
 

 
 

 
London Assembly Mayor’s Question Time – Thursday 13 September 2018 

Transcript of Item 4 – Questions to the Mayor 

 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  We will now go to questions and the first tabled question is from Assembly 

Member Berry. 

 

2018/2448 - Genuinely affordable homes 

Sian Berry 

 

Are your planning policies increasing the proportion of genuinely affordable homes given approval? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  As Assembly Members know, the housing crisis has been decades in the 

making and got worse under my predecessor.  I inherited an appalling legacy of just 13% affordable housing in 

planning permissions granted towards the end of my predecessor’s term, and that was using his definition of 

“affordable housing”.  Londoners rightly will not believe anyone can mend the housing crisis overnight but 

expect us to do all we can, and I am proud of the progress we have already made.   

 

When I came to office we got to work immediately by publishing new planning guidance in 2016 with an 

innovative approach to boosting the level of social rented and other genuinely affordable housing.  This 

approach is now in my draft London Plan.  We have ditched the previous Mayor’s definition of “affordable 

rent” at 80% of market rent.  Instead, our Plan makes clear that by “genuinely affordable homes” we mean 

homes based on social rent levels for Londoners on low incomes, including London Affordable Rent; London 

Living Rent, homes aimed at average-income Londoners with discounted rents pegged to incomes, enabling 

them to save for a deposit; and London Shared Ownership, homes which allow Londoners who would otherwise 

struggle to buy to purchase a share in a new home and pay rent on the remaining share.   

 

Under our new approach we have seen real progress.  Data from London First shows that of new applications 

for major developments in 2017, affordable housing made up 34% of all homes.  In schemes which I have 

considered between the formal adoption of the guidance in June this year, the average level of affordable 

housing approved has been 38%.  Our approach to planning works hand-in-hand with our approach to 

investment.  We secured £4.82 billion from national Government to help get 116,000 social rented and other 

genuinely affordable homes underway by March 2022, and like our planning policies, this has already shown 

progress.  In 2017/18 we exceeded the target agreed with the Government and saw over 12,500 affordable 

homes started, more than in any year since devolution of housing investment to City Hall.  Crucially, this 

included nearly 3,000 homes at social rent levels, up from zero in the pipeline inherited from the previous 

Mayor.   

 

I want to build more social rented homes and know that councils must play a key role in building them.  Early 

this year we secured money from the Government for social rent, the first time a Mayor has done so in nearly a 

decade, which enabled me to launch City Hall’s first ever programme dedicated to council home building.  This 

will see us working with London councils to start 10,000 new council houses over the next four years.  

Londoners know, Chairman, that to fix the housing crisis Government needs to give us much more money and 

powers.  In the meantime, I am using every tool we have to build more genuinely affordable homes and 

particularly the social rented and council homes that Londoners so desperately need.   
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Sian Berry AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor, for all of that.  My question asked about planning policies and I 

wanted to ask about some work I have done to monitor affordable housing and planning decisions.  I have 

published a report and the question I asked in my report, which is called No-Show Homes, was how many 

affordable homes for Londoners should have been secured from planning permissions in recent years according 

to the current London Plan policies that you inherited, but were not.  I looked at all the data since 2016 and I 

found that 153,000 homes -- 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Is there going to be a question here or are you telling us about your report? 

 

Sian Berry AM:  I need to put some data before the Mayor before I ask my question.  Thank you very much.   

 

153,000 homes received planning permission.  Homes are being planned.  There are lots of potential affordable 

homes missing.  In total, what I found is that by missing [Former] Mayor [Boris] Johnson’s strategic target of 

40% London has missed out on 33,424 affordable homes.  I also found a huge difference between boroughs 

when I checked where the missing homes were.  Obviously, the number missing in each borough is a 

combination of the percentage the borough is managing to get, plus the amount of development that is going 

on. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Yes, yes.  I am sorry, Assembly Member Berry -- 

 

Sian Berry AM:  My question to you, Mr Mayor, is -- 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Go on.  Ask the question. 

 

Sian Berry AM:  My question to you is: what are you saying to London boroughs who are letting affordable 

homes in current developments slip through the net, and are you focusing attention and the help you give in 

tightening up planning decisions on those places with the most lost homes? Their failings have the most 

impact on Londoners. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Just a few things, Chairman, if I may.  My understanding of the previous 

Mayor’s London Plan, which still exists now, is that there was no target.  He made a virtue of abolishing 

Ken Livingstone’s [former Mayor of London] target and, in an article he was paid very handsomely for, accused 

me of being ideologically obsessed with affordable housing.  I plead guilty to my obsession with affordable 

housing.  By the way, the editor of the [Evening] Standard, George Osborne, also criticises me for wishing to 

build more affordable homes. 

 

Sian Berry AM:  Yes.  This is issue I am trying to tackle today. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am not sure if I agree with your analysis about the previous Mayor having 

a target because I believe he did not, let alone 40%, but also you will be aware that a number of councils 

decide applications that do not reach me because they are of a certain size.  The only applications I see are 

those applications that are for more than 150 units or above a certain height.  I have been quite clear in my 

Supplementary Planning Guidance (SPG) that the expectation is for a strategic target of 50%, but they can be 

fast-tracked at 35% if it is a developer who will give, straight away, 35%.  I have been making sure, when it 

comes to me deciding upon applications, that I am seeing what a council is doing, and if a council is not 

meeting its affordable housing target that may be a reason for me to step in and intervene.   

 



 

 
 

Sian Berry AM:  Great.  The things I am thinking about are, for example, proactively deploying your viability 

team into boroughs that are doing badly.  Just a final question about the fast-track policy, which you 

mentioned.  I looked at the before and after figures for when that came in and I am afraid, looking at the 

overall figures quarter by quarter, that was a bit inconclusive.  In July [2018] there have been just                  

11 applications - this is not scientific data - but the numbers I looked at are more promising.  There were 45% 

affordable homes in the July figures and you have said it has been 38% since June.  Both those figures are 

above 35%.  Will you keep monitoring this progress and review the threshold of 35% much earlier than you are 

currently planning to do that, in 2021? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  There is a formal process of adopting the London Plan.  I cannot 

accelerate that.  It is in the Government’s hands. 

 

Sian Berry AM:  Your SPG could be amended earlier. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The SPG is guidance and it has less legal weight than it would do after the 

adoption of the London Plan.  We are keen to make progress, to have the London Plan adopted in full rather 

than in draft.  We have telegraphed, though, to councils, developers and housing associations what the 

intention is.  A savvy developer will want to fast-track at 35% sooner than the London Plan being adopted.  

That is one of the reasons why we did it, to accelerate housing being started in London but particularly 

affordable housing. 

 

Sian Berry AM:  OK.  Thank you.  I am afraid I am out of time but thank you very much.  That was interesting.   

 

2018/2177 - Social housing green paper 

Tom Copley 

 

Without any extra funding, can the social housing green paper deliver a bigger and better social rented sector 

for Londoners? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The Social Housing Green Paper was portrayed by the previous Secretary 

of State [Sajid Javid MP] as the most substantial report of its kind in a generation, but without an extra penny 

of investment in new social rented homes the published version abjectly fails to live up to the hype.  City Hall 

analysts have calculated that to meet our need for social rented and other genuinely affordable homes, London 

needs about £2.7 billion of affordable housing investment per year.  That is four times more than we currently 

receive and shows why an urgent and drastic step change from Government is needed.   

 

Meanwhile, we are doing all we can to build more social rented and council housing.  We started a record 

number of genuinely affordable homes last year, including nearly 3,000 at social rent levels, up from zero that I 

inherited from the previous Mayor.  This year we have launched City Hall’s first ever dedicated council home 

building programme, which will see London’s councils build 10,000 new council homes.  Councils are essential 

to building a bigger and better social rented sector and I am determined to do all that I can to help them build 

more.   

 

Looking beyond the critical issue of investment in social housing, some of the other proposals in the Green 

Paper are potentially a step in the right direction.  I welcome the Government finally abandoning plans to force 

councils to sell their higher-value social homes and I am pleased that the Green Paper takes up some of the 

changes to the social housing regulator and Housing Ombudsman that we have put forward in our London 

Housing Strategy.  However, if the Government was serious about listening to the voice of those living in social 



 

 
 

housing, they would have committed to appointing a Commissioner for Social Housing Residents to ensure the 

views of social tenants and leaseholders are understood by policy-makers within the Government.  They would 

also have taken action to free councils to build, such as by scrapping artificial borrowing caps and 

strengthening their compulsory purchase order (CPO) powers.   

 

My formal response to the Green Paper will be informed by discussions with social tenants, which is why my 

Deputy Mayor for Housing and Residential Development, James Murray, and his team will be meeting groups 

representing social tenants across London in the coming weeks to seek their views.  Ultimately, building a 

bigger and better social rented sector requires a clear vision and the resources to help councils and others 

deliver that vision.  On that measure of success, the Green Paper fails. 

 

Tom Copley AM:  Thank you for that answer, Mr Mayor.  I agree with you.  I am pleased that the Green Paper 

proposes to repeal some of the worst elements of the Housing and Planning Act like forced sale and the end of 

lifetime tenancies, both of which, by the way, your predecessor was a big fan of.  I am also very surprised that 

not only did the Green Paper not announce any new funding for social housing but I do not think it even 

mentions it.   

 

You talked about the pot of money that you have for your programme of helping local authorities deliver new 

council housing.  Many authorities are now starting to build after many years, but I imagine that they do 

struggle with a lack of expertise after decades of not building.  What can you do or what can City Hall do to 

assist those boroughs in getting these house-building programmes going, not just financially but in other ways 

as well? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  You are absolutely right to remind us that many councils have had their 

expertise taken away from them.  It has been hollowed out because for years and years they have not built 

council homes.  It is not a criticism of the councils, it is just a reality of where they are.  There are also experts 

in relation to the housing cap and some of the ways of taking advantage of the new funds we have announced.  

In addition to the sum of money for the 10,000 starts over the next four years, we are also offering councils 

expertise and helping them make sure they can take advantage of some of the relaxations that we have had.  

One of the things Government does deserve credit for is that in the new transport investment secured from the 

Government for the 26,000 homes, they have agreed that we can use some of that funding, which I am doing, 

for council homes.  That is different from the previous arrangements we have had with them.   

 

Tom Copley AM:  There is a startling lack of ambition within the Green Paper.  We have had slight adjustment 

to the borrowing cap.  What we really need is for the borrowing cap to be removed altogether.  It also talks 

about, I think, reviewing how councils can spend their right to buy receipts.  We were told at the [London 

Assembly’s] Housing Committee the other week by Tower Hamlets Council that they have £105 million in right 

to buy receipts they cannot spend through their housing revenue account because of these ridiculous 

restrictions, which is why they are putting it through one of these wholly owned companies that councils are 

setting up in order to deliver new social housing.  Do you not think the Government should just get on and say 

that councils can combine these right to buy receipts with, for example, your Affordable Housing Grant so that 

they can just get on and do it? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Absolutely.  It would easy to do.  At the moment, unless a council can 

guarantee they can spend that money within a certain period of time, many councils are returning the money 

to Government because the interest rates you have to pay back are so huge, and so councils who want to build 

council homes are not doing so.  Also, the rules mean they cannot bring monies together.  It does not make 

sense.  We will continue to lobby the Government.  There is a newish Secretary of State [The Rt. Hon James 



 

 
 

Brokenshire MP] in play.  He is a London Member of Parliament (MP) and we hope he understands the 

challenges London councils face.  We live in hope.   

 

Tom Copley AM:  Indeed.  I want to move on to the issue of community-led housing.  You set up the 

Community-Led Housing Hub here and I was wondering what plans you have to provide greater funding for 

community-led housing projects that deliver affordable housing. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Can I thank you for your work in this area? I know you declared your 

interest.  Groups like London Citizens have also been lobbying about the need for community-led housing and 

I know some colleagues in the Assembly have been big advocates for some time now in relation to 

community-led housing. 

 

We have a number of things in this area.  We set up an Innovation Fund to help communities think about 

beginning schemes.  Often communities do not have access to land, do not have access to finance and do not 

have access to the skills and expertise required to bring forward a community-led housing scheme.  We are 

hoping that the Innovation Fund and the London Community-Led Housing Hub will provide the skills and 

expertise that are required.  We have a target of 1,000 community-led housing starts by 2021.  TfL have set 

aside two pieces of land which have been earmarked for community-led housing and so we are optimistic that 

there will be some progress here.  Success stories will lead to others having confidence and lead to this 

potentially being scaled up in years to come.   

 

Tom Copley AM:  Yes.  One of the issues is that this is something that is on a very limited scale at the 

moment.  It is about making sure, once you have a few projects, they will grow and grow.  I know that you 

made last year £3.1 million available in loan funding for community-led housing projects.  What is the uptake 

of this funding? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  There has been a lot of enthusiasm in relation to communities wanting to 

know a bit more about the fund and wanting to speak to our experts, but what gives them the best confidence 

is speaking to another community that has done it.  That is why we are keen to get some success stories off 

the ground and that is one of the reasons why we set up the Innovation Fund, to allow communities the 

confidence to borrow some money.  We have to realise that some of these schemes may not lead to 

community-led housing but the exploration is really important for these communities. 

 

Tom Copley AM:  Perhaps not now, but are you able to provide us with a list of projects that are being 

funded with this loan funding? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, subject to commercial sensitivity I am very happy to do so. 

 

Tom Copley AM:  Fantastic.  That is great.  Thank you very much. 

 

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

 

2018/2487 - Knowledge of London  

David Kurten 

 

What steps are you willing to take to promote the Knowledge of London and to promote becoming a black cab 

driver as an attractive career option for Londoners? 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The Knowledge is widely acknowledged as the most comprehensive local 

knowledge test in the world.  The dedication, discipline and perseverance required to become a London taxi 

driver is what makes our cabbies the best in the world.  In the Taxi and Private Hire Action Plan, I have 

committed to ensuring a fair marketplace for the capital’s taxi and private hire trade, with special privileges for 

those who become a licensed London taxi driver.  TfL has introduced the acceptance of credit and debit cards 

in all London taxis, increased the number of bus lanes available for taxis to use, and are increasing the number 

of ranks across the capital.   

 

A key recommendation of my Taxi and Private Hire Action Plan is to raise the profile of the Knowledge and to 

explore whether it can be accredited as a formal qualification.  TfL has for some time been working closely with 

Ofqual, the Office for Qualifications and Examinations Regulation, with the aim of establishing the Knowledge 

as a formal qualification.  In parallel, TfL is also exploring whether this work would potentially enable applicants 

to apply for study loans.  TfL’s Knowledge staff have attended a number of events, including careers fairs, 

school career events and careers days for candidates who have left or are in the process of leaving the armed 

forces.  It is important that everyone within our taxi trade plays their part in helping to promote the benefits of 

being a London taxi driver for those looking for a new career.  I support the recent trade funded advertising 

campaign by London Taxi PR which is being displayed on billboards across London.   

 

With this in mind, TfL has just finalised a brochure entitled How to Become a London Taxi Driver.  The 

brochure includes specific case studies of a variety of Knowledge students from different backgrounds who 

have successfully gone through the Knowledge of London process.  It also explains the benefits of becoming a 

London taxi driver and provides information on why our taxi drivers are considered the best in the world.  This 

brochure has been made available to view and download on TfL’s website.  TfL’s Knowledge team will be 

handing out the brochure at future careers events and I would encourage anyone else who has an interest in 

promoting our taxi trade to do the same.   

 

David Kurten AM:  Great.  Thank you for your answer, Mr Mayor.  There are warm sentiments there towards 

the Knowledge and you are quite right, the Knowledge of London is the toughest and most professional 

qualification for taxi drivers anywhere in the world, but I do wonder if you understand the urgency of getting 

more people, particularly young people, to study the Knowledge.  According to figures I have from 

representatives in the taxi trade the number of taxi drivers has gone down by 2,000 in the last four years from 

about 25,500 to 23,500 today, and also the number of new students taking up and beginning the Knowledge 

in Knowledge schools has dropped precipitously from about 3,000 in 2012 to just over 600 today, nearly an 

80% drop.  If we do not get new people, particularly young people, into the trade, the trade will die and wither 

away on the vine.   

 

You talked about a new brochure, which is great.  You talked about exploring possibilities of making it 

accredited with Ofqual.  That is something you said back in September 2016.  The urgency of doing that is 

vast.  It is huge.  Do you have any kind of plan or specific date when that might happen or is it just discussions 

you have had? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  First, can I just commend you for your hard work in this area? You are an 

ally in relation to us making sure we get this right.  I know you organised an event in City Hall in July [2018] 

and any recommendations from that please pass on to the TfL team.  It is in the gift of the regulator in relation 

to the accreditation.  We are pursuing this and we are hoping for some good news sooner rather than later.  

The advantage of formal accreditation is that they could get study loans and the other benefits that brings, but 

also it is a Kitemark that will give students who start the Knowledge the confidence of knowing there is 



 

 
 

something concrete they can show off in relation to recognition.  We will continue to pursue Ofqual to try to 

get that sorted out sooner rather than later.   

