
 

 

Appendix 2 
 

London Assembly (Mayor’s Question Time) – 15 December 2010 
 

Transcript: Question and Answer Session with the Mayor 
 
3934/2010 - Budget 2011/12 
 
Mike Tuffrey 
 
In setting your 2011/12 budget how will you prioritise front line services and cut wasteful expenditure? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you very much, Mike.  The answer is that we are going to 
prioritise front line services by concentrating on the things that matter most to London: make the city 
safer, getting London moving, getting opportunities for young people and making the most of the 
Olympics.  Those are the things we are going to concentrate on.  We have spent a great deal of thought 
and effort in getting rid of pointless fripperies, of the kind that used to be enjoyed by some Members of 
the Labour group when they were luxuriating in office in the old days I imagine.  Do you want me to go 
on forever?  First class travel -- 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  Thank you.  Shall I tell you -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have got rid of huge amounts of money -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Please give succinct answers. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- legations in Venezuela.  That kind of thing. 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  Etc.  Fine. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have economised.  The Londoner free sheet newspaper we 
have got rid of.  We will continue to make sensible economies. 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  Excellent.  I am pleased to hear that.  When it came into office the national debt 
was £350 billion.  When it left, last month, it was £950 billion.  Clearing up that mess falls to those who 
are in Government now, which is you. 
 
There are people round this table who are in Government in local councils - like I was - who know, when 
asked to make savings, officers come back with the easy cuts on the discretionary area.  What political 
leaders must do is say what their priorities are.  I am going to ask you three things I want to see in your 
budget next week.  The first one is that you set out -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are going to ask me three things? 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  I want to ask you to cover three things in your budget next week.  The first is that 
you set out priorities.  You just mentioned young people.  When officers come and say, ‚You can save 
£500,000 on the London Zoo and the London Wetlands at the price of some of the disadvantaged 
children coming‛ you need to send them away and say, ‚No.  Bring me not £500,000 but £500 million‛ - 
which Nicholas Griffin [Mayoral adviser] thinks can be saved through common services and procurement. 
 
I want to see this in your budget next week, will you agree to do this.  There are 15 work streams that he 
has put in place.  Only one of them - two years into your Mayoralty - has come to fruition.  Will you set 
out very clearly in your budget next week how you are going to achieve the £500 million of efficiency 
savings across the whole of the GLA family that he estimates can be achieved? 
 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Nick Griffin is doing a fantastic amount of work on that and 
there are substantial savings that can be made.  You are familiar, Mike, with the reductions we are 
making in TfL; a programme of £5 billion cuts until 2017, even before the cuts that we have agreed with 
the Government.  We are making very, very substantial savings in our major budgets.  You would expect 
us to do that.  A great deal of this can be done by the GLA group Members working together -- 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  We want to see progress on that. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Progress is being made on this.  Sharing IT (information 
technology) and sharing HR (human resources) services.  There are substantial savings that could, 
theoretically, be made.  It is surprising, in my view, that not more progress has been made on this in the 
last few years but the opportunity is certainly there -- 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  Precisely my point. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  On the Zoo and on the Wetlands, it is a fantastic scheme.  I am 
afraid that this is one of those things where I really want to see the private sector stepping in to help 
out.  It is absolutely crazy that something like the Zoo and the Wetlands - which is an amazing 
opportunity for private sector sponsorship - has not had more active support from people who are 
wealth creators in the city. 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  OK.  I just do not want you to do the easy stuff. 
 
Can I move on to the second area which is pay and rewards in TfL?  At a time when all other public 
sector workers are having a pay freeze  - the police are expected to take a freeze, the firefighters, this 
building - in TfL it is budgeting on 4.5% increases in pay.  Will you, at least, remove the boondoggle of 
this free passes that friends and families of workers get?  20,000 getting free travel.  Will you remove 
that in your budget next week? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Mike, I understand what you say.  I hesitate to mention to this 
august audience that there are Members of this Assembly who receive free travel.  Can that be? 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  As do you. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I certainly have never, never used free travel and I would not do 
so.  I would be interested to know how many Members of this Assembly have free travel. 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  I am talking not about Tube workers and transport workers.  I am talking about 
friends and families. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Let me get to your point.  I do not know whether your view is 
shared by other Members of your party or, indeed, how many Members of the Assembly share this view, 
even though they themselves receive free travel.  If you are seriously advocating that we should 
unilaterally change the terms and conditions of employment of thousands of employees of TfL, then, 
frankly, you need to revisit your thinking -- 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  I am seriously saying that the non-contractual commitment to give friends and 
families free transport you will find support from all around this Chamber on that. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not think you would. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Could you stop talking over each other Please. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  This is part of the terms and conditions of TfL employees and it 
would be completely irrational, in the current climate, unilaterally, to revisit those terms. 



 

 

 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  OK.  Thank you. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Can we just have one at a time please. 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  Apologies, Chair. Can I move on to the third area I want you to spell out. 
As well as the very severe squeeze on public expenditure there are very real powers being decentralised 
down to local government; powers for this Authority to own assets, to borrow against future streams of 
income and to localise the business rates.  Will you, in your budget, set out how you are going to use 
your asset base to the benefit of London and use things like the Fire Authority headquarters, £20 million 
or more that is sitting in Brian Coleman’s piggy bank not being deployed?  Will you show us, in your 
budget next week, how you are going to use the asset base to the advantage of Londoners? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I can assure you, Mike, that all such assets are going to be 
frugally and ingeniously deployed to maximise the benefit for London. 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  Good.  Thank you, Mr Mayor. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Just before we move on I have been asked to point out, for the record, that 
Members do not get free travel; they get a travel card on which they pay tax.  The next person who 
wishes to ask a question is Caroline Pidgeon. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Forgive me.  I did not know that.  Nice that you get travel cards 
though, isn’t it? 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  It might be better if you did use buses sometimes. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  I have called Caroline Pidgeon. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I use the buses a lot. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  I have been asked to make the point and I have made the point.   
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  You are wrong.  It is discretionary.  You can choose not to have it.  I do not have 
one.  You can choose not to have it.  It is not as of right. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Can I clarify my remarks. Those Members of the Assembly and the Mayor who 
choose to take up the option of travel cards have to pay tax on their travel cards, or on the amount of 
money that that is deemed to represent.  The next speaker is Caroline Pidgeon. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Following on from Mike, looking at priorities in terms of your budget, you 
have got difficult choices coming up.  I want to look at your cable car project.  A nice idea which you 
promised would be funded entirely from private finance.  In fact, you went further and said, ‚In tough 
economic circumstances, we need to raise the money privately‛.  Why have you, therefore, had to direct 
the London Development Board (LDA) Board to spend £1.2 million on this project? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Again, it is an extremely valuable regeneration project and it also 
commends itself in transport terms, if you have a successful cable car running from the O2, which is the 
single most popular live music venue in the world, to the ExCeL and over to the Docklands where we 
have fantastic potential for growth.  We have got the biggest exhibition centre across the river to City 
Airport and to ExCeL, you have an amazing regeneration opportunity, which is the kind of thing that the 
LDA and our bodies should be pursuing.  You also have a very significant transport benefit.  People 
underestimate the power of the cable car to move people fast.  It is the equivalent to having a bus route 
with 30 buses on it. 
 



 

 

That does not in any way diminish - and I am grateful to you, Caroline, for pointing this out - my 
determination to seek private support for this venture because I do think it is the kind of thing that is 
likely to attract a great deal of interest and is already attracting a great deal of private interest. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  The LDA Board considered your proposal and rejected it.  It did not feel it 
was good investment for their money, even though you claim it is such a great regeneration project.  
Why have you had to direct these experts who sit on the Board to spend £1.2 million?  Is this a priority, 
given the current budget constraints? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Just because I happen to come up with a brilliant and innovative 
solution for the river crossing issue.  You have got a problem, east of Tower Bridge, a shortage of river 
crossings.  We are very ambitious in that direction.  As you know, we want to go forward with a tunnel at 
Silvertown.  We have further plans.  In the short term a cable car offers a very, very attractive solution. 
 
I am disappointed, frankly, by the churlish and curmudgeonly barracking from my neighbour [ John 
Biggs AM] on my right.  I might remind you, Caroline, because it will be germane to future arguments, 
not only did this project, when it was first broached, have the fervent support of the gentleman 
immediately to my right, fervent support, but, also, he pledged to vote for me if we delivered it!  I intend 
to -- 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  OK.  You are using up my time. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Did anybody not remember that?  I remember it. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  We will finish there, thank you. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Mr Mayor, can I remind you that you promised to try to be succinct. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I promised to try. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Could you try harder please? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Sometimes these questions are so good they deserve a long 
answer! 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  No.  Nothing deserves an answer of that length.  Please try harder.   
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  Thank you, Chair.  After all that, Mr Mayor, can I congratulate you on your 
good management in London, prudent management, and in announcing the third year zero demand on 
the precept?  You can hear my colleagues join with me in that.  Are you aware, Mr Mayor, that the 
people of London are beginning to notice the difference between your prudent management -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Beginning? 
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  Well progressively -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Increasingly. 
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  Indeed.  Indeed. 
 
Tony Arbour (AM):  Even the liberals! 
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  And, at the same time, contrasting the previous Mayor’s management and the 
fact that he is now apparently siding with protestors on our streets and, indeed, also siding with strikers 



 

 

who bring the capital to a halt, in total contrast to your prudent management.  Are you aware of this, 
Mr Mayor? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It would be wrong of me to try to put the point any more 
eloquently than you could make it. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  Can I take this opportunity to welcome guests from Redbridge who have joined us 
in the Chamber today?  They are pleased to be here anyway but they will be particularly pleased to hear 
that we are going to see the council tax contribution from this building frozen again for the third year in 
a row.  They will note how that contrasts with the previous Mayor’s record of increasing the precept by 
153% over the 8 years that he was in office. 
 
Could then press you, as you know, Mr Mayor, I am always ambitious for you, to begin work immediately 
-- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  This is your traditional question, Roger. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  -- on creating a fourth year precept freeze for the final year of your Mayoralty, 
which will mean we will have achieved a zero percent increase for the entire time that you are in office? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Roger, I am indebted to you for your question which has the 
regularity of the annual carol concert.  Unfortunately I am going to swerve it again because I do not 
want to give any commitments about any future decisions I might make or might have to make about 
the precept. 
 
Your general aspiration is the right one and we should work to reduce unnecessary spending because 
that is what Londoners want us to do. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  Can I, Mr Mayor, just point out perhaps another area for savings you might 
consider?  It was not included in Mike’s big three and it has not been mentioned so far.  That is the 
possibility of saving some money from the support costs of the political groups on the Assembly.  The 
Conservative group has saved around £180,000 this year.  Will you take this opportunity to urge 
Members of the progressive alliance who lecture you so much about saving money to put its own house 
in order and make some savings there? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I hesitate to intrude into the domestic cuisine of the Assembly.  
This is a matter that I am sure you will work out for yourselves.  I do notice the stark contrast in the per 
capita expenditure of Assembly Members and I am sure that the electorate will observe it too and draw 
its own conclusions about which Members are providing value for money. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  I did have a personal explanation first, before my question, Chair.  For the record, I 
said in this Chamber I would vote for him if he built this cable car before the May 2012 election, safe in 
the knowledge that it was another of his vacuous sound bites, Chair, and it would be unlikely to be built 
in that timescale.  It is a nice frippery but it does not tackle the transport problems of east London. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Your question now please? 
 
John Biggs (AM):  My question is about -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  He has changed it.  I have now got to build it before the May 
elections.  I see. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  The question on the order paper is about how are you prioritising front line services 
in cutting waste?  As a starter, for the record, the bureaucracy in City Hall has grown by, roughly, 10% in 
the past year.  Can you account for that? 



 

 

 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Nonsense, absolute nonsense.  As everybody can see there has 
been a substantial -- 
 
John Biggs (AM):  I will be very clear about that.  The number of highly paid staff and the number of 
senior appointments that have been made, following the previous year’s savings, over 40 staff have been 
recruited here, and we have a record number of people on over £100,000 a year.  In what way does that 
demonstrate a ratchet on waste and value for money? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  People will be absolutely stupefied by that question because 
there has been a substantial reduction in the overall headcount in this building.  We are delivering far 
more for far less.  That is what our ambition is.  If you go around the floors of this building you find 
highly motivated and highly idealistic people who are doing a fantastic job for this city.  You do not need 
to do it with a malfusion expansion in the number of public sector individuals. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  You have grown the number of staff in the past year by a significant percentage.  
Shall I move on then? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Sorry, in the last two years -- 
 
John Biggs (AM):  I will move on.  The next question is in April of next year when Londoners wake up 
and discover that they have roughly 1,000 fewer police officers on the streets of London than they had 
in April of this year, do you think they will judge you as having prioritised front line services and cut 
wasteful expenditure? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think, John, that they will because everybody working on this is 
absolutely determined not just to prioritise front line policing and to maintain front line capability, but 
also to maintain the basic format of the Safer Neighbourhood Teams (SNTs) which have been very 
successful and very popular.  There is a widespread political understanding of the importance of that. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  You stated very clearly that one of the key priorities that would drive you would be 
to make London safer.  Do you think, on the face of it, Londoners will feel safer if they have roughly 
3%, or 1,000 or so, fewer police officers on the streets than they had -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Your assumption is wrong, John.  As I said right at the beginning 
in my Mayor’s oral update, we think that the settlement is something that we can work with.  We are 
engaged with Government now about how to manage the cuts at nearly 5.1% than 4.1% but we think 
we can ameliorate some of the effects.  We think we can find funds from other budgets. 
 
