
 

 
 

 

London Assembly Mayor’s Question Time – Thursday 19 July 2018 

Transcript of Item 3 – Oral Update to the Mayor’s Report 

 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  The Mayor will now provide an oral update of up to five minutes in length on 

matters occurring since the publication of his report.  Assembly Members have submitted two requests for 

topics for inclusion within the update.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Good morning.  This week the news has been dominated by Brexit yet 

again, an issue that could have profound consequences for the lives of millions of Londoners.  Since the day 

after the European Union (EU) referendum, I have been working to ensure that London’s voice is heard and to 

fight for a Brexit deal that is in the best interests of all Londoners, and that is what I will continue to do.   

 

Last week I wrote to the Prime Minister [the Rt. Hon Theresa May MP] to warn her that the Government’s 

White Paper completely fails to meet the needs of our leading service sectors, which represent 92% of our 

economy in London, a concern shared by many business leaders in London and across our country.  There is no 

doubt that the kind of hard Brexit the Government is now proposing would throw up new regulatory barriers 

that will damage the ability of our world-leading creative, tech and financial services to do business across the 

EU.  This would cause huge economic harm, with repercussions felt not just here in London but across the 

country.  Worse still, with the division and disarray within the Government and the Prime Minister capitulating 

once again to the hard Brexiteers in her party, it is clearer than ever before there is a grave risk that we could 

crash out of the EU with no deal at all.  This is the worst possible scenario, one that independent experts 

predict could lead to nearly 90,000 fewer jobs in our city.  That is why I have instructed officials here at City 

Hall to step up preparations for such a devastating no-deal situation.  I urge the Prime Minister to start putting 

the national interest ahead of her own interests, and her country ahead of her party.  We are now running out 

of time.  The Government needs to change course and quickly, and accept that staying within the single 

market and the customs union is the best way to protect jobs and growth across the United Kingdom (UK).   

 

Since we last met, I have also been working on a number of strategies and initiatives to improve the lives of 

Londoners.  This includes continuing to do everything possible to tackle violent crime, not only by cracking 

down on violent crime but the root causes of violent crime, too.  I have also continued to lobby Ministers for 

the extra resources we need to help keep our city safe.   

 

Chairman, I have been asked for two oral updates.  The first one is on the Brexit White Paper from Assembly 

Member [Andrew] Dismore.  I wrote to the Prime Minister last week warning that her White Paper completely 

fails to meet the needs of our leading service sectors, a concern shared by many London and UK business 

leaders.  This kind of hard Brexit will throw up new regulatory barriers which will damage the ability of our 

world-leading creative, tech, professional and financial services to do business across the EU, putting jobs at 

risk across the country.  92% of London’s economy is service-based, and the strength of these businesses is 

seen beyond the capital.  The financial and professional services industries alone employ over 2.2 million 

people across the country, only a third of whom are based in London.  Trading services accounts for roughly 

40% of UK exports to the EU and includes our world-leading financial services, accountants and lawyers.   

 

It was my intention to respond more fully to the White Paper, taking on board the advice of my Brexit Advisory 

Panel.  However, given the Prime Minister’s capitulation to her hard Brexiteers, it is looking increasingly 

unclear whether there will be a White Paper to respond to.  It is already clear that the kind of Brexit that the 
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Government is currently offering is untested, complex, expensive, and will take years to fully implement.  Even 

if the EU were to agree with the deal being proposed, due to the exclusion of services there is a very real risk 

that jobs and investment that could have been ours might go elsewhere in Europe.  Now, with the Prime 

Minister having accepted amendments to the Customs Bill proposed by hard-line Brexiteers, it is clearer than 

ever that we are at grave risk of crashing out of the EU with no deal, a situation that would cost nearly 90,000 

jobs in London and nearly 500,000 across the UK according to independent analysis we commissioned from 

Cambridge Econometrics.  This is now a risk.  That is why in my letter to the Prime Minister last Friday I urged 

her, for the good of the economy and thousands of people’s jobs, to change course and seek a deal that keeps 

us in the Single Market and Customs Union.   

