
 

 

 

 

Appendix 1 
 

London Assembly (Mayor’s Question Time) – 14 September 2016 

 

Transcript of Agenda Item 3 – Oral Update on the Report of the Mayor  

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  The Mayor will now provide an oral update of approximately five minutes in 

length on matters occurring since the publication of his report, including on topics which Assembly Members 

have specifically requested be included in his update.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Mr Chairman.  It has been a very busy time since we were last 

here in July with a lot to report, but I am determined to stick to your time limits.  I will keep my remarks brief 

before I move on to oral updates. 

 

As Assembly Members will know, London’s schools have been transformed since the late 1990s.  Our state 

schools have seen huge improvements as a result of the London Challenge programme launched in 2003 and 

the huge investment in new schools during the 13 years of the Labour Government.  London’s schools are now 

the best anywhere in the country.  We particularly lead the way in narrowing the achievement gap between 

children from rich and poor backgrounds and all of this was achieved despite there being only a handful of 

grammar schools in London. 

 

I want to put on record my deep opposition to the Government’s plans to open new grammar schools in 

London.  I fear it could undo all the progress we have made in improving educational outcomes for Londoners 

over recent decades.  The Government has claimed that more grammar schools will improve social mobility.  

Mr Chairman, I know a thing or two about social mobility.  Increasing the number of grammar schools will only 

make it harder to ensure that every child is able to fulfil their full potential and it will guarantee that too many 

children are left behind.  Opening new grammar schools was the wrong policy before and it is still the wrong 

policy now.  I hope the new Government will drop these plans because I do not want to see a single child left 

behind.  What we need is for the Government to also reconsider its plans to change the schools funding 

formula, which Assembly Members and London Members of Parliament (MPs) from all parties are concerned 

about. 

 

Today, Mr Chairman, I am publishing the first consultation results on my bold proposals to tackle air pollution 

in London.  We received nearly 15,000 responses, a record for the Greater London Authority (GLA), and they 

were overwhelmingly in favour of our proposals.  Over 70% said that the Ultra Low Emission Zone (ULEZ) 

should be expanded to the North and South Circular and there is even stronger support - 81% - for 

implementing the £10 emissions charge dubbed the “T-Charge”.  The results clearly demonstrate that 

Londoners want to see urgent action to tackle air pollution and I am determined to move as quickly as possible. 

 

Since the last Mayor’s Question Time, it has been a busy time on London’s transport network.  We have 

launched the new Hopper fare this week, making bus travel cheaper for millions of Londoners.  So far, after 

two full days, 640,000 journeys have taken advantage of our Hopper fare.  We have also announced that two 

bus routes will run all electric buses by the end of this year.  We have successfully launched the Night Tube, 

which is helping unlock the full potential of London’s night-time economy.  The Victoria and Central lines are 

open with the Jubilee line service set to open on 7 October 2016.  We have announced a new slimmed-down 

Transport for London (TfL) Board, which will better represent the diversity and expertise of our great city. 

 



 

 

 

Last week, I approved the masterplan for the Barking Riverside development, which will include up to 10,000 

desperately needed new homes.  This is the largest regeneration site in London and I have set a target for 50% 

of all new homes to be genuinely affordable. 

 

Finally, I am pleased to announce two fantastic new Deputy Mayors to my team:  Matthew Ryder QC, one of 

the country’s leading lawyers, will join my team as the Deputy Mayor for Social Integration, Social Mobility and 

Community Engagement.  Shirley Rodrigues will be taking on the vital role of Deputy Mayor for Environment 

and Energy.  I have also announced that alongside her duties as my statutory Deputy Mayor, Assembly 

Member Joanne McCartney has assumed responsibility for education and childcare.  I hope you will join me in 

welcoming Matthew, Shirley and Joanne to their new roles. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Thank you, Mr Mayor. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I have also been asked five questions by way of oral updates, which I will 

now turn to. 

