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Report to the Assembly on the Mayor’s Draft 
Consolidated Budget for 2011 – 2012 

 
 
Report to:  London Assembly  
 
Date:  10 February 2011 
 
Report of: Liberal Democrat group 
 
 
Proposed by: Mike Tuffrey 
 
Seconded by: Caroline Pidgeon 
 

 

PART A: INTRODUCTION & COMMENTARY1 

 

The Liberal Democrat budget invests more resources in essential frontline services in 
policing, transport and the environment, cuts wasteful expenditure and ensures no rise 
in the GLA’s share of the Council Tax. 
 
In summary, we seek to: 

 

 Protect the structure of Safer Neighbourhood Teams to maintain 
neighbourhood policing while consultation continues; increase resources for 
neighbourhoods most at risk of gun and knife crime; expand police work in 
combating child trafficking; and reduce spending on press officers and perks for 
senior officers.  

 Bring in a better fares package: the One Hour Bus Ticket to mitigate the 
effect on Londoners of the large fare rises on London’s bus network; and re-
introduce Zone 2 to 6 and 2 to 9 Travelcards, so that those in Outer London are 
not forced to pay Zone 1 fares when they don’t need to. 

 Provide support for sustainable travel and better river services. 

 Ensure that vital initiatives to take forward environmental projects in London 
are protected and improved, including speeding up the rate at which London’s 
buses and taxis become cleaner and studying the feasibility of a Clean Air Zone. 

 Take effective action to build more affordable housing in London and speed 
up the creation of an integrated housing and regeneration function at City Hall.  

 Cut waste at City Hall and ensure that the lowest paid are properly rewarded. 
 
Our budget package will cost a Band D Council Tax payer £309.82, so ensuring no rise 
in the GLA precept. 

 

                                                 
1 This report is made up of two Parts, A and B.  The text in Part A does not form part of the 

formal budget amendments, which are set out in Part B. 
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Sustaining London’s emergency services and investing in their future 

 
Scrutiny of the MPA’s large budget has been hindered this year by the poor level and 
late provision of information to Authority Members. The changes in spending we want 
the MPA to make include: 
 

 Continue funding sergeant posts in Safer Neighbourhood Teams across London 
while consultation on the future structure continues so as not to pre-empt the 
review and close off options. The saving from removing 300 police sergeants by 
the end of 2013/14 has been estimated at £15million so we would restore 
£4.5million to the MPA’s budget to ensure continuity of neighbourhood 
policing. 

 

 Increase funding of £6.7million for SNTs in 20 neighbourhoods most at risk from 
gun and knife crime, to allow flexible shift patterns and additional hours. 

 

 Put £1.4million in expanding the Paladin team of officers who work to stem the 
flow of children being trafficked into the UK. 

 

 Reduce the number of Commander posts by 50% over a 3 year period.  This 
would save £900,000 in the financial year 2011/12. 

 

 A £5.67 million reduction in the Metropolitan Police’s Directorate of Public 
Affairs budget and in its 70 strong staff team, cutting press officer numbers. 

 

The net cost of these changes is £4.08million, to be funded by an increase in the MPA’s 
share of the precept, with a balancing amount of £4.08million from LFEPA’s reserves to 
support these changes. 
 
In the LFEPA budget we will propose at the Authority meeting in March to provide 
additional support for the LIFE scheme - a well-regarded initiative that allows teenagers 
referred by youth offending services to spend a week working alongside firefighters, 
learning about personal responsibility, teamwork and basic firefighting.  The scheme is 
co-funded by boroughs and charities. To ensure this investment in fire risk reduction is 
maintained in the current tight financial settlement, we will urge LFEPA when setting its 
final budget in March to invest £500,000 from its reserves so that this important project 
can continue operating. 
 

Keeping London Moving 
 
Our budget changes the priorities within Transport for London’s budget and moves 
ahead with important initiatives.  
 

 Introduce a ‘One Hour’ bus ticket, a fair way to charge passengers who have to 
take more than one bus in order to reach their destination – included in the 
2012 fares package from January. 

 

 Reintroduce Zone 2-6 and 2-9 Travelcards immediately, which would cost less 
than £1m, but save passengers, who do not need to travel into Zone 1 paying 
higher fares. 
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 Kick start work to clean up London’s bus and taxi fleet to improve air quality 
and fund a feasibility study into a central London Clean Air Zone. 

 

 Promote walking, cycling and other sustainable transport initiatives. 
 

