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                               Thursday 3 March 2016  

(7.00 pm)  

PEOPLE'S QUESTION TIME  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Right then, good evening everybody.  

Welcome to the 32nd People's Question Time, which is actually 

Boris's 16th and his last Question Time, so a momentous occasion 

tonight. 

Delighted we are holding it in Croydon.  I am honoured to be the 

GLA member for Croydon and Sutton.  I think it's absolutely 

fantastic that we are marking this evening in this wonderful building, 

the Fairfield Halls, subject to some controversy, I think that's all I'll 

say about that for the best for the moment.  But it's great that it's in 

Croydon, and we are all aware that Croydon is really going places.  

I've been banging on probably too much in the last eight years, 

boring my colleagues to death about the wonderful things 

happening in Croydon -- and Sutton, of course, we mustn't forget 

Sutton.  And it's great that we're here tonight for People's Question 

Time.   

So, again, I am Steve O'Connell, GLA member for Croydon and 

Sutton.  Tonight I'd like again to thank Boris, to thank the 

Assembly, to thank the Chair of the Assembly, Jennette Arnold, 

who will speak to you in a minute about coming here tonight to 

Croydon in our famous Fairfield Halls. 

I've got a few brief announcements, we've got a very busy evening 
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in front of us.     

Why are we here tonight on a cold, or perhaps not so cold, 

early March evening?  The Mayor and the Assembly are here to 

improve the life and lives for Londoners and the London businesses 

and to make London a better place.  People's Question Time is 

Londoners, your opportunity, to voice your own concerns and to 

ask questions of the Mayor and the Assembly about what we are 

doing for the capital, for yourselves, your families and your 

businesses. 

Now, to help the evening flow I want as many questions as possible 

tonight.  We are dividing the evening up into different sections, 

over broad subject areas.  We are going to try and stick to those 

areas: the economy, housing, transport, environment and then 

policing.  About 20 minutes on each question area.  I am telling 

you this for a purpose because we have to be quite disciplined, 

I want to get as many questions as possible, I'd like people to ask 

their questions pretty succinctly, I don't want speeches.  And I will 

apologise now because I will close you down, because I want to get 

as many questions as possible and I would like the answers as 

succinctly and thoroughly for my colleagues behind as well. 

 

So, again, it's a fantastic audience tonight and shows how engaged 

Croydon residents are. 

If you don't get the chance to answer your question -- and many, 
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some of you will be disappointed, we won't get all the questions 

done tonight -- you would have passed in the foyer a desk where 

you can go out at any time during the course of the evening, fill in 

your question or later in the evening fill in your question, and that 

question will be answered.  I promise that. 

 

So that's me done initially.  Now I'd like to introduce the Chair of 

the Assembly, Jennette Arnold, for a few words (...Applause...)  

JENNETTE ARNOLD:  Thank you Steve.  Thank you all and 

good evening.  And on behalf of the Assembly Members can I just 

thank you for being with us here tonight.   

I was just speaking to my colleague and the last time that PQT was 

here, it was 2001. I'm just reflecting and thinking that must have 

been either the Mayor's first or second -- his second PQT, and what 

can I say?  It's his last.  So you're supposed to go "ooh ooh ooh" 

or "hooray".  Okay, okay. 

So, yes, it's just a pleasure to be here. 

I mean, I always take this opportunity to just say briefly and remind 

Londoners that the function of the Assembly is to scrutinise the 

Mayor, to hold the Mayor and his advisers and organisations that 

get money from the GLA pot, it's our job to hold to them to public 

account.  PQT is an extension of that scrutiny so tonight you are in 

the driving seat.  You also get tonight the opportunity to put your 

question to named Assembly members.  And also the Chair may 
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well identify an Assembly Member, if you like, to come in and 

maybe give a balanced answer. 

You will know that the most public way the Assembly has of holding 

the Mayor to account is at Mayor's Question Time and that's been 

jolly at times.  And I'm just hoping here tonight that you are going 

to be able to get short, sharp, clear answers from the Mayor and 

we'll take a learning from you. 

The other way that the Assembly works, it's through its committees, 

and through that work, which is cross-party, we invite in witnesses 

and experts and then we produce a report with the appropriate 

recommendations.  Our recommendations are clearly to the Mayor, 

to National Government and organisations within the GLA group of 

organisations.  It's also the NHS in London. 

