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John Biggs (AM):  Just for interested members of the public, my job is to speak as Chairman 

of the Budget and Performance Committee at this stage and obviously that differs from perhaps 

the role I will carry out later on when we take perhaps slightly more party political positions. 

 

I want to just really start by thanking my colleagues on the Committee for our ability to 

overwhelmingly throughout the year address issues of budgetary scrutiny in a consensual way.  I 

wanted to also thank the Mayor’s office and the Mayor for their co-operation with our 

committee because our purpose is essentially to, on behalf of the Assembly, scrutinise the early 

versions of the budget, to ask probing questions.  That both helps to improve the Mayor’s 

budget, it also helps to furnish the political groups with better information so that we can better 

consider from a political perspective, as we are expected to, the Mayor’s proposals. 

 

The position we are in as a budget committee is we recognise that this is a difficult budgetary 

climate because of cutbacks in Government grant.  We are frustrated at the timing of this 

because, of course, it has been delayed because of delays in Government grant announcements.  

I think we are a little frustrated also that the Mayor can speak with confidence that he knows 

what the budget settlements are, whereas they have not actually been formally announced yet.   

So that does leave the Assembly in a slightly difficult position in terms of being able to properly 

scrutinise and hold to account what the Mayor is proposing to do.  I think that is an issue we 

need to return to.  It does mean the budgets in front of us are rather incomplete and I think that 

probably means that all the party groups, unless they have privileged information, have 

amendments which are based on an incomplete understanding of the Mayor’s budget. 

 

Running through the different parts of the Mayor’s Functional Bodies, we noticed, as a Budget 

and Performance Committee, that there is a significant cut in the grant funding for policing in 

the next year.  We recognise that the Mayor is changing the allocation of precept money to help 

cushion the effect of that but that, nevertheless, this does mean some downward pressure on 

police budgets which will have an impact on his ability to provide the level of cover that we 

would be used to having in London.  We will debate that at greater length later on. 

 

I think we note also that on the question of warranted officers - some warranted officers not 

being full-time officers are not quite the same as other full-time warranted officers - and that is 

a matter that maybe can be discussed later on. 

 

On the TfL budget, we continue to be frustrated that the TfL budgets are somewhat out of sync 

with the budget making of the Assembly and so we have seen what approximately seem to be 

the TfL’s proposals for budgets in the next year.  Even more frustrating is that the LDA budget 

is incomplete because we do not know what that is.  We are reassured by some of the 

statements of the Mayor about what he wants to fund but we do need to see further what the 

detail of that might be. 



 

 

 

On the fire service budgets, we have looked at that in some detail and we do acknowledge as a 

Committee that its reserves can be used to help other parts of the Greater London Assembly 

(GLA) family in the coming year.  But we note also that the backdated budget settlement, the 

back-loaded budget settlement for fire means that in future years, next year and the year after 

that, there are some pretty awful decisions, potentially, for the fire service and we would like to 

have a transparent debate within the GLA about the implications of that for fire cover in 

London.  Let us see how that rolls out in the coming year. 

 

The other comments I think we would want to make is that TfL has enormous ambitions to 

make back office savings through efficiencies and the GLA family as a whole, through shared 

services.  We have not yet seen the evidence that these are going to bear all of the fruit that 

they promise, although we take it at face value that they will do.  So we commend our reports 

to the Assembly.  

 

If you look at the Mayor’s budget today, it does cover our key recommendations.  We made four 

in our recent report and we are grateful that the Mayor has addressed those.  This is a 

somewhat surreal experience for me because I always stand in this Chamber in a slightly less 

bureaucratic fashion.  But can I thank my Members of the Committee for their help in producing 

our budget responses and may it shed further light on today’s deliberations.  

 


