
BRADWAY ACTION GROUP

Open Meeting Tuesday 17 March 2009

Sir Harold Jackson School Hall

Attendance: 22 members and residents.

1. Chairman’s Report

Peter Stubbs said he had little to add to his report in the spring edition of the Bradway Bugle. 

He drew attention, though, to the following points.

a) Old School Field. The tree planting had been a big success, with a good turnout of 

volunteers. BAG now wanted ideas on what else to put on the Field. Plans showing the 

existing facilities were available and those present were invited to take a copy, sketch in what 

they would like to see and where, and return it to any member of the Committee prior to the 

next Committee Meeting on 11 May.

b) South West Area Panel. Both the tree planting and the repairs to the playground were 

funded by grants from the Council’s South West Area Panel under their “Community Chest” 

initiative. An application had just been approved for further funds from the Community Chest 

to print copies of Bradway: Past, Present and Future and to support both the Easter Egg Hunt 

on Saturday 4 April and the Fun Day on Friday 24 July  The last meeting of the South West 

Area Panel would be on 25 March at Ecclesall Library. From the beginning of April, Area 

Panels would be replaced by Community Assemblies.

c) Village Greens. Forms in support of declaring the two Bradway recreational spaces Village 

Greens continued to come in. The Committee had decided to wait until Easter, and then make 

an application to the Council in respect of whichever had the more supporting statements at 

that stage. Currently it was the Old School Field.

d) Membership. An attempt to increase membership with targeted mailing of application forms 

and the distribution of forms in the Bradway Bugle seemed to be bearing some fruit. There 

had been concerns that an article that had appeared Bugle might deter possible members. 

Unfortunately, computer errors meant that the version that was published was not that 

intended for publication, but was the first draft, which had been modified considerably in the 

course of re-drafting. There had not been much adverse reaction, though, and at least one 

person had joined as a result of reading the article.

e) Traffic. An updated report had just been received. It revealed that the crossing on Prospect 

Road had been delayed because of an objection to it; a school sign would be provided as part 

of the same scheme to install the crossing; an advanced warning sign would soon be placed 

drawing attention to the “stop” sign at Tinkers Corner; surveys of HGV usage on Prospect 

Road and Twentywell Lane were scheduled for 24 April and 1 May respectively; Twentywell 

Lane approaching the bend in the uphill direction was being considered for a Vehicle 

Activated Sign reminding motorists of the speed limit.

f) Bradway Bugle. More volunteers were needed to act as deliverers. Initially this would be to 

act as reserves for when established deliverers were unavailable, with the possibility of 

permanent rounds being offered as they became available. Volunteers should let the 

Secretary know of their willingness to make deliveries.

g) SPACE. Peter proposed that BAG affiliate to the new organisation Sheffield and Peak 

Against Countryside Encroachment (SPACE). It was dedicated to lobbying against creeping 

urbanisation of the countryside surrounding Sheffield. Its current campaign was against the 

street lights already installed on the Baslow road out of Totley to the new bus turning point. It 

was agreed unanimously that BAG should affiliate.

h) Forthcoming BAG Events. Litter pick on 28 March (contribution to the Sheffield Big Spring 

Clean); meet 10.00 a.m. outside the Spar on Twentywell Lane. Easter Egg Hunt and Coffee 

Morning on 4 April, Bradway Annexe and Old School Field (10.30am).

2. Public Transport

Unfortunately the scheduled speaker from the South Yorkshire Passenger Transport 

Executive (PTE) was ill and could not attend. Nobody else was available from the PTE, but 

they had suggested that if the meeting gathered questions, someone would definitely attend a 

future meeting prepared with answers.

Peter Stubbs explained the role of the PTE. 



Since deregulation of public transport in 1985, the PTE has not run day-to-day bus services. 

Its main task is to develop public transport policy and ensure an adequate network of 

services. The members of the PTE are paid officials who report to the South Yorkshire 

Passenger Transport Authority (PTA), which in turn consists of elected councillors seconded 

from the four metropolitan authorities in South Yorkshire. (Under the 2008 Transport Act, 

PTAs will soon become Integrated Transport Authorities with responsibility not only for 

ensuring the provision of public transport, but also for traffic systems). 

The PTE becomes involved with ensuring the provision of services where the service is not 

commercially viable but is considered desirable for social or environmental reasons. In 

Bradway the 25, 25A and 293 services are fully commercial, but the extension of the 53 

service through to Bradway in the evenings is subsidised by the PTE. There is a similar 

responsibility to ensure adequate rail services. Otherwise the responsibilities of the PTE cover 

school transport, bus stops and shelters, transport interchanges, park & ride sites, and the 

provision of timetables and other travel information. Supertram was developed by the PTE 

and was run by them until it was privatised.

David Wrotteseley briefly outlined the role of the Sheffield Passenger Transport Users Group, 

of which he is the Vice-Chairman. Its role is to represent the views of consumers of local 

transport services to the PTA, the PTE and the bus and rail companies. He reported that 

Sheffield City Council is seeking greater control over the buses, including the fares.

In the course of the discussion the following questions were identified:

• Why was the decision taken to withdraw all buses in Sheffield from the roads during the 

recent heavy snow fall?

• What is the future for “quality partnerships” with the transport providers?

• What data is available on trends in car and bus usage in Sheffield?

• What plans are there to encourage greater usage of public transport?

• Why is the timekeeping of the 25 and 25A so bad? (It was noted that the 293 usually runs 

on time).

• Could “The Overground” concept be extended to cover Bradway?  It would also be more 

useful if all local services were included.

• Are punctuality statistics collected, and are they available to the public?

• There is a rumour that the 25A might be replaced by an all-day extension of the 53 to 

Bradway. Is there any truth in this? If so, what consultation will there be prior to any 

decision?

• Can something be done about the siting of the bus stop / shelter at the Old Mother 

Redcap terminus to make it easier for passengers waiting at the shelter to catch the 

Stagecoach 25 service, which does not come round the loop in front of the Redcap?

• There have been incidents where bus drivers have refused to allow people with learning 

difficulties onto buses because they are seen as potentially disruptive passengers. Where 

should complaints about such incidents be directed? Can better training not be given to 

drivers on such issues?

It was agreed that the BAG Secretary should pass on these questions to the PTE. The 

meeting did not feel that a special meeting should be organised, but that a representative of 

the PTE should be asked to attend the next scheduled Open Meeting on 30 June.

The meeting ended at 8.50 p.m.