 

David Kurten AM:  That is a very good point.  Obviously, if it is accredited then students can get student 

loans.  Do you think it would be more appropriate as a degree, apprenticeship or something different? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  It is not for me, as someone who has not done the Knowledge, to lecture 

those who have done the Knowledge in relation to whether it is an apprenticeship or a degree-type 

qualification.  The reality is that most degrees take three years.  Some now take two years.  When you see the 

hours those students who are doing the Knowledge work, some are likely more than students at universities, so 

I can see the sense in doing so.  The advantage is that it is vocational plus learning and you will know most 

modern degrees are now moving towards that as well.  One of the things we will do is continue to lobby Ofqual 

to make sure we get this done sooner rather than later but I want people who are thinking about doing the 

Knowledge to know that once you have the accreditation this is formally recognised as a world leader.  That 

will hopefully give people confidence about doing the Knowledge. 

 

David Kurten AM:  One of the things that did come out of my event was the issue of redlining.  I am not sure 

if you know what that is.  The Knowledge has six stages.  You have to pass all six stages.  For example, you 

might pass stage 1, stage 2.  Say you fail stage 3 then you have to go back to the beginning and do it again.  

But if you fail stage 3 twice, you do not just have to go back to the beginning of stage 3, you drop down to 

the beginning of stage 2, for example.  This was a system that was brought in in 2000, when there were huge 

numbers of people beginning the Knowledge.  I think someone had the bright idea of making it harder so that 

there would be fewer people graduating from the Knowledge by introducing this system where you fail twice 

you drop down to the level before you.  Now we are in a completely different situation.  We do not have 7,000 

or 8,000 people starting each year.  We are lucky if we get 700 or 800.  That is something that students are 

telling me really does make it difficult and it would make it easier and fairer if that were abolished and we went 

back to the pre-2000 situation.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, can I, with your permission, take on board the suggestion from 

the Assembly Member? Any other ideas you have, I am happy for the TfL to raise this with them.  I understand 

the importance, as you do, of quality assurance.  That is one of the reasons why it would make sense to keep a 

level of, if certain attempts do not pass, going down a level, but not if it is simply a filter process that does not 

make sense at a time when there are fewer students starting the Knowledge.  I would like to take that idea 

away but also make the offer that if there are any other ideas you have, we are very happy to work with you to 

make sure we try to arrest the drop in those doing the Knowledge and, as you mentioned, the drop in the 

number of taxi drivers in London as well.   

 

David Kurten AM:  Yes.  Thank you, Mr Mayor. 

 

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

 

2018/2347 - Banning HFSS adverts 

Gareth Bacon 

 

How much revenue do you expect to lose by banning HFSS (high fat, salt or sugar) adverts  

across the Transport for London network? 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for the question.  Child obesity in 

London is a ticking time bomb.  The number of children aged 10 and 11 in London who are overweight or 

obese has reached almost 40%.  This is among the highest rates in Europe.  There is a clear link between 

weight and a whole host of health issues.  This is something we need to address now.  If we do not, we risk 

placing a huge strain on our already pressurised health services in years to come.  Public Health England 

estimates the cost of obesity in England to the National Health Service (NHS) is £6.1 billion per year.  The 

Government estimates the overall cost of obesity to wider society is £27 billion per year.  There is no single 

intervention that will solve London’s child obesity problem.  It requires a range of policies, as outlined in my 

draft London Food Strategy, and this is an area in which I as Mayor have the power to take action and 

contribute to tackling the problem.   

 

The proposed ban on advertising junk food in TfL’s advertising estate is just one of several ways that we are 

trying to tackle the problem, but we do know it can make a difference and that it matters.  Research by the 

National Centre for Social Research and Cancer Research UK found that advertising does impact children’s 

food choices and that seeing unhealthy food in advertising, particularly those aimed at children, creates extra 

pressure on children and families when it comes to choosing what to eat and drink.  Junk food ad bans have 

already been used in Amsterdam as part of a package of measures in the city to tackle childhood obesity.  

Together, these measures have already resulted in childhood obesity falling by 12% overall and by 18% among 

the most deprived children.   

 

The proposed ban would reduce children’s direct exposure to junk food advertisements and it would be aimed 

at products, not brands, so a brand could still advertise a healthier product in their range.  The revenue of 

advertising of less healthy food and drink on the TfL advertising estate is estimated to be in the region of 

£13 million per year.  However, we do not necessarily expect there to be any significant impact on overall 

revenue as we expect brands advertising these products to switch to advertising the healthier products in their 

range.  Our consultation has only recently closed.  We are now considering all the responses.  At this stage we 

are not yet in a position to confirm what restrictions on junk food and drink advertising would involve but my 

officials are working with industry partners to ensure we minimise any unintended consequences. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Thank you very much for that lengthy answer, Mr Mayor.  You have just stated 

confidently that you would not lose the money, you would replace it elsewhere, which is at odds with what we 

heard at the [London Assembly’s] Budget [and Performance] Committee in June and July [2018] when we met 

with finance officers from TfL and also people from the Advertising Association.  Where do you expect that 

money to come back from? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I think the phrase I used is, “We do not necessarily expect there to be any 

significant impact on overall revenue”.  The estimate in the previous year in relation to the advertising that is 

spent on, in inverted commas, ‘junk food’, foods high in fat, salt and sugar, is £13 million, but as I said, the 

proposed ban is aimed at products, not brands.  It is possible for somebody who has other options to redirect 

their adverts to other options.  It could be the same product advertising or using the space or it could be 

somebody else.  We are not quite sure yet how it pans out.  Obviously, it is contingent on what discussions we 

have with the industry over the next few weeks and months.   

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  We heard repeatedly from both the industry experts and TfL that replacing this was not 

going to be at all straightforward, and of course according to TfL’s Business Plan it is not just replacing it and 

staying static.  Over the lifetime of the Plan it predicts and therefore requires an increase in advertising 

revenue on the TfL network by more than 51%.  Are you in a position where you can afford to let this go? 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The Business Plan will be produced later on this year.  Advertising revenue 

is a revenue stream that is really important to TfL.  I do not accept we will necessarily lose £13 million in 

advertising revenue.  Let us wait and see what happens.  I am confident that those products will still use up 

some of the advertising, if not all of it, and if not that we will find someone else to replace it.  I have explained 

the cost to the NHS on an annual basis and the cost to our economy.  If there was a small dip in TfL’s finances 

it would be a price worth paying.  It is a similar argument I use, by the way, when people say to me, “Why are 

you encouraging people to walk and cycle? You are losing fares revenue from public transport”.  There is a 

benefit of people being encouraged to walk and cycle even though we are losing fares from public transport. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  I understand the public health argument, Mr Mayor, and I do not think anyone 

particularly disagrees with it.  The point is that TfL is in a very parlous financial state.  I think that is something 

that is an indisputable fact.  We are hearing repeatedly that TfL are going to be back in surplus within three 

financial years, recovering from a £1 billion deficit today, and a key part of that is not just holding static on the 

advertising but increasing it, as I said earlier, by more than half on the current figure.  How are you going to 

achieve that? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, first, I do not accept that TfL’s finances are in a perilous state.  

TfL has never had a surplus.  Since its formation in 2000 it has always operated in deficit.  The previous 

Business Plan had no plans to reach a surplus.  At the end of the five-year Business Plan from the previous 

Mayor, we would still be in deficit.  Our Business Plan, which will be reviewed and updated later on this year, 

does have a plan for us to reach a surplus.  That is in the context of us losing, on average, £700 million a year.   

 

I accept that advertising provides an important revenue stream for TfL.  I do not accept necessarily at this 

stage, unless I see evidence to the contrary, that a junk food ban on the TfL estate would lead to a significant 

dent in our revenue streams. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Mr Mayor, the Business Plan is predicated on returning to surplus based on massive 

increases in ridership when the trend is down, it is predicated on Crossrail opening on time and on budget, and 

we heard last week that that will not happen for the better part of a year, and it is predicated on investment in 

advertising going up by more than 51%.  Why should anybody listening to this exchange have any confidence 

that TfL are going to deliver that? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  We are going to work on the new Business Plan going forward.  I am 

confident with the current Business Plan.  You will appreciate, as someone who held the previous Mayor to 

account, that the TfL budget has been in deficit since 2000.  This is the first administration, my one, to reduce 

the operating costs of TfL.  I was told it could not be done.  We have managed to do it.  Then we did it for the 

second year in a row.  We have reduced the operating costs of TfL.  It is the first time it has ever happened in 

TfL’s history.  We have made huge savings.  We were told that could not happen.  We have also, by the way, 

frozen fares.  We were told that could not happen as well.  I am confident in the team we have in place to 

make sure we continue to make efficiencies in TfL going forward. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Mr Mayor, I still have not heard an answer to the question though.  How, when it has 

never been done before? You said this yourself and you are completely correct.  TfL has never delivered a 

surplus.  It is delivering a record loss, or it is forecast to at the moment, and to achieve the surplus that it has 

said that it is going to it will have to break all records, for ridership, advertising and the cost savings that you 

have correctly identified.  Why should we be confident on that? The key thing, the thing that TfL was betting 

the house on, was Crossrail, on time and on budget.  We heard that mantra repeatedly and endlessly.  We 

heard it in June, we heard it in July [2018], there was an All-Party Parliamentary Group at the House of 



 

 
 

Commons that heard it in late July, and then the following month you, Crossrail and TfL were summoned 

before the Assembly because now it was going to be some indeterminate date off into the autumn [of 2019].  

Why should anybody listening to this exchange have any faith in what you have just said? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I know you do not intentionally want to mislead people.  I was not 

summoned before the Assembly, I asked the Chairman to come before the Assembly.  It is important that you 

do not again mislead -- 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Mr Mayor, that is semantics and you are deflecting.  Please answer the question.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am sorry, Chairman, but the Assembly Member has a habit of having false 

premises in his question and I would have thought you would have picked him up, putting aside our 

differences and being an impartial Chairman. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Mr Mayor, you are deliberately wasting time. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Mr Mayor, you made the point yourself.  There is no need to expand on it.  

You say you were first.  There we go. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Fine.  I am glad we agree.  I was not summoned before the Assembly.  I 

asked the Chairman to come before the Assembly to explain what Crossrail Ltd had told me the week before. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Mr Mayor, the central point -- the central point, Mr Mayor -- 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  There you go, Chairman. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  -- is that we have heard endlessly that Crossrail was going to be on time and on budget 

and the advertising is part of TfL’s Business Plan, as is the massive increase in fare revenue that we are all 

predicting.  “On time and on budget” turned out to be massively late and way over budget.  You appeared in 

front of the Assembly.  We can disagree about “summoned” or whatever.  I accept your point.  You were not 

summoned, you appeared before the Assembly. 

 

Len Duvall AM:  Chairman, we have somewhat strayed from the original point of the question.  I kept quiet 

when we moved into the surplus of TfL.  We are now moving into Crossrail.  Are you going to make a ruling on 

this?  

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I am not going to make a ruling.  The Mayor can decline to answer those 

points giving the argument that you have made, that he is here to answer a question on the revenue. 

 

Len Duvall AM:  Chairman, in view of that, my point of order is still there.  The leniency that you are giving in 

terms of ranging widely from the original question, I expect you to give to every Member around the table as 

we ask our questions as well.   

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I am very even-handed in these matters.  Do carry on, Assembly Member 

Bacon.   

 



 

 
 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Mr Chairman, I appreciate that the Leader of the Labour Group would want to protect the 

Mayor over the disastrous unravelling of TfL’s Business Plan but I would appreciate the Mayor giving me an 

answer. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Sorry, Chairman, I missed the question. 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Oh, for heaven’s sake.  He has not missed the question, he is wasting my time, which is a 

well proven tactic.  Mr Mayor, the TfL Business Plan forecast an increase in advertising revenue of 51%.  Your 

policy is going to put a big dent in that.  It has also forecast a massive increase in ridership across the entire 

network, including Crossrail being delivered on time and on budget, and we now know that is going to be 

nearly a year late.  How would anyone listening to this exchange have any faith that the numbers that you are 

talking about will be hit in the timescales envisaged? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The concern the Assembly Member has is that our ban on junk foods could 

cause a serious dent in TfL’s budget.  I have explained, in answer to the first question, that the estimates we 

have for the amount of monies raised via junk food advertising is in the region of £13 million a year.  We are 

confident that those products spending £13 million a year will advertise other brands in the range of goods 

that they sell.  If they do not, we think the £13 million can be replaced elsewhere.  The context is £13 million 

versus the £6.1 billion the NHS spends as a consequence of obesity and the £27 billion cost to the economy as 

a consequence of obesity.  Anybody who saw the newspapers yesterday and saw that we are number three in 

the world in relation to obesity levels would be shocked that the Conservative Party once again has put its 

head in the sand -- 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Chairman, this is a waste of time. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  -- on addressing a really important issue.  And you know what? We should 

know by now that is what you can expect from the Conservatives. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No, Mr Mayor, there is no need for this partisan exposition.   

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  Brilliant grandstanding, I have to say. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I did say right at the very beginning that everyone is working on a time limit 

and I wanted to reduce filibustering.  That clearly was a filibuster to relate your expenditure to the expenditure 

of the NHS when we are simply talking about TfL expenditure.  However, I do expect Members to hold the 

Mayor to account and not leave it to me.   

 

Right.  Where are we on this? 

 

Gareth Bacon AM:  I think the Mayor has wasted enough of my time, Chairman. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  We go to the next question now. 

 

2018/2072 - Safer junctions in London for cyclists and pedestrians 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM 

 

What progress has been made in improving London's most dangerous junctions for cyclists and pedestrians? 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you for your question.  Any death or life-changing injury on 

London’s roads is a tragedy.  Our Vision Zero approach seeks to end these distressing incidents by 2041.  As 

set out in the Vision Zero Action Plan, the Safer Junctions programme targets 73 junctions on the TfL road 

network where the greatest numbers of people have been killed or injured while walking, cycling or riding 

motorcycles.  While TfL’s road network carries up to 30% of traffic, it makes up only 5% of the city’s roads.  

There are a number of junctions on borough roads with high collision statistics and it is a key priority for TfL to 

continue working closely with boroughs to improve these junctions for all road users.  Work on 24 junctions is 

now complete under the TfL Safer Junctions programme, with 41 at design or construction and eight at 

feasibility stage.  This represents a significant acceleration from where things were previously.   

 

Construction at the Highbury Corner Safer Junction started on 28 June [2018].  The improvements include 

removing the roundabout, creating a two-way traffic system and introducing segregated cycle lanes, making 

the area safer for walking and cycling.  Works continue on-site to remove the Baker Street gyratory, including 

improvements at the Safer Junction of Baker Street and Marylebone Road.  Construction has also started on 

the Safer Junction at Chigwell Road and Southend Road as part of the project to introduce pedestrian 

crossings on all arms of Charlie Brown’s Roundabout, with completion on target for 2019.   

 

TfL is working on an ambitious Safer Junctions delivery programme for 2019/20 and I plan to announce 

further completion targets later this year.  Our innovative Healthy Streets projects in Peckham and Tooting will 

go out to consultation in the coming months.  Construction could start by the end of next year, subject to 

consultation.  These proposals will greatly improve the safety of pedestrians at a number of busy town centres.  

I have also requested that work to transform Old Street Roundabout takes place as a priority following the 

recent serious collision between a heavy goods vehicle (HGV) and Sarah Doone [London citizen], who was 

cycling at the time.  We will remove the highspeed gyratory and introduce new safe cycle lanes and pedestrian 

crossings.  Construction is being brought forward and will start later this year. 

 

As I have said, working closely with the boroughs is also vital and I have contributed significant funding to the 

boroughs to reduce road danger on local roads.  For example, TfL is also working with the London Borough of 

Newham to remove the Stratford gyratory and introduce segregated cycle lanes.  The latest phase of these 

improvements at Stratford will be opened on 17 September [2018].  These are just a few examples 

demonstrating the progress made, the ambition and scale of my investment programme, and my determination 

to eliminate all death and serious injuries from London’s streets by 2041. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  Thank you.  London has far too many unsafe junctions for both pedestrians and 

cyclists.  An example is the Holborn gyratory, where Dr [Peter] Fisher was killed just last month.  This junction 

has claimed the lives of four cyclists in the last five years.  Now, your predecessor promised to fix 33 of the 

most dangerous junctions in London during his tenure and he failed.  You pledged to complete these in the 

mayoral campaign.  By what date will these junctions be safe under your watch? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Do you mean the Better Junctions programme that the previous Mayor 

announced? 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  Yes. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I have a timeline for those.  There is a list of all of them with the timelines.  

I can send them if that is easier. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Yes, I would rather you did it that way. 



 

 
 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  That would be helpful. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Is that OK, Chairman? It is a long list. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  By roughly when will they all be complete? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  On the Holborn one you referred to we are working with Camden Council.  

