
 

 

 

Appendix 3 

 

London Assembly (Plenary) – 14 November 2012 

 

Transcript of Agenda Item 5: Question and Answer Session – London Legacy 

Development Corporation (LLDC) 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):    Can we now go on to the second part of this morning’s business, 

which is a question and answer session with the London Legacy Development Corporation 

(LLDC) LLDC.  Can I ask the Assembly to welcome to the meeting the Mayor, Boris Johnson, in 

his capacity as chairman of the LLDC and Mr Dennis Hone, the interim Chief Executive of the 

LLDC, and both gentlemen are here to answer questions on the policies and work.  Sorry.  As I 

understand it, you were interim last week, Mr Mayor, but this week your post has been 

confirmed, so we congratulate you on your appointment.  That was not brought to my attention 

before.  It was remiss of the Mayor, clearly.  

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  It is always the Mayor’s fault! 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  It is always the Mayor’s fault in this chamber!  I congratulate you 

and welcome and thank you for joining us this morning to answer questions on the policies and 

the work of the LLDC. 

 

Before we turn to the published questions for this session, I will receive a short opening 

statement and then any questions that Members have on this statement we will take at the end.  

So can I call on the Mayor to make his opening statement? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Thank you very much, Jennette.  I think everybody here 

would agree that this year the world saw London deliver one of the greatest, if not the greatest 

ever, Olympic and Paralympic Games.  We are now further ahead than any host city has been in 

the history of those Games in delivering a physical and economic legacy that will provide jobs 

and growth for London. 

 

Of the eight venues of the Olympic and Paralympic Games, six have their futures already 

assured and we are in advanced negotiations on the other two.  We will deliver, as we have 

promised for a long time, 7,000 homes in the Park.  Qatari Diar and Delancey, as everybody 

knows, have already secured the Athletes’ Village and in August we appointed as developers 

Taylor Wimpey together with L&Q to develop Chobham Manor.  We will have 8,000 jobs in the 

Park and of course in the process of getting those homes built, getting the Park ready, there will 

be jobs in construction as well.  500 people are already on site and at the peak of construction 

there will be about 2,500 people working to build out those five new neighbourhoods for 

London.  We have apprentices already on site and we are committing to paying the London 

living wage. 

 

I thought it might be helpful to the Assembly if I just ran through the timetable of the opening 

of the Park and the unveiling of what we are doing over the next few months and years.  Early 



 

 

next year in the spring of next year we hope to reopen the Orbit.  On 27 July 2013 the Park will 

be reopened in the sense that the parklands and the Copper Box will be available and we expect 

to have quite a lot of fanfare and excitement about that reopening.  In August 2013 there will 

be the Ride London event, a fantastic festival of cycling for which people are already signing up 

and in which I have been personally co-opted into participating.  In September 2013 the 

Chobham Academy and the Sir Ludwig Guttmann Health Centre open in the East Village.  In 

autumn 2013 construction begins on Chobham Manor.  In January 2014 the Lea Valley Velopark 

opens. 

 

In spring 2014 the Queen Elizabeth Olympic Park fully reopens.  That is to say the 

Aquatic Centre, the Orbit and the South Park Plaza space will be open to the public.  This is an 

attraction that I think Members of this Assembly may not yet know much about.  This is 

designed by James Corner, the architect who produced the High Line in New York.  I think it will 

add real interest to that part of the Olympic Park with a series of beautifully designed “rooms”, 

as they are called, which will be one of the features and the attractions of that part of the park. 

 

By 2015, 2016 at the latest, the Stadium will reopen.  We have announced already that London 

will be staging the World Athletics Championships in 2017 and we are today announcing that we 

are bidding also for the International Paralympic Athletics Competition as well.  Today we are 

announcing that bus tours will be running for Londoners until the opening on 27 July so that 

everybody and the world can see what we are doing to get the park ready. 

 

I think we gave the world a Games that Londoners were very proud of and we are now creating 

a legacy that I think Londoners will be very proud of, a Park that will be a truly remarkable and 

exciting place to live in and to work in, a Park that helps to transform east London.  I would 

humbly remind anybody tempted to be sceptical about our ambitions and what we will achieve 

in legacy that they were wrong about the Olympic Games and they will be wrong about legacy 

as well.  There will be a fantastic legacy for the public.  Thank you. 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  Thank you.  Can I just ask you about the Greenway?  You were 

asked to make a statement about access to the Greenway particularly.  Can you just do that 

quickly? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Thank you, Jennette.  Yes, thank you very much.  I had 

notice of your question.  Access to the Greenway will begin from 1 December. 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  Thank you.  A number of members of the public have written in 

asking about that, so thank you for that. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Not at all. 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  Let us then go to the lead-off questions for this session. 

 



 

 

222/2012 - Physical Legacy of the Olympic Park 

 

Caroline Pidgeon 

 

Are you confident that you will deliver your promises concerning the physical legacy of the 

Olympic Park? 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair): Who would you like an answer from? 

 

Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  The Mayor, please. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes, Caroline, I am very confident that we will get a 

fantastic physical legacy from the Olympic Park.  As I have mentioned, the venues are on track.  

Six out of eight venues have a secure future.  I am absolutely confident that even in current 

market conditions the housing will be developed and the housing will be built out in the five 

neighbourhoods exactly as we hope, and we all hope and plan that the jobs will indeed be 

created.  We will be able to achieve what I think everybody would want to achieve and that is 

convergence.  It is our ambition to achieve an outcome from the considerable investment that 

Londoners, and indeed the country as a whole, have made in this part of London that leads to a 

greater approximation of outcomes between east and west London, so educational outcomes, 

health outcomes, longevity and all those things that we look at start to converge and we 

achieve a real social legacy as well. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Thank you for that.  I would like to focus particularly on the housing 

aspect.  The Olympic bid indicated that up to 50% of new housing would be affordable homes 

for rent and sale.  Since then, you have set a target of 35% but also a minimum of 20%, so 

between 20% and 50% could end up being affordable.  In the first planning application only 

