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Draft Consolidated Budget 2014/15 – Response by the London Assembly's Budget 
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Darren Johnson AM (Chair):  I now call the Chairman of the Assembly’s Budget and 

Performance Committee to present that Committee’s report on the Mayor’s budget. 

 

John Biggs AM (Chairman, Budget and Performance Committee):  Thank you, Chair.  For 

avoidance of any confusion, I am normally more combative than I am going to be now, because 

now I am speaking on behalf of the Assembly’s Budget and Performance Committee, which 

works very constructively and consensually in helping to get us ready for today’s meeting.  Can 

I thank all my colleagues on the Committee for the work they have done in reaching this point. 

 

Although we live in a world of confrontational politics, there have been a lot of changes to the 

budget as a consequence of our scrutiny.  Mayors rarely credit this but many, many changes 

have happened and we think we have a product that is a lot more improved and that has been 

honed down to those points where there will be fundamental political disagreement and where 

we can have a rigorous debate.  I think it is important to make that point because members of 

the public who might get cynical about politics would be surprised to hear that we actually do a 

lot of very constructive work in the background. 

 

Once again, the context of this budget is that there are quite severe spending cuts, although 

they are milder for City Hall than they are for most local authorities for a number of reasons, 

good and bad.  This means threats to jobs and services in a number of ways, which we will be 

debating today.  We have looked at a number of areas in which the performance of City Hall 

should be examined and that is the purpose of the Assembly. 

 

The first is on policing, where the Mayor has said that recorded crime is declining.  The record 

shows that, in the past ten years, crime has been falling, but slower than other parts of the 

country.  We find that, while crime fell by 27% between 2002 and 2012, it fell by 38% for the 

rest of England and Wales and by 50% in the other major urban centres.  We were concerned 

about that and were very pleased that the Mayor’s Office and the Mayor’s Office for Policing 

and Crime has agreed to get Her Majesty’s Inspector of the Constabulary to do some serious 

work into understanding why that is the case, because clearly keeping Londoners safe is a vital 

requirement. 

 

We also looked at the question of police technology and found that again the Mayor and 

Metropolitan Police Service have accepted this and are working on it.  The Metropolitan Police 

Service are very much behind on their technology.  They spend an awful lot of money.  The 

service is very inefficient as a result of that.  Officers may have to log on to ten different 

systems in order to record a crime, sometimes more than that.  We note with pleasure that the 



Metropolitan Police Service is doubling its investment in technology, but we want to make sure 

that is productive.  The third point, I think, on crime is maybe a tribute to the previous Mayor 

that the quid pro quo of those council tax increases was that we have the highest ever number 

of police officers in London.  It is a cross-party agreement that we should preserve those 

numbers, but clearly with pressures on budgets maintaining numbers of police officers while 

maintaining the capacity of police to keep Londoners safe is something that we need to keep a 

very firm eye on. 

 

On the fire service, we had a very long debate last year about the impending cuts in the fire 

service, which are now being carried out.  We noted as a Committee that the funding position 

for 2016/17 onwards is very uncertain and we raised our concerns with the Mayor’s Office 

about that.  We are pleased that in the final budget in front of us today the Mayor has 

committed to providing funding for the London Fire and Emergency Planning Authority to 

avoid the need for further major frontline realignment over the lifetime of the fifth London 

Safety Plan 5 from 2013 - 2017, which sounds a bit technical.  It basically means we have had a 

big cut in the past here in the fire service.  The Mayor is now undertaking - and we need to 

examine this - that he is going to protect it from further savings, further shocks in the next 

period. 

 

Another area of anxiety for us is that the GLA is quite keen to dispose of its land assets, which 

are quite considerable in London.  This needs to be properly examined.  We need to make sure, 

for example, that we do not dispose of land that is needed for other public purposes and the 

organisation works effectively together.  We know that the Mayor is bidding to make other 

government land available in London and we support that, but again it needs to be examined 

thoroughly and fitted into an overall budget strategy. 

 

Transport will be the subject of a lengthy debate, I am sure, today and at future meetings of 

the Assembly on the budget.  There was some confusion with government.  We are not quite 

sure who is the tail and who is the dog on the fare cuts, but as a consequence of a delay in the 

government’s decision-making, Transport for London (TfL) has lost £13 million from that delay.  

The fare increases and use of technology in TfL are areas that are welcomed by us.  Obviously 

there are concerns about the savings and cuts. 

 

Moving on to the final stage, then, which is that the budget process has been a bit clunky in 

some shapes and forms.  TfL is not yet as transparent as the rest of the GLA family.  We are 

pleased at assurances that it will become more so.  We are frustrated that the GLA’s budget 

prioritisation process was not included in the earlier stages of the budget and that means that 

we cannot examine some of the prioritisation at City Hall, which is quite important on a whole 

number of critical areas including the environment spending. 

 

Finally then, we have alerted the Mayor and the debate to a range of concerns about the 

budget-making this year.  Can I thank my colleagues for the work they have performed in 

carrying this out?  Now to battle comrades. 

 
 