Our intention is to maintain front line capability.  If you look at what Sir Paul Stephenson [Commissioner 
of Police of the Metropolis] has done in increasing the number of patrols, it has been highly successful.  
It is not just that crime overall is coming down, though it is, but it is also true that people’s perception of 
crime - their fear of crime - is also diminishing.  That is very, very important.  It is one of the things that 
makes London an ever more attractive place to live in and to invest in. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  OK.  Here is a helpful question.  It is a Police Community Support Officer (PCSO) 
question.  The Government has ring fenced funding for PCSOs in every other part of the country but in 
London has said that you are free to not ring fence that money, that is to say  you could, if you wanted, 
make your PCSOs redundant and recycle the money into something else.  You have already said, but can 
you clarify, that you will not be making PCSOs redundant in the coming year? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What I have said is that we want to give borough commanders 
flexibility about the make up of SNTs.  There will be a discussion to be had about the ratio of warranted 
officers to PCSOs.  That is inevitable.  Our intention, as I say, is to maintain front line capability police 
officers out there on the street at current levels, or even above current levels. 



 

 

 
John Biggs (AM):  I take that answer then - because we are both old pros in this business - as being a 
very thoughtful way of saying that you will be making PCSOs redundant next year.  
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Again, I would not prejudge this.  There is a discussion to be 
gone through.  Clearly savings will have to be made.  There is no doubt about it.  The issue will be for 
the Metropolitan Police Service and borough commanders.  If you have to make savings what is the 
priority?  Do you cut the back office first?  Obviously.  Do you cut PCSOs or warranted officers?  Where 
do you make the savings?  Our intention, as I say now possibly for the fifth or sixth time in this brief 
Assembly, is it maintain front line capability or perhaps, even, to increase it. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  OK.  Two other very short questions, hopefully.  The first is you say the Olympics 
are a priority and yet there are a number of Olympic skills and employment programmes which are 
closing down through lack of funding.  You have failed, as yet, to secure funding from Government. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is a good point, John.  You are referring to some of the 
Olympic skills and training initiatives.  I am determined that those should be funded. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  Currently they are unfunded.  You have not got the money yet.  You are still 
haggling with Government to try to secure the funding for that? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Basically, yes, but I am confident that we will get the funding. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  Good.  Finally then, in balancing priorities, Londoners would be delighted that their 
council tax is frozen next year.  In fact, the vast majority -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Hang on.  Does that mean the Labour Group supports the 
policy?  Wait, wait, wait, we have got to pin this down.  I just heard a peep of support. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  I do not think there is a local authority in London that is raising its Council Tax.  
They have been given a very thoughtful bung by the Government to giving back some of the money 
that has been taken away from them with a 2.5% proto increase.  If you balance that against the 
swingeing fare increases people have on 1 January 2011 -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Your question, Mr Biggs? 
 
John Biggs (AM):  -- do you think that is part of the value for money equation Londoners should feel 
comfortable about? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Again, unfortunately, I would have to reject some of your 
vocabulary.  These are not swingeing increases.  They are built into the business plan.  They are 
considerably lower than increases that the previous incumbent of this office put in in 2004 and 2005.  
Increases which some of you who were present supported without a squeak of demur. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  Over 7%.  Thank you, Chair. 
 
Gareth Bacon (AM):  Mr Mayor, are there now more or fewer police officers than there were in 
May 2008 when you took office? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As far as I am aware there are 33,034, roughly speaking, 
warranted officers - that is off the top of my head - on the streets of London.  That is an all time high.  
That is a considerable achievement and I congratulate the police on what it is doing. 
 
Let us not make any bones about this.  It will be difficult, in the current climate, to maintain those 
numbers but we are going to do our level best. 



 

 

 
Gareth Bacon (AM):  Marvellous.  So, despite the economic wreckage left to the country by the 
previous dismally failed Labour Government, will there be more or fewer police officers in April of next 
year than when you took office in May 2008? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am confident that there will be more next year than when I took 
office.  I am delighted to say - it is very, very important to get this across - that crime is coming down. 
 
Gareth Bacon (AM):  Thank you very much. 
 
 
4242/2010 - Train timetables 
 
Steve O’Connell 
 
Will you lobby the Office of Rail Regulation to reverse their decision not to allow Southern Railway to 
introduce an additional off peak and Saturday service train per hour between Brighton and London 
Victoria via East Croydon considering the proposal was approved by both the timetabling committee and 
Network Rail, as this would greatly benefit travellers in south London? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Steve.  You asked a very good question about 
increasing the service to Croydon in particular.  This is something that Southern intends to do further 
work on and we intend to push that very hard. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  Thank you very much, Mr Mayor.  First of all I would like, again, to thank you 
for coming along to Broad Green in Croydon last night to launch your community conversations.  I sense 
it was a great success.  We had a large number of representatives from the black and minority ethnic 
(BME) community and I look forward to working with you on taking this forward. 
 
Thank you again for urging more mentoring, particularly among black men, to support many of our 
vulnerable young people in the north of Croydon.  Thank you very much for that. 
 
Thank you very much for your support of this additional service, which is between Brighton and Victoria 
via East Croydon.  Up until now there has been some resistance but I sense now we are in a position 
where we hope to be introducing that service round about May of next year. 
 
Speaking about transport strategies generally, would you agree with me, to assist your strategic planning 
of London, it might be helpful, going forward, to see if you can get some more control around the train 
services within your parameters -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Sorry, that is not about timetables. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  It is about trains, Chair. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  I know it is about trains but it is not about train timetables, which is what the 
question is about. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Sorry, if I may say so, Chair,  it is a very good question because -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  It might be but it is not about train timetables. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  It is about trains.  What are you talking about, Chair? 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  I am talking about the fact that it is not about train timetables which is what the 
priority question is about. 



 

 

 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  A certain laxity you afforded to some colleagues over there does not seem to 
be extended to myself. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  No, that is not fair.    
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  I have got other supplementaries. Are we allowed to talk about the East 
Croydon Station? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We are allowed to talk about trains going into East Croydon and 
the times of those trains, as far as I can see. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  OK.  I am sorry this is more mundane than the earlier question but please bear 
with me, Chair.  One last question, Mr Mayor.  Will you support me in the lobbying to build a new 
platform and pedestrian bridge across the platforms in East Croydon Station? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I will completely support you in that, Steve, and I congratulate 
you on all the work that you are doing for transport in Croydon.  We intend to support you. 
 
Just to get to the point Val [Shawcross] was making from the wings.  This kind of discussion would be 
greatly assisted if, as I never tire of saying, there was more of a role for TfL and for the Mayoralty in 
discussions with the Department for Transport about rail franchises across the region because then there 
would be some more democratic accountability for Londoners in respect of key questions such as 
whether or not to have four trains an hour to Croydon. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  Thank you. 
 
 
3992/2010 - Chair of the London Fire and Emergency Planning Authority 
 
Darren Johnson 
 
Will you sack Brian Coleman? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  Thank you, Darren.  You ask me whether I would sack 
Brian [Coleman] and the answer is no.  I will not. 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  If you look at some of his comments and behaviour during the recent dispute, 
for example, his interview with the Ham & High in November 2010 where he is quoted as saying, ‚Most 
of the union officials, if they had a brain cell, they would be dangerous.  Most of them are thick, cannot 
string a sentence together and, frankly, are incoherent.  We have to break the Fire Brigades Union 
(FBU)‛.  Does that sound like the words of a man who is seriously interested in resolving an industrial 
dispute or one who wants to prolong it and perpetuate it and add flames to the fire? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  OK.  There are several things here.  Before I come to the 
substance of your question, which is really about some of the language that has been used, it is 
important to stress that real progress is being made now with the FBU about this matter, and -- 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  No thanks to the Chair. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am not certain, frankly, that that is the case, Darren, or that you 
are entirely fair in saying that.  There was a vote, as you know, in June of this year, to issue Section 188 
notices to firefighters that their old contracts would end and new contracts would come in which they 
would be obliged to accept.  There was a unanimous vote.  It was tabled by the Chairman and those 
voting in favour - which is, essentially, what triggered the dispute - of the motion were Tony Arbour, 



 

 

Gareth Bacon, Brian Coleman, Murad Qureshi, Navin Shah, Richard Tracey, Mike Tuffrey and 
Darren Johnson.  I think you did the right thing there -- 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  To begin the process of negotiation; the formal consultation process. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  What has happened, after an arduous process of 
negotiation and after consultation and the work of the Resolution Advisory Panel, we have got to a 
position now where a different shift pattern is - can I just finish this?  It is important people understand 
the context of all this -- 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  Yes. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- because a great deal of heat and not much light has been 
shed.  There is a new proposal for the shift patterns.  It is sensible.  The FBU is currently balloting its 
members on the 13.5 hour night and then the 10.5 hour day.  I hope very much that that will be -- 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  I agree. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- a successful ballot and that the Commissioner will then be in a 
position to recommend to LFEPA -- 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  We are moving away from the -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Sorry, this is entirely germane to the stewardship of LFEPA by 
Brian. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Mr Mayor, can you just bear in mind the time constraints please. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  This is something that people get very, very worked up about. 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  I accept we are at a very important stage in the process and I hope that we can 
have a peaceful resolution as a result of this process. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Good. 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  However, is it helpful for the Chairman of the Authority to be saying publicly 
that we have got to break a union while that process is going on?  While we are reaching such a sensitive 
time as to bring together a peaceful conclusion to the process.  Is it sensible for the Chairman to be 
making provocative comments like that? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand your feeling -- 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  I think you are saying that it is not because, in a letter here, you say, ‚Abusive 
and provocative language is inappropriate and unhelpful in any sphere of life‛ -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are welcome to shout at me.  I was trying to answer your 
question. 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  -- from the pages of the Ham & High to the chamber of the London 
Assembly. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are adopting rather a hectoring and bullying tone for a chap 
who is criticising abusive language.  Let me try, as calmly as I can, to tell you that, yes, as I said in that 
letter, I do not think such language is helpful.  One of the many joys of working in this place is that, by 



 

 

and large, there is very little personal rancour and abuse.  That is a good thing.  As I have said in my 
letter, the language has been unhelpful but then heaven knows what kind of things are said about me. 
 
Darren Johnson (AM):  OK.  You have used up all my time now. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Abusive and unhelpful things are often said about me.  I 
deprecate the use of such language.  To get to your point, I will not make a change in LFEPA now 
because we are in the middle of very delicate negotiations which I hope will be successfully concluded.  I 
congratulate LFEPA and you, Darren, on the vote and I congratulate Brian on his stewardship of LFEPA 
though not, necessarily, on his choice of language -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Come on, Mr Mayor.  You are using up all of their time.  
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  They asked stupid questions. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  Using my time actually. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Ask better questions. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  No, no, no.  We really do need to be conscious that there is only a limited 
amount of time so just, once again Mr Mayor, bear it in mind.   
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  Mr Mayor, as the Vice Chairman of LFEPA, can I say to you that I feel, along 
with my colleagues on LFEPA, really rather insulted by this political personal attack on our leader on 
LFEPA. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Delivered in a very abusive hectoring way I would say.  Shouting 
he was. 
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  The fact is that, although Darren may have voted with us in July 2010, since 
that time, led by Brian Coleman, we have been on our own facing attacks by the Labour group on LFEPA 
and by the Green representative, with occasional bits of support from the Liberal Democrats.  This has 
been in the face of brutish language used about the Chairman by some representatives of the FBU.  It is 
not too surprising, therefore, that he has hit back.  We know he is very capable of hitting back. 
 
Now we are moving towards some settlement - incidentally, the FBU accepting the very terms that we 
have been pointing out from, practically, the beginning of this - will you -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Your question, Richard? 
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  -- therefore, encourage the Chairman of LFEPA to go further now and to set an 
example to other trade unions in London and in the rest of the country? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Just to get back to my answer to Darren, I cannot really condone 
the use of abusive language because I do not think it is helpful under any circumstances.  We run, by 
and large, a very harmonious operation here and that is the way I think we would all want to see it.  In 
spite of old care in the community here [gestures to John Biggs AM] with Tourettes and his constant 
barracking, I think we run a very harmonious operation. 
 
