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Bobbin Mill Chimney, Steeton, demolished 1 October 1984 
Line picture by Derrick H. Green 
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Steeton and Eastburn are two villages nestling in the Aire Valley in the Craven ward of the City 
of Bradford Metropolitan District Council (BMDC). The villages are between Keighley and 
Skipton and along the B6065.  They also form a gateway from both East Lancashire and North 
Yorkshire with West Yorkshire.   
The villages have now evolved to provide homes for a blossoming community, a large number of 
whom travel outside the area for employment.  There are several employers located in the 
villages, the largest of which are Airedale NHS Trust, Cinetic Landis Grinding and EchoStar 
Europe. There are also many other smaller employers such as nursing homes, a bakery, a call 
centre, warehousing, pubs and local shops. 
There are two excellent primary schools, Steeton Primary School and Eastburn Junior and Infant 
School which feed in to South Craven School, just over the border in North Yorkshire. 
The current population of the villages is 4264 (census 2001) 
 
In early 2006 Steeton with Eastburn Parish Council decided to embark upon the production of a 
Parish Plan.  A public consultation took place in the form of a drop in meeting.  Letters were sent 
to local businesses and organisations to determine whether they would be interested in joining the 
steering group.   
The Parish Council called a meeting and from this a steering group was formed comprising 
councillors, residents and representatives from local businesses, schools and  Airedale NHS 
Trust. 
The steering group formulated a questionnaire.  This was completed in April 2007 and hand 
delivered to over 1800 households; every address in the two villages.  Returns were made either 
by use of the freepost envelope provided or one of the many collection boxes placed around the 
villages.  We received over 450 (26%) completed questionnaires. 
 
The analysis of the information from the returned questionnaire took a long time due to the 
excellent level of response. (Appendix 1) 
The returned questionnaires came from respondents aged as follows, 

Under 16   age group 182 respondents or 17.8 % 
17 to 44     age group 297 respondents or 29.0 % 
Over 45     age group 545 respondents or 53.2 % 

Children between the ages of 7 and 11 also completed their own questionnaire at school. 
(Appendix 2)  
The steering group have used these responses to formulate the Parish Plan. A qualitative analysis 
of comments was also painstakingly compiled (Appendix 3). A Housing Needs Survey was also 
circulated with the questionnaires and a separate report is included for information. (Appendix 4) 
The replies have helped to highlight the distinctive character and qualities that make our villages 
what they are.  They have also identified steps necessary to sustain and improve community life. 
The finished plan is intended to act as a vehicle to identify common policies and priorities with 
neighbouring authorities, agencies, and particularly with Bradford Metropolitan Councils 2020 
vision. 
The plan will also be incorporated in to Bradford Council’s Local Development Framework and 
as such will influence decisions made by the unitary authority which will affect the future of the 
area. 
Many people have been involved in the writing of this plan, the aims of which are to preserve 
what is valued in the villages and to provide a framework by which the villages can go forward 
and thrive. 
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Based on the finding of a Bronze Age axe, there is a belief that Steeton was populated 
during this period.   
A Roman presence is evidenced by the existence of Roman Roads in and around the 
village, joining centres of Roman military occupation at Ilkley, Elslack and Colne. 
Steeton village dates from the Saxon period.  The name is believed to have two possible 
origins, one being STIVERTON / STYVETON meaning Stephens town.  Alternatively it 
may be derived from old English words STYLIC and TON meaning a farmstead built of 
or among stumps. 
In the Doomsday book of 1086 Steeton appears as STIVETUNE or STIVETON. 
For much of its history Steeton was an agricultural community boasting its own Corn 
Mill, known to have existed in the 16thC.  By the 19thC the village had become 
industrialised, initially having a Cotton Mill and subsequently a Worsted Spinning Mill 
and a Bobbin Mill.  The Bobbin Mill produced bobbins of such high quality that they 
were used throughout Britain and exported internationally. 
Steeton in the 19thC was a progressive and industrious place.  There were 50 shops 
selling a variety of products.  A number of societies, sporting clubs and places of worship 
were well established.  Buildings ranged from high status Manor houses and Halls to 
cottages and schools. 
Transportation links improved and tolls were collected to support these schemes.  
Connection to utilities improved the standard of living for the increasing population. .   
Steeton is currently, better known for the siting of Airedale General Hospital,the area’s 
largest employer, although it employs predominantly people living outside the village.  
The area is also known for Jubilee Tower on the hill above Steeton, built in 1887 to 
commemorate Queen Victoria’s Golden Jubilee.  Steeton continues to thrive.  In recent 
years there has been a programme of development that has changed the character of the 
village but the essence of what was and is Steeton remains 
Involved in many important historical events and connected to a number of famous 
individuals Steeton has an interesting past and a promising future. 

Station Road, 
Steeton 
1901 

Photograph 
supplied by 
David Smith 
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The name Eastburn is thought to originate from the Anglo-Saxon words Est – meaning 
East and burn meaning stream.  It is thought that the Romans may have passed through 
Eastburn en route between forts at Ilkley, Elslack and Colne.  The earliest written record 
of Eastburn is in the 1086 Doomsday book.  Eastburn’s tithe barn required substantial 
repair following damage by Scottish raiders. 
During the medieval period the Parish of Kildwick, which included Eastburn, was given 
to Bolton Priory.  At the time of the Dissolution Kildwick Manor, wherin Eastburn was 
located, was sold to clothiers from Bradford and Halifax who subsequently sold it once 
again. 
Nan Pemberton an Eastburn resident who was accused of witchcraft is remembered in the 
names given to the land bordering Devils Lane. 
In 1881 Eastburn became joined to Steeton when Steeton with Eastburn Parish Council 
was created. 
During the 18th C extension of the canal, while it was  not directly accessible in Eastburn, 
made transport of goods through the valley easier. Later the opening of the turnpike road 
also contributed to this. 
In the 19th C arrival of the Railway made a significant contribution to the development of 
Eastburn.  New industries were introduced and with this newcomers arrived in the village 
seeking jobs.  This created a requirement for new housing and amenities to meet the 
needs of an expanded population. 
Originally an agricultural area Eastburn in the 19thC became industrialised.  It is known 
that a textile mill, foundry and a quarry were in production during this period. 
During the early 20thC�many small businesses and shops were trading in Eastburn making 
the village almost self sufficient.�
Formal schooling began in Eastburn in a cottage in 1871. By 1894 it was decided to build 
a school which is still thriving today as is the village surrounding it. 

Photograph supplied by David Smith 
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Ø   Steeton with Eastburn is a community where people are tolerant and neighbourly 
and value the environment in which they live. 

Ø   Steeton with Eastburn should be a community which offers a real quality of life to 
all its residents young and old, regardless of wealth, interests and location. 

Ø   Good transport links, affordable housing, effective communication, accessible in-
formation and a rich social and civic life are all essential components of this qual-
ity of life. 

Ø   The parish supports local enterprise and businesses.  The schools are a key ele-
ment of the village communities and should play a central role in village life. 

Ø   The villages offer access to the cultural, economic and social life of the area and 
region, and seek to work in partnership with other communities, agencies and or-
ganisations to foster better links, greater co-operation and wider opportunities for 
all. 

Ø   There is a challenge to make the most from the various and sometimes frag-
mented components of village life. 

Ø   People in Steeton with Eastburn want a safe, viable, clean and green local com-
munity and environment which can grow without losing its distinctive, friendly 
and welcoming character. 

The Lord Mayor of Bradford, Councillor Binney,  opens the 
refurbished Keighley Road Recreation Ground 
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The Parish supports- 
 

Ø   The establishment of a community facility. 

Ø   Initiatives for more leisure provision. 

Ø   The improvement of provision for safe play 

Ø   Keeping residents informed about local events. 

Ø   Working towards better road safety. 

Ø   Initiatives to reduce speeding traffic. 

Ø   The improvement of pedestrian safety. 

Ø   The Establishment of a Footpath/ Cycleway from Thornhill Road to Station 
Grove. 

Ø   Efforts to resolve parking issues at Steeton with Silsden Station. 

Ø   Efforts to resolve parking issues caused by hospital traffic. 

Ø   More and better village cohesion. 

Ø   Encouraging the formation of more local clubs and societies as well as raising 
awareness of existing ones. 

Ø   The provision of more facilities for and better communication with young people. 

Ø   Better communication between the Police and residents. 