 Support river transport. 
 
These costs will be met by withdrawing the free travel for TfL staff nominees, reducing 
management consultancy costs and delaying the roll out of the next phases of Cycle 
Superhighways.  

 
 

Cutting wasteful expenditure and delivering on the environment and housing  
 
Core Greater London Authority 
 

 Honour the commitment made by the Assembly’s cross party Business 
Management and Administration Committee to award all GLA staff on Grade 3 
or below who are earning less than £23,000 pa - a pay rise of 4.6%, at a cost of 
£50,000. This mirrors the payments being made to low paid staff in the Civil 
Service 

 

 Ensure the continuity of important environmental projects currently funded by 
the LDA, including the RE:NEW (homes retrofit), RE:FIT (public buildings 
retrofit) and Low Carbon Zones programmes and especially ensuring the 
retention of specialist staff, by creating a transitional fund of £6million within 
the £12.8million already provided in the GLA budget. 

 

 Maintain and increase investment in affordable housing, particularly to attract 
private sector investment, by guaranteeing the £740,000 currently at risk for the 
London Housing Company. The priority for 2011/12 must be to bring into 
productive use the LDA land assets for affordable housing in London – a first 
step to an accelerated housing and regeneration function at City Hall. 

 

 Ensure existing marketing budgets are truly focussed on promoting London, as 
this function transfers from the LDA, and ensure that LOCOG starts actively 
marketing London ahead of the 2012 Games 

 
These measures will be funded by a £50,000 reduction in the use of temporary staff 
which in the financial year 2010/11 cost the GLA £1.5million, and by refocusing 
spending already in the core GLA budget.  
 
Effective scrutiny for Londoners  
 
This year the London Assembly’s budget is separately identified. The Assembly has 
proposed reductions so spending is effectively frozen – a real terms efficiency gain – at 
a time when the GLA’s responsibilities and its £13 billion overall budget are growing. 
The Assembly must continue to examine its effectiveness and to demonstrate it delivers 
value-for-money public accountability. 
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Explanatory notes to our proposals 

 
Metropolitan Police Budget Proposals  

Increased expenditure –  
Liberal Democrat proposals 

Additional cost 
2011/12 

Explanatory 
notes 

Reverse the proposed deletion of 100 Sergeant 
posts from Safer Neighbourhood Teams in 2011/12, 
since Safer Neighbourhood Policing has been hugely 
popular with all communities in London, and one of the 
MPS’s greatest success stories.  

£4.5 million Note 1 

Increased resources for selected Safer 
Neighbourhood Teams (SNT) 
We believe that the current model of Safer 
Neighbourhood Teams just working day shifts needs to 
be augmented in those Boroughs with highest incidence 
of knife and gun crime. We therefore propose providing 
funding to allow more flexible shift patterns and 
additional hours of working in these areas. 

£6.7 million Note 2 

Additional police to deal with child trafficking 
The practice of trafficking children to the UK continues to 
cause real concern. In particular, at main transport hubs 
such as St Pancras, and Heathrow. A small team (known 
as Paladin) consisting of police and immigration officers 
do excellent work trying to stem the flow. We believe it is 
essential to expand the Paladin team, to enable rail entry 
points to London to be more appropriately policed. 

£1.4 million Note 3 

Total additional spending  £12.6 million  

   

Liberal Democrat proposals for savings 
in the MPA 

Identified 
Savings 
2010/11 

 

Explanatory 
notes 

Reduce payments to the Association of Chief Police 
Officers (ACPO) and institute a review of all the services 
contracted by the MPS to ACPO to ensure value for 
money. 

£500,000 Note 4 

Reduce spending in the Directorate of Public Affairs. We 
believe that the budget can be cut, and the number of 
press officers should be significantly reduced from 74 to 
10.  

£5.67 million Note 5 

Reduction in the number of Commander Posts by 50% 
over a three-year period. This excludes Borough 
Commanders, who are generally of the rank Chief 
Superintendent. 

£900,000 Note 6 

Reduction in the MPS’s use of consultants by 50%. £1.45million Note 7 

Liberal Democrat proposals for savings  £8.52million  
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Metropolitan Police Budget Proposals cont.. 
 
Note 1 Plans presented to the Metropolitan Police Authority in January 2011 include the proposal to remove 

100 Sergeants from Safer Neighbourhood Teams, at a saving of £4.5 million in 2011/12. We believe 
Sergeants are an essential element of Safer Neighbourhood Teams, and we would therefore reverse 
this proposal.  