I cannot condone the manner in which Brian expressed himself.  I very much hope that people do not 
inflame temperatures now.  Both sides are showing a great deal of common sense and I hope that the 
deal can be done.  As I say, I congratulate LFEPA on the way that it has managed it and, if and when the 
FBU accepts the package, I congratulate it as well. 
 



 

 

By the way, I should offer general congratulations to London firefighters on the way they are reducing 
the incidents of fire in this city and reducing the number of deaths from fire, which is the key thing. 
 
Gareth Bacon (AM):  Mr Mayor, the process of changing the shift patterns has taken five years of the 
Authority attempting to negotiate with the FBU.  Certainly in the latter six months of that the Chairman 
of LFEPA has been subjected to a campaign of highly personalised propaganda, smears and abuse 
carried out in the most aggressive manner imaginable. 
 
Kit Malthouse (AM):  Partly by these people. 
 
Gareth Bacon (AM):  Despite this, Mr Mayor, he has held his nerve and he has shown a great deal of 
courage and backbone.  Will you join me in congratulating him on that -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I certainly will. 
 
Gareth Bacon (AM):  -- and wishing him every success in the future in continuing with that, and 
congratulating him on bringing an essential process to the very brink of a successful conclusion, after 
five years of inactivity from either side? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  I certainly think that you are right, Gareth, to draw 
attention to the campaign of personal abuse, which has not only been directed at Brian but also at 
Val [Shawcross] when she was Chair of LFEPA.  Members will recall some of the hostility that Val 
experienced in that role.  If I remember correctly, Val, you stewarded LFEPA during the 2002 dispute and 
that was pretty rough I seem to remember at the time.  You are absolutely right, Gareth, to call attention 
to the courage and backbone - the right words - that Brian has shown. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  Mr Mayor, I know you hate to fly in the face of public opinion on occasions such 
as this.  You will recall that we had a People’s Question Time in Camden on 2 November 2010.  One of 
the questions that people are asked after that event is do you think it was well chaired?  Mr Coleman, 
who chaired that event, got an approval rating of 85% from his audience which, I might say, compares 
rather favourably to that achieved by other people who would seek to lead the Fire Authority.  Will you 
continue to support public opinion by keeping Brian in his job? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I certainly remember that that occasion was well chaired, though 
I do not wish to make any invidious comparisons with any other events, all of which have gone pretty 
well too in my view. 
 
 
4013/2010 - Rape Crisis Centres 
 
Jennette Arnold 
 
What assurances can the Mayor give concerning future revenue funding for both the established and 
newly opened Rape Crisis centres, given that the voluntary service is in such dire straights? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Jennette.  It was great to see you there at the launch 
of the confirmation of the four rape crisis centres across London.  Yes, certainly, I can give a 
commitment that, if I am lucky enough to be re-elected, we will continue to supply funding for rape 
crisis centres. 
 
Jennette Arnold (Deputy Chair):  Thank you for that.  I want to bring you forward a little bit before 
your election because it seems to me not appropriate for these centres to be left on the edge waiting for 
you to be re-elected.  If I can take you back to your manifesto pledge, it was about funding to a tune of 
£2.2 million over four years.  When you look at the allocation that has come out now with the launch of 
the latest centres, we are talking here about funding over 16 months for these centres and that only 



 

 

accounts for £1.4 million.  What I want from you is some commitment that in your next budget you will 
look to include that shortfall of £800,000 because the current climate within local government is not 
going to improve and I think it is a little bit weak, expecting the continuity of these services based on 
local government input. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand completely what you are saying, Jennette.  Thank 
you for what you are doing to participate in this process.  I would just say that it is only right that, where 
we can provide services more effectively and more efficiently with taxpayers’ money, we should do that.  
I am pleased that we have been able to find £1.4 million to fund three new rape crisis centres, as I 
pledged, across London. 
 
I accept the sincerity that you now bring to this cause.  Since you cast aspersions on what we are doing, I 
would point out that, in the eight years or however long it was that you served as an Assembly Member 
before 2008, two rape crisis centres closed in London during that period.  I do not think you, or indeed 
any other Labour Member, offered much by way of protest at that.  I do not think that there was much 
cross-questioning of the previous incumbent about those particular failures.  I take your conversion to 
this cause very, very gratefully. 
 
Jennette Arnold (Deputy Chair):  Mr Mayor, let me tell you - and I can bring you the details - I was 
one of the Members who sat in 2000 on the first pan-London strategic body to look at rape and 
domestic violence in this city.  It was set up by the previous Mayor and was led by the women’s office 
working to that Mayor.  Let me tell you that I am not going to stand in line to you or anyone else about 
this issue.  If you look at my -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What do you mean, ‚stand in line‛? 
 
Jennette Arnold (Deputy Chair):  -- lifetime career of campaigning it has been about safety for 
women on the streets in this country -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand that. 
 
Jennette Arnold (Deputy Chair):  -- so, it is not new. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am sorry, you are trying to beat me up because we have 
delivered on a promise! 
 
Jennette Arnold (Deputy Chair):  Just take this idea that it is new.  It is not new.  What I want you to 
accept is that there is a shortfall in the funding from your original pledge.  It is not acrimonious.  I am 
getting you to accept that.  Having established this framework for service, do you accept this shortfall 
and will you look to ensuring that this shortfall is met, given the current circumstances in local 
government?  It is a straightforward answer.  I do not need to take a history lesson from you. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is material to people’s understanding of what is going on here.  
You are trying to get me to commit more money irrespective of what we are achieving.  We are achieving 
a great deal with what we have committed. 
 
I would point out to you and remind you Jennette, that, in spite of all the good work you may have done 
in 2000, there then followed a period in which two rape crisis centres closed, and it has been our job to 
rectify that.  I am delighted that you are now supporting what we are doing. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  It will not be much, Mr Mayor.  You are being very patient and very courteous 
to the Member opposite because, it seems to me, that the previous administration may have formed a 
rape crisis steering group or study group round about the year 2000, during the course of those eight 
years I would like to say they achieved absolutely zilch but they actually achieved a negative manner in 
closing two rape centres.  Since that time, boroughs like Croydon have been working away to form a 



 

 

proper rape crisis service for its borough.  Mr Mayor, I thank you and ask you to comment further the 
fact that you are now achieving, after two and a half years, an fourfold increase of the rape crisis resorts 
throughout pan-London.  Mr Mayor, I thank you for that on behalf of the disadvantaged people that 
this will help and, again, I would like you to comment on your commitment and the commitment, also, 
post-2012 when, on your excellent track record, you will be re-elected. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is a shame in a way that this is becoming so party political. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  Indeed. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  This is something that we are all basically agreed on.  I became 
very interested in this subject in 2008 when I met Yvonne Trainer and I saw the work she was doing at 
the rape crisis centre in Croydon.  I thought it was fantastic and I said then that I wanted to see work like 
that expanded.  It is vital that women who experience rape or sexual domestic violence do have 
somewhere where they can go in the long term.  We need provision in every quadrant of London.  We 
were determined to do it. 
 
What I would love, Jennette, is if everybody could somehow take the party politics out of this and work 
together to achieve more for rape crisis centre provision in London, rather than endlessly trying to score 
points off me or anybody else. 
 
Jennette Arnold (Deputy Chair):  It was in your manifesto.  You made it political. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have delivered it. 
 
Jennette Arnold (Deputy Chair):  In your manifesto. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have delivered it. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  It is disgraceful. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  Thank you, Chair.  Mr Mayor, can I thank you for providing our rape crisis centre 
in Redbridge which I am sure will be of great value to local people, and thank Kit Malthouse for taking 
time to come and open that centre?  Does the exchange you have just had with Jennette Arnold not 
demonstrate something pretty fundamental about the last eight years of Ken Livingstone’s [Mayor of 
London 2000-2008] administration; that is there were an awful lot of people in this building steering but 
nobody driving? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Again, I hesitate to try to improve on the formulation of the 
distinguished Member. 
 
John Biggs (AM):  Very quickly, Chair.  For the record, rape crisis centres are not a statutory 
responsibility for the Mayor.  The two which were closed under the previous Mayoralty were closed by 
the boroughs.  At the same time rape havens were established using London funding.  It is simply 
mischievous and dishonest to the point of lying to claim that what has happened is some sort of 
betrayal.  We strongly support your initiative on rape haven centres, however, we think you should keep 
to the commitment you made, rather than dilly dallying and shilly shallying and going backwards on it. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What you are seeing is the keeping of a commitment and the 
rectifying of an omission - albeit not a statutory omission, I accept that point - and a failure under the 
previous Mayoralty.  I am glad that we have rectified it and I hope we can now move on together. 
 
 
4195/2010 - LDA Funding 
 



 

 

Tony Arbour 
 
Please can you provide an update on negotiations with Government regarding the funding for economic 
development work in London? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Tony.  As I said in the opening statement, there are 
ongoing discussions between us and Government at all levels and in many departments, but I am 
confident that there will be a significant sum available for the pot for economic development in London. 
 
Tony Arbour (AM):  I wonder, Mr Mayor, if you can you tell us what your priorities are for such money 
which is going to replace LDA grants?  Some of the things that we are concerned about, for example, 
are the funding of the business information centre at the British Library and the CompeteFor contract 
which enables London business to compete for the Olympics.  Could you give us an idea of the priorities 
that you have for such a -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Tony.  I accept very much the point that you are 
making.  You are right to raise it.  I just do not want, now, to get into a checklist of all the things that I 
want or are going to be delivered, but both those things, certainly, are important. 
 
Tony Arbour (AM):  OK.  We will return to this.  Thank you. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We certainly will.  Members should know it will not now be too 
long before we start to get much more clarity on all this. 
 
 
4009/2010 - 27 Missing Fire Appliances 
 
Navin Shah 
 
At the MQT meeting on 17 November, in your oral update, you said ‚it seems to me that we are entirely 
in agreement that there shouldn’t be a reduction in Fire Appliances‛. The Chair of LFEPA nodded in 
agreement to your statement.  Can you confirm that this actually means you are saying, with the 
agreement of your Chair, that there will be no cuts to fire appliance provision in the current financial 
year, nor in the financial year 2011/2012? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Navin.  The answer is that, as you and I have 
discussed before, there are no plans for reducing the number of fire appliances. 
 
Navin Shah (AM):  Mr Mayor, can I point out to you that, at the Fire Authority meeting, it was placed 
on the Authority agenda by your Conservative Members who said that an investigation was to take place 
as to whether the Fire Brigade needs all 27 fire appliances removed from stations during the current 
industrial action to be retained, or whether there is an oversupply of appliances.  Did you make that 
comment that you made last time around at Mayor’s Question Time (MQT) that the Chairman was in 
agreement that there should not be any reduction in fire appliances?  If that is the case, are you, or is 
the Chairman of the Fire Authority, going back on your word and the commitment that you gave to this 
Assembly? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Navin, can I again thank you for the work that you did when you 
were on LFEPA and for the sensible vote that you made in favour of the reforms.  On the 27 fire 
appliances we are all in agreement that there are no plans to remove them.  The situation is, at the 
moment, pending the final resolution of the dispute, the 27 appliances to which you refer are currently 
in the hands of Asset Co.  When this thing is concluded they will revert to the London Fire Brigade. 
 



 

 

Navin Shah (AM):  Mr Mayor, what you have just said does not add up.  Very clearly, as I quoted to 
you, at the Authority meeting on 8 November 2010 your Members asked the Authority to investigate a 
reduction of those 27 appliances and check whether these are actually needed. 
 
If I can go on further, this is touching upon front line services.  You made the comment this morning, 
which I welcomed, that you want to maintain front line capability and even increase it.  If that is the 
case, can you explain to me, when the Chairman of the Fire Authority was asked if there could be cuts to 
the level of firefighters and fire engines, the Chairman said, ‚Of course.  There are going to be cuts and 
the cuts will involve job losses‛.  Very clearly the agenda of the Fire Authority, the Chairman of the Fire 
Authority and your colleagues is different than what you are saying here.  Somebody is not telling us the 
truth. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand where you are coming from, Navin.  I do not think 
you are being entirely fair to the argument.  On the 27 fire appliances it is perfectly true that a motion 
was put down asking whether LFEPA could investigate whether or not the 27 fire appliances were 
necessary.  That is a very long day’s march from saying that you want to remove 27 fire appliances.  
Anybody can understand that. 
 
Secondly, on the assertion that there could be cuts, yes, of course there could be cuts.  Our proposal - 
and what I am determined to ensure - is that there should be no reduction in fire cover.  I do not want to 
see a reduction in our front line capability, either in policing London or in protecting London from fire. 
 