28% is looking at affordable homes.  Are you going to be going back, then, on the promises 

that were made in the Olympic bid? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Plainly, the target for affordable homes on the Park is not 

going to deviate from what I have set out, which is that 35% of the 8,000 homes will be 

affordable.  I would add that 70% of those homes will, one way or the other, go to people living 

in east London.  When you look actually at the proportion of family homes that we are creating 

on the Chobham Manor site, I think it is a very attractive and interesting development in 

provision in east London because what is happening at Chobham Manor is unusual. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  OK, but, Mr Mayor, only 28% in that development is going to be 

affordable.  You have a target of 35% across the site.  Are you telling me - yes or no - that you 

guarantee that you will deliver at least 35% affordable housing across the whole Olympic site? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  That is the plan and I see absolutely no reason why we 

should not achieve that. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  I think the real issue here is that you are the owner of the land. You 

own the land, you are promoting the development, you set the affordable homes targets and 



 

 

you are the planning authority.  It is really unique circumstances here, Mr Mayor.  It seems to 

me you really have got to meet and exceed your targets for affordable homes, otherwise 

effectively you are giving a green light to developers around London that the targets do not 

actually matter and they can deliver fewer affordable homes than most of us would like to see. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I think, at the risk of repeating myself, we want to have 

35% affordable homes and there will be a mix of tenures. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  There are huge concerns given that the first site is below your target.  

I understand that there are financial viability studies that are being produced for each site which 

look at the numbers of affordable homes and what you think is going to be viable in this 

financial climate.  Will you commit today to publish these so that you are being transparent 

about the affordable homes you are building? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Publishing what?  Publishing the financial viability 

studies? 

 

Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Publishing the financial viability studies for each of the sites. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  All right.  Dennis, do you want to answer that one? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  I understand the question.  I think you are absolutely 

right that when the section 106 agreement was signed it is up to 35%, which is what we want to 

achieve, but it is subject to financial viability.  What we cannot publish and what we will not 

publish is anything that has commercially sensitive information that may impact on future 

developments. Therefore, we need to look on that on each case as they arise. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  You are hiding behind commercial sensitivity.  We really do need to 

see these viability studies so we can actually understand why perhaps in certain sites you are not 

building as many affordable homes as we would all like to see.  Will you commit today to publish 

as much as you possibly can and perhaps write to us with those details? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  Clearly, financial viability is something that is looked 

into by the planning authority and, as you correctly said, we have the planning powers and it is 

information that is made available.  Anything that is published around planning applications is 

obviously freely available.  To the extent that the fine detail is there is a matter we would have 

to look at on a case-by-case basis. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  OK, but this information is not currently publicly available and I think 

it needs to be so people have confidence in the work that you are doing. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  A very simple question to start which is, in answering Caroline Pidgeon’s 

question, do you have enough money to deliver your promises concerning the physical legacy of 

the Olympic Park? 

 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes, I think we do, John.  Actually, we got a very good 

settlement in the Comprehensive Spending Review (CSR), as I think most Members of the 

Assembly would acknowledge.  We have the thick end of £600 million over the next two or 

three years.  There is a legitimate question that I think you could ask: what happens when the 

CSR period expires?  That is a question that indeed Members of the Assembly could frame to 

me in the context of all housing developments and indeed all our budgets generally.  One of my 

bugbears is trying to get continuity of funding and a greater sense of long-term commitment 

from the Government, but clearly we will have to go back and make the case again for 

investment in that part of London. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  I am asking that question partly because you were reported in the press - 

which is always correct, of course - to be bidding for the £230 million or so underspend on the 

Olympics to be available to you, so you clearly have no purpose for that money. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  You are asking me whether I had any purpose for extra 

money from the underspend.  Dennis would agree that there are objectives that we need to 

achieve in the Olympic Park which will be familiar to everybody that could certainly do with 

financing.  In fact, if you look at the actual £377 million underspend of the £9.3 billion, do not 

forget that Londoners contributed very substantially to that £9.3 billion. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Yes, but let us not wander off.  Let us focus on the question. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I am focusing exactly on the point that you are making, if 

I may say so.  I certainly think it is right that we should receive a proportionate share of the 

underspend because there are very significant things that we need to achieve and, as you rightly 

say, that budget is only as good as the current CSR period. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  All right, so you start by saying you have enough money and then you say 

you need more.  Can I focus on one issue.  You talked about the six out of eight venues which 

have a legacy use in place.  One of the two which do not is of course the Stadium and it is 

widely reported that the basic problem is about the funding.  A premiership football club wants 

to lease it.  Why on earth should they spend tens or hundreds of millions of pounds putting it 

right simply so they pay a monthly charge to lease it?  Do you have the money to turn the 

Olympic Stadium into a viable premiership ground with various other uses including athletics in 

it? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I think it would be probably wrong of me to get into a sort 

of proxy discussion or negotiation now with the putative future tenant or tenants.  What I can 

say is that the cost of doing the Stadium up in the way that I think Londoners would expect and 

the people of this country would expect after the fantastic success of the Olympics, the cost of 

producing a world-class stadium, is considerable.  It was not designed for football.  A decision 

was taken a long time ago not to do it that way.  There is a discussion going on about how to 

achieve that.  I think it would probably be wrong of me to get into too much detail. 

 



 

 

John Biggs (AM):  I think we can take from your answer, then, that the conversion to achieve 

that standard is currently unbudgeted and unfunded.  Would you take it as a failure if the 

Olympic Stadium was not to reopen until after the closing ceremony of the Rio Olympics? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I think that unlikely. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  But would it be a failure? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I think it unlikely. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  But would it be a failure? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I think that the Park is going to be a great success and I 

think the Stadium is going to be an outstanding success.  As I have said to you just now, I think 

it highly unlikely that you will be able to snatch any failure or sign of gloom from what we are 

doing. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  I have no desire to snatch a failure.  I want a resounding success for my 

constituents -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  You do not always sound like it, John. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  -- and I think it does require decision-makers to be clear about whether 

they have the resources to do the job and, if not, to define a job that can be done on a realistic 

timescale.  Thank you, Chair. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  Good morning, Mr Mayor. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Good morning. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  I wanted to ask you a couple of questions about community land trusts.  I 

believe that in 2005 thousands of homes were promised to the people of east London as part of 

community land trusts. I would like to ask you first of all what progress is being made on 

delivering those promised homes? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  Can I just take the introduction to this question?  We 

are working with community land trusts on the Chobham Manor development. We are proposing 

to bring forward at least 100 homes under that.  We want to see how that works successfully.  It 

would be our intention that if that is a success we can expand it across the other five 

neighbourhoods as they come forward. So we are certainly not moving away from community 

land trusts.  We are working out the way to make sure that it works successfully and can deliver 

successfully across the five neighbourhoods. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  How far down the development road are you with delivering the 100 

homes at the Chobham Manor site?  It has been described to me that there is currently a 



