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What makes Harthill with Woodall special?

The main characteristics that single out Harthill with Woodall are its size, its location and the quality and vibrancy of its community life.

The parish is located within Rotherham. Based upon the 2001 Census it has a population of 1909 of which 929 are males and 980 females, with the majority of the residents in the 46-64 age range. Situated within Harthill are nine shops, a post office, a doctor’s surgery, two public houses, a primary school, village hall, small leisure centre, a Church and Methodist Chapel. In addition, a number of small businesses are located in Harthill.

Harthill takes its name from the “hart” and the fact that it is located on the top of a hill. Sir Walter Scott refers to the village in the novel Ivanhoe. In 1086 it had 13 freemen and 11 villagers, plus wives and children and servants. In the same year it was a small component of the estates given to William de Warrenne as part of his reward for his role in the Norman Conquest. By 1822 this had grown to 650 residents and by 1991 more than doubled to 1,600 inhabitants.

There are open fields between Harthill and Woodall and the surrounding villages largely due to the Duke of Leeds, who owned most of Harthill until 1922 and refused to allow houses to be built on his “Harthill” estate. It was sold in 1930.

The village has always been agricultural, but also contains some old disused quarries for “whetstones” used to sharpen knives.  In the early 19th century production was 40,000 stones a year. Harthill Ponds were formed in the 1760s by damming the Derbyshire Dyke and they acted as a water reserve for the Chesterfield Canal. The waters were later used for the boilers of nearby Kiveton Colliery.

There are an impressive number of local organisations, supporting a high level of sporting, cultural and social activities. The village enters the Britain in Bloom Competition and has a number of annual events, highlighted by the annual Carnival and Show which attracts an attendance in excess of 4000.

The Parish Church, a Grade I listed building, dates from Norman times.  The first building was begun by William de Warenne, probably completed around 1085. The Norman arcading on the north side of the nave is the oldest original stonework. The church was extended to its present size in the following five centuries, after which it came under the patronage of the Osborne family. Thomas Osborne and the succeeding Dukes of Leeds were buried in the family crypt. The chancel was restored at the end of the 19th century. Today the Church, which is equipped with a hearing loop and disabled access, can seat 120 with space for extra seating when needed. The churchyard is maintained as a burial ground.

The Old Schoolroom (dating from 1719) was recently restored and is used for meetings and group activities.

In recent years, residential property has become highly sought after and much of it is now priced beyond the reach of younger members of local families. Whilst some new properties have been built from the 1960s to today, notably the Northlands estate, the villages retain their rural nature and character. Comments received from respondents to the village questionnaire confirm the desire to retain these values. Traffic flows through the village are a major concern, particularly heavy lorries, due to the nature of the main road through Harthill and the narrowness of the footpaths.

Why a Plan for Harthill with Woodall Parish?
“We like Harthill and Woodall as it is. We don’t want it to change”

This comment was made many times in responses from residents, both in the questionnaires and at local community organisation meetings. However, change is occurring everywhere, with many rural neighbourhoods becoming little more than dormitories for nearby towns. This results in loss of individuality and independence.

Harthill with Woodall faces many of the same challenges and unless we take action to ensure that we remain an economically and socially sustainable community, the same fate could befall us.

Many decisions that affect the parish, for example on planning applications or highway matters, are taken elsewhere by people unaware of local issues. Scope to air parish concerns are limited and the Parish Council saw the formation of a voluntary group to draw up a Parish Plan as an opportunity to develop a local voice and assist the various authorities to understand local issues more clearly.

The Parish Plan Group was welcomed and supported throughout its work by both Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council and the Yorkshire Rural Community Council. Not only will our work guide them as to the wishes of their constituents, but also reinforces the representations they make to other authorities on our behalf.

In drawing up the plan there was no pre-set agenda, nor does the group’s work replace that of the Parish Council. The objective was to find out what issues were of greatest importance to the residents of Harthill with Woodall, what improvements they wanted, what elements of local life they hoped to preserve and then to recommend measures to achieve these ends.

The group do not view the present Plan as the last word in a debate on local issues. Nor do we believe that it is possible to solve all the problems that have been raised at a single stroke. We hope, instead, that this will be the start of a continuing process to identify and highlight local concerns and provide a way in which the community can tackle them.

We recommend that there should be regular reviews of action taken, so that the Plan can be adapted and developed in the light of experience.