Navin Shah (AM):  Are you, therefore, now saying that you are prepared to accept a reduction in fire 
appliances, and therefore firefighters, which is different from what you said at the last MQT?  You need 
to come clean as to where you stand. 
 
Also, I have a comment here from the Chairman of -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You asked me whether I was in favour of removing the specific 
27 fire appliances.  You continually assert, falsely, that there is some plan to get rid of these 27 fire 
appliances.  That is not the case.  There is no such plan. 
 
Navin Shah (AM):  For this year, next year, forever?  What are you exactly saying?  That is the nub of 
my question to you in the first instance. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  The nub of my answer, Navin, is that we intend to maintain fire 
cover in London.  That is what matters.  What people want to see is protection from fire in this city, just 
as they want to see more police deployed in the front line where people can see them and where they 
can bring down crime.  That is the name of the game. 
 
 
4212/2010 - Dangerous Dogs 
 
Richard Tracey 
 
‚In light of the continued problem of dog attacks, what is the Mayor doing in regard to his policy on 
dangerous dogs?‛ 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Dick.  This is an excellent question because it gives 
me a chance to praise the work of the Deputy Mayor for Policing and perhaps you can just hoover up 
the garlands of praise that I am about to dispense.  This is a real problem for London.  We should really 
think seriously about the problems that many people in our communities face because of dangerous 
dogs or weapon dogs.  They intimidate; they reduce the quality of life, particularly for some of the 
poorest and most vulnerable people in London.  They are a real abuse of power by some people in our 



 

 

city.  There has been a significant increase in the number of ambulance call outs as a result of attacks by 
dangerous dogs.  They are threatening and we want to see a serious reduction. 
 
That is why, under the guidance and support of Kit Malthouse [Deputy Mayor for Policing], amongst 
other things, the Status Dog Unit was set up in March 2009.  It is taking steps to make it easier to 
kennel such dogs by reducing the cost of kennelling.  769 weapon and attack dogs of one kind or 
another have been seized from April 2010 to November 2010.  That is a massive increase.  For instance, 
in 2005, the total number of dogs seized was only 35.  This is a problem that the police are really trying 
to get to grips with.  80% of the dogs that were seized are prohibited by law. 
 
We are continuing to do a lot of work on this matter.  There have been two educational events.  What 
we need to do is to try to educate people into the potential threat of these dogs and to get them to 
understand what they do to degrade the quality of life in their communities.  We have had two people 
with dogs training events here in City Hall.  I believe today, unless I am wrong, there is going to be a 
Parliamentary event in which we are going to launch our leaflet to promote engagement with local 
initiatives to suppress dangerous dogs.  I think this initiative is called Barking up the Right Tree.  Kit has 
definitely been barking up the right tree in respect of this matter. 
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  Mr Mayor, thank you for that answer and for the statement of what you have 
been leading.  I want to say a word of praise about Wandsworth, one of my boroughs, which has also 
been playing a major part in educating the public and in dealing with serious dog attacks which we have 
had in the borough. 
 
You are absolutely right to mention the reception at the House of Commons this afternoon.  It is an all-
party reception which our colleague, Kit Malthouse, will be addressing.  It has been organised for 
Members of Parliament, and particularly new Members of Parliament, elected in May 2010, to learn 
more about the petition and the requirement for Government to move to some more precise legislation.  
That is really the word.  Can I encourage you, Mr Mayor, to lobby on behalf of Londoners in the 
direction of the Home Office?  At the moment dangerous dog legislation is probably under the hand of 
the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs.  It surely must be the Home Office that ought 
to be taking steps.  Could you progress that? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  Again, the work we are doing in City Hall is very, very 
important for the general grip of the city on this problem.  There has been a petition, as everybody will 
be aware, on dangerous dogs.  I believe that there is a case for increasing the penalty for owning a 
banned breed and bringing the penalty more in line with penalties for carrying an offensive weapon; 
perhaps extending the law to include owning a banned breed on private land.  This is particularly 
important when we consider the interests of people whose livelihoods involve visiting other people and 
who may feel threatened and under attack from these animals. 
 
You have got to bear in mind that the majority of dogs in London will be innocent animals and we do 
not want to penalise them or to cause their owners anxiety.  It is important that we strike the right 
balance and that we deal with what is an increasing problem on our streets and in communities in 
London. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  Mr Mayor, to continue the debate around the problem of dogs in London.  
First of all I declare an interest.  I am the proud owner of five wonderful dogs.  I will get on to why I 
cannot walk them all at the same time in a minute. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Your question? 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  Can I ask you, Mr Mayor, to urge the boroughs of London to adopt the dog 
control orders which have been adopted by Croydon and Westminster?  These orders give an 
empowerment for council uniformed officers to insist that any dog not on a lead should be put on a 
lead.  It also bans all dogs from certain areas in the borough, particularly play areas, and it does limit the 



 

 

number of dogs under control for one person to four dogs, which is the amount recommended by the 
Dog Walkers’ Society.  One of my poor little fellows has to stay indoors. 
 
Mr Mayor, in line and in parallel with the good work that Mr Malthouse is doing, can I urge you to also 
look at the dog control orders, which are a power at the moment available to all London boroughs? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  Thanks, Steve.  I urge London boroughs to use the powers 
that are available to them to control this problem, which will be a huge issue for their constituents and 
something that there is a lot of public feeling about. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  Unlike the previous Member I do not own any dogs but a lot of people in 
Havering, which I represent, are dog owners and they are very pleased to enjoy the company of their 
pets.  They have some concerns that the approach that is taken is measured.  Clearly something needs to 
be done because we have seen an 80% increase in dog attacks in recent years.  Can we make sure that 
measures target irresponsible owners, rather than targeting across a blanket, because we do not want to 
punish people unfairly. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  The Dangerous Dogs Act of 1991 has gone down in history 
as perhaps one of the most ill thought out knee jerk pieces of legislation.  We do not want to go down 
that route.  We do not want to victimise harmless pooches across London; much loved family pets.  We 
do not want Bonzo and Tiddles and all the rest of them to be rounded up by Kit Malthouse and done 
away with.  That is not what is going to happen.  
 
What I do not want to see is the terrifying spectacle of some illegal breed being trained to jump into the 
lower branches of a tree, clamp its jaws around those branches and swing for ages in order to promote 
toughness and biting strength.  That is what is happening.  I have seen it.  We have all seen it.  There are 
some people who are training their dogs to be vicious.  I do not want to see that.  I want them to be 
actively discouraged.  It will be an important thing for people’s sense of wellbeing and safety in their 
communities if we could do that. 
 
You are right, Roger, there is a balance to be struck but, at the moment, I am worried about the increase 
in weapon dogs. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  People will be relieved to hear that these measures will be appropriately targeted, 
Mr Mayor.  I, for one, do not think that, ‚Vote for me and the puppy gets it‛ is going to be a very good 
slogan! 
 
 



 

 

4010/2010 - Abolition of LDA 
 
Murad Qureshi 
 
The Mayor’s public draft Climate Change Mitigation and Energy (CCME) Strategy was published on 
Friday 8th October when clearly your office knew nothing of Government plans for the LDA. As the whole 
strategy is heavily reliant on LDA activity, it is hard to imagine how you will now implement even a small 
proportion of the programmes or policies set out in this strategy, so the Government’s decision, timing 
and lack of communication with the Mayor’s office must be deeply embarrassing.  Now London is to lose 
the LDA, how will you see to it that London develops its existing geographical and sectoral strengths in 
the low carbon economy?   
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Murad, thank you very much.  As you know, the LDA’s functions 
are going to be transferred very largely to this body.  As I have said many times now this morning, 
pending the final settlement, the intention is to continue, particularly with some of the programmes that 
you identified and that you and I both care about very much, particularly RE:NEW and RE:FIT, 
Reconnect and decentralised energy.  All these are the big ticket items that really help us to reduce 
carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions.  I am determined that they should continue and I am very confident that 
we will get the funding package that we need. 
 
If you think back to the Prime Minister’s Confederation of British Industry speech when he talked about 
the importance of green collar jobs, you can see this is something the Government understands as well. 
 
Murad Qureshi (AM):  Thank you, Mayor.  You are quite right, the thrust of the question is the 
delivery of the environmental objectives with the closure of the LDA.  I want to highlight one or two 
instances where you are losing critical interventions.  The retrofitting of 1.2 million homes to be energy 
efficient by 2015.  If you are going to do anything you are going to have to let those contracts now.  
Why sit on them?  Why are you not able to see the wisdom in getting people’s homes retrofitted now, 
given we are going through one of the most severe winters.  There are plenty of people on my street 
who could do with this, without the lofty stuff about CO2 emissions and climate change. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is about saving money.  I know. 
 
Murad Qureshi (AM):  Quite honestly, you are going to have a really difficult job delivering it at all. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are right about the issue.  You are completely right to 
highlight the advantage of retrofitting.  One of the failings that we, as politicians, have at the moment is 
we are not getting across to people that putting in this stuff is not just about reducing CO2, is it about 
saving yourself money.  That is a message that we need to ratchet up.  I worry that the public support 
and interest for retrofitting is not at the levels it should be.  We have got to make it much, much easier 
for people to make their homes insulated and take the steps that are required.  There are all sorts of 
steps we are going to take to do that but they have got to understand the benefits to them.  It is about 
improving your home and saving you money. 
 
RE:NEW is a very ambitious programme.  What we want to do, as we have discussed before, is to have 
much more clarity for people about what is available.  There is an idea, as everybody knows, for boiler 
bunnies as they are called, the people who would come bounding up to your door and offer a complete 
rundown on what you are - is that an unacceptable phrase? 
 
Murad Qureshi (AM):  I have heard it before. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  A complete run down on what your house might need.  That is 
something we are working with Government to deliver.  The sooner, frankly, we can get clarity on the 
economic development pot for London, the sooner we will be able to do as you recommend and get 
these contracts going. 



 

 

 
Murad Qureshi (AM):  Mr Mayor, I understand those contracts have yet to be let and that you are 
trying to hit a target of 1.2 million; that is 200,000 homes a year until 2015.  When the Environment 
Committee looked into it, at most, we are at about 55,000 at the moment.  I am not convinced by what 
you have said and what we are going to have after the LDA that that is ever going to be delivered. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Murad, I understand where you are coming from but I am very 
confident that we will get a good settlement for the economic development pot and, from this 
settlement, these programmes - RE:NEW and RE:FIT, Reconnect, decentralised energy and the Green 
Enterprise District - remain huge priorities for us and I am confident we will be able to deliver them.  
They are very ambitious targets.  You are right to point out that they are ambitious targets but there is 
no point in being modest in our ambitions. 
 
 
4207/2010 - Thames Tideway Tunnel (1) 
 
Tony Arbour 
 
Is the Mayor confident of Thames Water’s claim that the majority of spoil at Barn Elms can and will be 
removed by barge considering that only 10,000 tonnes was removed from the Olympic site in this way? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you very much, Tony.  You are asking whether I am 
confident that the majority of the spoil can be removed by river from Barn Elms and other places.  Yes, I 
am.  I would just say that there is a distinction to be drawn with the Olympic project where it was much 
more difficult to move things off by barge and we are confident that we will be able to do a lot by 
waterway. 
 
Tony Arbour (AM):  I am glad to hear you say that you think that there is a difference between this 
project and removing spoil from the Olympic site.  Those of us who sat through all the preliminary 
meetings on the Olympic site know very well that we were promised that the vast bulk of the spoil from 
the Olympic site would be removed by water.  There has been a vast investment in the waterways, as you 
well know, but contractors took the view that it was simpler to move the stuff by road than by water so, 
in terms of the quarter billion tonnes of spoil which they said was going to be removed by water, fewer 
than 10,000 tonnes were actually removed.  Certainly people like me who sat through all of this take a 
jaded view of those people who say stuff can be removed by water unless there are substantial 
undertakings given. 
 
The reason that this question is put to you, Mr Mayor, is that this is going to be one of those relatively 
few planning applications I guess over which City Hall is going to have some kind of input, despite the 
abolition of the infrastructure commission.  It seems that the only way that we are going to be able to 
ensure that Thames Water complies with the undertakings it has given is if there is some kind of 
sanction imposed by you.  This relates to the other possible sites for this piece of work.  Barn Elms is 
open land.  It goes across sports fields.  The plans which Thames Water has already suggested as being 
indicative involve the creation of new roads.  That does not fit in with the stuff being removed by water. 
 
