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1. SUMMARY 
 
1.1 This report provides details of the outcome of the Stage One consultation completed in              

the proposed zone V area between 15th August 2018 to 17th October 2018.  

1.2 The recommendations set out in paragraphs. 2.1 to 2.5 have been based on the              

consultation feedback received from the area as well as the requirement to improve             

road safety and traffic flow in the area.  

2. RECOMMENDATION(S)  
 

The Corporate Director of Public Realm - Neighbourhood and Housing is recommended            

to: 

2.1 Approve the recommendation not to introduce controls in the majority of the proposed             

zone V area.  

2.2 Approve the recommendation to include Devan Grove, Newton Close, New River Way            

and the eastern section of Woodberry Down estate into the Zone G boundary. 

2.3 Authorise officers to carry out a stage two ‘detailed design’ consultation on Devan             

Grove and Newton Close. 

2.4 Approve the recommendation to monitor parking issues in the area via stress surveys             

and reconsult the area when a need is identified as defined in section 2 of the council’s                 

Parking and Enforcement Plan (PEP) 2015-20. 

2.5 Approve the recommendation to introduce traffic calming and road safety measures in            

the area to improve the flow of traffic and road safety in the area.  

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

introduce a parking zone and Traffic Management Orders on the roads listed above,             

subject to the requirements of, and in compliance with the Local Authorities’ Traffic             

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

Regulations”). All responses received during the consultation period will be considered           



before reaching a decision. Such a decision is to be recorded in writing and signed by                

the Head of Parking. 

 

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 the 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 are in line with the Council’s parking objectives set out in              

the Parking Enforcement Plan (PEP) 2015 – 2020 and have been based on the              

consultation feedback received from the area. See appendix One for more information            

regarding the consultation feedback received from the area. 

Parking Enforcement Plan objectives 

3.4 The objectives of parking controls set out within the Parking Enforcement Plan (PEP)             

2015 - 2020 as well as under the Traffic Management Act (TMA 2004) include:  

● Managing the traffic network to ensure expeditious movement of traffic          

(including pedestrians and cyclists), as required under the Traffic Management          

Act 2004 Network Management Duty.  

● Improving road safety and improving the local environment  

● Improving the quality and accessibility of public transport  

● Meeting the needs of people with disabilities, some of whom will be unable to              

use public transport and depend entirely on the use of a car.  

● Managing and reconciling the competing demands for kerb space.  



 

3.5 Parking Services intend to extend Parking zone G boundary to include Devan Grove,             

Newton Close, New River Way and the eastern section of Woodberry Down to ensure              

that the Council’s parking objectives are achieved in the area and the needs of the               

residents are protected from the effects of parking stress arising from displacement            

parking. 

Consultation Feedback 

3.6 A consultation questionnaire and booklet was sent to all residents and businesses in the              

proposed area (set-out in Appendix 1) providing them with the opportunity to have their              

say on whether they supported parking controls or not. This provided all residents and              

businesses with an equal opportunity to engage in and respond to the consultation. 

3.7 Feedback received from the areas have been analysed below. 

Response Rate 

3.8 Consultation packs were sent to 6296 households and businesses in the proposed            

area. There were 1566 responses were received from the addresses in this area. This              

equates to a response rate of 25%. 

3.9 A breakdown of responses can be found in Appendix 1, Table 1. 

 

Support for controls from each road 

 

3.10 The majority of feedback received from the proposed Zone V area (70%) were not in               

favour of parking controls.  

3.11 Of the 44 roads consulted, only 4 roads were in favour of parking controls (Devan               

Grove, Fairholt close, New River Way and Woodberry Down estate). Support was not             

received from the remaining roads consulted. 

 

 



Support for controls if parking controls are introduced on nearby roads 

 

3.12 When asked whether they would support parking controls if introduced in nearby roads,             

the feedback remained the same. Majority (69%) of the responses received were not in              

favour of parking controls. 

3.13 Similar to the above question, only 3 roads were still in favour of controls. New River                

way was not in favour of controls when asked this question. 

Conclusion 

3.14 As the majority of residents and businesses do not support parking controls in the              

proposed zone V area, Parking Services recommends for the roads not in favour to              

remain uncontrolled with the intention to monitor these roads, as set-out in the             

recommendations. 

3.15 Parking Services recommends the 4 roads which were in favour of controls; Devan             

Grove, New River Way, Newton Close and the eastern section of Woodberry Down             

estate be included in the zone G boundary. 

