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1. SUMMARY 
 

1.1 This report details the results of the Fairholt Road boundary change           

consultation carried out between 2nd September 2019 and 14th October          

2019.  

1.2 The recommendations set out in paragraphs 2.1 to 2.4 have been based on             

the consultation feedback received from Fairholt Road, as well as the           

requirement to balance the needs of the local community and improve road            

safety.  

 

2. RECOMMENDATION(S)  

 

The Director of Public Realm is recommended to:  

 

2.1 Approve the recommendation not to proceed with the proposal to include           

Fairholt Road in parking zone G.  

2.2 Approve the recommendation to monitor parking issues in the area via stress            

surveys and reconsult when a need is identified as defined in section 2 of the               

Council's Parking and Enforcement Plan (PEP) 2015-2020 

2.3 Approve the recommendations to introduce traffic calming and road safety          

measures on Fairholt Road to improve traffic flow and road safety. 

2.4 Authorise the Head of Parking to consult on and take the final decision on              

whether to make the necessary amendments to the Traffic Management          

Orders for Fairholt Road to give effect to the recommended changes in 2.1             

and 2.3 above, subject to the requirements of the Local Authorities’ Traffic            

Orders (Procedure) (England and Wales) Regulations 1996 (the “Procedure         

Regulations”) being complied with and all responses received during the          

consultation period being considered before reaching a decision. Such a          

decision is to be recorded in writing and signed by the Head of Parking. 
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3. REASONS FOR DECISION 

 

3.1 Parking Services received approval from Cabinet in January 2018 to consult           

all uncontrolled roads in the borough where there is a need / requirement in              

the area, or where requests have been received from residents in the area for              

parking controls. 

3.2 When determining whether or not to introduce parking controls in an area,            

Parking Services have to consider a variety of factors including feedback           

received from the area, road safety, traffic flow and protecting the needs of             

the residents in the area from displacement parking from nearby parking           

zones. 

3.3 The recommendations above were put forward based on consultation         

feedback received from the area and in line with the Council’s parking policies             

(PEP 2015 – 20). 

 

 Feedback from the Public Consultation 

3.4 A consultation questionnaire and booklet was sent to all residents and           

businesses in Fairholt Road and Fairholt Close, giving them the opportunity to            

have their say on the proposed boundary change and parking design.  

3.5 This provided all residents / businesses with an equal opportunity to engage            

in and respond to the consultations. 

 

Response Rate 

3.6 Consultation packs were delivered to 158 households and businesses in          

Fairholt Road. A total of 416 responses were received from the consultation            

area which equates to a response rate of 263%, this is equivalent to 2.6              
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responses per household and is significantly higher than the usual response           

rate.  

3.7 A comprehensive breakdown of responses has been provided in Appendix 1.           

Table 2 and Table 3 provide a breakdown of the high response rate, with              

Table 3 providing an outline of the multiple responses received from           

households.  

 

Fairholt Road Boundary Proposal  

3.8 As part of the consultation process, residents and businesses were asked for            

their feedback on the proposed boundary change into parking zone G.  

3.9 Overall, the feedback received from Fairholt Road (52%) were not in favour of             

the boundary change.  

3.10 A breakdown of responses has been provided in Appendix 1 Table 5 .  

 

Parking Design  

3.11 A total of 415 respondents provided their feedback on the proposed parking            

design for Fairholt Road.  

3.12 The majority of respondents (79%) were not in support of the proposed            

parking design for the area, as indicated in Appendix 1 Table 6. 

3.13 The design proposed for Fairholt Road was created to suit the needs of the              

road. As this is a residential street, permit parking bays were proposed to             

protect the needs of the residents and ensure they can park close to their              

properties. 

3.14 Parking Services have tried to maximise parking on the road whilst also taking             

into consideration the safety of all road users. Parking bays have been            

implemented in locations where it is safe to park and double yellow lines             

where it is unsafe to park so that both the safety of motorists and pedestrians               
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are protected. Double yellow lines also aid in improving traffic flow and access             

for emergency vehicles.  

3.15 In line with parking policies, where footway parking exists, Parking Services           

will propose to remove these and relocate them on to the carriageway to             

improve safety for pedestrians.  

Conclusion 

3.16 As the majority of residents on Fairholt Road did not support the relocation of              

the road to Parking Zone G, Parking Services recommends for the road to             

remain in the existing uncontrolled zone.  

