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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE   Claim no:QB2019001433 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 
 
MEDIA AND COMMUNICATIONS LIST 
 
B E T W E E N 

 
SHARON KLAFF 

 
 
Claimant  

 
and 

 
 

HOPE NOT HATE LIMITED 
 
 
 

Defendant 

 

 STATEMENT IN OPEN COURT  

Claimant’s Counsel, William Bennett QC 

My Lord/Lady, in this libel action I appear on behalf of the Claimant, Sharon 
Klaff. 

 
On 7 August 2018 the Defendant, Hope Not Hate Limited, published an article 
on its website called Bookmarks Attack, Latest Chapter in Far Right Thuggery, 
A warning echo from history as activists from UKIP and Make Great Britain 
Great Again storm London bookshop. 
 
It described an attack by a group of far right thugs who aggressively entered a 
bookshop, during which they made a veiled threat to a member of staff that 
they would burn the bookshop down (in a manner reminiscent of Nazi 
Germany).  The article suggested that Ms Klaff was a member of the gang,  
that there was film footage which placed her at the scene and that the police 
were investigating. .   
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This allegation was false; it had no basis in truth.  Ms Klaff did not participate 
in the attack and was not part of any such gang.  There was no film of her 
participation because she had not been present.   
 
Ms Klaff is a law abiding citizen who abhors and condemns the type of 
behaviour attributed to her by Hope Not Hate.  She has been caused great 
upset and consternation by its actions.  As a Jew, she was particularly 
horrified by the implicit suggestion that she had participated in a Nazi-like 
threat to burn books.  
 
Nevertheless Ms Klaff is satisfied that Hope Not Hate has come to court to 
offer its sincere apologies to her for making the allegations complained of and 
to acknowledge that they were false. 
 
Hope Not Hate has agreed not to republish the allegations and to pay Ms Klaff 
damages. 

Defendant’s Solicitor, Simon Gallant  

On behalf of Hope Note Hate, I agree with the words of my learned friend.   
 
The reference to Ms Klaff being present at the bookshop was an honest 
mistake. On the day that the article was published, the Defendant learned of 
its error and immediately took down the reference to Ms Klaff and published 
an apology. The Defendant is here to again offer its sincere apologies to Ms 
Klaff. 
 
Claimant’s Counsel, William Bennett QC 
 
With that, Ms Klaff is content to let the matter rest.  It only remains for me to 
seek permission to withdraw the record. 
 
 
Signed ………………………………….. 
 
Patron Laws, Claimant’s solicitors 
 
Signed ………………………………….. 
 
Hamlins LLP, Defendant’s solicitors 
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