 

The second request, Chairman, for an urgent oral update was from Assembly Member [Caroline] Pidgeon MBE.  

It is on Oxford Street.  I wrote to the Leader of Westminster [Council] on 3 July [2018] and stated my 

disappointment at Westminster’s unilateral decision to walk away from two years of joint work to transform 

Oxford Street and the surrounding district.  Westminster is the highway and planning authority for Oxford 

Street, and it is now incumbent on it to prepare an alternative plan that adequately addresses the known 

challenges to the area, including poor air quality, road safety, pedestrian crowding and a poor public realm.  

Failure to address these issues comprehensively and holistically will undermine the future economic success of 

London’s West End offer.  The success of Oxford Street is important not only to the economic prosperity of 

London but also to the UK economy as a whole.  The Council has now set out its intention to bring forward 

some initial pedestrianisation and safety changes to be delivered later this year, followed by a wider piece of 

work on the Oxford Street district.  This timetable indicated Westminster will provide information on the safety 

scheme next month.  I expect it to stick to this timeline, and I have also requested an update on the       

district-wide scheme by September [2018].   

 

When I have seen these proposals and assessed how they address the challenges in the area, I will make a 

decision on Transport for London’s (TfL) and the GLA’s next steps for this project.  We are doing our part and 

have already reduced the number of buses that use Oxford Street by 40%, and we continue to do what we can 

to reduce this further.  Now it is up to the Council to step up and tell us how it proposes to make Oxford Street 

fit for a world-leading 21st-century city.  It is worth reminding Assembly Members that pedestrianised Oxford 

Street was a manifesto commitment also made by the Liberal Democrats and the Conservatives.   

 

Thank you.  I look forward to answering questions during the course of this morning.   

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Thank you very much.   

 

Tony Devenish AM:  Mr Mayor, good morning.  I know we have had some ill-tempered discussions recently 

on Oxford Street on other issues, but are you aware that your officers have agreed funding that has been 

pulled of £23.5 million for one of the most deprived wards in London, namely Church Street, for a 

redevelopment project?  The reason given, Mr Mayor, is we have not held a ballot.  We have held a ballot for 

that scheme.  Would you please re-look at this?  This is hitting the most vulnerable people.  We may disagree 

on Oxford Street, we may disagree on closed-circuit television (CCTV), but this is about the most vulnerable 

people on a housing scheme that will actually increase by 406 homes net affordable housing in the City of 

Westminster.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, the question must be in order because you have allowed it.  I 

am not sure what it has to do with Oxford Street or Brexit.   

 



 

 
 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Yes, indeed.  I understood this was going to be related to a suggestion that 

this was in retaliation for Westminster City Council’s policy on Oxford Street.   

 

Tony Devenish AM:  I am trying to be more diplomatic than that, Chairman. 

 

Joanne McCartney AM:  That is not what was said. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I am not very good at being diplomatic.   

 

Tony Devenish AM:  What we are looking for is the money that was agreed.   

 

Len Duvall AM:  Chairman, I am asking for a ruling.  Is there a new way that we are doing these updates and 

anyone can chip in with any extra questions that they like?  If that is what the policy is going to be, that is 

fine; I agree with the Assembly Member asking his question; but we will be ready and waiting for that, to 

introduce that.  

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No.  That is not the policy.  Assembly Member Devenish did tell me 

beforehand that he was going to link this, as I already mentioned to the Mayor, with his policy on Oxford 

Street, but he did not do that in his question. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  I thought I had tried to, but if I did not do that, I apologise.   

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Anyway, that is why it is in order.  You could simply say it is not and that is 

the end of it.   

 

Len Duvall AM:  Point of order, Chairman.  I do not wish to challenge the Chairman, but I am not sure that 

the way you have worked this out between you beforehand, or not, is the right way on the mayoral update.  I 

think the Mayor can handle himself and I hope he answers it quickly, but it is just not the way that the updates 

are meant to be done.  If we are going to have a new way of these updates, I do not mind, Chairman, but let us 

have a discussion around that, that we all are treated equally about this.  I do not think this question or the 

way that it is being phrased is correct, to be honest, and I think it goes against our procedures.   