Ø   Encouraging BMDC to provide local access to their services. 
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Background: 
The junior questionnaire showed that many 
children value outdoor play and wish to 
have the opportunity to play sport and ride 
bikes.  Pupils at both schools are keen to see 
play areas developed and have undertaken a 
study of the current facilities presenting their findings, together with aspirations for the future, to the 
Parish Council Steering Group and to the Neighbourhood Forum. Questionnaires and discussions 
with children and parents show that they are keen to see the provision of safe and interesting play 
areas and a village hall/ community centre for children to use. 

Partners: 
Parish council 
Pupils, families, staff, and governors at Steeton Primary School and 
Eastburn Junior and Infant  School 
Friends of Steeton School and Eastburn School 
Eastburn Pre-school, Bridge House Nursery and individual childcare 
providers 
Parks and Landscape Service, BMDC 
British Trust for Conservation Volunteers,  
Sports Council, Arts Council.  

Action: 
Continue to extend 
the present facilities 
for outdoor play in 
both villages 
ensuring that the 
children of schools 
and childcare 
providers are 
actively involved in 
decision making.    
Support local 
initiatives that 
involve children by 
continuing to 
develop school 
grounds and 
making grounds 
and premises 
available for 
community use. 
Enhance links with 
members of the 
community by 
involving residents 
in school and pre-
school events. 

Timescale: 
Ongoing depending on 
successful bids for funding 
and community approval. 

The Issues:  
The children are well served by two 
excellent schools in the villages, 
Steeton Primary School and Eastburn 
Junior and Infant School 
There are limited play facilities and 
activities for the children of Steeton 
and Eastburn 



Background 
1) The young people of the parish should 
be given the opportunity to be fully in-
volved in the life of their community.  
Their wants, needs and aspirations need 
to be recognized.  
 2) At present there is a thriving cricket 
and football club for all ages in Steeton.  
For 7 – 13 year olds there is a youth club 
which meets fortnightly at the Methodist 
Chapel.  
3) There is very little for young people who are not actively involved in sport and over the age of 11.  
The only place provided to meet is the shelter in the Keighley Road Recreation Ground.   
4) The questionnaire identified a need for a parish focal point.  
5) There have been reports of youth nuisance throughout the parish with associated problems of noise 
and litter. 
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Timescale: 
Urgent and ongoing 

The Issues:  
The provision of services to young 
people in Steeton and Eastburn. 

The Bradford Youth 
Service Outreach 
Vehicle launched at 
Eastburn, July 2008 

Action: 
Involve young people and 
consult on their needs and 
aspirations. 
Develop outreach work with 
BDMC youth service. 
Provide more activities for 
young people year round.  
Develop Eastburn playing 
fields with appropriate 
recreational facilities for all age 
groups. 

8 

Partners: 
BDMC and NYCC including the youth service and local 
schools 
Parish Council 
Neighbourhood Policing Team 
Parish Church/Methodist Chapel 
Parents 
Bradford Community Environment Project 
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Background 
46.4% of the 476 people in the age group 25-59 
who answered the questionnaire gave the ‘focal 
point’ or meeting place as a current issue, a higher 
percentage than the respondents as a whole.  So the 
25 - 59 year olds were slightly more 
concerned than the respondents in 
general about a meeting place, and 
almost half of them mentioned it.    
26.7% of this age group mentioned a 
library, and 17.9% mentioned activities 
for young and old together.  Again, these 
are slightly higher percentages than for 
the respondents as a whole, so this 
middle age group is rather more 
concerned about a library and cross-
generational activities. 
Overall, the people who answered the 
question about facilities for adults in the 
parish, thought poorly of them. 
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Partners: 
BMDC and KeighleyArea Co-Ordinator.  
Keighley Voluntary Services/Voluntary sector.   
Church/Chapels.   
PCT/Steeton Pharmacy  

Timescale: 
2008-2011 

The Issues:  
Limited activities for adults, both leisure and 
educational, within the parish itself.   
The lack of a focal point. 
Limited employment opportunities in the parish. 

Action: 
Establish a working party to look at 
the feasibility of providing a 
community focal point. 
Explore possibilities for activities 
including venues, funding and 
leadership.   
Encourage voluntary sector and 
church/chapels to expand activities/
catchment.   
Investigate mobile library service 
usage. 
Encourage the development of 
employment opportunities in the 
parish 



10 

���������	�
������������	�
������������	�
������������	�
�������

Partners: 
Parish council 
KVS/ Voluntary organisations with a specific old age 
remit. 
BMDC Social Services Department.   
PCT/Steeton Pharmacy. 

Timescale: 
2008-2013 

The Issues:  
Limited activities for pensioners in the parish.  

Action: 
Explore possibilities for activities 
including venues, funding and 
leadership.   
Encourage voluntary sector bodies 
and churches to expand activities/
catchment.     
Establish a working party to look at 
the feasibility of providing a 
community focal point. 

Background 
It should be noted that according to 2001 Census 
figures, Steeton-with-Eastburn has a higher 
proportion of 75+ year olds than Bradford as a 
whole/England and Wales as a whole. 
400 people (across the age range) gave an answer to 
the question: ‘what do you think of facilities for the 
age group 60+’.  50.5% of these thought the 
facilities were poor, while 37% said they were 
average.   Only 11% thought they were good, and a 
mere 5 people said they were excellent.  This 
finding is marginally better than for the 25-59 age 
group, but overall, people who answered this 
question had a poor opinion of facilities in the 
parish for older people. 
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Partners: 
Parish Council 
PCT/ Airedale NHS Trust 
Craven, Harrogate & Rural District NHS 
Primary Care Trust (CHARD) 
BMDC 
Carers’ organisations and voluntary 
organisations 

Background 
Steeton Surgery with a Pharmacy attached is part 
of Airedale Primary Care Trust and offers 12 GP 
consultation sessions each week to the 
community.  
There is no dental surgery in the parish. 
Airedale General Hospital NHS Trust provides 
emergency and outpatient healthcare to the 
communities of Steeton, Eastburn and beyond.  
The Trust is currently seeking Foundation Trust status which if successful will secure local health 
service provision for future generations.   

The Issues:  
The provision of accessible healthcare for 
all our Parish residents. 

Action: 
Encourage the community to maintain a healthy 
lifestyle and contribute to the patients’ forums. 
Encourage keep fit and other exercise classes within 
the parish 
Support the provision of drop-in health clinics and 
wider use of the GP surgery and pharmacy 
Encourage the community to become members of the 
Foundation trust so that they can 
influence the health decisions 
that affect the parish. 

   Timescale: 
   2008-2011 
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Background 
 The main issue is 
speeding traffic 
and at least seven 
“hot-spots” were 
identified from 
the questionnaire, 
including the 
Main Road, 
Thornhill Road 
and Chapel Road.   
The majority of 
people feel that 
there is not 
enough police presence in the villages which leads to many “nuisance” complaints often being 
ignored. Some residents feel intimidated by the number of young people who congregate at certain 
places.  The 13-18 year olds have nowhere to meet. Some residents feel uneasy and there are 
concerns about incidents of anti-social behaviour.  
The need for more safe play areas, particularly in the Thornhill Road area. 
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Partners: 
The Police 
Parish Council 
Neighbourhood Watch groups 
Speedwatch Volunteers, 
Church and Chapels 
BMDC Youth Services, local groups such as fellowships etc. 

Action: 
Establish a working party to further the provision of a 
community focal point. 
Continue to consult on a regular basis with members of the 
Neighbourhood Policing Team. 
Maintain Parish Council representation at the Police Ward 
Tasking meetings. 
Encourage the Neighbourhood Policing Team to spend more 
time on the beat in the parish. 
Encourage members of the Neighbourhood Watch Scheme to be 
more involved in safety issues in the villages. 
Encourage the establishment of more Neighbourhood Watch 
schemes. 
Support anti-crime initiatives. 

Timescale: 
2008-2013 

The Issues:  
Everyone should 
feel safe in our 
villages and on 
our roads. 
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Background: 
1) A majority of respondents to the PP 
questionnaire stated that traffic is a problem. One 
third advocated the provision of a pedestrian and 
cycle route from the Thornhill Road area to the 
railway station, potentially reducing the volume 
of traffic on Skipton Road. 
2) Representations are made regularly to the 

Parish Council to press for enforcement of 
speed limits in the parish. 
A range of traffic calming measures were 
advocated by some residents. 
Over half of respondents said they 
perceived major road safety issues and 
analysis of comments show that the feeling 
is that these are due to speeding traffic. 
3) Parking issues at the railway station need 
addressing and 2/3 of respondents want 
more parking provision at the station. 
Many representations are made to the PC 
regarding inconsiderate parking in the 
residential streets surrounding the hospital 
and the schools. 
4) There was an indication that a pedestrian 
crossing would be welcomed on Skipton 
Road close to the junction of Chapel Road. 
Specific pedestrian problems were included 
in the comments with concerns about the 
safety of pedestrians on Sutton Lane, 
Hollins Bank Lane, Barrows Lane, Whitley 
Head and crossing the A629. 