 

The first oral update request is from Assembly Member O’Connell on spit hoods.  I would like to start by saying 

that any attack on officers carrying out their duties is completely unacceptable and I recognise that the use of 

protective equipment is sometimes necessary.  Our approach to policing in England and Wales, which is the 

envy of the world, is based on the important and well-established principle of policing by consent and so any 

decision on whether to use intrusive tactics - and spit guards are, clearly, very intrusive - should be informed 

by public engagement and consultation.  It is in this context that I have raised this with the Commissioner [Sir 

Bernard Hogan-Howe Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis] and have sought clarity on the details of the 

scheme. 

 

The second request for an oral update is from Assembly Member Prince on Local Implementation Plan (LIP) 

funding.  The LIP is the mechanism by which boroughs deliver the Mayor’s Transport Strategy objectives 

through local projects.  It is also the route by which TfL provides funding support to boroughs to this end.  All 

boroughs have LIPs approved by TfL and the Mayor’s Office.  Total TfL funding for borough LIPs is 

£148 million in 2016/17 and has been at or about this level for the past five years.  Future LIP funding 

arrangements are currently being considered as part of the TfL business planning process.  Clearly, a 

comprehensive Transport Strategy for London can be delivered only in partnership with the boroughs, 

including funding via the LIP process.  TfL is evaluating the funding allocated to the boroughs in the next 

funding round including that required to support delivery of their LIPs to ensure that funding supports both 

local and London-wide transport priorities.  The level of funding for local delivery in 2017/18 and beyond is 

therefore not yet confirmed.  TfL’s current five-year business planning will be complete towards the end of the 

calendar year, subject to ratification, of course.  In light of the ongoing business planning process, TfL issued 

interim guidance to the boroughs in June, advising them of the process and the timetable for submitting the 

2017/18 LIP programmes to TfL.  This advised boroughs to adopt a business-as-usual approach to planning 

their programmes, ie to plan on the basis of the 2016/17 LIP funding level of £148 million. 

 

Mr Chairman, the third request for an oral update came from Assembly Member Twycross on Newsquest.  Not 

just as the Mayor but as a former MP and councillor, I share the Assembly’s view that a local press is vital to a 

healthy democracy by providing scrutiny of political decisions and holding politicians and decision-makers to 

account.  I also believe that a local press plays an important role in connecting Londoners and promoting a 

sense of community.  I was concerned to hear that 27 out of 29 journalists working on 11 Newsquest weekly 

titles produced in south London have been placed at risk of redundancy.  I hope that Newsquest honours 

previous assurances to continue to produce high-quality local newspapers in London.  I also hope that 



 

 

 

Newsquest treats the affected employees with respect during this difficult time and that, if redundancies are 

unavoidable, they are rewarded fairly for their hard work. 

 

The fourth request for an oral update comes from Assembly Member Sahota and is on Air China.  London is 

one of the safest cities in the world and Londoners from different backgrounds living side-by-side is also one 

of our great strengths.  This includes, by the way, the thousands of Chinese people who come to London either 

as tourists or to live and work, who contribute hugely to our economic and cultural life.  I am pleased that the 

magazine has now been withdrawn.  Further, I am reassured that the inaccurate reflection of London is not 

supported by the Chinese Government, whose representatives are taking up the matter with Air China officials. 

 

The fifth request for an oral update comes from Assembly Member Pidgeon.  I want to start by being clear that 

the decision to compulsorily purchase land around the Millwall Football Club is being led by - and is a matter 

for - the local authority.  The GLA has not been involved in the process of exercising the compulsory purchase 

order (CPO) and, as Assembly Member Pidgeon should know, we had no role in deciding whether it should 

proceed.  My understanding is that Lewisham Council has agreed to pursue a CPO to bring together the 

remaining interests within the 12-hectare site to unlock 2,500 new homes, alongside new infrastructure 

including a new station, sports facilities and employment space.  The scheme already has an outline planning 

consent and the area was designated as the new Bermondsey Housing Zone by the previous Mayor.  Under the 

previous Mayor, this scheme included an affordable housing level of just 12%, a level that I consider to be 

unacceptable.  While I have no role in the decision of Lewisham to CPO this land, I do in relation to Housing 

Zone allocation.  GLA officers are now in discussions with the developer and Lewisham Council to find ways to 

use the £20 million Housing Zone allocation, subject to contract and due diligence, to increase this figure to 

around 35% on the first phases. 

