%202024_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-05/13047719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20First%20MTR%20South%20Western%20Trains%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Settlement%20Approval%20Order%29%20%2010%20May%202024_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-05/%281304%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%20%281305%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%3B%2014257721%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20Railway%20Limited%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Admissibility%29%2016%20May%202024_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/13047719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20First%20MTR%20South%20Western%20Trains%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Ruling%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Intervention%29%20%207%20Jul%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-08/13047719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20First%20MTR%20South%20Western%20Trains%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Ruling%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Intervention%20II%20-%20Stakeholder%20entitlement%29%20%207%20Aug%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/1304%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%3B%201305%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%3B%201425%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20Govia%20Thameslink%20-%20Judgment%202025%20CAT64%20171025.pdf
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No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged Breach Key issues Key dates / developments 

 7 November 2025 – CAT issued a judgment regarding stakeholder 
entitlement. In the circumstances of this case, the Tribunal considered that 
it was reasonable and proportionate for the following to be paid out of the 
Non-Ringfenced Costs: (i) £1.29 million to be paid to CR’s funder, 
Woodford, (ii) £0.43 million to be paid to the ATE Insurers and (iii) £4.48 
million to be paid to legal stakeholders (solicitors and counsel). 

 25 November 2025 – CAT published an order relating to payment of non-
ringfenced costs.  

 2 December 2025 – CAT published an order allowing the funder 
Woodsford Group Limited to be added as a party to the proceedings for 
costs purposes only.  

 19 January 2026 – It has been reported by the Access to Justice 
Foundation that unclaimed funds from a settlement will go toward funding 
legal advice. £3.9 million in grants will be available to organisations 
working in regions where class members are based, as well as where 
access to free legal advice is most needed.  

 19 January 2026 – CAT published an order requiring the CR to make an 
interim payment of £7.5 million to the Defendants to be divided as agreed 
between them. 

 13 March 2026 – CAT published its judgment as to costs, finding that the 
Defendants’ entitlement to costs should not exceed the level of adverse 
costs provision recorded in the two CPO judgments in these cases, i.e. the 
amount of £15 million covered by the two deeds of indemnity. 

 21 April 2026 – CAT published orders dismissing the action against First 
MTR and the actions against the LSER and GTR Defendants, giving effect 
to the parties’ agreed costs positions. 

 

  

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/13047719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20First%20MTR%20South%20Western%20Trains%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Judgment%20%28Stakeholder%20Entitlement%29%20%207%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/13047719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20First%20MTR%20South%20Western%20Trains%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Order%20of%20Chair%20%28Payment%20of%20Non-Ringfenced%20Costs%29%20%2025%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/%281304%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%20%281305%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Addition%20of%20funder%29%20%2002%20Dec%202025.pdf
https://www.mlex.com/mlex/articles/2431568?ts_pk=24957977-ecaf-4020-8860-961783311fea&utm_source=user-alerts&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=tracked-search-alert&read_main=1&nlsidx=0&nlaidx=6
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-01/13047719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20First%20MTR%20South%20Western%20Trains%20Limited%20and%20Another%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Interim%20Payment%20-%20SW%20Proceedings%29%20%2019%20Jan%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-03/%281304%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%20%281305%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%20-%20Judgment%20%28Costs%29%2013%20Mar%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/%281304%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%20%281305%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Dismissal%20and%20costs%29%20%2021%20Apr%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/%281304%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Western%20%281305%29%20J%20Gutmann%20South%20Eastern%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Dismissal%20and%20costs%29%20%2021%20Apr%202026%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-04/13057719%20Justin%20Gutmann%20v%20London%20%26%20South%20Eastern%20Railway%20Limited%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Dismissal%20and%20costs%20-%20SE%20and%20GTR%29%20%2021%20Apr%202026%20.pdf
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ANNEX I 

Claims not currently progressing (i.e. claims that have settled, been rejected at certification, determined at trial or otherwise on hold) 

No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged 
Breach 

Key issues Key dates / developments 

1.  7 June 
2024 

1641/7/7/24 

BIRA Trading 
Limited v (1) 
Amazon.com, Inc. 
(2) Amazon 
Europe Core 
S.À.R.L. (3) 
Amazon EU 
S.À.R.L (4) 
Amazon U.K. 
Services Ltd. and 
(5) Amazon 
Payments U.K. 
Limited 

Amazon UK 
Merchants Claim 
- Home 

Following carriage 
dispute hearing on 11-13 
November 2024, the 
CAT has directed that 
BIRA’s claim will 
proceed. 

 

Alleged abuse 
of dominance 
(Chapter II, 
Competition 
Act 1998; 
Article 102 
TFEU). 

Combined standalone collective action. The PCR has issued a claim against various 
entities in the Amazon corporate group who, the PCR alleges, abused its position of 
dominance in the market for the supply of e-commerce marketplace services to third-
party merchants tendering to customers in the UK. 

The PCR alleges that Amazon operated an unlawful product entry strategy whereby 
they leveraged non-public data acquired from third-party merchants on an upstream 
market in which they were dominant in order to inform business decisions on the 
downstream market on Amazon’s UK Online Marketplace, on which Amazon is the 
seller of record (“Amazon Retail”), and in competition against those third-party 
merchants on Amazon’s UK Online Marketplace. Amazon is also alleged to have 
self-preferenced its Amazon Retail product via the “Buy Box” feature. 

The Proposed Class members are merchants who are actual or potential 
competitors of Amazon for sales of products on Amazon’s UK Online Marketplace, 
who sold new goods on Amazon’s UK Online Marketplace on that platform between 
1 October 2015 and 6 June 2024. The proposed collective proceedings are brought 
on an opt-out basis on behalf of each eligible claimant within the Proposed Class 
who is domiciled in the UK (on a domicile date yet to be determined) and on an opt-
in basis on behalf of each eligible claimant within the Proposed Class who is not so 
domiciled. 

 7 June 2024 – Claim issued. 

 27 September 2024 - CAT made an order removing the Fourth Proposed 
Defendant as party to the proceedings following the merger of the Third and 
the Fourth Proposed Defendants. 

 11 October 2024 – CMC took place. 

 18 October 2024 – Directions order made for the timetable for the carriage 
dispute which took place from 11 – 13 November 2024. Judgment is 
pending.  

