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10 August 2017
Multinational contractor Amey and SCC misleading the public in
attempts to justify street tree fellings.
Absurd claims about dangers to cyclists while continuing to hide
their secret contract from the public and court.
In a farcical attempt to pretend that there is a rational excuse for felling large numbers of
healthy mature street trees, Amey, the Streets Ahead Contractor, has claimed that tree roots
that protrude slightly over the kerb line are a danger to cyclists. They made the claim in an
email which attempted to justify felling healthy trees even though it would mean digging up a
road already successfully resurfaced.
“The trees on Montgomery Road were identified for replacement due to the existing
root buttress and roots from the trees, protruding into the channel line of the
carriageway between 100mm and 300mm ...Protruding roots cause a severe
danger to cyclists...therefore as a responsible authority we are replacing those
trees that are causing a danger under Section 41 of the Highway Act.” (email from
Amey to Chris Rust, 3 Aug 2017, full text is provided below our contact info. 100mm is 4
inches, 300mm is 11 inches)

Similar claims have been made this year by Councillors, by the SCC press office and a
senior Council Officer, Paul Billington, referring to trees in different parts of the city.

Two of the ‘dangerous’ trees on Montgomery Rd
Copies available from Chris Rust (contact info below)

Tree campaigners asked for advice from CycleSheffield, whose 1200+ members support
and promote cycling in the city. Graham Allsopp of CycleSheffield stated that the National
Standard for Safe Cycling emphasises the importance of cyclists keeping well clear of the
kerb line. West Midlands Police recommend a 750mm (2 feet 6 inches) distance from the
kerb and other forces including South Yorkshire Police are looking to follow the West
Midlands cycle safety initiative. Actually Montgomery Road, and a great many of the roads
with condemned healthy trees are lined with parked cars, meaning that cyclists will normally
be about 3m from the kerb and its ‘dangerous’ tree roots. Graham Allsopp pointed out that
Sheffield City Council had worked hard to promote the National Standard.
“Over the last 10 years, the council has overseen the training of around 15,000
children in Bikeability in Sheffield, along with at least 2,000 adults. They will all be
cycling to the National Standard.”
Chris Rust, Co-Chair of STAG, Sheffield Tree Action Groups, and a qualified cycling
instructor, remarked that:
“SCC and Amey seem to be clutching at straws to justify their unnecessary fellings.
When we asked CycleSheffield members for their reactions to this claim by Amey
they were both mystified and scornful. Amey also claimed these same tree roots
caused damage to cars, as if cars would drive along at speed with one wheel in the
gutter in an area full of parked cars. I challenge Amey or SCC to provide evidence of
actual injury to cyclists or damage to cars from tree roots protruding less than
300mm beyond the kerb. Most of these roots are nearer 100mm.”
STAG recently received a report (below) from an independent Highway Engineer, Peter
Townsend, explaining that the recent resurfacing of Montgomery Rd with the trees in place
was normal practice and in other Local Authority areas it was very rarely necessary to
remove healthy trees for such reasons.
His views are echoed by Ian Dalton, who works as a Tree Officer in one of the London
Boroughs, Mr Dalton was so concerned at the situation in Sheffield that he visited our city
to inspect many of the condemned trees. He has stated very strongly that most of the
healthy condemned trees in Sheffield would be retained by other Local Authorities.
Amey and SCC appear to be clutching at straws to justify inexplicable fellings and
determined to remove healthy trees even where the tarmac work has been completed
around them with no problems.
Meanwhile, SCC refused repeated requests in the High Court for their extraordinarily secret
contract with Amey to be made public, fuelling suspicions that there are arrangements in the
contract that are driving the fellings and one or both of the parties do not want the public,
who pay for the work, to know what is really going on.

