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SHEFFIELD CITY COUNCIL 

Cabinet Highways  
Committee Report 

 
 
 
Report of:   Simon Green, Executive Director, Place 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Date:    10th March 2011 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Subject: Building Schools for the Future - Forge Valley Community 

School results of public consultation and traffic regulation 
order consultation  

_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Author of Report:  James Burdett, Traffic Management Engineer  
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Summary: 
This report is to inform Members of representations received following public consultation 
on proposed highway works in the Walkley, Stannington, Wisewood and Malin Bridge 
areas, for the new Forge Valley Community School, together with Council officer responses 
and recommendations about the proposals. 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Reasons for Recommendations: 
The comprehensive public consultation in respect of the Forge Valley Community School 
proposals helped to steer the Consultants’ development of the Transport Assessments. 
That documentation was instrumental in defining the highway-related conditions on the 
planning consent. The measures which were developed for the Walkley, Stannington, 
Wisewood and Malin Bridges areas to address the relevant planning conditions have been 
further consulted upon throughout the immediate area. The recommendation relating to 
progression of the measures follows an indication of support from a majority of respondents. 
Additionally, revisions have been made to some of the proposals (where practicable) to 
address issues and concerns raised by respondents. 
 
Recommendations: 
The objections to the Traffic Regulation Orders as discussed in Appendices A to E be 
overruled in the interests of road safety, and the Orders made in accordance with the Road 
Traffic Regulation Act 1984 
 
The scheme designs as shown in Appendices A to E be approved and constructed on site 
The proposed waiting restrictions on Stannington Road are re-investigated in Autumn 2011 
and an ETRO be advertised if considered necessary 
 
The scheme described in Appendix G be dropped from the overall proposals 
 
Inform all objectors of the decisions made 
 
Inform the Lead Petitioners on Stannington Road and Bole Hill Road of the decisions made 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Background Papers:  Previous report to Cabinet Highways Committee 9th September 2010  
 
 
Category of Report: OPEN 
___________________________________________________________________ 



Statutory and Council Policy Checklist 
 

Financial Implications 
 

YES/NO Cleared by:   Final approval awaited 
 

Legal Implications 
 

YES/NO Cleared by: Julian Ward 12/02/11 
 

Equality of Opportunity Implications 
YES/NO Cleared by:  Ian Oldershaw  10/02/11 

 
Tackling Health Inequalities Implications 

 
YES/NO 

 
Human rights Implications 

 
YES/NO: 

 
Environmental and Sustainability implications 

 
YES/NO 

 
Economic impact 

 
YES/NO 

 
Community safety implications 

 
YES/NO 

 
Human resources implications 

 
YES/NO 

 
Property implications 

 
YES/NO 

 
Area(s) affected 

 
Various roads in Stannington, Walkley, Wisewood 

 
Relevant Cabinet Portfolio Leader 

 
 

Councillor Ian Auckland 
Relevant Scrutiny Committee if decision called in 

 
 
 

Is the item a matter which is reserved for approval by the City Council?    
YES/NO 

 
Press release 

 
YES/NO 

 



BUILDING SCHOOLS FOR THE FUTURE – FORGE VALLEY COMMUNITY SCHOOL 
RESULTS OF PUBLIC AND TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER CONSULTATION 
 
1.0 SUMMARY 
 
1.1 This report is to inform Members of representations received following public 

consultation on proposed highway works in the Walkley, Stannington, Wisewood 
and Malin Bridge areas, for the new Forge Valley Community School, together with 
Council officer responses and recommendations about the proposals. 

 
2.0 WHAT DOES THIS MEAN FOR THE PEOPLE OF SHEFFIELD 
 
2.1 The proposals have been developed to address the requirements of certain 

conditions applied to the planning consent for the new Forge Valley Community 
School which was granted on 12th January 2010. Officers have developed 
measures with a view to satisfying “City of Opportunity” priorities to empower 
residents by incorporating their aspirations in the design of their streets. The report 
contributes to “putting the customer first” by responding to the views expressed 
during the comprehensive public consultation exercises undertaken during the 
compilation of the Transport Assessments which accompanied the planning 
application. 

 
2.2 The report will also contribute to the “Protecting and Enhancing the Environment” 

objective of the Council’s Corporate Plan “A City of Opportunity”, particularly the 
“Reducing Congestion” priority, with proposals that aim to better manage traffic 
flows through and around the area, in particular at Malin Bridge. 

 
3.0 OUTCOME & SUSTAINABILITY 
 
3.1 The main outcome will be addressing the issues outlined in the Transport 

Assessments which were produced in respect of Forge Valley Community School. 
This will be achieved by the development and implementation of measures 
conditioned in the planning consent. 

 
3.2 The proposed measures are designed to mitigate the effects of the additional traffic 

expected to be generated by the new school. It is anticipated the various proposals 
in the vicinity of Malin Bridge and the wider area will help to minimise any delays 
resulting from increased traffic volumes. 