Partners: 
Parish Council, Silsden Town Council. 
BMDC (Highways), Urban Traffic Control, Planning 
Department, Rights of Way Officers 
WYPTE, Train Operator, 
Neighbourhood Policing Team and British Transport 
Police 

The Issues:  
1) Traffic congestion and flow 
2) Speeding traffic  
3) Parking provision and inconsiderate 
parking 
4) Safe places to walk and cross the road. 
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Action: 
1a) Ongoing consultations with BMDC Highways Department regarding traffic issues. 
1b) Monitoring of traffic flow and traffic light settings in partnership with BMDC, Urban Traffic 
Control. 
1c) Work with the Planning Department and Rights of Way Officers to ensure that a footpath and 
cycleway is a condition of planning of H2 housing site K/H2.1. 
2a) Encourage the Neighbourhood Policing Team to enforce speed limits in the parish. 
2b) Support the ‘Speedwatch’ initiative and encourage the recruitment of more volunteers to the 
scheme. 
2c) Consult with BDMC, Highways, to look at the extension of 30mph limits, introduction of 
more 20mph limits and traffic calming in the parish. 
3a) Through the Joint Transport Group press WYPTE to include additional parking at the railway 
station in their capital expenditure budget. 
3b) Through the Joint Transport Group press WYPTE to provide CCTV and additional lighting at 
the car park at the railway station. 
3c) Work with Airedale NHS representatives to reduce the parking of vehicles in the residential 
streets around the hospital. 
3d) Co-operate with the schools and police on addressing parking problems around the schools. 
4a) Consult with BMDC, Highways Dept, on the provision of a pedestrian crossing on Skipton 
Road. 
4b) Consult with BMDC, Highways Dept, on the provision of safe routes for pedestrians on 
Sutton Lane, Hollins Hall Road, Barrows Lane and at Whitley Head. 
4c) Consult with BMDC, Rights of Way, to improve the crossing of A629 ( Millennium Way).  

Timescale: 
1a, 1b) Immediate and ongoing 
1c) Immediate and up to planning consent 
2a, 2b,2c) Immediate and ongoing 
3a, 3b, 3c, 3d) Immediate and ongoing 
4a, 4b, 4c) 2008/9 
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Action: 
Encourage TransDev to review 
bus timetables, especially for 
evening and weekend services. 
Review all transport links within 
the villages, to explore whether 
buses and trains can be timetabled 
to coincide. 
Encourage TransDev  to explore 
the possibility of more buses 
going via the railway station 
Press for a bus to service the 
Thornhill Road area, this is 
important due to the increasing 
age of residents. 
Investigate the possibility of 
having a bus at school times to 
ferry children from land at the top 
of Currer Walk to Steeton Top to 
help reduce ‘school run’ traffic. 

Lobby Metro to increase capacity of trains during morning and evening peak times. 
Press Metro and the Rail Operators for the urgent extension of low cost fares to Skipton. 
Link housing and development to transport by site. 
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Timescale: 
Urgent and ongoing 

The Issues:  
Capacity of buses and 
trains at peak times. 
Bus and train 
timetable integration. 
Timetabling of 
evening and weekend 
services. 
A bus service for 
Thornhill Road. 

Partners: 
Parish council 
BMDC. 
Metro., TransDev, Northern Rail. 
Area Co-Ordinator’s office. 
Steeton and Silsden Joint Transport 
Working Group. 

Background 
Comments were made in the Parish Plan questionnaire responses about 
the cost and frequency of buses and trains.   
The issue of overcrowding on trains at peak times was raised as well as 
the need for bus and train timetables to coincide. It was felt that if more 
buses could coincide with trains then the parking problems at the Station 
could be eased. 
In 2005 the Parish Council delivered a questionnaire to the residents of 
Thornhill Road and the surrounding streets. A total of 77 (22%) 
residents responded and of these 77% said they would use a service on 
Thornhill Road. 
School traffic causes congestion on the village roads at peak times. 
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Partners: 
BMDC – Planning Department 
Parish Council 
Bradford Housing Enabling Team 
Developers 

Background 
 A housing needs survey was carried out in 2007, by the Rural 
Housing Enablers in conjunction with Steeton with Eastburn Parish 
Plan questionnaire.  (Appendix 4) 
The parish supports guidance offered by the BMDC Unitary 
Development Plan. 
The Conservation Area document was printed in April 2007. 

Action: 
Work with planners and developers to fulfill housing 
needs in the parish, as identified in the housing needs 
survey. (Appendix 4) 
Consider transport and pedestrian needs when plans 
are submitted so as to not further exacerbate 
transport problems within the parish. 
Work with planners and developers to discourage 
unnecessary large scale housing development within 
the parish. 
Monitor the amount and type of infill development in 
the Parish. 
When plans are submitted give thought to 
infrastructure, transport, leisure and other services. 
Work with the Conservation Team to monitor the 
style of development in the Conservation area 

Timescale: 
Urgent and ongoing 

The Issues:  
Sustainable development 
of housing in the Parish 
of Steeton with 
Eastburn. 
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Background: 
1) The perception is that facilities have 
worsened over the last 10 years or so.  
Whilst the local shops are used by residents, 50% of goods available in the parish are bought 
elsewhere mainly at supermarkets where there is a greater choice and it is easier to park. 
2)A majority of respondents had no difficulty in accessing the various medical facilities required. 
3) The provision of a focal point was identified by the parish plan questionnaire along with the 
inadequacy of social facilities for all age groups over 6 years old. 

Partners: 
Parish Council 
Shop Owners 
BMDC (particularly with Post 
Offices in mind) 
Parish Church / Methodist Chapels 

Action: 
1) Consult with service 
providers e.g. BMDC, PCT, 
Shop owners. 
2) Continue to monitor access 
to medical services. 
3a) Establish a working party 
to further the provision of a 
community focal point. 
3b) Support existing clubs 
and organisations. 
3c) Promote the provision of 
other activities for all ages. 
3d) Centralise information 
about clubs and activities in 
the area,  
e.g. in newsletters and on 
websites. 

Timescale: 
1, 2, 3b: Ongoing 
3a, 3d: 2009 
3c: 2008-2011 

The Issues:  
Maintenance of the level of 
current facilities in the Parish, in 
particular the local shops and 
medical facilities.  
Improvement of the social 
facilities for all ages with 
consideration of a parish focal 
point.  
Access to  information about 
clubs and events being held. 
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Action: 
1) Establish a working group to look at 
the provision of a community focal 
point. 
2a) Contact all groups and identify what 
social activities are available in the 
parish and explain about advertising 
them successfully within the newsletter 
and on the web page under Community 
Groups. 
2b) Encourage groups to post contact 
details on the PC website and to contact 
the Clerk when amendments need to be 
made. 
3) Compile a Welcome Pack. 
4) Develop and extend the parish 
council 
website. 
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Timescale: 
1) 2009 
2a) 2008/9 
2b, 4) Ongoing 
3) 2010 

The Issues:  
Availability of 
information about 
events, activities, 
services and clubs 
within the area. 

Partners: 
Parish Council, BDMC  
Local Estate Agents, Activity organisers. 

Background 
The need for a focal 
meeting place with a 
central information point 
was identified in the PP 
questionnaire.  
The idea of a Welcome 
Pack to be distributed to all 
estate agents who could 
pass them on to people 
buying houses in the parish 
has been suggested. 
The Parish Council 
newsletter is available quarterly, free of charge, and is delivered to as many households as possible in 
the parish as well as being available in shops, schools and the doctors’ surgery. 
A parish council website was established in 2006. 
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The Issues:  
Maintain and enhance the 
villages’ natural and historical 
characteristics. 

Background: 
Local people regard the natural and 
historical character of the villages as 
very important and want to see it remain 
as a semi-rural community, 56% of 
questionnaire respondents wanting it to 
stay as it is and 92% replying that the 
surrounding countryside is very 
important or important to them. They do not want to see the village character swamped by large 
housing developments. 
Recycling provision is not consistent throughout the parish as plastic recycling is limited to 
households served by the roadside box scheme.  
Local residents want to see enhancement of the area with planned tree planting, protection of 
existing trees, maintenance of dry stone walls and the cleaning out of watercourses. 
There is a perennial problem with inconsiderate dog owners allowing their animals to foul the 
footpaths and grass areas. 
Most people feel that the parish is clean and well maintained but there are litter and flytipping 
problems in some areas that need to be addressed. 