3.17 The recommendation is in line with the consultation feedback received from           

the road.  

3.18 However, due to the parking stress, road safety and traffic issues recorded on             

the road previously, as well as the introduction of controls in the nearby areas              

(Cazenove and Springfield Wards as well as Varty Road area in Haringey),            

Parking Services will carry out further stress surveys on Fairholt Road and            

other uncontrolled roads nearby to monitor the parking situation. 

3.19 This is to ensure that the current parking issues are not exacerbated by the              

introduction of controls in those nearby areas.  

3.20 In the event that parking stress is increased or there are road safety or traffic               

issues on the road and wider uncontrolled area, Parking Services will carry            

out a further consultation in the area to allow the residents and businesses             

another opportunity to have their say on the introduction of parking controls.  

3.21 The Council will also be assessing the feasibility of introducing traffic calming            

and road safety measures in the area to improve traffic calming and road             

safety.  
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Additional Comments 

3.22 66 respondents provided general comments and suggestions to the         

consultation. In total, 26% of respondents commented on the introduction of           

pay and display parking bays outside the Beis Brucha Mother and Baby home             

on Fairholt Road. 20% of comments requested the parking outside 87 Fairholt            

Road to be removed and 17% of respondents commented on the proposed            

boundary change, with a mixture of support for the relocation and against the             

relocation.  

3.23 In addition to the comments above, respondents raised comments relating to           

requests for double yellow lines to be introduced on Fairholt Road. As the             

implementation of double yellow lines and traffic calming measures fall under           

the remit of Streetscene, all comments have been sent to Streetscene.  

3.24 All additional comments provided by respondents have been individually         

assessed and where required have been forwarded to relevant teams and           

departments to address.  See Appendix 1 Table 7 

 

4. DETAILS OF ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS CONSIDERED AND REJECTED 

 

4.1 The alternative option would be to locate Fairholt Road into Parking Zone G,             

This would however contradict the consultation feedback received from the          

area.  
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5. BACKGROUND 

 

5.1 Fairholt Road was last reviewed as part of the Stage 1 consultation on the              

introduction of parking controls in the proposed Zone V area (Woodberry           

Down, Stamford Hill West and Springfield wards). Parking Controls in Zone V            

were not supported by the area and as a result parking controls were not              

introduced.  

5.2 Due to Fairholt Road’s close proximity to parking zone G, residents were            

experiencing parking stress due to displacement parking and commuter         

parking.  

5.3 The reason for consulting the area was as a result of requests and a petition               

submitted by residents who were experiencing parking difficulties.  

5.4 Approval to consult the area was granted by Cabinet in January 2018  

5.5 An integral part of the process is the public consultation with local residents,             

businesses and key stakeholders. The consultation exercise is a mechanism          

to enable feedback on the current parking design and operational hours as            

well as other general parking issues. 

5.6 The public consultation started on 2nd September 2019 and closed on the            

14th October 2019. The consultation process consisted of:  

● Consultation packs posted to every resident and business within the          

Consultation area 

● A freepost response envelope 

● Consultation documentation was also available on the Council website 

● Online questionnaire response 
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● Public notices placed on the street  

 

5.7 The consultation offered residents and businesses the opportunity to provide          

their feedback on the proposed boundary change parking design of Fairholt           

Road.  

5.8 Policy Context 

 

5.8.1 The Parking and Enforcement Plan (PEP) was originally approved by Cabinet           

in 2010. The policies and recommendations contained within the PEP in           

relation to controlled parking zone proposals, consultation and implementation         

have been applied in this instance 

 

5.8.2 The decision to or not to implement a Parking Zones (PZ) can be made              

according to the following factors:  

● Support from public responding to a consultation (petitions are          

not factored into the percentage support) 

 ● Road safety  

● Traffic flow  

● Supply and demand for parking, and  

● The environmental and air quality impacts of parking and traffic. 

 

5.9 Equality Impact Assessment 

 

5.9.1 The Council has a legal obligation under section 149 of the Equality Act 2010              

to have due regard to the need to eliminate unlawful discrimination and to             

promote equality of opportunity and good relations between persons of          

different groups.  
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5.9.2 This will ensure a consistent approach is adopted. Under the terms of the             

PEP 2015-20 every permit application will be considered on its own merits in             

accordance with the relevant policy that has been adopted. 