 
3.3 The proposals are also aimed at improving road safety for students walking and 

cycling to the new school with a view to further encouraging a shift away from 
dependency on the private car, whilst encouraging more healthy physical activity 
amongst the school students.  

 
4.0 REPORT 
 
4.1 Planning consent has been granted for proposals to redevelop the existing Myers 

Grove secondary school at Wood Lane, Stannington. The redevelopment of the site 
will facilitate the school’s merger with Wisewood School and Community Sports 
College. The development will create a new school to be known as Forge Valley 
Community School.  The location is central to the area to be served by the new  
 



school, with 70% of pupils of the two existing secondary schools (Myers Grove and 
Wisewood) living within a mile of the site. 
 

4.2 The proposed school is being built as part of Building Schools for the Future (BSF) 
which was launched by the Department for Children, Schools and Families in 
February 2003.  

 
4.3 The Transport Assessment (TA) submitted with the planning application identified a 

number of routes to school that pupils would be likely to take to the new school. 
Improvements were then identified along each of these to ensure that pupils could 
safely walk and cycle to school. Particular focus was given to Malin Bridge where 
proposals were developed to restrict any effect on traffic flows as a result of 
increased journeys to the new school. The highway-associated conditions are fairly 
wide ranging and address travel-related issues throughout the entire catchment 
area of the new Forge Valley School. All improvements identified in the TA were 
conditioned subject to consultation and detailed design issues. 

 
4.4 Given the size of the area and scope of the measures outlined in the Transport 

Assessments for the new school, the proposals were developed in 4 specific area-
based packages – Malin Bridge, Stannington, Walkley, and Wisewood. 

 
4.5 A package of improvements for the Malin Bridge area was approved by Cabinet 

Highways Committee on 9 September 2010, subject to the advertising of Traffic 
Regulation Orders (TRO’s). These improvements had been developed following 
significant consultation with local people. A general location plan covering the area 
of the proposals is included in Appendix I. 

 
4.6 The remaining areas, Walkley, Wisewood, and Stannington, comprise of a number 

of small scale, individual schemes, as identified in the Transport Assessments. No 
consultation with local people had previously been undertaken on these. 

 
4.7 In order to obtain the views of residents and businesses potentially affected by each 

of the proposals, an explanatory letter, together with a plan showing the proposals 
and a response form, were delivered to all properties in the vicinity of each 
proposal, in October 2010. A pre-paid envelope was provided for return of the 
completed forms. All consultation materials, together with proposed areas of 
distribution, were made available to local Councillors prior to the consultation. No 
adverse comments were received.  

 
4.8 To complement this, street notices were put up, and plans were made available in 

local libraries and on the Council website.  The emergency services, South 
Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive, the Northern and Central Community 
Assemblies, Ward councillors and local groups were also consulted. Officers also 
wrote to the headteachers of all feeder primary schools, offering them the 
opportunity to distribute consultation materials to parents. Only Nook Lane and 
Rivelin schools requested the consultation materials 
 
 
 
 
 

 



4.9 A further TRO consultation covering all proposed schemes took place over a 4 
week period from 14 January 2011 (Rivelin Valley Road excepted – see Appendix 
F).  

 
4.10 Full details of the background to each proposal, consultation, and scheme 

amendments can be found in the appendices to this report as follows:  
 Appendix A – Malin Bridge 
 Appendix B – Stannington Road & Wood Lane 
 Appendix C – Wisewood 
 Appendix D – Walkley Lane/Walkley Road 
 Appendix E – Walkley Lane/Ripley Street 
 Appendix F – Rivelin Valley Road 
 Appendix G – Bole Hill Road/Heavygate Avenue/Walkley Road 

 
4.11 Each appendix also offers a recommendation on the proposals contained therein. 
 
4.12 There are a number of recommendations in the Transport Assessment that have 

not been progressed. This is due to the recommendation either not being necessary 
because suitable facilities already exist, or not deliverable due to design issues. A 
summary of these can be found Appendix H. 

 
 Relevant Implications 
4.13 A report outlining the overall principle of the re-investment of capital receipts to 

allow for contingencies in respect of BSF schemes of this nature was approved by 
Cabinet on 22nd February 2006.  The current estimate for the whole of the Forge 
Valley highways-associated works is in the order of £1.4 million.  This figure 
incorporates the cost of measures throughout the area - (Malin Bridge, Walkley, 
Stannington and Wisewood).   

 
4.14 It is considered that all classes of road user will benefit from the proposed 

measures.  An Equalities Impact Assessment has been undertaken and this 
indicates that the proposals adhere to stated Council policies as they apply to these 
types of works in the highway.  The disabled, elderly and young children (and their 
carers) have different needs from a project of this type due to issues of accessibility, 
usability and road safety.  However, these differing needs have been (and will 
continue to be) fully accounted for as part of the consultation and design of the 
measures.  Therefore the project should be of universal positive benefit to all, 
regardless of age, gender, ethnicity, sexuality, religion, disability etc.  No negative 
impacts have been identified. 