Note 2 We would fund four additional Safer Neighbourhood Teams in five of the Boroughs with the highest 
incidences of gun/knife crime. We have assumed the following costs for each additional Safer 
Neighbourhood Team: 
 

Rank and number  Salary including on costs Total Cost 

1 Sergeant £80,000 £80,000 

2 Police Constables £60,000 £120,000 

3 PCSOs £45,000 £135,000 

 TOTAL £335,000 

 
Total cost of 20 extra Safer Neighbourhood Teams (4 teams in each of 5 Boroughs) is £6.7 million. 

Note 3 We propose to expand the existing Paladin team by funding the following additional posts: 
 

 Cost including overheads 

3 Detective Sergeant £240,000 

8 Detective Constables  £480,000 

Total £720,000 

 
Current MPS proposals would delete the existing post of Detective Inspector within the Paladin Team. 
We would re-instate this position, and have allowed £100,000 for this including on-costs. 
 
In addition, we have allowed £580,000 to be used for appropriate accommodation for the team in 
key locations. 
 
TOTAL PALADIN COST:  £1,400,000 

Note 4 The MPA is currently withholding its subscription payment of £180,000 to ACPO.  We would institute 
a review of all services currently supplied to the MPA/MPS by ACPO to reduce payments by at least 
£500,000 in the year 2011/12. 

Note 5 The budget for the Directorate of Public Affairs in 2010/11 is £6.7 million, with 74 staff. We would 
reduce this to: 
 

Salary level Salary plus on costs Number of staff Total Cost 

£100,000 £200,000 1 £200,000 

£60,000 £120,000 5 £600,000 

£40,000 £80,000 1 £80,000 

£25,000 £50,000 3 £150,000 

 TOTAL: 10 £1,030,000 

 
Saving would therefore be £5,670,000. We suggest that any redundancy payments be treated in the 
same way as existing MPS redundancy payments, i.e. through earmarked reserves. 

Note 6 The intention would be that by the end of 2013/14 the number of Commander posts will be reduced 
by half. 5 Commander posts would be lost in 2011/12. A Commander’s salary starts at c. £90,000. 
With on-costs this would be £180,000, so there would be a saving of £900,000 in the year 2011/12. 

Note 7 In 2010/11 the Met was budgeted to spend £2.7m on consultants, with a forecasted spend of £2.9 
million. In keeping with central government drives we would reduce the amount spent by 50%, saving 
£1.45 million. 
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Transport for London Budget Proposals 

Liberal Democrat Proposals:  
Increased expenditure 

Additional cost 

2011/12 

Explanatory 
notes 

A ‘One Hour’ bus ticket for London 

The ‘One Hour’ bus ticket is a fair way to charge 
passengers who have to take more than one bus in order 
to reach their destination.  Tube passengers already enjoy 
this service and it is only right that London bus 
passengers can enjoy a time limited bus ticket, as 
passengers do in many other cities.  We would introduce 
this scheme with the next fares package in January 2012. 

£15million Note 1 

Bring back the outer London Travelcards 

The recent fares announcements for 2011 saw the 
removal of the Zones 2-6 and 2-9 Travelcards.  This 
penalises those who live in outer London, forcing many to 
pay for travel in Zone 1 which they don’t need.  We would 
reintroduce these Travelcards immediately. 

£1million Note 2 

Tackling poor air quality 

Air quality in London remains dangerously polluted, with 
London facing the prospect of large fines from the EU if 
action is not taken quickly.  Radical proposals are needed 
in order to tackle poor air quality. 

We would fund specialist research and development work 
to be carried out in expanding the number of electric 
vehicles in use in the public sector, and to conduct in-
depth feasibility studies into the use of electric vehicles 
for London’s bus and taxi fleet. 

We would also fund a feasibility study to set up a Clean 
Air Zone for central London, as London’s air quality 
continues to break health-based legal limits, focusing 
action where the problem is worst. 

 

£350,000 Note 3 

Sustainable travel fund 

We would introduce a fund for small grants available to 
schools, businesses and other community organizations to 
encourage people to walk and cycle, to help relieve the 
pressure on the current transport system, improve air 
quality and encourage healthy living.  

