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London Assembly (Mayor’s Question Time) – 11 September 2013 
Transcript: Agenda Item 4 – Questions to the Mayor 

 

 

2890/2013 – Potential London orbital railway 

 

Richard Tracey 

 

Can you provide any more detail on the route of the London orbital railway put forward by the 

Deputy Mayor for Transport as an option in your forthcoming long-term infrastructure plan? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thanks very much, Dick.  Your eagle eye has spotted 

something that Isabel Dedring [Deputy Mayor for Transport] said I think in the Financial Times 

(FT) about orbital railways.  She is quite right, of course.  To answer your question directly, this 

is not something that has been worked up.  There is no blueprint on a shelf in Transport for 

London (TfL) for an orbital railway of the kind that she describes.  There are plenty of ideas for 

linking up lines and linking up the tramways and all sorts of suggestions. 

 

What I can say is that in the forthcoming infrastructure plan which is going to be appended to 

the 2020 Vision we will be looking at this kind of idea.  Four or five years ago, or two or three 

years ago, perhaps, when we last looked at the idea of orbital railways, it would be fair to say 

that we basically did not think it was a runner because there simply was not the demand.  There 

was not the population pressure.  That is changing.  Outer London is seeing huge population 

growth along with the rest of the city.  It has now been put to me by TfL that there could be a 

business case for some of these ideas for orbital links, so watch this space is basically my 

message. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Thank you for that answer.  You are correct that I actually spotted it in 

a Financial Times interview with the Deputy Mayor for Transport, Isabel Dedring.  So are you 

telling us that actually there is no team working on it and that it is simply a theoretical idea at 

the moment or what? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No.  There is a team now working on drawing up the 

infrastructure plan for London that will be necessary following the 2020 Vision.  You will have 

seen what John Armitt [former Chairman, Olympic Delivery Authority and former Chief 

Executive of Network Rail] said the other day about infrastructure in this country generally and I 

think he was right.  We approach it piecemeal.  We tend to say, “We have to do this”, and then 

we think, “What is the next thing?  I know what.  We have done Crossrail 1.  Let us do 

Crossrail 2”, and we do not have a long-term, sequential vision for all the things that the 

country is going to need given our economic needs, given our population growth and given our 

ambitions.  That is what we are going to do now with the infrastructure plan.  We will see how 

far it gets, the idea of the orbital rail link, but it will definitely be in the mix. 

 



 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Is it your wish to connect up all of the outer London areas?  At one 

time we talked about orbital bus routes, if you will remember, and I think there is only one 

actually in place. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, the X26, which runs from Croydon to Heathrow.  

The truth is that we do try orbital links and they are not always as successful as they might be.  

Do not forget we have created in the last four or five years an inner London orbital rail link.  We 

have built a circle line of the rail and it is a fantastic thing, the Overground, and that is already 

completely jammed.  People love that service.  It is working very well.  Would it work as well if 

we were to create a rail M25?  That is something we are exploring, but you are right to draw 

attention to it. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Is there any sort of budget that has been put in for this? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No.  Obviously, it would depend very much on the 

length, which tracks you used, all that kind of thing.  I cannot give you a budget for that yet, 

Dick. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  It is a worthy idea for perhaps 20 years’ time or so, but a good many of 

us travel on the radial rail routes into London.  For example, I travel in from southwest London.  

Are you aware just how exceedingly cramped those trains are? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am.  But, to be fair to be Isabel, I think you will have 

found that I think what she put particular stress upon in her interview was the vital importance 

of Crossrail 2, never mind an orbital rail link.  It is Crossrail 2 that delivers the massive capacity 

gains for southwest London so that everybody coming in from Wimbledon and Kingston and 

everywhere like that does not have that huge pinch point at Waterloo but can bomb on into the 

City.  That is going to be a huge gain for London.  That is the thing you should be focusing on, 

all right?  Let me try to move the orbital rail link out of your mind and put Crossrail 2 into it.  

Talk about Crossrail 2.  Yes, a rail M25, as you rightly say, is for 20 years’ time.  Crossrail 2 we 

need to get going now. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Crossrail 2 is right in the forefront of my mind.  It just slightly worried 

me that we had taken our eye off the ball, but never mind. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No.  Obviously, the journalist concerned had probably 

heard enough about Crossrail 2 and he thought, “Here is something interesting, an M25 for the 

rail.  Let us bung that in the headline”.  The story in my view is Crossrail 2.  Stick to that one 

and you will not go wrong. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Thank you. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

3301/2013 – 2020 and nitrogen dioxide legal limits 

 

Jenny Jones 

 

How much of the main road network in London will still exceed nitrogen dioxide legal limits in 

2020? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Jenny, thank you for this and I have seen your work that 

you have done on this.  Obviously it is still difficult to get London as clean as we would like, but 

clearly we are making progress.  If you look at the numbers, nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions, 

which are the particularly nasty stuff, have come down by 20% in London I believe since I have 

been Mayor.  That is a considerable reduction.  Yes, since I was elected, NOx emissions are 

down by 20% and particulate matter concentrations less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10s) 

are down by 15%. 

 

That is progress but we need to go further and you will be familiar with many of the 

improvements we are trying to make, with the age limits for taxis, with the low-emission buses, 

with walking and cycling programmes.  Of course, particularly important for dealing with NOx, 

you have to retrofit buildings because actually the funny thing is it is not so much the vehicular 

traffic that is responsible for NOx.  It is the boilers of London and we have a huge programme, 

as you know, to do that. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  You have not actually answered the question, which is -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That was a pretty bloody long answer. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  -- how much of the main road network in London will still exceed 

nitrogen dioxide levels in 2020?  I can tell you the answer from your own statistics.  It is 45%.  

So, with all these wonderful measures - actually not so wonderful, some of them - with all these 

measures you are putting in, nearly half of London’s main roads will still be polluted -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, they will be.  You are right. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  -- so you are not solving the problem, are you? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Patently, we are.  It depends what you mean by 

“solving”.  We are greatly reducing the problem and I wish we could go further and faster.  We 

are bringing in the ultra-low emission zone and -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  That is in 2020, so it will not have an impact until 2021, will it?  That is 

actually irrelevant. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You have to be reasonable to people who are buying 

and driving cars now because, in the end, they do not have cheap access to zero tailpipe 

emission vehicles.  Stephen [Knight, AM] and I had a long conversation about this in the last 

Mayor’s Question Time (MQT) and -- 



 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Please do not repeat it. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- that is why we are saying to people, “2020 is the 

deadline for the new technology but we cannot expect you to anticipate what the technology is 

going to provide”.  I know this will be no consolation to people in this city who suffer from poor 

air quality and I share your zeal on this. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  I am glad you are sorry and that you recognise it is no consolation to 

people.  Do you know that by 2020, 403 bus stops in Barnet will still be on roads that exceed 

nitrogen dioxide legal limits? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do know that because I saw your press release. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Fifty five schools in Wandsworth will still be within 150 metres of a main 

road that exceeds the nitrogen dioxide levels and 42 kilometres of main road in Redbridge will 

still exceed it.  You are not fixing the problem.  You have the power, you can do it and you are 

putting it off for subsequent mayors. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is completely untrue.  If you mean by “you have 

the power” I could ban all traffic in London and I could close down every central heating system 

in our city, then I think you exaggerate my powers.  I might be able to ban all traffic but I 

certainly could not ask the people of London to stop using central heating this winter.  That 

would be wrong. 

 

What I can do, as we are doing, is continue to retrofit huge numbers of homes.  We have already 

done 96,000.  We have identified a further 62,000 homes across London where we are going to 

improve the -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  With all of this, in seven years’ time, 45% or nearly half of London’s roads 

will still be illegal by your standards.  That means every Londoner is breathing in dirty air.  It is 

bad for asthma.  It is bad for people with heart conditions.  It is really bad for children whose 

lungs do not develop properly here in London because of the dirty air.  It is bad for Londoners.  

You have to do your bit.  You have to speed up what you are doing. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Jenny, I accept that.  I would just point out that there 

are many cities around the world which have a worse state than ours, Milan, Bucharest, Rome, 

Munich, Paris, Stuttgart -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  I am sure the mayors of those cities feel bad about it, but London -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- Amsterdam, Stockholm, Vienna, Prague, Berlin -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  London.  We cannot do anything about Amsterdam but you can do 

something about London. 

 



 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I accept that, but I am trying to give you some context. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  No, Mr Mayor, I have asked you a question about why you will not move 

faster. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Sorry.  I really think, if you look at what we have done 

and the aggression of the timetable we have set, it is unlike anything City Hall has done before.  

Actually, this was the only administration to introduce an age limit for taxis, which was not 

remotely popular with taxi drivers -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  It is a stupid measure because you should be measuring the tailpipe 

emissions and not just judging on age. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We do that as well. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Some people at the age of 63 are still in quite good shape. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  For heaven’s sake. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Others at 63 are in very bad shape, so I am suggesting that -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  So you want us to get rid of the age limits for taxis? 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  -- age is not a delimiter of anything, so you should have looked at tailpipe 

emissions.  I have finished my questions. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have greatly reduced emissions from taxis.  If you are 

now saying that it is Green Party policy to get rid of age limits for taxis, then that is news to 

me -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  I am saying we should measure how dirty they are before we ban them. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- and it shows unbelievable cynicism and opportunism 

of the Green Party, but perhaps I should not be surprised.  We have introduced the cleanest, 

greenest new bus in the world.  We have done more for cycling. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  The hottest bus in London.  Mr Mayor, you are getting off the point. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think most impartial observers would say that we have 

done more for cycling than any previous Mayoralty.  We have invested huge sums and we are 

putting a further £1 billion into improving cycling in London.  We are going through a massive 

exercise of trying to retrofit Londoners’ homes, but I have to deal with the city as it is and not 

some crazy green nirvana in which we all sit around eating alfalfa and nobody drives a car. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Can I point out he is off the point? 

 



 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is not going to happen, Jenny, nor would it be -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Yes, you are off the point, as usual, Mr Mayor. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am not.  I am on the point. 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Thank you, Chair.  One thing, Mr Mayor, that you could do as 

Chairman of TfL is to instruct that drivers should not leave the buses’ engines ticking over when 

they change drivers, which is something some of my colleagues, the councillors in Wandsworth, 

have been going on about for a very long time.  We accept that you are bringing in more and 

more clean buses, but those that are not so clean should not be left ticking over. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is very interesting.  I did not know that your 

colleagues had drawn that to our attention.  I will make an inquiry as to why, if that is really 

happening, because it is after all paradoxical that the very buses that have an advertisement on 

the back saying, “Turn off your key whilst in” -- do you remember?  They now have this anti-

idling advertisement, so it is bizarre if they are really letting their engines run.  Is that true, 

Dick?  Have you seen it with your own eyes? 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  Yes, indeed. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Has it been reported to you or have you seen it? 

 

Richard Tracey (AM):  It has been taken up by several of the excellent Wandsworth 

Conservative councillors who have asked officers to take it up with TfL.  I will give you the 

location: outside Putney Railway Station. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  OK.  I am grateful to you.  At the stations?  All right.  

We are on it.  I am grateful to you.  Thank you. 

 

3378/2013 – Review of local air quality management in England 

 

Stephen Knight 

 

Will you oppose the Government’s proposal to reduce the level of local air quality monitoring 

and reporting in England? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  Stephen, I think this is actually a very good and 

important question and there is a discussion going on now, as you know, under the red tape 

bonfire or whatever plan there is now, which obviously I generally support.  There is a proposal 

that there should be less monitoring by boroughs of local air quality.  That is plainly not what 

we want and need now and we are making, as you would expect, representations to that effect. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  I am very pleased to hear that you are making 

representations and I hope that you will publish the representations that you make.  The 

Environment Committee of the Assembly has also made representations. 



 

 

I wonder if we might go a little bit further than that, given the importance of ensuring that we 

do monitor air quality effectively in London and whether you would commit to leading a 

delegation to go and see the Minister to make the point that actually London needs to maintain 

its monitoring of air pollution and not see it reduced.  Would you be happy to lead a 

delegation? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Stephen, I am sure you are more than capable of 

attracting colossal publicity yourself and I do not see any particular need to interfere.  What I 

will do is keep you abreast of where we are in the conversation because, as far as I understand it 

at the moment, the Department [for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs] is sympathetic to 

what we are saying, they are interested in what we are saying and they do see that, as Jenny has 

just been saying, London has a particular problem with air quality and we have to sort it out.  