And the recommendations are primarily about ways to improve our 

great city and to improve the quality of our lives.  Let me just 

speak of a couple of recent publications.  This week we produced 

a report and that came out from the Housing Committee, a subject 

that vexes us all, and the title of that report is "At Home with 

Renting, Improving Security for London's Private Renters".  And 

that report calls on the next Mayor to seek devolved powers from 

Westminster to introduce longer three-year default tenancies for 

private renters.  It also calls for rents to be initially set by the 

market, and annual increases capped at inflation over the course of 

the tenancy.  We've come to that recommendation, speaking to 
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young people, speaking to those who are renting, speaking to 

experts, and we believe that that's the way forward. 

A couple of recommendations that I can identify to you that then 

had an impact nationally on Government.  The Environment 

Committee responded to the Government's draft revised Air Quality 

Plan last November.  The recommendations and the content of our 

response brought about a change in the Government's plan, so 

a number of ways and suggestions from the committee were taken 

up by Government. 

We've also had an impact on the Treasury and the Chancellor, and 

a report from us recommending the change to the passenger 

compensation regime for disrupted rail services, something dear to 

all our hearts, that was taken on board. 

Our reports have been given, if you like, a gold seal of approval.  

I say this because, when I speak to my colleagues on the Welsh 

Assembly and on the Scottish Parliament and when I receive 

correspondence it's always, "Can we have a copy of the 

Assembly's report because of their quality."  You can find those 

reports at london.gov.uk. 

I look forward to hearing the questions that are going to be put to 

the Mayor, listening to his answers.  And just want to finish by, 

once again, thanking you for coming here to join us tonight at this 

People's Question Time. 

Thank you very much (...Applause...)  
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THE CHAIRMAN:  Jennette, thank you very much, it's most useful 

to have the opportunity for the Chair to explain the duties and the 

very big responsibilities of the Assembly.   

So now I would like to introduce someone who probably doesn't 

need a massive amount of introduction.  I introduce to you the 

Mayor of London, Boris Johnson.  

BORIS JOHNSON:  Thank you very much Steve.  Well, good 

evening, ladies and gentlemen, thank you very much all of you for 

coming along to this final People's Question Time after eight 

tumultuous years, and how appropriate that it should be taking 

place here in the Fairfield Halls in Croydon, the third city of London.  

And the valley of the crocus, of course, the etymology of Croydon, 

as I am sure you all know.  And how appropriate that we should be 

here in Croydon, the valley of the crocus, celebrating a flowering of 

economic regeneration after the deepest and most bitter recession 

that anybody can remember for the last century.  And it is truly 

amazing to see what is happening not just here in Croydon where 

we have of course the Westfield Project that is helping to deliver 

thousands of homes, thousands of new jobs for Croydon, but that is 

a story that is being echoed around the city.  And I truly believe of 

course there are many things that I can think of that I wish I could 

have done in a different way, and there are perhaps -- perhaps 

you'll bring them up tonight, all sorts of goofs that you think that 

may be things we've done wrong and things we've left undone, but 



7 
 

I truly think that the state of London today is as good if not better 

than at any time in its history.   

In fact, I think that this city now is unquestionably the greatest on 

earth, and we are going through a golden -- let me say one statistic, 

this is now, under this administration and thanks to the work of lots 

of people here and lots of people in the GLA who have supported it, 

London is now the most popular city in the world, by the most 

obvious metric it is the most visited by international visitors, 

18.8 million international visitors came last year.  That's more than 

Paris, more than New York, we've knocked them off the number 1 

spot.  In fact we had more visitors to the British Museum alone 

than came to the whole of Belgium.  I say that as a huge fan, by 

the way, of Belgium and a lover of Belgium and a lover of Brussels, 

of course, which is where I lived for many many years and a city 

I admire very much, not to be confused of course with institutions 

that are located in that city. 

Why do people come to our great city?  Why do people come to 

London?  Why are they so confident that it's the greatest city on 

earth and really going places?  Well, I think there are all sorts of 

things that we've done, tried to do over the last eight years that 

have really helped.  And I single out the reduction in crime, down 

about 20 per cent over the last eight years, to pick a period entirely 

at random.  We've seen the murder rate roughly cut in half, 

reduced by 50 per cent.  The Tube network is now the safest in 
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Europe.  Bus crime down 50 per cent on what it was when I came 

in, that's obviously crime committed on buses rather than crime 

committed by buses! Which remains very rare indeed. 