What I am seeking from you is that, should this site prove to be the best site - and there is no one who 
disagrees with the sensibility of the project and wants to encourage the project coming to fruition - you 
are able to impose on Thames Water conditions to ensure that it is able to do this.  May I say that there 
is a particular feature of the Thames here.  As you know the Thames is tidal in that stretch of the river.  
The Thames is comparatively narrow.  It is quite hard to see how, logistically, Thames Water is going to 
be able to comply with what it says it is going to do.  We will be looking to you to see that it happens. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Tony.  There is every prospect that a very large 
proportion of the spoil, as I say, will be taken off by barge.  Just to point out that the five main tunnel 
drive sites are either beside the Thames or the River Lea.  To give an example of what can be done, the 



 

 

Lea Tunnel from Abbey Mill to Beckton, practically all the spoil is currently being removed by barge and 
substantial quantities of the building materials are coming in by barge.  It can be done. 
 
I take your point very, very sincerely.  We have got a responsibility here to protect the environment from 
damage because of this project.  We have to minimise the impact on London parks, on Barn Elms and all 
these areas.  Of course we want to do that and minimise the impact on householders.  You can take it 
from me that we will be lobbying Thames Water in that sense.  I thank you for your support on that.  
This is a great project for London.  It is absolutely vital that we do this.  The Thames Tideway Tunnel is a 
fantastic thing.  It will generate 4,000 jobs and it offers the prospect of cleaning up the river, dealing 
with what happens when the Bazalgette interceptors overflow and provides a much, much cleaner river 
for the first time in centuries.  That is a great ambition and something that we, in this building, should 
passionately support. 
 
Tony Arbour (AM):  As I have already indicated we do passionately support this and it is truly a 
wonderful thing.  This is a multi-billion pound exercise which is going to be to the benefit of London.  If 
a comparatively small population in west London has to put up with lorries and capital equipment 
making a vast noise over a period of many years, that will be seen as a burden which is really too great 
for them although, as I have already said, it is for the greater good.  Really the only way to ensure that 
that burden is not placed on that tiny number of people is for you, amongst others, to impose very tight 
conditions. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Absolutely right.  I accept that.  Everybody understands our role 
in the discussions and in the planning process.  I do not want to fetter any discretion I may have in 
planning decisions but, patently, I am going to be actuated by a desire to minimise the adverse impact of 
this vital project on householders and on the environment in west London and other parts of London. 
 
Tony Arbour (AM):  Thank you. 
 
Richard Tracey (AM):  Mr Mayor, can I commend what my colleague, Tony Arbour, has been saying to 
you.  He has talked about Barn Elms, which is on the boundary of his constituency and mine.  Within 
Wandsworth I think we have more of the proposed access tunnels for the overall construction of this 
tunnel than anywhere else in London, so it is a matter of very great importance to my constituents and 
to the council members in Wandsworth.  You and I will know that there is more and more barge traffic 
being used on the river.  Indeed, Blackfriars Bridge, the Network Rail people, are using barges to get 
steel there.  It has to be possible for you to ask Thames Water to make an absolute essential of this. 
 
What bothers me, if I may say so, is that I believe that the Head of the Thames Tideway Tunnel 
construction attended a meeting of Richmond Council recently and, when asked about using the river to 
transport the spoil, his answer was that it was only possible, but then he started talking about it might 
cost more than using lorries.  It is essential, Mr Mayor.  Can I ask you to go back to Thames Water, again, 
and stress to it the feeling, particularly of those of us in riparian boroughs and riparian constituencies, 
that it does use the river, and make it an absolute essential? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  ‘Essential’ is the word.  That is what we are saying to Thames 
Water.  We want to see the majority of the spoil taken off by barge and as much as possible of the 
building materials to arrive by barge.  It makes sense for London.  We will insist that it minimise all 
impacts on developed and built up areas, but also on playing fields and other riparian areas, particularly 
in the Barn Elms area.  We are going to insist that it keeps the Thames Path open.  We are confident that 
any damage to the playing fields can be managed and then made good again, but we are going to insist 
that it keeps the Thames Path open. 
 
 
4011/2010 - Underground service suspensions 
 
Valerie Shawcross 



 

 

 
Is TfL doing a better job than Tube Lines? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Val.  The answer is an emphatic yes.  The reason I say 
that is because I really do not think we could have continued with the public private partnerships 
structure as it was.  It would have been absolute folly to have gone on with the uncertainty of the 
upgrade system that was being carried out by Tube Lines, as it was then constituted.  Of course Tube 
Lines continues to exist, formally speaking, as a subsidiary of TfL. 
 
I know that you will want to reflect this.  I know that people will think, particularly over the last month or 
so, it has been a difficult patch for the LU.  It is certainly true that there were a series of events and 
failures of a completely unconnected kind - and you will be familiar with the details of them - that did 
degrade performance.  The fact is that, in spite of the weather and in spite of industrial action, in the 
most recent period the LU is now carrying an absolute record number of people.  That is an astonishing 
fact and a great vindication of the hard work of many people on LU. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Thank you, Mr Mayor -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Also a vindication of our strategy in taking over Tube Lines, 
which I think you supported. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  We did support the strategy of taking over Tube 
Lines.  It is important that we do raise the concerns - sometimes the despair - of Londoners who face the 
constant disruption it feels like of the planned Tube closures. 
 
When you wrote to me in a written answer last month you indicated that the timetable for the 
completion of the Jubilee, the Northern and the Piccadilly upgrades has yet to be finalised.  Half a year 
on from that takeover we are still living with uncertainties around the completion dates and with only a 
six month publication programme of what the weekend closures are.  This only takes us up to the 
beginning of June 2011.  When will Londoners have some clear information about the Tube upgrade 
timetable and the completion dates?  The Jubilee line we are talking about spring.  The closure 
programmes. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  OK.  Thank you.  Clearly one of the major reasons for doing what 
we did on Tube Lines was to get the Jubilee line upgrades into LU’s hands.  It has taken a great deal of 
time to get complete clarity about what has been going on.  We are increasingly confident that we will 
be able to run new trains using the new signalling on the Jubilee line seven days a week across part of 
the line at least by Christmas. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  By Christmas? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  There remains work to be done around Neasden and we are 
going to be publishing details about the closure programme shortly. 
 
To get to the nub of your question, the complete upgrade of the Jubilee line we expect to have been 
done by the spring of next year.  That is as -- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Spring.  Can we have a date, Mr Mayor? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- far as I can go at the moment on that.  On the Northern line - 
and this will be something that you and Caroline Pidgeon have been thinking about and talking about 
for a long time: how to tackle the Northern line closures and how to deal with the Northern line.  This is 
something that is of huge importance for the city.  We need to do it with the minimum possible 
disruption. 
 



 

 

If you remember, the Tube Lines proposals - the old Tube Lines proposals - they involved 65 weekend 
closures and 16 months of weekday early evening closures.  We have junked that closure programme.  
We do not think that is necessary to inflict on Londoners.  We think that we can do it differently and by 
using off system testing and, possibly, by the use, in some cases, of block closures, which is a subject 
dear to both your hearts -- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Can I come in on this issue, Mr Mayor? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We intend to do it with the minimum possible disruption for 
Londoners. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Mr Mayor -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  All I would say is, in conclusion, the most important think we 
have achieved in the last year is to get the funds to do this.  We are going to be able to complete these 
Tube upgrades.  Frankly, a year ago, that was not at all obvious. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Chair, I would request please that you do not allow the Mayor to filibuster 
me.  I would like to address some questions -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am answering your questions. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  -- and I do not disagree with anything you have said, Mr Mayor -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Good. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  -- but I would like to come in on some questions, if you do not mind.  The 
clock is ticking.  I am very interested to hear you say that you are thinking about blockade closures on 
the deep lines.  It is certainly something that has been announced on the subsurface lines recently. 
 
One issue we have had in the past is the difficulty when there is a major Tube closure and there are 
other closures at the same time: the Docklands Light Railway being down, adjacent lines being down and 
overground closures.  If there is going to be consideration of blockade closures on the deep lines -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It has got to be coordinated. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Can you reassure us that we will have proper coordination so that 
Londoners can make journeys to where they need to go during those periods? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  Val, of course, nothing I say should be taken as minimising 
the frustration that I know that Londoners have had with the delays that they have experienced.  I 
completely understand that.  We accept that.  Yes, we will make sure that, if it is necessary to use 
blockade closures, or block closures, then we will coordinate our measures so they do not compound 
closures on other lines. 
 
The difficulty with blockade closures that everybody should understand is that, although there are 
advantages, there can be acute disadvantages, particularly for local businesses.  
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  So, quickly, Mr Mayor, we have only got six months’ clear programme at the 
moment.  A lot of closures: five, six Tube lines closed every weekend.  When are we going to see a 
longer programme so that businesses can plan ahead and when are we going to see some of these 
closures boned back and reduced? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As I say, what we have done is we have got rid of the -- 
 



 

 

Valerie Shawcross (AM):  When, Mr Mayor, will we know? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have got rid of the 65 weekend closures and 16 months of 
early evening closures that were planned for the Northern line.  We have got rid of that programme.  We 
are going to bring in a new programme. 
 
The trouble is - and we have got to clear about what commuters feel about this - when they are 
travelling on a line that is being upgraded and they are experiencing disruption, quite frankly, they 
would rather we were not making the improvements.  That is the trouble.  What they often feel is they 
do not -- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Sorry, Mr Mayor.  When will we see this year’s programme? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- see the benefits.  What we need to do is to communicate the -
- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  We just need some information.  When will we have the year’s programme? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  I accept that.  We need to communicate more clearly what 
we are doing and the benefits that it is going to bring.  You will be seeing a strategy to bring much more 
clearly to public attention the benefits of the upgrades that we are doing. The Jubilee line improvements 
-- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Chair, I am not getting an answer to my simple question here, so -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- will bring a 30% increase in capacity -- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  -- rather than use up more Labour Group time I wonder if we could curtail 
it. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What people need is to understand -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Could you give a direct answer to the question please? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- the benefits. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  When are we going to see the timetable?  Is there an answer? 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  When are we going to have a year’s programme ahead? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As I say, the Jubilee line upgrades ought to be complete by the 
spring of next year, and we will be -- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Weekend closures? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- working flat out to give you and give the public the fullest 
possible clarity about closures on the Northern line -- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Information, Mr Mayor.  January?  February?  March?  April? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As soon as we can. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  I think that is it, Chair. I do not think he knows, which is fair enough. 
 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I cannot now give you the programme of closures for the 
Northern line -- 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Chair, he is wasting our time now. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I cannot now give you an undertaking about when we will bring 
forward the programme of closures -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Mr Mayor, it would be helpful, if that is the case, if you could say much earlier, ‚I 
cannot give you an answer now‛ because people will understand that. 
 
Valerie Shawcross (AM):  Yes, it would.  Chair, can we have some of our time back do you think? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I told you the answer. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  The transfer of this work to TfL should provide an opportunity for better 
communication and coordination with other transport providers in London.  Mr Mayor, can you make 
sure that, when Network Rail closes the line into Liverpool Street from Romford, that does not coincide 
with closures to the District line and the Central line for work to be done on those as well?  You are, 
effectively, denying the people of east London access to their own city at the weekends. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand that.  It is very much in line with what Val was 
saying.  I do not want to seem evasive to you, Val, about this matter.  Here is what I will say to you.  I 
agree with you about the urgency of getting clarity on this.  I will make sure that we have clarity on the 
programme of closures for the Northern line early next year.  How about that?  Next year is not very far 
away. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  Mr Mayor, thank you for using my time to reassure the opposition! 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I was feeling she had been short changed. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  On a similar subject in east London, the District line is about to start work to 
expand the railway depot at Upminster to provide room for their new trains, which we welcome.  People 
who live behind the depot are going to be deprived of a lot of the vegetation that used to screen them 
from the site.  Can you make sure that they have this matter discussed at a senior level in TfL and that 
some sort of screening is put in place to ensure that they retain their peace and quiet? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am sure that that can be arranged.  I will make sure that a 
vegetation lobby can be heard by TfL. 
 