You cannot sort it out if you do not monitor it. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  Indeed.  If I can just give you one example of where the importance of 

maintaining a local air quality monitoring network is important, earlier this summer we had 

various smog episodes where the national Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 

(Defra) system did not pick them up but the local monitoring stations did pick them up.  For 

instance, on 16 July at the Barnes Wetlands Centre, there were ground-level ozone episodes 

which reached dangerous levels at which the Government was obliged to issue alerts and failed 

to do so because its own monitoring stations did not pick it up. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I was not aware of that.  OK. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  We know in London, Mr Mayor, that hundreds of people are 

hospitalised by smog episodes and they are very important.  Clearly, one of the key ways that 

we are going to tackle air pollution and one of your key policies is around the ultra-low 

emissions zone.  You mentioned earlier that we had had some discussion at the previous 

Mayor’s Question Time in July and indeed at the Plenary Session we had in July about your 

proposals for the ultra-low emission zone. 

 

I was very concerned that you had initially in your Vision said that it would apply to all vehicles 

from 2020 and you told me repeatedly in July that it would only apply to new vehicles.  I have 

here the quote: “The restrictions will only apply to vehicles registered from 2020 onwards”.  

However, Mr Mayor, I have a letter in front of me this morning signed by you which says: “The 

starting position for TfL’s work is that the ultra-low emissions zone will affect all vehicles 

entering central London”, so not just new vehicles.  Could you please, the third time for 

asking -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  To be fair, Stephen, I think I did just give the 

answer to Jenny and it is very simple.  Obviously, the regulation will apply to the whole of 

central London but, insofar as vehicles are being purchased in good faith which do not comply a 

long time before that, in round it would be unreasonable to tell people now that they cannot 

buy a new car which is obviously not going to comply with a zero tailpipe emission regime in 

seven years’ time.  So what we are saying is -- 



 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  That is why it is important to make clear now what the regime in 

seven years’ time is going to be, Mr Mayor. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  This is really a message for the market and for 

manufacturers and they are responding.  Look at what Jaguar Land Rover (JLR) said the other 

day, an incredible change of heart there.  JLR is a brilliant company, an amazing company, but 

they have not hitherto been very supportive of zero tailpipe emission vehicles and they are now 

being -- 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  But, Mr Mayor, all of this goes to show that clarity is essential because 

the market has to know what is going to be expected of it in 2020 and instead we have no 

clarity at all. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you.  Exactly right and I am just tentatively, 

humbly trying to explain to you that the market is already responding to the very clear message 

that we have sent out, which is that come 2020 what we want to see in London is a zero tailpipe 

emission environment and new vehicles will have to comply.  I think that is a very powerful 

market signal.  This will not be popular, but there is fantastic British technology being 

developed that will allow car firms to comply and it will do a great deal to reduce NOx and 

particulates and improve the air of our city.  That is what I want to see as much as you, possibly 

more. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  Thank you.  Given all of our concern about smog and air pollution in 

London, I wonder if you will reconsider the request that I have made in the past to issue 

yourself, via the Greater London Authority (GLA) or even the TfL website, smog alerts at times 

of high pollution episodes in London, especially given the Government’s sometimes failure to do 

that. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I was not aware that the contingency or whatever you 

said about the monitoring station at Barnes was as bad as that.  I will look at that.  Generally 

speaking, I think what we are doing is the right way forward.  We believe in steadily reducing 

the emissions of all kinds and -- 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  And issue warnings, Mr Mayor? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- if you look at the last five years and the reduction of 

PM10s and particulate matter concentrations less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5s), which 

are the nastiest bits of dust and particulate matter, we have reduced them by, as I say, 15% and 

NOx by 20%.  Those are very considerable reductions. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  Mr Mayor, fine, because my question was really about issuing 

warnings.  You have a target of there being 250,000 Londoners signed up to the airText system.  

The last time we saw figures it was around 10,000 people.  What are you going to do to get 

information out to people about the state of air pollution in London, particularly when we have 



 

bad pollution episodes?  You are clearly not getting to the people that you wish to get to and 

that we all wish to get to. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is an interesting and important point because the 

airText system is valuable.  Stephen, I will reflect on that.  If I may, I will come back to you with 

an assessment of how we think the airText system is working in alerting Londoners to poor air 

quality days and whether there is more we can do. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  Thank you. 

 

2986/2013 – Closure of fire stations 

 

Navin Shah 

 

Why are you refusing to work with the London Fire and Emergency Planning Authority (LFEPA) 

to find further savings to stop closure of fire stations, deletion of fire engines and deletion of fire 

fighter posts? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am grateful, as ever, to Navin for his question, but I 

have to say I am disappointed that you say I have not been working with LFEPA members there.  

You sit on LFEPA, as far as I am aware, and in the last year or so I am not aware of a single 

positive, solid contribution you have made to providing any kind of alternative proposal.  There 

you go.  You luxuriate in this position on LFEPA and where is the product?  Give me an 

alternative. 

 

Navin Shah (AM):  Mr Mayor, MQT is not about a judgement on my work.  It is about 

accountability of what you do as the Mayor when you stand up for Londoners. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Of course it is and I am more than happy to be held to 

account. 

 

Navin Shah (AM):  So let me put this to you.  Members of the Fire Authority are making 

extraordinary efforts to find additional savings to stop the closure of fire stations.  There are 

two meetings planned this week, for example, to find those extra savings to stop the closure of 

fire stations.  Will you join us?  Let me ask you again.  Will you join us in our efforts to find 

further savings and reconsider your position which is forcing through closures of local stations 

which nobody wants against the wishes of Londoners and fire fighters? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What I can certainly tell you, Navin, is that there has 

been, as you know and you have taken part in it and I am grateful to you for that, a very 

extensive consultation led by James Cleverly [AM] and the Commissioner for Fire in this city.  

Some of them were well-attended.  Some of them were less well-attended.  I promised that we 

would listen, that we would consult and that we would take account of what people said.  As a 

result of the consultation -- 

 

[Interruption from the public gallery.] 



 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Please do not interrupt from the public gallery. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- it would be fair to say that the Commissioner has 

taken account of what Londoners have said.  I think there are a couple of small changes that 

have been made.  I am content that, as I understand it, the decisions and the plan that has been 

put forward by the Commissioner looks to me like a sound one.  I think that he has the interests 

of this city at heart.  I think that he has the interests of London householders and London 

citizens at heart and this is a man who has consecrated his life to fighting fire and reducing 

deaths by fire. 

 

By the way, I congratulate all members of the London Fire Brigade who seem to be here in 

strength today on what they have done, too, very sincerely.  I am forbidden from addressing the 

gallery but they are allowed to address me.  I congratulate them on what they have done, but I 

am absolutely certain that this is a sound plan, that it will bring, as I say, more boroughs into the 

target response times, that it will continue to reduce deaths by fire. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Can I say to members in the public gallery: Assembly Members are 

very keen to hold the Mayor to account on this issue.  We are not able to properly hold the 

Mayor to account if we cannot hear what he is saying.  So I know this is a contentious issue -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I said it was a sound plan. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  -- but please give us the quiet that we need to be able to hold the 

Mayor to account.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I said it once.  I repeat my point.  I said it is my view that 

what the Commissioner has proposed takes account -- there will be compulsory redundancies as 

a result of these proposals.  That is one of the merits of the scheme.  It takes account of the 

changing circumstances of London, of the growth in population, of the needs of every 

community and I think it is a sensible plan.  If you look at what the Fire Brigade - who are, as I 

say, here in strength this morning - has actually done over the last 10 years or 12 years, they 

have achieved very substantial reductions both in the numbers of fires and in fatalities in spite 

of a huge increase in London’s population. 

 

Navin Shah (AM):  Mr Mayor, the Draft Fifth London Safety Plan (LSP5) is far from 

satisfactory.  It is not sound.  If you look at the facts, very clearly, the new London Safety Plan 

will put the safety of London and Londoners at risk. 

 

You mentioned public response.  Let me tell you what that public response was.  Thirteen 

petitions were received, a total of 21,770 signatures opposing the LSP plans, 2,221 online 

responses from individuals and a further 102 responses were received.  Let me tell you what the 

YouGov analysis talks about the consultation responses.  It says: 

 



 

“There was very strong opposition to the proposals with 94% (2,010) of those 

responding to the online consultation reporting they disagreed with the reductions in fire 

stations, fire engines and fire fighter posts.” 

 

Why are you riding roughshod over the public view and the views of fire fighters and not saving 

London from closure of fire stations, loss of fire engines and the removal of fire fighters?  Why 

do you want to put the safety of London at risk? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not.  This is not an easy thing to do, given the 

obvious potential of the closure of fire stations to excite people’s real anxieties and real passions 

that we are seeing today and that we have seen over the last few months.  Obviously, this is not 

an easy thing to do.  Obviously, I do it with great, great caution and I have interrogated my 

officers and have interrogated the Fire Commissioner very closely about how this is going to 

work. 

 

If you look at what we are already achieving in London and you look at the achievements of the 

London Fire Brigade (LFB), I have absolutely no doubt that this is, as I said just now, a sound 

plan.  To get back to your question, Navin, I regret that you and LFEPA have not seen fit 

actually to come up with anything remotely resembling an alternative. 

 

Navin Shah (AM):  We are working now on that and can join us. Thank you. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You have had more than a year, you know. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Thank you, Chair.  I am not on the Fire Authority but I have been 

following this and I remember back in 2008 when you were first elected, part of your election 

platform was that you would work closely with the boroughs and listen to their views.  In this 

case, you are ignoring the boroughs, you are ignoring your own Fire Authority’s views, you are 

ignoring the 94% of Londoners who oppose these cuts and this is just so that you can reduce 

the council tax by 1%. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Nonsense.  It has absolutely nothing to do with that.  

Completely rubbish. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Why on earth do you think that is a reasonable thing to do? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It has absolutely nothing to do with that.  Absolute 

rubbish.  You can do better than that. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  You are ignoring the boroughs.  Why are you ignoring the boroughs’ 

views? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I tell you why it is necessary: because actually, 

sometimes when you are elected to office, you have to take a difficult and unpopular decision 

which can be readily misconstrued by people who wish to create party political advantage out of 

it and you have to take difficult decisions for the sake of good financial management in order to 



 

have a proper, modernised fire service that can continue its fantastic work of driving down not 

only the incidence by fire but deaths by fire as well. 

 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  The only person, Boris, being party political on this is you because you 

are pushing through Conservative cuts from the Conservative Government on the Fire Service in 

London which are deeply unpopular and you are failing to listen to Londoners on this issue.  

Londoners do not want small changes on this.  They wanted you to listen and, as has been said 

by several people in this room, 94% of Londoners who took part in the consultation oppose 

these cuts because they believe, as we believe, that they put the lives and livelihoods of 

Londoners at risk. 

 

Tomorrow at the Fire Authority we are going to be discussing alternatives.  We have put 

alternatives in.  We put in an alternative budget.  All three opposition parties on the Assembly 

put alternative budgets in and you have failed to listen to the alternatives we have presented.  

Will you listen to any alternatives we come up with at the discussion at the Fire Authority 

meeting tomorrow and will you meet us partway on this?  Is that a no? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Obviously, I am surprised that it has taken you more 

than a year to come up with an alternative. 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  No, it has not.  That is not true.  We presented alternative budgets 

earlier in the year, so to say it has come -- no.  We presented alternative budgets -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You have come up with no alternative plan. 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  Just because you did not want to accept the alternative budget does 

not mean that we did not present an alternative.  He is clearly not wanting to answer this 

question anymore, so I am going to leave it to that.  You are failing to listen to Londoners. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are welcome to leave it at that, Fiona, but, as I say, 

this is not an easy decision to take.  I am taking it because I place trust in the advice of 

professionals who, as I say, dedicate their lives to fighting fire in this city and who are doing an 

exceptional job.  There are shouts from the gallery which I am not being interrupted by, Chair, 

but never mind.  There are shouts from the gallery, Darren, saying that the number of fatalities 

has not gone down.  I am afraid you are completely wrong. 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  No, they are not wrong, actually.  They are not wrong on that. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I will read out the numbers for every year since 2000: 

59, 81, 78, 86, 52, 60, 56, 54, 41, 55 -- -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Please do not interrupt. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- and last year there were 44.  There is a steady 

reduction. 