We also recommend that further consultations should take place periodically, at least every five years, to update the picture of residents’ opinions, and provide the basis for fresh action proposals to address new problems and situations.

Following the community involvement in the Parish Plan Group, it would be a natural progression, after publication of the Parish Plan, for the Group to transform themselves into a Residents Association. Funding is readily available from Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council (RMBC) for such an organisation, which would be able to promote and carry forward projects from the Parish Plan.

Consulting the Parishioners
The Parish Council launched the idea of drafting a Parish Plan by hosting an open village meeting in the Village Hall in January 2004. From this meeting it was decided by those present to take forward the proposal and a Parish Plan Steering Committee was formed. From this group an Executive Committee of six was elected to drive the process forward.

After detailed discussion involving representatives from Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council and Yorkshire Rural Community Council, it was decided that a “household questionnaire” should be developed for distribution to all households, businesses and local schools. In order to ensure that the questions asked were a reflection of as many of the local issues as possible, meetings with local community organisations were sought to help this development process.

Additional volunteers were sought from residents to act as facilitators for these meetings and the individuals subsequently recruited have played a vital and significant part in the development of the Plan. Upon completion of the meetings with the village organisations, the Executive Committee, along with the facilitators held two brainstorming sessions to develop the issues and ideas from them into a comprehensive questionnaire.

From these sessions it was decided that the questions would be grouped around specific themes. These themes then formed the basis for the majority of the recommendations for action and the outcomes sought. The themes were; Education and Employment, Transport, Health, Highways, Recreation and Environment. In addition there were specific questions on Future Developments, the Churches and some issues raised in discussions which did not fit into any particular category.

Regular reports on the group progress were presented to the Parish Council and to both Steering Committee and open Village Meetings. Representatives of appropriate authorities, for example Rotherham Council, South Yorkshire Passenger Transport Authority, were also invited to Village Meetings to allow the opportunity for local residents to hear presentations on particular topics.

Members of the Neighbourhood Watch and Parish Plan Groups distributed the questionnaires, including a pre-paid return envelope, to all households, farms, businesses and local schools. In total 837 were issued and 377 returned representing a response rate of 46%. From such a high level of response it can be reasonably concluded that any issues identified are important to local people.

The size of the questionnaire and the number of responses received led the Executive Committee to commission a firm of consultants  - JCF Consulting (Grimsby) - to undertake their analysis and produce a report. This report was presented to an open Village Meeting where residents and Parish Plan Committee members had the opportunity to ask questions and clarification. 

The revised report prepared following this meeting forms the background detailed information from which this plan has been prepared.

Full analysis of the survey results can be provided on CD-ROM to individual parishioners free of charge.

The Group’s work was not conducted against a stationary background. The very existence of a Parish Plan process meant that issues were highlighted and some have received attention in advance of the Plan’s completion.
Each specific topic area has recommendations for action in the short, medium and long term with the expected outcomes from these actions detailed.

The consultation indicated a very high degree of satisfaction with life in Harthill with Woodall. Peace and quiet, opportunities to enjoy the beauty of the surrounding countryside, the richness and vitality of the local community were the elements that most people valued. By the same token, respondents wanted action taken against anything such as noise, pollution, misuse and neglect that threatened these benefits.

Complaints about inadequate road and footpath maintenance were common, as were those about motorcycles on footpaths and open spaces. There was a majority of support for efforts to deal with litter and a willingness to take part in a village litter pick.

Over 60% of respondents would like to see additional recycling facilities developed and, of those who would like to see more recycling facilities, over 90% said they would use them.

However, over 80% of people would not like to see waste treatment and disposal plants developed in Harthill with Woodall.

Additionally, nearly 80% of respondents would not like to see wind farms and over 95% would not like to see mobile telephone masts developed.

Nearly 60% do not wish to see the building of public toilets in Harthill/Woodall.

Over 70% of respondents thought Spens Field should be acquired and owned by the village. In response to two questions on its usage, either entirely as open space or as a joint use area, 90% of people responding to the first question thought it should be retained as public open space, whilst on the second, 70% of respondees indicated that they would favour retention of part of the site for open space with the rest developed for sport and cultural activities. 

It is of particular importance that 100% of respondees supported the retention of the village’s traditional character. Just over 70% would support sympathetic development, reflecting the character of the village, with an equal split between those for the provision of starter homes and those against. 70% of people would support restrictions on the building of large houses in the villages and over 80% would support restrictions on extensive developments. 65% think there is a shortage of rented accommodation, 10% think there is a shortage of private accommodation and 20% think there is a shortage of sheltered accommodation.