 

£2million Note 4 

Ensuring cycling investment really works 

The initial two pilot Cycle Superhighways are still at their 
early stage.  We believe that the pilot superhighways 
need to be fully evaluated over the year, to assess what 
has worked and not worked from the £23million 

£5million  
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investment before any further cycle superhighways are 
completed and rolled out.  We also believe that money 
will need to be spent adjusting the existing pilot routes to 
ensure they are as safe as possible for cyclists, particularly 
at some of the complex junctions.  

London Promenade Scheme 

The Thames and the river walkway should be accessible 
for all Londoners.  The London Promenade is a proposal 
to broaden and improve the two and a half kilometres of 
walkway from Gabriel’s Wharf to Butler’s Wharf on the 
South Bank.  This would encourage more people to walk 
to reach destinations up and down the Thames.  We 
would fund a feasibility study looking at the business and 
economic case for this project.   

 

£30,000 Note 5 

Support for River transport  

Passenger use of the River Thames plays an important 
part in London’s transport network.  Despite the Mayor’s 
River Concordat in November 2009, progress remains 
slow on fully integrating river services to make them 
accessible to both the leisure and commuter market.  

We will fund work on branding piers, trialing a system of 
contactless payment, developing real time information at 
piers, reviewing maps, bringing back evening river services 
and reviewing the subsidy for services.  

We propose a real revolution in promoting and 
encouraging the use of services on the river. 

£5million  

Total Expenditure £28,380,000  

 

 

Liberal Democrat proposals:  
savings 

Identified 

Savings 

2011/12 

Explanatory 
notes 

Delaying the roll out of Cycle Superhighways - 
routes 2 and 8 and 5 and 12  

From evidence gathered by the Transport Committee in 
the publication ‚Pedal Power‛, (November 2010), we 
are concerned that the cycle superhighways are being 
rolled out without a full evaluation and any 
modifications to the style that may be needed. 

We are therefore delaying the second phase of 
construction of cycle superhighways 2 and 8 and the 
design phase for routes 5 and 12. 

£10million Note 6 
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We will carry out a full evaluation of the initial two pilot 
routes and will ensure learning takes place to help 
shape the next four routes.  

Removing TfL Staff Nominee Travel 

At this time of tight financial settlements we think 
resources are better allocated to delivering services.  TfL 
employees would retain their right to free travel 
themselves, but their right to nominate one other 
person of their choice to travel for free would be 
withdrawn.  We would introduce this from October 
2011. 

£14.94million Note 7 

Reduction in Management Consultancy 

We would reduce just under 10% from the budget for 
management consultants. 

£3.44million Note 8 

Total savings 2011/12 £28,380,000  

 

Note 1 There were in the region of 450 million PAYG bus journeys in 2009/10, the 
latest figures available. According to TfL around 18% of these passengers 
went on to make a 2nd bus journey within the hour.  

18% of 450 million at £1.30 = £105million a year (Mayor’s Question 
3210/2010), but taking the daily cap into account, TfL advise us the cost 
would be £60million per year. 

Therefore aiming to introduce the One Hour Bus Ticket to start with the next 
fares package in January 2012: 

£60 million/4 = £15million 

Note 2 In answer to Mayor’s question 3889/2010, the Mayor replied that TfL 
estimated  that it would cost less than £1million per year to reintroduce 
Zone 2-6 and 2-9 Travelcards.  This includes lowering the cap on Oyster. 

Note 3 For consultation, design and planning of low carbon public service vehicle 
provision – including Electric Vehicles.  This estimate was taken from a 
leading Environmental Scientist, specialising in air quality and also includes 
funding for a study into a Clean Air Zone. 

Note 4 100 x £20,000 grants available for schools, community organisations or 
businesses to promote sustainable travel, for example walking, cycling or car-
share for employees. 

Note 5 See London Assembly Transport Committee report “Walk This Way” 
(Rapporteur Caroline Pidgeon AM), page 26 for further details.  Costings of 
the feasibility study were supplied from Thames Promenade Limited. 

Note 6 
Figures taken from Mayor’s Question No: 5/2011 

How many Cycle Superhighways are planned for the next financial year and 
at what cost? Caroline Pidgeon 

Written answer from the Chair and the Commissioner 
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Two Barclays Cycle Superhighways are scheduled to open in financial year 
2011/12: Route 8 (Wandsworth to Westminster), and Route 2 (Bow to 
Aldgate).  The total combined budget for these routes is some 
£22.33million, which includes infrastructure and supporting measures costs, 
as well as an allowance for risk and contingency. 