 

5.9.3 The Council has carried out an Equality Impact Assessment to identify if any             

of the recommendations made have an adverse effect on the parking needs            

of specific groups including disabled drivers. Please see Appendix 3 for           

further information.  

 

5.10 Sustainability 

 

5.10.1 As Fairholt Road will not be incorporated into Parking Zone G and as a              

result not have parking controls, other sustainable infrastructure can be          

explored to improve traffic and environmental conditions of the road and           

contribute to broader transport and sustainable development objectives.  

 

5.11 Maintenance and Administrative Costs 

 

5.11.1 The breakdown of costs involved in the consultation and implementation of           

the recommendations is as follows: 

 
 
One off costs  £ 
Consultation costs 2,186.00 
Implementation of new signs and 

P&D 
N/A 

Traffic Order changes N/A 
Total Expenditure 2,186.00 
 

5.11.2 The consultation cost for the boundary change consultation carried out in           

Fairholt Road was £2,186.00. 
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5.11.3 As this is only a boundary change consultation, there are no enforcement,            

implementation and TMO costs.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.12 Consultation 

 

5.12.1 Residents and businesses in Fairholt Road and Fairholt Close were          

consulted on a boundary change and parking design over a six week period             

between September and October 2019.  

 

5.12.2 Consultation packs were sent via second class post to all addresses on the             

road and were also made available online. In addition notices were erected on             

Fairholt Road to inform the local residents and businesses of the consultation. 

 

 
6. COMMENTS OF THE CORPORATE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE AND        

RESOURCES  

 

6.1. This report details the results of the consultation feedback for Fairholt Road            

and Fairholt Close for boundary change and parking design over a six week             

period between September and October 2019. 

6.2. The recommendation is not to go ahead with the changes and the road to              

remain in the existing uncontrolled zone. Parking Services will continue to           

monitor the situation in the event that parking stress is increased or there are              

road safety or traffic issues a further consultation in the area to allow the              

residents and businesses another opportunity to have their say on the           

introduction of parking controls.  
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7. COMMENTS OF THE CORPORATE DIRECTOR OF LEGAL, HR AND 
REGULATORY SERVICES. 

 
 
7.1. This consultation relates to the Fairholt Road boundary change, the          

process of which is outlined in section 2 of the Council’s Parking            

Enforcement Plan (PEP) 2015 – 20. Following the outcome of this           

consultation the majority of residents in Fairholt Road did not support the            

relocation of the road to Parking Zone G, and it is recommended that the              

road remain in the existing uncontrolled zones, with the parking in these            

areas being monitored to ensure the appropriate road safety measures          

are taken as set out in the report. 

 

7.2. The Council may under section 45 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act            

1984 (the “1984 Act”) designate parking places on highways for various           

classes of vehicles. Section 46 of the Act allows the Council to charge             

for parking in places. Before a traffic order designating a parking place is             

made or varied the Council must consult and publish notification of the            

proposed Traffic Management Orders in accordance with the Local         

Authorities’ Traffic Orders (Procedure) (England and Wales) Regulations        

1996 (the “Procedure Regulations”). 

 

7.3. In determining what parking places are to be designated under section           

45 of the 1984 Act, the Council shall consider both the interests of traffic              

and those of the owners and occupiers of adjoining property, and in            

particular the Council shall have regard to the need for maintaining the            

free movement of traffic, reasonable access to premises and the extent           

to which off-street parking is available in the neighbourhood. In addition           

to this the Council must secure the expeditious, convenient and safe           

movement of vehicular and other traffic (including pedestrians) and the          
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provision of suitable and adequate parking facilities on and off the           

highway. 

 

7.4. The Secretary of State's Statutory Guidance to Local Authorities on the           

Civil Enforcement of Parking Contraventions, which the Council should         

have regard to when exercising its power to introduce designated          

parking places, recommends that enforcement authorities consult locally        

on their parking policies when they appraise them. They should seek the            

views of people and businesses with a range of different parking needs            

as well as taking into account the views of the police. 

 

7.5. The non-statutory consultation has been carried out in accordance to the           

guidance produced by the Government’s Cabinet Office Consultation        

Principles. These principles do not displace the general principles         

derived from case law as to how consultations should be conducted.           