 20 January 2025 – CAT issued a judgment ordering that Professor 
Stephan’s claim will now proceed and BIRA’s claim is stayed. 

2.  1 August 
2023 

1602/7/7/23 

Christine Riefa 
Class 
Representative 
Limited v Apple 
Inc. and Others 

https://www.ukap
pleamazonclaim.c
o.uk/ 

Further CPO hearing 
held on 24 September 
2024.  

CPO application rejected 
following second hearing 
and permission for the 
CR to appeal refused by 
the CAT. 

 

Alleged 
agreement, 
decision or 
concerted 
practice 
between 
undertakings 
which had the 
object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or 
distorting 
competition 
(Chapter I, 
Competition 
Act 1998; 
Article 101 
TFEU). 

Standalone collective action which is “prompted and assisted by information and 
analysis” contained a decision by the Italian competition authority. The PCR has 
issued a claim against Apple and Amazon who she alleges entered into unlawful 
anticompetitive agreements. 

The PCR alleges that Apple and Amazon restricted third parties from reselling 
Apple and Beats products on Amazon. As a result of these agreements, customers 
paid higher prices for Apple and Beats products when purchasing them from any 
retailer (online or in-store) in the UK other than as part of a mobile network operator 
contract. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings for individuals, domiciled in the UK, who 
purchased Apple and Beats products from any retailer (online or in-store) in the UK 
other than as part of a mobile network operator contract from 31 October 2018. 

 1 August 2023 – Claim issued. 

 3 November 2023 - CAT made an order permitting service out of the 
jurisdiction. 

 28 March 2024 – Directions order made including directions for disclosure 
of funding agreement and ATE policy.   

 11 – 12 July 2024 – First CPO hearing was held. An order dated 17 July 
2024 followed, requiring the PCR to file further evidence and 
documentation relating to the funding arrangements, and an amended 
claim form. 

 24 September 2024 – Second CPO hearing was held.  

 14 January 2025 -  CAT published its judgment rejecting the CPO 
application. 

 19 February 2025 – CAT refused application by PCR for permission to 
appeal the 14 January 2025 judgment rejecting the CPO application. 

 13 June 2025 – CAT published a ruling on costs in relation to the PCR’s 
application. The CAT accepted the submissions of Apple and Amazon that 
they should be entitled to recover the reasonable costs they have incurred 
in relation to the unsuccessful application by the PCR. They also found that 
the PCR should be entitled to recover the reasonable costs incurred to 
Amazon’s unsuccessful disclosure application.   

 3 July 2025 – CAT published an order dismissing the proceedings and 
ordering the PCR to pay the Proposed Defendants’ costs. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16417724-bira-trading-limited
https://www.amazonukmerchantsclaim.co.uk/
https://www.amazonukmerchantsclaim.co.uk/
https://www.amazonukmerchantsclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-09/16417724%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Removal%20of%20D4%29%2027%20Sep%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/16417724%20BIRA%20Trading%20Limited%20v%20%281%29%20Amazon.com%2C%20Inc.%2C%20%282%29%20Amazon%20Europe%20Core%20S.%C3%80.R.L.%2C%20%283%29%20Amazon%20EU%20S.%C3%80.R.L%2C%20%284%29%20Amazon%20Services%20Europe%20S.%C3%80.R.L%2C%20%285%29%20Amazon%20U.K.%20Services%20Ltd.%20and%20%286%29%20Amazon%20Payments%20U..pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/16417724%3B%2016447724%20-%20Judgment%20%28Carriage%29%20%2020%20Jan%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/16027723-christine-riefa-class-representative-limited
https://www.ukappleamazonclaim.co.uk/
https://www.ukappleamazonclaim.co.uk/
https://www.ukappleamazonclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-12/16027723%20Christine%20Riefa%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20Jurisdiction%29%20%203%20Nov%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-04/16027723%20Christine%20Riefa%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Directions%20in%20advance%20of%20the%20Certification%20Hearing%29%20%2028%20Mar%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/16027723%20Christine%20Riefa%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28First%20CPO%20Hearing%29%20%2017%20Jul%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/20250114%201602%20%20Riefa%20v%20Apple%20and%20Amazon%20Judgment%20%28CPO%20application%29%20%282024%20CAT%205%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/16027723%20Christine%20Riefa%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%29%20%2019%20Feb%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-06/16027723%20Christine%20Riefa%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Costs%29%20%5B2025%5D%20CAT%2034%20%2013%20Jun%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-07/16027723%20Christine%20Riefa%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20President%20%28CPO%20and%20Costs%29%20%203%20Jul%202025.pdf
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 20 October 2025 – CAT published a consent order, ordering the PCR to 
pay Apple an additional sum of £269,000 in full and final settlement of 
Apple’s costs of and occasioned by the proceedings. 

3.  15 
November 
2022 

1568/7/7/22 

Julie Hunter v 
Amazon.com, Inc. 
and Others 

https://www.ukbu
yboxclaim.com/  

Stayed following 
carriage dispute. 

Alleged abuse 
of dominance 
(Chapter II, 
Competition 
Act 1998; 
Article 102 
TFEU). 

 

This is a standalone collective action. The PCR alleges that Amazon has abused its 
dominance in relation to Amazon Marketplace by virtue of the way it operates the 
"BuyBox" feature that allegedly give preferential treatment to either Amazon Retail 
or third party retailers that use Amazon's own delivery and logistics services. 
Details of products offered by third party retailers that make their own delivery 
arrangements are not featured, which allegedly makes it more difficult for 
purchasers to find and select the cheapest offer. 

The proposed class comprises consumers who have made one or more purchases 
on the Amazon Marketplace for the UK since 14 November 2016. The claim alleges 
they have suffered total losses of between £539.6 and £875.8 million before 
interest. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings. 

 

 6 December 2022 - CAT made an order permitting service out of the 
jurisdiction. 

 26 September 2023 – CAT issued an order on case management, ordering 
that the question of which of the PCRs in Robert Hammond v Amazon Inc., 
and others and Julie Hunter v Amazon.com, Inc. and others would be most 
suitable to act as the CR (the “carriage issue”) be heard on 20 / 21 
December 2023. 