 

 

community land trust-shaped hole in the site, which implies that the development of these 

particular homes as part of the community land trust is lagging behind the rest of the homes. 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  What I would say here is that we have signed the 

development agreement with Taylor Wimpey and they are supported by London & Quadrant in 

terms of the provision of affordable houses, so the agreement is signed.  We are working now 

through the planning and other stages.  As part of working through that, we are working with 

community land trusts to make sure that happens.  I would not say we are lagging behind.  I 

think there is a sequence to how we put all of these documents together to make sure that we 

deliver everything.  Of course, construction of houses will be starting in autumn 2013 on the 

site, so we are pushing forward on all fronts to make sure it is a very successful development. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  It has also been questioned as to how far this is a community land trust or 

how far it is a Government-led community land trust.  How involved is the community in 

east London in delivering this? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  Certainly it is meant to be a community land trust 

and we want to make sure we have that involvement.  I have not got actually the specific details 

to hand on this, but I can obviously come back to you on that point. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  OK.  Just a final question to the Mayor.  You have said that you want to 

champion community land trusts on the Olympic Park and beyond.  How much resource are you 

putting behind community land trusts in terms of people at City Hall? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Tom, I think that the initial project is the St Clement’s 

Hospital site, from memory.  I cannot remember how much funds we have committed to it, if 

indeed any.  I would have to get back to you on what kind of support we are giving to that 

project. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  If you could, that would be helpful. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Obviously we are determined that it should go ahead.  If 

you are talking about public investment, then clearly there has been massive public investment 

in this site already. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  Thank you. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Boris, you have heard the discussion in John Biggs’ question about the 

Stadium and indeed Dennis Hone told us at the Budget and Performance Committee that he 

believed it would be 2015 or 2016 before the Stadium could reopen.  Can I ask you as the 

Chairman of the LLDC as well as the Mayor, will you set an objective of opening it before that 

point?  I quite agree with John Biggs and the point has been made elsewhere.  It would be a bit 

shameful if we could not reopen it before Rio has completely finished its Olympics. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes.  As I said to John, who is ever anxious to find 

something, I think it very, very unlikely that we will not get the Stadium open by then.  Yes, in 



 

 

an ideal world I would like to see it opened as soon as possible;  I would like to see it open in 

2014.  I think that Londoners have to be a little bit patient and they have to recognise that this 

thing was not built to be the kind of omni-purpose world-class stadium capable of hosting 

premiership football that it should be.  There is a very clear choice for us.  Do we want to rush 

ahead with a reopening or do we want to go on with the adaptations that will deliver a world-

class facility?  Dennis has given you a view about the realistic timetable and I would be reluctant 

to dissent from that. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  We all marvelled at the Olympic Delivery Authority’s (ODA’s) 

achievement in building it so quickly.  We have all applauded that.  Surely all that expertise 

could now be brought to bear on adapting it for whatever use. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Here is the ODA [gestured to Dennis Hone].  Do not 

forget. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  There we are, yes.  That is fine but -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  This is the very man who did it, if I may say so 

respectfully.  One of the problems - and I do not wish to repeat my point - is it was built for a 

particular purpose and it will retain that fantastic athletics function.  But we need to do the 

roof.  We need to do the seating.  That will take time.  Dennis, why do you not explain the 

ODA’s point of view on this? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  You are absolutely right that the Stadium was 

constructed in just under three years.  However, you have to look at that in the context that it is 

not easy but it is easier to sequence the work.  Here we are doing lots of adaptations to an 

existing building.  It really depends on the finalisation of the adaptations. We are in a process 

where we are looking at what adaptations we put in place and then we are looking at how we 

would sequence them.  There are issues regarding the roofing works and being able to work 

underneath the roof when you are doing works on the roof.  It adds to the timeframe on that.  

We have been using Mace as project managers and they have given us their estimations of time,  

but until we get a contractor in place and we are working with that contractor, we cannot see 

exactly how that programme will work out.  Any contractor coming into this will have their own 

ideas and we would want to use their expertise. 

 

What I can say is our whole drive will be to try and bring the Stadium back into productive use 

as early as sensibly possible and that is what we want to do.  Last week under questioning I said 

if we move to premier football and we move to adaptations required to do that, we would not 

be able to open in 2014.  2015 was our target but it could be slightly longer than that.  I will 

stick to those guns until we have got a contractor and we have got everything in place. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  We note your enthusiasm.  The other thing, Boris, is that you have 

been reported as expressing some desire to get American football into the Stadium at some 

point.  There is a problem and you may well be aware that most of the major American football 

stadiums do not have running tracks around them.  I think they have actually removed them in 

many cases.  So how does this sit with your desire for American football there? 



 

 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I am getting barracked as so often from a sedentary 

position by my friend Mr Biggs, who says that all American football stadiums are in America.  He 

makes a reasonable point. 

 

Actually, the interesting thing about the National Football League (NFL) - which is the biggest 

sporting franchise anywhere the world, even bigger than premiership football in this country, 

massively well supported and a very exciting growth business - is they want to look at having a 

franchise overseas.  They are interested in London as the first overseas franchise for the NFL.  

Clearly, if there were the remotest possibility of them wanting to use the Olympic Stadium it 

would be remiss of us not to investigate that.  We are looking at it and there are all sorts of 

possibilities for that stadium. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  One good point, conceivably, would be that they will be prepared to 

contribute to the cost of the refurbishment of it. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Again, it would be premature and wrong of me to get into 

that kind of discussion.  Sorry, Chair, through you, is it possible -- Are you dealing with him? 