3.16 This is because these roads are in close proximity to the current zone G and will create                 

a logical boundary. Along with helping to reduce the impact of displacement parking in              

these roads. 

3.17 Parking Services also recommends for a Stage two ‘detailed’ consultation to be carried             

out for only Devan Grove and Newton Close and parking restrictions implemented in             

those roads. 

3.18 As Woodberry Down estate already has parking controls, these controls will remain the             

same. New River Way is a private estate and therefore controls will not be introduced in                

this location. 

3.19 The residents in these estates (Woodberry Down and New River Way) may however             

have the option to purchase permits to park in nearby zone G roads if they are not car                  

free developments. 



3.20 As Fairholt Close is a Hackney Housing estate, no controls will be introduced. 

3.21 The recommendations above are in line with the consultation feedback received from            

the area. Parking Services have only proposed to introduce controls on the roads which              

were in favour. The remaining roads which are not in favour of controls will remain               

uncontrolled.  

3.22 However, due to the parking stress, road safety and traffic issues recorded in the area,               

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 in the area to monitor the parking situation. 

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

of controls in those nearby areas.  

3.24 In the event that parking stress is increased or there are road safety or traffic issues in                 

the 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. 

3.25 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 prior to the stress                

surveys being carried out. 

Additional Comments 

3.26 521 responses provided comments on the proposals. Of the comments received, 39%            

stated that they were in favour of parking controls, 26% of respondents stated that they               

were not in favour of controls, 9% requested for short hours of operation, 7% stated that                

there were road safety issues in the area, 6% stated that parking controls were a money                

making scheme by the Council and 3% stated that permits should be free for residents.               

See table 5 for a breakdown of the top 10 comments. 



3.27 In addition to the above comments, a number of respondents (25) also stated specific              

hours of operation which they would prefer in the area as part of the comments               

provided. A breakdown has been provided in table 6. 

3.28 Of the 25 comments received, 44% requested for the hours of operation to be 11am to                

1pm hours and 8% requested for the hours of operation to be  10am to 5pm. 

3.29 As the roads where controls are being introduced will be joining an existing Parking              

Zone (zone G), those roads will adopt the same hours of operation as the zone they are                 

joining (Monday to Friday 8.30am to 6.30pm and event day controls).  

 

DETAILS OF ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS CONSIDERED AND REJECTED 

3.30 The alternative option would be to introduce parking controls in all the roads consulted.              

This would however contradict the consultation feedback received from the area.  

4. BACKGROUND 
 

4.1 Parking Services consulted roads in the proposed zone V area between 15 August             

2018 and 17 October 2018.  

4.2 The reason for consulting the area was two fold. Firstly, requests for parking controls              

were received from residents in some of the roads in the area due to difficulty in finding                 

parking on their road. Secondly, parking stress survey results carried out in the area              

consulted, showed high parking occupancy in some roads at different times of the day. 

4.3 Parking Stress is defined as the number of vehicles parked on the road against the               

number of available parking spaces. This is deemed high where over 80% of safe              

available parking is occupied. 

4.4 More information regarding stress surveys completed in the area can be found in the              

Cabinet report.  

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



4.6 The public consultation started on 15th August 2018 and closed on the 17th October              

2018. The consultation process consisted of:- 

● Consultation packs posted to every business and resident within the 

consultation area. 

● A freepost response envelope. 

● Consultation documentation was also available on the Council’s website. 

● Online questionnaire response. 

● Public notices placed on every street in the consultation area. 

● Public notice in Hackney Today. 

 

4.7 The consultation response rate of 25% was higher than is usual for similar consultations              

in Hackney, the norm being in the range of 15-20%. 

 

Policy Context 

4.8 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.  

4.9 The decision to or not to implement a Parking Zone (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. 

 



4.10 Parking zones are designed and implemented to assist areas suffering from ‘parking            

stress’, where demand for parking is close to or exceeds the supply of safe kerbside               

space.  

4.11 The main purpose of a PZ is to effectively manage the supply and demand for on-street                

parking in an area. In doing so, the Council helps to improve road safety, reduce               

congestion, improve the local environment, reduce carbon dioxide emissions and          

improve local air quality. 

Equality Impact Assessment 

 

4.12 The Council has carried out an Equality Impact Assessment to ensure that the             

recommendations made do not have an adverse effect on the parking needs of specific              

groups including disabled drivers. Please see Appendix 4 for further information.  