Roger Evans (AM):  Finally, just on the subject of disruption, Mr Mayor, obviously we have seen a lot 
of disruption from strikes recently on the LU.  Last week this Group brought a proposal to the Assembly 
to encourage more democratisation within the National Union of Rail, Maritime and Transport Workers 
before strike votes are called.  Do you share my disappointment that this was not supported by the 
Labour Group or the Greens? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Roger, I am sure that the Labour Group would want to share all 
of our ambitions to get the Tube services moving in the way that we all want to see without encouraging 
anybody to disrupt it in a way that is vexatious or capricious.  I am sure that that would be a strong 
ambition of the Labour Group as much as anybody else. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  Mr Mayor, I have been asked by a Mr Chris Sills in Hackney about his experience 
of journeys from Manor House Station into London.  When the stations are absolutely packed to the 
brim with commuters waiting to get on to a train and their journey is then one that is extremely crowded 
and possibly unpleasant, the statement over the announcement system that all services are operating 



 

 

fine does not achieve the effect that was intended with that particular statement and it does not achieve 
reassurance.  I would ask if you could ask TfL to review the use of those phrases at times of considerable 
overcrowding? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Andrew, I hear your point.  As you know, I sit in permanent vigil 
over the monitor I now have in my office to see whether the lines are running well, and they all say good 
service, good service.  Of course a good service could mean a very crowded service.  As we have just 
been discussing with Val, there are growing numbers of people using the Tube.  It is rising the whole 
time in spite of the strikes and in spite of the weather; it is a great tribute to LU.  It does mean that 
journeys are crowded and it is more vital than ever that we increase capacity and that we get the funding 
and we get on with doing the upgrades, particularly on the signalling.  That is why it was so important 
that we took over Tube Lines.  I am delighted that Val is a supporter of that. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  You realise that Londoners, being enigmatic Londoners, will often treat that 
remark and you will hear a peal of laughter going down the whole carriage as people are told that this is 
the kind of service that they can expect.  I just ask for a review of the kind of statement. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  OK.  Would you like, ‚The services are running well but it is, 
frankly, a bit crowded‛? 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Mr Mayor, no. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As a spirit of honest inquiry I would like to know what 
announcement Andrew would like. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  Running on time is fine but saying this is the kind of expectation -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Can I suggest that you take this offline?  Andrew has asked you for an assurance 
to get a review and I would suggest that you take the details of it offline. 
 
 
4265/2010 - Halal Slaughter 
 
Richard Barnbrook 
 
Your answer to MQ 3089/2010 states, ‚in terms of animal welfare, there is no difference between halal 
and non-halal slaughter‛!  According to a major halal abattoir based in Somerset, the stun used ‚knocks 
the animal out for around 15-20 seconds.‛  Opinion is that halal slaughter takes at least 4 minutes, and 
hence all that a ‚low voltage stun‛ does is knock out the animal so that its throat can be cut with the 
least resistance.  After 20 seconds, the animal is alive, breathing and fully conscious again and suffers 
tremendous pain for the remaining three and a half minutes of its life as it is ritually slaughtered.  The 
British Veterinary Association and the government’s advisers ‘The Farm Animal Welfare Council’ still say 
this method of slaughter (pre-stunned or not) causes intolerable cruelty, and have repeatedly demanded 
that it be banned.  As Mayor of London, are you really qualified to question the wisdom of these eminent 
organisations? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you very much.  I understand that 90% of Halal 
slaughtering involves a pre-stunning of the animal, and that certainly includes all the Halal meat that is 
consumed here in City Hall. 
 
Richard Barnbrook (AM):  Right.  Going back to the written question I put forward to you,, your 
statement was, ‚Yes, OK, they are stunned‛.  Information coming back to me from a major abattoir in 
Somerset says that Halal meat is stunned for 15 to 20 seconds which is enough to be able to hang it up 
to cut its throat.  It is a lot easier to cut an animal’s throat while it is slightly stunned than it is when it is 
kicking and fighting. 



 

 

 
The other aspect of this, moving further forward on this, I find it really upsetting - like, also, the House 
of Commons does - that Halal meat is 100%, excluding pork.  Not even my own mother forced me to 
consume kosher food when I was a youngster.  Getting to the point here, it seems rather peculiar that, 
with the percentage of Muslims in London and City Hall roughly working out at about 3.8%, we are 
taking on meat that both the British Veterinary Association and the Government’s advice body from 
farms and animals welfare have made constant suggestions that the preparation for Halal meat is really 
intolerable.  Could you make any comment on that? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  All I can say is that my understanding of the matter - and this is 
not something over which I have direct responsibility - is that in non-Halal abattoirs exactly the same 
methodology is used for slaughter as in Halal abattoirs.  In other words the animal is stunned before 
being killed.  I really think that there is not a lot I can add.  There is a prayer that is recited during Halal 
slaughter but that does not seem, to me, to be germane to the issue. 
 
Richard Barnbrook (AM):  Again, I would like to clarify an aspect that you are not aware of:  the 
stunning by Halal slaughter is 15 to 20 seconds.  After that the animal is back conscious and it takes the 
animal four minutes to die through this process. 
 
I also find it rather disturbing that the Green Party has not jumped up on this situation, Mayor, with their 
comments simply saying that it is down to cultural sensitivity.  I do not see how that works out. 
 
Another aspect, again, is the way it has been brought into the GLA.  Granted it was not under your 
watch; it came in under Ken Livingstone.  I thought you may have got rid of it.  It is only since my office 
started looking into this that it is now mentioned on the menu what is Halal and what is not Halal.  I 
would like your comment on this.  I am running out of time.  If this can sneak into City Hall and into the 
Houses of Parliament and into our schools and into the food chain in our community which is, primarily, 
a Christian society, when is it that Sharia law is going to slip in here?  I am not too sure that many of the 
Members here will be too happy with Sharia law -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  You are out of time, Mr Barnbrook. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not think I am obliged to elaborate on that. 
 
 
4188/2010 - Olympic Stadium (1) 
 
Andrew Boff 
 
What criteria will be used to select the post-2012 Games tenant for the Olympic Stadium? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chair.  Andrew, what we want from the Olympic 
Stadium is a long term legacy for the structure that provides value for money and we want to maximise 
the sporting legacy for east London and for the whole of London. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  Could you tell me if you will be taking part in the decision 
or whose decision it will be?  Who the tenant ultimately will be? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  There will be a planning process.  I cannot imagine that I will not 
be involved in the decision. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  Can you ensure that the financial viability of the Stadium is the deciding factor 
when choosing a tenant? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Of course.  All those issues will be very important.  Yes. 



 

 

 
Andrew Boff (AM):  Would you agree that there should be no more public subsidy for the Olympic 
Stadium? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not want to get dragged into the implications of this or that 
bit. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  Are you stating that there being an athletics track at the Stadium is not a deal 
breaker? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are very kind to invite me to go down this track, as it were, 
but I am not going to.  Simply because it would fetter any discretion I might have in the planning 
process and I do not want to -- 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  Right, but you are saying that a sporting legacy is important for the -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Of course. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  We know it is going to be a sports venue, which is nice. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not think I am giving too much away if I say that I hope that 
the Olympic legacy Stadium will have a sports value in it!  I am probably on safe ground! 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  That is fair.  I am just trying to edge it closer to something.  I am concerned that 
we should not be seen to be excluding bidders purely on the basis of them having to commit to an 
athletics track at the Stadium. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Again, I am going to respectfully refuse to be drawn on the 
details of the bids. 
 
What I can say is that there should be a sporting legacy and I can say that, contrary to a lot of the 
gloomadom poppers of the last few years, there are some great bids in and the Stadium has attracted 
widespread interest, and quite right too. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  When do you anticipate the decision being made, Mr Mayor? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Again, I do not want to get drawn on that.  In the fullness, the 
richness, the maturity of time there will be a decision.  It will be a very good decision. 
 
Andrew Boff (AM):  Bearing in mind that the Olympic Park Legacy Company (OPLC) anticipates a 
decision this year? 
 
Tony Arbour (AM):  Within the next fortnight. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not want to be drawn on that. 
 
 
4012/2010 - Total Benefit Cap 
 
Nicky Gavron 
 
What is the Mayor’s position on the total benefit cap and its impact on London? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Nicky.  It is a very good question because it is a 
matter of great importance to London.  Again, I do not want to get into the details of the discussions we 



 

 

are having but, plainly, there is a material impact of the £26,000 cap, particularly in the matter of 
housing.  If we are going to make the affordable rents policy fly, as we are now bound to do, we need to 
look at the interaction of those two, the £26,000 cap and the affordable rents policy.  Believe me, there 
is now a very serious negotiation going on between us and the boroughs and other interested parties.  I 
do not want to get into the detail of our conversations, if that is OK. 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  Fair enough.  At your press conference on the Comprehensive Spending Review, 
when social housing was raised and the 80% rent - that is almost double what many families pay - you 
said then, in a way, quite rightly, that the important thing was to see more homes created.  The issue is - 
and you are obviously considering this - is homes for whom?  Who are these houses going to be for? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Nicky, you are right.  There is an issue here.  The 80% only 
applies to new tenants, right? 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  Correct. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We need to get absolutely buttoned down on what that means.  
That does not mean people moving into a new tenancy; it means new tenants.  We have got to get that 
totally clear -- 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  It means people who are in temporary accommodation basically. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We need to make sure the Government understands what is 
meant by a new tenancy. 
 
You are right in focusing on the issue of how many homes we will be able to deliver by the policy of 
allowing the rent to approach 80% of medium market value -- 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  It is not just that, Mr Mayor -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  There is going to be a difficult trade off to strike, particularly if 
you have a £26,000 cap on buildings.  
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  That is the point; the £26,000 gap.  You - and I think we all applaud this - have 
said you want 42% of your social rented housing to be for families.  There is a wonderful quote saying, 
‚I am particularly committed to helping London’s hard pressed families who have suffered so badly from 
London’s housing shortages and affordable problems‛.  Now here we have absolutely an incredible 
affordable problem because, if you are on a cap, and that includes child benefits, of £26,000, you 
cannot possibly afford these rents.  I have looked at the statistics - it is my interpretation of them - from 
the Department for Work and Pensions.  This is going to affect up to 116,000 families in London.  That 
is about 300,000 children. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It only affects new tenancies.  It does not affect existing rents. 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  No, no, no.  I am talking about your creating of a new homes policy.  I do not 
know what your discussions have been -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It does not affect existing rents, Nicky.  We are very clear about 
that. 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  Yes, we are very clear about that.  I am talking about people in temporary 
accommodation who are going to be housed in social rented housing.  This is about an 80% increase in 
the homes that are created. 
 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is not an 80% increase.  That is wrong.  What is being 
proposed is -- 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  Sorry, 80% of market rent. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It should be possible for registered social landlords (RSLs) - only 
RSLs - to charge 80% of medium market rent.  There is no obligation on them to go up to 80%.  Indeed, 
in the course of the conversations I am sure that there will be a lot of pressure put on them to keep it at 
far less than 80% of market value -- 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  Can I just tell you what they have been telling me? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are completely right to focus on the difficulty that is posed 
for constructing more affordable family homes if you simultaneously have the £26,000 cap.  That is an 
issue that we need to tease out.  We need to work together with councils, the RSLs and the Government 
to understand the implications of that cap.  You are right to put your finger on it.  I do not want to 
anticipate where we will get to on that conversation but we need to be in a position where we can 
credibly deliver more affordable family homes.  We need, therefore, to beat out all the implications of 
that £26,000 cap. 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  Yes.  It is going to particularly apply to people who are put out of work, are too 
sick to work or who cannot find a job.  That is who it is really going to affect. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair): Sorry, what is your question, Nicky? 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  The question is what conversations has the Mayor had with Government on this?  
What developers are telling me is that they will not be able to create homes for families -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand.  It is not the developers; it is the RSLs. 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  The RSLs and the developers are telling me. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Let me just say that, over the last -- 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  What are your conversations with Government? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am sure you know this because you will have talked to 
Rick [Richard Blakeway, Mayoral Adviser for Housing] and people about this.  Over the last couple of 
days we had a special meeting of the London Homes and Communities Agency attended by several RSLs 
and we talked about the problems.  I had meetings with Ministers yesterday about this issue.  As you can 
imagine, there will be a very, very rigorous conversation about this. 
 
There is an opportunity here.  There is an interesting policy to be developed but it needs to be pursued 
with great drive now to make this thing work.  What we could in theory do is stop huge sums of housing 
benefit going to private landlords and, effectively, use that housing benefit for the construction of more 
affordable homes.  In a nutshell that is where we could get to.  We could get to the position where we 
are constructing many more affordable family homes. 
 
This is very, very important.  Nicky is right to point to the danger posed by the interaction between the 
£26,000 benefit cap and the desire to levy an affordable rent in order for the RSLs to have housing cap 
available. 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  Higher rents will mean a higher housing benefit cost. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Exactly right. 



 

 

 
Nicky Gavron (AM):    Your Government has got a clash between its welfare reforms, its total housing 
benefit and any right to push through your policy on social housing. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You have put your finger on it.  Well, there is, superficially -- 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  There is a real impasse here. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have got to get through it. 
 
Nicky Gavron (AM):  I want to know exactly what you are going to do about it because it is very 
serious for hard pressed families in London. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  The Labour Group is now out of time. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I have said to you what we are doing.  There is an opportunity 
here to do something very interesting and, potentially, to liberate substantial sums.  As you rightly say, 
there is a tension between the policy on housing benefit -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Sorry I want to move on, Mr Mayor. 
 