 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  Can I just say: any life lost to fire is a life that should not be lost. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I accept that but I will not be -- 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  Going through a list and listing the numbers of people who have died 

and trying to make a political point is just completely unacceptable. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Can I say: I completely accept that.  One death from fire 

is too many but I will not be shouted at from the gallery.  They are not being interrupted.  I will 

not be shouted at. 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  We do not want to be shouted at by you, sir. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What I am simply explaining is that the number of 

deaths from fire has come down and I think, if there was any backbone in this Chair, you would 

have them removed. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  We are not taking contributions from the public gallery.  I will have 

to ask people to be removed -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Come on, Darren. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  -- from the public gallery if we continue with this noise.  Mayor, 

please carry on. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Man or mouse, Darren?  Are we going to continue to be 

in dialogue with these guys or what? 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  They are fire fighters. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  Mr Mayor, in December 2012 when you issued your original budget 

guidance to functional bodies, did you receive from the Labour Group any proposals for savings 

in the London Fire Brigade at that point? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No, I did not and I do not wish to be confrontational 

about this but the fact is we have had a long period of consultation and you, James, and 

Ron Dobson [London Fire Commissioner, London Fire Brigade] went out to every single 

borough.  We talked to people.  Some meetings were well-attended.  Some meetings, frankly, 

were not so well-attended.  I think the arguments that you were able to make were very 

powerful, viz. that the incidence of fire has been greatly reduced, not just thanks to prompt 

intervention but also thanks to the excellent educational programmes that the Fire Brigade runs.  

The fatalities, as I say, have also been coming down and continue to come down.  As Fiona 

rightly says, one is too many.  Of course, one is too many.  We can continue to fight fire very 

effectively in this city, more effectively virtually than any other major conurbation that I know 



 

of, with the programme of changes that the Commissioner has set out and that is why I think it 

is a sound plan. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  Thank you for that.  Mr Mayor, in January when the formal budget was 

disseminated to functional bodies, did you receive from the Labour Group, the 

Liberal Democrats or the Greens on the Fire Authority an alternative budget at that point? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I did not receive any such submission, James, no. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  In the June meeting of the Fire Authority, did Labour, the 

Liberal Democrats or the Greens produce any alternative budgets at that point? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  They did not. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  In July, did they produce any at that point? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not remember seeing any credible alternative plan. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  In July, when you issued your direction and actually said explicitly on 

the direction that you welcomed any submissions of alternative plans which you would consider, 

did you receive any at that point? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  To the best of my recollection, no. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  Of the meeting on Monday of the working group set up by members of 

the Fire Authority to consider alternative proposals, have you received any proposals from that 

meeting? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  So, Mr Mayor, the point I am making is that in the ten months since 

members of the Fire Authority have had pretty explicit guidance as to the budget constraints 

that we have to work under, the Labour, Liberal Democrat and Green members of the 

Fire Authority have failed to put forward a credible plan that keeps Londoners safe and matches 

the budget, so why on earth do we think an extra couple of days is going to make a difference 

now? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Obviously, James, I do not know.  What I can say is that 

there has been a long and exhaustive consultation process and in the course of that we did 

listen to Londoners who made particular points about at least two stations.  As far as I 

understand it, the plan is now being modestly varied to take account of some improvements 

that the Commissioner thinks he can make.  That seems to me to be perfectly sensible.  The 

general direction remains the same and I am content, as I said, after very close examination of 

the evidence before me that this will continue to enable us to drive down fire in London. 

 



 

I thank you, James, for all your efforts and I thank the Commissioner for what he is doing.  

Above all, I thank the London Fire Brigade for what they are doing to make our city safer. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  A final question, Mr Mayor.  Are you as shocked as I am to discover 

that in the entire time that you have been Mayor the Labour members of the Fire Authority 

have never put forward an alternative fire budget for London? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am not shocked, really.  The honest truth is, James, I 

understand why you are asking these questions for rhetorical purposes and I am not remotely 

shocked.  It is not their purpose.  It is not their mode of operation.  Their job is to oppose and to 

try to get what political traction they can from whatever issues come their way.  That is what 

they are trying to do now. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  Thank you. 

 

Tony Arbour (AM):  Mr Mayor, are you aware that rather than seeking alternative proposals to 

the fire budget, the Labour Group have spent a considerable amount of time and a considerable 

amount of public money on challenging a counsel’s opinion which justified and said that your 

direction was completely legal?  They were unwilling to accept that.  They insisted that the 

Fire Authority appoint a Queen’s Council (QC) named by them to give an opinion.  Are you 

further aware that the opinion which was given by that second QC not only confirmed the first 

opinion that what you were doing was lawful but said it in spades?  Do you think that that is a 

responsible way for the Fire Authority to operate? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Did they do this with public money? 

 

Tony Arbour (AM):  They did this with public money, Mr Mayor.  They should be surcharged.  

Such a pity that surcharging has been abolished. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Obviously, I respect the advice of the QC in question 

and I have to wonder why it was necessary to spend more money to seek it. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  I am advised that this is still an exempt confidential matter and I am 

not going to allow any more discussion on the counsel’s opinion.  That is officer advice.  

Assembly Member Arbour, have you finished your exchange? 

 

Tony Arbour (AM):  No, I am happy to have exposed the waste of time and the waste of 

public money which the Labour Group have claimed that is being done in ensuring that the fire 

service operates properly. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  I will reiterate that that is still a Part 2 report and an exempt matter 

and I am not allowing any more discussion of it.   

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  Clearly, the London Fire Authority on an all-party basis has actually 

agreed tens of millions of pounds of efficiency savings over the last few years, so the previous 

point about no savings being agreed by anybody I do not think is very fair. 



 

 

Will you accept that actually it has been the position of the majority of the Assembly for months 

now that the budget that you have allocated to the Fire Authority was not sufficient because it 

would lead to unacceptable cuts to frontline fire services?  That is our position and we have put 

forward a budget amendment which would have provided extra millions of pounds for the 

Fire Authority. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am shocked to hear this from my fellow coalition 

member.  I thought the budgetary constraints -- 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  I hope you will answer the question. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- were something that you signed up to.  Anyway -- 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  OK, you are not going to answer the question.  Mr Mayor, you have 

issued a directive to the Fire Authority to accept the closure of one in ten, approximately, fire 

stations tomorrow morning at its meeting, effectively, and you are aware that there are 

discussions going on this very week about trying to find alternative savings to some of these 

cuts.  Mr Mayor, I think you have said that you would be happy to see alternatives.  The very 

same officers which you were praising earlier for their professional conduct in leading the 

Fire Authority are working with members this very week to find alternatives.  Will you allow that 

work to carry on?  Will you withdraw your direction to members tomorrow to vote for these cuts 

so that this work can be concluded? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No, I will not.  I will not because I think it would be 

unreasonable.  I think it would be very poor public administration to have a system that basically 

-- if you have a process and you have a body such as the London Fire and Emergency Planning 

Authority, which has a great deal of expertise and which is assisted by officials at considerable 

public expense to come up with this kind of alternative and you have many months in which 

they can do it, it is wrong to stop the processes of government simply because people fail to do 

it within the massive timescale that has been allotted to them and -- 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  But, Mr Mayor, would it not be more wrong to see fire stations close if 

an additional week could save a fire station? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- there has been more than a year in which that 

discussion has been very, very clear and -- come on. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  Would that be more wrong to see a fire station close or to see fire 

engines lost in London simply on the basis of not allowing enough time for this extra work to be 

concluded? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As I say, I think it would be very poor administration to 

govern in that way.  You have to give sufficient time.  A massive amount of time has been 

given.  I am grateful, as I say, to all members of the Assembly who have contributed to these 



 

discussions.  There were no other viable plans presented and I think it is a bit of illusion to say 

that they are going to be produced in the next week. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  But, Mr Mayor, the Commissioner is this week presenting savings 

proposals.  This week.  Mr Mayor, are you saying that these proposals just should not be 

considered now, that it is too late, that you are not willing to consider alternatives? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What I am saying is that we are going to continue with 

the process.  It has allowed for ample consultation.  It has allowed for a huge amount of 

contribution by members of the public, by LFEPA, by yourself.  In the end, you have to get on 

and administer and that is what we propose to do. 

 

Stephen Knight (AM):  Better to get on and make the right decision, not necessarily the 

fastest decision. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Darren, with great respect, I do take slight exception to 

being endlessly harangued in this way from the sides.  Are you proposing to do anything about 

it, Darren, or were you just -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  I am consistently calling on members of the public gallery to listen 

to this meeting in silence.  If we get continued disruptions, then I will adjourn the meeting and 

ask that people be removed if they are disrupting the meeting. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Good stuff. 

 

Valerie Shawcross CBE (AM):  Mr Mayor, I make no apology as a Fire Authority member for 

trying to find legal and proper ways to block your irresponsible closure of fire stations.  I believe 

that that was what I was elected to do, but you can look in your manifestos and not find any 

reference at all to your plans to close fire stations.  Just the opposite.  You said you would not 

do this and you have no mandate to do it. 

 

Let me refresh your memory, Mr Mayor, because you are clearly having memory problems this 

morning.  There used to be a £50 million that the previous administration left in the Fire Brigade 

budget which you took away to subsidise the Police Service.  We love the Police Service but it 

has been very clear for a long time that the Fire Brigade and fire safety in this city is right at the 

bottom of your agenda. 

 

We did in the budget debate in this very Chamber move forward, three parties together, a 

sustainable budget that would have worked, that would have saved the cuts from the 

Fire Service.  My colleagues on the Fire Authority pushed through the detail of the consultation 

to make sure that Londoners had a say.  Londoners have had a say and you have not listened. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No, that is not true. 

 

Valerie Shawcross CBE (AM):  Do you remember only over this last summer you were making 

a case to the Government that the population of London has grown by a million in the last ten 



 

years and how important it is, therefore, that we have more transport infrastructure and that the 

population will carry on growing, probably by another million?  The 112 fire stations that we 

have now, which are serving a bigger population than we have had for decades and decades, 

how is it that you want to contract that by 10%?  This is an incredibly short-sighted, foolish 

policy, Mr Mayor, and yet you are using undemocratic legal powers to push it forward?  The 

members of the Fire Authority -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What do you mean by “undemocratic”?  Do not talk to 

me about undemocratic.  I have a very clear mandate to govern responsibly and to take tough 

decisions. 

 

Valerie Shawcross CBE (AM):  -- are asking you to call a pause on this and work together on 

it because, actually, do you not think the Fire Brigade is something that Londoners would 

expect all parties to work together on, to treasure, to sustain and to carry forward? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We do treasure, we do sustain and we do work to 

improve our fire cover.  That is what we are here to do and no one in this room has a monopoly 

on that virtue.  We are all here to do that. 

 

Valerie Shawcross CBE (AM):  Do it, then, Mr Mayor. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am absolutely convinced that the plan that we have 

before us -- and the deaths from fire have continued to come down.  The incidence of fire -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Please, no interruptions. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- has continued to come down throughout this 

Mayoralty and I am proud of that and that is in spite of, as I said, very considerable increases in 

population.  The issue is how you tackle the threat of fire in London, where you dispose your 

appliances, what systems you have for guarding against fire, for educating people about the 

likely risk of fire and how you target the groups that might be particularly vulnerable.  These are 

things on which the LFB has a fantastic record and I think Ron Dobson has a fantastic record.  

We are going to build on that. 

 

Valerie Shawcross CBE (AM):  But, Mr Mayor, you have been stripping money out of the fire 

regulation and fire safety teams.  There is nothing within the Fire Brigade that has not lost 

resource over the last five years of your administration.  LFEPA has made £71 million of cuts 

and yet actually LFEPA is a small functional body and that is a huge, disproportionate amount 

of money that has been cut from the Fire Brigade.  I urge you, Mr Mayor.  At the last moment, 

you can pull back from this foolishness and work together with us in a sensible and rational way.  

This is a very silly way of making cuts in this service. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are recklessly scaremongering.  If you look at the 

changes to the number of fire fighters across the country because you are giving the impression 

that we are cutting deeply in London and nowhere else, look at what is happening.  In the last 

ten years since 2003, Greater Manchester a 21.7% reduction, Merseyside 23.3%, South 



 

Yorkshire 14.6%, West Yorkshire, 19.6% reduction, Tyne and Wear 18.3%, West Midlands 

13.3%.   

 

Valerie Shawcross CBE (AM):  Chair, I asked the Mayor to work with us.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We have only gone down by 1.1%.  London has the best 

fire service of any big city in the world, we intend to keep it. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Thank you.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As I say, there are no compulsory redundancies involved 

in this plan. 

 

Gareth Bacon (AM):  Mr Mayor, Mr Knight just said that this very week the Commissioner is 

working on alternatives to the Fifth London Safety Plan (LSP5).  The Commissioner himself has 

been very clear that that is not what he is doing.  He has been very clear that LSP5 represents 

his best judgement as to what is needed within the budget that he has. 

 

Are you further aware, Mr Mayor, that the Commissioner and the Finance Director this week 

presented not a list of alternative cuts but a breakdown of departments and their associated 

costs within the Fire Brigade?  It is for members of the Fire Authority to come up with 

alternative savings.  They have had ten months, as the Chairman has just said, to do this.  They 

have done nothing.  All they have done is shroud wave and scaremonger. 