 

Sustainability 

 

4.13 Introducing parking controls in the roads in favour of controls will provide safe and              

efficient on-street conditions, catering for servicing and loading, and utilising the           

available public space to maximum benefit.  

4.14 It also encourages less car use in order to improve traffic and environmental conditions              

in an area and contribute to broader transport and sustainable development objectives. 

 

Administrative Costs 

4.15 The breakdown of costs involved in the consultation have been provided below; 

 

One off costs  £ 

Consultation costs 12191.55 

Total Expenditure 12,191.55 



 

4.16 The consultation cost for the Stage One consultation carried out in the zone V              

displacement area was £12,191.55. 

4.17 As this is only a Stage One consultation, there are no enforcement, implementation and              

TMO costs. 

Consultation 

4.18 As part of the consultation process, consultation packs which included a cover letter,             

questionnaire, a map and a freepost envelope were sent via first class to all addresses               

in the area. In addition, an online questionnaire was made available on the Council              

website. 

4.19 Notices were erected on each street and an advert was placed in the Hackney Today to                

inform the local residents and businesses of the consultation. 

4.20 Residents were able to have their say on the introduction of parking controls by              

completing the questionnaires sent to them and returning it back to Parking Services             

using the freepost envelope.  

4.21 They were also able to complete the questionnaires online via the Council website by              

the same date. 

 
 
5. COMMENTS OF THE GROUP DIRECTOR OF FINANCE AND RESOURCES 

 
 

5.1 This report provides details of the outcome of the Stage One consultation completed in              

Zone V between August 2018 to October 2018. The recommendations set out in             

paragraphs. 2.1 to 2.5 have been based on the consultation feedback received from the              

area as well as the requirement to improve road safety and traffic flow in the area.  

5.2 The outcome of the consultation was that the majority of residents and businesses do              

not support parking controls in the proposed Zone V area, Parking Services have             

recommended for the roads not in favour to remain uncontrolled. There were however 4              



roads which were in favour of controls; Devan Grove, New River Way, Newton Close              

and Woodberry Down estate. The recommendation is for these roads to be included             

within  Zone G boundary. 

5.3 There is no direct material financial impact as a result of this report. All parking revenue                

income and surplus are utilised within the conditions specified in the s55 of the Road               

and Traffic Regulation Act (1984).  

 
6. COMMENTS OF THE DIRECTOR OF LEGAL AND GOVERNANCE 

 
6.1 This is a stage 1 consultation report on the proposed Parking Zone V. 

 
6.2 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”). 

 
6.3 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 provision of suitable and adequate parking facilities on and 

off the highway. 

 
6.4 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. 

 
6.5 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; 

 
6.6 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. 

 
6.7 With regards to the consultation for the proposed Parking Zone V as 70% of 

residents in the area are not supporting the introduction of parking controls the 

Council have determined not to proceed with Parking Zone V. However, Parking 

Services intend to extend the nearby Parking Zone G boundary to include the 

four roads where the residents were in favour of the proposed parking controls.  

 
6.8 The exercise of powers contained in the 1984 Act relating to parking is an 

executive function. 

 



6.9 Consulting on new parking controls to facilitate the discharge of the Council’s 

parking functions under the 1984 Act and introducing controlled parking zones 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 these 

proposed changes to the Group Director for Neighbourhoods and Housing in 

accordance with paragraph 3.5.1 of Part 3 of the Council’s Constitution. 
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APPENDIX 1: Zone V 
Stage 1 Consultation in proposed zone V area. 

1 Feedback Analysis 
1.1 Response 

We consulted 6296 households and businesses and received 1657 completed          
questionnaires making an overall response rate of 26%. This was well above the             
average response rate of 12% for this type of consultation. Out of the 1657 responses               
91 were duplicate responses so have not been included in the feedback. A breakdown              
of the valid responses on a street by street basis can be found in [Table 1]. 