The answer is that Camden Council is working closely with TfL on measures to reduce danger at key locations, 

including Holborn.  I understand the safety concerns extend to the whole operation of the gyratory and I have 

made it clear we see it as a key priority for TfL to work with Camden to improve the safety of pedestrians and 

cyclists.  It is in Camden’s hands. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  No date.  Perhaps we could get the list of those.  That would be helpful.  At 

present my understanding is that only about 13 have been completed of that list, and of these the London 

Cycling Campaign would only describe one as very safe for cycling.  Many of the completed junctions only 

partially provide safety for cycling.  What is most worrying for them is that plans for seven junctions are missing 

completely.  There are no published plans, there are no consultations, there is nothing.  When will you come 

forward with plans for these junctions? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  There are eight that I referred to in my answer to your question.  Of the 

73 -- 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  No, I am talking about the 33 now.  The Better Junctions, not your Safer 

Junctions. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The 33.  All of them have a delivery start date and all of them have a 

delivery completion date as well.  Which are the seven you are referring to? 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  Perhaps you could provide it for all of them.  Apparently, there are seven 

junctions that we do not have any plans out for.  Perhaps you could let us know in writing. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes.  Chairman, I have a list here of 33.  All of them have a delivery start 

date and a delivery complete date. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  That sounds promising.  Looking at your long-term plans, you have real 

ambition - Vision Zero - around eliminating all fatal and serious collisions by 2041.  With respect, I think you 

will be 71 in 2041 and I expect it will be very hard to hold you to account for these past promises.  Do you 

accept that we need more pace and more rapid progress to tackle these junctions and do you recognise the 

concerns that thousands of cyclists in London have? They have signed a petition that they have submitted to 

you.  They are frustrated at the progress both under [The Rt. Hon] Boris [Johnson MP], frankly, and also now 

under you.  What commitment can you give them today? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Sure.  One of the roles we have as politicians is to explain to people what 

we are doing, but also explain the reasons for delays.  One of the reasons for delays is that we have to work 

with councils.  Only 5% of the roads are TfL roads.  The remainder are council roads.  We have to work with 

them in relation to consultation, otherwise we are challenged.  You will know that on a regular basis I am taken 

to court by Westminster [Council], for example.  We have to make sure we consult with councils.  We have to 



 

 
 

make sure also that if there are other projects taking place in the same place, we line them up.  Old Street is a 

good example in relation to trying to line up works taking place at the station with feasibility work.  The other 

reality is that we do not want all of London dug up at the same time because that leads to all sorts of traffic 

chaos.  We are trying to plan the stages but we are going as fast as we possibly can.  Any ideas to accelerate, 

Chairman, I am happy to hear. 

 

Caroline Pidgeon MBE AM:  Thank you very much indeed, Mr Mayor. 

 

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

 

2018/2147 - Carbon Offset Fund 

Leonie Cooper 

 

What specific actions is the Mayor taking to ensure that all boroughs collect the full possible amount of carbon 

offset funding, and that funds collected are spent most effectively? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for your question.  We are leading the 

charge among cities globally by putting London on a pathway to becoming carbon neutral by 2050.  Our plan 

to achieve this is ambitious and it also complies with the Paris Agreement to limit global warming to              

1.5 degrees.  As well as cleaning up our transport and energy supply, we need to make sure that new buildings, 

which will last for decades, are zero carbon.  On top of the current Zero Carbon Homes policy, my new draft 

London Plan proposes to introduce a zero carbon non-domestic buildings policy from next year to help to cut 

pollution and keep energy bills lower.   

 

My priority is for developers to maximise carbon reductions on-site.  Developments first have to make 

buildings as energy-efficient as possible, as well as using clean and renewable forms of energy.  I proposed a 

new energy efficiency target to support this.  There may inevitably be some remaining emissions that cannot 

be reduced on-site, so our policy allows for developers to make payments into offset funds.  These payments 

provide a source of funding for boroughs to support carbon saving projects, which is particularly important 

now that the majority of national funding for these activities has been cut.  Carbon offsetting is a last resort 

but for now it forms part of our plans to help make London’s new buildings zero carbon. 

 

So far, 28 boroughs, the City of London [Corporation] and the London Legacy Development Corporation 

(LLDC) have set up funds.  It has taken boroughs some time to get up to speed with this new policy area as 

they have lost energy teams as budgets have been tightened.  We are now taking forward a number of actions 

to help address this.  First, we will publish guidance for boroughs shortly on good practice in setting up offset 

funds, collecting payments and the types of projects that should be prioritised for funding.  Reducing energy 

demand in existing buildings, the majority of which will still exist in 2050, is crucial, and is the first, best and 

often most cost-effective approach to decarbonising buildings.  Secondly, City Hall will continue to have 

regular workshops and training sessions with boroughs to provide advice on carbon offset funds, and finally we 

will also be undertaking further monitoring of how funding is being spent later this year.  We will work with the 

boroughs that need more support to make sure they are collecting funds and spending them on priority 

projects.  I will publish a report on my findings in early 2019. 

 

Leonie Cooper AM:  Thank you very much, Mr Mayor.  I am obviously going to ask you a few things about 

carbon offset funds but I am also wondering whether to ask you, using the Bacon principle, whether banning 

high fat, salt and sugar adverts on the Tube is going to impede the collection of carbon offset funds because 



 

 
 

apparently it is going to impede the development of Crossrail.  We can obviously take our questions anywhere 

we wish. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  This Chairman is very lenient today, so feel free. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I have heard what you said.  Go on. 

 

Leonie Cooper AM:  So, about high fat, salt and sugar -- no, about carbon offset.  You said “shortly” 

publishing the guidance.  What does “shortly” mean? How soon are we going to see that, because I think that 

is quite valuable, and when are we going to see some progress with the other four boroughs? That has been 

outstanding for a while, that four are not collecting. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  As you know I do not criticise officials but they like to use seasons, for 

obvious reasons, rather than months.  I am going to be very bold, get in trouble with them and say next month.   

 

Leonie Cooper AM:  Right, next month. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes.  We intend to publish the new carbon offset fund as soon as we can.  

I am hoping the guidance will be done next month.  Why? Because boroughs need it.  Following the 

monitoring of offset funds later this year, we are going to consider further ways to support boroughs.  For 

reasons that we know, some boroughs do not have the expertise.  For reasons we know, there is a need for 

some help to be given to boroughs.  We hope to have the guidance ready next month, if for no other reason 

than because councils in the meantime may make decisions they regret.  The sooner we do it, the better. 

 

Leonie Cooper AM:  I look forward to hearing more on that from the Deputy Mayor for Environment and 

Energy, Shirley Rodrigues, next month then.  Any progress with those four boroughs? Supporting them, carrot 

and stick; how are we able to get all 32 boroughs on the page here? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I have seen no evidence that they are hostile to the idea of doing it.  It is 

just priorities.  They have shrinking budgets.  Over the last seven or eight years they have seen their budgets 

cut by almost half.  Planning departments have been hollowed out, energy teams do not exist, and so we have 

to slowly move them there.  London Councils have been excellent in trying to co-ordinate and help us get 

people together.  We are confident persuasion is the way forward but also that they see the benefits of making 

sure developers pay what they should be paying in relation to these carbon offset funds.   

 

Leonie Cooper AM:  As you mentioned developers and London Councils, obviously there is the concept of 

pooling of the carbon offset funds.  Has there been any progress on that? Obviously, a number of developers 

work across boroughs and, through London Councils, the councils do work together.  That could be a really 

effective way of using the money.  Obviously, it is a last resort and congratulations on all the other aspects but 

it is possibly an important source, when brought together, of additional funds. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  You raise an important point.  I am optimistic that you will see more and 

more councils working together, not simply in relation to the pooling of offset funds but in relation to areas 

around apprenticeships.  There are developments, we know, in the area you are the representative for, Nine 

Elms, which is related to two boroughs, Lambeth and Wandsworth, and there was some good working together 

there.  We need to do more of that.  For example, boroughs are more collegiate in relation to Section 106s, for 

apprenticeships they can be taken over, but also in relation to pooling their carbon offset budgets.  Often that 

is the way to go forward in relation to the big developments that we need to have in London. 



 

 
 

 

Leonie Cooper AM:  Thank you very much, Mr Mayor.  Thank you, Chairman. 

 

2018/2370 - Knife crime 

Shaun Bailey 

 

Do you plan to update your knife crime strategy? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for the question.  Every death as a result 

of violent crime is a tragedy, leaving lives destroyed and families and communities heartbroken.  The level of 

violent crime in London is unacceptably high and I am committed to tackling this.  I launched my Knife Crime 

Strategy on 27 June last year.  This was widely supported, including by Assembly Member Bailey, who 

welcomed the decision not to simply focus on police activity.   

 

I introduced tough immediate measures to address the rise in violent crime.  These include investing an extra 

£138 million in the MPS to keep police numbers as high as possible, creating and expanding a new dedicated 

Violent Crime Task Force funded by City Hall, which is solely focused on violence in the worst-affected areas, 

creating a new £45 million Young Londoners Fund to provide young people with positive alternatives to crime 

and opportunities to get into employment and training, and bringing together the police, local councils, 

charities, community groups and others to work together on a shared public health approach to tackling knife 

crime.  I am not excusing criminality but it is important to understand the causes of violent crime are extremely 

complex and involve communities, gangs, drugs, poverty and a lack of opportunities.   

 

The problem has been made much worse by the Government’s huge cuts to the MPS and youth services across 

our city, which began in 2010.  This has resulted in police numbers falling to the lowest level in 20 years and 

the decimation of the very services that address the root causes of crime.  The truth is cuts really do have 

consequences.  You have to wonder what sort of advice Special Advisers on Youth and Crime were giving to 

George Osborne [former Chancellor of the Exchequer] and the rest of the Government when many of these 

cuts were first being implemented.  It is interesting, to say the least, that those who are now protesting the 

loudest, whether in their new role as editor of the Evening Standard or as an Assembly Member, are the ones 

who the very architects of these cuts in the first place. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I have given you latitude because I hoped that Assembly Member Bailey 

would stop you but, despite what I said to Assembly Member Duvall, you really do seem to be going off-piste 

on this one. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  It appears, Chairman, that the leniency only goes one way.  

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No, no.  I gave you -- 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I would argue, Chairman, that what is sauce for the goose -- 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I gave you latitude.  I have explained why. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  If I may, Chairman, I understand why you are embarrassed by the Evening 

Standard’s editor and by Shaun Bailey.  I will stop there, Chairman. 

 



 

 
 

Shaun Bailey AM:  I can hear from your answer you are keen to blame everybody else but the point is this.  

You are effectively the Police Commissioner in London.  It is your responsibility to deal with crime.  You have 

said in the past that you have done your bit for violent crime in London.  Are you saying there is nothing more 

you can do to help push down violent crime in London? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Absolutely not.  Chairman, I think the Assembly Member was not listening.  

What I said was that we announced a Strategy and we are doing much more than was in the Strategy, for the 

simple reason that just like criminals evolve and find new ways to cause us damage, we have to evolve and find 

new ways to keep our citizens safe.  For example, after -- 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Maybe -- just answer: are you saying that there is nothing more you can do to help 

violent crime in London? Yes or no. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No, we are doing stuff all the -- Chairman, I am sorry, I am not sure.  I am 

not being heard.  We are doing stuff all the time and we will continue to do even more.  As recently as this 

week I announced further investment in the Violent Crime Task Force.  We will carry on doing more and will 

not stop. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Is that it? 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Apparently so.  No, not from me.  What I want to focus on is that I think your priorities 

have been wrong and I want to know what further steps you are going to take to address crime in London.  

You say that the police have not been funded.  You have much waste in City Hall.  Why are you not focusing 

that on doing more for the police? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  So the question is? I am sorry, Chairman -- 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  The question is: why are you not spending more of the money you already have on 

addressing crime in London? Should I give you an example of the waste we have in City Hall under your 

mayoralty? Do you want one? 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Is that a rhetorical question? 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  He says he does not understand.  I am trying to help him understand.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The question is, I think, Chairman, and please stop me if I get this wrong, 

“What more will I spend on fighting crime?” Is that the question? 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I think that pretty much summed it up. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  OK.  The context is really important.  We have invested £138 million in the 

police since I became Mayor.  That is more than the previous Mayor invested in his time as Mayor.  As I said, 

we have invested £45 million in the Young Londoners Fund.  As recently as this week, we moved 120 officers 

from the Roads and Transport Police unit to the Violent Crime Task Force.  The size of the Violent Crime Task 

Force increases from 150 officers to 270 officers to tackle the issue of violent crime, particularly knife carriers, 

in certain parts of London.  We will continue to do more work to support the police.  Later on today I am 

meeting the Commissioner [of Police of the Metropolis] to discuss what more we can and should be doing.  It 



 

 
 

is really important we support the police but also we support communities to divert people away from crime, to 

prevent people thinking it is OK to carry a knife but also to be tough on enforcement as well.   

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Do you think it is appropriate to increase the budget in City Hall by £26 million and then 

crow that you do not have enough for policing and say that is a consequence of the cuts? Let me give you an 

example.  You have increased London & Partners spending by £1.8 million.  You have increased your own 

personal relations (PR) and marking budget by £2.8 million.  You have increased the Mayor’s Office for 

Policing and Crime (MOPAC) by £10.5 million.  The culture budget has had an increase of £9 million and your 

own office expenses are up £1.8 million.  Do you think that is an appropriate use of City Hall money when so 

many Londoners feel unsafe? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Without accepting the premise of the numbers because I think there is 

some misleading taking place there, I do think we have to -- 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  How so? They are all in your budget. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I will give you an example.  The assertion from Assembly Member Bailey is 

that MOPAC’s budget is increasing in relation to core spending when in fact what MOPAC does is it applies for 

specific monies from the Government to spend on projects.  We cannot spend it on core budget.  We are 

simply spending it on services across London.  They could be projects to fund schemes to stop violence against 

women and girls.  They cannot be used for a bloated city hall budget.  They could be monies to support havens 

or refugees.  When the assertion is that MOPAC’s budget is increasing, the implication is that it is on 

bureaucracy.  No.  The amount of money spent on core services is equivalent to or less than other police and 

crime commissioners.  What we are doing is being successful in bidding for money to spend on London. 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Mr Mayor, could I interrupt? You are suggesting that MOPAC spends less than other 

police and crime commissioners around the country? Is that what you are saying? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am glad the Assembly Member asked me that question because I have 

numbers here.   

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Why do you not answer him directly? Are you saying that MOPAC is spending 

less than other commissioners? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I like to back up my assertions with figures, Chairman.  It is very important.  

There is no need for leniency.  It is just the way you answer a question, with facts.  The assertion is that 

MOPAC spends too much money on its bureaucracy.  MOPAC, compared to, for example, West Midlands, West 

Yorkshire and Merseyside, does very well in relation to percentage of core and gross budget.  I was not quite 

clear if the Assembly Member meant net budget or gross budget on MOPAC but on both figures we do pretty 

well.  To give you an idea, West Midlands spends 20% on core services versus gross budget.  Merseyside, 22%.   

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Mayor, one example will do.  Do not waste my time by going through all of that.  You can 

write to me if it is that important.  No, be quiet.  He is not wasting my time doing that. 

 

My last question I want to focus on: are you saying there is no more you can cut from City Hall’s budget to 

focus on pushing down violent crime in London? 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Firstly, Chairman, I am sorry it is the last question.  I was quite enjoying 

this exchange.  Secondly -- 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Not as much as I have, but keep going. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  -- we will do whatever we can to cut down on inefficiencies.  It is really 

important that we provide value for money.  For example, this week we have given a good example of diverting 

resources that are currently being used for the Roads and Transport Policing Unit to the Violent Crime Task 

Force. 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  That is not from City Hall’s budget; it is from the police. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am sorry that the Assembly Member does not understand.  We pay for a 

significant part of those police officers.  We pay 65% via TfL for these officers.  I am really happy, Chairman, to 

organise a tutorial for Assembly Members in relation to the way policing works, if it helps. 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  I would love one from you because you seem to know--  Chairman, that is enough from 

me because the Mayor is not being open with us this morning. 

 

Len Duvall AM:  Mr Mayor, I was not going to intervene, but after that performance - and I do not want to 

wreck any clips that the Assembly Member might be making of this exchange with you - I seem to recall that 

back in Hounslow at People’s Question Time, Assembly Member Bailey -- and I dug this up because I saw the 

question he was asking - he said to you at the time, in regards to the Knife Crime Strategy, “Credit where 

credit is due.  The Mayor did say he will do something about this and he has”.  Shock, horror.  Why do you 

think he has changed his mind? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Well, I think -- 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No.  I am waiting for when we actually hear we have a mayoral candidate, but 

I honestly do not want it to be rehearsed here. 

 

Len Duvall AM:  It could be for all sorts of reasons, Chairman. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Yes, but you are seeking -- 

 

Len Duvall AM:  Point of order, Chairman.  You interrupted Assembly Member Berry earlier on -- 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No, I do not -- 

 

Len Duvall AM:  -- in terms of her questions and leniency -- 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I do not mind that.  It is the personal -- 

 

Len Duvall AM:  -- and you have not done that with your own Members here. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No, it is the personal stuff. 

 



 

 
 

Len Duvall AM:  I am saying there could be all sorts of reasons why.  It may have nothing to do with the 

mayoral hustings at all, but the Mayor might want to come back on why Assembly Member -- 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  That is ingenuous.  Why do we not wait until we get there?  We are simply 

rehearsing it. 

 

Len Duvall AM:  It is a legitimate question, Chairman.  It is a legitimate question in terms of the contribution 

made by Assembly Member Bailey -- 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  No, it is not.  It is not your job to do that. 

 

Len Duvall AM:  -- to this important debate for Londoners.  Actually, Londoners ought to be aware -- 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Have I asked these questions before? 

 

Len Duvall AM:  -- that you can say one thing in one place and then deny it in another. 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  No.  Have I asked these questions before?  Have I pursued the Mayor about knife crime?  

Hundreds of times.  It is about waste in MOPAC and the way that we are spending money.  You should listen.  