 20 December 2023 – A hearing for the carriage issue took place. 

 5 February 2024 – CAT issued a judgment ordering that Mr Hammond’s 
claim will now proceed and Ms Hunter’s claim is stayed. 

 25 October 2024 – CAT made an order in relation to the admissibility of 
certain correspondence in Mr Hammond’s pending application against Ms 
Hunter for costs of the carriage dispute.  

 26 November 2024 – CAT made an order that there will be no order made 
for the costs in the carriage dispute. 

 23 April 2025 – Court of Appeal refused Ms Hunter’s application to appeal 
CAT’s judgment dated 5 February 2024, whereby Ms Hunter’s claim was 
stayed. 

4.  15 January 
2021 

1381/7/7/21 

Justin Le Patourel 
v BT Group PLC 
and British 
Telecommunicati
ons PLC 

https://www.callcl
aim.co.uk/ 

 

Trial heard between 29 
January 2024 and 22 
March 2024. Claim 
dismissed by CAT 
following judgment of 19 
December 2024 and 
permission for the CR to 
appeal refused by the 
CAT. 

Permission to appeal 
hearing took place in the 
Court of Appeal on 16 
July 2025. Court of 
Appeal rejected CRs 
application to appeal the 
CAT’s judgment. 

 

Alleged abuse 
of dominance 
(Chapter II, 
Competition 
Act 1998). 

Standalone collective proceedings for alleged abuse of dominance by excessive 
pricing. 

The CR alleges that BT charged excessive prices to customers supplied with certain 
residential landline services. Although the claims are not follow-on claims, they are 
said to arise out of a review, conducted by Ofcom in 2017, of the market for 
standalone landline telephone services.  

The claim is an opt-out proceedings. 

 

 27 September 2021 - CAT issued a judgment granting the CPO 
application. 

 6 May 2022 – The Court of Appeal gave judgment on BT’s appeal 
regarding the certification of the claim on an opt-out basis. 

 29 May 2022 – CAT issued ruling regarding the appointment of the “trial 
tribunal” leading to the introduction of Practice Direction 3/2022. 

 29 January 2024 - 22 March 2024 – The trial was heard.  

 19 December 2024 – CAT published its judgment. This case marks the 
first opt-out competition collective action to go to trial in the UK. Simmons 
& Simmons are pleased to have represented BT in these proceedings, with 
the CAT dismissing the +£1.3bn claim in its entirety. Please see here for 
further details. The CAT found that the documentary, factual and expert 
witness evidence deployed by BT and its legal team pointed to high levels 
of customer satisfaction with BT’s landline product and the value of the BT 
brand for customers. Consequently, the CAT concluded that (although the 
prices exceeded a benchmark price based on costs), the level of value 
customers received from the product meant BT’s prices were not unfair, 
and so not abusively priced. 

 13 February 2025 - CAT refused the CR permission to appeal and made 
an order as to costs, ordering the CR to pay 85% of BT’s costs and to 
make an interim payment of £14 million on account of such costs. 

 16 July 2025 – Permission to appeal hearing took place in the Court of 
Appeal. Judgment was reserved. 

 1 August 2025 – The Court of Appeal handed down its judgment, rejecting 
an application by the CR for permission to appeal against the decision of 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/16027723%20Christine%20Riefa%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20Apple%20Inc.%20%26%20Others%20-%20Consent%20Order%20%28Costs%29%2020%20oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15687722-julie-hunter
https://www.ukbuyboxclaim.com/
https://www.ukbuyboxclaim.com/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-04/2022.12.06_1568_Reasoned%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Service%20out%20of%20the%20jurisdiction%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-09/15687722%20Julie%20Hunter%20v%20Amazon.com%2C%20Inc.%20and%20others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Carriage%20issues%29%20%2026%20Sep%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-02/Hunter%20%26%20Hammond%20%281568%20%26%201595%29%20-%20Judgment%20%28Carriage%29%20%205%20Feb%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/Hunter%20%26%20Hammond%20%281568%20%26%201595%29%20-%20Judgment%20%2025%20Oct%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/Hunter%20%26%20Hammond%20%281568%20%26%201595%29%20CAT68%20%20Ruling%2026%20%20Nov%20%2024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-05/Hunter%20%26%20Hammond%20%281568%20%26%201595%29%20-%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Ruling%20%28PTA%29%20%2023%20April%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13817721-justin-le-patourel
https://www.callclaim.co.uk/
https://www.callclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2021-09/20210927_Case_1381_JLP_BT_Judgment_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-05/20220506_1381_Patourel_Judgmnet_%5B2022%5D_EWCA_Civ_593_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13817721-justin-le-patourel
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-08/01Aug2022_Practice%20Direction_ConductofCollectiveProceedingsAfterCertification_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-12/13817721%20Justin%20Le%20Patourel%20v%20BT%20Group%20PLC%20-%20Judgment%20%2019%20Dec%202024.pdf
https://www.simmons-simmons.com/en/publications/cm4v98nxr05i8tr0k0f3nflcr/simmons-client-bt-wins-first-ever-collective-action
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-02/13817721%20Justin%20Le%20Patourel%20v%20BT%20Group%20PLC%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Permission%20to%20Appeal%20and%20Costs%29%20%2013%20Feb%202025.pdf
https://caselaw.nationalarchives.gov.uk/ewca/civ/2025/1061
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the CAT of 19 December 2024, dismissing the CR’s opt-out collective 
action against BT. Please see our S&S article for further information. 

5.  20 
February 
2020 

1339/7/7/20 

Mark McLaren 
Class 
Representative 
Limited v MOL 
(Europe Africa) 
Ltd and Others 

https://www.carde
liverycharges.com
/about-us/  

Trial took place for 10 
weeks from 13 January 
on 2025. Judgment was 
reserved pending the 
outcome of the final 
settlement application. 

CAT published its 
judgment approving the 
claimant’s settlement 
agreements with MOL 
and NYK on 15 January 
2026, with the final 
settlement amount being 
agreed at £93 million. 

Alleged 
agreement, 
decision or 
concerted 
practice 
between 
undertakings 
which had the 
object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or 
distorting 
competition 
(Article 101 
TFEU). 

 

These are follow-on collective proceedings for damages arising from an 
infringement decision of the European Commission adopted on 21 February 2018 
in relation to deep-sea car carriage of new motor vehicles (Case AT.40009 – 
Maritime Car Carriers – summarised here). 