 

The meeting that is taking place on Thursday is the last chance before the Mayoral directive 

comes up.  So far the opposition Members have presented absolutely nothing.  So, Mr Knight’s 

call for you to delay yet further this process and cause even more doubt and uncertainty in the 

Fire Brigade is wholly irresponsible and is being done purely for party-political reasons. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, and I am very shocked that it should come from a 

fellow coalition member.  Unbelievable, Stephen [Knight], that you should say this.  As you 

rightly say, Gareth, it is not a sensible way to proceed.  There has been a very, very long 

consultation and, as I say, the Commissioner has varied the plan a bit.  We have tried to improve 

it as a result of what we have heard and I am satisfied that it should go forward. 

 

Andrew Dismore (AM):  You talked about your mandate, Mr Mayor.  On 25 January 2012, 

just before the election which returned you, you said, “Under this Mayor there will be absolutely 

no reductions in fire cover”.  Your mandate comes from the people of London.  You have lied to 

the people of London by implementing these cuts. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We had this before, Andrew, and I repeat what I said to 

you.  What we are trying to do is to improve fire cover in London and that is entirely consistent 

with what I said. 

 

If people wish to be ejected by you, Darren, then they have only to shout.  Do you wish to be 

ejected? 



 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Thank you.  I am chairing the meeting, Mayor -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Are you? 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  -- and if we have further disruptions then I will adjourn the 

meeting -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is what you said last time. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  -- and ask that people be removed. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is what you said last time you ‘cowardy’ custard. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Can you get on with answering the questions? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I have answered the question. 

 

Andrew Dismore (AM):  How can cutting fire stations, cutting fire engines, cutting fire 

fighters’ posts not be a reduction in fire cuts? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We are improving fire cover, as I have said several times.  

By continuing to reduce deaths from fire and continuing to reduce the incidence of fire - that is 

the name of the game.  It is not about -- 

 

Andrew Dismore (AM):  You have lied to the people of London and -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Oh get stuffed! 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Can I call on you to withdraw that remark, Mayor? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am sorry.  I am sorry.  I apologise.  It just popped out, I 

am very sorry. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  You know this is a heated matter but let us all stay calm.   

 

John Biggs (AM):  Very briefly, Chair.  East London is seeing the largest population growth of 

any part of our city and yet you are shutting three stations within walking distance of my home.  

I know we have been through a long consultation on this, but you have not quite said it yet, can 

you tell us that you think London has too many fire engines at present to manage? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Ah! 

 



 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What I certainly think is that the disposition and indeed 

the numbers are capable of improving.  You could have a better arrangement - that is what the 

Commissioner wants. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  There are too many fire engines at present? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think that he is entirely reasonably in what he is trying 

to achieve. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  In front of 8 million Londoners, you believe London has too many fire 

engines at present and it is better for us to have fewer. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  What I think that Londoners would agree, John, is that 

in times when public cash is not limitless we should use that cash to best advantage to continue 

to reduce death from fire and to continue to reduce the incidence of fire and that is what we are 

proposing to do.  If you can do that with fewer appliances or better distribution of appliances or 

a different type of appliance then you should look at that. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  OK, so with reducing crime are you going to be slashing police officers next 

year as well, presumably? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  The two things, as you perfectly well know, are not 

analogous. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Why not? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  They are not analogous, because you do not need to 

have fire engines out on the street patrolling in order to deter fire.  Maybe you do.  Maybe just 

by having fire engines going around clanking through London, maybe they can somehow 

persuade fires not to break out.  Perhaps you have got some superior insight into physics and 

the laws of combustion than I have.  I think what you are saying is utterly nonsensical. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  It is a very straight question. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is a completely ludicrous question. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Every other police service in the country has seen quite serious cuts in 

police officer numbers and yet you are very clear London needs to be protected. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  But on fire you take a very different view. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I just tried laboriously, but I think effectively, to explain 

the difference between the two concepts. 

 



 

John Biggs (AM):  You do believe clearly that we have too many fire engines in London, that 

Londoners have been pampered with fire stations and fire engines, they do not need them 

anymore? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Just guff. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  No? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I have made it clear that I think that the proposals put 

forward by the Commissioner are sensible, that if you can do the job with a different 

complement of fire stations and fire engines then you should and you should modernise the 

service.  Why not look at different types of vehicle and let us see what we can do to continue to 

reduce fires.  I think a kind of blind attachment to keeping things exactly as they are is not the 

way forward for this City.  Of course you can play politics with this and you can go on and on 

and on, as we have done now, for a very considerable period of time.  You can go on and on 

trying to keep things absolutely frozen, but that is not the way forward in a modern, progressive 

City where there may be different ways of fighting fire that may be more effective and we have 

to look at that. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  Thank you. 

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  First of all I thank you for the investment of a new fire station in 

Purley.  It is interesting to hear from Mr Biggs that he has three fire stations all within walking 

distance of each other.  Although I do not know intimately the area that John is talking about, 

that would seem to me probably is not a good way of applying resources across London and 

East London.  Would you not agree with that, Mayor? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think what you are driving at, Steve, is very important 

and very rational, and if you can order things better and you can dispose of your resources in 

such a way as to fight fire more effectively then you should do that.  I think that is a point that 

John would readily accept. 

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  I think, for the record, John, and he will leap to his full height to 

object, did actually say that that was his words and I do not want, necessarily, that debate, but 

in these strained times we do need to look at how we deliver very good fire services.  I would 

suggest that there is the case, and probably that is not a good way of deploying services, but I 

will leave it there, Mr Mayor. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Did you want to respond to that, Mayor? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No, I think that Steve makes a characteristically good 

point.  It is common sense.  I appreciate, and we have seen this morning that this is a very 

emotive issue and I just want Londoners to know that this is not a decision that I have taken 

easily or lightly.  I have thought very long about this.  I have been over it again and again both 

with James and with his officials and with Ron Dobson, the Fire Commissioner.  We have 

discussed it exhaustively.  I would only be doing this if I thought it was a credible and a 



 

defensible way of continuing to improve fire cover in this City.  Of course it is very easy to try to 

inculpate me or people who take this decision for any subsequent disasters that occur. That is 

the price that we pay for trying to take difficult decisions. 

 

John Biggs (AM):  By point of personal explanation, Chair, I was clear that within walking 

distance of my home there are over 1 million Londoners and there are a number of fire stations 

and three of them, roughly over 40% of my local fire stations are closing within walking distance 

of my home.  I did not say that they were within walking distance of each other.  I think one in 

eight Londoners, over 1 million Londoners do deserve adequate fire cover and they live in very 

high rise buildings, they live in very high density developments and they feel vulnerable as a 

result of your decision. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Thank you for that point of personal explanation.   

 

2888/2013 - Predictive policing 

 

Roger Evans 

 

A predictive policing model used in Kent led to a 10% reduction in crime and had a particularly 

strong impact on violent crime.  In your role as occupant of Mayor’s Office for Policing and 

Crime (MOPAC) would you encourage the Metropolitan Police Commissioner, Sir Bernard 

Hogan-Howe, to pilot a similar model in a London borough? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you very much. 

 

(shouting from the public gallery) 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you.  Are you going to expel these people now, 

Darren? 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  I think they are expelling themselves, so if we just take a moment 

while people leave the chamber and then we will move straight on with the question on 

policing. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  OK, that is enough.  I think that Roger has come up with 

a very, very good question, as usual and I congratulate you on it. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  I am going to adjourn the meeting just for two minutes while we 

have the public gallery cleared, for those who want to leave, and then we will resume. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think we can push on, Darren, you now.  I think I have 

got the general gist of their ... 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  We will resume the meeting, thank you, and the question is on 

predictive policing in the name of Assembly Member Evans. 

 



 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Very good idea, Roger, as usual.  Actually there are lots 

of predictive policing pilots that are underway in the Metropolitan Police Service and there are 

positive indications that it is leading to a reduction in burglary and, of course as you know, we 

have got the target of a 20% reduction in neighbourhood crime by 2020. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  I think that predictive policing is a 

very -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Sorry, by 2016. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  I think predictive policing is a very exciting initiative which 

offers the opportunity of great benefits for our City in the future.  In the Kent case, which I 

referred to in the question, not only was there a 10% reduction in crime generally on the pilot, 

but in the Medway Thames there was a 6% reduction in on-street violence, which is something I 

think we will be particularly pleased to see in part of the city.  The Kent model actually provides 

the facility to update police officers twice per day on the crimes which are going on in their 

patch and they can use that to decide where they are going to focus their resources. 

 

Are you going to examine what is happening in Kent in more detail so that we can actually have 

some of those benefits here in London as well? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, I am grateful.  We are examining what they are 

doing in Kent.  This is a technique that is pioneered by the Los Angeles Police Department 

(LAPD) under Bill Bratton [Chief of Police] and the predictive analysis mapping has been made 

available to 14 of the boroughs so far is going to be fully implemented by April next year. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  I am pleased you mentioned Los Angeles.  The Police 

Chief there, and I am not sure if it was Bill Bratton who said this, but it was one of their police 

commanders, said, and I quote, 

 

“I’m not going to get any more money and I’m not going to get any more cops.  I have to 

be better at using what I have and that is what predictive policing is about.” 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, that is a point you could make to public. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  In Los Angeles burglaries are down by 33%, violent crime 

is down by 21%, as a result of predictive policing. 

 

Do you understand the resource dilemma which they are facing in Los Angeles and we are 

facing here, and the benefits that we can achieve? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  I mean, obviously I think it would be a little bit 

unfortunate to try to compare crime rates with Los Angles with crime rates in London, Roger.  

Not even the most indefatigable British Conservative admirer of American policing could 

possible think that they are doing better than us, because they are not.  Our City is far safer and 

we have far less crime of virtually every type in London than they do in Los Angles.  That is why 



 

I slightly resist these sorts of slavish comparisons with great American urban success stories.  

Actually London has a very, very good record of driving down crime and we are going to 

continue to do it.  This technique of using predictive policing maps is very interesting and we 

are certainly exploring it, as I say, and it will be on stream in full next year. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  I think you made a very fair point there about 

comparisons, but if a project like this works so well under the very testing conditions which are 

prevalent in places like Los Angles, then surely we should expect even better results if we were 

to apply something similar to London. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  Would it also help us actually with the Metropolitan Police 

Service’s relationship with Londoners?  Because we would maybe be able to reduce the number 

of unnecessary stops and searches which take place, and replace that with a more intelligence-

led approach which targets the locations where crime takes place and the individuals who are 

committing that crime? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is a very thoughtful point.  It may be that that will 

be a benefit.  As I say, it is showing signs of working here.  We do a lot of this stuff anyway.  

This is not new to the Metropolitan Police Service.  They have had a computer statistics 

(COMSTAT) style system for a long time, as everybody who was on the old Metropolitan Police 

Authority (MPA) knows.  Every morning in the boroughs, generally they look at the statistics, 

they look at where crime is up or down and they try to work out what needs to be done.  Yes, 

there are already very detailed crime maps that show the hotspots and that show where the 

problems are.  If we can now refine that even further with this predictive technique to bring 

crime down then obviously we are going to do that. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  Just finally, Mr Mayor, talking about stop and search, at 

the Stop and Search Working Group last week, a couple of witnesses voiced the view that police 

officers from areas outside the centre of London, Essex was used as an example, are not capable 

of understanding the inner City culture and policing the centre of town properly.  Would you 

refute that point of view and thank officers who take part in the Metropolitan Police Service, 

who may not come from the centre of London but who still have a valid contribution to make? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Of course.  I do not know who made that suggestion, 

but that goes without saying. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  Thank you. 

 

2906/2013 - Future LIP funding 

 

Gareth Bacon  

 

Is it true that Transport for London is planning on cutting Local Implementation Plan (LIP) 

funding to the London Boroughs by 25%? 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, Gareth.  I want to reassure you, Gareth, that the 

answer to that is no.  I understand very well the attachment that boroughs have to a decent slug 

of LIP’s funding.  I know that there is a history here.  It is something that boroughs value very 

much and I have been very clear in my conversations with TfL I do not want to see that as the 

outcome, indeed.  I want to see more money spent locally than before. 

 

Gareth Bacon (AM):  I am extremely grateful for that answer, Mr Mayor.  Can I, therefore, 

encourage you to in the longer term be a friend to the boroughs and resist any attempt from 

Transport for London to cut the LIP funding at all from its present level? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I understand completely where you are coming from, 

Gareth, and you can count on me as an ally in this.  Obviously there are pressures on the TfL 

budget and there is going to be a discussion to be had, but I am a keen defender and supporter 

of LIP’s funding.  It is something that had proved, I think, valuable to boroughs.  One of the 

first things I did when I was elected in 2008 was to give boroughs more freedom to spend LIP’s 

funding as they saw fit.  I think it is right that they should have that freedom.  This is a 

premature discussion, because no decisions about this have been made but I want you to know 

that I am very conscious of that pressure. 