Further information from TfL has confirmed that in the 2011/12 financial 
year £11.33million is due to be spent to complete the construction of routes 
2 and 8.  We would delay the final construction phase, pushing some spend 
into the 2012/13 financial year, making a saving of £5million. 

In the 2011/12 financial year design work is underway on routes 5 and 12.  
Design work is normally around 20% of the project, so delaying this for the 
year would save a further £5 million. 

Note 7 Abolishing TfL Staff Nominee Travel 
 
As of 7 December 2010, there are 14,827 Staff Nominee Oyster cards issued 
to TfL employees. The annual cost of the Zone 1 to 6 Travelcard offered to 
nominees is £2016.  The total is therefore £29,891,232 per annum.  
Under our proposals TfL Staff nominee’s travel would be withdrawn from the 
1st October 2011 therefore giving a saving of £14.94million in the financial 
year 2011/12. TfL staff will still retain their free Oyster cards. 

 

Note 8 Reduction in Management Consultancy 

TfL has budgeted for £36million for management consultancy. We have 
reduced this by just under 10% 
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LFEPA Budget Proposals  

Increased expenditure - Liberal Democrat 

proposals 

Additional 
Cost 
2010-11 

Explanatory 
Notes 

Transfer to the MPA 
With the need to support the budget of the MPA while 
investigations take place into the future structure of Safer 
Neighbourhood Teams, we would redirect money from 
LFEPA’s reserves to the MPA to support this work 

£4.08million Note 1 

Total Increased expenditure £4.08million  

Increased expenditure funded by:   

Liberal Democrat Proposals for savings in LFEPA Identified 
savings 
2010-11 

Explanatory 
note 

Use of excess LFEPA reserves 
LFEPA’s officers advise a prudent level of General 
Reserves for 2010-11 to be £10.9million.  However the 
Authority currently anticipates holding far more by the 
end of 2010 -11 

£4.08million Note 1 

Total Savings £4.08million  

 
 
Explanatory notes on identified savings 
 
 

Note 1 The 7% reserves that LFEPA hold compares to the 1.5% the MPA are 
suggesting.  The announcement of the local government finance settlement 
was favourable to LFEPA (because of the reworking of the distribution 
formula for the national fire grant) and the Authority has had a better 
settlement for next year (2012/13). 
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Greater London Authority Budget Proposals 
 

Increased expenditure Liberal Democrat proposal Additional cost  
2011/12 

Explanatory 
notes 

Award cost of living pay increase of 4% to the 
lowest paid staff at the GLA 
This would affect 45 members of staff. Such a move 
would be in keeping with the policy of national 
Government to protect the lowest paid working in the 
Civil Service.  
 

£50,000 Note 1 

Total additional expenditure 2011/12 £50,000  
Savings identified in the GLA:Liberal Democrat 
proposals 

Identified Savings 
2011/12 

Explanatory 
notes 

Reduce use of Temporary Staff 
In the financial year 2010/11 to date, for which we have 
figures available, the GLA spent £1,552,141.81 on agency 
and temporary agency staff. 

£50,000 
 
 

Note 2 
  

Total savings 2011/12 £50,000    
  

 

 
 Explanatory notes to our proposals 
 

Note 1 Assembly Members supported a motion on 19 January which called on the GLA’s chief 
executive to to award a 4% pay increase to the 45 GLA staff on Grade 3 and below.  
http://www.london.gov.uk/media/press_releases_london_assembly/assembly-backs-
modest-pay-rise-lowest-paid-gla-staff 
 

Note 2 In the financial year 2010/11 to date, for which we have figures available (i.e. Periods 1 to 
10, or 1 April 2010 to 8 January 2011), the GLA spent £1,552,141.81 on agency and 
temporary agency staff. Data from payments over £1000 and over £500 lists: 
http://www.london.gov.uk/who-runs-london/greater-london-authority/expenditure 

http://www.london.gov.uk/media/press_releases_london_assembly/assembly-backs-modest-pay-rise-lowest-paid-gla-staff
http://www.london.gov.uk/media/press_releases_london_assembly/assembly-backs-modest-pay-rise-lowest-paid-gla-staff
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PART B: Proposal to approve, with amendments, the Draft Consolidated 

Budget for the 2011-12 financial year for the Greater London Authority and 

the Functional Bodies. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

FORMAL BUDGET AMENDMENT  

1. The Mayor’s draft consolidated budget (together with the component budgets 

comprised within it) for 2011-12 be amended by the sum(s) shown in column number 3 

of the table for each constituent body, as set out and in accordance with the attached 

Schedule.   