Partners: 
Parish Council, BMDC Planning, 
Cleansing, Parks and Landscapes, 
Visible Services, Tree Team and Dog 
Warden Departments, Environment 
Agency, DEFRA, Forest of Bradford 
organisation, Local landowners. 

Action: 
1) Encourage BDMC to provide community wide 
recycling facilities for all materials. 
2) Encourage landowners to plant more native species 
trees and repair and maintain dry stone walls. 
3) Plant native species trees within the parish. 
4) Encourage dog owners to clean up after their dogs 
and support the enforcement of penalties for those who 
do not. 
5) Provide adequate litter bins. 
6) Deter flytipping with penalty notices and the 
appropriate management of common areas. 
7) Monitor the protection of trees with TPOs. 
8) Ensure that water courses are cleaned out and 
maintained to allow the free flow of water through the 
village. 
9) Monitor the enforcement of the current UDP and 
Conservation Area legislation. 
10) Participate in consultation regarding the LDF for 
Bradford. 

Timescale: 
All actions are ongoing except 10 which will take place 
2008-2009. 
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Action: 
1a) Establish a working party to further the provision 
of a community focal point. 
1b) Make local residents more aware of existing 
facilities 
1c) Improve the facilities at the Bowling Pavilion. 
1d) Improve the drainage at Eastburn Playing Field to 
provide access to sports pitches. 
1e) Improve the drainage at Keighley Road Recreation 
Ground to provide junior sports pitches. 
1f) Liaise with existing sports clubs to increase 
community use. 
1g) Incorporate facilities for other sporting activities at 
existing recreational sites. 
1h) Look at the provision of sporting and leisure 
activities for disabled members of the community. 
1i) Investigate the provision of safe pedestrian access 
to sport and leisure facilities. 
2a) Encourage BMDC to publish local circular walk 
leaflets. 
2b) Encourage the 
organisation of ‘Exercise 
for Life’ walks. 
2c) Monitor the condition 
and promote the upgrading 
of public footpaths and 
rights of way. 

��������	�
�������������	�
�������������	�
�������������	�
���������

Timescale: 
1a, 1b, 1f, 2a, 2b: 
2009 
1c, 1g, 1i:  2008-2011 
1d, 1h: 2008-2009 
1e: 2009-2011 
2c: Ongoing 

The Issues:  
The need to improve and maximise 
the use of existing facilities 
Provide facilities for a wider range 
of sporting and leisure activities 
Support opportunities to enjoy the 
surrounding countryside  

Partners: 
Parish Council 
BDMC  
Local Estate agents 
Activity organisers. 

Background 
In Steeton there are established football, 
cricket and bowling clubs with 
reasonable facilities. In Eastburn there 
are no established sports clubs. 
Feedback from local young people and 
adults demonstrates the need to improve 
existing facilities and make provision 
for access to a wider range of activities. 
The provision of a focal meeting point 
for sports and leisure activities was 
advocated by 43% of questionnaire 
respondents and activities to bring all 
sections of the community together by 
18% of respondents. 19% of 
respondents asked for an additional play 
area to be provided for the young 
people in the Thornhill Road area.  
The junior questionnaire highlighted 
that young people are very concerned 
about the lack of facilities in Eastburn 
Playing Field and would like to see 
further improvements to the Keighley 
Road Recreation Ground. 
The Millennium Way footpath goes 
through the parish and there are 
numerous other footpaths and rights of 
way within the parish. There is public 
access to Eastburn Moor and Redcar 
Common. 10% of respondents would 
like to see local walks organised and 
19% the publication of local guides and 
information booklets.. 
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Timescale: 
Urgent and ongoing 

The Issues:  
Preservation of 
character of the 
Parish. 
Protection of green 
belt and local 
countryside 
Lack of provision of 
infrastructure in 
development. 

Background 
56% of respondents to the parish plan questionnaire want the parish to 
remain as it is. 
79% of respondents to the parish plan questionnaire view the local 
countryside, including green belt land, as very important to the parish 
infrastructure. 
54% o of respondents to the parish plan questionnaire want restrictions 
placed on further large scale development of the parish.   
Often development fails to take account of knock on effects for road 
safety, congestion, infrastructure, increased load on drainage and lack of 
facilities for the increased population. 

Action: 
Work with Planners and Developers to encourage 
development suitable to the parish which will also 
provide new or enhance existing infrastructure.  
Work with planners and developers to discourage 
large scale housing development within the parish. 
Monitor and recommend a limit  on the amount of 
green belt development. 
Any development to be linked to promoting a 
sustainable community. 
Encourage the development of employment 
opportunities in the parish. 

Partners: 
BMDC – Planning Department 
BMDC -  Highways Department,  Tree Team 
Environment Agency 
Parish Council 
Developers. 
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Q1. Do you live in Steeton or Eastburn? 

Steeton 386 

Eastburn 85 

Not Answered 6 

Part 1 

Q2. The number of people in the household? 

1 107 

2 211 

3 63 

4 56 

5 11 

6 5 

Not answered 4 

Q3a. The age of the members of the household? 

0-4 years 47 

5-10 71 

11-16 64 

17-24 59 

25-44 238 

45-59 238 

60-64 98 

65-74 110 

75+ 99 

Not answered 9 

Q3b Male or Female? 

Male 329 

Female 385 

Not Answered 319 

Q4. How long have you lived in the area? 

Less than 1 year 51 

1-5 206 

6-15 325 

16-25 159 

26-50 179 

51+ 22 

Whole Life 74 

Not Answered 17 

Q5. How long have you lived in this property? 

Less than 1 year 28 

1-5 90 

6-15 148 

16-25 73 

26-50 92 

51+ 6 

Whole Life 18 

Not Answered 2 

1824 questionnaires were sent out and 457 were returned (25.1%) 
The personal details of 1033 individuals were recorded in Part 1 
Responses from residents over the age of 11 (915) were used in  

Parts 2 to 4 of the questionnaire. 
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Part 2 Current Issues 

Q1 What issues are important to you? 

Address the parking issues at the railway station 520 

Discourage housing development 448 

Recycling point 405 

A village focal point or meeting place 394 

Footpath from Thornhill Road to the railway station 313 

Tree planting with native species 303 

Puffin crossing on Skipton Road near Chapel Road  300 

20mph speed limit on Keighley Road and Skipton Road 259 

Permanent library facility  237 

Play area in Thornhill Road area 175 

Local history book/information leaflet 170 

Activities that bring young and old together 169 

Newsletter transcribed to audio tapes 138 

Small business start up units 99 

Volunteer groups for visiting and relieving carers 98 

‘Exercise for Life’ organised walks 95 

Part 3 Transport 

Q1 Do you have transport difficulties getting to 
other places? 

Never 361 

Occasionally 302 

Often 133 

Not answered 119 

Q2 Do you use public transport? 

Yes 480 

No 381 

Not answered 54 

Q3 Bus travel? 

 Daily Weekly Monthly Less frequently 

Work 21 9 3 24 

Shopping 23 91 33 47 

Medical visits 8 4 12 32 

Social 17 66 26 47 

School/Training 17 5 1 18 

Other 2 9 7 16 
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Part 3 Transport 

Q4 How do you rate the bus service? 

 Excellent Good Average Poor 

Route 72 158 38 12 

Timetable 38 165 69 22 

Reliability 47 140 85 16 

Cost 67 65 63 63 

Access 40 83 49 19 

Q5 What would you like to see improved in the bus service? 

Cost 91 

Timetable 71 

Reliability 53 

Route 38 

Access 36 

Bus stop location 36 

Other 3 

Q6 Train travel? 

 Daily Weekly Monthly Less frequently 

Work 35 13 15 27 

Shopping 2 36 93 111 

Medical visits 0 1 5 22 

Social 3 53 98 117 

School/Training 5 1 7 20 

Other 1 2 5 12 

Q7 How do you rate the train service? 

 Excellent Good Average Poor 

Route 155 169 25 5 

Timetable 117 201 46 5 

Reliability 91 205 64 17 

Cost 95 134 93 31 

Access 30 54 81 66 
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Part 3 Transport 

Q8 What would you like to see improved in the 
train service? 

Cost 92 

Timetable 41 

Reliability 64 

Route 31 

Access 90 

Bus stop location 38 

Other 36 

Q9 Would you like to see more parking provision 
at the railway station? 