45% of respondents think the contribution of village businesses to the economic well-being of the community is important. Over 90% think that the village shops, including the Post Office are extremely important, very important or important to the village.

Over 45% felt that the village pubs were extremely important, very important or important to the village, whilst only just over 25% felt that keeping the village telephone boxes was extremely important, very important or important.

There was less than 20% support for the provision of a post box in Carver Close/Peregrine Way, 32% support for the provision of a village storage facility, 20% for the promotion of tourism and 25% for the provision of a welcome pack for new residents.

Over 70% felt the provision of the Parish Council newsletter was important and 47% felt likewise about the Church Magazine.

Recreation and Environment
Recreation
Table Tennis – Well supported by both age groups.  There was a Table Tennis Club operating out of the Village Hall until a year or so ago. Could this be resurrected? Needs to be promoted around the village.

Tennis Facilities – Both age groups support this. Needs to be raised with Leisure Centre Management to see what bookings they receive. When are facilities available? Do people know about it?

Youth Drop in Centre – Both age groups heavily in favour. Is the 
present Youth Club advertised sufficiently (it acts as a Drop in 
Centre). Do all the youngsters in the village know about it? 
Any possibility of extra nights?     





	RECOMMENDATIONS

	Short Term

· Acquisition of Spens Field

· Reintroduction of Table Tennis for all

· Promotion of Tennis at the Leisure Centre in conjunction with the Management Committee

· Provide a specific “Drop In Centre” utilising existing village meeting rooms

	Medium Term

· Provision of a Skateboard Park on Spens Field

· Provision of a Roller Blade Area potentially on part of a resurfaced Woodyard Car Park

· Provision of a Cycle Track from Harthill to the new Kiveton Park Recreation Area (old colliery site)

· Provision of Wet Weather Shelters for the bowling green

· Support for the purchase of the Cricket Ground and the provision of a new pavilion.  Also examine the possibility of providing other activities, for example additional tennis courts

· Provision of improved play equipment and general upgrading of Woodall Lane Play Area

· Provision of play equipment, including five-a-side soccer on Doctor Lane Play Area

	Long Term

· Extension of the facilities available at the Leisure Centre, including longer opening hours

· Research the provision and subsequent viability of a village swimming pool

· Research, with the local school, the provision of improved playground facilities and its out of school utilisation


Skateboard Park – Over 16s slightly against. 
Under 16s 70% in favour. Already have a Community Group working on project.  Spens Field preferred site.

Roller Blade Area – Not supported by over 16s.  Under 16s 55% in favour. Can be provided as part of resurfacing of Woodyard Car Park.


  
Cycle Track – Over 16s against, under 16s equally divided. There is confusion over exactly what is a cycle track. Needs much more investigation. Potential route from Harthill to Kiveton Pit site. 
Other distance routes involve other Parish Councils/ Borough Councils. BMX track – can this be incorporated with the Skateboard Park – see above.

Wet Weather Shelters – Supported by both age groups.  Would benefit a small number of people. Funding could be obtained by Bowls Group or Leisure Centre Management Committee.


Vending Machines in Leisure Centre – No support.

Swimming Pool – Huge support from both age groups. Fraught with difficulties – site, funding, sustainability etc.

Changing Facilities on Winney Hill Football Field  – No support

Cricket Club – Both age groups firmly support purchase of the Cricket Field and construction of new Pavilion. Is there an opportunity here for other sports activities (see Tennis Facilities above).

Play Areas – Woodall Lane - major support for refurbishment from both age groups.  Adults felt Doctor Lane play area should be improved. Under 16s neither for or against. What about a brick wall to play football against rather than the metal goal posts there now?  Both age groups did not support a play area in Woodall or on Northlands

New Playground for School –This needs clarification as to exactly what is meant. Under 16s thought it unimportant and adults were just in favour.

Youth Shelter – Neither age group were in favour

Leisure Centre – A large majority in both age groups wanted to see facilities extended. Extended opening hours with more sports catered for, which would involve the building of an all purpose sports hall.

Village Hall – No support for extension from either age group.
Environment
Footpath Information – Very important from both age groups. Can we produce a leaflet locally?

Ploughed up Paths – 90% in each age group supported the need for more preventative action. Needs involvement of Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council Streetpride to 
take action. Need to check local paths and report offenders. 