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Indeed, but of course any Member can speak to me beforehand as to how it 

is discussed.  I am completely even-handed as far as that is concerned.  

 

Len Duvall AM:  It is about our procedures and rules, and you are the guardian of those procedures and rules.  

In this case, I think your ruling is wrong.  I would beg you to take advice from officers.  I stand to be corrected, 

but I do not think this is the right way to raise that question under the current rules unless you change them.  

Sorry.   

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Yes.  In this particular case, given the way that the question was phrased, 

there is no appropriate linkage.  Therefore, the question falls, but I have no doubt that Assembly Member 

Devenish will think of some subtle way of raising the matter later. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor, for your statement on the White Paper.  Coincidentally, just a 

few days after the Chequers so-called agreement, the Economy Committee at City Hall held an evidence 

hearing on Brexit and its impact on London.  All the experts, from whichever side of the debate they came, 

agreed that this was not the comprehensive plan we need to protect the capital’s economy and Londoners’ 



 

 
 

jobs, and there was not a hope that Brussels would accept it anyway.  I think you do agree that after the White 

Paper wrangling this week and the deadlock in Parliament, with the Prime Minister in thrall to the Conservative 

Party’s Brexiteer extremists, the economic health of London is very much at risk.  Is the time not coming for 

the People’s Vote, a second referendum on the final deal, if there is one, and with an option to remain?  Then 

we can all make a properly informed choice, hopefully without fake news, without broken campaign spending 

limits and without Russian or President [Donald] Trump’s involvement.  

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The new Secretary of State is going to Brussels today, and we wish      

[The Rt. Hon] Dominic Raab [MP, Secretary of State for Exiting the European Union] well in his meeting with 

Michel Barnier [European Chief Negotiator for the UK Exiting the EU] and his team.  I think you are right to 

remind us that a negotiation involves two sides.  Even assuming that the Government were able to achieve all 

her objectives with the White Paper, it would still be catastrophic for London’s economy.  As I said in my 

answer, 92% of our economy is the service sector.  I think of finance, think of insurance, think of legal and 

think of accountancy.  I can understand the concern about consequences for our city. 

 

In relation to the people’s referendum point you raised in part of your question, I have been quite clear since 

the day after the referendum results that I am devastated that our country has voted to leave the EU, and I am 

incredibly proud that London voted to remain, the one region in England that voted to remain.  I have also 

said, if it is the case that the UK Parliament, which is sovereign, rejects the deal the Government secures with 

the EU in October, then everything is back on the table.  That includes the possibility of a referendum, but it 

also includes the possibility of a general election.  The reality is that Brexiteers cannot have it both ways.  On 

the one hand they claim Parliament is sovereign.  On the other hand, if Parliament rejects the EU deal made by 

the Government, they are scared about a referendum or a general election.  They are also scared, by the way, 

of Parliament’s vote, and so it is for them to answer what happens if Parliament rejects the EU deal. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Thank you. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  Thank you very much for your answer.  I share your frustration with 

Westminster City Council.  Obviously, it had a Cabinet meeting on Monday evening.  I am wondering, have you 

spoken to Councillor Nickie Aiken, the Leader of Westminster Council, since they rejected these joint proposals 

since this Cabinet meeting? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I have written to the Leader and she has responded to me.  You will 

appreciate, Assembly Member, that in light of the hard work and conversations we have been having over two 

years, there is a certain feeling among TfL, City Hall and myself about the lack of goodwill on their part, hence 

you will appreciate my reluctance to meet.  Frankly speaking, it is clear from the evidence we have had over 

two years that you cannot put much weight on what politicians or officers say to us from that Council.  That is 

why we are very angry and frustrated. 