These principles, are known as the "Gunning principles" and are as           

follows; 

 

● Consultation should occur when proposals are at a formative         

stage; 

● Consultations should give sufficient reasons for any proposal to         

permit intelligent consideration; 

● Consultations should allow adequate time for consideration and        

response; 

 

7.6. Following the consultation coming to an end the Local Authority should           

conscientiously consider the consultation responses, or a summary of         

them, before determining what, if any, action to take. 

 

7.7. Consulting on new boundary changes to facilitate the discharge of the           

Council’s parking functions under the 1984 Act and introducing any          
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boundary changes is a decision to be taken by the Mayor and Cabinet in              

accordance with the council’s parking policies (PEP 2015-20) and the          

Mayor’s Scheme of delegation. The Cabinet meeting in January 2018          

delegated the decision making for this proposed boundary change to the           

Group Director for Neighbourhoods and Housing in accordance with         

paragraph 3.6.1 of Part 3 of the Council’s Constitution. 

 

 

 
APPENDICES 

Appendix 1 – Fairholt Road Boundary Change Feedback Analysis (Public) 

Appendix 2 –  Fairholt Road Boundary Change documents (Public) 

Appendix 3 – Equality Impact Assessment (Public). 
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Comments of the 
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APPENDIX 1: Fairholt Road Boundary Change 
Consultation  

Feedback Analysis 
1.1 Response 

We consulted 158 households and businesses in Fairholt Road and received           

416 completed responses making an overall response rate of 263%. The           

response received is above the average rate for any parking consultations.  

Majority (68%) of the responses were received via post whilst the remainder            

(32%) were received online. [Table 1]. 

 

 Table 1: Methods of response 
Feedback Method Percentage 

Area Paper Q 
Online 
Q Paper Q Online Q 

Boundary Change 
Consultation  135 281 68% 32% 

*Excludes duplicate responses, those from outside the area and unknown address 
 

 

Table 2 provides an outline of the overall responses received from Fairholt            

Road and Fairholt Close. Table 3 provides a breakdown of the number of             

submissions from households.  

 

Table 2: Responses received  
 Fairholt Close Fairholt Road 
Sent 12 145 
Received 6 410 

*Excludes duplicate responses, those from outside the area and unknown address 
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Table 3: Number of household submissions  
 

No of Households 

Total number 

of responses 

received from a 

household 

1 18 

1 14 

1 13 

3 12 

2 11 

1 10 

3 9 

4 8 

2 7 

5 6 

7 5 

5 4 

15 3 

23 2 

54 1 
*Excludes duplicate responses, those from outside the area and unknown address 

 

1.2 OCCUPANCY TYPE 

The majority (100%) of respondents classified themselves as ‘residents’, with          

one response classifying themselves as both resident and business. A          

breakdown of responses can be found below in Table 4. 

 

Table 4: Occupancy Type 
 Response 

Occupier Status Number Percentage 

Resident 415 100% 

Business 0 0% 

Both 1 0% 

 416 100% 
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1.3 Fairholt Road Boundary Proposal  

During the consultation, residents and businesses were asked for feedback          
on the proposal to locate Fairholt Road into Parking Zone G.  

Out of the 416 responses received,  415 respondents provided a response.  

Overall, 52% of responses were not in favour of the boundary change of             
Fairholt Road into Parking Zone G, whilst 48% were in favour.  

A breakdown of responses by street can be found below in Table 5. 

 

Table 5: Support for boundary change proposal  
 

 

Do you support the proposal for Fairholt Road to be moved into 

Parking Zone G? 

 Number Percentage 

Row Labels Yes No Yes No 

Fairholt Close 0 6 0% 1% 

Fairholt Road 198 211 48% 51% 

Grand Total 198 217 48% 52% 

 

 

1.4 Parking Design  

As part of the consultation, Parking Services consulted on a parking design            

for Fairholt Road. 

Majority of the feedback (79%) was not in favour of the proposed parking             

design for Fairholt Road, whilst 21% of the feedback supported it.  

A breakdown of the responses can be found in Table 6. 

 
Table 6 – Support for parking design 
 
 Do you support the parking design for Fairholt Road? 

 Number Percentage 

Row Labels Yes No Yes No 

Fairholt Close 0 6 0% 1% 

Fairholt Road 87 322 21% 78% 
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Grand Total 87 328 21% 79% 

1.5 General Comments and Suggestions 

The public were also asked to provide any general comments or suggestions            

about the proposal and parking design. Many respondents provided more          

than one type of comment in their feedback.  