Motorway Noise – 65% over 16s and 70% under 16s  support action to reduce the effects of motorway noise. Highways Agency have refused to do anything until motorway widening scheme decided.

	RECOMMENDATIONS

	Short Term

· Develop with Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council a leaflet detailing all local public footpaths and bridleways

· Ensure that all footpaths and bridleways are maintained and available for walkers, particularly addressing the issue of ploughed up paths

· Develop and publicise information about existing cycle links and in the longer-term work to extend the network.

· Provision of additional litter and dog waste bins and ensure that they are maintained and emptied

· Improve the frequency of street sweeping (Highway and Footpath)

· Improve the footpath around Harthill Ponds to provide access for all

	Medium Term

· Work with all Agencies to introduce noise reduction measures in Woodall to reduce the effects of motorway pollution


Cycle Links – 65% over 16s and 85% under 16s support. However, we already have the National Cycle route running through the village to Rother Valley. Clearly this needs more advertising.


A further off road route to Kiveton was well supported.

Too Much Litter – over 16s say yes (65%), under 16s say no (70%)!

More Litter Bins – Both age groups a definite yes. Where should they be sited? There are none in Woodall.

Dog Waste Bins – Again a definite yes from both age  groups for the provision of more dog waste bins.  Where sited? Can only be put where they can be accessed from the road for emptying. Is education the answer, or use of dog warden?

Street Sweeping – Both age groups want to see more (70% over 16s, 55% under 16s). Needs to be taken up with Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council.

Grass Cutting – Not seen as important by either group.

Harthill Ponds
Improved footpath – over 80% in both age groups wanted to see this happen.

Signposting – Both age groups felt this was unimportant. This could be that being local they all know where the ponds are!

Information Board – No clear opinion

Expanding Facilities for Water Sports – No support from either group

Restricted Vehicular Access – Not considered important

Health
	RECOMMENDATIONS

	Short Term

· A significant improvement in the availability of practice nurse services at Harthill.

· Improved patient communication about the services available, particularly with regard to prescription collection and delivery and preventive care monitoring.

· Improved privacy arrangements, where requested by patients, for discussions with a receptionist.

	Medium Term

· The introduction of a young person’s clinic

· The introduction/extension of a parent and baby clinic

· Improved availability of non-prescription medicines

· The introduction of an over fifties keep fit class

	Long Term

· The extension of the surgery hours to cover early morning, evening and Saturday opening.

· Increased treatment options available at Harthill, for example minor surgery.


Doctor
This section relates to the services provided from the local general prac
titioners surgery and accessibility to dental treatment.

80% of respondents were satisfied with their local GP practice and therefore the proposals consider improvements to enhance an already well respected service.

The improvements fall into four main categories:

1.
Improved practice nurse availability at the Harthill surgery, together with an extension to  the services offered by the nursing staff.

2.
Extended surgery hours to enable those working full time to attend the practice outside their normal working day.  The specific proposals are for early morning, evening and possibly Saturday surgeries and a reduction in the time taken to obtain a follow up appointment with the same doctor.

3.
The introduction of new services or an improvement to those already provided.  Specifically the service improvements relate to the introduction of a young person’s clinic, a parent and baby clinic, a well persons clinic and increased frequency of preventive care monitoring.

4.
Improved communication to patients about the services available through both the local surgery and other health care providers.  This mainly revolved around the collection and delivery of prescription medicines, a service already available via the local pharmacy in Kiveton. Communication of services available, in general, was also seen as an issue that needs to be addressed.

The issue of privacy when discussing matters with a receptionist was also raised as an issue for some patients.

As Harthill and Woodall have a significant elderly population the improved availability of non-prescription medicines was seen as a potentially significant benefit.

Finally, it was also suggested that the provision of an over 50’s keep fit session would be of benefit.

Dentist

Whilst there is no dental practice situated within the two villages over 80% of the respondents were registered with a dental practice.
	RECOMMENDATION

	Short Term

· Discuss the dental situation with the local Primary Care Trust about the ongoing service provision and its improvement.


Consequently there were few comments about the service availability 
but this will have to be kept under review with the introduction of the new dental contracts from April 2006.

The main comments received from those not registered with a dentist referred to the refusal of dentists to accept further NHS patients and the long waiting time for appointments for those registered.
Crime and Community Safety

Most of the questions in this section related to people’s perceptions of problems.