Table 1: Response to the Stage 1 consultation 

 

 Responses 
ROAD NAME Sent Received % 
AMHURST PARK 759 100 13.18% 
BERGHOLT CRESCENT 63 23 36.51% 
BETHUNE ROAD 660 147 22.27% 
COLBERG PLACE 63 58 92.06% 
CRANWICH ROAD 239 71 29.71% 
DENVER ROAD 66 19 28.79% 
DEVAN GROVE 220 21 9.55% 
DUNSMURE ROAD 211 64 30.33% 
DURLEY ROAD 131 53 40.46% 
EAST BANK 142 44 30.99% 
FAIRHOLT CLOSE 12 11 91.67% 
FAIRHOLT ROAD 140 186 132.86% 
GLASERTON ROAD 51 15 29.41% 
GRANGECOURT ROAD 17 10 58.82% 
GUINNESS TRUST BUILDINGS 353 7 1.98% 
HEATHLAND ROAD 103 71 68.93% 
HILLSIDE ROAD 7 5 71.43% 
HINDHEAD CLOSE 64 0 0.00% 
HOLMLEIGH ROAD 155 115 74.19% 
HURSTDENE GARDENS 22 7 31.82% 
LEATHERHEAD CLOSE 68 0 0.00% 
LEWIS GARDENS 155 16 10.32% 



LINTHORPE ROAD 137 46 33.58% 
LORDSHIP ROAD 2 7 350.00% 
MANOR ROAD 581 129 22.20% 
NEW RIVER WAY 25 1 4.00% 
NEWNTON CLOSE 38 0 0.00% 
NORTHDENE GARDENS 16 7 43.75% 
NORTHFIELD ROAD 136 48 35.29% 
PAGET ROAD 41 29 70.73% 
RAV PINTER CLOSE 10 0 0.00% 
REIZEL CLOSE 43 1 2.33% 
ROYAL CLOSE 31 3 9.68% 
SEVEN SISTERS ROAD 63 4 6.35% 
SHUSHAN CLOSE 13 2 15.38% 
ST ANDREWS GROVE 57 37 64.91% 
ST ANDREWS MEWS 70 17 24.29% 
ST KILDAS ROAD 143 55 38.46% 
STAMFORD HILL 369 59 15.99% 
STANARD CLOSE 14 1 7.14% 
WEST BANK 132 38 28.79% 
WILDERTON ROAD 53 20 37.74% 
WOODBERRY DOWN ESTATE 620 18 2.90% 
WOODBERRY GROVE 1 1 100.00% 
Grand Total 6296 1566 24.87% 
 
Excludes duplicate responses, those from outside the area and unknown address 
 

Table 2: Methods of response 

 Feedback Method 

Paper Q Online Q Email/Letter/ 
Phone etc. 

Zone V 63% 36% 0 
Excludes duplicate responses, those from outside the area and unknown address 
 

1.2 Zone V - Support for parking controls on your road 

From the 1566 responses received, 98% of respondents (1537) answered this question.  

Majority (70%) of responses were not in favour of parking controls on their road. When               

analysed on a street by street basis, 3 of the 44 roads consulted were in favour of                 



parking controls. A breakdown of responses on a street by street basis can be found               

below in Table 3. 

 

Table 3: Support for parking controls on your road (see figure 1) 

 
 Total Responses % Responses 
Address - Street Name Yes No Yes No 
AMHURST PARK 34 60 36% 64% 
BERGHOLT CRESCENT 5 17 23% 77% 
BETHUNE ROAD 64 80 44% 55% 
COLBERG PLACE 2 55 3% 96% 
CRANWICH ROAD 25 46 35% 65% 
DENVER ROAD 4 15 21% 79% 
DEVAN GROVE 12 9 57% 43% 
DUNSMURE ROAD 12 52 19% 81% 
DURLEY ROAD 20 31 39% 61% 
EAST BANK 6 37 14% 86% 
FAIRHOLT CLOSE 10 1 91% 9% 
FAIRHOLT ROAD 49 137 26% 74% 
GLASERTON ROAD 2 13 13% 87% 
GRANGECOURT ROAD 0 10 0% 100% 
GUINNESS TRUST 
BUILDINGS 2 5 29% 71% 
HEATHLAND ROAD 15 56 21% 79% 
HILLSIDE ROAD 1 4 20% 80% 
HOLMLEIGH ROAD 13 99 12% 88% 
HURSTDENE GARDENS 1 6 14% 86% 
LEWIS GARDENS 3 12 20% 80% 
LINTHORPE ROAD 21 24 47% 53% 
LORDSHIP ROAD 2 5 29% 71% 
MANOR ROAD 49 77 39% 61% 
NEW RIVER WAY 1 0 100% 0% 
NORTHDENE GARDENS 2 5 29% 71% 
NORTHFIELD ROAD 8 40 17% 83% 
PAGET ROAD 4 25 14% 86% 
REIZEL CLOSE 0 1 0% 100% 
ROYAL CLOSE 1 2 33% 67% 
SEVEN SISTERS ROAD 0 2 0% 50% 
SHUSHAN CLOSE 0 2 0% 100% 