You should listen to me. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No, I want to call a stop to this.  The function of MQT is for people to ask the 

Mayor questions which relate to their interest in London, not some kind of personal thing, “He said this”, “He 

said that”, and so on.  We want to establish matters which are important to Londoners.   

 

Len Duvall AM:  Chairman, I have another question, then.   

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Provided it is along those lines. 

 

Len Duvall AM:  Mr Mayor, sorry.  I am full of a cold and my hearing is not very good, but was it right when 

you said that the rise in crime and the cuts in the youth service were at the same time that 

Assembly Member Bailey was Special Adviser to the then Prime Minister [David Cameron] on youth and crime?  

Is that correct? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, the question I have been asked as the Mayor -- 

 

Len Duvall AM:  I think it was. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  It is really important that I answer the question, Chairman. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  I accept that that is a legitimate question, yes. 

 

Len Duvall AM:  I do not want to be political. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, it is really important that the Assembly knows that an 

Assembly Member was a Youth and Crime Adviser to the Government, which included George Osborne [former 

Chancellor of the Exchequer], the editor of the [Evening] Standard, at a time when massive cuts were being 

made to our police service and massive cuts were being made to our youth centres.  It is noteworthy, Chairman, 



 

 
 

that those who protest the loudest now were the architects of the very cuts that have led to some of the 

consequences we are seeing today.  If it is the case that Assembly Members want me to remind London of 

that, I am happy to do so. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  All right.  Thank you.   

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  It is very nice to sit here and take lectures about cuts, but were you not part of the 

Government that devastated our national finances that led to all the austerity in the first place?   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, I have been asked the question and you will, I am sure, as a fair 

Chairman, allow me to answer the question. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Very, very briefly.  This is an abuse of Question Time by all sides. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am sorry, Chairman.  You see?  Chairman, I am really sorry.  The 

impression you are giving is that you have decided who you are voting for. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No, I have not. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Let me be clear.  I have been asked a question and, before I have had a 

chance to answer, you are saying, “Answer it very quickly”. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  It required a one-word answer. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am really sorry, Chairman.  It is for me to decide how to answer the 

question, even though you may be favouring that candidate. 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Perish the thought. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Do you know?  I do resent this.  I am not favouring anybody.  My job is to 

hold the ring, but unfortunately the ring is getting very spiky at present.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, would you like me to answer the question now? 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Yes, briefly, please. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The question I was asked was: do I accept responsibility for the worldwide 

banking crash caused in 2008 when there was a Labour Government?  The assertion is that the Labour 

Government was somehow responsible for Lehman Brothers and other banks in [the United States of] America 

going under. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  No, you are turning this into a charade.  This sort of discussion should not be 

held here at MQT.  Have you boys finished? 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Have we finished?  Are you going to answer my question? 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  Bring back Boris [The Rt. Hon. Boris Johnson MP, former Mayor of London]! 

 



 

 
 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Please.  No, really, I am going to stop this.  Can we please go to the next 

question from Assembly Member Twycross? 

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Chairman, you have to allow him to come back.  Chairman, wait to complain after I have 

said what I have said. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Go on, then.  

 

Shaun Bailey AM:  Chairman, in order to help you maintain civility in the Chamber and the fact that the 

Mayor refuses to answer my question, that is enough from me. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Mr Mayor, when did you last meet with borough leaders over your public health approach 

to fighting knife crime? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  All the borough leaders together? 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Borough leaders. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, at the last Congress meeting I discussed the public health 

approach to fighting crime.  We had a very good discussion and debate with the borough leaders.  Separately 

and additionally, Deputy Mayor [for Policing and Crime] Sophie Linden regularly chairs meetings with chief 

executives and leaders from across London, including public health officials.  At the last London Crime 

Prevention Board meeting that I chaired, there were representatives from councils there. 

 

The way it works, Chairman, is London Councils nominates a number of council leaders to come along to the 

London Crime Prevention Board meeting.  The good news is all borough leaders are signed up to the public 

health approach and the good news is, if we were having this conversation a year ago or 18 months ago, 

without naming names, one or two boroughs may not think it is a problem for them and that they do not have 

a crime problem.  The good news is everyone is now working together to address the issue. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Can you provide the minutes of those Congress meetings and the dates of the meetings? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I will speak to London Councils, Chairman. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Thank you. 

 

2018/2303 - Women in Poverty 

Fiona Twycross AM 

 

Some recent reports have highlighted how austerity and government policies, such as universal credit, have 

kept women in poverty. What action are you taking to mitigate the impact of Government policy in this area in 

London? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  It is sad but unsurprising that the past eight years 

of austerity have had a particularly negative impact on women and girls.  I commend organisations such as the 

Women’s Budget Group and the Child Poverty Action Group for highlighting the gendered nature of this 

Government’s policies. 

 



 

 
 

We are taking a range of actions to address the high costs and insecure earnings that contribute to keeping too 

many Londoners in poverty.  I will set out some of the steps we are taking to help women in poverty in 

London. 

 

I am actively pushing the Government to change its welfare policies, which, as you rightly identify, have a 

disproportionate impact on women.  Through our Affordable Homes Programme and the use of my planning 

powers, we are significantly increasing the supply of genuinely affordable homes for poorer families.  The full 

benefits of this will be felt over the coming years, but it is already delivering results.  Last year London started 

2,811 homes based on social rent levels, more than the previous four years combined. 

 

Through the Early Years Hubs, we are working to make childcare more affordable and accessible for London’s 

families.  To boost the income of working families, I am promoting the London Living Wage, including through 

the Good Work Standard.  The Standard will also help address London’s low levels of maternal employment and 

its gender pay gap by encouraging employees to support women to enter the workforce and progress in their 

careers. 

 

I will continue to lobby the Government to pause and reconsider its welfare policies, which are having a 

significant negative impact on women and their families in the capital.  I have written to both the former and 

current Secretaries of State [for Work and Pensions] urging them to change course.  I have publicly called for a 

pause to the rollout of Universal Credit in my response to the Social Security Advisory Committee consultation 

on moving legacy benefit claimants onto Universal Credit, not least because of the severe risk this step poses 

to some of those most in need of support such as victims of domestic violence.  My officers are overseeing 

research into the impact of welfare reforms and the rollout of Universal Credit on Londoners. 

 

Finally, our Behind Every Great City gender equality campaign contained a specific focus on period poverty, 

which affects more than 80,000 young women and girls in London today.  Our collaboration with the Red Box 

Project has helped to collect and distribute much-needed menstrual products to local schools. 

 

Fiona Twycross AM:  Thank you.  Has the Government responded to any of your calls for it to pause the 

rollout of Universal Credit until the very serious issues have been fixed? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No.  I am afraid the response from the Government has been astonishing.  

Not only has it not seen the lessons from the pilot but it is continuing with the rollout, notwithstanding the 

real concerns that not only we have but experts who work with these groups have as well. 

 

Fiona Twycross AM:  Yes.  I find that quite concerning because we know that women are more likely to live 

in poverty than men and you highlighted that in your response to my lead-off question.  An analysis by the 

Runnymede Trust and the Women’s Budget Group has highlighted how the poorest black, Asian and minority 

ethnic (BAME) women have been the hardest hit by cuts and changes to tax benefits and services. 

 

How are you assisting BAME women in particular to reduce the harmful impact of these policies? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The point you made in your question -- it is just worth reminding ourselves 

of what you have articulated from the research.  Women suffer the most.  Of those women, BAME women 

suffer the most.  That is why it is really important to realise that the policies of the Government have a 

disproportionate impact in negative terms on the most vulnerable in London. 

 



 

 
 

There are other things we are doing as a consequence to try to help the most vulnerable in London.  The 

European Social Fund (ESF) 2014 - 2020 Adult Employment Programme is targeting employability support for 

the women and parents of BAME and disabled Londoners in particular because there is a particular issue there 

about the assistance they need.  There are in-work progression programmes that would be supporting these 

low-paid workers in these groups. 

 

There is a specific project around employability and employment support for BAME women and that is 

targeting those communities with particular levels of female economic inactivity and worklessness.  The groups 

you will know very well but, for those who are not aware, they are Londoners of Bengali origin, Pakistani 

origin, black African, Arab, other Asian, Gypsy and Irish Traveller.  These are the groups we are particularly 

targeting to try to give them the assistance they need. 

 

The final part of the equation is advice and guidance and referral to English for speakers of other languages 

provision.  Often, learning English is the ladder that some of these Londoners need to fulfil their potential and 

get them out of poverty. 

 

Fiona Twycross AM:  OK.  Thank you.  Finally, almost half of single-parent households are living in poverty, 

which is a really salutary statistic.  Analysis by the Child Poverty Action Group has also suggested that benefit 

caps or sanctions disproportionately affect lone parents, the majority of whom, as you will be aware, are 

women. 

 

How are you able to assist lone-parent families to ensure children are protected against poverty as a result of 

sanctions against their parents? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  On the bigger point, we will use some of the ESF 2014 - 2020 programme 

to target towards the lone mothers and mothers living in poverty.  As part of this outreach, we are going to try 

to find these women and assist them. 

 

Childcare is really important.  The cost of childcare is astronomical for many of these women.  That means that 

they cannot get a job.  Assisting with childcare is really important.  If we can support childcare costs and bring 

down childcare costs as well, that would be a big boon for these women. 

 

Fiona Twycross AM:  Great.  Thank you. 

 

2018/2341 - Housing and Planning 

Andrew Boff AM 

 

Are your housing and planning policies delivering for London? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for your question, 

Assembly Member Boff. 

 

The housing crisis we face is a result of decades of failure to act and particularly the failure to build the social 

rented and other genuinely affordable homes Londoners need.  I have been Mayor for just over two years now 

and I am using all the tools and levers I have.  I will briefly set out five of the ways we are delivering for 

Londoners. 

 



 

 
 

Firstly, I am proud that my building council homes for Londoners programme is the first-ever City Hall initiative 

dedicated to building more council homes.  Councils have responded with real enthusiasm and determination 

and my Deputy Mayor for Housing [and Residential Development, James Murray] has met all but a handful of 

council leaders since May [2018] to discuss their bids. 

 

Secondly, we are building a record number of new social rented and other genuinely affordable homes using 

my planning and investment powers.  At the same time, I am strengthening the focus on quality design and 

safety, which is central to my draft London Plan. 

 

Thirdly, we recently introduced a ground-breaking new funding condition for estate regeneration meaning 

landlords who want City Hall funding for significant schemes that involve the demolition of any existing homes 

must now win a ballot of residents. 

 

Fourthly, despite having no formal powers over the private-rented sector, we have worked with all London 

councils to set up a London-wide rogue landlord and agent checker.  I have also used my position to call on 

Ministers to overhaul private-sector tenancies by making them open-ended and scrapping no-fault eviction 

altogether. 

 

Fifthly, we are helping those at the sharpest end of London’s housing crisis, with the number of people seen 

sleeping rough falling last year for the first time in a decade. 

 

These measures, Chairman, form part of a wider package to help Londoners, which includes: establishing a 

£250 million Land Fund to buy and prepare sites for affordable housing, which I have used to purchase a site 

at St Ann’s Hospital in Haringey, a deal which will provide hundreds of new homes, half of which will be 

genuinely affordable; appointing 50 Mayoral Design Advocates to support excellent design in homebuilding; 

strengthening London’s housing space standards and extending these to include minimum room sizes; leading 

by example and bringing forward two TfL sites for community-led affordable housing; and spearheading a 

campaign that has raised £200,000 for charities that support rough sleepers in London. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Thank you.  In light of the Secretary of State’s [for Housing, Communities and Local 

Government] recent comments, what changes will you be making to your draft London Plan to ensure it meets 

the National Planning Policy [Framework] (NPPF)? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I have written to the Secretary of State to seek clarity on what some of his 

comments meant.  Once I have heard back from him as to clarity as to what he means, I will be able to move 

forward.  I can give you an example, if you like. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Please. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  For example, we used a methodology which was used by the previous 

Mayor to work out the need for London in relation to housing and the figure for the need was about      

66,000 homes in London.  The Secretary of State is suggesting we need more than that and so I am just asking 

him for clarity as to, when he says we need more, where he wants these homes to go and how he expects us to 

get there bearing in mind his objections to some of our affordable housing policies. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  You do recognise, do you not, that the London Plan as proposed currently does not meet 

the NPPF, including on the loss of back gardens and restrictions on land for new schools? 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No, we do not accept that, Chairman. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  You do not accept that?  Thank you.  Are you putting at risk London’s future housing 

delivery on planning policies that are unlikely to be approved? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Sorry, I am unclear, Chairman.  Do you mean during the Examination in 

Public and the Inquiry? 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  The Inquiry, but also on the basis that it diverges quite substantially from the NPPF. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No, Chairman.  The Housing Strategy we published has been approved by 

the Government and I am confident, once we have had the clarity from the Secretary of State, the draft 

London Plan will hopefully be adopted next year and become a formal London Plan. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Do you not accept that effectively your proposals in the draft London Plan do allow back 

gardens to be developed? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  At the moment, the permitted development granted by the Government 

allows gardens to be built on without the need for planning permission.  What we have sought to do is to have 

more protection in relation to garden developments that may take place.  For example, any green space has to 

be replaced and it has to go through a formal planning process.  In fact, we are giving more protection than 

the Government wants to currently do. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  That is not quite the case, is it, Mr Mayor?  At the moment you can extend into a back 

garden but there is a restriction on developing new developments in back gardens.  The effect of your plan 

surely is going to be that new developments of flats, for example, are going to be permitted in back gardens 

where they were previously restricted.  Is that not the case? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No, we are talking at cross-purposes.  The issue is whether you can build 

in a garden.  At the moment you can without the need for planning permission unless the landowner or the 

homeowner sells his garden.  It is a hypothetical debate. 

 

The issue is that at the moment it is permitted development to build on a garden and we are saying that there 

should be a formal process and there should be a replacement of any green garden built upon.  At the moment 

there is no need for replacement.  You as a homeowner who has a garden can build on most of it without the 

need to replace the green space or without the need for planning permission.  We are saying that there should 

be a need to replace any green space, plus go through permission. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  That is a misrepresentation of what goes on at the moment.  There are genuine 

restrictions on building in back gardens and those are being removed by your plan. 

 

Between April and June this year, there were only 1,097 affordable homes started.  Do you consider that figure 

acceptable? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  That is significantly more than the first quarter last year and I consider it 

very much acceptable because it is a record for a first quarter in any recent year. 

 



 

 
 

What we have with the Government is an agreement to, in the first year of the agreement, start               

12,500 genuinely affordable homes, which will have been a record since powers were devolved to the Mayor.  

We met that target and broke the record.  This year, the target is 14,000. 

 

As Assembly Members will know, quarter one does start slowly, but in this quarter one we have increased 

six-fold the starts from the first quarter last year.  That is perfectly acceptable and I am expecting there to be 

an increase in quarters two and three and particularly in quarter four, which is the nature of how planning and 

developments work. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Will you, therefore, publish, Mr Mayor, the schemes that that 1,097 figure relates to? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am happy to publish whatever the normal publishing requirements are 

and I have no problems at all in us doing more than the Government requires.  If you remember, Chairman, the 

Government requires only twice a year.  We have done more than the Government expectation.  We do it 

quarterly.  However, I have no problems with full transparency and we will do we can to make sure these details 

are made available to Members. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Is that an undertaking to publish a list of those schemes that that figure relates to?  You 

will do that? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes.  I cannot think of a reason why developers or councils would object to 

us being specific on what they are.  Subject to reasons I am not aware of, I do not see a good reason why we 

would not. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  The last time I quizzed you on this you came up with an awful lot of excuses as to why you 

were not going to do it and so I am very grateful that the pressure of the Assembly has worked upon you.  In 

the interests of transparency, we want to see that list.  Would it be routine in future that that list will be 

published? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, I need to look into the reasons in relation to why we have been 

more generous than the Government, which is the undertaking I gave, but more particularly what the reason 

would be for objecting to details being given of those developments that have been started.  Subject to no 

good reason being provided, I have no problems at all with Assembly Members being given as much 

information as possible. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Your use of the word ‘generous’ implies that it was forthcoming from your office.  Of 

course, the previous list required a freedom of information request for you to produce that list. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, let me just remind and refresh the memory of the Assembly 

Member.  The agreement we have with the Government, which was the deal for the 90,000 starts between 

2016 and 2021 and the further 26,000 from 2021 to 2022, required publication of the figure only twice a year.  

Any improvement on that is an act of generosity.  We agreed to publish four times a year, double the 

requirement from -- 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  With respect, Mr Mayor, that is not the question I asked.  It was not about the frequency 

of the statistics.  It was about whether or not you are going to publish the list of schemes that those statistics 

relate to.  As far as I am concerned - and I would like to check with the Chairman - we now have an 

undertaking by the Mayor that when we get that data once every three months, we will also get a list of 



 

 
 

schemes that that data relates to.  Is that correct, Mr Mayor?  Is that the undertaking you have given, subject 

to whatever it could be subject to?  I do not know. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  What I have said, Chairman, is that I am happy to speak to the team.  

Unless there is a good reason not to be specific as to the starts that we have started, we should be letting 

Assembly Members know which developments we have started. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Once you have spoken to the team, would you come back to the Assembly and let us 

know whether or not you will then be able to publish and the reasons if you are not able to publish? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Why do I not write to Assembly Member Boff and copy the Chairman in?  