The majority of over 16s felt that vandalism, anti-social behaviour, drug abuse, speeding vehicles, theft of and from vehicles were a problem in the village. However, the under 16s felt that of these perceived problems only speeding vehicles was an issue.

The crime report figures clearly show that, compared with other locations, Harthill and Woodall do not have a significant problem, especially when it is born in mind that the reported crime figures include Woodall Motorway Service Area.

The emergency services on the whole received a good report or “no opinion”. In the main this is due to the fact they are rarely used in a small rural location.

However, the Police were singled out and given a poor rating. This again would appear to be as a consequence of public perception and the fear of crime, due to the low visible presence in the village. With a low reported crime rate, this is only to be expected within the current pressures under which the Police operate. The new style of policing, which came into force on 1st April in our area is intended to improve the position.

Most people were in favour of CCTV with the majority wanting to see it installed in the shopping precinct. The Sheffield Co-op has already installed such equipment outside their shop together with improved lighting.

Improved street lighting was not seen as a way of reducing social problems.

The Neighbourhood Watch scheme was not seen as requiring any improvement.

Education 

	RECOMMENDATIONS

	Short Term

Adult Learning Opportunities

· Identify and produce a list of adult learning opportunities already available (examples; computer skills, yoga, dancing, crafts)

· Identify any additional learning opportunities people would undertake (learning a language was identified)

· Circulate all households via the Parish Plan Summary and representatives of the Parish Plan Committee take a stall at the Carnival to gather information

· Identify funding possibilities, approach local colleges, Workers Educational Association, Parish Council and others

Computer and IT Skills

· Investigate the present computer class and the possibility of developing and/or expanding it

	Medium Term

Adult Learning Opportunities
· Identify a co-ordinator

· Investigate the possibility of child care provision, support for the elderly and disability provision

· Investigate transport possibilities - see transport group

Parenting Skills

· Further detailed investigation through the local school, parents, child minding and other pre-school groups

· Identify a co-ordinator

· Discuss with the Church and Chapel

Activities for young people in the school holidays

· Provide activities for children in school holidays

· Approach the junior school, Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council and other agencies for advice

· Discuss with the Parish Council, Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council and other Agencies funding opportunities

Computer and IT Skills
· Compile a communication list of e-mail addresses to share with village organisations and others

· Investigate the possibility of a village network - i.e. Village Organisations

· Identify a co-ordinator

· Contact Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council, Parish Council and other Agencies about funding

	Long Term

Youth Groups

· Encourage the development of a Youth Council

· Approach the current Youth Service providers with a view to extending the sessions

· Include work on Social Skills for young people

· Identify a co-ordinator

· Discuss with the Parish Council, Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council, Youth Service and other Agencies, funding the additional sessions


Generally, most people felt the standard of education across all age groups was good.  Although, the young peoples survey said the standards of education for over 18’s was fair or poor.

Most household respondents said they would undertake training/education for self-improvement, to gain skills or for social contact. To learn a language was also indicated.

Most young people would do so to earn money or for self-improvement.

All respondents would like to see affordable courses, choice, variety, and flexible study. A small but significant percentage would like help with child care, an elderly or sick relative, access to transport and disability facilities. 
Many respondents were in favour of extension of the youth service provision.

Issues Identified

Adult Learning Opportunities  - All respondents would like to see more adult learning provision and many would like flexible learning

Parenting Skills - About 60% of respondents thought this a good idea.  However, only a small proportion indicated they would use it.

Youth Groups - Nearly 80% of respondents were in favour of the development of a Youth Council. Many were in favour of additional Youth Club sessions and the reintroduction of the Junior Youth club.

Therefore, there is a need for additional Youth Club Sessions and a need to re-instate the Junior Youth Club.
Activities for Young People in the School Holidays - Children and young people indicated they would support these activities.

Computer and Information Technology Skills - Nearly half of the respondents have access to computers and use them. Provision of computers in the village was not supported. Some respondents indicated that they would like to develop IT Skills. There is a computer class already running in the village and this could potentially be expanded.

Additional access to computers could be used as a means of communication within the village/village organisations.

Churches
Today there are two places of worship in Harthill; All Hallows Parish Church and the Methodist Chapel. The first Chapel in Harthill was built in Chapel Yard, opposite the Parish Church. It is now a house.  The larger Chapel on Woodall Lane, which replaced it, was built in 1879-80 by William Stone of Harthill, using stone from the quarry behind the Parish Church.