We received comments from 66 respondents with 26% of the comments           

requesting the introduction of shared use parking spaces outside the Beis           

Brucha Mother and Baby home on Fairholt Road, 20% raised requests to            

remove the parking outside number 87, 18% wanted double yellow lines to be             

implemented on the roads as a result of health and safety concerns and 17%              

of the feedback related to the proposed boundary change with a mixture of             

support for the relocation and against the relocation.  

Table 7: Breakdown of general comments. 
 
Additional Comments Total Percentage 

P&D outside Mother & Baby Home 26 26% 

Remove parking outside 87 20 20% 

DYL request 18 18% 

No Support for parking controls 12 12% 

Support parking controls 5 5% 

Hours of Op 5 5% 

Consultation Query 3 3% 

Design Query 3 3% 

Parking Design 2 2% 

Shared use outside Mother & Baby Home 2 2% 
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APPENDIX 2: Fairholt Road Boundary Change Consultation  

Consultation Documents 
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APPENDIX 3: Equality Impact Assessment 

Equality Impact Assessment. 

 
London Borough of Hackney  

Equality Impact Assessment Form 
 

The Equality Impact Assessment Form is a public document which the Council uses to demonstrate that it has 
complied with Equalities Duty when making and implementing decisions which affect the way the Council 
works.  
 
The form collates and summarises information which has been used to inform the planning and decision 
making process.  
 
All the information needed in this form should have already been considered and should be included in 
the documentation supporting the decision or initiative, e.g. the delegate powers report, saving template, 
business case etc. 
 
Equality Impact Assessments are public documents: remember to use at least 12 point Arial font and plain 
English.  
 
The form must be reviewed and agreed by the relevant Assistant Director, who is responsible for ensuring it is 
made publicly available and is in line with guidance.   Guidance on completing this form is available on the 
intranet.  
http://staffroom.hackney.gov.uk/equalities-based-planning-and-decision-making 

 
 

Title and purpose of this Equality Impact Assessment: 
Fairholt Road Boundary Change Consultation  
 
Purpose of this Equality Impact Assessment: 
Project/Scheme/Initiative Review  
 
Officer Responsible​: ​(to be completed by the report author) 
Name: Muhibun Nessa Ext: 1279 
Directorate:​ Neighbourhoods and 
Housing 

Department/Division: ​Parking Services  

 
 
Corporate Director:​ Aled Richards Date:​ September 2019  

Comment :  
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PLEASE ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS: 
 

1. Please summarise the service, function, policy, initiative or saving. ​Describe the key objectives 
and outcomes you expect. Make sure you highlight any proposed ​changes​.  

 
 
 

● The aim of the project is to carry out a boundary change consultation of Fairholt Road.  
● Since the publication of the Parking Zone V delegated report, the Council has received              

requests and a petition from residents of Fairholt Road for controls to be introduced due to                
parking stress caused by an increased number of drivers from nearby roads seeking out              
parking spaces on this street.  

● The key objective is to identify whether residents and businesses on Fairholt Road             
support the boundary change proposal to move the road from an uncontrolled parking             
zone, into parking zone G. The proposal would mean Fairholt Road could adopt the              
current operational hours of Zone G which is, Monday to Friday 8.30am to 6.30pm. If the                
proposal is not supported, then Fairholt Road would remain part of the uncontrolled             
parking zone.  

● Through localised consultations, residents and businesses are given the opportunity to           
have their say on the design on the boundary change and the proposed design of the                
road. 

● The consultation also aims to ensure that the parking restrictions comply with current             
safety standards outlined by the Department for Transport. 

 
The Council will review all consultation feedback, however any decisions recommended will also             
be guided by parking policy and other key considerations such as road safety, traffic flow and air                 
quality.  
 
2. Who are the main people that will be affected?  

Consider staff, residents, and other external stakeholders.  
 
 
Local residents, business owners, disabled motorists, Waste Services and Emergency Services           
(Ambulance, Fire and Police) are the main people affected and consulted as part of operational               
reviews. 
 
The demographics of this road show that residents here are predominantly Jewish. The Council              
has considered the needs of this community group alongside the community as a whole within               
the zone, and any changes made will need to achieve a balance. Feedback from the               
consultation on the proposed design will be used to determine the final parking design of the                
road. For example, if visitor parking is needed outside businesses, and this has been requested,               
we will incorporate this into the final design, should the boundary change proposal be accepted.  
 