The claim is an opt-out and opt-in proceedings. 

The aggregate loss is estimated to be in the region between £71 million and £143 
million, with interest.  

 

 30 March 2020 – CAT made an order granting permission to serve five of 
the proposed defendants out of the jurisdiction.  

 18 February 2022 – CAT published the CPO judgment and summary 
authorising Mark McLaren Class Representative Limited as the CR. 

 27 April 2022 – CAT published a ruling in relation to class definition (incl. 
as to deceased persons), sub-classes, permission to appeal, stay and 
costs.  

 20 May 2022 – CAT published a further CPO, extending the class 
definition to include personal representatives of deceased persons. 

 28 November/20 December 2022 – CAT published a ruling & order on 
Communications with the class. 

 6 April 2023 – CAT published an order permitting certain contact with class 
members and setting out a timetable for cross serving of relevant 
documents with the Volkswagen AG and Others v Mitsui O.S.K. Lines, 
Limited action.  

 2 June 2023 – CAT published an order stating that two of the Defendants 
shall make available to the CR disclosure produced in Volkswagen AG and 
Others v MOL (Europe Africa) Ltd and Others. 

 6 October 2023 – The CR and the twelfth defendant ("CSAV") filed a 
collective settlement approval application. 

 6 December 2023 – The CAT published a Collective Settlement Approval 
Order. 

 8 December 2023 – The Court of Appeal handed down judgment allowing 
the Defendant’s appeal on the issue of communication with the class. 

 7 February 2024 – CAT published a ruling finding that the CR’s Revised 
Litigation Funding Arrangement addresses the issues raised in the 
PACCAR Judgment, and is not a DBA. 

 12 July 2024 – CAT published a judgment regarding an application made 
by the CR for an order that the costs and part of the damages paid to it by 
the Twelfth Defendant pursuant to a settlement agreement be used to 
cover a portion of the CR’s relevant costs in connection with the 
proceedings. The relevant costs were owed to third parties (litigation 
funder, insurers, legal advisors). The Tribunal found that it had the power 
to make the order sought and, recognising the benefit of third-party funding 
to the collective proceedings regime, it would not be appropriate to assess 
what sums should be paid to funders before the outcome of the 
proceedings is known. 

https://www.simmons-simmons.com/en/publications/cmdswqawi00ocu11ocimrncpm/court-of-appeal-makes-a-call-on-landline-class-action
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/13397720-mark-mclaren-class-representative-limited
https://www.cardeliverycharges.com/about-us/
https://www.cardeliverycharges.com/about-us/
https://www.cardeliverycharges.com/about-us/
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/antitrust/cases/dec_docs/40009/40009_2427_7.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52018XC0906(01)
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2020-04/1339_McLaren_Order_300320.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-02/20220218_1339%20FINAL%20Approved%20McLaren%20CPO%20judgment%20%5B2022%5D%20CAT%2010.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/13397720-mark-mclaren-class-representative-limited-v-mol-europe-africa-ltd-and-others
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-04/20220427_1339_FINAL%20Approved%20Ruling%20%28Class%20definition%2C%20Sub-classes%2C%20PTA%20and%20Costs%29%20%5B2022%5D%20CAT%2018.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-05/20220520_1339_Order%20of%20the%20Chairwoman%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-11/Unsigned%202022.11.28_Final_Ruling_Communications_Application.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-12/20221220_1339_Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Communications%20with%20Class%20directions%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-04/2023.04.06_1339_1528%28T%29_Order%20of%20the%20Tribunal%20%28Directions%20to%20trial%29%20%5Bslip%20rule%20amended%5D.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15715722-t-volkswagen-ag-and-others
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15715722-t-volkswagen-ag-and-others
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-06/2023.06.02_1339_Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28MOL%20Disclosure%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15285722-t-volkswagen-ag-and-others
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/15285722-t-volkswagen-ag-and-others
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-12/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Settlement%20Approval%20Order%29%20%206%20Dec%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-12/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Settlement%20Approval%20Order%29%20%206%20Dec%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-12/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Judgment%20%208%20Dec%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-02/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Revised%20Litigation%20Funding%20Arrangement%29%20%207%20Feb%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%2012%20Jul%202024_0.pdf


 

 43 L_LIVE_EMEA1:49232987v12 

No. Date 
registered 

Case no. and 
parties 

Status Alleged 
Breach 

Key issues Key dates / developments 

 21 November 2024 – CAT published an order giving directions in relation 
to a settlement hearing between the CR and Sixth to Eleventh Defendants 
following those parties having agreed a settlement in principle and agreed 
to apply to the CAT for a collective settlement approval order. 

 6 December 2024 – CAT published an order approving the settlement 
agreed between the CR and WWL/EUKOR, with WWL/EUKOR to pay 
£8,750,000 in damages within 28 days.  

 6 December 2024 - CAT published an order approving the settlement 
agreed between the CR and “K” Line, with “K” Line to pay £7,000,000 in 
damages within 28 days. Of this, £5,250,000 is guaranteed to be 
distributed to the represented persons or to charity, with the potential for 
£1,750,000 to be returned to “K” Line under certain conditions. 

 15 January 2024 – CAT published an order approving the settlements 
between the CR and the Fourth Defendant and the CR and the Sixth to 
Eleventh Defendant(s). 

 13 January 2025 – Trial took place for 10 weeks. Judgment was reserved 
pending the outcome of the final settlement application.    

 17 April 2025 – CAT published a ruling that the proportionate amount to 
come out of the costs, fees and disbursements sums paid under the 
settlement agreements between the CR and the Sixth to Eleventh 
Defendants and the Fourth Defendant is £290,000 for the CR’s Costs, plus 
£28,770 for the Interested Parties' counsel's fees, all inclusive of VAT. 

 17 December 2025 – CAT published an order granting permission for an 
intervention by Woodsford Group Limited on behalf of the litigation funder; 
(ii) the Access to Justice Foundation; and (iii) Litica Ltd and Lakehouse 
Risk Services Limited on behalf of the after-the-event insurers, in the 
hearing listed for 15 January 2026 and detailing related directions. 

 15 January 2026 – CAT published its judgment approving the claimant’s 
settlement agreements with MOL and NYK. The value of the final total 
settlement is £93 million. 