 

Gareth Bacon (AM):  We are very grateful for that, Mr Mayor, and I believe your sincerity in it.  

To help with that discussion - and you are quite right it is a discussion at this point, rather than 

any set of proposals - perhaps you could direct Transport for London to looking in other areas 

as to where savings could be made, for example perhaps the staff nominee travel pass scheme, 

where they could make significant inroads. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Gareth Bacon (AM):  The overprotected pension, which far exceeds anything else in the public 

sector, is another area that could be looked at.  Or even, perhaps, tighter financial management 

around contingency budgets on major schemes.  All of these things would deliver savings that 

would remove any need at all to touch that funding in the future. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  I mean I might disagree with the detail of what you 

have just said.  We are now moving into the pensions thing, by the way, and on the contingency 

point that is an argument that is well taken already.  On the staff travel thing that is a zero 

marginal cost to the system. 

 

Gareth Bacon (AM):  Yes, but it is foregone revenue, Mr Mayor.  I mean, without treading 

over old ground. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Anyway, the broad thrust of your gist is right. 

 

Gareth Bacon (AM):  The broad thrust, Mr Mayor, is that there are many places that Transport 

for London could look without having to go to LIP funding, so please resist any of the siren calls 

you get from them to do that. 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I completely understand that and support that. 

 

Gareth Bacon (AM):  Thank you. 

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  I want to reinforce that.  I appreciate very much the investment that 

you are making in the larger infrastructure schemes, but the LIP funding, I would like to point 

out, is often applicable to the smaller schemes that many of our resident across Croydon and 

Sutton and elsewhere.  It is those small schemes that I would ask you to continue to support 

and to repeat, in essence, that you will be continuing to fund the boroughs at least at the 

existing level, but also to maintain that freedom for the boroughs to be able to use the monies 

as they see fit.  Could, again, you agree with that? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  There is this anomaly, as you know, that it is presented 

as a revenue item, whereas in fact it is capital spending by boroughs and that is an anomaly 

which we need to recognise.  I am determined to protect LIPs and also freedom to spend as the 

boroughs wish.  

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  Those are the two key points, thank you. 

 

2978 2013 - Living Wages for all? 

 

Len Duvall 

 

Since 2010, real wages have fallen by 5.5% - more than crisis-hit countries like Greece and 

Spain.  Is it time for the National Minimum Wage to be replaced with the Living Wage in the 

capital? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Len, I think that would be a positive development.  The 

ambition in the 2020 Vision is that the Living Wage should become the norm in the city.  I think 

that your support and the support of Labour across the city is very important.  The support of 

many companies in our city now is very important and very valuable indeed.  As you know, the 

number of companies who support the Living Wage has greatly expanded under the Mayoralty.  

It is the right thing for people and it is the right thing for the city. 

 

We were discussing the cost housing earlier on.  The cost of housing, the cost of rent, the cost 

of food press hugely upon Londoners now and the Living Wage is, I think, a very, very good and 

productive way forward, because many of these companies can well afford it and they should be 

stepping up to the plate and giving their employees a decent Living Wage.  Yes, we do want to 

go further and faster down that route. 

 

Len Duvall (AM):  Further and faster down that route.  You have said in the past that you do 

not agree to mandatory, that you want to stick to the voluntary approach. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, I see. 

 



 

Len Duvall (AM):  What are the accelerators that speed up getting to a position of where more 

people are covered by the London Living Wage in London? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is the London Living Wage Campaign.  I know where 

you are coming from.  You would like us to set a mandatory threshold.  We think the success of 

the campaign so far has been based on its voluntary nature.  As far as I can remember we have 

had about a further 200 companies join since I have been Mayor, compared to I think just about 

27 that were already in on the scheme.  There are 100 now in the process of accreditation.  Len, 

we could have many more and I would like to see more but I am not going to give up yet on this 

campaign.  I think it is a good campaign, I think it is right.  If you reach for a legislative, 

regulatory approach you are in a whole different territory. 

 

Len Duvall (AM):  I am grateful for the commitment, Mr Mayor, that you are not going to give 

up on the campaign, but if we carry on at the current rate it will take something like 450 years 

for the London Living Wage to be covering the Londoners that it needs to cover.  What are the 

accelerators then?  OK, we are doing this.  In terms of your report, do you want to give us a 

report back around some of the public commitments that you have made and the pledges about 

how we can speed this up, and also just tell us where you are on lobbying Government? 

 

Do you not agree that we should be worried about, allied to this campaign, worried about the 

fall in real incomes and the impact here in London’s economy, but also the national economy, 

also about the dependency of those on benefits?  Is 450 years acceptable? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No, of course not, Len.  You are making a good point 

about the speed of take-up.  It has been faster under this Mayoralty than before but that is 

nothing necessarily to be particularly proud of.  We should be getting the message across.  I 

think it is a very powerful message.  Big firms who have fantastic profits pay huge amounts in 

dividends and all the rest of it.  If they pay the Living Wage to their employees at every level 

then they will have a workforce that is committed, that is loyal, that feels they have a share in 

the business and they will thereby reduce their turnover and their wage costs.  It is win-win for 

business.  Across business in London some of the biggest names in our city have got this point, 

some of them, not all of them.  It is something that we continue to work with, with London 

Citizens (Citizens UK), who started this campaign, to evangelise for it further and we will 

continue to do that. 

 

Len Duvall (AM):  Mr Mayor, will we be seeing a lot more of your evangelising on this 

particular matter because of the economy over the coming year, or months?  I know you have 

passions for schemes, equal coverage, you have done some hard work on this scheme, but if we 

did column inches versus Estuary Airport -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No, I see that, it is a fair point. 

 

Len Duvall (AM):  Can we see some more energy, well, not more energy, a more concentrated 

approach on the public commitments that you have already given? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 



 

 

Len Duvall (AM):  Can you, allied to that, can you give me assurance that you will, as the 

Mayor of London start to work on arguing for maybe a phased approach to increase the 

minimum wage to meet the aspirations here in London, because we have to break the log jam. 

We cannot carry on with more of the same.  Will you lend that support?  Will you demonstrate 

that support and -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Len Duvall (AM):  Mr Mayor, I would accept this, I think in your Mayoralty it has sped up and 

you are to be congratulated on that.  The issue of our economy at the moment and the 

spending power in our economy it has to be done now and we have to proceed with a faster 

pace on this. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not disagree with that. 

 

Len Duvall (AM):  We are looking for you to provide that leadership. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Len, I am grateful or what you say.  There are obviously 

big events we do here, Living Wage events, sometimes they get good coverage sometimes they 

do not.  It is hard always to persuade the media to portray things in the way that you want.  I 

think actually there is now a widespread understanding of how it can work, how it can work in a 

way that does not restrict businesses from growing, that is not going to be an inhibiter on 

employment.  We will step it up.  We have been thinking about trying to develop a bigger 

broader media campaign across London about this.  I think it is something that people really 

understand and what to get behind.  Kit [Malthouse, Deputy Mayor for Business and Enterprise] 

is obviously leading on this for me, but if we can do this in a cross-party way and with general 

support then I think that would be all the more powerful. 

 

Andrew Dismore (AM):  A few weeks ago, Boris, I was in a well-known restaurant chain 

having breakfast before going to my constituency work and I heard the manager say to one of 

the waiters, “It is rather quiet this morning, why don’t you do away, take the morning off and 

come back at lunchtime?”  Most people who are told to take the morning off would think it is 

quite a good idea, but the waiter was rather reluctant to do so.  He was reluctant to do so, not 

just because he was on bad wages, but because he was on a zero-hours contract.  Having 

turned up for work he was being sent away again.  Do you think it is right that we should have 

zero-hours contracts that allow people to turn up to work and be sent away again when there is 

not work for them to do, like that?  Do you think that is fair? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Andrew, I am with you here.  It is obviously very tough 

for people who are on low incomes.  The question you have got to ask yourself is, is it 

preferable to have a job versus no job.  That is the issue very often.  I, myself, would rather 

make progress on the London Living Wage.  I do not know which restaurant chain you are 

talking about, but I am more than happy to write.  Is it McDonalds? 

 

Andrew Dismore (AM):  No.  Heaven forbid. 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Are you saying that the Big Mac is not the heart of the 

Dismore breakfast? 

 

Andrew Dismore (AM):  Absolutely not. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  We are not going to debate Andrew’s breakfast choices, this has 

been enough of a challenging meeting already. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am disappointed that you were not eating a Big Mac 

for breakfast. 

 

Quite seriously the catering sector is a big problem here.  I think they would benefit from this 

scheme.  If you want to get in touch with us about which company it is, I am more than happy 

to intercede with them to make the arguments for the London Living Wage. 

 

Andrew Dismore (AM):  The point about it is, from what you are saying you approve of zero-

hours contracts.  Do you really think it is right, for someone to be required, for example, to be 

available exclusively for just one employer even if they cannot guarantee work?  Do you really 

think it is right that the lowest paid, usually at minimum wage, or not far off it, shop workers, 

restaurant workers, care workers, should suffer such lack of security, unpredictable hours, 

irregular pay. 

 

The fact remains, does it not, Mr Mayor, that zero-hours may be flexible for the employer but 

they are deeply unfair, very stressful and deeply exploitive of workers.  Can you not see this is 

something out of Dickensian London, rather than the 21st century London that we all refer to? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  The interesting thing about the downturn which we have 

gone through for the last five years, and which may now be ending - and I think what 

George Osborne (Chancellor) said the other day was right - the interesting thing is that we did 

not see that very savage spike in unemployment that we have seen in previous downturns, in 

the early 1980s which most of us here can remember, and the early 1990s when things were 

really, really tough.  I think that if you can keep some labour market flexibility you will help to 

keep people in employment.  As I have said in this place many, many times, I would much rather 

see people in employment, in a place of work, with the confidence, with the environment, with 

the stimulation that that gives people, than out of work and not in a job at all and losing their 

self esteem, losing their confidence. 

 

I also think that we should make the case heartily and passionately for the London Living Wage.  

I do think that is the way forward.  I think that is a benign, equitable thing.  I think that many 

companies can afford it.  I think your breakfast host could almost certainly afford it.  Starbucks?  

OK, well I do not know.  We will get it out of you somehow.  We will find out where you were 

having breakfast and we will intercede with that business to make the case for decent pay for 

their staff. 

 



 

Kit Malthouse (AM):  Mr Mayor, would you acknowledge that the London Living Wage 

campaign is not just about the level of wages that are paid in the city but about tempting to re-

establish the moral obligation between employer and employed and, therefore, making it 

compulsory in any way, shape or form would destroy the creation of that sense of obligation 

between the two? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think that is one of the reasons why the campaign has 

a great deal of traction.  I think companies feel, when they do it, that they are taking a step in 

the right direction and it is something that they are able to say with pride about themselves.  I 

do not think that is a negligible point.  I see people sneering at that idea, but I think that is a 

reasonable thing to say.  It gives companies something to boast about, that they are doing the 

right thing.  Something that is not only in their own interest, but in the interests of wider society 

and, yes, I do think that is a factor. 

 

Kit Malthouse (AM):  Do you also, therefore, believe that there is greater strength in a 

campaign that is led by business and civil society organisations than by politicians on the basis 

that if politicians are out front either on a non-party or even cross-party basis that there is an 

anticipation in business’ mind that eventually they will get fed up and make it compulsory and 

so they might as well wait for it anyway? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think that is right.  The London Living Wage has had a 

great deal of traction.  I think Len is right that it could do with more impact and we are going to 

work on that.  Basically if we went for the compulsory solution, which I think John [Biggs] is 

advocating from a sedentary position, then you would be kissing good-bye to that campaign, it 

would be all over.  Civil society would no longer be engaged.  You would no longer have London 

Citizens leading it, you would no longer have businesses leading it, it would be a matter for the 

state and state coercion.  That is obviously something that commends itself to others but not 

necessarily to me. 

 

Kit Malthouse (AM):  Finally, obviously would you agree that part of the reason why the roll-

out of Living Wage employers has been slower is effectively we have to wait for all local 

authorities to start to join the scheme, but also for contracts to come up for renewal, in the re-

letting of which we can embed the requirement to pay the minimum wage.  That is going to 

take some time to filter through the pyramid of contracts which support the operation of the 

city. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is true, but it is also true that we need to go faster.  

I think it is depressing that we still have not yet accredited the GLA and TfL fully.  We need to 

get on with this and then, and only then, are we going to accredit the Mayor’s Office for 

Policing and Crime (MOPAC), LFEPA, and the London Legacy Development Corporation 

(LLDC).  So even in our own house we need to move faster. 