(These sums are the calculations under sections 85(4) to (8) of the Greater London 

Authority Act 1999 (as amended) (‘The Act’) which give rise to each of the amounts 

mentioned in recommendations 2 and 3 below.) 

2. The calculations referred to in recommendation 1 above, give rise to a component 

budget requirement for 2011-12 for each constituent body as follows: 

Constituent body Component budget 

requirement 

Greater London Authority: Mayor of London £138,617,000 

Greater London Authority: London Assembly £8,000,000 

Metropolitan Police Authority £2,717,080,000 

London Fire and Emergency Planning Authority £405,320,000 

Transport for London £6,000,000 

London Development Agency £0 

 

3. The component budget requirements shown in recommendation 2 above, give rise to a 

consolidated budget requirement for the Authority for 2011-12 (shown at Line 55 in 

the attached Schedule) of - 

 

£ [3,275,017,000] 

 

BUDGET RELATED MOTIONS 

4. [WHERE APPLICABLE, INSERT ANY OTHER BUDGET RELATED MOTIONS REQUIRED] 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

NOTES:   

a. A simple majority of votes cast by Assembly members is required to approve any 
amendment to recommendations (1) to (3) above concerning the Draft 
Consolidated Budget; abstentions are not counted. 

b.  To approve the Draft Consolidated Budget, without amendment, only a simple 
majority of votes cast is required.  Again, abstentions are not counted.
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SCHEDULE 

 

Part 1: Greater London Authority: Mayor of London (‚Mayor‛) draft component 
budget requirement calculations 

 
NOTE: Amendments to the draft component budget will take effect as follows.  Where a figure 
is shown in column 3, the figure in column 2 is amended to the figure in column 3.  If no figure 
is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 shall be taken to apply un-amended.  If ‚nil‛ 
or ‚£0‛ is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 is amended to nil. 
 

1 2 3 4 

Line Mayor’s 
proposal 

Budget  
amendment 

Description 

(1) £212,696,000  estimated expenditure of the Mayor calculated in accordance 
with s85(4)(a) of the Act 

(2) £10,621,000  estimated allowance for contingencies for the Mayor under 
s85(4)(b) of the Act 

(3) £5,000,000  estimated reserves to be raised for meeting future expenditure 
of the Mayor under s85(4)(c) of the Act 

(4) £0  estimate of reserves to meet a revenue account deficit of the 
Mayor under s85(4)(d) of the Act 

(5) £228,317,000  aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in s85(4) of 
the Act for the Mayor (lines (1) + (2) + (3) + (4) above) 

(6) -£80,200,000  estimate of Mayor's income calculated in accordance with 
s85(5)(a) of the Act 

(7) -£9,500,000  estimate of Mayor’s reserves to be used in meeting amounts in 
lines (1) and (2) above under s85(5)(b) of the Act 

(8) -£89,700,000  aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in section 
85(5) of the Act for the Mayor (lines (6) + (7)) 

(9) £138,617,000  the component budget requirement for Mayor (being the 
amount by which the aggregate at (5) above exceeds the 
aggregate at (8) above calculated in accordance with section 
85(6) of the Act) 

 
The draft component budget requirement for the Mayor for 2011-12 is:  £138,617,000 
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Part 2: Greater London Authority: London Assembly (‚Assembly‛) draft component 
budget requirement calculations 

 
 
NOTE: Amendments to the draft component budget will take effect as follows.  Where a figure 
is shown in column 3, the figure in column 2 is amended to the figure in column 3.  If no figure 
is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 shall be taken to apply un-amended.  If ‚nil‛ 
or ‚£0‛ is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 is amended to nil. 
 

1 2 3 4 

Line Mayor’s  
proposal 

Budget 
amendment 

Description 

(10) £8,000,000  estimated expenditure of the Assembly for the year 
calculated in accordance with s85(4)(a) of the Act 

(11) £0  estimated allowance for contingencies for the Assembly 
under s85(4)(b) of the Act 

(12) £0  estimated reserves to be raised for meeting future 
expenditure of the Assembly under s85(4)(c) of the Act 

(13) £0  estimate of reserves to meet a revenue account deficit of 
the Assembly under s85(4)(d) of the Act 

(14) £8,000,000  aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in s85(4) of 
the Act for the Assembly (lines (10) + (11) + (12) + (13) 
above) 

(15) £0  estimate of the Assembly’s income calculated in accordance 
with s85(5)(a) of the Act 