[Referring to John Biggs AM.] 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  Just a moment.  I am dealing with this.  Can we carry on? 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  The other thing I wanted to just ask you about briefly is the 

development of the iCity development, the press and broadcasting centre.  One of the 

advantages of the Mayoral Development Corporation (MDC) and planning is that it is quick, I 

believe, because it has the direct approach.  We have heard talk of five months to get the 

planning through for that.  Is that not really rather overlong given the existence of the MDC? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  Just on this, clearly the reason that the LLDC has got 

the planning powers is so that it can focus on those activities.  However, it has to behave as any 

other planning authority in this country.  It cannot take any shortcuts whatsoever.  So where we 

can process applications in the eight-week standard, which applies to some local authorities 

where it is very straightforward, we will do so.  However, on more complex applications in terms 

of all of the issues that surround them, then the planning authority has to take whatever reports 

it can get and do just the same thorough job that any other local authority would do.  Five 

months may be an estimated time.  If we can do it earlier and do it properly in that time, we will 

do it earlier. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  But of course, with the local authority, part of it is that the planning 

officers have to go through the learning curve with new applications.  Surely in this case there 

are officers in the MDC who are very familiar with the press and broadcasting centre and other 

aspects of the park, so there is not a learning curve, is there? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  No, that is true.  The officers who are working for 

the ODA moved across to the MDC as you call it, the LLDC, on 1 October 2012 when the 

planning power switched across.  You are right.  There is continuity with regard to the site and 



 

 

we have therefore continuity of relationships with the local authority areas as well, in that 

instance with officers in Hackney that we are working very closely with.  But just going back to 

it, the point still remains.  We will do the thorough job that you would expect us to do in 

processing that application. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Good.  Thank you. 

 

Nicky Gavron (AM):  I want to go back if I may to Caroline Pidgeon’s question where you were 

talking about the level of affordable housing.  There has always been a real concern that the 

brilliant and beautifully planned Park and its neighbourhood might become an enclave for 

relatively well-off people.  It would be a real failure for legacy if it were not to deliver mixed and 

balanced communities.  Now, 35% affordable homes is not a very high proportion.  Could I drill 

down into what is meant by “affordable”?  I do not mind which of you answers. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes.  We are talking about, as I said earlier on, a mixture 

of tenures.  There will be some intermediate housing.  I think on the Chobham Manor site I can 

give you the breakdown of what we are looking at.  We are talking about 30% social target rent 

capped at the lower end, 30% in a range of 50-80% of the market rate and 40% intermediate 

housing.  That is what is envisaged at Chobham Manor.  I presume that is the sort of the thing 

we will replicate across the board, is it? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  Yes.  Clearly, our intention is to move to the 35% 

overall, so Chobham Manor is coming in, as was already said, at 28% but that means we can go 

higher on other platforms to achieve our overall target.  The percentages between all of those 

different tenures will be agreed on each site. 

 

Nicky Gavron (AM):  Sure.  But I am really trying to pin you down, I guess, most of all on your 

target for social rent because that is the one that is actually most threatened at the moment 

with the new tenure called “affordable rent”. 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  Yes. 

 

Nicky Gavron (AM):  As we know now, it is being debated next week in the London Plan 

Examination in Public (EIP) that the definition of affordable rent no longer need be affordable 

to those who are eligible from very low incomes.  So the definition is changing. It is a big 

concern of mine and many others around this horseshoe that we should actually achieve the 

right proportion.  I cannot quite work it out from what you are saying.  What proportion of 

social rent will be there across the park in terms of the proportion of the 35%? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  We have not actually come to a figure around that 

because, as I said, we have to look at the circumstances on each development as they come 

forward.  We are working very closely with the local authorities in the area to make sure that we 

tailor what we bring forward on each of the sites to the needs in the local area.  For instance, on 

Chobham Manor we have been working very closely with the London Borough of Newham on 

getting the percentages right there. 

 



 

 

Nicky Gavron (AM):  The percentage, just remind me again, with Chobham Manor? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  There is 28% affordable housing in the development 

and of that 30% is the social target rent. 

 

Nicky Gavron (AM):  Yes.  Do you happen to know on Chobham Manor how many of those 

affordable rented properties, your 28%, are going to be family homes, meaning three-bed/four-

bed? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  I would have to print that detail out.  What I would 

say is that 40% of the entire development is family housing, which is three-bed or more.  To 

break it down over the individual categories, I do not have that information in front of me. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Your general question is a good one, admittedly.  It is our 

intention, as I said right at the beginning in answer to Caroline, to have a very high proportion 

of at least 35% of affordable housing.  Because of historic reasons, promises made to the 

boroughs and the need to maintain the same tenure with families or tenants who are moving 

from one part of the neighbourhood to the new developments, the social rent model will 

continue, even though actually we have been reviewing the affordable rent model generally 

across London.  But your point is well made and well taken; that there is no point in doing this 

unless you have scope to accommodate people of all income groups, and that is our intention. 

 

On the other hand, it is worth saying that I think that the Olympic Park will be a great and 

attractive place to live.  You would expect to want to turn it into the kind of place where people 

wanted to move to, rather than move from, and that is the ambition. 

 

Nicky Gavron (AM):  Do you think too many social rented people might make it into 

something you would want to move from? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  No, but you would want to have a good stock of market 

housing as well. 

 

Nicky Gavron (AM):  I see.  Okay, thank you. 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  Thank you.  No more questions for that particular question and I 

would like to hand the Chair over to the Deputy as I will be asking questions in my role as 

Assembly Member.  

 

Darren Johnson (Deputy Chair in the Chair):  Thank you.  We now move on to the question 

on the vision for the LLDC, a question in the name of John Biggs. 