 
4179/2010 - Student Protests 
 
Brian Coleman 
 
Will the Mayor condemn the violence by student protestors on 10th and 24th November, including 
dangerous attacks on police officers in the line of duty?  Does the Mayor agree that, whilst protestors are 
entitled to express their views peacefully, there is no place for violence of this nature? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Brian.  I will condemn violence in all its forms and I 
certainly think that the dangerous attacks on police officers who were only doing their duty were 
completely wrong and uncalled for.  That is why, on two occasions now, I have gone out of my way to 
go to the scene and to thank police officers for what they are doing, because I do believe they do 
deserve our thanks on the whole.  They are behaving with great restraint under very difficult 
circumstances.  Of course there will be individual instances where complaints are being made about 
police conduct and those will be duly investigated by the IPCC. 
 
Brian Coleman (AM):  Mr Mayor, will you particularly think of all those young police officers, many of 
whom are not much older than the students who are demonstrating and probably not had the 
advantages in life that some of these students seem to have had, if media reports are to be believed?  
Would you expect Members of the Police Authority to be supportive of senior officers and to take their 
lead from the statesman like approach of Kit Malthouse on this matter? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do.  I am grateful to you for the opportunity to pay tribute to 
the great dog lover for his statesman like approach! 
 
There is a difficult balance to be struck.  The police have to keep order on our streets.  They have to do 
it under extreme provocation sometimes.  By and large they do an extremely good job. 
 
Brian Coleman (AM):  Would there not be a case for tightening up some of the laws around this?  For 
example, surely nobody on a public demonstration needs to wear a mask? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I hesitate to get dragged into measures that may be difficult to 
enforce, Brian, or might be viewed as illiberal.  It depends what your definition of a mask is. 



 

 

 
What I certainly think is wrong and unacceptable is for demonstrators to ignore the clear direction of the 
police and to ignore the agreed route of the march and to try to break through police lines and to cause 
serious damage; to throw rocks and to damage private property.  Such behaviour is outrageous.  All 
peaceful demonstrators should deplore it. 
 
All those peaceful demonstrators who wish to disassociate themselves from violence could do so by 
affirming that they would be willing to testify against those who use violence.  That would be a 
thoroughly healthy thing over the course of the next few weeks and months.  If all those who wished to 
demonstrate peacefully assert that they are willing to give the police evidence against those who use 
violence. 
 
Brian Coleman (AM):  What would you think, Mr Mayor, of Members of the Police Authority who 
spend all their time tweeting on the scene of the demonstration? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am not aware of these tweets.  I do not follow the tweet. 
 
Brian Coleman (AM):  Who would that be, Ms Jones?  ‚Now think that the Metropolitan Police Service 
is not to be trusted any more with the powerful tactic of kettling; means a loss of civil liberties and 
human rights.‛  Would you expect Members of the Police Authority to be sending tweets like that during 
public order occasions? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As I say, the primary duty of everybody, particularly the MPA is 
to deplore violence.  I expect Members of the MPA to do that.  Obviously the anomaly whereby you can 
have people sitting on the MPA who do not seem to be, often, supportive of the police or whose primary 
duty seems to be to criticise the police, that will end with the reforms that we are proposing to bring in, 
so that the very proper duty and job of scrutiny and criticism of the police can transfer to this place, 
where it properly belongs. 
 
Brian Coleman (AM):  Do you not think that Mr and Mrs Average Londoner - certainly my constituents 
and I am sure all Members around here - are absolutely sick to death of these violent protests and 
expect you, in conjunction with the Commissioner and the MPA, to take firm and decisive action to 
ensure that we do not have a repeat of the scenes in Parliament Square last week? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand that, Brian.  There will be a strong lobby - I meet 
them the whole time - who want to see the protestors strung up.  There will be people who say all sorts 
of intemperate things.  When people saw what happened to the Prince of Wales and the Duchess of 
Cornwall and the way their car was attacked this went very deep and people felt extremely angry about 
that.  They thought it was outrageous that the heir to the throne and his wife could be treated in this 
way.  Frankly, they wanted vengeance and they wanted to see something done.  I understand those 
emotions and I understand what people feel.  These are very, very deep feelings. 
 
You have to be careful when you prepare for future demonstrations that you do not hand a victory to 
the protestors, as it were, by ratcheting up the - as I was saying earlier on to Len - the tools at your 
disposal so as to get into a kind of arms race with the protestors.  I do not think we would want to see 
that. 
 
Speaking personally as Mayor, I do not want to see our city policing demonstrations in the way that you 
see in other parts of the world.  We have a free liberal open democracy where we safeguard the right to 
protest.  I do not want to see rubber bullets.  I do not want to see tear gas.  I do not want to see water 
cannon if we can possibly avoid these things.  I am sure the police will keep all operational matters under 
constant review but I do not want to see very, very dramatic ratcheting up of the methods used by the 
police to control the crowds. 
 



 

 

Brian Coleman (AM):  They do not want to see vengeance, Mr Mayor; they want to see law and order 
on our streets and they want to be able to take their children up and see the sights of London.  I suggest 
to you Mr and Mrs Average Londoner want to see some firm and dramatic action.  Unfortunately we 
have now had three such incidents and I suspect we are going to have some more.  They do not want to 
see people swinging off the Cenotaph, they do not want to see Churchill and Mandela’s statutes 
graffitied; they want London’s streets reclaimed for decent law abiding citizens. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I absolutely agree.  As I think I said a few days ago, people’s 
feelings are very strong.  I share them and I sympathise with those feelings completely.  It is going to 
cost us £50,000 to clear up Parliament Square. 
 
I would just point out to you that, so far, the police have been able to keep control of these 
demonstrations, in spite of incredible provocation, with a great deal of difficulty. 
 
I point out to you, Brian, that, although I completely understand the feelings that you are reflecting, the 
very people who ventilate these feelings and who feel most angry about the desecration of Parliament 
Square or graffiti on Churchill or whatever it happens to be, they, themselves, will very often have 
children who might well be involved in the demonstrations.  Of course they would be the first - let me 
point this out - to protest if there should be such a ratcheting up of police methods that their children 
were the ones who ended up with broken heads or whatever it happens to be. 
 
There is a balance to be struck.  I appreciate that there will be people who wish to see the police use 
considerably firmer - the only tactic that can be used against violence is violence.  There are people who 
want to see greater violence used against violence.  I am not disposed, as Mayor, to council that our 
police should be using significantly greater force to restrain protestors.  I do not think that is right.  We 
have a very, very precious thing in this city.  That is that we are able to police without the use of guns, 
without the use of tear gas and without the use of serious force, and I propose that we keep it that way 
if we possibly can, Brian. 
 
Brian Coleman (AM):  So we are going to have it again and again? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As I say, those who commit acts of violence are going to be 
arrested.  They will face the full force of the law.  They will blight their careers.  They will, I am sure in 
many cases, be sent down from their places of education.  They will have done substantial personal 
damage to themselves and to their families; quite right too.  I would like to see the full force of the law 
visited on these people and I would like to see them imprisoned, for those who have used violence 
against police officers.  It is absolutely outrageous. 
 
I do not want to see - and we must be very clear about this - us hand them the propaganda victory of 
encouraging our police force to use significantly greater physical force against young people than they 
are already currently using.  That is the right balance to strike. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  For anybody who did not know, Brian was referring to me.  I wanted to say, by the 
way, congratulations on achieving four rape crisis centres.  I missed my moment earlier.  I am sorry.  That 
is an incredible achievement. 
 
I am curious about whether you can admit the possibility of violence against peaceful protestors from 
the police? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As I said, there is -- 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  No, you personally.  Can you admit? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Brian will say that people feel that the violence is all one way -- 
 



 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  I do not care what Brian says.  It is what you say. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  There is clearly at least one case that I know of where a 
complaint has been made to the IPCC about police violence, and that will be investigated. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  No.  Can you admit the possibility of violence from the police against peaceful 
protestors?  Can you admit that possibility? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Plainly, Jenny, since there has been at least one complaint made 
to the IPCC about police violence, of course it logically follows that that is a possibility. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  You can.  Thank you. 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  Very briefly, I share your concern about using what could be potentially 
indiscriminate physical interventions by the police.  Would you, and possibly the Deputy Mayor for 
Policing, speak to the police about the possible use of products like smart water, which are colourless 
and odourless but, stimulated by ultra violet (UV) light, can be used to identify individuals who have 
taken part, so they can subsequently be arrested? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  All methods to apprehend those who are using violence are 
to be encouraged.  Particularly I want all the non-violent kids to grass up the other ones.  If people are 
using violence and you are standing in a crowd, I would like Jenny, who sees someone using violence, to 
tweet so and so’s details and to communicate it to the police. 
 
Gareth Bacon (AM):  Thank you, Chair.  Mr Mayor, could you please admit to the possibility that the 
police were struck in the face with snooker balls, spat in the face; that metal railings were thrown at 
them and they were hit with iron bars? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  The police showed fantastic bravery, as I said, under incredible 
provocation.  I commend them.  That is why I have gone out of my way twice - and I will do again - to 
congratulate them and to thank them for their work. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  Mr Mayor, would you agree with me that it is perfectly possible for a 
significant number of people to demonstrate in London peacefully, without recourse to violence, as 
eight years ago, for example, 350,000 people, including myself, demonstrated through London? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Absolutely.  That was the Countryside Alliance march you mean?  
I remember it.  Of course it is perfectly possible for people to demonstrate peacefully.  I really think 
those who are in favour of peaceful protest have got to differentiate themselves much more 
systematically from those who are willing to use violence. 
 
Steve O’Connell (AM):  Mr Mayor, as parents, would you not agree with me that it is somewhat 
irresponsible of a parent to allow their child, a minor, to miss school and to attend a demonstration 
whereby that minor may find themselves at risk of damage to limb? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand, Steve.  I certainly think it is wrong to miss school 
for this kind of thing.  People have a right to peaceful protest.  They only have a right to peaceful 
protest.  The police are there to organise it.  We spend huge sums of taxpayers’ money on 5,000 
demonstrations every year.  The police organises it very, very well.  If people are going to be violent then 
I am afraid the police have to use much, much tougher measures.  I do not want to see that.  I do not 
want to see force being met with greater force by our police service in London.  That is why the onus is 
on the protestors to point out those who are using violence.  I want everybody who is aware of someone 
who has used violence to dob them in. 
 



 

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  One last point, Mr Mayor, would you not agree - it is sometimes difficult for 
politicians - that, unpalatable though it may be, one has to take a position around a moral compass 
whether things are right or whether things are wrong, whether you are for or you are against?  It is 
difficult for some Members - but not particularly on this side.  One has to, at the final push, take sides 
for law and order against chaos.  That is a position that I am sure you take. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I agree with you.  I am fed up with hearing from so and so that I 
‚understand‛ the anger of the crowd, or I understand why they have been driven to use these methods.  
You can support people’s right to free speech and you can support their right to protest, but what I do 
not think you can do is ‚understand‛ people’s use of violence.  You should condemn people’s use of 
violence. 
 
Tony Arbour (AM):  You said that you would like to see the full force of the law apply.  Where it 
applies to the powers that you have and the GLA has, if there are any instances of criminal damage 
where we are able to identify the perpetrators of that, say in Trafalgar Square or Parliament Square, 
which is your property, will you, if the police do not prosecute, bring a civil action to recover the costs of 
the damage which is done to GLA property? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  If it were possible so to do, Tony, it sounds like a very good idea.  
We would have to look into whether we would have a successful prosecution but we could certainly give 
it a whirl.  I am content that, as far as I understand the matter, the police are determined to bring all the 
culprits and those who use violence to justice wherever they can apprehend them. 
 
 
4185/2010 - Greener Vehicle Discount 
 
James Cleverly 
 
The Mayor is due to offer a Greener Vehicle Discount of 100% of the congestion charge to cars that emit 
100gCO2/km or less and meet the Euro 5 standard for air quality.  As even the greenest of cars still 
takes up road space, is this proposal a tacit admission that the Congestion charge was never really about 
congestion? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thanks, James.  The objective of the Greener Vehicle Discount is 
to incentivise people to get new green vehicles of all kinds and to move away from the Alternative Fuel 
Discount which favoured one particular type of technology.  This is technology neutral.  We just want 
lower emission vehicles of one kind or another. 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  This proposal is about encouraging behavioural change in the population of 
London drivers? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is.  I make no bones about it.  As long as you have got a 
Congestion Charging Zone whose primary aim is to reduce congestion, it makes sense to use what tools 
you have at your disposal to promote other civilised objectives.  That is what we are doing. 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  That is the area that slightly concerns me because it seems to be something of 
a conflict.  On the one hand it is either about reducing congestion or it is about encouraging a shift 
towards greener vehicles.  A large number of green vehicles still cause congestion.  What I would like to 
explore is what is - not necessarily when it was brought in but moving forward - going to be the primary 
objective of the Congestion Charging Zone in London? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  The Congestion Charging Zone is statutorily determined as being 
to reduce congestion.  It is important that that is its primary objective.  There is no reason why it should 
not have an ancillary objective which is to reduce emissions and to encourage better technology in our 
vehicles.  There is no reason at all why we should not simultaneously do that. 