Would that be quicker, Chairman, rather than wait for the next MQT? 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  Yes, that would be great. 

 

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

 

Andrew Boff AM:  I noted that in your starts for your first year, 2016/17, 1,000 homes have now been 

retroactively removed from the data.  Now, rather than being 8,900, it is now 7,900 starts.  Could you explain 

why that happened? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am not aware of that, Chairman, but I am happy to write to the Assembly 

Member. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  You are not aware that there was a downward revision on the starts in your first year? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  You have made quite a few claims for that first year about how it was wonderful for 

Londoners.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am not aware of the reduction that the Assembly Member refers to, but I 

am happy to look into that and write to him. 

 

Andrew Boff AM:  OK.  Thank you very much, Mr Mayor.  Thank you. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  Mr Mayor, by May 2020, of the Government’s £4.82 billion that you have been given to 

spend on housing, can you give us an idea of how much you think will be spent and how much will be 

committed by that date, please? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes.  We have already given a figure and I have not got it here, but what 

we have done is we have given a bandwidth for each year between now and 2021/22 and it comes within the 

bottom parameter and the top parameter.  There is a number for that. 

 

I am less sure if there is a number for money out of the door.  You are asking for money out of the door.  You 

would expect it to be a curve going up but what I am told is, if we can get an acceleration of homes, there 

could be a hockey-stick curve.  We do have a number, Chairman, and I am happy to provide you with those 



 

 
 

numbers that we have.  It may just be units of housing starts rather than money out of the door because of the 

way contracts are signed but we can give you a ballpark figure. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  If you could write to me, that would be fine. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  Thank you. 

 

Tom Copley AM:  Mr Mayor, is it not true that the number of people sleeping rough in London reduced by 

7% in the last year on your watch, after increasing every year and actually doubling during the term of the 

previous Mayor? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  It is.  The promise made by the previous Mayor [The Rt. Hon Boris 

Johnson MP] in 2008 was that he would end rough sleeping by the end of his first term.  His first term ended 

in 2012 and between 2008 and 2012 rough sleeping went up every year.  By 2016, the year he - thankfully - 

stopped being Mayor, it unfortunately doubled in London.  During my first year as Mayor we managed to 

plateau the increase and in my second year, as you reminded us, we have managed to reduce rough sleeping 

by 7%.  I am not complacent, but it shows progress. 

 

Tom Copley AM:  Is it not also true that on your watch London started building more social homes last year 

than the rest of the country put together? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  It is the case.  Last year the number of social rented homes begun in 

London was 2,811, more than the previous four years put together in London.  If you look at the rest of the 

country, England, the amount of social rented homes begun in the whole of England was 1,409.  We have 

almost doubled in London the amount of social rented homes begun in our city. 

 

I appreciate that [The Rt. Hon] Boris Johnson [MP, former Mayor of London] thinks I am ideologically 

obsessed by affordable homes and the current editor of the [Evening] Standard does not like affordable 

homes.  I am pleased the Labour side does. 

 

Tom Copley AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor. 

 

2018/2195 - Privately owned blocks with unsafe cladding 

Andrew Dismore AM 

 

At the Fire, Resilience and Emergency Planning Committee on 19 July 2018, we heard evidence that some 

private tower block owners are not coming forward when they suspect they have ACM cladding or similar 

because of the impact on the building's valuation if ACM cladding is present. What steps are you taking to: 

1. urge private tower owners to come forward if they suspect their cladding to be flammable? 

2. work out how many privately-owned tower blocks with flammable cladding there are in London, independent 

of self-reporting? 

3. make sure residents can find out if their home is clad in a flammable material? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I want to thank the Assembly Member for raising this issue.  I understand 

how distressing this is for residents and leaseholders currently living in tower blocks with cladding that is or 

may be unsafe. 



 

 
 

 

Frustratingly, the Government has repeatedly failed to act with urgency on this issue.  After much delay, in 

spring 2018 all local authorities were required by the Government to compile a list of tall privately-owned 

tower blocks with metal cladding in their areas.  Local authorities then contacted building owners to confirm 

that cladding type or urge them to get it tested.  Formal notices were issued against any owner who failed to 

come forward. 

 

My team has been working closely with boroughs and London Councils to support this work.  The London Fire 

Brigade (LFB) and James Murray, Deputy Mayor for Housing [and Residential Development], attend a monthly 

fire safety meeting convened by London Councils with all housing directors from all London boroughs as well 

as the Ministry for Housing, Communities and Local Government (MHCLG). 

 

Fourteen months on from [the] Grenfell [Tower fire], this belated action from the Government means the 

number of affected blocks is nearly finalised.  According to the Government, there are 60 private tower blocks 

left across England where the cladding is still unconfirmed.  Around half of these are likely to be London 

buildings. 

 

While progress has now been made in identifying at-risk private tower blocks, little has been achieved in 

actually remediating these buildings.  To help reassure residents, the LFB has established a High Rise Taskforce 

through which they have already visited 85 privately-owned tower blocks in London to advise them on interim 

fire measures to mitigate the risk to residents from fire while the cladding is being replaced. 

 

The Government did announce a national taskforce and a joint inspection team to help get dangerous cladding 

replaced, but I understand that this inspection team is still not up and running.  What is more, Ministers are still 

not fully addressing the issue of who foots the bill and, as we know, disputes over costs are causing 

unacceptable delays in replacing this cladding and leaving leaseholders facing sky-high bills. 

 

Back in February [2018], I wrote to Ministers saying that the Government should pay upfront for any necessary 

remedial works to make a building safe and they can then claim back costs from the building owner or other 

appropriate body.  That would ensure costs do not fall on individual leaseholders and that people are not left 

in limbo. 

 

It took 11 months for the Government to take concerted action on social sector blocks.  It finally agreed to 

make money available for this and the Greater London Authority (GLA) has agreed to administer up to 

£275 million of this to go to social landlords in London.  Even more so than in the social sector, the 

Government has consistently dragged its feet over helping residents in private-sector blocks and so it is 

essential we keep up the pressure. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Thank you for that comprehensive answer.  Could I give you the example of Premier 

House, Edgware, in my constituency.  You may recall me raising this building with you a couple of years ago 

when it was controversially converted from office to residential under the Government’s permitted 

development rights rules rather than proper planning permission.  Whilst the LFB said there were good fire 

protection measures internally, the LFB inspected it last June and found the tower block has aluminium 

composite material (ACM) cladding.  The LFB is now having regularly to visit the block and the building is 

subject to a simultaneous evacuation policy.  Government guidance says the cladding should be removed. 

 

Is this an example of both the problems caused by permitted development rights and the approach of private 

sector landlords? 



 

 
 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  It is a case study in the consequences of some of the Government’s 

policies.  Permitted development rights allow the owner of an office block normally to convert it to housing 

without due regard to the normal planning process, a bit like garden developments taking place under the 

Government’s policies. 

 

Also, you have just reminded us of the frustration, anxiety and fear residents are probably feeling in the 

interim.  What the Government should be doing is paying for the cladding to be replaced and then agreeing 

with the owner or somebody else how it is paid for.  In the meantime, we have these ridiculous interim 

measures, the LFB is diverted towards these residential buildings and the residents are living in fear.  It cannot 

be right. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Thank you for that.  Are you aware that Gary Strong, Global Building Standards 

Director at the Royal Institute of Chartered Surveyors, told us at the [London Assembly’s] Fire [Resilience and 

Emergency Planning] Committee that some building owners do not want to disclose that they have this really 

expensive problem?  Some are reluctant even to get their cladding tested and some did not want to tell the 

Government about it.  He said that the number of affected private buildings was about 600, far more than the 

official figure. 

 

Will you work with the LFB and boroughs to establish just how many privately-owned tower blocks with 

flammable cladding there are in London, independent of self-reporting and help residents find out if their 

homes are clad in flammable material? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am sure the LFB and ourselves are very happy to look into what you are 

suggesting.  The only thing I will just remind us of is our limited powers.  We cannot force private developers to 

give us access.  Local authorities are doing their best with the liberty of circumstances, but you make a very 

important point.  Is there full disclosure?  Is there more that we can be doing to get full disclosure?  Let me 

look into the work of the [London Assembly’s Fire, Resilience and Emergency Planning] Committee and see 

what we can do going forward. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Thank you. 

 

2018/2383 - Neighbourhood crime 

Steve O’Connell AM 

 

What is the Metropolitan Police Service doing to stem the rise in neighbourhood crime? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for your question.  Working with the 

MPS, we have introduced many new measures to address the rise in neighbourhood crime.  This includes 

keeping police numbers as high as possible by investing a record amount from City Hall; bringing together the 

MPS, local councils, charities, community groups and others to work on a public health approach to tackling 

crime; moving Dedicated Ward Officers closer to the communities they police and equipping them with the 

technology they need to get them out the office and have them spending more time on the streets; and 

funding dozens of crime reduction programmes across London through the London Crime Prevention Fund 

worth £72 million to 2020. 

 

In 2010, each ward had one Sergeant, two Police Constables and three Police Community Support Officers 

(PCSOs) working together to tackle neighbourhood crime.  Unfortunately, neighbourhood policing has been 



 

 
 

cut to the bone over the last eight years.  By 2016, most wards had just one dedicated police officer and one 

dedicated PCSO. 

 

Since I became Mayor, we have worked to ensure that there are two dedicated police officers and one 

dedicated PCSO in every London ward.  These local officers, who know the community and understand local 

issues, are there to help gather intelligence on local neighbourhood matters, detect crime and solve local 

problems.  They act as our local eyes and ears and are vital to keeping our communities safe and helping to 

improve the public’s trust and confidence in our police service. 

 

As part of my Police and Crime Plan, I have also ensured policing priorities are set at a local level, giving police 

teams the flexibility to respond to and resolve what really matters to people in their community, whether it is 

burglary, theft from cars or assault.  To help tackle the causes of crime in communities across London, I have 

also created a new £45 million Young Londoners Fund to provide young people with positive alternatives to 

crime and help Londoners get out of criminal gangs and violence. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Thank you very much, Mr Mayor, for that full response on the measures that you are 

delivering.  Sadly, they are not working, though, are they?  Serious violence, as it is well documented, is at an 

all-time high and is levelling at an unacceptable level. 

 

Let us move away from that terrible crime and let us talk about neighbourhood crimes, which is a point of the 

issue here.  The previous Mayor, for all his faults and the good things he was doing, did reduce neighbourhood 

crimes by 20%.  I would submit that neighbourhood crimes are those crimes that do affect a lot of people.  

Under your mayoralty, residential burglaries have gone up by around a third and motor vehicle crime by around 

a quarter. 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Are you going to phrase it as a question? 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Mr Mayor, the measures that you are committing are not working.  Will you reconsider 

your strategy around neighbourhood crime? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Neighbourhood crime did go down around the country from 1994 up until 

2014.  Since 2014 there has been an increase in all crime including neighbourhood crime.  The [former] Mayor 

was still the Mayor up until 2016. 

 

One of the things we have sought to do is to address some of the concerns raised by communities and 

neighbourhoods in relation to the bobby on the beat, which is why we have increased Dedicated Ward Officers 

from one to two and have made sure we still have PCSOs. 

 

Also, we have to make sure that we prevent crime happening in the first place, which is why neighbourhood 

communities are so important, whether it is a Safer Neighbourhood Team, whether it is people who are 

residents who help the police in being their eyes and ears.  All of that is part and parcel of stopping the 

increase in neighbourhood crime. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  All right, Mr Mayor.  I would submit that through your target regime with councils 

through MOPAC, the eye has been taken off the ball on neighbourhood crimes.  Will you reconsider reviewing 

that target regime and asking local officers and councils to prioritise, along with other priorities, 

neighbourhood crimes? 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, just so that I am clear before I answer, what target regimes do 

you mean? 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  This is the agreement with MOPAC that you direct councils to take certain priorities 

through crime targets.  I hope you are aware of that. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Certain priorities?  Just so I am clear, the cause, in your thesis, for the 

increase in neighbourhood crime is removing the MOPAC 7 and having priorities locally? 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Not necessarily, but continue your train of thought. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Our view, which was reinforced by Her Majesty’s Inspectors, is that having 

a rigid MOPAC 7, that is pan-London, led to perverse consequences.  Having a system where we have some 

pan-London priorities and some priorities fixed by local residents leads to a focus in different communities on 

the different priorities some local communities have.  You are right that in the recent past across London and 

the country there has still been an increase in most levels of crime and we need to try our best to reduce that. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  That is all I would ask you.  I am not championing the MOPAC 7.  They were of their 

time and had some success.  The point I am making is that, as well as serious violence, it is important that 

police look at neighbourhood crimes because neighbourhood crimes affect a large number of people.  I would 

ask for your direction when you speak to the Commissioner around that. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, I will do so.  Can I just reassure the Assembly Member about the 

previous idea he gave me at the last MQT about showing some thanks to volunteer citizens?  I took up the 

idea and wrote to all the chairs on the suggestion of Assembly Member O’Connell.  We are organising a 

reception this year.  It follows your idea about recognising good citizens who are helping us deter crime.  I am 

always in the business of listening to good ideas, particularly when they set in a collegiate, collaborative, 

nontribal way, as is often the case from [Assembly Member] Steve O’Connell. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  I am not sure how to take that, but I look forward to supporting that event, Mr Mayor. 

 

2018/2275 - London and Brexit 

Joanne McCartney AM 

 

Is London prepared for a no-deal Brexit? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Can I thank you for your question?  The 

Government finally issued the first of its technical notes on preparation for a no-deal Brexit last month.  The 

first release of 25 out of the 80-plus technical notes we have been promised by the Government confirms that 

business and the Government are already out of time to deal with the logistic challenges that no deal would 

bring. 

 

The Government’s technical notes confirm what businesses, leaders, thinktanks and experts have been warning 

for some time now: that the country is not prepared for a no-deal Brexit and that that would be very damaging 

for London and the United Kingdom (UK).  The only responsible thing for the Government to do is therefore 

immediately rule out a no-deal Brexit.  Instead, only weeks away from the decisive Brussels Summit and 

parliamentary vote on the withdrawal agreement, we have [The Rt. Hon] Liam Fox [MP, Secretary of State for 

International Trade] saying that the chance of no deal is 60%. 



 

 
 

 

The Government’s no-deal papers show the cost, disruption and complication that businesses that trade with 

the European Union (EU) would face, including massive disruption at the UK-EU border with new barriers to 

the import and export of goods and our service industries no longer free to work across Europe.  A no-deal 

Brexit will needlessly harm both London’s worldwide leading financial and business service sectors and our 

small businesses. 

 

We are currently consulting widely across London’s business community to determine what they need from the 

Government and City Hall to properly plan and prepare, and I have tasked the London Resilience Forum to look 

at the critical issues around medicine, emergency services and food to see what we can do.  This should be 

complementing the work that the Government should be doing, not a substitute for it. 

 

The bottom line is that no deal should be unthinkable, but this week the Government, captured by a hard 

Brexiteers, is incapable of proposing a viable withdrawal agreement acceptable to both Parliament and the EU.  

Unlike the Government or the hard Brexit zealots, I do have a solution that can still be implemented at this very 

late stage and that will be acceptable to the EU.  Leaving the EU’s political institutions whilst staying in the 

single market and Customs Union would preserve our economy, save jobs and resolve the biggest sticking 

point in negotiations at present: the Irish border question. 

 

Joanne McCartney AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  I know you have done research on the various scenarios of 

Brexit or no-deal Brexit, but could you just outline to us what would be the effect of a no-deal Brexit on 

Londoners’ jobs and economic prospects?  What should the Government have done to date to support our 

businesses? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Just to clarify, I have not undertaken the research.  What we did was we 

instructed independent experts to go away and do research on the various scenarios that the Government was 

looking into in relation to the EU.  The worst scenario of all the scenarios that they looked into was the 

scenario that the Government is now embarking upon, which is a scenario where there is no deal.  The 

independent impact assessments we commissioned show that London’s economic output could be around 2% 

lower than it would be if Britain were to remain within the single market and Customs Union.  There would be 

potentially 500,000 fewer jobs nationally with 87,000 fewer jobs in London and nearly £50 billion less 

investment UK-wide.  This would lead to a decade of lower growth, which would in turn lead to various cuts in 

public services from the NHS to policing and other areas as well. 

 

What the Government should be doing is negotiating with the EU in the national interest rather than its own 

party interest and realise what is good for our country.  How can we leave the EU as the Government intends 

to do but make sure it does not lead to fewer jobs, less growth and less prosperity?  The problem is that the 

Government is embarking on a no-deal or extreme hard-deal or bad-deal scenario, which is going to be really 

bad for London and the rest of the country as well. 

 

Joanne McCartney AM:  Mr Mayor, I know you have championed the rights of EU citizens in London.  Do 

you have any latest assessment as to what a no-deal Brexit would mean for our many EU citizens living here as 

Londoners? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I know you know this, but we are talking about our neighbours, our 

friends, members of our family and the people we work with.  They are Londoners.  Many work in this building.  

We have one million across our city who are Londoners and who are originally from the EU. 