 

Jennette Arnold OBE (AM):  Chair, thank you. 

 

Kit Malthouse (AM):  We have to wait for the contracts to come up. 

 



 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, well that is true. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Sorry, had you finished? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No, sorry.  Kit is reproving me --  We have to wait for 

contracts to come up for renewal.  Which is a reasonable point. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Thank you.  All right, that is concluded.   

 

Jennette Arnold OBE (AM):  The Mayor will remember that I raised this issue with him during 

the last Mayor’s Question Time and drew his attention to the national campaign that is being 

led by John Sentamu [Archbishop of York]. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Jennette Arnold OBE (AM):  I asked him then to look at whether he would give his voice to 

that campaign now.  As Kit has said, sometimes it is not a good thing for politicians to be 

upfront.  I would have thought that a bishop upfront who has led a campaign to take his city 

towards that point where York is now, a Living Wage city, I would have thought that you, 

Mr Mayor, could actually be supportive of a campaign led by a bishop. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  The difficulty -- 

 

Jennette Arnold OBE (AM):  Can I ask you to ask Kit to look into that because whether it is 

good or not people listen to you and you could add your voice to this campaign. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  Kit has been in touch with the [London Living 

Wage] Commission since its beginning.  One obvious difficulty is that a national Living Wage 

logically starts to undermine one of the particular points we make about the London Living 

Wage, which is that there are increased costs of living in London and that is why we want to 

focus very much on the London Living Wage. 

 

Jennette Arnold OBE (AM):  You can finesse it.  I have not got time now, but I am happy to 

talk to Kit about it if he wants to. 

 

2979/ 013 - Home ownership 

 

Tom Copley  

 

House prices have risen by 8.1% in the last year. What impact will this have on the housing 

choices made by young Londoners?  

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, thanks, Tom, and this is a crucial issue.  The answer, 

as I have said earlier on, is to increase supply by as much as we possibly can.  That means at 

least 40,000 new affordable homes a year, which is basically doubling what we have achieved 

over the last 25 years, on average.  That is going to be very, very difficult to pull off but we 



 

have to be very ambitious.  The primary impact of the increase in house prices has been of 

course that Londoners of all ages, but particularly young Londoners, no longer have the ability 

that perhaps a previous generation took for granted of being able to look at the possibility of 

ownership.  That, I think, is a real, real shame.  The private rented sector is immensely expensive 

and we want to try to help by championing home ownership schemes, or partial home 

ownership schemes, where that is possible.  So far we have done a huge number.  50,000 have 

been helped through the First Steps Programme but I am not going to let it drop.  I do think 

that it is completely wrong that the benefits of participation in housing equity in London should 

be enjoyed by a tiny minority. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  Absolutely.  I would agree and I think we would all agree that supply is the 

most important thing.  Are you concerned that developers are deliberately rationing, in effect, 

the number of homes that they are building?  Take this quote from the annual report of Barrett 

Homes, where they boasted to shareholders, “Across the group we are focused on maximising 

value rather than driving volumes”.  Do you think it is wrong for developers to be restricting 

supply like this? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do, and that is why we are absolutely resolute with 

developers when we give approval for schemes they come through with an affordable quotient 

that is reasonable and that they get on with it.  Obviously we have had a very serious financial 

crisis, in which a lot of the banks were basically underwater because of the huge loans that they 

had made, principally to the housing sector.  As you will remember when I became Mayor there 

was a huge amount of apprehension in the market, a huge reluctance to invest and a freeze on 

housing development.  That is now moving again.  Obviously we built as many affordable homes 

as we could but you are starting to see the private sector building again.  I think the mood in 

the developing world is very different from what it was, but they have to be encouraged to 

make sure that they deliver the volume and the volume of family housing, the volume of 

affordable housing that London need. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  Yes.  Can I ask you specifically about the Government’s Help to Buy 

Scheme? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  You have been asked about this before, I think, and it seems to me that a 

consensus has emerged, which is that the scheme could well be cultivating a new housing 

bubble, similar to the one which helped to cause the last financial crisis.  The 

Adam Smith Institute, for example, that great bastion of socialism, has said the scheme, “Will 

only drive prices up risking a bubble, improving access for a few, but making housing more 

unaffordable for most people”.  You previously, I think, supported Help to Buy.  Is that still your 

view? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am in favour of anything which produces greater 

supply. 

 



 

Tom Copley (AM):  Are you in favour of something which potentially increases demand more 

that it increases supply? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You have to increase supply and the demand is colossal.  

The evidence seems to be that Help to Buy is producing more homes, it is getting people 

building. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  As you know the second stage of Help to Buy has not come in yet. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do think the London housing market, obviously it does 

in many ways, if you look at values to incomes, there is no doubt that many economists would 

say that there is a bubble. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  Then you do not understand the question. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  The question is, is it sustainable.  Demand is, I think, so 

strong that it is unlikely, in my view, if you want my answer, that we will see anything like a 

property market crash, just because of the strength of demand. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  That is not my question. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am answering -- 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  Hang on.  You have not answered the question which I put, which was do 

you accept that this scheme could very well increase demand more than supply and, therefore, 

further add to house price inflation in London? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  As far as I am aware at the moment, Tom, the scheme is 

helping to increase supply and that is a good thing. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  As you know, the second state of the scheme that comes in, in January, 

does not just apply to new homes, it applies to existing properties and, therefore, if it becomes 

apparent, Mr Mayor, that demand is being increased more than supply that house -- hang on, 

that this is further inflating house prices in London, will you reassess your opinion? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  Will you ask ministers to reverse their policy? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think it is very important that we keep a very beady eye 

on what is happening to property values in London and that the measures that we bring in are 

there to promote supply, which I think will be what everybody wants, to increase the built 

volume of good quality housing and not just to create a price bubble.  I think there you and I 

are completely at one and it is something that we are certainly watching very hard. 

 

Tom Copley (AM):  Thank you, that answers my question. 



 

 

2889/2013 - Crime collection 

 

Roger Evans 

 

As the Metropolitan Police Service prepares for its departure from New Scotland Yard, do you 

support the Crime Museum’s collection being opened to the public and any profits reinvested 

into the police? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you very much, Roger.  Yes, a very good 

suggestion.  I think this is a paper that you prepared. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  Yes. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  A good idea, because the Crime Museum, or ‘Black 

Museum’, I think it sometimes has been called, is moving out of its current place in Victoria 

Street.  I have never actually been around it, but it is leaving Victoria Street and there is now 

obviously a plan led by Stephen Greenhalgh [Deputy Mayor for Policing and Crime] to come up 

with a new Police Museum.  There are all sorts of bits that you could bring together.  There is 

the Crime Museum, or the ‘Black Museum’, there is the Thames River Police Museum, there is 

the Mounted Branch Museum, there is the Metropolitan Police Historical Collection, which has 

all sorts of stuff in it and the Metropolitan Police Historical Vehicle Collection.  That is a huge 

amount of stuff and it would need to be properly curated.  You would need a good site for it, 

but we are certainly looking at it if it can be done in a way that is commercially viable.  We are 

interested in a commercially viable solution and we think it might be very commercially 

interesting and attractive. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  Obviously something like this would need to be done with 

great sensitivity and with an eye towards what the overall objective is.  Do you not agree that a 

museum displaying the history of crime fighting in London and some of the high points and 

some of the techniques developed by the Metropolitan Police Service could actually be a very 

good way of selling a positive image of the Metropolitan Police Service to Londoners and to 

visitors? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, and I think, as I never tire of saying, the great thing 

about the London Police is that they are not intimidating figures, they are members of the 

public.  You can buy a souvenir of a policeman’s helmet in a London gift shop.  They have a 

very different relationship with the public than many other police forces around the world and 

that is a good thing.  I think a museum of their activities might be very popular. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  You were correct in pointing out that we have done 

preliminary work around this, which is being pursued by MOPAC and by some people at the 

Metropolitan Police Service.  One of the conclusions that we came to during our exercise was 

that we cannot actually find a museum in London that does not require a public subsidy. 

Therefore, we propose actually producing an exhibition rather than a museum, which would 



 

have much lower overheads and which would have a chance of actually generating some money 

for the police.  Is that an option that you would want to keep on the table? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  OK, good, you are open-minded.  Can I ask on a wider 

basis, are you actually going to pursue alternative funding sources for the Metropolitan Police 

Service more generally?  If you go to New York, the New York Police have a very visible brand, 

there are a lot of items which are sold and which tourists value, and there is actually, albeit not a 

huge revenue line here, an opportunity to actually defray some money towards the policing 

costs and put off any cuts that might be required in the future. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You mean this -- yes, I was going to say-- 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  My colleague, Murad [Qureshi] laughs about it but 

actually there is a lot of policing merchandise which is sold out there and if we took ownership 

of the brand then the Metropolitan Police Service should actually get something out of it rather 

than it just being souvenir shops that are making the money. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I will think about it.  Call me a Conservative, but I am not 

instinctively in favour of having, you know, “This panda car is brought to you by McDonalds” or 

whatever. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  That actually was not what I was suggesting.  That is a 

different argument for another day.  This is about selling merchandise with Metropolitan Police 

Service on them.  It is not about Andrew Dismore’s breakfast. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I think they sell lots of T-shirts in New York, and that 

kind of thing. 

 

Roger Evans (Deputy Chairman):  Yes. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Let me think about it. 

                                                                                                                                                                                    

2981/2013 - Cost of childcare in London 

 

Joanne McCartney 

 

Do you recognise that the high cost of childcare in London is a significant factor in increasing 

child poverty?  What steps are you taking to ensure there is sufficient high quality affordable 

childcare provision in London?  

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Look, this is an incredibly important question, Joanne, 

and I do recognise that the high cost of childcare is not only a factor in poverty.  As far as I can 

remember - I was trying to find the statistics this morning - I have it in my head that we have 

fewer women of childbearing age who actually get back into the workforce than in other parts 



 

of the country, as a result of the high costs of childcare in London.  You may have the statistics 

to hand better than I do.  That is wrong.  I have been having discussions with Liz Truss, who is 

the Minister [of State for Children and Families], about what we can do to help more.  One of 

the things clearly is to try to encourage institutions, schools, to make their premises available 

cheaply for crèche, for childcare facilities, and we are looking at that.  As you know the 

Government has just made some big announcements about childcare, on which I really 

congratulate them.  Deputy Prime Minister Clegg announced free childcare for two-year-olds 

has been doubled, so that 40% of families will benefit from that.  I think from next September 

they are going to double it again, so that even more two-year-olds will qualify for free childcare 

for those who are receiving working tax credits and who are below a certain income threshold. 

 

The pressures in this city are going to apply to people who may be above that threshold and we 

should recognise that and we should put in as much supply as we can.  We tried it, as you will 

remember, with a London Development Agency (LDA) scheme that basically did not work 

because it was not very well managed.  We were trying to do it through the boroughs and to be 

honest it did not seem to have the pickup that we wanted.  We think the best thing we can do is 

try to use our role in planning and in guidance on planning to encourage developments, 

encourage schools, whatever, to have co-location of services to allow more childcare to take 

place there. 

 

Joanne McCartney (AM):  Thank you for that, and I am glad you recognise the great problem 

that affordable childcare is.  In London, over the last 12 months, the rates of childcare have 

risen disproportionately to the rest of the country, almost a doubling of the increase compared 

to the rest of the country, 11% in London, compared to just over 5% in the rest of the country.  

The Daycare Trust surveyed 400 childcare providers cross London last year and they came up 

with actions that you could take to help the childcare crisis.  They asked you to lobby for a 

reverse of the recent tax credit changes, which saw a reduction from 8% to 7% of costs that 

were recoupable.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Right. 

 

Joanne McCartney (AM):  For the Mayor to promote family-friendly practices and vouchers 

and to include early years in your education inquiry, because it is recognised that good quality 

childcare often provides a great start to school and vocational achievement and that you should 

promote a ‘know your rights’ campaign on childcare.  They sent that report to you and that list 

of actions.  Have you taken action on any of those? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  You are going to have to forgive me, Joanne, if I say I 

have not personally read that report yet.  I will make sure we have a look at it.  What I can say is 

I know that Kit [Malthouse] as Deputy Mayor for Business and Enterprise will want to be leading 

on this and to make sure that we encourage in London’s businesses a culture where it is easy for 

women to find childcare, that we do our absolute maximum to support people who need to get 

back into the workplace.  You are quite right in what you say, it is a major, major cost and all the 

evidence I have seen and talking to people it really is a problem for people trying to get back 

into work.  We are trying to support through what we are doing on planning.  If there is more 

that we can do with London’s businesses then we certainly shall. 