 

 

 
You are right to point to a logical issue.  There will come a moment where, if everybody moves to green 
vehicles, the congestion objective will be frustrated.  Then it will be necessary to review the impact of 
those green vehicles on congestion and to think of some new way of formulating it.  We are a long way 
away, believe me, from the position where every vehicle in London is zero carbon.  We have more 
electric vehicles than any other city in Europe - we currently have only about 2,300 or something like 
that electric vehicles in the city.  There are about 3 million/3.5 million cars in London.  That is a tiny 
minority. 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  Can I ask then that the primary objective is to reduce congestion and a 
secondary objective is to shift behaviour towards greener vehicles but, at no point, is an explicit 
objective of the Congestion Charge to raise revenue? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No, I do not believe that is in statute. 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  In which case, can we have a commitment that in your second term - which I 
feel confident you will have - the revenue generated by the Congestion Charge Zone year-on-year will 
decrease year-on-year -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As congestion diminishes you mean? 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  As congestion diminishes, can we assume that you will budget to generate less 
revenue, year-on-year, from the Congestion Charge Zone, having admitted that it is not a revenue 
generating vehicle? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  James, it goes without saying that revenue from the Congestion 
Charge Zone is going to be reduced in the sense that the Congestion Charge Zone is itself being 
substantially reduced on 23 December 2010 or 24 December 2010.  I do not want to get into any further 
prognostications about what revenues may or may not accrue from -- 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  I would like to push you because, if we assume - and we should do - that your 
measures will be successful and behaviour change comes about, then it logically follows the revenue 
generated from the Congestion Charge Zone should reduce as more people comply, either with reducing 
driving entirely or moving to greener vehicles.  Please can we have a commitment that, year-on-year -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Not only that, someone should pay tribute to what we are doing.  
Not just in fulfilling our manifesto pledge to review the Western Extension Zone but also bringing in 
Auto Pay which is going to be fantastically beneficial for London drivers.  Auto Pay, Murad, is the 
system whereby you no longer have to ring up every time you drive into the Congestion Charging Zone 
but you can automatically be debited - this is coming in at the beginning of next year.  We are taking 
away from Londoners one of the most miserable aspects of the whole Congestion Charging Zone system 
which is endlessly forgetting to pay and then getting fines and letters.  That will, I am afraid, 
substantially reduce our revenues -- 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  We welcome it.  Mr Mayor, everyone on this side -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- because so much of the revenue comes from fines and from 
misery.  I am reducing the revenues from fines and misery and giving London the anaesthetic pleasure -- 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  Mr Mayor, can we get a commitment that there will be, year-on-year, 
reductions? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- of paying by Auto Pay when they drive into the Congestion 
Charge Zone. 
 



 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  I am going to do a John Biggs.  Can we take that as, therefore, a yes that there 
will be year-on-year reductions in the revenue for congestion? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What I am telling you is that Auto Pay is a transformation 
devoutly to be wished.  We are bringing it about.  We are fulfilling our manifesto pledge to London to 
review the Western Extension Zone, like we said we would. 
 
James Cleverly (AM):  We congratulate you for doing so and ask you to go further, Mr Mayor. 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  Can I add that James is absolutely right about the logical disconnect and ask you 
to agree that the answer is, instead of encouraging clean engines into the zone and thus compromising 
the congestion point, you should be discouraging dirty engines from going into the zone?  Will you 
commit to put a date on when you will conclude your discussions about the clean air zone that I have 
been pushing, which is in your Air Strategy?  When will you give us a date to do that? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Mike, for bringing it up.  Discussions are ongoing 
with TfL about how this might work and whether it would be of any value.  I am content, currently, with 
the strategy that we are pursuing. 
 
Mike Tuffrey (AM):  Travel hopefully.  All right.  I shall return to this.  Thank you, Mr Mayor. 
 
 
3909/2010 - River Services 
 
Caroline Pidgeon 
 
Are river services an integral part of London’s transport network? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thanks, Caroline.  River services are a valued and important part 
of the London transport mix.  As you know we put Oyster Pay as You Go on all Thames Clipper river 
services since 23 November 2009.  In spite of the recession, the difficulties that have been experienced 
and the reduction in employment in Canary Wharf we are still seeing increases in river traffic this year on 
last year.  I am very pleased by that. 
 
I pay tribute to the work of Dick Tracey and others involved with the river concordat.  We are working to 
make the river even more accessible and to improve signage, branding, pier services, passenger 
information and all the rest of it. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  I have a number of questions.  I am hoping you might be able to give me 
some relatively quick yes or no quick answers to them.  One of the issues is about providing real time 
information which is essential for passengers.  You have rolled this out on buses with iBus.  Will you look 
at developing a similar thing - perhaps iBoat  - real time information for river passengers? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You mean dot matrix signs on the boats themselves saying next 
boat due?  Or on the piers? 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  On the piers. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is exactly the kind of thing we could look at.  There are 
funding implications.  We subsidise Thames Clippers alone by £400,000 each year for its peak hour 
services.  There is a cost to the taxpayer of this kind of thing.  I am keen to encourage it but I do not 
want to -- 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  You have agreed you will look at it?  You will look at it? 
 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not want to make commitments now that I cannot deliver. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Only to look at.  I understand there are financial issues with all these things. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I will certainly look at it. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Another issue is around contactless payments which are going to be rolling 
out on the buses.  I understand there are going to be about 9,000 new readers for buses but less than 
50 are needed for that kind of technology to work on the river -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Contactless payments? 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Contactless payments.  Yes. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  When you swipe? 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Something TfL is looking at - straight from bank cards.  Will you look at 
involving river services as part of that strategy? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am very happy to look at all that kind of thing.  Can I suggest, 
Caroline, this is the kind of thing you should take up with Kulveer [Kulveer Ranger, Mayoral Adviser for 
Transport] and with Dick [Richard Tracey] -- 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  I am looking forward to that in January 2011.  There are really good groups 
out there who are willing to invest and transform London’s river services.  I know recently you met 
representatives from the O2 about this matter to talk about its investment in river transport and the 
Thames Clippers.  You only subsidise Thames Clippers part time, for peak hour journeys only.  It is almost 
like you treat the rest of the day as though that is only for tourists, rather than people using it as a mode 
of transport.  Will you look at what support, whether it is financial or other, you can use to ensure that 
river services are expanded? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Wart support? 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  What.  I appreciate I have had a cold recently but ‘what’.  W-H-A-T.  What 
support. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am not against warts but I do not want to support them! 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Come on. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Did you actually listen?  Mr Mayor, I asked you a question.  What financial or 
other support will you look to give to river services? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We are already, Caroline, giving £400,000 in subsidy each year 
for peak hour services.  I understand your point about off peak services.  This is a matter for the 
commercial operators.  In spite of the reductions they have had to make in off peak services, that I know 
you are rightly critical of, there is still an increase in river traffic.  That is a great thing.  It is one of the 
things we wanted to increase. 
 
As I have said before many times when we have discussed this in this Assembly, there are difficulties in 
London, with the strong tidal flow of the Thames, in really getting this thing to deliver some of the 
results that people intuitively feel they want to see.  There is a wonderful feeling out there that if only 
we could use the river more, it is a natural motorway, why don’t we have boats flooding up and down it 
in the way they do in Paris?  London is not the same. 
 



 

 

Here is an idea for you. Here is a quite brilliant proposal. You are going to love this one This is suggested 
by Lord Laycock I think - if I have got his name right. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Mr Mayor, is this an answer to Caroline’s question? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is to create a Thames lagoon by raising the Thames Barrier so 
that you put an end to the very, very violent tidal flows and you create a balmy tranquil expanse of 
water on which it would be much easier to navigate.  This might conflict with various other objectives 
such as dealing with the sewage and other problems of navigability -- 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  That sounds like a brilliant idea to discuss with Kulveer in January 2011. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is the visionary solution to creating significantly more river 
transport. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  You are trying to sidetrack but that is a very interesting suggestion. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is interesting. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  What other support can you give, other than just financial?  Will you look to 
see what other support you can give to these river operators?  You have said, ‚With the right mixture of 
investment and imagination I believe the river services can be truly incredible to transport in London‛. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  And they are. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  People do not feel, despite your warm words, that you really are taking it 
seriously.  When Thames Clippers cut the evening service -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is completely untrue, Caroline.  It is completely untrue. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  That is how people feel out there.  The Londoners that you are elected to 
represent feel.  Will you look --  
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Well-- 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Let me finish my question. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Why do you not tell them what we are doing instead of -- 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  I will be interested to after I have met with Kulveer [Ranger] in January 2011 
about this. 
 
There are two further things I want to ask.  Will you look at the way you map transport in London?  Will 
you look at doing something like this that I have been given which shows the Thames as a Tube line?  It 
shows how it properly links up so people can really understand it -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Will you look at that sort of information?  Will you also consider putting 
somebody on the Board of TfL who actually represents river services? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  If that is a job application I am very interested to hear it!  
Kulveer Ranger is on the Board of TfL.  He has been leading the -- 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  He does not actually represent the river services does he? 



 

 

 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- river concordat and, under this Mayoralty -- 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  Not very well. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London): -- use by Londoners of the river has been increasing considerably.  
It is now up to five million trips a year.  It is a very, very significant increase that we are seeing.  Very 
largely because of the Oyster Pay as You Go that we put on.  I am delighted that we are doing it. 
 
We are also doing a lot more work with piers and with signage and with helping in any way that we can 
to get people to understand -- 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  The Liberal Democrats are out of time. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- where the nearest river boat service is and to encourage 
people to use it. 
 
Caroline Pidgeon (AM):  I look forward to working with you on this then. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I look forward to your further contributions and to helping us to 
publicise what we are doing. 
 
 
3973/2010 - Housing standards (1) 
 
Jenny Jones 
 
Will HCA London and the GLA group continue with your plans to adopt and roll out the London Housing 
Design Guide for all affordable housing, in spite of the Housing Minister’s decision to scrap the national 
HCA core housing standards? 

 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Jenny, the answer is yes. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  That is unequivocal.  He said yes. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Jenny, when have I ever denied you anything? 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  It is because you are tired isn’t it? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  On the contrary.  I could go on for hours.  Let’s answer all these 
questions.  I don’t care.  Come on.  Let’s answer the whole lot!  You cowards!  You want to go off and 
have lunch.  I will answer all these questions! 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  Can I explore this rift between you and the Minister -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  There is no rift between me and the Minister about this.  I had a 
conversation with the Minister yesterday about this very matter and he was absolutely categorical that 
this is a devolved matter, that we in London have full authority to set new housing standards and to 
make sure that Londoners no longer have to live in rabbit hutch dwellings but have adequate room sizes.  
It is absolutely vital that we do this.  We are going to Parker Morris plus 10% standards for room sizes.  
It is a great thing that we are doing for our city.  The Department completely understands what we are 
doing and it is fully supportive. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  This is political backing for this?  It is seems odd that it is allowing you to do this 
but it is scrapping it for the rest of the country. 



 

 

 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have a devolved system in London and the Mayor is directly 
elected.  This is something that is valued by Londoners.  I know that it is supported around this 
horseshoe and we are determined to push it ahead. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  In your talks with him you are not saying to him - some of your remarks are 
brilliant.  If you do not mind me reading them out to you again; ‚Human buttocks are not getting any 
smaller‛.  Did you say things like that?  ‚I am not about building homes for hobbits.‛ 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think I have said that repeatedly.  That remains our position.  
We are confident that we can deliver large numbers of affordable homes for Londoners.  We are going to 
keep doing that.  We have done extremely well so far.  We are confident of what we can deliver over the 
next few years. 
 
As Nicky [Gavron] was saying, the most important conversation we have had so far this morning has 
been about the implications of the affordable rents policy.  We have got to get that right.  If we can get 
it right, it offers a real prospect of a new method of building more affordable homes in London and I 
really want to make it work. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  Are you going to take your work that you are doing in London to the Conservative 
Party Conference? 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I will take it anywhere. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  If it is the right thing for London -- 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  They love it.  They do not worry.  The Conservative Party 
Conference would like it.  The Labour Party Conference, the Green Party Conference.  Any party 
conference would like it. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  You are very welcome to our conference. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you very much.  Where is your conference? 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  Cardiff. I am quite curious why they are letting you do it but just dropping it for 
the rest of Britain. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It understands that London is uniquely well governed at the 
moment.  It fears any change in that.  It wants us to go ahead with the reforms that we are doing.  I am 
completely confident that it is the right thing to do.  You cannot  campaign against hobbit homes and 
not have wonderful new standards. 
 
Jenny Jones (AM):  Thank you. 
 
Dee Doocey (Chair):  Thank you.  The Green Party is out of time. That completes all of our questions.  
Thank you, Mr Mayor. 
 
Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you very much. 
 
 