 



 

 
 

As recently as two weeks ago, the leader of the European Research Group (ERG), [The Hon] Jacob Rees-Mogg 

[MP], said publicly that as far as he is concerned, after exit from the EU, EU citizens should have the same 

rights as non-EU citizens from other parts of the world and should not receive preferential treatment.  You 

imagine if you were one of these one million Londoners and how you would take what                                 

[The Hon] Jacob Rees-Mogg [MP] was saying.  We know the influence he has in [The Rt. Hon] Theresa May’s 

[Prime Minister] negotiating team.  I am quite clear: they are Londoners, they should feel welcome here and 

they should know that their future is here as well. 

 

The bad news is, by the way, from speaking to industry leaders and those on construction sites, we have 

already seen examples of people not returning to London after summer holidays in their countries of origin, 

people thinking about going back to their countries of origin and also people not arriving who would 

previously be here.  We have record numbers of vacancies in the NHS.  We have real issues in relation to 

construction.  I am really concerned about the consequences of a bad deal or no deal on Londoners who are 

EU citizens. 

 

Joanne McCartney AM:  Thank you. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Thank you, Chairman.  Mr Mayor, have you spoken to the supermarket industry about 

Brexit Secretary [The Rt. Hon] Dominic Raab’s [MP] suggestion that the stockpiling of food in a no-deal 

scenario would be their responsibility? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  The Deputy Mayor for Fire and Resilience is chairing the London 

Resilience Forum and they are speaking to a whole host of people.  I challenge anybody who voted to leave 

the EU if they were told that us leaving the EU under the terms the Government is negotiating would lead to 

them having to stockpile medicines and foods and the possibility of civil unrest.  Also, when you listen to 

retailers and those who understand the business, they say it is ridiculous the idea of stockpiling fresh produce 

and other issues as well.  The worry is that those in charge of our negotiations appear not to know what they 

are talking about. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Thank you for that.  Are you aware that the Food and Drink Federation has said, “If 

there were to be no deal, there will be many, many months of disruption”?  Imports from the EU provide 31% 

of the country’s food and more than 50,000 tonnes of food pass through British ports from the EU every single 

day.  The British Retail Consortium says: 

 

“Stockpiling of food is not a practical response to no deal on Brexit.  Retailers do not have the facilities 

to house stockpiled goods and, in the case of fresh produce, it is simply not possible to do so.  Our food 

supply chains are extremely fragile.” 

 

According to the Food Storage and Distribution Federation, if there were big border hold-ups, after three days 

there would be gaps on the shelves in fairly short order. Of the 385 refrigerated warehouses capacity around 

the country, more than 90% is in constant use and the margins, therefore, are extremely tight. 

 

What contingency planning for resilience of food stocks do you think is needed? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you for reminding us what the experts say.  There are some in the 

Government who do not like listening to experts.  I do. 

 



 

 
 

One of the pieces of work that the Deputy Mayor for Fire and Resilience is doing is looking at what the needs 

of London are in relation to medicine and other essential issues as well.  You will be aware of the amount of 

food that comes into our country from Felixstowe.  If it is the case that there are border checks, border 

controls and roadblocks on the other side of the Channel, it could lead to all sorts of problems on this side of 

the Channel with our trucks going to the other side of the Channel, particularly fresh produce. 

 

You will also have seen, by the way, some examples in the media of farmers not growing certain crops for next 

year because they are worried about whether they will have sufficient staff to pick the crops next year or 

whether it will just be wasted. 

 

We are already seeing some of the consequences of the Government’s shambolic handling of negotiations with 

the EU.  Again, most people who voted to leave the EU did not expect the Government to be so incompetent 

when it came to negotiating with the EU. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Are you aware that at the [London Assembly’s] Police and Crime Committee last week 

we heard from the Commissioner [of Police of the Metropolis] that the MPS is planning for potential public 

disorder due to crashing out of the EU, including possible riots over food shortages?  Is it not a very serious 

situation when we have the MPS planning for public disorder because of the risk there will be a shortage of 

food, something this country has not seen since rationing and the World Wars’ unrestricted submarine warfare? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  There are two big concerns raised by the police in relation to the bad deal 

being negotiated by the Government or no deal.  What is the co-operation we have with our partners in 

Europe?  You will be aware from when you were a parliamentarian of the close deal we have with our European 

friends on the European Arrest Warrant, the access to data, issues in relation to people wanted by our 

colleagues in Europe and our ability to bring people back from Europe who are wanted here.  You will recall in 

2005 that the man alleged to have committed the second [London terrorist] attack in July fled our country, 

went to Europe and was extradited back very speedily.  There is that level of disruption caused by us leaving 

the EU without a bilateral agreement or something sufficient in place, which the police are really worried 

about. 

 

The second issue is the civil unrest.  They have to plan for it.  You can imagine that the very people today who 

are laughing will be criticising the police for lack of planning in relation to any civil unrest.  The police are 

being prudent and planning for the possibility of civil unrest.  You just imagine if big parts of the motorway 

near Dover or Folkstone are carparks because of the backlog caused by the borders and what could happen 

over the course of a number of hours or days without basic toilet facilities and other issues as well.  It is right 

and proper for the councils there to be planning and for the police to be properly planning. 

 

What I am hoping is that the Government realises that there is a consequence of a bad deal with the EU or no 

deal. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  It is fair to try to right some of the comments that Andrew Dismore [AM] made.  The 

Commissioner [of Police of the Metropolis] did respond that preparation would have to be made for the 

potential of no deal and for the fact that there may be some food shortages, etc, but there was language used 

by Andrew Dismore [AM] that did not fairly encapsulate the response. 

 

Mr Mayor, in the premise that if there is a second referendum vote, which I dearly hope there will not be, we 

have heard from certain speakers that indeed, mild-mannered though British people are, there may be some 

unrest there, potentially.  Do you think the MPS should also plan for that? 



 

 
 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  You are right to remind us about the importance of understanding the 

consequences of what we are doing and to go into things with an open mind.  I know, for example, some 

colleagues are worried that people who voted to leave the EU and were then told that there is going to be 

another public vote may think, “Hold on a second.  That cannot be fair”. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Exactly. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I know that colleagues particularly outside London have raised the issue of 

civil unrest.  It is proper and prudent for those campaigning for a people’s vote, call it what you like, just have 

an open mind to this. 

 

My criticism in relation to the Government’s attitude towards a bad or no deal is that they are closing their 

eyes to the possibility of the consequences of their strategy.  All I would say is that all of us should understand 

the consequences of what we are campaigning for. 

 

Steve O’Connell AM:  Indeed.  My comment is that sometimes the irresponsible language that I just heard, 

unusually, from Andrew Dismore [AM] does not particularly help the situation, Mr Mayor.  Thank you. 

 

2018/2276 - Public health commissioning at scale 

Dr Onkar Sahota AM 

 

I recognise that as Mayor you have no statutory duty to commission health services but you can strongly 

influence the commissioning of health services through the London Health Board and the Health Inequalities 

Strategy.  What steps are you taking towards pan-London commissioning of important public health services 

like TB prevention and case finding, sexual health services, smoking cessation and education campaigns? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Public health services focus on keeping people 

healthy, managing addiction and getting people timely support.  These services are not only vital to the quality 

of life and health of Londoners but the future sustainability of the health and care system. 

 

As you mentioned in your question, I do not have the power to directly commission or provide health or care 

services.  This is the duty of both the NHS and local authorities, but I do ensure that we provide pan-London 

public health support wherever we can and where there is local support for us to do so.  For example, with your 

support, I recently launched my Health Inequalities Strategy, which includes ambitious measures to create a 

healthier, fairer city where nobody’s health suffers because of who they are or where they live. 

 

This Strategy includes measures to tackle a number of problems you raise in your question.  For example, we 

have a Healthy Schools Programme, which helps children learn about their health, and we have Thrive London, 

which is helping to tackle the stigma people still face around mental health.  The London Health Board also 

provides leadership and strategic direction to health and care in London.  Through this, we are focusing on 

child obesity, mental health and NHS estates and transformation. 

 

Wherever I can, I use my position as Mayor to push for better public health services for Londoners, whether it 

is writing to the Director of Sexual Health for London about the concerns raised by the [London Assembly’s] 

Health Committee regarding access to sexual health services or whether it is calling on partners to work to 

ensure that progress in tuberculosis (TB) control is maintained.  I will continue to act and use all the powers at 



 

 
 

my disposal to add value to local action as well as leading on addressing the wider factors that contribute to 

major health inequalities across our city. 

 

Dr Onkar Sahota AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor, for that response.  Of course, public health is an area where we 

are getting a huge amount of cuts.  In the five years from 2015 to 2020, London will lose £110 million.  That is 

almost 3.6% every year.  Therefore, the need for the boroughs to work effectively is very important.  Also, the 

impact of those cuts is different for different parts of London. 

 

Are you setting up a system through the London Health Board so that the boroughs can work collaboratively in 

commissioning for London-wide issues? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes, it is really important.  The London Health Board is the oversight 

group.  The good news is that we have representatives from London Councils and council leaders who come to 

the London Health Board and one of the things we are looking into is to increase the representation of 

councils on the Health Board for some of the reasons you alluded to.  It is not just public health but also social 

care and the need to integrate those systems. 

 

What the councils are facing is cuts in their budgets.  They are facing a situation where there may be no 

ringfencing of public health budgets.  By removing some of those silos, we can maybe work together to make 

that money go even further than it does. 

 

Dr Onkar Sahota AM:  You have pre-empted my next question, Mr Mayor.  Let us say that the social 

prescribing strategy is a very important part of the Health Inequalities Strategy.  How will you ensure that the 

London Health Board ensures that clinical and social services have an open-door policy and that patients are 

able to travel seamlessly between the public and community services? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  You will be aware as a practising clinician that one of the worst things we 

could do is to suggest to you social prescribing and then you send a patient somewhere and it is not a good 

service or an inappropriate service or it does not exist.  We have to make sure we do the due diligence required 

and an audit of what is available.  We are going to support those services in the community and the voluntary 

sector.  The Church of England is very useful and other faith communities are very important. 

 

Tower Hamlets is a good example.  They have led the way here.  We are speaking to [Sir] Sam Everington 

[OBE, Chair, Tower Hamlets Clinical Commissioning Group] and others involved in Tower Hamlets. 

 

Also, we have to make sure we use Public Health England to commission services that would build the capacity 

in relation to some of these services and then give general practitioners (GPs) the confidence to have social 

prescription.  The evidence we have is that it is effective, it saves the NHS money and also it can be one way to 

address the financial crisis that currently exists for a number of public services. 

 

Dr Onkar Sahota AM:  Great.  Thank you, Mr Mayor. 

 

2018/2432 - Bus Safety (1) 

Tony Devenish AM 

 

Do you agree with the Transport for London (TfL) Board Member who was quoted, in an article in the Financial 

Times, that TfL has ‘“two safety cultures”: a diligent one for rail and a complacent one for buses’? 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you for your question.  I do not agree that TfL has two safety 

cultures.  Safety is at the heart of everything that TfL does.  The ambitious Vision Zero targets set out how 

determined we are to eradicate deaths and serious injuries on our roads.  As the Transport Strategy sets out, 

we want zero deaths and serious injuries and London roads by 2041.  As part of this, we are working with TfL 

to eliminate deaths in or by London buses by 2030 and to reduce deaths and serious injuries in or by buses by 

70% by 2022. 

 

These targets are challenging but achievable, including through the delivery of TfL’s Bus Safety Programme.  

This includes a range of initiatives from innovative safety training for all bus drivers to the development of my 

industry-leading Bus Safety Standard, which will introduce new design features to all vehicles entering the 

London fleet from next year. 

 

Achieving Vision Zero will require a significant cultural shift for all of us in London.  We need to evolve the way 

we approach reducing road danger and responding to road trauma.  We must embed the belief that it is 

absolutely unacceptable for people to be killed and seriously injured on our roads.  We are not there yet and it 

will not be achieved overnight, but I know that the TfL leadership team shares my conviction and my Vision 

Zero action plan shows how TfL and other organisations in London are starting to create this cultural shift. 

 

TfL applies fundamental safety principles across everything it does, led by the Safety, Sustainability and 

Human Resources Panel.  While the highly regulated rail industry requires TfL to have a formal safety 

management system in place, TfL is applying similar systems to manage safety on buses.  Indicators have been 

developed for TfL’s buses and rail operations to understand and strengthen safety performance and to share 

lessons with others. 

 

We know there is much more to be done and there must be no complacency.  The second annual Bus Safety 

Summit will be held in October [2018].  We will be launching the first phase of our Bus Safety Standard and 

the future roadmap for bus vehicle safety in London.  Continually engaging with staff, suppliers and 

contractors to TfL will help ensure there is a good safety culture through all of TfL’s operations. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  If there is such a good safety culture, why did one of your Board 

members go to The Financial Times, a very reputable journal, and make these comments? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am not sure.  It is not sourced.  Unless we know who the person is and 

the concerns they have, I cannot really answer. 

 

What I do know is the TfL Board takes it very seriously and also the Committee does as well.  What I would say 

through you to any Board Member who is concerned is that I am surprised if they do not feel confident to raise 

any concerns they have had.  The good news is we have a Board at TfL that holds the executive to account and 

makes sure that safety is a top priority for not just TfL but all those in the private sector who contract with TfL 

as well. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  You chair these Board meetings, Mr Mayor.  Do you feel there is an open atmosphere in 

your TfL Board meetings and people can raise these very important concerns in those meetings? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Absolutely.  We livestream all the TfL Board meetings and the public can 

attend those meetings as well.  I am sure you will assiduously watch the future TfL Board meetings to make 

sure that that culture exists. 

 



 

 
 

Tony Devenish AM:  When you got this media article, did you go back and review what you were doing 

personally or through at least your Deputy Mayor [for Transport]?  I cannot believe a Member of your Board 

would just make a silly allegation.  This is clearly a serious point that this person is making and they are trying 

to get this into the public debate.  Have you and/or your Deputy Mayor [for Transport] reviewed your safety 

concerns on buses after The Financial Times article? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Not specifically as a consequence of the newspaper article, but we always 

are looking at how we can make our public transport safe and reliable.  It is one of the things we do all the 

time, since I became Mayor anyway. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  Do you accept the main premise that there are two safety cultures, one within the Tube 

network and one within the buses, and that the former is good and the latter is not? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No, I do not accept that. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  In terms of your Vision Zero target, this again is one of your targets where you do not 

actually reach where we all want to be until 2041, when I am sure even you do not think you will be here.  Do 

you feel you can pull some of these targets forward?  Where do you think you will be in terms of meeting 

safety targets by the end of your first term in May 2020? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  It is worth just reminding colleagues, in case any have forgotten, that 

strategies are designed to be long-term.  The previous Mayor had 25-year strategies as well.  What we have 

sought to do is to have implementation plans between now and 25 years and so it is right and proper to have 

long-term plans and a whole host of policies from housing to transport, from the environment to culture.  At 

the same time, we have the implementation plans. 

 

In answer to your question, for example, we have a target by 2022 in relation to reducing deaths and serious 

injuries in or by buses by 70%.  I can assure you that I will still be the Mayor then and so you can hold me to 

account if you are still an Assembly Member in 2020 on whether we have met that target. 

 

It is right and proper that we have a long-term plan and at the same time we have an implementation plan, but 

I am determined to improve our safety record on public transport.  It is not good enough.  It cannot be right 

that in some parts of public transport the figure is going up rather than down, but also the level of progress I 

am impatient with.  We have to accelerate progress in relation to safety on public transport. 

 

I will give you one example that you will be well-versed in wearing your other hat as a Councillor in 

Westminster.  One of the advantages of pedestrianising Oxford Street is that it will make it much safer in 

relation to accidents caused by buses on pedestrians and by pedestrians on buses as well.  It will also make it 

safer, by the way, in relation to mitigating the impact of hostile vehicles.  It is just one example where we need 

to work with councils and I am frustrated by councils who want to put in roadblocks in relation to measures 

that could lead to more safety. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  Thank you.  I will leave it there. 

 

2018/2129 - Skills for the Future 

Jennette Arnold OBE AM 

 



 

 
 

While this summer’s GCSE and A-Level results demonstrated the exceptional talent of young Londoners, what 

action is the Mayor taking to ensure that London’s young people leave education with skills that will suit the 

future economy and are desired by employers? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for your question.  I am incredibly proud 

of the achievements young Londoners continue to make in their GCSE and A-levels this year despite some 

major Government changes to grading and tougher exams.  London has some of the UK’s most dynamic 

high-achieving schools and low-income students in London fare better than anywhere else, yet too many 

young people leave school without basic skills. 

 

This afternoon I am meeting Amanda Spielman, Chief Inspector of [Education, Children’s Services and] 

Schools, to discuss how we can work together with the Office for Standards in Education, Children’s Services 

and Skills (Ofsted) to address some of the challenges our young people in London face around education, 

serious youth violence, and children and young people’s mental health and wellbeing. 

 

We are engaging more young people, in particular those from disadvantaged backgrounds and girls, in science, 

technology, engineering and mathematics subjects and careers from an early age through my London Scientist 

Award and RE:CODE London programmes.  This summer, we funded the expansion of the London Enterprise 

Adviser Network to offer every secondary school and college the opportunity to be matched with a senior 

volunteer from business by August 2020.  Schools and colleges will be better connected to the world of work 

and know the skills that employers need. 

 

My new £45 million Young Londoners Fund will help children and young people to fulfil their potential, 

particularly those at risk of getting caught up in crime.  It will include community-led projects offered outside 

of school with a focus on skills development and experience in the world of work. 