 

 

Joanne McCartney (AM):  There were simple actions which Daycare Trust asked you to do a 

year ago, spearheading a campaign of knowing your rights, to include it in your education 

inquiry.  They were just practical things that you could do quite easily, it seems to me. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We will certainly look at that. 

 

Joanne McCartney (AM):  Thank you. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thanks. 

 

2982/2013 - Economic downturn’s impact on health 

 

Dr Onkar Sahota 

 

Given your role in addressing health inequalities across London, what impact do you expect to 

see on Londoners’ health from the economic downturn?  

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thanks, Onkar, very much.  I am obviously familiar, 

broadly speaking, with what Sir Michael Marmot [Director of the International Institute for 

Society and Health] has said about health equalities and the economic impact of the downturn.  

I have seen what he said about suicides and potential suicides and there is some evidence that 

we have seen an increase in suicide rates.  That is obviously very worrying. 

 

The best solution for us as City Hall and the Mayoralty is to create the conditions in which 

people can get jobs and to encourage employment, to get people into work at all ages and 

obviously then to continue on our work with tackling the other specific problems that threaten 

people’s health: alcoholism, obesity and so on.  The best single cure for the problem that 

Sir Michael Marmot identifies is obviously economic progress and growth.  I do think we are 

genuinely starting to see that now. 

 

Dr Onkar Sahota (AM):  Thank you, Mr Mayor, for that.  We had a meeting on Monday where 

we were discussing these issues.  One of the, of course, markers of social deprivation is 

instances of tuberculosis (TB) in society and you must have been as distressed to learn as I was 

that London is the capital of tuberculosis in West Europe.  This is a disease linked with poverty, 

social depravation and poor housing.  I know that, for example, ten years ago there was a report 

done by the Health Committee of the London Assembly.  We noted that in 2003 there were 

2,839 cases of tuberculosis and that last year it 3,436.  Where have we gone wrong?  Why have 

we not got this under control, where cities like New York, who have had a worse incidence of 

tuberculosis than us, have now made great strides in getting this under control.  Where have we 

gone wrong? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Onkar, it is a very, very painful question and you are 

right to raise it because this is something where I think you and I are probably in some 

agreement, and most Members of the Assembly would be in agreement.  I wanted the London 

Health Improvement Board to be put on a statutory footing.  I wanted us to have more 



 

discretionary powers in this area.  I do think it is right that London as a city should take a more 

active role in public health.  Unfortunately, the Government decided in its sort of quango cull 

that they were going to stop that.  I think that was a mistake. 

 

You are right, I think, to draw the comparison with New York, although actually we have very 

good health outcomes in some areas by comparison with New York.  That is not true across the 

board.  In oncology, as you well know, we have disappointing results by comparison with North 

America and indeed with New York.  They lead very, very successful campaigns of raising 

awareness.  So much of the battle in fighting something like TB is about raising awareness, and I 

will take it up it as far as I can.  The next London Health Improvement Board meeting I think is 

on Monday.  I am looking at Victoria [Borwick] here, and I will make sure that I raise it then and 

we will see what we can do.  The difficulty I have is that the boroughs do not-- I am very pro 

borough management of their problems, I am very pro the boroughs running the city in as much 

as is possible.  There is also a strategic role for us as London in fighting diseases and health 

problems that face this city.  I would like to have a more strategic role, and that is something 

that we have argued for, for a long time. 

 

Dr Onkar Sahota (AM):  Thank you, Mr Major for accepting that there is an issue that you 

probably do not have the tools to handle, and you will ask the Government to give you those 

tools.  However, I am also concerned about the Health Board you mentioned there.  Why are the 

meetings of the Health Board held in private and not in public? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Well, I think probably because we want to get as-- 

 

Dr Onkar Sahota (AM):  Londoners want to know what is happening on their behalf, and the 

Health Board is a body of the London Assembly.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Sorry, the Health Board is a body of the 

London Assembly?  

 

Dr Onkar Sahota (AM):  In the sense of the GLA. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, I am sorry, I know what you mean.  Yes.  Well, look, 

I will discuss it with them on Monday.  I am happy to raise the idea.  I mean, I am not wholly 

opposed to it.  I think the difficulty is people will speak more freely and they will perhaps be 

more productive and the discussions may be more useful if people are not worried that anything 

they say can be taken out of context.  Because some of these discussions will be very free-

wheeling to be useful, and people will speak their minds very openly about problems, about how 

we are trying to improve health care in London, and it may be that those discussions are better 

done on a more informal basis.  I will certainly raise it.   

 

Dr Onkar Sahota (AM):  Thank you.   

 

James Cleverly (AM):  Mr Mayor, I do not expect you necessarily to recall, but in 2009, 2010 I 

asked a series of questions about the rise of TB cases in London.  The recommendation I made 

at the time was that you lobby Government, because there is a threshold, and for the life of me 



 

I cannot remember exactly what it is, but I think it is 40 cases per 1,000.  There is a threshold 

whereby if children are travelling to countries with a TB threshold above that level that they are 

inoculated.  Yet, there are parts of London, boroughs in London, which have TB levels above 

that.  My proposal at the time was that in the areas of London where TB is prevalent, and 

unfortunately, it does tend to be clustered around certain communities and certain geographies, 

that a targeted inoculation campaign for children who are either living or go to school in those 

areas would be implemented.  It was fully costed, it was not very expensive.  In support of some 

of the suggestions that Dr Sahota made I was wondering if you could revisit, and I am more than 

happy to put it across, revisit the recommendations that I put forward in 2009, 2010. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Could it be possible, James, for us to have that on the 

table for Monday so that we can look at that. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  I will ensure that is 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I would be more than happy to do that. 

 

2897 / 2013 - Sutton Tram Extension 

 

Steve O’Connell  

 

Will you instruct TfL to actively seek potential sponsorship for the Sutton tram extension, in 

order to maximise private sector financing and improve its business case?  

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, absolutely.  I am not quite sure what you are asking 

here, Steve.  Obviously this is something that we are working with the boroughs of Sutton and 

Merton to identify the route, and also the economic case, how we are going to build up the 

opportunity in areas in order to yield the tax revenue to pay for the extension.  That is going to 

be the discussion.  This is not something where TfL can just go and write a blank cheque and 

create a tram without the active support and participation of the boroughs concerned in raising 

money locally.  I think what you may be driving at is can we additionally get splendid, spanking 

commercial livery all over this tram, like the Emirates airline or whatever to help pay for it?  The 

answer to that is maybe.  To be honest I have my doubts about whether it will raise huge sums, 

but we will certainly try.   

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  Yes, thank you.  I mean, that was my point, because the smarter 

corporate bodies like to be associated with recognisable and popular products and the tram is 

such a product.  People see it buzzing around Croydon and will see it, I hope very much buzzing 

around Sutton.  However, I would agree with you completely, Mr Mayor, that the days of 

government and indeed the mayoralty signing one big cheque for infrastructure products and 

schemes are over.  You would agree with that?  

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I am afraid that is the reality.  The only exception to this 

of course is High Speed 2 (HS2) which is going to be entirely funded by the taxpayer, as far as I 

can make out.  We understand here in London that you have to come through with a package of 

funding that brings in the private sector as well. 



 

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  Therefore you would agree that schemes that come to you and to TfL 

that have a significant element of private sector and also local council contributions through 

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) are more likely perhaps to be successful in their ultimate 

bid? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  OK.  Do you agree, you have mentioned already the Emirates and 

cable car, and of course there is the Barclays cycle scheme, I declare an interest as a Barclays 

pensioner in some years to come.  So you would agree that sponsorship is a proven route of 

income for schemes and that you would look at actively pursuing it, either in small or large 

measure to bring the tram to Sutton and/or Croydon?   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Absolutely.  It could be that we will be pleasantly 

surprised, as indeed we were with the cable car and the cycle highway.  From a sedentary 

position the member is saying it should be the Wonga tram.  I do not know whether that would 

work.   

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  Lastly, Mr Mayor.  On that subject would you agree that it is 

incumbent on local authorities who are applying for infrastructure schemes - be it tram or be it 

others - to get their act together and step up to the mark?  Not just around the funding 

aspect -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, work with us. 

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  -- but the whole piece around engagement and to make the case. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  This is joint effort.  We are there to lead but we need 

people to come in and show us how it is going to work and where the growth is going to be. 

 

Steve O’Connell (AM):  OK.  I shall support that.  Thank you very much. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Thank you.  Under standing orders can we agree to extend the 

meeting to deal with the remaining business? 

 

All:  Agreed. 

 

2983 / 2013 - Sutton Tram Extension 

 

Fiona Twycross 

 

Following the publication of the London Food Board report, ‘Child Hunger in London:  

Understanding Food Poverty in the Capital’, will you support universal healthy free school  

meals in London? 

 



 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, thank you very much, Fiona.  What you are calling 

for is universal healthy free school meals and this is why we backed the school food plan that 

Michael Gove [Secretary of State for Education] rolled out in July saying universal free school 

meals across the country would be desirable.  Obviously this is basically a matter for the 

boroughs, but there are some boroughs that are already providing free school meals, and I think 

that is a great thing.  The Mayor’s Fund for London is working to support a range of initiatives 

to get kids to eat healthy means, but particularly the Magic Breakfast Scheme to get them off 

to the right start for the day. 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  Yes.  I am delighted to hear that you support the measures included in 

the school food plan, I think it would make a massive difference to children.  As we have seen in 

the Labour authorities that have introduced it, like Islington obviously where you live, and 

Southwark and Newham.  I have to reluctantly admit that you adding your voice to campaigns 

on this issue will help encourage councils who may be hesitant about it to commit to putting it 

forward.  I do not know if you are aware that today a new campaign across London called, Let’s 

All Have Lunch led by the Coalition of Poverty Charities 4 in 10 and the Child Poverty Action 

Group has been launched to encourage London councils to join those councils already 

introducing or which have already introduced free school meals in all primary schools.  I am sure 

they would be very keen for you to add your voice to their campaign.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, absolutely.  I mean, I would say, “Let’s all have 

lunch” but you have just voted to postpone lunch.   

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  OK.  Very good.  I think that obviously there are also ways that you 

can actively work to help encourage your colleagues in Government.  So to encourage 

[Michael] Gove to actually put money where his mouth is on this issue, and to really -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Come on, he has.  He has already put -- come on.  He 

gives, he gave, he ‘Gove’ -- 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  Yes, he has put some money into it -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  He has already -- 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  He said that he will not consider -- he has said that he will not 

consider putting -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  He has given a new past participle to the language, he 

‘Gove’ £600,000 to support two flagship boroughs in London already.   

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  Yes.  Given that it is going to cost £1 billion to introduce this 

nationally and given that [Michael] Gove has said that he is reluctant to consider funding for 

this until 2016, anything you can do to make him reconsider this in the meantime would be 

appreciated. 

 



 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Understood.  I think his heart is really in the right place 

on this, and I think he is doing a lot more than many previous education secretaries have done.   

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  OK.  I can feedback to the Let’s All Have Lunch campaign that you are 

happy to support them? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, of course.  Yes.  I mean, I have to be very careful, 

because it will turn out that you pledged I will go and do something -- 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  No, I have not done that.  I have just said -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  OK.  Of course I will support it. 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  OK, thank you. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Be in touch with my office about what obligations that 

actually places on me. 

 

Fiona Twycross (AM):  Yes, lovely.  Thank you.  Great.   

 

 

2916 / 2013 – Capital Clean-up 

 

James Cleverly 

 

Following the introduction of this new scheme to help volunteers clean up their local areas, does 

the Mayor also agree that local businesses, especially takeaway outlets, should also take more 

direct responsibility for the waste generated by their customers? Would the Mayor consider 

supporting additional schemes or measures to this effect? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, James thank you very much.  I think, as you know, 

the Capital Clean-up scheme has been going for more than a year now, and I think it has been a 

great success.  You have had more than 10,000 volunteers have taken part in the one that we 

had in the spring.  We have 1,560 volunteers at 77 events.  They collected 1,000 sacks of litter, 

55 tonnes worth of fly tipping and helped to clear up about 240,000 square meters of the 

capital.  It is a great scheme.  I am very pleased that McDonalds, the purveyors of breakfast or 

not, McDonalds have come through with a four year partnership, which is excellent news and 

they are investing quite a bit of money into the project as well. 