ST ANDREWS GROVE 14 23 38% 62% 
ST ANDREWS MEWS 5 12 29% 71% 
ST KILDAS ROAD 20 33 38% 62% 
STAMFORD HILL 14 43 25% 75% 
STANARD CLOSE 0 1 0% 100% 
WEST BANK 14 23 38% 62% 
WILDERTON ROAD 3 17 15% 85% 
WOODBERRY DOWN 
ESTATE 10 8 56% 44% 
WOODBERRY GROVE 0 1 0% 100% 
Grand Total 448 1089 30% 70% 
  
Excludes duplicate responses, those from outside the area and unknown address. 
 
 

1.3 Zone V - Support for parking controls if implemented on nearby 
roads. 

Out of the 1566 responses received, 1526 (97%) respondents answered the question            

regarding the support for parking controls if implemented on nearby roads. 

When asked if they would be in favour of controls on their road if they were                

implemented on nearby roads, the overall majority feedback (69%) was not in favour of              

parking controls. When analysed on a street by street basis, the number of roads in               

favour of parking controls reduced from 3 roads to 2 roads. 

The feedback from the rest of the area remained the same. A breakdown of responses               

by street can be found in Table 4 below. 

 
Table 4 – Support for controls on nearby roads 
Lordship road 
 
 Total Responses % Responses 
Address - Street Name Yes No Yes No 
AMHURST PARK 34 59 37% 63% 
BERGHOLT CRESCENT 7 15 32% 68% 
BETHUNE ROAD 65 77 46% 54% 
COLBERG PLACE 2 55 4% 96% 
CRANWICH ROAD 28 42 40% 60% 
DENVER ROAD 7 12 37% 63% 



DEVAN GROVE 13 8 62% 38% 
DUNSMURE ROAD 11 51 18% 82% 
DURLEY ROAD 22 30 42% 58% 
EAST BANK 9 33 21% 79% 
FAIRHOLT CLOSE 10 1 91% 9% 
FAIRHOLT ROAD 48 137 26% 74% 
GLASERTON ROAD 4 11 27% 73% 
GRANGECOURT ROAD 0 10 0% 100% 
GUINNESS TRUST 
BUILDINGS 2 5 29% 71% 
HEATHLAND ROAD 14 56 20% 80% 
HILLSIDE ROAD 1 4 20% 80% 
HOLMLEIGH ROAD 15 95 14% 86% 
HURSTDENE GARDENS 1 6 14% 86% 
LEWIS GARDENS 3 12 20% 80% 
LINTHORPE ROAD 21 25 46% 54% 
LORDSHIP ROAD 2 5 29% 71% 
MANOR ROAD 48 77 38% 62% 
NEW RIVER WAY 0 1 0% 100% 
NORTHDENE 
GARDENS 4 3 57% 43% 
NORTHFIELD ROAD 8 40 17% 83% 
PAGET ROAD 4 24 14% 86% 
REIZEL CLOSE 0 1 0% 100% 
ROYAL CLOSE 1 2 33% 67% 
SEVEN SISTERS ROAD 0 2 0% 100% 
SHUSHAN CLOSE 0 2 0% 100% 
ST ANDREWS GROVE 14 23 38% 62% 
ST ANDREWS MEWS 6 11 35% 65% 
ST KILDAS ROAD 20 31 39% 61% 
STAMFORD HILL 14 44 24% 76% 
STANARD CLOSE 0 1 0% 100% 
WEST BANK 15 23 39% 61% 
WILDERTON ROAD 5 15 25% 75% 
WOODBERRY DOWN 
ESTATE 11 7 61% 39% 
WOODBERRY GROVE 0 1 0% 100% 
Grand Total 469 1057 31% 69% 
 
Excludes duplicate responses, those from outside the area and unknown address 
 



 

1.4 General Comments about Proposed Design 

These include comments received on the completed questionnaires. Many respondents          
provided more than one type of comment in their feedback. The most frequent             
comments are set out in Table 5 below. 

522 respondents provided general comment. Majority 39% stated that they were in            
favour of parking controls, 26% of respondents stated that they were not in favour of               
controls, 7% stated that there were road safety issues in the area, 6% stated that               
parking controls were a money making scheme by the Council and 3% stated that              
permits should be free for residents. See table 5 for a breakdown of the top 10                
comments. 