 



 

 

223/2012 - Vision for the LLDC 

 

John Biggs 

 

Can you outline your vision for the LLDC, and in particular how it will benefit existing 

communities in East London? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes.  The vision for the LLDC and for the whole park is 

that it should be a pole of attraction, a magnet for investment, for families who want to come 

and live in what I think will be one of the most exciting places to live/work in London.  The 

vision is to use the investments, the £9.3 billion, that we spent on the Olympic and Paralympic 

Games to drive regeneration and convergence between East and West London and to achieve 

benefits in that part of London. Concrete, practical benefits in the form of new homes and, 

above all of course, new jobs as well. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  It was established in the previous question, Chair, that the social rented 

housing as part of the Olympic legacy will be about 10% of the homes built in the Olympic Park 

which, for my money, is a fundamental betrayal of the principles which you claim to support. 

 

Can I ask you about skills and employment investment because another important part of the 

Olympic Games was investment in skills and employment initiatives?  In my view, that requires 

the LLDC to be very much an outward-looking organisation.  Can you tell us how much you will 

be investing as an outward-looking organisation, not simply about building things within its 

boundaries, but relating to the communities around it?  Everyone agrees to this in principle.  

Can you tell us how much you will be spending on skills and employment initiatives to ensure 

that local people benefit not just from jobs in the park, but other job opportunities developing 

in the area and across London? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  First of all for avoidance, I would disagree with your 

characterisation of what we are doing with affordable homes.  We are going for 35% affordable 

and I think that is going to be great for the neighbourhood. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Let us be clear: you are talking about 30% of 35%, which is 10.5% across 

the park?  You are talking about 30% of 35% there -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  We are talking about social rent and there are other 

categories for homes as you perfectly well know. 

 

Darren Johnson (Deputy Chair in the Chair):  We have limited time but let us -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I agree and in that limited time we should not mislead 

people.  

 

John Biggs (AM):  There is a very simple question here which I can answer myself.  Is London 

full of people who can afford housing other than social rented housing?  The very high 

proportion of my constituents and Jennette’s constituents need to have a subsidy for their 



 

 

housing so they will be looking for social rented housing.  You have made clear through your 

presentation that roughly 10% of the housing in Olympic Park will be accessible to people who 

need social rented housing.  That is a matter of fact, which you declared to us.  Mr Hone is 

nodding in agreement with that. 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  I am not. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  I have asked you about skills and employment.  Can you answer that 

question? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I think you have just accused Mr Hone of nodding to 

something. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  He may have a nervous disposition then. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Dennis, perhaps you would like to clarify the position for 

the benefit of John? 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Could you clarify whether 30% of 35% is 10.5%?  That is a very simple bit 

of arithmetic. 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC): I make it the same percentage.  Yes, it is 10.5%. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  So you clearly stated today that 35% of the housing will be “affordable”, 

but of that only 30%, which is 10.5%, of the overall housing would be social rented, which is 

what I think a lot of people would seem to be affordable housing. 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  I think we are going round in circles on this one 

actually.  I think the point I would make is this: the figures that we quoted, the 30%, were in 

specific response to Chobham Manor and the affordable housing there and what has been 

agreed there.  As other sites come forward, we will agree different percentages, working with 

the local authorities to make sure that they meet with our aspiration of making sure that local 

people get into these houses.  I think to extrapolate it across is false arithmetic. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Okay so it will be massively more than that, 20 or 30% of the housing will 

be social rented housing in Olympic Park then? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  It will be what it is as we negotiate each site. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  So we do not know yet but the figures you gave us -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  You have a commitment.  You have a commitment and 

you have heard it lead to 35% affordable housing and that is what we want to achieve. 

 



 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Right.  I asked you also about you having committed yourself to 

convergence, and I have asked you how much you are going to be spending on skills and 

employment initiatives in the Park. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes.  I will get back to you with a figure on how much we 

are spending on skills and employment initiatives.  What I can tell you is that we already have 

apprentices on site.  I think there are 30 places already that have been offered to local people, 

and there are going to be hundreds more apprenticeship places over the next few years offered 

by our operators.  Clearly, I have talked about the jobs that are being created. 8,000 jobs on 

site, 2,500 jobs in the construction, and we want to make sure that as many of those as possible 

go to local people.  I think I heard a figure of 25% of the construction jobs are going to local 

people.  It is vital that we work with local jobs brokerages to get that done. 

 

Actually - and again to get back to my general point about the scepticism that we saw in 

advance of the Olympics and the scepticism we are seeing now - large numbers of local people 

were taken on by Westfield and others in the course of those developments.  We will make sure 

that, as far as we possibly can, the job creation benefits of these schemes will be dispersed 

through the neighbourhoods. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  I do not want to take up more time but it is fundamentally my job to stand 

up for my constituents.  That is what I am here to do and 10% social housing seems a betrayal.  

I put it to you that the risk is that by “convergence” you simply mean - and this is what a lot of 

people whom I represent fear - that you will be driving people out of the area so that it 

converges with London, rather than supporting and lifting up the people who live there already. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  On the contrary.  It is so obvious that that is not true.  

What we are creating is new affordable housing and actually large numbers of new affordable 

family-sized housing as well, which will be of huge benefit to our local communities.  In fact, 

that is a gain for the neighbourhood, not a loss. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  You will monitor the number of local people who are able to access that 

housing? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes, we will.  As I said right at the beginning, the 

intention is that 70% of the housing should be occupied, one way or the other, by people from 

East London, from your constituency. 

 

Darren Johnson (Deputy Chair in the Chair):  Thank you.  I will now call Assembly Member 

Arnold. 

 

Jennette Arnold (AM):  Yes, thank you.  My line of questioning to both you gentlemen is 

about the media and broadcast centres and about, if you like, the haste and the urgency that 

we have in this area about getting jobs and investment going in as soon as possible.  We do not 

want to repeat the saga of the Stadium.  So it is an answer from both of you.  Can you confirm 

that in January 2013 iCity will be confirmed as the consortia for the legacy project of the media 

and broadcast centres? 



 

 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Again, you talk about the “saga of the Stadium”, 

Jennette. 

 

Jennette Arnold (AM):  No, just stay with iCity. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I want to resist this characterisation.  Actually, I think 

London is doing unbelievably well by comparison with any other host city, in having squared off 

six out of eight venues and being virtually on the threshold of squaring off the last two.  Most 

Olympic stadia had nothing like the future that we are going to get for London. 