 
4.15 During the preparation of the Supplementary Transport Assessment, an Air Quality 

Impact Assessment was undertaken to determine the potential impact on air quality 
as a result of the Forge Valley Community school proposals. Full details of this were 
included in the Malin Bridge report considered by Cabinet Highways Committee on 
9 September 2010. 

 
5.0 ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS CONSIDERED 
 
5.1 The Transport Assessments undertaken by external Consultants identified the 

mitigation measures which subsequently formed the basis of the relevant conditions 
to the planning consent granted for the Forge Valley Community School 
development. 



 
5.2 Officers assessed each individual mitigation measure identified in the Transport 

Assessments to check they were feasible, and also to consider if alternative options 
may be more suitable.  In particular, attention was given to the effect of each 
scheme on local residents, to try and minimise any inconvenience that may be 
caused. All the proposals presented to the public were subject to this process. See 
each appendix for further details. 
 

6.0 REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
6.1 The comprehensive public consultation in respect of the Forge Valley Community 

School proposals helped to steer the Consultants’ development of the Transport 
Assessments. That documentation was instrumental in defining the highway-related 
conditions on the planning consent. The measures which were developed for the 
Walkley, Stannington, Wisewood and Malin Bridges areas to address the relevant 
planning conditions have been further consulted upon throughout the immediate 
area. The recommendation relating to progression of the measures follows an 
indication of support from a majority of respondents. Additionally, revisions have 
been made to some of the proposals (where practicable) to address issues and 
concerns raised by respondents.  

 
7.1 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
7.2 The objections to the Traffic Regulation Orders as discussed in Appendices A to E 

be overruled in the interests of road safety, and the Orders made in accordance 
with the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 

 
7.3 The scheme designs as shown in Appendices A to E be approved and constructed 

on site 
 
7.4 The proposed waiting restrictions on Stannington Road are re-investigated in 

Autumn 2011 and an ETRO be advertised if considered necessary 
 
7.5 The scheme described in Appendix G be dropped from the overall proposals 
 
7.6 Inform all objectors of the decisions made 
 
7.7 Inform the Lead Petitioners on Stannington Road and Bole Hill Road of the 

decisions made 
 
 
Simon Green 
Executive Director, Place       28th February 2011 





















































APPENDIX H 

Schemes Not Progressed 
 
As discussed in 4.12 of the main report, there were some recommendations in 
the Transport Assessment that were not progressed, because suitable 
facilities already exist, or they were not deliverable due to design issues.   
These are as follows: 
 

 

Recommendation Reason for non-progression 
Crossing facility to the west of the 
Stannington Road / Stanwood 
Avenue junction. 

Upon assessment it was considered 
that this facility was not required as 
suitable uncontrolled crossing 
facilities already exist along the 
identified route to school. 

New footpath and footbridge between 
Rivelin Valley Road and Stannington 
Road 

This scheme was not feasible and as 
such was discounted as an aternative 
route is available. 

Provision of an uncontrolled 
pedestrian crossing point on Loxley 
Road in the vicinity of the Wisewood 
Lane junction. 

Due to site conditions this proposal 
was not feasible, and furthermore the 
new toucan crossing on Loxley Road 
to the west of Dykes Lane will provide 
an excellent and safer crossing 
facility. 

Provision of an advisory cycle lane 
along Dykes Lane from Harrison 
Road to Loxley Road widening 
existing footway, with an associated 
kerb build out at the Dykes Lane / 
Loxley Road junction. 

This scheme was not able to be 
progressed. This was approved by 
Cabinet Highways Committee on 9 
September 2010. 

Pedestrian drop off point on Loxley 
New Road 

This scheme was not able to be 
progressed, as approved by Cabinet 
Highways Committee on 9 September 
2010. 

Widen existing westbound 
carriageway on Holme Lane to 2 
Lanes from Wood Road junction. 

This was not funded by BSF and the 
identified funding has since been 
withdrawn. 

Left turn only lane on approach to 
Rivelin Valley Road on Holme Lane 
with reshaped traffic island to prevent 
abuse of this. 

This was not progressed at the 
request of local councillors. 

Pedestrian refuge and crossing 
facilities on Wisewood Lane to the 
west of Wisewood Road at Wisewood 
Road / Wisewood Lane junction.   

Upon assessment it was considered 
that this facility was not required as 
suitable uncontrolled crossing 
facilities already exist along the 
identified route to school. 

Pedestrian refuge at Ben Lane / 
Dykes Lane junction with tactile 
paving introduced on all arms of the 
junction 

Upon assessment it was considered 
that this facility was not required as 
suitable uncontrolled crossing 
facilities already exist along the 
identified route to school. 
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