Both Church and Chapel are used for regular Sunday worship and weekday activities. Anglicans and Methodists are now committed to work for closer unity.  The two congregations now worship together about five times a year and enjoy good working relations which embrace those of other churches living in the parish.

The Churches minister to the pastoral needs of parishioners, and play their part in supporting groups and activities for all age groups.

The buildings are much valued by those living here. They provide a venue for occasional concerts during the years.  Through the Rotherham Churches Tourism Initiative, All Hallows Church is increasingly visited by outside groups. 

All the respondents wish to see the continued upkeep and conservation of the Church and Chapel and 99% wanted to see more use of these buildings for community events and concerts.

Transport & Highways
Transport
80% of respondents drive, with just under 40% never using public transport. Of those who do, 9% use it daily, 12% weekly and 40% occasionally. 
	RECOMMENDATIONS

	Short Term

· The South Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive should be asked to respond to the wish of people to obtain bus passes locally

	Medium Term

· Rotherham Community Transport should be asked about the possibility of increasing the number of small community vehicles and operators to provide frequent linking services to the main transport interchanges

	Long Term

· The indication of a willingness to use public transport, given particular desired improvements will need to be tested: consultation in the South Rotherham Rural Transport Forum is proposed as a way of identifying specific initiatives.


Responses given to being asked what would encourage greater use of public transport were:  

Direct services - 63% would use a direct service to Sheffield and to Meadowhall, and 48% to Chesterfield. There was a slightly lower level of support from the young people who responded.

Improved timetabling to ensure better connections would encourage 60% to be users.

Extending services to other parts of the village would encourage 30% to use services.

30% wished to see later buses to Worksop, and nearly 50% would like Sunday services to Bassetlaw Hospital. 

The Community bus is valued with 60% wishing to see an increase in frequency to provide transport to local hospitals and shopping centres.

70% of respondents wish to be able to obtain bus passes locally;

At present all bus services serving Harthill with Woodall are subsidised. The Transport providers will need to be confident that any of the improvements sought will result in a profit making service. Improved timetabling to secure better connections may require more buses on particular routes, increasing the cost of that service. Where the operators have a clear policy of providing services on major routes to serve interchanges and main centres, the needs of rural users may be best met by providing subsidies to feeder services. The local authority will need to be convinced that it should re-allocate the existing subsidies to support different services.  

Highways
The safety of pedestrians is a concern.  50% of over 16s and 40% of under 16s wish to see wider pavements, particularly in Union Street. Dropped kerbs are already provided in places.  20% of respondents supported their location particularly at road crossings. 
	RECOMMENDATIONS

	Short Term

· The Parish Council be asked to pursue:

· The establishment of a maximum weight limit for through traffic

· The provision of illuminated speed signs on the road, at Hard Lane and Winney Hill, and at the western side of Woodall

· Priority signage on Woodall crossroads

	Medium Term

· A Working Group, drawing on those who responded to the questionnaire, should be set up to prepare:
- The case for improving the route for walkers and 
   cyclists between Harthill and Woodall;
- The case for zebra crossings at the school and the 
   shopping precinct, at the same time considering 
   the feasibility of widening the pavement at the 
   narrow section of Union Street with necessary 
   measures to prevent parking at critical places and 
   establishing traffic priority


60% of respondents support the provision of zebra crossings, principally by the shops and the school.

70% of respondents said the route between Harthill and Woodall would be improved by the provision of a paved footpath.  25% of under 16s would also wish to see a cycle route.

Nearly 80% of respondents do not cycle. Over 20% of respondents would like to use cycle lanes principally on routes into and out of the village, and 18% would like to see new cycle only routes.

80% of respondents drive.  55% of over 16s and 80% of under 16s accept the need for traffic calming. However, there is no clear support for any one solution.

40% thought three things were very important: the school crossing patrol, the provision of illuminated speed warning signs and a maximum weight limit for through traffic.

Double white lines on Hard Lane (at the entrance to 
Harthill) and speed cameras, were less clearly supported and other solutions were more disapproved of than supported: speed humps, chicanes, rumble strips and repeater speed limit signs.

There is general concern about the speed at which vehicles travel through the village, particularly in the early morning, and concern at the number of large lorries using the village as a through route. Large lorries are perceived as a particular danger to pedestrians where the pavement in Union Street is narrow. It has been suggested in discussion, that widening the pavement to a safe width and establishing a priority to northbound traffic over this short section, would increase the balance in favour of pedestrian safety. 