 

On the iCity and the plans we have, I think actually there are some very exciting discussions 

going on.  I do not see any particular need to comment on them now but, Dennis, is there 

anything useful you can say to Jennette? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  Yes, iCity is fundamental to our work on the park 

and what we want to bring forward.  As you know, iCity has the potential to bring forward some 

4,000 jobs.  They have been set some challenging but achievable conditions to meet.  Those 

include signing up a number of tenants and also confirming the job numbers that will flow from 

them.  We are hoping that we can bring things forward in January.  But again, I suppose like our 

deliberations on the Stadium, if it was to move a month either way to make sure we get the 

right result, so be it.  We are working really positively with iCity to bring forward that 

development, and we are very, I suppose, confident that it can come forward.  

 

Jennette Arnold (AM):  Yes and that confidence is based on the fact that iCity remains the 

sole preferred bidder? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  It is the sole preferred bidder, but we are working 

with them.  In fact, we are in weekly contact with them and are working very hard to make sure 

they can bring their plans to fruition. 

 

Jennette Arnold (AM):  Right. So would it follow then that part of the discussions you are 

having now is that if they get the get-go in January that they will have tenants, that they will, if 

you like, be getting jobs into that area not later than six months of getting the go-ahead? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  There are obviously a number of different things 

here.  One is us moving them from preferred bidder into a contractual relationship with us.  The 

next thing is planning permission and there are fit-out works that have to be done on the 

international broadcast centre itself before tenancies can take occupation and jobs can flow.  So 

I am not saying six months.  There are a number of things that have to go through the process. 

 

The main thing is, if iCity meet the criteria and come back, we can move forward with 

confidence that they will have tenants for a large proportion of the building.  The other point I 

would make is that the confidence that flows from that should enable them to complete out the 

various agreements that they will put in place. 

 



 

 

Jennette Arnold (AM):  Thank you for that.  This is a question to the Mayor.  I do not know 

whether he saw the recent forecast by the Centre for Economics and Business Research (CEBR) 

that said that the digital and creative sectors are likely to replace financial services as the new 

engine room of London’s economy. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  No, I did see that. 

 

Jennette Arnold (AM):  Given their importance to the LLDC area, how do you, Mayor, intend 

to make sure that all Londoners benefit from the growth of these sectors? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I saw the CEBR report and I think it is very exciting.  

Obviously, we will see whether their predictions are vindicated or not.  Currently, that sector 

employs about 40,000 people; financial services of one kind or another employ about 348,000 

people.  So there is some way to go before you see the switchover that they are describing. 

 

I think the very exciting thing about the digital sector is that it has scope to take on young 

people, who may not have great success in their formal education but who know how to use a 

Blackberry or an iPhone or whatever very well indeed, who understand the basic principles of 

gaming and all that kind of thing, which is extremely lucrative for the City.  The potential I see 

for that sector to benefit all people in London is to take on, as I have said many times to people 

in tech city to take on apprenticeships from all backgrounds and get them into the sector.  I can 

see very fast and exciting routes up for people who have not necessarily been successful in their 

formal education.  

 

Jennette Arnold (AM):  I know that you visited a number of them but you, Mr Mayor, will 

know that the academies and the colleges of Hackney have the students.  They have the pupils 

who are ready to go and are looking for their future in this area.  Can you just confirm your 

commitment to ensuring, when I talked about all Londoners, that that means that employment 

will be focused on all Londoners but, I have to say, particularly those young people from the 

Olympic borough? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes, and the great excitement of the potential of the iCity 

model is that you could create this pole of attraction, turn the International Broadcasting 

Convention (IBC)/MBC into a hub for that kind of business activity and link up all the way 

across from Shoreditch through Hackney to the Olympic Park, creating a great tech corridor in 

fact, which could be of real benefit to people living and growing up in that part of the world. 

 

Jennette Arnold (AM):  Okay. just to finish I will say that I got so close to Dennis during the 

build, can I assure him I will be staying by his side during his new role and welcome that, and to 

ensure that not only my constituents but all of East London and Londoners get the benefit of 

the work that you have to do.  Thank you. 

 

Darren Johnson (Deputy Chair in the Chair):  Thank you.  Assembly Member Evans? 

 

Roger Evans (AM):  Thank you.  Mr Mayor, can you just tell us how far outside the boundary 

of the Olympic Park your vision is going to extend? 



 

 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  We want the benefits of the Olympic investments to be 

felt throughout East London.  Clearly, there are knock-on, spill over effects across and down 

through Canning Town to the Docks.  We want to see a co-ordinated, joined-up programme of 

regeneration.  Many of the sites that I am talking about of course, one way or another, come 

under the GLA and it is important that there is a concerted view.  If you ask how far, we might 

want to think go right out to the Thames estuary, Roger, where the benefits of regeneration 

could be felt to the tune of half a million jobs if the Government did the right thing with its 

aviation policy. 

 

So it is important to look at the whole scene.  I know that Dennis and everybody at the LLDC 

will be working with the host boroughs and working with all boroughs of East London to make 

sure that we co-ordinate activities and we get real, joined-up thinking about it. 

 

Roger Evans (AM):  I am pleased to hear that you are thinking widely.  Obviously in my own 

constituency in Havering and Redbridge, there were a lot of businesses that expected a boost 

from the Olympic Games and some of them did very well and got a lot of benefits.  Others, 

sadly, did less well and are looking for something more long-term to help them out.  What will 

you do to actually help business in areas which are not necessarily in the Olympic Park but 

which are adjacent, like Havering and Redbridge? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  We will obviously be doing everything we can to help such 

businesses in the normal way.  There are ex-LDA sites there, which are capable of being 

developed.  There are ample opportunities for us to support the many excellent schemes that 

Havering and Redbridge come up with, and principally by improving public transport.  That is 

something that obviously we will be working on very hard over the next few years. 