(16) £0  estimate of the Assembly’s reserves to be used in meeting 
amounts in lines (10) and (11) above under s85(5)(b) of the 
Act 

(17) £0  aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in section 
85(5) of the Act for the Assembly (lines (15) + (16)) 

(18) £8,000,000  the draft component budget requirement for the Assembly 
(being the amount by which the aggregate at (14) above 
exceeds the aggregate at (17) above calculated in 
accordance with section 85(6) of the Act) 

 
The draft component budget requirement for the Assembly for 2011-12 is: £8,000,000 
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Part 3: Metropolitan Police Authority (‚MPA‛) draft 
component budget requirement calculations 

 
NOTE: Amendments to the draft component budget will take effect as follows.  Where a figure 
is shown in column 3, the figure in column 2 is amended to the figure in column 3.  If no figure 
is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 shall be taken to apply un-amended.  If ‚nil‛ 
or ‚£0‛ is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 is amended to nil. 
 

1 2 3 4 

Line Mayor’s  
proposal 

Budget 
amendment 

Description 

(19) £3,547,200,000 £3,551,280,000 estimated expenditure of the MPA for the year calculated in 
accordance with s85(4)(a) of the Act 

(20) £25,100,000  estimated allowance for contingencies for the MPA under 
s85(4)(b) of the Act 

(21) £0  estimated reserves to be raised for meeting future 
expenditure of the MPA under s85(4)(c) of the Act 

(22) £0  estimate of reserves to meet a revenue account deficit of the 
MPA under s85(4)(d) of the Act 

(23) £3,572,300,000 £3,576,380,000 aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in s85(4) of 
the Act for the MPA (lines (19) + (20) + (21) + (22) above) 

(24) -£824,500,000  estimate of the MPA’s income calculated in accordance with 
s85(5)(a) of the Act 

(25) -£34,800,000  estimate of MPA’s reserves to be used in meeting amounts in 
lines (19) and (20) above under s85(5)(b) of the Act 

(26) -£859,300,000  

 

aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in section 
85(5) of the Act for the MPA (lines (24) + (25)) 

(27) £2,713,000,000 £2,717,080,000 the draft component budget requirement for the MPA (being 
the amount by which the aggregate at (23) above exceeds 
the aggregate at (26) above calculated in accordance with 
section 85(6) of the Act) 

 
The draft component budget requirement for the MPA for 2011-12 is: £2,717,080,000 
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 Part 4: London Fire and Emergency Planning Authority (‚LFEPA‛) draft component 
budget requirement calculations 

 
NOTE: Amendments to the draft component budget will take effect as follows.  Where a figure 
is shown in column 3, the figure in column 2 is amended to the figure in column 3.  If no figure 
is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 shall be taken to apply un-amended.  If ‚nil‛ 
or ‚£0‛ is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 is amended to nil. 
 

1 2 3 4 

Line Mayor’s  
proposal 

Budget 
amendment 

Description 

(28) £459,600,000  estimated expenditure of LFEPA for the year calculated in 
accordance with s85(4)(a) of the Act 

(29) £0  estimated allowance for contingencies for LFEPA under 
s85(4)(b) of the Act 

(30) £0  estimated reserves to be raised for meeting future 
expenditure of LFEPA under s85(4)(c) of the Act 

(31) £0  estimate of reserves to meet a revenue account deficit of 
LFEPA under s85(4)(d) of the Act 

(32) £459,600,000  aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in s85(4) of 
the Act for LFEPA (lines (28) + (29) + (30) + (31) above) 

(33) -£30,900,000  estimate of LFEPA’s income calculated in accordance with 
s85(5)(a) of the Act 

(34) -£19,300,000 -£23,380,000 estimate of LFEPA’s reserves to be used in meeting amounts 
in lines (28) and (29) above under s85(5)(b) of the Act 

(35) -£50,200,000 -£54,280,000 aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in section 
85(5) of the Act for LFEPA (lines (33) + (34)) 

(36) £409,400,000 £405,320,000 the draft component budget requirement for LFEPA (being 
the amount by which the aggregate at (32) above exceeds 
the aggregate at (35) above calculated in accordance with 
section 85(6) of the Act) 

 
The draft component budget requirement for LFEPA for 2011-12 is: £405,320,000 
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Part 5: Transport for London (‚TfL‛) draft component budget requirement 
calculations 

 
NOTE: Amendments to the draft component budget will take effect as follows.  Where a figure 
is shown in column 3, the figure in column 2 is amended to the figure in column 3.  If no figure 
is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 shall be taken to apply un-amended.  If ‚nil‛ 
or ‚£0‛ is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 is amended to nil. 
 