Contact:
STAG press team: sheffieldtreeactiongroupsmedia@gmail.com

Additional Material
Recommended distances for cycling and overtaking.
(From West Midlands Police ‘Close Pass’ initiative, which is being adopted by SYP and other forces)

Report by Peter Townsend regarding trees in Nether Edge, Sheffield
Introduction
I am a highway engineer with many years experience of resurfacing work in other local
authorities similar to the current Streets Ahead programme.
On 28 June 2017 I visited Montgomery Road and Ladysmith Avenue in Nether Edge,
Sheffield S7. I had the opportunity to inspect the work recently finished to resurface the
roadway in Montgomery Rd. The footway has not yet been resurfaced.
Chris Rust, compiler of the Sheffield Trees at Risk Map, pointed out trees on both roads
which have been scheduled for felling in the Sheffield Streets Ahead programme.
The scheduled trees alongside Montgomery Rd seem to have very little effect on the footway
and the main structural damage is to the kerbs with some rooting into the highway. The
contractors have been able to resurface this road to a good standard despite these issues.
Observations
The work on Montgomery Rd is normal practice and indicates that the highway renewal
contractors are able to work round trees like this as a matter of routine.
This includes cases where roots may protrude a small distance beyond the kerb line,
depending on the use of the road.
Montgomery Rd, and other streets I have observed in that area are lined with car parking
which means that the small protrusions are not a problem for moving traffic.
In several cases kerbs are omitted to allow space for trees and this is a normal practice in
towns and cities across the UK. I am not aware of any problems from this as long as
drainage is considered.
I have observed drainage on Montgomery Rd and adjacent streets such as Ladysmith
Avenue and I have seen no problems due to trees. Sheffield is fortunate in having a hilly
character which ensures that drainage problems are limited.
The trees on Ladysmith Avenue, where roadway resurfacing has not commenced, present
similar kerb issues to those in Montgomery Rd, like many trees in Sheffield, and I see no
reason why the resurfacing work would be disrupted by the great majority of these trees.
Similarly, on Ladysmith Avenue, I believe that footway resurfacing could be completed with
most of the trees in situ with little difficulty or departure from normal industry practice.

Conclusions
From these observations, and general observations of street trees across the city as a
Sheffield resident, I believe that many of the trees listed for removal could be retained

without causing disruption to the roadway or footway resurfacing and it would be sensible to
give the resurfacing teams the opportunity to decide when a tree felling might be needed.
These observations are solely concerned with the work of highway resurfacing and I
recognise that some trees may require removal for arboricultural reasons such as disease.
Peter Townsend BSc CEng MICE
29 June 2017

Email from Amey to Chris Rust, 2 Aug 2017
Dear Mr Rust
Thank you for your letter dated 1 July 2017. We take all complaints seriously and try to use
them to make our services better.
Your complaint is regarding the removal of trees on Montgomery Road. I am Gary Kemp,
Account Manager for the Streets Ahead contract and I am responsible for resurfacing works
across the city. I have investigated your complaint and I am writing to inform you of my
findings.
The trees on Montgomery Road were identified for replacement due to the existing root
buttress and roots from the trees, protruding into the channel line of the carriageway
between 100mm and 300mm, although other faults are also evident such as damage to
footways, disease and the overhanging of the carriageway.
Protruding roots cause a severe danger to cyclists and damage to cars through impact,
therefore as a responsible authority we are replacing those trees that are causing a danger
under Section 41 of the Highway Act.
Because of continued disruption by a small number of trespassers into work sites, the
highways programme is severely disrupted and the main investment work has to be
completed by the end of this year. Therefore, in a number of cases, we have had to carry out
road resurfacing prior to the tree works.
In such cases, therefore, the surfacing work around the trees will be properly completed
once the tree work has been done. This is not the way we would wish to carry out the work,
but the repeated disruption by trespassers is giving us little choice.
Following consideration of the advice of the Independent Tree Panel, and the publication of
the Council’s final decisions, it is still the intention to replace the trees contained in the
information published on the website at http://www.sheffield.gov.uk/home/roadspavements/managing-street-trees.html
I hope that my response answers your complaint fully and you are satisfied with my
response. At this stage you do have the right to ask for your complaint to be reviewed by a
more senior manager.
To request this, please contact me via streetsahead@sheffield.gov.uk or by
telephone on (0114) 273 4567, giving details of why you are not satisfied and what
further action you want to be taken.
Kind regards
Gary Kemp
Account Manager
Customer Services (Amey)
Tel: 0114 273 4567
Email: streetsahead@sheffield.gov.uk