The questionnaire was used to test views on setting priorities at the two principal junctions. 

42% wished to see a stop sign by the Post Office, giving priority to traffic coming from Woodall Lane, while 43% had no opinion.

40% wished to see a stop sign on Hard Lane with priority given to traffic from Thorpe Road, nearly 50% had no opinion.

Nearly half the respondents felt that there are too many illegally parked vehicles in the village. Those who expressed their concern identified parking on the pavement outside houses, by the School and in Union Street as the places where most illegally parked vehicles were to be found. A third of respondents thought it very important to provide double yellow lines.

The area beside the Leisure Centre provides the most off-street parking in the village: 40% of respondents thought it very important that the area be properly surfaced.

80% of respondents thought there should be a “right of way” 
sign on the narrow part of the main road through Woodall.

Index of Recommendations
The following list of our recommendations is provided for ease of reference. 

The background and full text of these can be found in the sections of the Plan as indicated.

Recreation     page 7

· Acquisition of Spens Field

· Reintroduction of table tennis

· Promotion of tennis at the leisure centre

· Provision of a specific “Youth Drop In Centre”

· Provision of Skateboard Park

· Provision of Roller Blade area

· Cycle track from Harthill to new Kiveton Park Recreation Area

· Wet weather shelters for Bowling Green

· Support for purchase of Cricket Ground and provision of new pavilion

· Improvements to Woodall Lane Play Area

· Provision of Play Equipment for Doctor Lane Play Area

· Extension of facilities available at the Leisure Centre

· Research into the viability of a Village Swimming Pool

· Research with the local school regarding provision of improved playground facilities and its use out of school hours

Environment   page 8

· Develop a leaflet of all footpaths and bridleways

· Ensure that all footpaths and bridleways are maintained

· Publicise the existing cycle network and promote its extension

· Provision of additional litter and dog waste bins

· Improve the frequency of street sweeping

· Improve the footpath around the ponds to provide access for all

· Reduction of motorway noise and pollution in Woodall

Health

page 9

· Significant improvement in practice nurse availability at Harthill

· Improved patient communication about services available

· Improved privacy arrangements at the Harthill Reception Area

· Introduction of a young person’s clinic

· Introduction/extension of a parent and baby clinic

· Improved availability of non-prescription medicines

· Introduction of an over fifties keep fit class

· Extension of surgery hours to cover early morning, evening and Saturday

· Increased treatment options at Harthill

Education     page 12
· Identify and produce a list of adult learning opportunities

· Identify any additional learning opportunities people would undertake

· Identify funding possibilities

· Extend the existing computer class

· Provision of child care, support for the elderly and people with disabilities, to allow opportunity for further education

· Develop a parenting skills scheme with interested village groups

· Provide activities for children in school holidays

· Compile a communication list of e-mail addresses and examine the potential to create a “Village Network”

· Development of a Youth Council

· Extend the existing Youth Club provision to include the reintroduction of the Junior Youth Club, including sessions on Social Skills

Transport    page 14

· Obtaining bus passes locally

· Rotherham Community Transport to provide increased number of small buses to link into main public transport services

· Improved services need to be examined in conjunction with South Yorkshire Passenger Transport Executive possibly through the South Rotherham Rural Transport Forum

Highways  page 15

· Introduction of a maximum weight limit for through traffic

· Provision of illuminated speed signs

· Establish a traffic priority system for the Woodall crossroads

· Provide a paved footpath/cycle route between Harthill and Woodall

· Introduction of pedestrian crossings at the village school and outside the shopping precinct

· Introduce a traffic management scheme for the narrow part of Union Street and to widen the footpath to accept wheelchairs/pushchairs
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The following Village organisations held “brainstorming” sessions with a facilitator:

All Hallows Church Bell Ringers

Church and Chapel

Cricket Club

Folk Dance Group

Friday Junior Football Club

Hand Bell Ringers

Harthill Carnival Society

Harthill History and Memories Society

Harthill Primary School

Harthill & Thorpe Choral Society

Harthill-with-Woodall Britain in Bloom

Indoor Bowls Club

Neighbourhood Watch

Outdoor Bowls Club

Over 60s Club

Parish Council

Rotherham Sailing Club

10p Coffee Club

Three Shires Clog

Village Hall Management Committee

Well Dressing Group

Women’s Institute

Youth Club              
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