 

I am happy, of course, Mr Chairman, to answer any further questions. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Thank you very much, Mr Mayor.  Yes, indeed, it is now open to Members to 

ask the Mayor on matters that he has raised in his oral update and in his answers to questions.  

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Thank you, Mr Chairman.  Mr Mayor, I turn to the subject of spit hoods or spit guards.  

I thank you for your response, albeit it was relatively brief.  To remind colleagues, we are looking at a measure 

that will be implemented only in custody within a controlled and recorded environment, not what TfL and the 

British Transport Police (BTP), for example, are using in public spaces.  This is within custody. 

 

I find it, Mr Mayor, inconceivable that the Mayor’s Office for Policing and Crime (MOPAC) and your Deputy 

Mayor [for Policing and Crime] were not aware that the police were going to introduce this.  After all, you 

made your move after the police did their initial press release.  This subject is something that is somewhat 

controversial, as recognised by the Metropolitan Police Service (MPS).  Five times it went to the officer policy 

forum.  It was passed by Newham Independent Advisory Group (IAG), that body that is known to be robust; it 

was content with it. 

 

Why, Mr Mayor, did you react only at this late stage, apparently, when your former friends at Liberty in The 

Guardian reacted very strongly to this?  Why was the decision so late? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  For the avoidance of doubt and for clarity, I was not told about these 

plans in advance of the pilot. 

 



 

 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  I regret that because I would have expected MOPAC and your Deputy Mayor [for 

Policing and Crime] to be aware of these plans and for you to be apprised. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  If it helps, she was not aware, either. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Again, there is a fault line within the MOPAC organisation and I regret that.  At that 

late stage, Mr Mayor, are you able to share with us who and when the conversation was made and at what 

stage? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Through you, Chairman, I was first made aware of this after the decision 

was taken to pilot this, as you suggest in your question.  We discussed this with the Commissioner 

[Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis] and the Commissioner has agreed to meet with my Deputy Mayor 

[for Policing and Crime] to decide the best way to ensure that there is public engagement and consultation on 

this issue. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  You said there were conversations with the police.  Clearly, something that the 

previous Mayor and Deputy Mayor had to wrestle with - and quite successfully - was this issue about 

interfering with operational police decisions.  The police have gone through various forums, thought about it 

deeply, consulted widely, considered the safety of their officers and made a decision after consultation to 

implement this.  It would appear to me, Mr Mayor and colleagues, that you are comfortable with interfering 

with operational policing decisions.  Is that correct? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Firstly, Chairman, it is worth clarifying that my understanding is that the 

previous Mayor and his Deputy were not aware of these plans. 

 

Secondly, as I have already said, I accept that protective equipment will sometimes be necessary, but spit 

guards have never been used before by the MPS and it is equally important to ensure that there is sufficient 

public engagement before any new intrusive tactics are used.  I can give you other examples where there needs 

to be a conversation between the Police Commissioner and the elected Mayor.  The introduction of water 

cannon is an example or, for example, if there was a substantive change in the way that the MPS used stop-

and-search, if the MPS wanted to have a substantial change in the use of Tasers or if the MPS were to suggest 

the introduction of a curfew.  These are some examples of when there would be a discussion, a healthy 

discussion in a democracy, about consulting the public and ensuring the democratically elected Mayor agrees 

with a decision taken for very legitimate reasons, often. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  I would suggest, Mr Mayor, that in a healthy working relationship those conversations 

would be taken quite early in the process -- 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am sure that the Commissioner is listening to you. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  -- not at the 13th hour, which was the case here. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am sure that message is heard loud and clear by the Commissioner and by 

the MPS. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Moving on to the reasons why this was to be introduced, the police are the last line of 

defence for Londoners.  Londoners expect you, Mr Mayor, to protect their officers.  This is not about just 

spitting.  This is about biting and spitting and they are horrendous acts.  In fact, we are aware that one officer 



 

 

 

has contracted hepatitis C through spitting.  After due consideration and after consultation with a very serious 

organisation and others, it was decided for the sake of officer safety to introduce these guards. 