 

Table 5:  First 10 theme of comments 

 

Comment % 
In favour of parking controls 39% 
Not in favour of parking 
controls 26% 
Road safety concerns 7% 
Money making scheme 6% 
No issues with parking in my 
road 5% 
One hour controls 3% 
Short hours of operation 3% 
Free permits for residents 3% 
2 hour controls 2% 
Permit prices are too high 2% 

 

In addition to the above, some residents also commented on the hours of operation they               
would prefer for their area. See table 6 for a breakdown of comments relating to               
preferred hours of operation. 

 

Table 6:  Preferred hours of operation (comments) 



Preferred Hours % 
11am - 1pm 44% 
10am to 1pm 8% 
11am to noon 8% 
10am - 3pm 4% 
10am to 5pm 4% 
10am to noon 4% 
11am to 3pm 4% 
12 - 6 4% 
7am to 11am 4% 
7am to 1pm only 4% 
Half of zone should be 8.30 - 
18.30 
Other half of zone should be 
11am to midday 4% 
Mon to Fri hours 4% 
noon to 1pm 4% 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
APPENDIX 2: Road Accident Data 
Stage One Consultation in Zone V Area. 

 
 
 



 
APPENDIX 3: Consultation Documents 
Stage One Consultation in Zone V Area. 

 

 

 
 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



APPENDIX 4: Final Boundary 
Stage One Consultation in Zone V Area. 

 



 

APPENDIX 5: Equality Impact Assessment 
Stage One Consultation in Zone V Area. 

 

 
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 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: 
Stage One consultation in Zone V area. 
 
Purpose of this Equality Impact Assessment: 
Scheme to introduce parking controls  
 
Officer Responsible: (to be completed by the report author) 
Name: Olaseni Koya Ext: 8251 
Directorate: Neighbourhood and 
Housing 

Department/Division: Parking and Markets 
Services  

 
 
Director: Aled Richards Date: 17/01/2018 
 
Comment :  

http://staffroom.hackney.gov.uk/equalities-based-planning-and-decision-making


 
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 look at the possibility of introducing parking controls in                
the uncontrolled roads as a result of requests received from residents In the areas              
identified in accordance with the Council’s Parking and Enforcement Plan (2015 -            
2020) 

● Through localised consultations, residents and businesses are given the         
opportunity to have their say on the implementation of parking controls on their             
roads. 

 
2. Who are the main people that will be affected? Consider staff, residents, and other 

external stakeholders.  
 
 
Local residents, business owners, disabled motorists and the Emergency Services (Ambulance, 
Fire and Police) are the main people affected and consulted as part of the Stage One 
consultation process. 
 
 

3. What research or consultation(s) have been carried out? Please provide more 
details, together with a summary of what you learned. 

 
 
The project includes a consultation with all stakeholders on the proposals to consult the 
residents in the area on the introduction of parking controls.  
 
As part of the public consultation, local residents and businesses in the area are consulted 
and able to provide their feedback on the proposed scheme. Local residents and 
businesses will be sent consultation leaflets and questionnaires requesting for their 
feedback.  
 
 

4. Equality Impacts  
 
This section requires you to set out the positive and negative impacts that this decision or 

initiative will have on equalities.  
 
Detailed information on how to consider the impact on equalities is included in ‘Guidance on 

equalities based planning and decision making’ which can be downloaded from the intranet 
here.  

 

http://staffroom.hackney.gov.uk/equalities-based-planning-and-decision-making


 
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                 
introduction of parking controls. The consultations have a positive impact on all road users              
(motorists, pedestrians and cyclists) by creating a safer road environment and by creating             
parking restrictions which meet the needs of users.  
 
 
4 (b) What negative impact could there be overall, on different equality groups, and on 

cohesion and good relations? 
 
Where you identify potential negative impacts, you must explain how these are justified and/or 
what actions will be taken to eliminate or mitigate them. These actions should be included in the 
action plan.  
 
 
Opposition to parking related changes may affect all groups in some way. However, an 
open and transparent consultation process will help to ensure maximum response and 
allow all groups and stakeholders to address their concerns.  
 
 
. 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 Director is 
responsible for their implementation.  
 

No Objective Actions 

Outcomes 
highlighting 

how these will 
be monitored 

Timescales / 
Milestones 

Lead 
Officer 

1      
2      
3      
4      

mailto:equality.diversity@hackney.gov.uk


5      
6      
7      
8      
9      
10      
 
Remember 

● 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. 
 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