 11 February 2026 – CAT published a collective settlement approval order, 
requiring the “MN Defendants” to pay £32,500,000 to the CR.   

6.  18 May 
2018 

1282/7/7/18 

UK Trucks Claim 
Limited v 
Stellantis N.V. 
(formerly Fiat 
Chrysler 
Automobiles N.V.) 
and Others 

https://uktruckscla
im.co.uk/ 

CPO application 
rejected. 

Alleged 
agreement, 
decision or 
concerted 
practice 
between 
undertakings 
which had the 
object or effect 
of preventing, 
restricting or 
distorting 
competition 

UK Trucks Claim Limited applied for a CPO permitting it to act as the CR bringing a 
collective damages action on an opt-out basis. However, a carriage dispute 
emerged with Road Haulage Association Limited lodging an ultimately successful 
competing claim to be advanced on an opt-in basis (see above). The CAT ruled in 
favour of Road Haulage Association Limited’s application. 

The proposed collective proceedings combined follow-on actions for damages 
arising from a July 2016 decision of the European Commission finding that five 
EEA truck manufacturers have participated in an illegal cartel, in breach of Article 
101 of the TFEU. 

 12 December 2018 – CAT ordered for this CPO application to be heard 
alongside Road Haulage Association Limited’s CPO application. 

 8 May 2019 – Pre-hearing review took place and CAT ordered that the 
main hearing of the CPO applications be adjourned and that a preliminary 
issue on funding arrangements be listed for 4 June 2019.  

 17 May 2019 – CAT handed down its judgment giving reasons for the 
decisions made at the pre-hearing review.  

 28 October 2019 – CAT handed down its judgment on the preliminary 
issue relating to funding arrangements.  

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-11/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20%20Order%2021%20Nov%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-12/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28WWL%20EUKOR%20CSAO%29%20%206%20Dec%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-12/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28K-Line%20CSAO%29%20%206%20Dec%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28K%20Line%29%28WWLEUKOR%29%20%28Collective%20Settlements%29%20%2015%20Jan%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-04/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28CSAO%20Costs%20Application%29%20%2017%20Apr%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-12/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Intervention%29%20%2017%20Dec%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28MOLNYKK%20Collective%20Settlement%29%20%2015%20Jan%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/13397720%20Mark%20McLaren%20Class%20Representative%20Limited%20v%20MOL%20%28Europe%20Africa%29%20Ltd%20and%20Others%20-%20CSAO%20%20%2011%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/12827718-uk-trucks-claim-limited
https://uktrucksclaim.co.uk/
https://uktrucksclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2018-12/1282-1289_Trucks_Order_121218.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-05/1282_1289_Trucks_Transcript_080519%20.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-07/1282-1289_Trucks_Order_080519.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-05/1282_1289_Trucks_Judgment_CAT_15_170519.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-10/1282-1289_Trucks_Judgment_281019.pdf
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(Article 101 
TFEU). 

 

The proposed class was composed of persons who, between 17 January 1997 and 
18 January 2011, acquired one or more new medium or heavy trucks registered in 
the United Kingdom. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings.  

 

 17 December 2019 – CAT gave its ruling refusing one of the Defendants, 
DAF Trucks, permission to appeal against the preliminary issue judgment. 
On the same date, CAT published a consent order relating to the costs of 
the hearing of the preliminary issue.  

 5 March 2021 – The Court of Appeal dismissed the Defendants appeal on 
the funding issue. 

 8 June 2022 – CAT published its judgment on CPO application ruling in 
favour of Road Haulage Association Limited’s application and dismissing 
UK Trucks Claim Limited.  

 10 November 2022 – CAT published a judgment on costs following the 
unsuccessful CPO application.  

 26 July 2023 – The Supreme Court found that a LFA which entitles the 
funder to recover a percentage of any damages recovered is a DBA and 
unenforceable unless it complies with the regulations governing DBAs. For 
more information, please see our article here. 

 5 August 2024 – CAT published an order dismissing UK Trucks Claim 
Limited’s CPO application. CAT authorised Road Haulage Association 
Limited to act as the CR and continue collective proceedings on an opt-in 
basis. RHA Used Trucks Limited is authorised to act as Sub-CR in these 
collective proceedings. 

7.  8 
September 
2016 

1266/7/7/16 

Walter Hugh 
Merricks CBE v 
Mastercard 
Incorporated and 
Others 

https://www.mast
ercardconsumercl
aim.co.uk/ 

CPO application 
granted.  

CSAO application 
hearing has taken place. 
CAT approved the 
Mastercard / Merricks 
settlement.  

March – April 2025 – 
Trial 2 (pass-on) held. 
CAT published its 
judgment on 18 
February 2026. 

Innsworth Capital’s 
appeal of the settlement 
decision was rejected by 
a judgment from the 
High Court on 10 June 
2026. 

 

 

Alleged 
agreement, 
decision or 
concerted 
practice 
between 
undertakings 
which had the 
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The action is based on the European Commission's 2007 decision finding that 
MasterCard's European Economic Area multilateral interchange fees breached 
Article 101(1) of the TFEU. This decision was upheld by the European Court of 
Justice (on appeal by MasterCard) on 11 September 2014. 

Mr Walter Hugh Merricks CBE is acting as the CR. The class comprises individuals 
who between 22 May 1992 and 21 June 2008 purchased goods and/or services 
from businesses selling in the UK that accepted MasterCard cards, at a time at 
which those individuals were both resident in the UK for a continuous period of at 
least three months, and aged 16 years or over. 

The claim is an opt-out proceedings.  

 21 July 2017 – CAT handed down its initial judgment dismissing the CPO 
application.  

 28 September 2017 – CAT published its ruling refusing permission for the 
PCR to appeal its CPO decision, finding in particular that there was no 
statutory right to appeal to the Court of Appeal. 

 13 November 2018 – The Court of Appeal disagreed with the CAT and 
ruled that it did have jurisdiction to hear and determine the appeal in so far 
as it raised a point of law. 

 16 April 2019 – The Court of Appeal ruled in favour of the PCR and 
ordered that the CAT rehear the CPO application. 

 24 July 2019 – Mastercard’s permission to appeal to the Supreme Court 
was granted. 

 11 December 2020 – Supreme Court handed down its judgment 
dismissing Mastercard’s appeal.  

 18 August 2021 – CAT published further judgment and summary on the 
CPO Application authorising Mr Merricks as the CR and refusing 
permission to amend claim form to include deceased persons (application 
to amend out of time).  