 

Jennette Arnold OBE AM (Deputy Chair):  Thank you for that full account.  Just a question about this 

meeting this afternoon.  I would welcome information about that meeting.  Will that be minuted?  Will you be 

able to share any outcomes or discussions that will take place? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, through you, of course I am more than happy to let colleagues 

know what happened with the meeting. 

 

Jennette Arnold OBE AM (Deputy Chair):  That will be very useful.  There is the business community, 

which is a key partner for you in all of this.  A 2016 Confederation of British Industry survey, which was 

referenced in your Skills Strategy, found that 42% of London’s firms were not confident of being able to 

access the right number of higher-skilled staff over the next five years.  Also, 46% of firms said they currently 

lack people with the necessary higher-level skills and 33% cited a lack of digital skills in their workforce.  This is 

on this side of Brexit. 

 

Do you think you have enough of a sense of urgency about the concerns of business and about the fact that, 

although we have marvellous young people, there is a mismatch in terms of the certificates they are leaving 

school with and the requirements for the world of work? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes.  What you are hearing is exactly what I have been hearing for the last 

two years.  Put aside Brexit.  Too many young Londoners are not having access to the brilliant jobs our city 

creates.  That cannot be right. 

 



 

 
 

I will give you one example.  I was a recently at a Mayor’s Fund [for London] event in a building and we took 

along young children with us who could see these fantastic office blocks with the great jobs, but it could be a 

different world to them.  They have no aspiration or ambition or hope of having the jobs there. 

 

There are two big problems.  One is that the employers say, “When we get people applying for the jobs, they 

are not match fit.  They do not have the skills they need to do the jobs”.  We have the young people saying, 

“We have no way of accessing the careers advice to know the best course to do to get the best jobs”. 

 

What we are trying to do is to make sure employers are involved in the design stage of the courses when we 

have devolved to us further education from next year so that you as an employer will be able to say to the 

course provider, “Listen,  this is what we need”, and you can make sure the curriculum suits your needs, with 

more vocational courses as well.  Also, we are making sure that schools have access now to careers advice from 

employers and so that you as an employer can say to a young person, “Maybe what you are considering is not 

the best way for you to get a job in London”. 

 

The final part that you refer to is really important.  It is the issue of information technology and tech.  One of 

things we are keen to do is make sure that we use Skills for Londoners to skill up Londoners to have in the 

future the highly-skilled tech jobs.  The particular issue I know you are passionate about is BAME Londoners 

and young women and girls not having access to coding, which is the job of the future.  We are targeting girls 

and BAME children to make sure they have access to these skills for the future. 

 

Jennette Arnold OBE AM (Deputy Chair):  Great.  Of course, the Assembly will be scrutinising the actions 

following the transfer of the skills budget to you. 

 

I will just finish by briefly just saying to you: coming your way is a copy of the report that was published by the 

[London Assembly’s] Education Panel on London’s young people with special educational needs and 

disabilities (SEND).  Are you as shocked as I am to find out that 14% of young Londoners are now within this 

group and that there seems to be an absence of acknowledgement that these young people also have skills 

needs and also need to be part of the world of work in whatever way possible? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I have not read your report yet of course, but the number of young people 

with SEND is higher in London than in other parts of the country and it is increasing in London as well.  We 

have to help this important part of our community to have their potential fulfilled.  Some of it is microtargeted 

assistance to this community.  It could be bespoke training.  It could be mentoring.  It could be paid 

internships.  Some of it is making sure that the services we provide recognise the different challenges they 

have. 

 

The good news is that the London councils understand the importance of this and, at the meeting I had with 

the previous Secretary of State for Education [The Rt. Hon Justine Greening MP], we lobbied her about this 

issue.  Also, one of the things that I need to do once we have had the devolution to us is to have a proper 

review undertaken of the needs of this cohort in relation to further education. 

 

Jennette Arnold OBE AM (Deputy Chair):  I hope you will read our report shortly and that you will accept 

all our recommendations. 

 

Tony Devenish AM:  Mr Mayor, you have top-sliced £3 million from this vital budget.  If you are going to 

top-slice that, can I make a plea that you look at using some of that money embedded with London councils 

and the boroughs and do not just create a huge bureaucracy in this building, please? 



 

 
 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Can I say, Chairman?  The Assembly Member asked a question in relation 

to top-slicing the budget.  The way it works is the central Government devolves, to various parts of the 

country, budgets, and I suspect he would be the first person to criticise us if there was not due diligence, if 

there was no accountability and if there was not a proper process in place on the allocation of these monies, 

but also making sure that the issues raised by Assembly Member Arnold are addressed.  On the one hand we 

would be criticised for not doing proper scrutiny.  On the other hand, we would be criticised for devolution 

from the Government of the adult education budget to us.  I am keen to make sure that rather than any money 

coming from providers, it comes from the bureaucracy currently used at the Department for Education. 

 

2018/2260 - Affordable housing targets, and mixed and balanced communities 

Nicky Gavron AM 

 

Do you believe affordable housing targets are an essential part of achieving mixed communities? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for your question.  Yes, social rented 

and other genuinely affordable housing is central to mixed communities.  Having grown up in a council home, I 

understand the vital role that social housing plays for Londoners.  It forms the foundations of our mixed city 

and it is now more important than ever.  Creating mixed and inclusive communities is central to our vision to 

create a city for all Londoners and is embedded in our Affordable Homes Programme and in our planning 

policies, both of which are already delivering thousands of more social-rented and other genuinely affordable 

homes for Londoners.  Other policies in my draft Plan will ensure that more of these affordable homes are 

delivered onsite and are better integrated into the community through tenure-blind developments. 

 

Creating mixed communities in the midst of a housing crisis with market prices that have soared is not easy but 

it can be done.  My Deputy Mayor for Housing [and Residential Development] James Murray and I both 

recently visited Marklake Court in Southwark, where new council homes have been developed hand-in-hand 

with the local community in one of London’s most expensive postcodes.  These council homes will help ensure 

Londoners are not driven out of the city but can stay in the communities in which they grew up.  I want to help 

councils like Southwark do even more, which is why we have launched City Hall’s first ever programme 

dedicated to building new council housing. 

 

Nicky Gavron AM:  Thank you for that response.  You have already alluded to the column that                 

[The Rt. Hon] Boris Johnson [MP, former Mayor of London] wrote in The [Daily] Telegraph recently where he 

trashed affordable housing quotas or targets.  This question, though, is focusing on mixed and balanced 

communities, but in that context your predecessor decided in his 2011 replacement London Plan that there 

should be no policy - he just dropped it - no policy to introduce social-rented homes in areas where there were 

dense concentrations of market housing.  He also decided to introduce a new policy that there should be no 

social housing in areas where there already existed social housing.  That was despite the Government Inspector 

ruling that he should delete that policy. 

 

My question, coming to that, is: what has been the legacy of that 2011 policy for London and what did it mean 

for you on assuming office? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  There are the policies that you refer to, but also the Government’s welfare 

benefit policies.  Taken together, they have started to see some communities changing rapidly.  What we have 

not got to, thankfully, yet is a hollowing-out of London.  Thankfully, it is possible to have a situation where 

there are still mixed communities in London.  I love Paris, but one of the things that concerns many of us who 



 

 
 

know Paris well is how in Paris you have those who are relatively well-off living in the centre of Paris and those 

who are less well-off living in the doughnut in outer Paris.  I would never want to reach that situation in 

London, which would happen if there was a continued period of [The Rt. Hon] Boris Johnson’s [MP, former 

Mayor of London] policies and the policies of his Government over a number of years.  The consequence of the 

bedroom tax, the consequence of Universal Credit and the consequence of the planning policies you referred 

to is certain parts of our community having one type of housing, whether it is social housing or whether it is 

market-value housing.  One of the joys of London, as I knew growing up in London, is the social mix we have, 

living cheek-by-jowl, somebody who is the son of a bus driver with somebody who is the son or daughter of a 

doctor or a lecturer.  That is one of the joys of London and I never want to lose that. 

 

Nicky Gavron AM:  OK.  It is not generally known that Ken Livingstone’s [former Mayor of London] 50% 

target for affordable housing in all new developments was aspirational until 2008, when it was introduced as a 

firm target in the 2008 London Plan.  In 2011 [The Rt. Hon] Boris Johnson [MP, former Mayor of London] 

dropped that target and abolished that and the developers sitting at the examination in public (EiP) all 

opposed the dropping of it and argued that it would actually hamper them and give them less clarity in 

negotiating land values.  They saw the value of that target. 

 

You have introduced a longer-term 50% target, which is very welcome, and a 35% threshold for developers.  

Can you tell us how developers are finding that 35% target? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  That is a really important question.  Firstly, developers love the clarity.  

Secondly, it is telegraphing to landowners the expectations there will be in relation to land they are trying to 

sell in relation to affordable housing, which means they have to be sensible when it comes to how much they 

are selling land for. 

 

The policy at the moment is just SPGs and a draft London Plan.  Hopefully, it will be adopted next year, 

particularly in the context of the uncertainty around Brexit and the concerns people have in relation to the 

market value of luxury properties.  It is an opportunity for us to get more genuinely affordable homes in 

London.  I am optimistic that a combination of our policies in planning terms and also, hopefully, the 

Government seeing sense and realising the need to invest in London’s affordable housing will lead to a change.  

We need to reduce the value of land in London.  Having a London Plan that supports genuinely affordable 

homes will lead to land values coming down and developers actually saying, “You know what?  It is viable to 

build more generally affordable homes”.  That is another reason why we are having viability experts to assist 

councils when it comes to viability assessments. 

 

Nicky Gavron AM:  Good.  Thank you. 

 

 

2018/2449 - Small businesses in railway arches 

Caroline Russell AM 

 

What representations have you made to Government ministers urging them to intervene in plans by Network 

Rail to sell off its railway arches? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for your question, Caroline.  From 

microbreweries and cafés to vehicle repair and metalwork, the arches owned by Network Rail provide an ideal 

environment for a wide range of businesses.  They also play a key role in London’s night-time and cultural 

economy, hosting a significant number of artist studios, grassroots music venues, clubs and theatres.  These 



 

 
 

venues are ideally suited to railway arches.  They are seedbeds of innovation and future talent and are 

important for London’s position as a global cultural capital.  Given the loss of small cultural venues across the 

capital over the last decade, I want to ensure we do not lose more vital venues located in Network Rail’s 

arches. 

 

Network Rail’s decision to take the sale forward as a single transaction was concerning because it did not 

reflect the needs of tenants or the local economies and circumstances.  This approach introduced a real danger 

that the new owners could force out smaller, lower-value businesses from the communities that they serve. 

 

Following the announcement this week that Network Rail has agreed to sell, I have written to Jo Johnson MP, 

Transport Minister and Minister for London, to express my concern about the approach taken to the sale and 

to seek clarity on the terms of the transaction, particularly around the obligations that should be imposed on 

the new owners in respect of their tenants.  I also emphasised the importance of these arches to the fabric of 

our city and called on him to ensure that obligations are imposed on the new owner to address the impact on 

small businesses, culture infrastructure and local communities. 

 

It is encouraging that Telereal [Trillium] and Blackstone will be signing up to a tenants’ charter, but tenants will 

remain concerned about the sale and the effect it could have on their livelihoods.  It is vital that the new 

owners consider addressing the impacts on small businesses and local communities.  I would also expect them 

to adopt a more open and transparent approach to rent reviews and lease renewals. 

 

Caroline Russell AM:  Thank you and I am very glad to hear that you have written to Jo Johnson [MP].  It is 

a shame we were not able to get an intervention before this big sale went off.  There are 2,700 of these arches 

in London.  That is almost half of Network Rail’s arches. 

 

The campaign group Guardians of the Arches fears that they will be priced out or forced out of these premises 

once the sale of the arches is complete, as you alluded to.  Many of the microbusinesses using these spaces 

have already experienced rent rises over 100%.  The highest recorded was 345%.  You have said previously 

that affordable workspace for businesses is important and I was glad to hear you recognise that these 

microbusinesses are very different to small and medium enterprises. 

 

Do you have a definition for what makes an affordable rent for microbusiness workspace? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Not to hand I do not, Chairman. 

 

Caroline Russell AM:  The Guardians of the Arches are asking that rents should not be more than 80% of an 

equivalent conventional commercial space.  They are worried that the new owners’ tenants’ charter that you 

mentioned does not give any guarantees about rent.  Will you include their 80% rent definition in your final 

Economic Development Strategy to protect these diverse microbusinesses that are using these marginal 

workspaces? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  What I am happy to do, Chairman, is to ask the Assembly Member to make 

representations to me in relation to what she would like to see in the Economic Strategy and of course I will 

always listen to representations made from Assembly Members. 

 

Caroline Russell AM:  Thank you.  I will definitely do that.  You alluded to the way that these railway arch 

businesses are like an engine for a thriving local economy and they include this complete range of creative, 

messy, light-industrial types of businesses.  In their letter to the Minister for Transport [Jo Johnson MP], the 



 

 
 

campaigners have asked for a healthy mix of use classes and no discrimination against the types of usage to 

protect the strategic role of railway arches within the local economy.  Will you provide these use class 

protections in the London Plan? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Chairman, again, I am happy to receive representations from Assembly 

Members but, in general terms, I support that sort of ecosystem.  The creativity it leads to is really exciting.  

You used the word ‘messy’.  It is, as it should be.  That is the sort of creative hub there is in these parts of our 

city.  Again, please, Chairman, through you, feel free to make representations to me through the normal 

channels. 

 

Caroline Russell AM:  I will.  Will you or your Deputy Mayor for Business [Rajesh Agrawal] meet with the 

Guardians for the Arches? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am always happy to make promises on behalf of my Deputy Mayors to 

meet groups that are -- 

 

Caroline Russell AM:  Fantastic.  Thank you very much.  I will stop there. 

 

2018/2189 - Probation Services 

Unmesh Desai AM 

 

What impact will the early termination of failed community rehabilitation companies’ contracts have in 

London? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Whilst I welcome the decision of the Justice Secretary, simply terminating 

the probation contracts two years early will not solve the problems of the Government’s making.  This was a 

reckless experiment which failed to reduce offending and protect the public.  I have consistently warned over a 

number of years that the Government’s drive towards privatisation was reckless.  It gives me no pleasure to say, 

“I told you so”.  The Government’s policies have now proved to be a costly failure which has put Londoners at 

risk. 

 

It is now clear that the London Community Rehabilitation Company should be returned to public ownership 

and put back with the National Probation Service as a single publicly-run organisation.  Ministers have said 

that the two organisations will all come back together in Wales, but I am disappointed a similar approach has 

not been applied in London. 

 

At the moment, 24% of all offenders reoffend within one year of their sentence, causing misery to the victims 

and costing London’s criminal justice system around £2.2 billion a year.  The reoffending rate of adult 

offenders in London is 27%.  Amongst the most prolific offenders, almost one-third have committed acts of 

violence. 

 

The Government is making another mistake by not putting back the probation services as a publicly-run 

organisation.  Notwithstanding my concerns about the Ministry of Justice’s (MoJ) plans, in order to deliver 

improvements, MOPAC is working with the MoJ to codesign new arrangements to ensure London has greater 

influence over its probation service. 

 



 

 
 

Unmesh Desai AM:  Thank you for that answer, Mr Mayor.  You touched upon this, but were you or your 

Deputy [Mayor for Policing and Crime, Sophie Linden] consulted by the Government prior to the decision to 

terminate these contracts in any meaningful way? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No.  We were told about it after we had signed the memorandum of 

understanding.  We had the discussions about greater devolution.  Of course, we expressed our concerns about 

the way the contract was working.  We agreed a memorandum of understanding.  We were then notified of the 

MoJ’s intention to terminate the contracts two years early.  Since then, there has been engagement between 

our offices about opportunities for codesigning arrangements going forward.  My view, as I have said, is that it 

should go back to a National Probation Service. 

 

Unmesh Desai AM:  You used the words ‘new ways of working’ and ‘shedding new light’.  Could you give us 

a specific example of how you would use this failed opportunity by the Government or this failure of the 

Government to reduce reoffending through the use of innovative practices, such as integrated offender 

management? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes.  In Wales, the Government is going to join them back together as the 

National Probation Service.  They are not doing that in London.  We could simply stand by and not get 

involved and complain afterwards when it is a failure, but what we are doing is trying to be constructive.  We 

are working with them to codesign a new system and to co-commission a new system, but it needs more 

resources.  When you speak to experienced probation officers, they will tell you it cannot be done on the 

cheap.  One of the things we will be saying to the Government is, “We are happy to work with you to codesign 

and co-commission, but it needs more resources”. 

 

Unmesh Desai AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  The last question on the sale of railway arches is causing a lot of 

concern in my constituency, particularly in Tower Hamlets. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Sure. 

 

Unmesh Desai AM:  Thank you. 

 

2018/2466 - Cost of dealing with grass fires  

Caroline Russell AM 

 

How many grass fires did the London Fire Brigade attend during the recent heatwave and how many firefighter 

hours were spent on these events? How does this compare to the summer of 2017? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I am sure the Assembly will join me in expressing our thanks to all London 

firefighters for their dedication and professionalism in what has been a very busy summer.  As well as their hard 

work tackling fires across London and keeping our city safe, they have also provided support to colleagues in 

the north, sending a team of almost 300 firefighters to assist at the Lancashire moorlands fire.  It is great to 

see our city partnership working in this way. 