 

Why, Mr Mayor, are you putting, I would suggest, the immediate reactions of bodies that perhaps you were 

formally connected with in The Guardian ahead of officer safety? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  That caricature is a bit unfair.  What I am doing is saying that there should 

be consultation.  I agree with you that officer safety is crucial.  Just for others, the figures are quite startling.  

The number of recorded incidents of spitting and biting has increased in recent years, as you suggest.  In 2014 

there were 61 incidents of spitting, in 2015 114 and in 2016, just up to August, 89.  It is legitimate for the 

Commissioner to want to ensure that officers are protected, as it is a priority for me.  It is important in those 

circumstances that we consult and engage with those whose co-operation we need if we are going to police by 

consent. 

 

To suggest that, for example, as a consequence of consultation this may not happen in the form that the 

Commissioner wants is a bit unfair.  Let us wait and see what the consultation comes up with.  It is important, 

though, to ensure that our officers have the protective equipment they need.  At the same time, we need to 

ensure people are consulted. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  In summary, what worries us very much is that you, your 

Deputy Mayor [for Policing and Crime] and MOPAC are not on top of the brief because this is an issue - and 

there may be many other issues going down the line - that you were acquainted with only after the event.  You 

have set yourself at this very early stage a precedent for interfering with operational policing matters, which 

does not go down well at all with the senior MPS and I am very conscious of that, and you appear not to have 

officer safety as a high priority.  It is conceivable that after this further consultation, whatever that looks like, 

you may even rescind the decision to implement that.  That concerns me and this group - certainly the Police 

and Crime Committee - will be taking a keen interest in this on behalf of Londoners, Chairman. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, I am not sure if that was a speech worthy of an answer.  Shall I 

give an answer? 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Please do. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I can answer the speech.  It is very simple.  My understanding is that the 

previous Mayor, whom the Assembly Member supported with passion and vigour, was also unaware of this 

decision, as was his Deputy [Mayor for Policing and Crime], whom the Assembly Member supported also 

enthusiastically. 

 

If the Assembly Member is suggesting that Londoners, whose co-operation we need to police by consent, 

should not be consulted, I would disagree with him.  It is really important that they are consulted.  I am also 

disappointed that I was not aware of this in advance, but let us wait and see what the consultation concludes, 

Chairman, before Assembly Members resort to making speeches. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  Assembly Member Badenoch? 

 

Kemi Badenoch AM:  Thank you, Chairman.  Mr Mayor, what form will your consultation take?  Extensive 

consultation has already happened.  The MPS has had its consultation with community groups, local 

magistrates, judicial staff and the Newham IAG.  It has also gone to the Commissioner’s policy forum five 



 

 

 

times.  Are you just trying to kick this into the long grass?  When will your consultation end and what more will 

it add? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  My Deputy Mayor [for Policing and Crime] is meeting with the 

Commissioner to decide the best way to achieve public consultation. 

 

Kemi Badenoch AM:  That sounds like you are kicking it into the long grass because extensive consultation 

has already taken place.  It appears to me, despite the answers you have given to Assembly Member O’Connell, 

that you are not really that concerned about police welfare.  Hundreds of officers are spat at, including in at 

least one case we know of when one contracted hepatitis C.  It is a really sad message to be sending to officers 

on the front line that you want to have more and more consultation and kick this into the long grass. 

 

You used to be Chair of Liberty, did you not?  It issued a press release calling it “primitive, cruel and 

degrading”, and you agreed with this.  You cancelled the MPS’s trial of it almost immediately after.  Are you 

allowing an organisation that you have personal links with to dictate policing and crime policy in London? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I have not spoken to Liberty or the new Chair of Liberty.  My Deputy 

Mayor [for Policing and Crime] is meeting with the Commissioner to decide the best way to ensure that we can 

address the issues that I have already talked about.  I have given the numbers - which clearly some of you were 

not aware of - in relation to the issue.  Let us wait and see where those conversations between the 

Commissioner and the Deputy Mayor lead. 

 

Kemi Badenoch AM:  It sounds to me like none of you are on top of your brief because, at the end of the 

day, the pilot is the best sort of consultation to have.  It is a pilot that has only taken place in custody suites.  