Yes 601 

No opinion 173 

No 26 

Not answered 115 

Q10 Do you have a driving licence? 

Yes 686 

No 146 

Not answered 83 

Q11 Do you have daytime access to a vehicle? 

Yes 629 

No 48 

Not answered 238 

Q12 What do you use the vehicle for? 

Leisure 523 

Shopping 507 

Transport to work 324 

Business journeys 167 

Transporting children 
to school 

87 

Transport to the  
railway station 

40 

Other 87 

Q13 What is your major means of transport? 

Car or van 584 

Public bus 72 

Walking 33 

Train 32 

Community bus 2 

Private bus 1 

Not answered 172 

Wheelchair 7 

Bicycle 5 

Taxi 4 

Motorbike 3 

Q14 What do you think of the state of the following? 

 Excellent Good Average Poor 

Roads 9 299 332 137 

Pavements 16 263 356 142 

Verges 16 268 335 94 

Street lighting 32 373 271 62 
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Part 3 Transport 

Q15 Do you think there are major road safety 
danger spots? 

Yes 498 

No 184 

Don’t Know 109 

Not answered 124 

Q16 Is traffic a problem? 

Yes 624 

No 155 

Don’t Know 36 

Not answered 100 

Q17 What speed control measures would you 
support? 

Extension of 
30mph limit 

306 

Introduce more 
20mph zones 

313 

Traffic calming 261 

Children at 
Play signs 

235 

More road 
warning signs 

172 

More school 
warning signs 

166 

Other 63 

10 

10 

16 

8 

9 

8 

2 

 Yes No 

Q18 How user-friendly are pavements to people 
with disabilities, pushchairs or wheelchairs? 

Good 95 

Reasonable 313 

Don’t Know 202 

Not answered 106 

Poor 199 

Q19 Is there a specific pedestrian problem? 

Yes 267 

No 160 

Don’t Know 222 

Not answered 263 

Part 4 Facilities 

Q1 How do facilities compare with those of 10 
years ago? 

Better 6 

The same 101 

Don’t Know 15 

Not answered 424 

Worse 369 

Q2 Do you have difficulty getting to the  
following…? 

Hospital 14 

Doctor 27 

Chemist 35 

Chiropo-
dist 

52 

Optician 53 

Dentist 97 

Other 
medical 
facility 

6 

734 

718 

704 

313 

579 

593 

238 

 Yes No N/A 

16 

21 

24 

343 

115 

55 

118 
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Part 4 Facilities 

Q3 What do you think of the standard of service of the following? 

 Excellent Good Average Poor 

Fire service 213 331 64 5 

Ambulance 228 316 81 4 

Hospital transport 101 240 115 15 

Police (PCSO) 58 160 156 188 

Police (Emergency) 78 243 165 116 

Q4 What measures are needed? 

 Yes No 

A greater police presence 603 1 

More activities for young people 535 0 

Better consultation between police and  
community 

387 1 

More drug/alcohol education and prevention 386 1 

More Neighbourhood Watch schemes 306 3 

CCTV 268 4 

Improved street lighting 204 2 

Other 14 1 

Q5 Where do you buy the following? 

 In the villages In local towns Supermarket Internet 

Groceries 29 78 600 12 

Fruit and 
vegetables 

94 91 512 11 

Meat and fish 118 138 424 11 

Toileteries 40 198 454 11 

Books 17 274 184 175 

Other 

2 

4 

8 

31 

9 



28 


 ������������� ��������
 ������������� ��������
 ������������� ��������
 ������������� ������������

Part 4 Facilities 

Q6 The reasons why you shop outside the villages 

More choice 633 

Goods are cheaper 438 

Easy to park 405 

Convenient to my place of work 128 

Near  my children’s  
school or nursery 

2 

Other 48 

Q7 How often do you use the following shops and services in the villages? 

 Daily Weekly Monthly Less frequently 

Burcher 5 98 51 321 

Newsagent 166 317 72 125 

Greengrocer 15 100 87 284 

Hairdresser 3 30 58 330 

Post Office 29 277 156 201 

Other 5 26 25 245 

Chemist 4 53 243 265 

Mobile library N/A 17 18 275 

Q8 What do you think of the range of shopping 
facilities in the villages? 

Good 53 

Reasonable 247 

Don’t Know 33 

Not answered 128 

Poor 454 

Q9 Do we need more…..? 

 Yes No 

Tourism  
development 

59 28 

Small business 
development 

130 22 

Small scale  
industrial 
workshops 

52 36 

Housing 48 34 

Food shops 430 13 

Other 36 2 
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Part 4 Facilities 

Q10 What do you think of the social facilities for the following age groups? 

 Excellent Good Average Poor 

0-5 years 17 111 131 95 

6-16 15 33 125 234 

17-25 1 17 68 295 

60+ 5 45 148 202 

26-60 1 24 145 237 

Q11 Would you like more children’s play areas? 

Yes 225 

No 184 

Don’t Know 260 

Not answered 246 

Q13 If new activities were introduced would 
you…? 

 Yes No 

Volunteer your 
time 

88 6 

Participate 215 8 

Don’t Know 356 1 

Q14 Is there adequate childcare? 

Yes 160 

No 70 

Don’t Know 437 

Not answered 248 

Q15 Are you aware of the parish council 

 Yes No 

Newsletter 370 36 

Notice-boards 356 37 

website 109 41 

Meetings 233 40 

Q12 What sports /leisure and other activities are 
needed in the villages for young and old?? 

The comments from this question can be read in 
the qualitative analysis. 

Q16 Are you interested in taking part in a Youth 
Council? This question was restricted to young 
people between the ages of 12 and 17 

Yes 9 

No 10 

Don’t Know 7 

Not answered 97 

Q17 Are you satisfied with the parish council’s 
spending of the precept? 

Yes 228 

No 75 

Don’t Know 469 

Not answered 143 
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Part 4 Facilities 

Q18a Would you pay more council tax ? 

Yes 141 

No 468 

Don’t Know 170 

Not answered 136 

Q18b If you would not pay more council tax 
where should more money come from? 

Fundraising 229 

Sponsorship 210 

Private contributions 80 

Other 152 

Q19 What needs to be done to protect and enhance the local environment? 

Recycling 581 

Restrict further housing development 494 

Reduce traffic 481 

Energy saving 381 

Community composting 240 

Improve public transport 216 

Improve footpaths and rights of way 216 

More local employment 171 

Advice on healthier lifestyles 112 

Car sharing 102 

Other 16 

Don’t Know 23 

Nothing 13 

Q20 How important ids the countryside? 

Very important 723 

Important 117 

Not very important 9 

Not answered 66 

Q21 How do you want to see the villages develop? 

Stay as it is 511 

A working community 207 

A commuter  
community 

46 

Other 24 

A retirement  
community 

50 

A tourist centre 21 
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Eastburn 103 

Steeton 137 

Q1 Which school do you attend? 

Eastburn 35 

Somewhere else 116 

Q2 Where do you live? 

Steeton 89 

The rest of the questions are only analysed 
for children who live in Steeton or Eastburn. 

Boy 70 

Girl 54 

Q3 Are you a boy or girl? 

7 years 29 

Not answered 9 

Q4 How old are you? 

8 31 

9 29 

10 20 

11 6 

Walk 88 

Other 5 

Q5 How do you get to school? 

Car 49 

Bus 2 

Read 4 

Watch television 33 

Q6 What do you like to do when you are not 
in school? 

Play or listen to music 9 

Play with friends 38 

Swimming 21 

Cycling 24 

Play on computer or video 
games 

50 

Skateboarding 3 

Go to relatives 16 

Play outside 66 

Walk/Outdoor pursuits 14 

Play inside 28 

Play sport 42 

Visit other places 19 

Go to clubs 17 
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 Great OK Not very good 

Eastburn Playing 
Field 

14 12 12 

Keighley Road  
Recreation Ground 

17 19 1 

Chapel Road  
Recreation Ground 

3 1 0 

Next to the Bowling 
Club 

2 2 2 

Other 10 10 0 

Q7 and Q8 My nearest play area is... 

 More equipment More litter bins More seating 

Eastburn Playing 
Field 

23 14 12 

Keighley Road  
Recreation Ground 

20 4 3 

Chapel Road  
Recreation Ground 

3 0 0 

Next to the Bowling 
Club 

2 1 0 

Other 2 1 0 

Q9 How would you improve your nearest play area? 