And we are simultaneously seeing -- and they come I think because 

we are seeing a huge investment in mass transit and improving 

public transport, making our city more convenient, more habitable 

than ever before.  And I am delighted to say that the delays on the 

Tube since I've been Mayor and since these great London 

Assembly members have been around, helping -- the Tube delays 

are down 50 per cent.  Crossrail is on time and on budget, will 

come on stream in the next few years.  We've seen prodigious 

improvements across the city, Crossrail 2 we expect to get the 

green light in the forthcoming budget. 

And you'll be familiar with the many other improvements that we've 

made; there are bikes all over the place now funded by -- not, alas, 

so far in Croydon, although they will come one day, don't worry, 

they're on their way -- beautiful banker-funded bicycles all over the 

place.  And real improvements to the quality of life, planting 

hundreds of thousands of trees, improving parks; I think we've got 

100 pocket parks, we've got 2,500 new growing spaces across 

London.  And huge improvements to air quality, which you don't 

read much about it or hear much about it, but air quality in this city 

has actually got much better in the last few years, and that's partly 

driven by some of the technological improvements that we've seen 
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in our public transport, in our buses, and of course in our cars as 

well. 

And I'm right in saying that NOX, nitrous oxide, is down by about 

20 per cent.  PM-10s, PM2.5s, the nasty dust stuff, is down by 

15 per cent.  If you visualise this, there used to be the particulate 

matter, the crud, the black crud that comes out of the back of a bus 

or a taxi, that used to weigh 200 tonnes a year, we've now got it 

down to about 19 tonnes.  And that shows the kind of progress 

that we are making.  I remember there was a recent outbreak of 

bad air quality in the UK when it is true to say that the air was 

worse in Norfolk than it was in London.  And the day cannot be far 

off, my friends, when young children are bussed in from Norfolk to 

London to inhale clean gulps of air at Hyde Park Corner, so fresh, 

so alpine is London air becoming.   

And all those improvements, a much safer city, improvements 

in mass transit, improvements in the feel of London, all those are 

driving confidence and driving investment.  And you've seen it 

here in Croydon, you're seeing it around the compass in our city.  

London has never seen such investment, such construction, we are 

now building more homes in London than at any time in the last 

50 years.  If you look around and see the cranes, see the volume.  

And that investment is helping to lift people out of the economic 

doldrums, 400,000 people taken out of poverty since I have been 

Mayor.  We've got record low unemployment, record high 
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employment, the lowest number of NEETs [not in education, 

employment or training] for the last 25 years.  And life expectancy, 

a key metric which you cannot ignore, has actually gone up under 

this mayoralty, I'm proud to say, 18 months for women, 19 months 

for men; you live longer under the Conservatives, my friends. 

And, above all, and here is the crucial point, , that when I became 

Mayor the gap in life expectancy between the richest and poorest 

boroughs of London was about five-and-a-half years, and that was 

an absolute disgrace, it has now been reduced, that gap in life 

expectancy, to about three years.  So although there is still a gap it 

is those who are on the lowest incomes who are seeing the biggest 

gains.  And that, in my view, is social justice.  It's very, very 

important that everybody in this city should continue to campaign 

for social justice.  That's why we've put things like the London 

Living Wage at the heart of everything that we've done.  I'm very 

proud that that has massively multiplied since I have been Mayor, 

putting about £60 million into the pockets of some of the poorest 

families in our city. 

Thank you all very much for coming along tonight.  I want to thank 

particularly everybody at the GLA, all my Deputy Mayors and 

Heads of Department here from City Hall who have come along 

tonight.  I want to thank everybody who has been involved in this.  

And I want to thank the London Assembly, look at them, sitting 

there like the politburo.  Wise, wise as a tree full of owls, they are.  
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They have, in their own way, each individually made a real 

contribution to our city, helping, I think, at the end of eight years of 

this mayoralty, to ensure that London's lead is lengthened as the 

financial, the commercial, the cultural, the artistic, the scientific, the 

academic, the media capital of Europe, if not of the world.  Thank 

you very much indeed (...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much, Mayor Johnson.  So we 

are going to move on now quite rapidly to the first section.  As 

I said, this section is around growing London's economy.  I am 

going to try to stick to that subject.  I am going to try to squeeze in 

five or six questions over the short period.  I would like people to 

ask, put their hands up, anyone who has got questions around the 

subject of the economy in relation to Croydon.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  Hello.  My name is Tina Hills, and the 

question that I have relates specifically to the Fairfield Halls.  We 

are having our meetings tonight in this very well-regarded and 

excellent hall, and we are told that this hall will close late July this 

year for refurbishment (they say), two years (they say).  What 

guarantee do we have that this magnificent Fairfield Halls will 

re-open again?  Where shall we have our meetings?  And what 

happens in the meantime?  Surely all the star acts will find 

a different venue.  This is a wonderful building and I want it to stay 

(...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  I'm pleased we got that 
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question out early on, which is good. 