It is not happening on the streets.  The BTP in London already uses them and so there is nothing you can do to 

stop it anyway.  Why are you making such a big deal out of this if not to impress your friends in left-wing 

organisations? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  If I can respond to that question - or I think it was - at the end of a long -- 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  The question was: why are you making a big deal out of this? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The answer is that the Deputy Mayor [for Policing and Crime] is meeting 

with the Commissioner to decide the best way to ensure that we involve Londoners, whose co-operation we 

need to police by consent.  It is for them to decide the best way to achieve that. 

 

Kemi Badenoch AM:  It sounds to me like this has been kicked into the long grass and so I will leave it there. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Yes, thank you.  Assembly Member Prince? 

 

Keith Prince AM:  Thank you, Mr Chairman.  Mr Mayor, congratulations, by the way, on the [launch of the] 

Night Tube.  It went very well. 

 

I would like to thank you for your answer on the LIP funding, which sounds quite positive, but, just for clarity, 

when you said there was advice sent in June to assume business-as-usual, are you therefore indicating that the 

LIP funding will probably be at or around the £148 million that it currently is, subject to possible minor 

variations? 

 



 

 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  For the next year, that is how local authorities should operate but it could, 

for example, go up.  I will confirm towards the end of this year what it will be for the next few years because 

local authorities need that certainty.  Actually, their intelligence and knowledge about an area is far superior, 

with the best will in the world, to TfL’s and so I am a big fan of the LIP. 

 

We have advised them to work on that basis.  The advice that we could have given was, for example, to work 

on the basis that there will be a cut.  We have not given that advice for obvious reasons and you are aware of 

the benefits of the LIP. 

 

Keith Prince AM:  Absolutely, yes.  As a past Leader, it is crucial.  I can then go back and tell the people of 

London that the LIP is secure under your mayoralty.  Is that right, Mr Mayor? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes, that is very fair.  You always are. 

 

Keith Prince AM:  I would really welcome - and I would publicly congratulate you - if you can give, say, a 

three-year commitment on the LIP. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Nice try.  What I can guarantee is that local authorities can work on that 

basis for the coming year.  As I said, I deliberately drafted my answers just to give some reassurance.  For the 

last five years, it has been about £150 million and it is working pretty well.  I see no reason to reduce it, subject 

to the fact that we are working on our business planning going forward, and I wanted to give some certainty to 

local authorities.  You are right to imply that local authorities being given three- or four-year guidance -- 

 

Keith Prince AM:  It would be more helpful. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  -- gives them more certainty.  Let me come back to you later on this year 

with some, hopefully, good news but you can indicate to your local authorities - and others that I know you 

have relationships with - the direction of travel. 

 

Keith Prince AM:  As you know, Mr Mayor, I always give praise where it is due.  Thank you very much indeed. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Just one follow-on question from my colleague, Assembly Member Prince, you said 

something very credit-worthy just there: that local authorities know more than TfL about the needs of their 

own local areas. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Sometimes, yes. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  In most cases, in terms of the way the LIP funding is spent, they do.  Under the previous 

Mayor, one of the steps forward was that - cross-party; this is not a party-political point - he liberalised the 

way that LIP funding could be spent.  There were a whole load of things under his predecessor that local 

authorities had to do to satisfy TfL before they got any of the money, including putting in schemes that they 

did not want to do just to get the money for schemes that they did want to do.  The previous Mayor reduced 

the number of criteria that had to be satisfied significantly from about 43 to four. 

 

Will you commit to keeping the same kind of arrangements with LIP funding now so that boroughs can best 

determine what they need rather than succumb to TfL’s temptation to make it more stringent? 

 



 

 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Can I respond in this way:  I hear what you say and I take on board what 

you say.  Can I go away and work with the Deputy Mayor for Transport, who, like you, believes in devolving 

down as much as possible?  My understanding is that TfL can provide additional funding, by the way, on top 

of the LIP funding we do to meet mayoral priorities.  However, I take your point and I have heard your point.  

Can I go away and discuss those with Val [Valerie Shawcross CBE, Deputy Mayor for Transport], who is 

passionate about devolving down decision-making as much as you are? 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:   Thank you, Mr Mayor. 

 

 

 