All residents and businesses on Fairholt Road and Fairholt Close, will be given 6 weeks to                
provide their responses. This is the standard duration for parking consultations. Prior to the              
consultation, the Council identified any religious holidays which might impact residents’ ability to             
provide feedback. The only religious festival identified was Yom Kippur which is a two day               
religious observation. As the consultation will be taking place for a six week period, it was felt                 
that this would not impact residents’ ability to take part in the consultation.  
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3. What research or consultation(s) have been carried out? 
 ​Please provide more details, together with a summary of what you learned. 

 
 
The project will include a consultation with all stakeholders on the proposed design of Fairholt               
Road and Fairholt Close, the parking hours of operation will not be consulted on as Fairholt Road                 
will adopt the same hours as Parking Zone G.  
 
Consultation will take place with internal teams (Streetscene, Waste Services and Planning) to             
ensure their views are taken into account in the design stage. External consultation also takes               
place with the Emergency Services, including the Fire Brigade, Police and London Ambulance. A              
separate audit is carried out on all disabled bays prior to the consultation to ensure that any bays                  
being used by Disabled Residents are not removed.  
 
As part of the public consultation all local residents and businesses in the parking zone will be                 
consulted for a 6 week period and will be sent a consultation leaflet, a questionnaire and map of                  
the current design. All consultation materials are available on the Council’s website and             
responses can also be submitted online.  
 
 
4. Equality Impacts  
 
This section requires you to set out the positive and negative impacts that this decision or 
initiative will have on equalities.  
 
4 (a) What positive impact could there be overall on different equality groups and on cohesion and 

good relations? 
 
 
The public consultation provides an open forum for all local users to have their say on the                 
proposed boundary change. Where requested, the Council is open to hold meetings with ward              
members, faith members as well as residents and businesses to discuss the proposal and              
consultation in detail. 
 
The proposal to introduce parking controls is expected to have a positive impact on all road users                 
(motorists, pedestrians and cyclists) by creating a safer road environment. The introduction of             
controls on this road would allow residents to park closer to their properties and in all other roads                  
within Zone G including Lordship Road and Queen Elizabeths Walk.  
 
The introduction of parking controls is expected to improve road safety, traffic flow and access as                
the number of cars parking on this road is likely to be reduced due to parking controls being in                   
place. Waiting restrictions are implemented on all junctions and access points to improve safety              
and visibility. The reduction in cars would also lead to less congestion on this road and a safer                  
environment for both pedestrians and motorists.  
 
Fairholt Road would not experience displaced or commuter parking, as resident and business             
permits would only be sold to residents and businesses registered on Fairholt Road and Fairholt               
Close. In addition, visitors to local amenities and those visiting relatives on the road can use                
visitor vouchers during the hours of operation.  
 
This could be seen as a positive impact on different equality groups and improve relations.  
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4 (b) What negative impact could there be overall, on different equality groups, and on cohesion and 

good relations? 
 
Should the proposed boundary change be supported, the introduction of parking controls on             
Fairholt Road would mean only those eligible to purchase a parking permit can park on the road                 
and wider Zone G. As part of the consultation, we will request feedback and comments on the                 
proposed design. Parking Services are open to amending a design suitable for local uses and               
reflective of the demographic e.g. introduction of shared use bays outside places of worship such               
as synagogues and businesses, double yellow lines implementation for health and safety and             
access reasons.  
 
Residents who have visitors during the hours of operation could be negatively impacted by this               
change as they will require visitor vouchers to enable their visitors to park. Visitor vouchers are                
an additional cost to the residents. However, the Council does offer concessions to anyone above               
the age of 60 and those with a valid Blue Badge. This may overcome some of the financial strain                   
that may be caused to some residents. 
 
There could also be opposition to the hours of operation adopted by joining existing Zone G.                
Whilst Zone G is not subject to parking controls on Saturdays and Sundays the hours of control                 
do extend to 6.30pm Friday which may impact members of the Jewish community observing the               
sabbath from sunset on Fridays. In addition, controls sometimes operate over weekends for             
specific events during which time the Jewish community may be impacted. However in             
accordance to our Parking Enforcement Plan (PEP) 2015 – 20 as Fairholt Road is joining an                
existing Zone, it will adopt those hours. The hours of operation could impact different religious               
groups whose religious practices may be affected by the operational hours. However, as permits              
are issued and cover existing controls, residents will be able to park on the road and leave their                  
vehicles outside their home without facing enforcement issues. This requirement is in place to              
enable residents and businesses to park within the zone and to not have parking bays occupied                
by visitors to the borough during these events. Although the residents are unable to have a say                 
on the hours of operation during this consultation, they will be able to have a say in future zone                   
review consultations.  
  