1 2 3 4 

Line Mayor’s  
proposal 

Budget 
amendment 

Description 

(37) £8,441,000,000 £8,455,940,000 estimated expenditure of TfL for the year calculated in 
accordance with s85(4)(a) of the Act 

(38) £154,000,000  estimated allowance for contingencies for TfL under s85(4)(b) 
of the Act 

(39) £245,000,000  estimated reserves to be raised for meeting future expenditure 
of TfL under s85(4)(c) of the Act 

(40) £0  estimate of reserves to meet a revenue account deficit of TfL 
under s85(4)(d) of the Act 

(41) £8,840,000,000 £8,854,940,000 aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in s85(4) of 
the Act for TfL (lines (37) + (38) + (39) + (40) above) 

(42) -£8,834,000,000 -£8,848,940,000 estimate of TfL’s income calculated in accordance with 
s85(5)(a) of the Act 

(43) £0  estimate of TfL’s reserves to be used in meeting amounts in 
lines (37) and (38) above under s85(5)(b) of the Act 

(44) -£8,834,000,000 -£8,848,940,000 aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in section 
85(5) of the Act for TfL (lines (42) + (43)) 

(45) £6,000,000 £6,000,000 the component budget requirement for TfL (being the amount 
by which the aggregate at (41) above exceeds the aggregate 
at (44) above calculated in accordance with section 85(6) of 
the Act) 

 
The draft component budget requirement for TfL for 2011-12 is: £6,000,000 
 
 

 
 



 18 

 
Part 6: London Development Agency (‚LDA‛) draft component budget requirement 

calculations 
 
NOTE: Amendments to the draft component budget will take effect as follows.  Where a figure 
is shown in column 3, the figure in column 2 is amended to the figure in column 3.  If no figure 
is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 shall be taken to apply un-amended.  If ‚nil‛ 
or ‚£0‛ is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 is amended to nil. 
 

1 2 3 4 

Line Mayor’s  
Proposal 

Budget 
amendment 

Description 

(46) £213,700,000  estimated expenditure of the LDA for the year calculated in 
accordance with s85(4)(a) of the Act 

(47) £3,000,000  estimated allowance for contingencies for the LDA under 
s85(4)(b) of the Act 

(48) £0  estimated reserves to be raised for meeting future expenditure 
of the LDA under s85(4)(c) of the Act 

(49) £0  estimate of reserves to meet a revenue account deficit of the 
LDA under s85(4)(d) of the Act 

(50) £216,700,000  aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in s85(4) of 
the Act for the LDA (lines (46) + (47) + (48) + (49) above) 

(51) -£216,700,000  estimate of the LDA’s income calculated in accordance with 
s85(5)(a) of the Act 

(52) £0  estimate of the LDA’s reserves to be used in meeting amounts 
in lines (46) and (47) above under s85(5)(b) of the Act 

(53) -£216,700,000  aggregate of the amounts for the items set out in section 
85(5) of the Act for the LDA (lines (51) + (52)) 

(54) £0  the component budget requirement for the LDA (being the 
amount by which the aggregate at (50) above exceeds the 
aggregate at (53) above calculated in accordance with section 
85(6) of the Act) 

 
The draft component budget requirement for the LDA for 2011-2012 is: £0 
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Part 7: The Greater London Authority (‚GLA") draft consolidated budget requirement 
calculations 
 
NOTE: Amendments to the draft consolidated budget will take effect as follows.  Where a figure 
is shown in column 3, the figure in column 2 is amended to the figure in column 3.  If no figure 
is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 shall be taken to apply un-amended.  If ‚nil‛ 
or ‚£0‛ is shown in column 3, then the figure in column 2 is amended to nil. 
 
 

1 2 3 4 

Line Mayor’s proposed 
consolidated budget 
requirement 

Budget 
amendment’s 
proposed 
consolidated budget 
requirement 

Description 

(55) £3,275,017,000  the GLA’s consolidated budget 
requirement (the sum of the amounts in 
lines (9) + (18) + (27) + (36) + (45) + 
(54)) calculated in accordance with 
section 85(8) of the Act 

 
 
The draft consolidated budget requirement for 2011-12 is: £3,275,017,000. 
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