 

The LFB saw a huge increase in grass fires this summer due to the exceptionally dry conditions caused by the 

heatwave.  Firefighters attended 1,969 fires recorded as grassland, woodland and crops in June, July and 

August this year.  This compares to 914 such fires in the same period in 2017, an increase of 1,055 incidents.  

A total of 2,147 fire engines attended the grass fires this year and they were occupied for a total of 2,800 



 

 
 

hours.  Most of these incidents would have been attended by a single fire engine with a crew of either four or 

five. 

 

The LFB carried out a lot of proactive and reactive preventative work during the summer months, issuing a 

number of press releases around the dangers of barbecuing in parks, smoking and glass objects which can start 

fires.  The London Fire Commissioner Dani Cotton wrote to all London councils to ask for a temporary ban on 

barbecuing in public parks, which was well supported by most councils.  I fully supported this campaign and 

also encouraged Londoners to be more aware of fire safety in the hot weather. 

 

The LFB’s Borough Commanders have also been working to identify areas of open spaces, including private 

and common parks, wasteland and fields in their areas.  They have been liaising with those responsible for the 

security and maintenance of these areas to offer advice and guidance to minimise fires caused by improper 

waste disposal, glass bottles, smoking materials, barbecues and campfires, as well as deliberate fire-setting. 

 

Caroline Russell AM:  Thank you. 

 

2018/2248 - Congestion Charge Discount for Private Hire Vehicles 

Florence Eshalomi AM 

 

What effect will proposals to end the Congestion Charge Discount for Private Hire Vehicles have on passengers, 

drivers and operators? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  There is an urgent need to tackle the increase in congestion and toxic air 

in central London.  Congestion causes delays to vital services, pushes air pollution to critical levels and makes 

too many places unpleasant for walking and cycling.  Appropriate interventions are required to address these 

issues. 

 

In recent years, the impact of the Congestion Charge (C-Charge) on congestion has lessened due to the 

increasing number of vehicles exempt from paying.  Only half of the vehicles in the C-Charge Zone in charging 

hours now pay the full charge.  There are many more private hire vehicles (PHVs) in the Zone than was 

expected in 2003 when the exemption was introduced.  At the time, TfL estimated around 4,000 private 

vehicles would be in the Zone during charging hours.  Now, around 18,000 PHVs are seen in the Zone each 

day.  It is a substantial increase. 

 

The proposals have considered the role PHVs play in accessible transport and designated wheelchair-accessible 

PHVs will not be required to pay the charge.  PHVs that meet the proposed cleaner vehicle discount 

requirement would continue to be exempt. 

 

When developing these proposals, TfL considered the potential impacts, both positive and negative, on PHV 

drivers and operators as well as passengers.  The research report on the impact on the industry and the 

integrated impact assessment form part of the consultation materials and are published in full on the 

consultation website.  The proposals will remain subject to consultation until 28 December [2018] so that we 

can consider all views. 

 

Florence Eshalomi AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor, and thank you for confirming the fact that TfL does value 

and consider PHVs as a key part of the transport network.  In 2016 - and you have already alluded to this - in 

the Travel in London report, TfL stated that an increase in PHVs has been largely a substitution for other 

vehicles and PHVs have contributed to that. 



 

 
 

 

Do you think that people getting out of their private cars, people walking and cycling, people using public 

transport and also using PHVs is a good thing or a bad thing? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  It is really important - thank you for giving me the opportunity, by the way 

you have asked your question, to say this - that what we must not see is the end of PHVs and minicabs.  They 

are an important part of the system.  What is important is to realise that the C-Charge exemption in 2003 is   

15 years old.  The original reason for the exemption appeared to be outdated, which is why we are consulting.   

 

You are right to remind me, by the way you have asked the question, that minicabs and PHVs are an integral 

part of transport in London. 

 

Florence Eshalomi AM:  One of the other areas is the fact that a number of operators may pass this cost on 

to the drivers directly.  We know there are big issues around the way PHV drivers are treated in terms of 

working conditions and how much they are paid.  Do you feel this may make the playing field, which is not 

already level, even more competitive and result in more problems for those small operators who could close? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  There is a wider issue about the need for the Government to get involved 

in the gig economy, and the way those who work in the gig economy are treated.  Unfortunately, my powers 

are limited in relation to what I can do to improve the plight of minicab drivers, delivery drivers and others who 

work in the gig economy and suffer horrible conditions. 

 

There are a number of options that will be available to an operator and a driver.  An operator could absorb the 

costs, they could have some drivers in the C-Charge areas and others not in the C-Charge areas, they could 

pass the costs on to the driver and they could divvy the cost up and pass it on to a passenger.  One of the 

things the independent assessment looked into is what the various options are.  It will be open to each 

operator to decide what to do. 

 

Florence Eshalomi AM:  The study TfL is using is the Cambridge Economic Policy Associates report.  It does 

not cite the Travel in London reports, which look at the development and trends of transport across London.  

Mr Mayor, do you feel you are happy with the data collated by TfL to remove this exemption from PHVs? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  We are consulting.  If during the consultation people want us to look at 

other data, we will be happy to do so.  Cambridge Economic Policy Associates, when it did its report, spoke to 

a number of representatives and also conducted a number of interviews with different sized operators, trade 

union and driver representatives.  If there is other information, which in your capacity as Chair of the [London 

Assembly’s Transport] Committee, you think we should look into please, please, please let us have it.  The 

consultation goes on for another two or three weeks.  Of course, TfL, as it always does, will look at all 

responses seriously. 

 

Florence Eshalomi AM:  Thank you.  Deputy Chair of the [London Assembly’s Transport] Committee.  My 

colleague, Caroline Pidgeon [MBE AM], is the Chair. 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I beg your pardon. 

 

2018/2488 - Gang Violence 

Peter Whittle AM 

 



 

 
 

In April you admitted to not visiting bereaved families of gang crime victims. Have you now changed this policy 

and if so how many families have you met since April? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  This question is based on a false premise.  I cannot speak for previous 

Mayors but it has never been the case that I do not visit bereaved families.  What I have always done is respect 

the privacy of families.  I have met many victims of knife and gun crime and bereaved families since I became 

Mayor, nearly always without media or publicity.  I do not think it is appropriate to publicise these meetings. 

 

The question does give me the opportunity to explain the process I follow, Chairman.  When a homicide 

happens the police assign a Family Liaison Officer to work with the family.  One of the things this officer will 

say to the family, in appropriate cases, is that I, as Mayor, will be keen to meet with them.  I also write letters 

of condolence, when appropriate, where an offer is made to meet with the family, as well as letting them know 

that we are here and ready to provide any additional help they may require.  Even where I do not have direct 

powers to help with a specific request, I always try to use my position as Mayor to help the family.   

 

Sometimes when we reach out to a victim’s family in the aftermath of an incident their grief understandably is 

just too raw to even consider a meeting.  These are families who are going through an extremely difficult time, 

unimaginable to many of us; grieving for a child, having to identify a body, arranging for family to come from 

overseas, retrieving possessions, planning a funeral for their child and helping with police appeals.  Since I have 

become Mayor we have made sure City Hall does all it can.   

 

My Deputy Mayor for Policing and Crime, Sophie Linden, my Deputy Mayor for Social Integration [Social 

Mobility and Community Engagement], Matthew Ryder, and I also regularly work with bereaved family 

members who have gone on to develop positive campaigns that support our efforts to tackle violent crime.  We 

have also ensured bereaved families are consulted in developing policies and strategies like the Police and 

Crime Plan, the Knife Crime Strategy, the London Needs You Alive campaign, and the Violence Against Women 

and Girls Strategy.  

 

Peter Whittle AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  The premise of my question was based on an interview you did 

with LBC [Radio] in April.  I do not for a moment think you should take a camera crew along to see it, or 

anything like that.  It was a genuine question.  Have you actually been to see any of the bereaved families?  I 

totally understand some of them might not want it, but there have been instances where you have? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Yes. 

 

Peter Whittle AM:  There have.  I am very pleased to hear that.  We on the [London Assembly’s] Police and 

Crime Committee went to see some frontline organisations in Hackney in the summer, Steve O’Connell [AM], 

Jennette Arnold [OBE AM] and myself.  I think we are going to be inviting them back as people right on the 

frontline.   

 

What I was going to ask you is: is there going to be a point in the future where maybe you could get bereaved 

families and people who are involved tangentially in gang culture – i.e. the families of people involved - and 

have a City Hall Summit here maybe with them?  You remember we had one when [The Rt. Hon] Amber Rudd 

[MP, former Home Secretary] came.  I do not think most of us can probably remember what came out of it, it 

was mostly politicians.  To have these people symbolically, if nothing else, shows we care about it in this 

building. 

 



 

 
 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  We have had one of these events a couple of weeks after the politicians’ 

event.  The demand was such that not only was the upstairs [London’s] Living Room fully occupied by 

bereaved families and survivors but some of the rooms downstairs had to be used for spill over.  Matthew 

Ryder [Deputy Mayor for Social Integration, Social Mobility and Community Engagement], Sophie Linden 

[Deputy Mayor for Policing and Crime] and myself spent the afternoon with these bereaved families.  There 

have been a number of additional events in City Hall and also with us going out to communities as well.  I was 

in Hackney as well at an event organised by the excellent Mayor there, Phil Glanville, with Sophie Linden where 

we met a number of bereaved families.  We go out regularly to meet bereaved families.  The most recent 

bereaved family I met was at a funeral two weeks ago.   

 

We do go out and that is really important.  You are right to remind us all that we must speak to families directly 

affected by the violence we are trying to solve.   

 

Peter Whittle AM:  If I have time I will ask one more thing, Mr Mayor.  When you have met with people who 

have lost someone, what have you learnt?  Apart from your own experience of being a father, what else have 

you learnt from that experience? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  No two families are the same.  No two deaths or serious injuries are the 

same.  What is clear to me is nobody deserves to die.  There can be no justification for the deaths.  Some of 

the things said in the media in particular - “Victim A was a member of a criminal gang” or, “Victim B first 

incited the person responsible for their death to attack them” - there can be no justification for that.  When 

you speak to the mum, dad, big brother, big sister, uncle and aunty, they are grieving.  What is clear to me is 

they support our efforts to tackle violent crime but they appreciate that with the best will in the world none of 

us can, by ourselves, solve this crime.  It takes the co-operation of the communities as well as the police, 

schools, faith leaders, civic society, social media companies and others to get involved with tackling this issue.   

 

The key thing I try to give them is hope because there are families going through difficult times who need 

hope.  It is really important we make time to show these families respect. 

 

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

 

2018/2284 - Step Free Access 

Navin Shah AM 

 

Please provide an update on how your £200 million funding initiative for station access is delivering step free 

access to underground stations? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you for your question.  I am committed to making our transport 

network accessible to everyone.  This is why we are investing an unprecedented £200 million to deliver the 

largest boost to accessibility in the Tube’s history.  The funding is to increase the number of step-free stations 

on the Tube network from 70 at the end of 2016 to 100 by 2022.  This investment represents a key part of my 

Transport Strategy, which aims to create a fairer, greener, healthier and more prosperous city by reducing 

reliance on car journeys and improving public transport.   

 

Since 2016 step-free access works have been completed at Tottenham Court Road, Bond Street, 

Bromley-by-Bow and Buckhurst Hill, which was the first of the stations within my Accessibility Programme to 

be completed in May of this year.  Opening up Tottenham Court Road and Bond Street has made it easier for 



 

 
 

older and disabled people, and other customers who find it difficult to use stairs or escalators, to access central 

London.   

 

As part of the Accessibility Programme TfL is delivering 30 new step-free access stations by 2022.  So far we 

have announced 23 out of the 30 stations to be made step-free.  These 23 stations serve nearly 53 million 

customers per year.  The next station to become step-free will be Newbury Park in October.  Works at 

Knightsbridge and Harrow-on-the-Hill are also underway.  TfL will begin work at, South Woodford, Mill Hill 

East and Cockfosters in the next few months. 

 

Navin Shah AM:  Thank you, Mr Mayor.  I have, as you know, raised with you an issue about Stanmore 

Station step-free access.  Can I urge you and TfL to look at a couple of potential options for urgent measures 

to make the stations step-free?  The first, which is the preferred option, is that the cost of step-free access 

may fall within your criteria for your £200 million step-free access funding.  If this is the case, would you 

consider that this station goes into that particular funding programme? 

 

The second option is to ring fence any funds that are raised from the current proposed development of the 

station carpark that you have announced for two of the Harrow Station carparks, together with any funds 

raised from Section 106 and I guess strategic industrial land money by Harrow Council.  This obviously will be a 

long-term scenario, which I really would like to avoid.   

 

Look at the first option, because I reckon giving the recent feasibility and so on it may well be worth looking at 

delivering this within the £6 million target.   

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Assembly Member Shah has been very successful in lobbying me to have 

step-free access in his constituency with the announcements already made.  Also, today he is showing his 

innovation in giving me two potential routes to have more stations step-free in his patch, including Stanmore.  

I know Stanmore is step-free to the platform but has accessibility issues. 

 

I will look at both your ideas.  One is whether this can be one of the seven left in relation to step-free from TfL 

funding, and also to see whether we can use development opportunities to get step-free access.  Chairman, 

why do I not, through you, agree for the TfL team to liaise directly with Assembly Member Shah in relation to 

these options and also to keep him involved in relation to the work it is doing on scheme design, planning 

requirements and any potential opportunities for Stanmore to benefit from full street-to-train step-free 

access? 

 

Navin Shah AM:  Thank you very much, Mr Mayor. 

 

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

 

2018/2209 - Barnet Council recycling 

Andrew Dismore AM 

 

What progress is being made in discussions with Barnet Council, over their decision to reduce recycling services? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  Thank you, Chairman  London has some of the country’s worst recycling 

rates.  We know that if waste like plastics and food is not recycled it can end up in oceans, in landfill or being 

burnt in incinerators.  We need to start to work together to reverse this.  Therefore, in our London 

Environment Strategy I set a London-wide target to recycle more than 65% of London’s municipal waste and 



 

 
 

to cut food waste by 50% per person by 2030.  To support this, we set a minimum level of recycling service 

where Londoners should have the main six recyclables collected, as well as a weekly separate kerbside food 

waste collection by 2020, whichever borough they live in.  We consulted widely on this proposal and it gained 

strong support.   

 

Unfortunately, Barnet Council has proposed to withdraw the separate weekly food waste collection service for 

their residents.  All waste authorities in London are under a legal duty to exercise their waste functions in 

general conformity with the municipal waste provisions of my Environment Strategy.  Barnet’s decision 

contradicts one of its key provisions, which requires all London waste collection authorities to provide such a 

service to all kerbside properties as a minimum by 2020 at the latest.  Consequently, I have written on several 

occasions to the Leader of Barnet Council to express my profound concern at the decision to withdraw the 

food waste collection service.   

 

Barnet Council has provided my officers with information used to support its decision.  However, having 

reviewed that evidence it does not, in my view, appear the Council has adequately discharged its duty to assess 

or deliver its service in the context of the duty of general conformity with my London Environment Strategy.  

Nor does it set out how it will seek to meet my provision for the separate weekly collection of food waste by 

2020 if withdrawn.   

 

I have therefore written to Barnet Council and asked it to postpone the withdrawal of the food waste collection 

service for four months whilst an independent review of the service is undertaken.  This review would cover all 

collection services to see where efficiencies could be made and, importantly, it would be available free of 

charge.  Should it not take up the offer there will be an option to direct it to do so.  

 

I shall be very clear, although I have backstop statutory powers to direct boroughs to take action, my preferred 

option is for a voluntary and negotiated solution.  My proposal for a review is a sensible approach, which could 

help the Council find efficiencies and increase its recycling rates whilst maintaining this important service for 

Barnet residents.  I understand the Council is taking the decision to its Environment Committee tonight.  I hope 

the Committee will take up my offer and attempt to find ways to improve the service and save money. 

 

Andrew Dismore AM:  Thank you for that comprehensive answer.  However, it is the case, is it not, 

Conservative Barnet Council has woefully mismanaged its waste and recycling services?  It has already removed 

its recycling collection banks around the borough.  It sold the ideally located Mill Hill Depot before it had a 

replacement waste transfer site.  The new Abbots Depot in Brunswick Park is unsuitable because of its size and 

location.  It paid millions over the odds for the site as well.  For four months the Council was incapable of 

collecting waste on a weekly basis due to problems with the site. 

 

Against that background, on 5 June [2018] the Council, as you say, proposed stopping the separate collection 

of food waste.  They say it should now go into general rubbish rather than disposing of it by anaerobic 

digestion, which is the correct way.  I notice it is moving away from your Environment Strategy.  I see why you 

want to have a voluntary solution but will you use your powers to direct the Council over its waste recycling if 

it does not take the right decision tonight? 

 

Sadiq Khan (Mayor of London):  I would remind the Council that we have that power.  I would also remind 

the Council that we have come up with a sensible compromise, which is a review - free of charge to them - to 

look into alternatives to the plan it is considering.  I cannot think of a good reason why Barnet Council would 

not take up the offer of a review.  I am hoping that tonight sensible, cool and calm heads will prevail and the 

Committee will take up our offer of a review.   



 

 
 

 

Tony Arbour AM (Chairman):  Thank you very much.  Thank you, Mr Mayor, for your answers.   

 