In addition, where disabled bays are audited and removed as part of this process, disabled               
drivers visiting the borough may be impacted by the reduction in disabled bays. However, their               
Blue Badge will allow them to park on existing yellow lines for a period of three hours as well as                    
shared use bays in the wider Zone G.  
 
As Fairholt Road was consulted as part of the Stage 1 proposed Zone V consultation, residents                
who generally oppose the idea of parking controls may feel the Council is once again consulting                
them on the same issue and have an element of consultation fatigue. Parking Services are only                
conducting the review consultation due to the requests and petition submitted by Fairholt Road              
residents. Therefore the Council is responding to the needs of the residents on this road.  
 
An open and transparent consultation process will help to ensure maximum response and allow              
all groups and stakeholders to address their concerns.  
 
Any changes to the current parking design on Fairholt Road could also have a negative impact on                 
some groups. To ensure that residents are not impacted negatively, the Council will assess the               
parking stress on a road before making a final decision on changing parking bays.  
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5. Equality and Cohesion Action Planning 
 
Please list specific actions which set out how you will address equality and cohesion issues identified by this 
assessment.  For example,  

● Steps/ actions you will take to enhance positive impacts identified in section 4 (a)  
● Steps/ actions you will take to mitigate the negative impacts identified in section 4 (b)  
● Steps/ actions you will take to improve information and evidence about a specific client group, e.g. at a 

service level and/or at a Council level by informing the policy team (​equality.diversity@hackney.gov.uk​) 
 
All actions should have been identified already and should be included in any action plan connected to the 
supporting documentation, such as​ ​the delegate powers report, saving template or business case.  You need to 
identify how they will be monitored.  The Assistant Director is responsible for their implementation.  
 

No Objective Actions 

Outcomes 
highlighting how 

these will be 
monitored 

Timescales / 
Milestones 

Lead 
Officer 

1 

Impact on disabled 
visitors due to 
removal of disabled 
bays as a result of 
audits. 

Ensure there are 
adequate parking 
facilities available for 
blue badge holders - 
i.e pay and display 
and general use 
disabled bays in the 
zone. 

Through feedback 
and regular review of 
DB parking bays. 

During the 
lifetime of the 
project and 
post 
implementation  

Muhibun 
Nessa 

2 

Financial impact on 
residents and 
businesses, if 
proposed boundary 
change is 
supported and 
controls are 
implemented.  

The prices are based 
on Co2 emissions, so 
a less polluting 
vehicle will be 
cheaper. In addition, 
permits can be 
purchased for 
different duration, so 
the price can vary 
depending on how 
long a permit is 
needed for.  

Ensuring the 
concession is in 
place with permits 
system  

Fairholt Road, 
boundary 
implementation 
stage  

Muhibun 
Nessa  

3 

Impact on residents 
parking ability due 
to change in 
parking design. 

Ensure that sufficient 
analysis is carried out 
to determine the level 
of parking stress 
within the area before 
any changes are 
made to parking bay 
types.  

Through consultation 
feedback and review 
of current permit 
holders.  

Post informal 
consultation  

Fazal 
Kirwan 

5 

Financial Impact on 
elderly and 
disabled residents, 
if boundary change 
is supported and 

●Concessions in 
place for the first 
two books of visitor 
vouchers for elderly 
and disabled 
residents.  

Ensuring the 
concession is in 
place with permits 
system  

Fairholt Road, 
boundary 
implementation 
stage  

Muhibun 
Nessa  
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parking controls are 
introduced.  

●Companion badges 
for all blue badges 
are free of charge, 
should parking 
controls be 
introduced the 
companion badge 
will cover disabled 
residents and allow 
them to park in 
resident bays. They 
all also be able to 
park in the wider 
Zone G.  

 
 

 
Remember 

● Assistant Directors are responsible for ensuring agreed Equality Impact Assessments are published and 
for ensuring the actions are implemented.  

● Equality Impact Assessments are public documents: remember to use at least 12 point Arial font and 
plain English.  

● Make sure that no individuals (staff or residents) can be identified from the data used. 
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