Q9 Named equipment to improve play areas 

More anti-wrap swings 

Bigger and smaller slides 

Roundabouts 

Bigger climbing frames 

Zip wire 

Q9 Other ideas to improve play areas 

Sports pitches marked out 

Grass cut more often 

Provide dog bins 

More safety surfacing 

Plant trees, plants and flowers 

Make a skatepark 

Paint the old equipment 

Clean up the areas 
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More shops 22 

More litter bins 32 

Q10 Other things to improve Steeton and 
Eastburn villages. 

More play areas 15 

More benches/seats 22 

Q10 Other childrens’ ideas to improve  
Steeton and Eastburn villages. 

Dog bins 

More Puffin crossings 

More bus stops 

More telephone boxes 

Less traffic 

The Parish Plan Steering Group would like to thank the pupils and staff of Steeton Primary 
School and Eastburn Junior and Infant School for taking the time to complete the  junior 
questionnaires. 
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This report draws on the handwritten comments that were included by many respondents in 
answering the questionnaires.  It is not a ‘scientific’ or representative report of those comments, 
but attempts to give the flavour, of what respondents wrote about living in Steeton-with-Eastburn, 
by quoting them directly.  This report should be read as an adjunct only to the main report which 
gives the quantitative analysis of the ‘tick box’ and other answers to the questionnaire. 
   
The anonymity of the respondents here is of course preserved, and it is hoped that none will be 
‘recognisable’ (except perhaps to themselves)! 
 
The report is arranged under the following headings: 
 

•         Life in Steeton-with-Eastburn - general 
•         Traffic and road safety 
•         The environment of the villages 
•         Local services including shops  
•         Transport 
•         Sport, leisure and social life 

 
Life in Steeton-with-Eastburn  – general 
 
Steeton-with-Eastburn is a remarkably stable community, with, as the main report makes clear, 
many people having lived here for decades.  For example, the main analysis of responses showed 
that 159 respondents to the questionnaires had lived in the parish for between 16 and 25 years, 
and even more people – 179 – for between 26 and 50 years.  22 respondents had lived here for 
more than half a century; 74 for their whole life.  The questionnaire did not ask for the number of 
years ‘whole life’ represented, but the longest-residing respondent must surely be one who 
volunteered this information - a man of 93 who had lived in the parish (in Eastburn) for his whole 
life. 
 
The advantages of a stable community include strong networks, sometimes lasting for 
generations, and a strong sense of identity.  ‘Mixed and varied but a community!’ wrote one 
respondent; ‘a thriving little community,’ said another; and another: ‘An exceptionally friendly 
spirit especially among the long-standing residents’.  This close-knit feature can produce a dislike 
of change: ‘I feel that Eastburn is already subject to the onslaught of development on all sides,’ 
wrote one Eastburn resident,’ and this needs halting now in order to retain our identity as a 
village.’ 
 
Although the wording of the questionnaire perhaps invited critical comment and the airing of 
complaints, the ‘tone’ of the responses was not always critical, and sometimes reflected highly 
favourable views of Steeton-with-Eastburn.  For example, ‘Very pleasant, friendly,’ wrote one 
respondent, ‘everyone says “Good Morning”’. Another resident wrote: ‘A well rounded 
community for working, retired and family people’ (while also asking for more footpaths and 
bridleways); and another: ‘We are very lucky to live in Steeton.  In general it is a pleasant rural 
environment with good transport links, and a Hospital on the doorstep.  AND we still have a Post 
Office.  All Steeton needs is to maintain the status quo, it does not need “developing”’.  Another  
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comment was: ‘We moved here because of the rural aspect and would like it to remain that way,’ 
and in similar vein another person said: ‘Remain as it is largely – nice and quiet which is the 
reason for moving,’ adding that the facilities were good for a village, and other facilities were not 
far distant.  Another resident had lived in Steeton for just a month when he/she answered the 
questionnaire, and wrote: ‘Having relocated from East Yorkshire [I think] Steeton is excellent.  
Hospital, excellent transport including train/bus, local shops well-stocked, butcher’s very good’, 
adding their opposition, also, to further development.  A family who had lived in Steeton for 
seven months were glad of their move despite traffic congestion, saying: ‘we are enjoying Steeton 
very much …. The local newsagents and greengrocer and butcher are excellent and so friendly 
and we like very much the quietness and charm of the village.’  The relatively low price of 
housing in Steeton has obviously been an attraction for some (but see below under housing 
development), as has the closeness both to the countryside and major towns. 
 
However, there were also more negative views.  One questionnaire contained the comment: ‘The 
general ‘run-down’ atmosphere of Steeton Eastburn should be addressed as a priority.  You 
should aim to create a pride in the community policy.  Anti-littering campaigns should be stepped 
up’.  Some saw deterioration in the quality of life, particularly with respect to motor vehicles.  
The closure of shops was also mentioned.  One respondent felt that: ‘For a village to have 
atmosphere, it needs shops, and they need parking.  Steeton feels a strange village as there is 
nowhere to park’.  Another cautioned: ‘As more and more people move into Steeton … they 
should be made aware that the village is not a race track, a place to play blaring loud music, and 
respect the village as it is respected by people who have lived here all or most of their lives.’  One 
respondent wrote at length on the shortcomings; a few excerpts are quoted here: ‘I feel it is a 
great pity that we have no Co-op, no library, a severely restricted Post Office …. and no major 
leisure facilities for the adult population. ….. It would be great if local businesses looked towards 
their Mediterranean counterparts and became more flexible.’  Another couple had moved back to 
Yorkshire 10 years ago after nearly 30 years in the south-east.  They had seen many advantages in 
Steeton, but commented: ‘things have changed … from traffic congestion, inability to park in the 
railway car park, loss of local Co-op shop etc.’.  And in a similar vein, another respondent wrote: 
‘Steeton village has gone downhill in the past 5 years; more traffic queuing and speeding through 
village’, and another: ‘[Steeton’s] rural atmosphere is disappearing because it is getting too big’. 
 
Traffic and road safety 
 
This has to be the most commented-on issue, and included the problems of speeding vehicles and 
other traffic misbehaviour, ignoring of road signs, parked vehicles, pedestrian safety and 
convenience, congestion, and troublesome junctions, drop-off points and crossings.  ‘Through 
traffic’ in particular was seen as a problem, especially on the Keighley-Skipton road.  Various 
traffic ‘hotspots’ were identified – some well-known (such as Barrows Lane and High Street, the 
bottom of Mill Lane, and Station Road, Steeton; around the school in Steeton; the hospital 
junction; and Sutton Lane and Green Lane, Eastburn), some perhaps less well-known (for 
example, I was unaware there was a parking problem on Chapel Road, Steeton, or that Halsteads 
Way, Steeton had become a ‘rat run’).  A few respondents wrote graphically of the dangers to 
pedestrians at Whitley Head.  More than one questionnaire pointed to the danger of large vehicles 
parking partly on the pavement at the newsagent’s shop in Steeton, with one respondent 
commenting grimly: ‘It seems some drivers think that the further they get on the pavement the 
less they’re on the double yellow lines’. 
 
There was overwhelming demand for a pedestrian crossing on the Keighley-Skipton road 
somewhere between the existing one in Steeton and the Hospital – most commonly called for at 
the junctions with Thornhill Road and Chapel Road.  One respondent wrote: ‘You take your life 
into your own hands when crossing to the postbox’, and others made similar comments.  One  
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respondent reported that their child had been knocked down on the road.  There was also 
awareness of the dangers of crossing the Aire Valley trunk road/bypass.  The words ‘an accident 
waiting to happen’ – or similar – were used of a number of sites.  One respondent wrote: 
‘Children playing at the bottom of Elmsley Street [Steeton] will one day be run down’; and 
another: ‘Cars park on the corner of Thornhill Rd by the path leading to Airedale [Hospital], this 
is dangerous for the many children who live in that area  …. an accident waiting to happen’ (a 
number of respondents commented on this specific traffic problem on the bend on Thornhill 
Road).   A further respondent put of Barrows Lane, Steeton: ‘It is only a matter of time until there 
is a fatality’.  Perhaps unusually, one respondent had been hit twice by cycles on the pavement at 
‘Steeton top’. 
 
The disregarding of speed limits was widely commented on, with respondents complaining 
bitterly about the lack of enforcement – for example: ‘The recently introduced 20 mph limit on 
Thornhill Road is a waste of time.  Who is enforcing it?’ said one.  Some saw traffic calming 
measures (such as speed bumps), cameras or ‘speedwatch’ as better tactics for slowing vehicles 
than limits that are just ignored.  Indeed, speed signs did not command universal support.  ‘Which 
idiot decided to ruin the countryside by painting 20 mph speed limits on every little lane?’ wrote 
one respondent, and another: ‘looks like “Disneyland”! What have they achieved – NOTHING!’, 
while yet another thought too many signs created a hazard. 
 
