

Equality Impact Assessment Form 
Reference – 
	Department
	Place
	Version no
	0.1

	Assessed by
	Tiffany Lewis 
	Date created
	12.12.2023

	Approved by
	
	Date approved
	

	Updated by
	
	Date updated
	

	Final approval
	
	Date signed off
	



The Equality Act 2010 requires the Council to have due regard to the need to 

· eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation.
· advance equality of opportunity between different groups; and

· foster good relations between different groups.
Section 1: What is being assessed?
1.1 Name of proposal to be assessed: 
Standardisation of charges for permits, on street parking and within car parks.
1.2 Describe the proposal under assessment and what change it would result in if implemented.
 Introduce charging for resident and visitors permits and a standardised price for on street and off-street parking across the district.   
Section 2: What the impact of the proposal is likely to be.
2.1 Will this proposal advance equality of opportunity for people who share a protected characteristic and/or foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those that do not? If yes, please explain further.
No
2.2 Will this proposal have a positive impact and help to eliminate discrimination and harassment against, or the victimisation of people who share a protected characteristic? If yes, please explain further.
No
2.3 Will this proposal potentially have a negative or disproportionate impact on people who share a protected characteristic?  If yes, please explain further. 
Proposed increased charges are likely to impact lower income residents who are in areas with resident only parking on street. 

This proposal may impact residents who are disabled and who park on street.  
2.4
Please indicate the level of negative impact on each of the protected characteristics?

(Please indicate high (H), medium (M), low (L), no effect (N) for each) 

	Protected Characteristics:
	Impact

(H, M, L, N)

	Age
	L

	Disability
	L

	Gender reassignment
	N

	Race
	N

	Religion/Belief
	N

	Pregnancy and maternity
	N

	Sexual Orientation
	N

	Sex
	N

	Marriage and civil partnership
	N

	Additional Consideration:
	

	Low income/low wage
	L


2.5 
How could the disproportionate negative impacts be mitigated or eliminated? 
(Note: Legislation and best practice require mitigations to be considered, but need only be put in place if it is possible.) 
This proposal is about possible reductions in costs, there are negative impacts for those with low incomes and disabilities. 
There will be promotion of alternatives to car usage including public transport. 
For people with disabilities, this may require further consultation to understand any disproportionate impact they may potentially experience.  Blue badges will apply to residential parking. 
Section 3: Dependencies from other proposals 

3.1
Please consider which other services would need to know about your proposal and the impacts you have identified.  Identify below which services you have consulted, and any consequent additional equality impacts that have been identified. 
Projects and proposals will be delivered by Highways and Parking Services but the changes to the Traffic Regulation Orders (TROs) will involve a consultation process with the general public and equality impact will be assessed. 
Section 4: What evidence you have used?
4.1
What evidence do you hold to back up this assessment? 
There is a continual review of pricing for permits and Parking & Display (P&D) charges and usage carried out, and this informs the implementation of new pricing structures.

4.2
Do you need further evidence?

Response to the feedback and any additional evidence will be considered during the consultation. 
Section 5: Consultation Feedback

5.1
Results from any previous consultations prior to the proposal development.

None 
5.2
The departmental feedback you provided on the previous consultation (as at 
5.1).
N/A
5.3
Feedback from current consultation following the proposal development (e.g., following approval by Executive for budget consultation).
110 responses were received through the online survey.

Summary of feedback received: Unfair, pay council tax, object to cuts in Ilkley, disagreed with the permit scheme, not residents fault the council can’t manage its money should remain free, poorer won’t be able pay, don’t charge people to park outside their homes, Ilkley used as a cash cow.

Equality impacts: Low-income residents

Suggested changes from consultees to the proposals:

· Roll out into Steeton.

· Review home to school taxis

· Issue paper permits

· Charge for second cars only

· Get rid of the scheme.

· Charge people to park on their own driveways.
5.4
Your departmental response to the feedback on the current consultation (as at 5.3) – include any changes made to the proposal as a result of the feedback.
P6: (Permit charges)

Charges for resident and permits visitor are being introduced in line with other neighbouring authorities where the income is required for the continued delivery and maintenance of schemes across the district.

The proposed cost for residential permits equates to 67p per week, therefore does not prevent equitable access to those on low incomes from being able to park outside their homes. 

The Council actively promotes alternatives to car use including public transport which will work out cheaper than the costs for running a car.

P7: (On-street charges)

The proposal to bring Ilkley on-street charges in line with Bradford standardises on street charges across the district delivering a fair and consistent approach. 

Previous studies conducted in Ilkley indicated that pricing was not a barrier to parking with location and convienience being the main driver as to their choice of parking space.

Summary: The remainder of the feedback listed does not related directly to the proposals being discussed so would not form part of this consultation process.
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