 

James Cleverly (AM):  Thank you.  I am glad that you brought up at the end of what I think is 

a very impressive start to this programme.  I think this question is very much about building on 

what I perceive to be a success.  However, the fact that McDonalds have put themselves 

forward, because it is very often convenience food and fast food outlets that are heavily, I say, 

implicated in the amount of litter in local areas.  One of the things I would like to do with your 

help is perhaps explore how the excellent work that is being done by individuals coming 



 

together, in terms of Capital Clean-up, can be extended, so that same attitude is taken up by 

retailers of fast food.  As I say, which is so often the cause of litter on the streets of London. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes.  That is a very good idea.  We will explore with 

other big litter producers what they might think of doing to follow the, I think very, very good 

example of McDonalds in contributing to this programme, and I am sure there will be other 

brands and other companies that want to get involved.  Do not forget, I think it was Procter & 

Gamble (P&G) who were behind this to begin with, from my recollection, and we owe them 

thanks too.   

 

James Cleverly (AM):  Thank you.  Thank you, Mr Mayor.   

 

3302 / 2013 – Mayor’s climate sceptic views 

 

Jenny Jones 

 

Do you acknowledge the divergence between some of your personal climate sceptic views, as 

expressed in your Daily Telegraph articles such as ‘The Weather prophets should be chucked in 

the deep end’ or ‘It’s snowing, and it really feels like the start of a mini ice age’, with the 

Government’s UK Climate Projections 2009 that underpin your own Climate Change Adaptation 

Strategy? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Jenny is waving at me in some deeply alarming way.  

Yes, Jenny, thank you.  Well, of course there is no inconsistency here whatever.  I was 

ruminating in my articles on the variety of climates we have experienced in the last five years or 

so.  Since I have been Mayor we have had some very cold winters indeed, and musing in an 

affectionate way about the prophecies that were made by various meteorologists and what have 

you that we would never see snow again and so on and so forth.  That in no way invalidates or 

there is no discrepancy between that and the excellent work that the GLA is leading on reducing 

carbon dioxide (CO2), which has come down - I mean, absolutely amazing statistic -  CO2 has 

come down since the year 2000, I think I am right in saying, CO2 in London, in spite of massive 

economic growth, massive population growth CO2 emissions have come down by almost 14% in 

this city.   

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  The thing is in your articles -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  We are continuing with a huge programme of 

retrofitting -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  In your articles, Mr Mayor -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- our homes, or improving our vehicles, and making and 

city ever cleaner -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  You are off the point, Mr Mayor. 

 



 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- and greener.   

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  In your articles you do, I think, confuse weather and climate change, 

which we can go into at another time.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Well here is -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Met office records -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No time like the present. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  -- show that last winter, as most winters since 2000 were actually warmer 

than average.  Let me go back to your climate sceptic views, because you rely a lot on a 

weatherman called Dr Piers Corbyn [WeatherAction] and I understand he has never been 

published in any scientific journal that does peer reviews.  One of yours, John Gummer [Chair of 

United Kingdom’s Independent Committee on Climate Change] former Conservative 

Environment Secretary, he said no reasonable person would ignore expert opinion and wager his 

children’s future on the contrary views of people who are not peer reviewed.  In science, peer 

review is terribly important.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  You are relying, for your views, on somebody who is not peer reviewed 

and is a weatherman. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I was interested in some of the things, I did not know 

that.  I am interested in what you say about Piers Corbyn, who is after all the brother of staunch 

Labour MP Jeremy Corbyn.  He has an interesting take on the weather we have been 

experiencing, which I thought was worthy of note.  Because actually I do remember 20 years 

ago when this whole thing kicked off, we were told that there was thing called global warming 

and there still is that fundamental problem and the greenhouse gas, the greenhouse effect is 

leading and anthropogenic greenhouse gases are I am sure leading to the greater propensity for 

the planet to warm.  However, the interesting thing is that that may also be coinciding, and this 

is I think scientifically possible with a -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  You are giving me a headache. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- solar minimum of the kind that the -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Mr Mayor this is garbage. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- planet has experienced before. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  It is garbage.  You must understand the overwhelming scientific 

consensus is that climate change is happening, and quite honestly, if you do have climate 

sceptic views I would say -- 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not. 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  Oh, you do not? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Come on, no, of course not.   

 

Jenny Jones (AM):  What is all this stuff in your Daily Telegraph article?  You are just making 

it up, are you not? 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Right, let the Mayor answer that because the Green Group are now 

out of time. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Just for the avoidance of doubt, I think it is certainly 

overwhelmingly likely as the scientific opinion holds that there is anthropogenic climate change 

caused by CO2 and other greenhouse gas emissions, that is producing a greenhouse -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  We will note that disagreement, we are now out of time. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- and there is -- but there is a further and interesting 

possibly which is raised by Piers Corbyn and others, which is that if you look at what happened 

in the Maunder Minimum and other minima there are periods that we go through when a 

reduction in solar activity leads to falls in global temperature.  Piers Corbyn’s argument -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  We will leave it there. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- has deemed that that is what is going on -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):   There are not any -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Jenny, you are out of time. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It seemed to me given the very cold winters that we 

have experienced over the last five years -- 

 

Jenny Jones (AM):   They are warmer, the Met office says they are warmer. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Well, hang on -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  We are out of time.  We will move on to the -- we will move on to 

the -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Hang on, we cannot let her-- the winter of 2010 was the 

coldest in a century.  Do you dispute that?  

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  No, we will move on. 



 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Do you dispute that? 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  No other Members, no other Member -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Come on, the winter of 2010 was the coldest in a 

century. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Right.  No other members have wished they want to indicate, so we 

will move on to the -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Come on.  It was -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  -- next question on the order paper. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That was an interesting, I thought -- 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  It does not matter how interesting -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- and a paradox.   

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  -- it is, the Green group are out of time and we can discuss it no 

more. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Well, I think it is a great shame. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Rising energy prices. 

 

 

2984 / 2013 – Rising Energy Prices 

 

Murad Qureshi 

 

Are you doing anything to reduce the impact of energy companies’ regular increases to 

Londoners’ bills? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Thank you.  Thank you very much, Murad.  Yes, we are 

doing what we can, as much as we possibly can.  I have mentioned the RE:NEW programme 

several times this morning.  62,000 further homes that we have identified that could benefit 

from retrofitting to reduce the costs of their energy consumption.  I have mentioned the Know 

Your Rights campaign that we have to help people who are entitled to help with the costs of 

their fuel.  We are lucky that London has got a big slug of British Gas.  We are very grateful to 

British Gas for this, British Gas has given us 20% of the eco-funding that they are obliged to 

give.  The eco-funding has come from British Gas to London, we obviously want to encourage 

other energy companies to give London their eco-funding in the same proportion, one in five of 

the eco-qualifying homes are here in the city.  Therefore we think we deserve it.  Those are 



 

some of the ways in which we are trying to help Londoners with the cost of their energy.  The 

most important thing to do, similar to the argument on housing, we not only need to increase 

insulation and reduce the bills, but we need to increase supply of energy.  It is a tragedy in this 

country that we have neglected to supply enough power stations, and that was a chronic and 

systemic failure of the last government.  I happened to drive the length of the country.  I drove 

to take a suitcase from London to Scotland and back.  I drove about 1,000 miles and I saw what 

has happened to Britain in the last ten years, and it is an absolute scandal, we have forested our 

country with windmills.  Everywhere you look, across the -- 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  Mr Mayor, I was asking a specific question -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Everywhere you look -- 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  -- on the demand side rather than supply. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- we have put windmills, and they would not pull the 

skin off a rice pudding. They have been putting -- 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  Mr Mayor -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Instead of having a serious and credible approach to 

our -- 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  Mr Mayor, the question is posed -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  It is true. 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  -- on the demand side of energy, as you know, Londoners are facing a 

high cost of living prices, energy bills are a major part of it.  They are spending something like 

£1,300 a household, with Londoners actually shunning the Government’s initiative on the Green 

Deal finance. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Did you say ‘shunning’?   

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  Shunning, yes. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  The RE:NEW Programme actually not delivering what was expected by 

your own estimates.  Have you not really left the Londoners at the mercy of the energy 

companies on home energy efficiency measures? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  No.  Look, Murad, I agree with you about the problem 

that the energy companies pose, and we have written to Ed Davey [Secretary of State for 

Energy and Climate Change] to make this point.  We think that the prices are too high, and 

obviously we are worried about collusion and anti-competitive practices that may be taking 



 

place which are not in the interest of consumers.  In the end you cannot address that problem as 

a country unless you have greater supply.  As long as we are dependent as we are on the natural 

gas from overseas -- 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  Well, the reality is though that you do not have the power to do that.  I 

am just concentrating on what you do have power to deliver. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Certainly.  

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  Let us see what happens with the national debate.  But, can you just 

tell me at least what you are doing with the energy companies?  I understand there is going to 

be memorandum of understanding between energy companies and the GLA for the delivery of 

the Energy Companies Obligation (ECO), which will include targets of delivery in London.  You 

have mentioned British Gas, what are the other energy companies doing in London to make sure 

they deliver those energy programmes that we have reliance on? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I happened to have a discussion about this this morning, 

with Matthew Pencharz [GLA Senior Advisor, Environment and Energy] and obviously this is 

something that he and Richard Blakeway [Deputy Mayor for Housing, Land and Property] are 

now working on.  We are pleased with what British Gas has come up with. 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  You are pleased?  What about the others? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  The others, obviously the rest of them, we do not need 

to name them, but we -- 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  EDF? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  -- think that everybody else should be following suit.  

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  Well, recently the fuel poverty statistics suggest quite clearly the gap 

has increased substantially as energy prices have rocketed.   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Murad Qureshi (AM):  Do you accept, as Mayor of London you need to do much more to 

tackle fuel poverty if we are really going to make an impact?   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, I do accept that, in the sense that there is a huge 

amount more that we need to get on and do, particularly on retrofitting.  Retrofitting is in many 

ways the kind of perfect public policy, because it is something that generates large numbers of 

jobs, it reduces CO2 and NOx, which we discussed at great length this morning.  Also, if it is 

done intelligently it can greatly reduce people’s bills, and it can save on the cost of energy.  

What you say about the RE:NEW programme is not wholly fair, but you have a point, Murad.  I 

would love it to have gone further and faster.  It is very, very hard in London where you have so 

many homes that do not have cavity walls, that are basically old fashioned terrace homes where 



 

it is difficult to make the gains that you can in other parts of the country.  You cannot retrofit as 

easily in London as you can elsewhere.  What is proving so difficult is you cannot do it 

economically.  The risk is that the householder will actually incur a cost that he or she does not 

recoup in the energy savings down the line.  We think we can get around that, we think we can 

make it economically viable, but it has not proved as easy as we had hoped. 

 

2879 / 2013 – Procurement & SMEs 

 

Tony Arbour 

 

What percentage of business from the GLA family goes to SMEs? Do you have a target for 

increasing the percentage? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes, thanks, Tony.  The answer is about 11% or 12% 

across the Group goes to SMEs, about half a billion pounds 2012, 2013.  Clearly we want to 

have as many SMEs, small companies bidding for contracts in London as possible.  That is what 

we continue to expand CompeteFor.  There is a huge amount of work being done now to get 

SMEs, not just to get business with us, but to get business around the world.  Kit Malthouse has 

done a trip to Turkey now with London SMEs.  There is a trip being organised by us to Rio, to 

Brazil.  They are now with London SMEs.  We had a huge thing on Monday I think it was with 

SMEs to promote the opportunities for the Tokyo Olympics and other overseas opportunities.  

We really recognise that small businesses in London are the growth opportunity, that is where 

the growth is going to come and we are championing them in our own contracts and elsewhere. 

 

Tony Arbour (AM):  The Government has actually set a target for contracts awarded to SMEs.  

The GLA I think currently does not.  The Government’s target is 25%. 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Right. 

 

Tony Arbour (AM):  I hear what you say and -- 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  That is very interesting. 

 

Tony Arbour (AM):  -- it is to be applauded, that we are working very hard and that 

Kit [Malthouse] is working very hard on it.  Are you confident that the whole of the GLA family 

is behind you on this?   

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Tony Arbour (AM):  My understanding is that the Metropolitan Police Service for example are 

not very keen on giving high-tech contracts to SMEs.  Do you have any knowledge of this? 

 

Boris Johnson (Mayor of London):  I do not.  I cannot give you a sort of chapter and verse 

answer on that, Tony.  Clearly there will always be challenges in awarding high-value contracts 

to SMEs, because you will want to have an economy of scale, you want to make sure of the cost 

base of the company that you are giving the contract to is going to enable them to deliver best 



 

possible value.  It will not always be possible for an SME with the best will in the world to deliver 

something at the same price as a bigger company.  I mean, you have to look to taxpayer value.  

However, if you have a particular example of an instance where a SME did not get a contract in 

spite of offering a better price or whatever then clearly we will want to look at that. 

 

Tony Arbour (AM):  OK. 

 

Darren Johnson (Chair):  Well, the Conservative group are now out of time.  That concludes 

the question today.  So thank you to the Mayor for coming along to answer our questions 

today.   