 

Roger Evans (AM):  Yes, I am pleased to hear you mention transport.  Will you work with 

Eurostar to encourage them to stop at Stratford International Station, something that would 

make the area hugely more attractive and actually mean that the name Stratford International 

meant something? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes. Not only will we continue to lobby Eurostar, but we 

will make the point to Deutsche Bahn as well who, as you know, will be coming that way and 

offer the prospect of hooking up Stratford, not just to the destinations that everybody is 

familiar with in Brussels, Paris and Lille and so on, but with German cities as well.  That could be 

of huge benefit in making Stratford a place of international tourism, a place that people will 

want to come and visit.  That is why I see a truly fantastic future for this park. 

 

Roger Evans (AM):  I know many of my constituents are looking forward to the reopening of 

Olympics venues, of the aquatic centre, the Orbit, the stadium even.  Is a part of your vision to 

take steps to make those venues more attractive and possibly more affordable to people who 

live in North-east London? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I can tell you that the aquatic centre, for instance, will 

cost no more, I think I am right in saying, than any other swimming pool in that part of London.  



 

 

We are going to make sure that it is fully accessible to people in London.  Greenwich Leisure 

has, I think, in their charter a commitment to making sure that these incredible venues are 

affordable and accessible to the local population. 

 

Roger Evans (AM):  All right, thank you. 

 

Darren Johnson (Deputy Chair in the Chair):  Thank you.  I will now call Assembly Member 

Shah and the Labour Group has only 43 seconds left, so it will have to be a short and sharp 

question.   

 

Navin Shah (AM):  I am actually thankful to Assembly Member Evans because he has picked 

up the issue I was going to raise about the wider benefits to Londoners throughout, in terms of 

lasting benefits with the legacy planning.  May I please, Mr Mayor, ask you to work on a clear 

action plan to indicate how all Londoners will benefit, like the residents we are hearing for Mr 

Evans and like residents in the boroughs that I represent.  Very clearly, there is an expectation 

and rightly so that the benefits should not be confined to just the whole six boroughs but 

entirely the whole of the London community. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes, sure. 

 

Navin Shah (AM):  So if I could have a further dialogue on this and I will write to you because 

we need to know what your clear plans are for that? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I think it is a very reasonable question.  I know we have 

run out of time.  Can I just give a very quick answer?  I think it is reasonable that all 

constituency members should have a sense of what the legacy benefits of the Games are going 

to be for their area.  I think the good thing for us in selling what has been a fantastically 

successful Games will continue to remind people that this has been good for London as a whole 

in gross domestic product (GDP) benefits and specific transport benefits.  I will make sure that 

everybody is equipped with a breakdown of how it works. 

 

Darren Johnson (Deputy Chair in the Chair):  Thank you.  We note that commitment and I 

will hand the Chair back to the Chair now for the next question. 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  Okay.  The next question is in the name of Assembly Member Boff 

and it is regarding the recommendations arising from his own report Radically Normal.  You 

would like an answer from the Mayor or Mr Hone? 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  From the Mayor, please. 

 

 



 

 

224/2012 - Recommendations for future Olympic Park housing 

 

Andrew Boff 

 

In September, I published a report, “Radically Normal”, making recommendations for how the 

plans for the future housing on the Olympic Park can be improved.  Will you endorse these 

recommendations and commit to ensuring that more, larger, high-quality, family-sized homes 

are built to the highest environmental standards? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Thanks, Andrew.  I much appreciate the work that you do 

in this field in campaigning for more family-sized homes.  We are prioritising family homes.  70% 

of homes in Chobham Manor are family homes and I think that a substantial number of the 850 

of them will be not just three-bed, but four and even five-bedroom homes as well.  I know that 

possibly you would want even more, but we are doing what we can. 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  Of course, there are 18,000 households in London 

on the waiting list whose housing problems can only be resolved with a four-bedroom property 

or above.  On the basis of 850 four-bedroom homes and only a proportion of those being 

affordable, that is an impact, but it is not a substantial impact in that very depressing figure of 

18,000 families waiting for four bedrooms. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Your general point is a good one. We need to build more 

affordable family homes and that is what we are doing.  As you know, we have a target of, I 

think, 42% within the London Plan for family homes within the affordable homes bracket.  

Although it is not always possible to achieve that in every scheme, that is what we are pushing 

for.  What you are arguing for really is an acceleration of the plan to build more homes, which I 

would certainly support.  That is the way forward for the city and for the economy as a whole. 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  I and other people have been much encouraged, Mr Mayor, by the way in 

which the plans have changed from that of your predecessor with regard to Chobham Manor, 

for example, and its emphasis on family accommodation, which is so much needed in London.  

Do you believe the plans for the Marshgate Wharf neighbourhood, with its tall towers, flats and 

the rest of it, fit with the overall vision for Olympic Park housing? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I am interested in this conundrum.  Do you remember 

when Babar built Celesteville?  You remember the Babar books? 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  I do remember. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  He builds there, and it is always absolutely beautiful, lots 

of detached homes on the banks of the river whatever it was or the lake.  It is the lake, is it not?  

Do you remember this?  It looks absolutely idyllic and of course that is something it would be 

wonderful to create such an environment.  The reality is that we would be missing a huge 

opportunity.  Marshgate Wharf is virtually on top of the Stratford transport hub.  All logic says 

that where you have very good transport and some very high people ratios, you should go for 

density, you should go for a bit more housing, and that is what we want to see.  I will make sure, 



 

 

and my undertaking to you is that whatever happens at Marshgate Wharf is not an eyesore but 

is utterly sensational; that it looks like a fantastic place to live; and that there is a significant 

quantity of family homes.  But I do not think we can produce a kind of Celesteville vision there 

unfortunately. 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  I am pleased from an earlier contribution that we are going to make sure 

that the Olympic stadium is not a white Babar. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  It certainly will not be. 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  We will be paying attention to that.  Do you not think that people are 

happier living in streets, rather than tower blocks? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Look, the Olympic Park will be an absolutely amazing 

place to live.  There are going to be five new neighbourhoods in addition to the village.  They 

will not all be identical with each other.  Marshgate Wharf, as you correctly say, will be quite 

different in flavour from Chobham Manor.  But the general intention throughout the park is to 

have a feeling of the best of London, to have a feeling of the kind of squares and terraced 

housing that people love about this city.  Many of those homes will be walk-up homes with 

stairs and gardens and all the rest of it.  That will not be the case uniformly across the park and 

there will be places where it is right to go for density. 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  I absolutely agree that uniformity is not to be looked at.  We do not want 

it to be a boring estate, but we need one that meets the demands of London, do we not, sir.  It 

can be easily demonstrated, and I am happy to do this for you, that terraced housing can match 

the density of high-rise buildings.  So you can achieve both aims, without feeling as though you 

have to resort to tower blocks.  Would you be willing for me to show you that evidence?  So I 

am happy to call, sir. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I am more than happy.  I remember, Andrew, how you and 