 9 March 2022 – CAT published its Consequential Matters judgment 
following CMC.  

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-12/1282-1289_Trucks_Ruling_CAT_28_171219.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2019-12/1289_Trucks_Road_Order_171219.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-09/2021.03.05%201282_1289%20Judgment%20of%20the%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20%28Funding%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-06/2022.06.08_Trucks_CPO_Judgment.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-11/2022.11.10_Trucks%20CPOs%20Costs%20Ruling%20Final.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-07/uksc-2021-0078-judgment.pdf
https://www.simmons-simmons.com/en/publications/clkjuwvwa00buth1s7g02mp4v/paccar-supreme-court-throws-litigation-funders-under-a-truck
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/%281282%29%20UK%20Trucks%20%281289%29%20Road%20Haulage%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Collective%20Proceedings%20Order%29%20%205%20Aug%202024%20%28Corrected%2018%20Oct%202024%29.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/12667716-walter-hugh-merricks-cbe
https://www.mastercardconsumerclaim.co.uk/
https://www.mastercardconsumerclaim.co.uk/
https://www.mastercardconsumerclaim.co.uk/
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Judgment%20%28Trial%202%29%20%2018%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2.1266_Walter_Hugh_Judgment_CAT_16_210717.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/1266_Walter_Hugh_Judgment_CAT_21_280917.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2019-01/1266_Walter_Hugh_Judgment_Court_of_Appeal_EWCA_Civ_2527_131118.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2019-05/1266_Walter_Order_of_the_Court_of_Appeal_160419.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2020-12/Merricks%20Supreme%20Court%20judgment%20uksc-2019-0118.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2021-08/2021.08.18_Merricks_Judgment_Final.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/judgments/12667716-walter-hugh-merricks-cbe-further-judgment-cpo-application-18-aug-2021
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-03/2022.03.09_1266_Judgment_%5B2022%5D_CAT_13.pdf
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 13 May 2022 – CAT published a ruling dismissing Mastercard’s permission 
to appeal the domicile date issue. 

 18 May 2022 – CAT published a further CPO. 

 29 November 2022 – the Court of Appeal published a judgment dismissing 
Mastercard’s appeal on the domicile date issue. 

 21 March 2023 – CAT issued a judgment on certain preliminary issues 
ahead of a hearing on evidential issues relating to pass-on. 

 25 May 2023 – CAT issued its ruling dismissing the applications of both 
parties for permission to appeal the CAT’s judgment dated 21 March 2023. 

 6 June 2023 – At a CMC the CAT granted the CR permission to adduce 
the evidence of a former employee of the Defendant as a witness of fact, 
but declined permission as regards those aspects of his evidence which it 
considered were properly to be regarded as expert evidence, save in 
limited respects. It published a judgment setting out its ruling on 12 June 
2023. 

 26 July 2023 - CAT issued a judgment that the CJEU’s decision in Case C-
267/20 Volvo AB and DAF Trucks NV v RM (the “Volvo Decision”) does 
not dictate when limitation periods for competition law infringements start 
and that, in any event, the CAT would not be obliged to follow the Volvo 
Decision post-Brexit. The CAT also dismissed the need for uniform 
limitation law across the UK's devolved structure, and instead emphasised 
the importance of constitutional autonomy between and within nation 
states. 

 5 October 2023 – CAT published an order concerning the gathering of 
evidence to be adduced in order to resolve the question of pass-on, giving 
a number of directions setting out the process by which the exercise to 
identify relevant issues and factors on pass-on is to be undertaken. 

 16 January 2024 – A two week hearing on s23 and s6(4) commenced on 
this date. 

 26 February 2024 – the CAT published a judgment in which it determined 
that the EEA multilateral interchange fees set during the infringement 
period from May 1992 to June 2008 did not significantly influence the level 
of UK domestic interchange fees, and it made no findings on hypothetical 
scenarios where EEA MIFs were zero or significantly lower. Additionally, 
the Tribunal included "on-us" transactions in the Value of Commerce for 
the relevant period, as outlined in the table agreed upon by the parties' 
experts. 

 31 May 2024 – CAT published a judgment approving the CR’s application 
to participate in Trial 2 of the Interchange Umbrella proceedings so that 
related pass-on questions could be determined together with the retailer 
claims. 

 c.14 June 2024 – Mastercard settled with more than 1,900 businesses as 
part of ongoing interchange fee litigation. The terms of the settlement are 
confidential. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2022-05/2022.05.13%201266%20PTA%20Ruling%20(MC%20Application%20-%20domicile%20date).pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/default/files/2022-05/2022.05.18_Merricks_Collective%20Proceedings%20Order.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-01/CA-2022-001064%20Mastercard%20v%20Merricks%20Final%20Judgment.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-03/2023.03.21_1266_Judgment_%28Preliminary_Issues%29-FINAL_1.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-05/2023.05.25_1266_PTA_Ruling-Prelim_issues.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-06/2023.06.12_1266_Judgment_Expert_Evidence_Final.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-07/2023.07.26_1517%28UM%29_1266_Judgment%20%28Volvo%20Limitation%29_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2023-10/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Judgment%20%28Evidential%20Pass-on%29%20%205%20Oct%202023.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-02/12667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20Judgment%20%28Causation%20and%20Value%20of%20Commerce%29%2026%20Feb%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-05/12667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%3B%20151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Judgment%20%28Quantitative%20Data%29%28Merricks%20Participation%29%20%2031%20May%202024.pdf
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 19 June 2024 – CAT published a judgment in relation to a limitation 
defence raised by Mastercard. The CAT found that the EU principle of 
effectiveness does not impose a hard-edged rule that for such proceedings 
the limitation period cannot begin to run until the "average class member" 
can reasonably be expected to discover the relevant facts necessary to 
bring proceedings or be aware that they have suffered harm. The effect of 
the CAT's decision is that the English law claims in this case are time-
barred in respect of any loss suffered before 20 June 1997. 