 

Just to give you an idea, it looks like we have wasted £8 million of taxpayers’ money.  There have been dozens 

and dozens and dozens of meetings with the Council and with officers, including with stakeholders, and so you 

will appreciate we are now doing things through correspondence.  I have written to the Leader, I think she has 

responded to me, and I will be dealing with her letter soon.  The ball is in their court now.  They have said they 

are going to come up with plans that are better than the plans we spent two years working together on, that 

had the support of the vast majority of Londoners, and let us wait and see what they do.   

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  Have you seen or discussed at all their new limited plans for changing Oxford 

Street which were outlined in this Cabinet report?  Have you looked at any of that yet? 



 

 
 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  TfL officials are going through them now.  You will appreciate the 

objectives that we had, and we spent many hustings talking about this.  You will appreciate that their concerns 

are not in relation to crowding, not in relation to public realm, not in relation to air quality.  The additional 

concern we now know about - vehicle mitigation duties there are - but also we all know that once the 

Elizabeth line opens there will be additional people coming into that part of London.  The question that the 

Council has to answer is not just in relation to those concerns, but what is the future of retail in the             

21st century for Oxford Street when you have internet shopping but also shopping malls that are attractive for 

customers?  That is why it is frustrating that the Council does not appreciate that this is important not just for 

London but the entire UK economy. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  You said you are expecting a full update by September [2018] and you are then 

going to look at that and make a decision.  Have you looked at your powers under the GLA Act to either take 

over Oxford Street as a strategic road or to actually direct the borough in order for Westminster to meet the 

requirements of your Transport Strategy?  It is very clear in your Strategy.  You specifically state that you will 

transform the experience of walking and cycling in central London by transforming Oxford Street.  If 

Westminster’s new plans do not transform Oxford Street, could you use your powers on this strategically 

important road? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Could I thank you for the motion that you moved and was passed by the 

Assembly -- I beg your pardon. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  It is the other Caroline. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The other Caroline, Assembly Member Russell, moved it and it was passed 

by the Assembly.  Apologies, Caroline.  The best way to answer that, bearing in mind it is only fair to wait for 

the Council’s response, is that we will consider all options. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  OK.  Thank you for that.  Regent Street is currently having its annual       

traffic-free Summer Streets for the sixth consecutive year.  What are your plans for Oxford Street to have 

similar events?   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  You mean car-free streets.  The problem is it needs the partnership and 

co-operation of the Council to do these things.  The retailers on Regent Street plus the Crown Estate have 

worked collegiately with the Council, and the Council deserves credit for the four days during July where they 

closed the street off.  It is fantastic.  You have been there.  You have seen how great it is: the ambience, the 

atmosphere it creates and stuff.  That is why this U-turn from the Council is surprising, but let us wait and see 

what the Council does.  

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  In your manifesto, though, you specifically said you were going to bring back 

car-free days, possibly weekends, before moving towards full pedestrianisation.  For many years Oxford Street 

was pedestrianised in the run up to Christmas for at least one day.  They had these Very Important Pedestrian 

Days.  They were really successful and brought tens of thousands more people into Oxford Street.  Will you do 

everything you can to see if you could get a traffic-free day on Oxford Street before Christmas? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  You will know we have managed to achieve some traffic-free areas in that 

part of London during Lumiere, so it can be done where there is a willingness on all sides to make it work.  We 



 

 
 

are keen to do so.  The good news is actually it is easier now because there are fewer buses, so the diversions 

are fewer.  We would like to do so.   

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  Will you try to get one before Christmas? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  To be fair, let us wait and see the Council’s response to pedestrianisation.  

Then, hopefully, when the feelings we have thaw, we can maybe talk about that stuff.  We are happy to 

support this.  You will hear in answer to a question later on the support we are giving financially, plus officer 

time, to car-free days and car-free events.  It is really important we do so because it gives people the 

experience that there is a life outside of cars, using the busy roads, that sometimes they are able to be 

pedestrians.   

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  Thank you very much.  I welcome your answers.   
 


