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SCC spreading falsehoods to intimidate the public.
Council Website, Notices and Legal Agents on the street are
misrepresenting the High Court’s Judgment
Sheffield City Council’s Legal Department, led by lawyer Steve Eccleston, is using false
information to frighten residents away from tree fellings. On the street and on the council
website the recent High Court Judgment is being consistently misrepresented.

Misleading notice on safety barrier. The text in red is untrue and a deliberate
attempt to intimidate.
STAG Co-Chair Chris Rust said:
“SCC Solicitor Steve Eccleston has orchestrated a campaign of deceit to intimidate
Sheffield citizens by misrepresenting the law. I call on him to apologise for this
deception and bullying.”
The injunction granted by Justice Males on 15 August 2017 imposed conditions on three
named people. It also imposed the same conditions on ‘persons unknown’. Eccleston and

SCC are claiming that this makes the injunctions applicable to everyone and they are using
that claim to boss people about, demanding that they remove parked cars without the usual
no parking notices and aggressively filming anyone who comes near a work safety zone.
But that’s just not true. The Judge made it very clear that persons unknown means
‘ persons intending to enter or remain in safety zones erected on public highways in
the city of Sheffield’. If you are not intending to do that then it doesn’t apply and the other
actions, like encouraging people to actively oppose fellings, are not prevented by the
injunctions.
Ignoring this, SCC’s legal department has prepared notices threatening every passer-by
with prison or seizure of assets if they even encourage another person to try to stop a
felling. The SCC website has similar statements, cleverly written so the limits of the
injunction are concealed.
SCC make no mention, except in the hidden small print on the website, that this only
applies to people “intending to enter or remain in safety zones”. SCC have hired a team of
Legal Agents who are going round the city bossing people about and telling them that they
will be in contempt of court if they don’t obey but It’s just not true.
Chris Rust commented:
SCC’s top lawyer Eccleston, who was happy to be featured recently in the press as
the man in charge of the injunction case, has tried to duck out of responsibility.
When I wrote to him recently about these deceitful actions he told me that residents
can complain to contractors Amey about specific events. He is refusing to
acknowledge that it is his team that are doing the dirty work.
But this week a Millhouses resident did complain about being harassed to move his car that
was legally parked outside his house. Amey told him that the legal agents were not
employed by them. The agents themselves, despite refusing to show their identity cards,
did acknowledge they were ‘from the council’.
The legal agents, who refused to show ID but said they were ‘from the Council’ said they
were serving the resident with an order and handed him a warning notice. He was standing
in his own garden at the time, tidying the shrubs. One of the agents video-recorded the
whole process and the resident’s two small children were very upset by the hostility.
Steve Eccleston is presiding over a chaotic legal team that is publishing false information
and making unjustified and very scary threats. Eccleston has tried to pass the buck to Amey
but it’s clearly coming back to him. Meanwhile his agents are going round intimidating
citizens while refusing to reveal their identity.

Contact:
Sheffieldtreeactiongroupsmedia@gmail.com

Sources:
Law Gazette Article about Steve Eccleston
https://www.lawgazette.co.uk/lawyer-in-the-news/sought-injunctions-for-localauthority/5062493.article

SCC Web page with false information about injunctions
https://www.sheffield.gov.uk/content/sheffield/home/roads-pavements/streets-ahead/courtinjunctions-trespass-tree-work-safety-zone.html

What the judgment actually says is:
94. Accordingly I order that the three remaining named defendants must not:
(1) enter any safety zone erected around any tree within the area shown edged
red on the plan which will be attached to the order (the area of Sheffield City);
(2) seek to prevent the erection of any safety zone;
(3) remain in any safety zone after it is erected;
(4) knowingly leave any vehicle in any safety zone or intentionally place a vehicle
in a position so as to prevent the erection of a safety zone; or
(5) encourage, aid, counsel, direct or facilitate anybody else to do any of the
matters in paragraphs 1 – 4 above including by posting social media
messages.
95. There will in addition be an order in the same terms against persons
unknown being persons intending to enter or remain in safety zones erected
on public highways in the city of Sheffield. Such an order is appropriate in
accordance with the principle established in Hampshire Waste Services Ltd v
Intending Trespassers upon Chineham Incinerator Site [2003] EWHC 1738 (Ch).