 1 July 2024 – CAT published a reasoned order by which it amended the 
Umbrella Proceedings Order to add the Merricks v Mastercard collective 
proceedings as a "host case" in relation to questions on pass-on. 

 5 July 2024 – CAT published the judgment of the Court of Appeal 
concerning the CAT’s 21 March 2023 judgment. The issues on appeal 
focussed on limitation, prescription, governing law and exemptibility, and 
all appeals were dismissed. 

 5 July 2024 - CAT published a reasoned order granting the Mastercard 
defendants in the Merchant Interchange Fee Umbrella Proceedings and 
this case permission to rely on the expert evidence of a single expert in 
competition economics. 

 17 July 2024 – CAT published an order, ordering that a stay in the HMRC 
v Mastercard proceedings be reinstated with immediate effect. 

 30 July 2024 – CAT published a ruling regarding the CR’s application for 
permission to appeal the 19 June 2024 judgment. The CAT suggests that 
the appeal should be heard by the Court of Appeal together with a pending 
Volvo limitation judgment appeal.  

 17 October 2024 – CAT published an order on the costs arising from its 
February 2024 judgment on causation and value of commerce (VoC) and 
its June 2024 judgment on further limitation. The CAT ruled that the CR is 
to make a payment on account to Mastercard of £5.37 million 93.6% of its 
costs of the causation and VoC trial and £1.36 million in respect of the 
costs of the further limitation trial. 

 18 November 2024 –  6-week trial on pass on commenced.  

 4 December 2024 – It has been reported that Mastercard has agreed a 
settlement in principle with Mr Merricks that is reported to be in the region 
of approximately £200 million, but this is subject to the CAT’s approval. Mr 
Merricks’ funder, Innsworth Capital, has raised objections to this settlement 
and is reportedly seeking permission to appeal in the settlement hearing. 

 17 January 2025 – Collective settlement approval order application filed.to 
seek the CAT’s approval of the settlement agreed between Mr Merricks 
and Mastercard. 

 23 January 2025 – CAT published an order granting Innsworth Capital 
Limited permission pursuant to rule 16 of the Rules to intervene in the 
proceedings, limited to the determination of the CSAO Application. 

 29 January 2025 – CAT published an order granting the Access to Justice 
Foundation permission pursuant to rule 16 of the Rules to intervene in the 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-06/12667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20%28Limitation%29%20%2019%20Jun%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%3B%2012667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Umbrella%20Proceedings%20Order%29%28Merricks%20CPO%29%20%201%20Jul%20202.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Judgment%20of%20the%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20%205%20Jul%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%3B%2012667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Replacement%20of%20Expert%29%20%205%20Jul%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/151711722%3B15855723%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Stay%29%20%2018%20Jul%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-07/12667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Permission%20to%20appeal%29%20%2030%20July%202024.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2024-10/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28Costs%20following%20CausationVoC%20and%20Further%20Limitation%20Judgments%29%20%2017%20Oct%202024_0.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Acting%20President%20%28Intervention%29%20%2023%20Jan%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Acting%20President%20%28Intervention%20%E2%80%93%20AtJF%29%20%2029%20Jan%202025_1.pdf
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proceedings, limited to a written statement of intervention regarding the 
determination of the CSAO Application. 

 29 January 2025 – CAT published an order following Mr Merricks’ 
application (the “Documents Application”) seeking to prevent Innsworth 
Capital Limited’s use of confidential and privileged documents in support of 
its application to intervene and oppose the collective settlement approval 
order (“CSAO”) application.  The CAT refused the Documents Application 
and ordered Mr Merricks to pay Innsworth’s costs, to be summarily 
assessed.  

 21 February 2025 – CAT approved the settlement agreed between 
Merricks and Mastercard. Distribution remains to be determined.  

 28 March 2025 – CAT made a ruling as to the costs of the Documents 
Application. It assessed Innsworth’s costs, on the standard basis, at 
£22,000, being a reasonable and proportionate sum in all circumstances. It 
rejected Mr Merricks’ claim that no adverse costs should be assessed as 
payable by Innsworth, as under the terms of the LFA Innsworth itself would 
be obliged to discharge any such liability. It ruled that Innsworth’s costs 
claim of £52,722.17 was wholly disproportionate and unreasonable. 

 March – April 2025  – Trial 2 (pass-on) held.  

 20 May 2025 – CAT issued its judgment approving the settlement agreed 
between Merricks and Mastercard. The settlement amount was £200 
million.  

 June 2025 – Innsworth Capital launched judicial review proceedings 
against the CAT’s approval of the £200 million settlement. Innsworth 
argues that the CAT made a series of legal and procedural errors, 
including the allocation of more than £30 million to the Access to Justice 
Foundation and the alleged misapplication of Australian case law. 

 27 June 2025 – CAT handed down its judgment following the first trial in 
the Merchant Interchange Fee Umbrella Proceedings. The judgment found 
that the “Default Interchange Fee Rule” is an infringement of UK and EU 
competition law by object in situations where the level of the multilateral 
interchange fee is not capped by regulation or by agreement with the 
European Commission. The judgment also found that, in situations where 
they were capped, they infringed Article 101(1) and Chapter I by effect. 

 16 September 2025 – the CAT published an order following Mr Merricks’ 
application for an order granting him an indemnity out of the £200 million 
settlement sum (the “Indemnity Application”), and Innsworth offering to 
give an undertaking to the CAT on the basis that the Indemnity Application 
be withdrawn or dismissed (the “Undertaking”).The CAT stated that there 
be no order on the Indemnity Application save that Mr Merricks shall have 
liberty to apply for the purpose of enforcing the Undertaking. 