I had a conversation about this, virtually, in 2008/2009 about the village and then it really was 

too late to change the designs of the Olympic village.  I am more than happy to involve you in 

that.  Please bring your proposals to us and we will see what we can do. 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  Okay.  The very last point: do you also accept that building to a high 

standard is a no-brainer?  It is absolutely the most important thing you can do.  Those homes 

that are built beyond code level 4, which is currently what you are assuming will be the bulk of 

the Olympic housing development, if you build beyond code level 4 you can actually get more 

money for those properties and consequently support the affordable housing aims that the 

Labour Party is saying we need to jump on you about? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  I agree with you completely in principle.  Dennis, do you 

want to say something on the point? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  As I said, as we bring forward each neighbourhood, 

we want to sit down and make sure that they are of a very high standard.  We want to look at 



 

 

each of those plans before they go to the market to make sure that we are going to achieve 

something that is truly sustainable and is the best that we can achieve.  I have already gone on 

record as saying I am happy to take input from all sources to make sure that we get this as right 

as possible and that we can deliver the best product as possible.  I am happy to take on board 

any suggestions or any evidence that you may have. 

 

Andrew Boff (AM):  Thank you very much.  Thank you, Chair. 

 

 

225/2012 - ‘Go Dutch’ standards for cycling 

 

Darren Johnson 

 

Will you change your master plan to ensure that the Olympic Park meets the ‘Go Dutch’ 

standards for cycling? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes, thank you, Darren.  I am told there is in fact no need, 

formally speaking, to meet these because they will be comfortably achieved anyway in the sense 

that the speed limit throughout the park will be 20 miles an hour.  There is a huge amount of 

work being done to make sure there are dedicated paths for cyclists where traffic levels are 

high, and priority will be given to cyclists at junctions.  We will be extending the cycle hire 

scheme obviously through the park.  It will be a paradise for cycling. 

 

Darren Johnson (AM):  Yes.  You said back in September that “I assure you it will be a 

paradise for cycling”, yet the target is only 5% of cycle trips.  Do you not think it needs to be 

more ambitious than that if you are actually going to deliver a big increase in cycling across 

London? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes.  We do think that the target, we think we will do 

better than 5% in the Olympic Park.  I note by the way that on this question, Darren, which I 

think you raised before, Jenny [Jones] undertook to send me a list of proposals to help us to 

make the -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Have I not done that? 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Have you done that? 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  I thought I had but I will send them again. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Maybe you have not or maybe you have, but I do not 

think that we have yet received them; it may well be our fault.  Perhaps if and when we see 

these proposals, may we get back to you in more detail on your schemes?  I want to see the 

Olympic Park as a haven, a paradise, for cycling.  We have the Velopark,we have that whole 

amazing area up in the north of the park.  I think it will be a wonderful place to cycle and I think 

it will be a place where people want to take their family to cycle as well. 

 



 

 

Darren Johnson (AM):  Yes.  In neighbouring Hackney, already over 10% of commuters are 

now by cycle. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes, so you have certainly passed that. 

 

Darren Johnson (AM):  So I think we can have some far more ambitious figures within the 

master plan.   

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Dennis, let us come up with an ambitious figure for 

Darren. 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  Within the legacy community scheme which was 

approved is 10% cycle modal transport.  So there is 10% within the legacy master plan that 

contributes significantly to the London-wide target of 5%.  We already have that in it. 

 

Secondly, I would say just to emphasise some of the points previously made, there are 22 miles 

of cycle circuits and paths within the Olympic Park.  There is every incentive for people to use 

them and segregation from road transport in all sorts of junction areas. 

 

Thirdly, obviously the velodrome is an absolute beacon for where cycling will take place and, as 

you probably are aware, there are four forms of cycling that will take part there, including track 

cycling, road cycling, BMX and mountain biking cycling.  I think the park has the ability to be an 

absolute, as I said, beacon for cycling.  

 

Darren Johnson (AM):  Through the actual park, although 22 miles through the park sounds 

very, very encouraging lengthwise, are they going to be wide enough to really facilitate cycling?  

In Amsterdam, for example, they now have three-lane cycle lanes to allow for overtaking and 

really allow for cycling to take off.  Are we going to be seeing that sort of initiative on the 

Olympic Park? 

 

Dennis Hone (Chief Executive, LLDC):  I think it is fair to say that they are not currently that 

sort of triple lane cycling paths.  The idea is to make sure that people can cycle safely and that 

there is a de 

 

Darren Johnson (AM):  The argument for narrow lanes elsewhere in London has been that it 

is hard to squeeze much wider lanes into our existing road structure and our Victorian-designed 

roads and so on.  But this is a brand new park, blank sheet of paper, completely new vision.  So 

we can design that in from the start, can we not?  We can ensure these cycle lanes are actually 

wide enough for overtaking to facilitate not just today’s level of cycling, but a massive increase 

in cycling in the future. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Yes.  I think there has been some failure in the post 

because we have not yet received Jenny’s plans.  Bring us your proposals and we will have a 

look at it, but we certainly share your ambition and I want to see, as I say, a paradise for cycling. 

 

Darren Johnson (AM):  Thank you. 



 

 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  Thank you very much.  That is the end of our session with you. 

 

Boris Johnson (Chairman, LLDC):  Thank you. 

 

Jennette Arnold (Chair):  Gentlemen, thank you very much for your answers to our questions 

and we look forward to meeting up with you in the near future. 