The problem of parking around the villages was frequently commented on – both from the point 
of view of difficulties caused by vehicles parked inconveniently (or illegally), and the point of 
view of problems experienced finding anywhere to park – obviously two sides of the same coin!  
Parking by trade vehicles was picked up by one respondent as a problem. 
 
The railway level crossing at Crosshills attracted some adverse comment, as adding to traffic 
queuing problems. 
 
Nevertheless, traffic has its positive side.  ‘Steeton and Eastburn need through traffic for the 
shops to survive,’ commented one respondent thoughtfully. 
 
The demand for another pedestrian crossing on the Keighley-Skipton road was so 
widespread, that the Parish Council should perhaps take up this issue again with Bradford 
Highways Department, although they have declined to provide such a crossing in the past. 
There was also a less commonly voiced demand for a pedestrian crossing on Station Road, 
Steeton. 
 
The environment of the villages 
 
Opinion was divided on general cleanliness and litter, but the Steeton-with-Eastburn  street-
cleaner (employed by Bradford Council) was commended by several respondents, some of whom 
wished him to receive an award or bonus.  Another respondent wrote of Steeton: ‘The village is 
generally very well kept and clean.  The flowers opposite the nursery are very nice ….’.  There 
were other favourable comments on tidiness and lack of litter.  On the negative side, dog 
excrement (not the street cleaner’s responsibility, note) was a concern to a number of 
respondents; for example:  ‘Dog fouling in recreation, dogs should not even be there.  Dog faeces 
contaminated the grass where children play, this causes infection etc.  Also dog walking in the 
cemetery.  Unless you are visiting a grave you shouldn’t even be there.’  It should be noted here 
that Bradford Council does not provide dog refuse bins, as a matter of policy (although some 
local authorities do so), and the Parish Council does not provide them because it does not employ 
the staff to empty them.  There are ‘Clean-it-up-zone’ signs around the area, which are clearly not 
always respected.   
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There was one request for a litter-bin near the public telephone on Chapel Road, and a few 
requests for more recycling facilities.    The lack of a physical focal point was a concern for some.  
For example, one respondent said that the village (Steeton) needed a physical centre and a more 
attractive main street, with a reduction in street furniture (‘railings at lights, signs, posts etc’), and 
another said that Eastburn particularly lacked a focal point. 
 
The state (or lack) of pavements was an issue for some respondents. However, one respondent 
commented that recent pavement improvements ‘have been much appreciated’.  A number of 
questionnaires asked for more or better footpaths for walkers.  One specific criticism was of the 
footpath from Eastburn Post Office to the hospital. 
 
Further housing development in the villages was seemingly not popular (see above also, under 
Life in Steeton-with-Eastburn – general), although a few did want more affordable housing.  On 
one side of the debate, a respondent wrote: ‘I don’t think there should be any more houses built as 
drains and local facilities would not be able to cope.’  Others also commented on the likely strain 
on infrastructure and services, and the increased traffic, arising from further development.  One 
questionnaire included the comment: ‘I would like to see an end to the current trend of breaking 
up large gardens and building on them.  Losing these properties is a loss to the community.’  
Another objected to large buildings in particular.  An impassioned plea came from one Eastburn 
resident: ‘There should be restrictions on further housing developments … not large estates that 
would swamp our small communities and change the rural environment by bringing in hundreds 
of commuters…. adding to already stretched services … Please, please take note of this.’ Giving 
a rather different slant on the issue, another person said: ‘We need more affordable housing for 
retired people,’ and another in the 17 – 24 age group pointed to: ‘lack of affordable housing’, 
saying: ‘I can’t afford to move out [from the parental home] and live on my own’.  Another 
person in the 17-24 category asked: ‘What prospects of staying and affording to live in Steeton do 
I have’? with a parent (presumably) adding later in the same questionnaire: ‘Houses here are so 
expensive that my 2 children will have to move away from our beautiful village.’  Another 
questionnaire contained the remark: ‘It would be lovely to get house[s], instead of outsiders 
coming and getting them!’ 
 
On other environmental issues, one respondent felt the cemetery should have been mentioned as: 
‘a working example and of historical interest of the development of the village’.  Another had an 
interesting environmental idea:  ‘I read something recently about villages developing as [an] 
energy self-sufficient community, wind turbines etc.  It would be good to investigate that 
possibility here.’  And, of the respondents who commented on trees, one said: ‘Please address 
this’, of tree-planting around the village.  Others were concerned about trees that needed cutting 
back. 
 
Local services including shops 
 
Some respondents thought Steeton-with-Eastburn was well-provided with shops and some 
thought there should be more.  The closing down of the ‘Co-op’ on High Street, Steeton a few 
years ago prompted many adverse comments, and not just because of the loss of this shopping 
facility.  For example, one respondent wrote: ‘The old Co-op building in High St. is falling into 
dereliction.  It would be good to see this site/building used/re-furbished.  It’s just an eye-sore’.  
Another thought the Co-op building: ‘could be turned into a place for children to go to’.  One 
respondent highlighted two trends in tension with each other: ‘So many shops have closed over 
the years, yet the housing estates have grown ….. Steeton needs a Co-op.’  Yet another comment 
was: ‘We have lived in the village for 12 years and slowly the facilities seem to be reducing.  
Closing the Co-op down was a great loss to the community ….’. 
 
 



38 

There was some dissatisfaction with local pubs, and one respondent wrote: ‘I would like to see an 
improvement in the local pubs so that they are suitable for children and adults and provide food in 
the evenings and weekends so that they may attract visitors from outside the village rather than us 
going out to other villages.’ 
 
Many wanted a greater local police presence, especially in relation to traffic issues.  There were 
some crime, security, and antisocial behaviour concerns, sometimes associated with concerns 
about youth, particularly at night, and sometimes concerns about alcohol, or possibly drugs.  One 
respondent felt unsafe walking from the station in the dark.  Some people showed strong feelings 
about others’ behaviour - for example: ‘Stop alcoholics and undesirables from sitting around 
Steeton, disgusting and bad example to children and young people’; or about their own situation – 
one respondent in the 17 – 24 age group wrote: ‘People moan about youngsters causing mayhem.  
Why not fundraise or request government funding to create activities or even a youth centre. …. 
Stop criticising and start doing’.   
 
Transport services were the object of both some positive comments - for example, one person 
thought the bus and train service: ‘cannot be faulted’- and some criticisms.  For example there 
were negative comments on high fares, crowded buses and trains, and timetabling (including late 
evening services).  One respondent wrote: ‘Workers pay more often for the dubious honour of 
standing because the buses are full’.  One person pointed to the absence of a Skipton-Silsden 
direct bus link, one to the difficulties of travelling by bus with a pram or baby buggy, one to the 
absence of seats in bus shelters, and another to a misplaced bus stop at the Grange Road junction 
in Eastburn. 
 
There were a number of comments about the railway station.  Parking was widely recognised as a 
problem around the station.  Although there are extensive car parks at Steeton and Silsden station, 
these are still not large enough to accommodate the demand, with the result that many cars are 
parked on adjoining roads in the village.  One questionnaire noted that: ‘The volume of 
commuters on the train appears to have doubled in 3 years.  We are a commuter village and 
should play to that strength by servicing the commuters’.  Many respondents wanted a footpath 
from the Thornhill Road area to the station – making it overwhelmingly easier to walk to the 
station from this area and thus reducing the number of cars travelling to, and parking there.  
However support for this was not universal: ‘over which poor farmer’s land?’ wrote one resident 
in response to the footpath suggestion in Part 2 Q. 1.  Another idea was for the station car park to 
charge, perhaps with permits for local residents, and another to remove the grassed area on 
Station Road to provide parking.  Better integration between bus and train times, to alleviate the 
need to drive to the station, was another idea; and another was that the old Kildwick station 
should be rebuilt – or a new station opened for the hospital. A few people mentioned that demand 
on Steeton station would ease if the fares from Skipton were cheaper. 
 
A few respondents mentioned disability (and pushchair) access at the station as a problem, with 
one stating that the station did not offer Disability Discrimination Act compliant facilities; and a 
few mentioned the danger of cars dropping off passengers on the bridge above the station.  One 
respondent thought that a turning circle to the right of the bridge, and a ‘no dropping off’ sign, 
would be helpful.  At least one respondent commented on the dirtiness and inadequacy of the 
shelters at the station. 
 