 31 October 2025 – CAT published an order and a ruling relating to (i) costs 
following the joint application of the CR and the Defendants for a collective 
settlement approval order; (ii) distribution; and (iii) the form of order. Due to 
its unsuccessful intervention in the settlement approval hearing, the CAT 
ordered Innsworth to pay additional costs incurred by the CR and 
Defendant (amounting to around £323,000 each). The CAT also rejected 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-01/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Acting%20President%20%28CR%E2%80%99s%20confidentiality%20application%29%20%2029%20Jan%202025.pdf
chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-03/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20of%20the%20Acting%20President%20%28Costs%20of%20the%20Documents%20Application%29%20%2028%20Mar%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-05/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20non%20confidential%20Judgment%20%28CSAO%20Application%29%20%2020%20May%202025.pdf
https://public-media.innsworth.com/ICL+v+CAT+Statement+of+Facts+and+Grounds.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-06/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Judgment%20%2027%20Jun%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-09/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Indemnity%20and%20undertaking%29%20%2016%20Sep%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/12667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28CSAO%2C%20Distribution%2C%20and%20Form%20of%20Order%29%20%2031%20Oct%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-10/12667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Ruling%20%28CSAO%20Costs%2C%20Distribution%2C%20and%20Form%20of%20Order%29%20%2031%20Oct%202025_1.pdf
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Innsworth’s application for over £40 million to reimburse the money spent 
in funding the claim against the Defendant, including payments made to 
cover the CR’s costs, fees and disbursements. 

 4 November 2025 – CAT published an order relating to the costs of Trial 1 
on liability in the Merchant Interchange Fee Umbrella Proceedings dealing 
with issues relating to the establishment of the alleged infringements of 
Article 101 of the TFEU.  

 17 November 2025 – CAT published a consent order granting permission 
for the Claimants to the Merchant Interchange Fee Umbrella Proceedings 
to amend their Claim Forms and Particulars of Claim. 

 25 November 2025 – CAT published an order varying the order from 31 
October 2025 to provide that the settlement sum should now ‘be held by 
Epiq Systems Ltd or a wholly-owned subsidiary of that company in this 
jurisdiction in an account’. 

 11 February 2026 – It was reported that Innsworth Capital won permission 
to challenge the distribution of a settlement over a UK mass claim against 
Mastercard. 

 17 February 2026 – CAT published an order in relation to damages claims 
brought by B&Q and Screwfix. Both actions were transferred from the High 
Court to the CAT to be added as host cases in the Merchant Interchange 
Fee Umbrella Proceedings.  

 18 February 2026 – CAT published its judgment in connection with Trial 2 
focussing on whether the unlawful multilateral interchange fees were 
passed on to customers or suppliers or to merchants by their acquiring 
banks. The CAT held that, except in isolated cases in certain sectors, Visa 
and MasterCard had failed to prove that the merchant claimants had 
passed-on the MIF overcharge to consumers.  The Defendants had also 
failed to show that the merchants had mitigated the effect of overcharge by 
reducing the amount they paid to their suppliers. However, pass-on was 
found to have been proven in a limited number of claims. 

 20 May 2026 – The High Court hearing for Innsworth Capital’s appeal of 
the CAT’s settlement distribution decision was held.  

 10 June 2026 – CAT published the judgment of the High Court rejecting 
Innsworth Capital’s appeal of the CAT’s settlement distribution decision, 
holding that the CAT did not make a flawed judgment and had acted 
correctly within its “wide powers” as an expert specialist tribunal. 

 31 July 2026 – CAT made an order, pursuant to its settlement distribution 
decision and in which around £62 million of the £200 million settlement 
amount is being paid out to Innsworth Capital, and £100 million being 
distributed to the class. This follows the resolution of the dispute between 
the CR and Innsworth Capital over the CAT’s settlement distribution 
decision, and the discontinuance of the arbitration proceedings 
commenced by Innsworth Capital. 

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Reasoned%20Order%20%28Trial%201%20Costs%29%20%203%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/IFP%20%281645-1657%29%20-%20Consent%20Order%20%28Amendments%29%20%2017%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2025-11/12667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Varying%20CSAO%29%20%2025%20Nov%202025.pdf
https://www.mlex.com/mlex/antitrust/articles/2440544?nl_pk=aa6f85b7-1ab2-4e4b-ba39-650af6296dd5&utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=mlex/antitrust&utm_content=2026-02-12&read_main=1&nlsidx=0&nlaidx=2
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/17645726%20%28T%29%20B%26Q%20Limited%20and%20Others%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Host%20case%20and%20stay%29%20%2017%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/17625726%20%28T%29%20Screwfix%20Direct%20Limited%20and%20Others%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20President%20%28Host%20case%20and%20stay%29%20%2017%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-02/151711722%20%28UM%29%20Merchant%20Interchange%20Fee%20Umbrella%20Proceedings%20-%20Judgment%20%28Trial%202%29%20%2018%20Feb%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-06/12667716%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Divisional%20Court%20judgment%20%2010%20Jun%202026.pdf
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/2026-08/12667716%20%20Walter%20Hugh%20Merricks%20CBE%20v%20Mastercard%20Incorporated%20and%20Others%20-%20Order%20of%20the%20Chair%20%28Varying%20CSAO%20and%20Payments%29%20%2031%20Jul%202026%20.pdf
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8.  25 May 
2016 

1257/7/7/16 

Dorothy Gibson v 
Pride Mobility 
Products Limited 

Claim withdrawn. Alleged 
concerted 
practices 
between 
undertakings 
which had the 
effect of 
preventing, 
restricting or 
distorting 
competition 
(Chapter I, 
Competition 
Act 1998). 

This is a follow-on action based on the Office of Fair Trading's 2014 decision that a 
manufacturer of mobility scooters, Pride Mobility Products Limited, and eight of its 
retailers had breached the Chapter I prohibition of the Competition Act by agreeing 
to restrictions on advertising discounts online. 

The PCR sought damages on behalf of any person who purchased a new Pride 
Mobility scooter in the UK between 1 February 2010 and 29 February 2012. 

This is an opt-out proceedings.  

 

 31 March 2017 – CAT issued a judgment for the PCR to file and serve a 
draft amended claim form and further expert evidence. 

 1 May 2025 – the Supreme Court announced that it has refused 
applications by the Umbrella Interchange Fee Claimants for permission to 
appeal a Court of Appeal judgment that upheld the CAT’s judgment that 
found that it was not bound by post-Brexit judgments of the ECJ on 
limitation in the Merchant Interchange Fee Umbrella Proceedings.  

 25 May 2017 – CAT issued an order withdrawing the action.  

https://www.catribunal.org.uk/cases/12577716-dorothy-gibson
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/1257_Dorothy_Gibson_Judgment_CPO_CAT_9_310317.pdf
https://www.supremecourt.uk/news/permission-to-appeal-april-2025
https://www.catribunal.org.uk/sites/cat/files/1257_Dorothy_Gibson_Order_250517.pdf