One questionnaire complained about a lack of toilet facilities in the parish, suggesting the rose 
garden in Eastburn as a possible site. 
 
It is useful to consider ‘the Councils’ here as providers of local services.  Occasionally there was 
an understandable confusion in respondents’ minds between the roles of the Parish Council  
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(which issued the questionnaire) and Bradford Council.  The resident who wrote: ‘Do something 
with this survey.  Do not just tick boxes. Own [earn?] your pay!’ needs to be aware that Parish 
Councillors are unpaid (and yes, he or she can be reassured that we are doing something with 
the survey!).  On planning matters, the planning authority for the area is Bradford Council; 
and although the Parish Council always gives a view on planning applications, and can make 
representations to the Keighley Area Committee, the ultimate decision is taken above the Parish 
Council level.  One of the questionnaires that referred to the Damart warehouse (‘an eyesore and 
a blot on the landscape’), said: ‘we were all let down by you!!’  In fact, the Parish Council 
opposed the warehouse, but was over-ruled by Bradford Council.  Residents may also have over-
optimistic ideas about what any Council can realistically do.  Neither the Parish Council nor 
Bradford Council can simply order a shop or restaurant to open or re-open, for example.  And the 
respondent who made the following cry from the heart: ‘Eastburn Christmas Tree! Lack of! No 
Excuses!’ needs to be aware that, sadly, and after intensive investigation, the Parish Council has 
found no suitable site or legal power supply for a Christmas tree with lights in Eastburn.  It 
might also be helpful to point out, in view of some comments made, that the numerous 
‘unadopted roads’ around the parish – which often have very poor surfaces – are the 
responsibility of neither the Parish Council nor Bradford Council.  (Residents would have to 
pay for them to be brought up to a certain standard, for them to be adopted by Bradford Council.) 
 
Sports, leisure and social life 
 
Many respondents wished for a play area in the Thornhill Road area, and many for some kind of 
village meeting place/focal point.  For example, on needed leisure activities, one respondent 
wrote: ‘A meeting place for all ages.  The pubs are not suitable and there is nowhere else’, and 
another: ‘…encourage a greater presence of community spirit with a focal hall where all activities 
are catered for’.  Yet another wrote: ‘There are a lot of interesting people in the village but 
nowhere to go to meet them.’  One Eastburn resident thought that Eastburn Methodist Church 
‘should be made available for village activities, or changed to village hall status’.  The specific 
social needs of both younger and older people were raised.  One respondent wrote of the need for: 
‘Teenage … drop in centre to encourage youths not to drink and take drugs on the streets.  This 
should be for 15 – 18 year olds; they are too old for the youth club and don’t fit in in any social 
group.’  See also the comment on youth activities in the previous section on local services.  
Another person remarked: ‘We need OAP facilities as many widows and pensioners/widowers 
are very lonely.’ 
 
The need to develop Eastburn Playing Fields was often commented on (the Parish Council is 
indeed doing this). 
 
And finally: 

 
‘The Parish Council works hard for their community.  Thank you.’ 
 
‘The whole parish should be reviewed by a professional organisation.  Asking residents to make 
recommendations will lead to emotive decisions.’ 
 
Conclusion 
 
There is a lot to be learnt from the handwritten comments that respondents took the trouble to 
write on the questionnaires – and we are grateful for their contribution.  Some of the issues the 
Parish Council is aware of and is acting on – for example, the development of Eastburn playing 
fields.  Others will be taken forward. 
See the main Parish Plan document for further clarification. 
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Introduction: 
The Rural Housing Enablers undertook a housing needs survey of 1824 households in May 2007 
with the support of Steeton with Eastburn Parish Council.  The sample area covers the households 
within the BD20 6** postcode  
The survey aims to provide an indication of the number and type of housing that is required.  It 
has to be recognised, however, that any survey of this kind has a number of weaknesses:  
§    With a response rate of 21% it must be recognised that this figure is not totally 

representative of the whole population of Steeton with Eastburn.  
§    People’s responses express their aspirations as well as need.  Whilst it is necessary to take 

account of these when considering need, affordable housing is let on the basis of actual 
need.  So for example, although a single person may state a preference to live in a two or 
three bedroom property, in reality they may only qualify for a one bedroom flat/house. 

§    The survey does not identify those who have already left the area due to lack of affordable 
housing, those that work but do not live there or those living without fixed addresses. 

§    The survey asks about housing need in 5 or more years.  It is recognised that this is hard to 
predict but is included to provide a benchmark for the future. 

§    Further work is required to explore the needs of those requiring support and care. 
The survey aims to answer the following questions: 
§    What is the current provision of affordable housing in Steeton with Eastburn? 
§    What is the need for housing in the next two years, two to five years and 5 or more years? 
§    What are the respondents’ views on future housing development? 
 
Results: 
 
Housing in Steeton and Eastburn needed in the next two years: 
 

  House Flat Bungalow Retirement 
Household 
type 

Tenure 
required 

1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 

Single 
person 

Buy  3 1  1        

 Buy/Shared 
ownership/
Rent 

 1           

 Rent    1         

Couple Buy  1 2          

Family Buy   6          

 Buy/Shared 
ownership/
Rent 

  2          

 Rent  1 2   1       

Couple 
60+ 

Not known        1   1  

Single 
60+ 

Rent    1   1      

 Not known          1   

Totals  0 6 13 2 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 
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Housing in Steeton and Eastburn needed in the next two to five years: 

  House Flat Bungalow Retirement 
Household 
type 

Tenure 
required 

1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 

Single Buy  7 3          

Couple Buy  3       1    

 Rent/Shared 
Ownership  1           

Family Buy   4      1    

 Rent   2          

 Shared 
ownership   1          

Couple 
60+ 

Rent     1        

 Buy/Rent/
Shared  
Ownership 

    1   1     

Single 
60+ 

Rent    1 1  1      

Totals  0 11 10 1 3 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 

Housing in Steeton and Eastburn required in five years or more: 

  House Flat Bungalow Retirement 
Household 
type 

Tenure 
required 

1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 1 Bed 2 bed 3+ Bed 

Single Buy  5           

 Shared 
ownership     2   1     

Family Buy   6          

Couple Buy        2     

Single 
60+ 

Buy  1   1   1     

 Rent 1   1   1   1   

 Not known       1      

Couple 
60+ 

Buy  1      2     

Totals  1 7 6 1 3 0 2 6 0 1 0 0 
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Conclusions: 
 

♦ The survey provides an indication of the housing needs in Steeton and Eastburn. 72 
people/groups of people identified a housing need. 
 

♦ Although 21% response rate is an acceptable indicator of need and attitudes in the area, 
79% of residents did not respond to the survey. It is therefore not possible to accurately 
identify exactly what their housing needs are. 
 

♦ Of those that did respond however, only 19% stated that they were in housing need. 
76% of respondents would prefer to own rather than rent. However, due to the high 
prices many people cannot afford to purchase on the open market. 
 

♦ Many respondents have indicated their aspirations rather than need. Housing 
associations allocate housing according to need. 
 

♦ Only 6% of those people stating they are in housing need have registered with the local 
authority or a housing association. 

 1. Current guidelines in Bradford state that there is a requirement to include an element of 
affordable housing on new developments of 15 units or more, or on land of 1 hectare or 
more. 
 2. Bradford Council’s choice based lettings system. 
 3. Sums which are paid in lieu of on site provision by developer to go towards affordable 
housing  elsewhere or community use e.g. play area. 
 4. Individual properties dotted around the area are redeveloped to provide affordable 
housing. 
 5. To ensure that more than one owner can benefit from the initial discount. 

Recommendations: 
 

♦ That the threshold limit under PPG3 (Planning Policy Guidance)1 is reduced in order to 
encourage more affordable housing. 
 

♦ That local people with a housing need are encouraged to register with a housing 
association or BMDC’s ‘Homehunter’2 scheme. 
 

♦ That on-site provision of affordable housing is negotiated wherever possible as opposed 
to accepting ‘commuted sums’3 . 
 

♦ That where possible brownfield sites are used for development and that emphasis is 
given to ‘pepperpotting’4 where possible in the area. 
 

♦ That in low cost home ownership properties, measures are put in place, where possible, 
to ensure the discount is held in perpetuity.5 

 
♦ That the Rural Housing Enabler works with the housing advice team to ensure local 

people are aware of the housing advice service. 
 

♦ That the Rural Housing Enablers continue to work with the local community and 
housing associations operating in the area, to identify suitable existing buildings/
appropriate sites which could be developed to meet the needs of local people. 
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