Boris, would you like to comment on this one initially? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Well, this is obviously something that is of 

concern to us in City Hall, although it is, I stress, a borough matter, 

this is something for Croydon Council, although we are trying to 

work with the council to ensure that the refurbishment of Fairfield 

Halls, which is obviously something we all welcome, £30 million I 

think that they are putting into it, that's a good idea.  But I think it's 

very important that the refurbishment should, insofar as possible, 

minimise job losses.  And that is, to the best of my knowledge, 

what my team at City Hall is working to ensure, to make sure that 

the period of actual closure is as brief as possible so that to avoid 

the very point, the very problem that you raise, so that the thing can 

really get going, get roaring away again as fast possible and 

everybody can take up their jobs again. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Whilst this is a, matter -- thank you for that 

reply -- for the council, we have Fiona Twycross who is the Chair of 

the Economy Committee.  Would you like to comment? 

FIONA TWYCROSS:  Yes.  I used to come here to go to the 

panto when I was a kid, so I know how affectionate people are 

about the Halls and its place in Croydon.  And, as a resident of 

Croydon, I want everybody here to see the best for our borough, 

and as part of that I think the council is putting a lot of effort at the 

moment to making sure that there's regeneration that both keeps 
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the spirit and character of Croydon but makes sure that we have 

facilities that are fit for the future.   

So I'm confident that when the Leader of the Council, Tony 

Newman, says that this will be done as quickly as possible and that 

we will retain the Halls in Croydon, I mean he, like us, loves this 

borough and loves London and wants us to have the best 

opportunities and the best entertainment facility for our area.   

So I think that, while I understand why people are concerned, 

I think we should take what he says at face value. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you for that.  For the record, people will 

be aware that I am very uncomfortable about the closure.   

 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Hello.  My name is Jenny, and I'm from 

South Croydon, I'm also a Croydon resident.  I am just wanting to 

get clarification as to what the situation is for small businesses to 

be at the Box Park, which is currently being set up near East 

Croydon Station.  I hear that the businesses have been changed 

more to do with restaurants and cafés, but how is that going to 

support our community and jobs for small businesses in Croydon 

and our culture?  

THE CHAIRMAN:  To be helpful on that, this again is 

largely -- although the Mayor will probably have an 

opinion -- a council matter.  The council decided to invest in 

a commercial loan to attract Box Park, which had some success in 
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Shoreditch, to East Croydon Station over the summer, to have Box 

Park retail, box retail units around that area.  Which is, in principle, 

a good idea, although there are some issues around that.  I'm not 

sure, Boris, would you care to have any comment around that? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  I'm sorry to say I can't really give you 

an informed answer about the composition of the businesses in the 

Box Park.  I will make sure that we pick it up with you afterwards.  

And if there's something we can do to encourage businesses that 

really bring long-term employment then I would be very happy to do 

so.  But I'm not aware of this particular problem, I must confess.  

Does anybody else have better particulars about this? 

THE CHAIRMAN:  If you care to write directly to me as your 

Assembly Member I will try to get the questions answered for you.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  My name is Winston McKenzie.  I would 

like to know from Boris Johnson and members on the London 

Assembly what action is being taken to stop the stem, the flow, of 

tuberculosis in London.  We are now registered as the capital of 

tuberculosis carriers.  No one is looking at sepsis, no one is 

looking at tuberculosis.  And also to Boris, Boris, I'd just like to ask 

you “are you sorry you're going, mate?”  Are you sorry you're 

going? 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I think he said you are sorry you're going. 

FROM THE FLOOR:  No, get this right: is Boris sorry he's going? 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay, that's your last question, Winston. 
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FROM THE FLOOR:  That's my last question to Boris. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Unfortunately, that wasn't a question about the 

economy, it's about health, but we'll take it because you're a friend 

and a brother, Winston, and I'm always pleased to help you.  

Mr Mayor, are you happy to comment on that?  

BORIS JOHNSON:  Yes, on TB, this is something actually that the 

London Assembly, led particularly I think by James Cleverly, who 

I don't think is here tonight, has done a great deal of work on and 

we are concerned about the incidence, prevalence, of TB in some 

parts of London.  And there is a campaign by the NHS in our city 

to screen people and to make sure that we do what we can to 

prevent it.  I think that's certainly something that has been actively 

supported from City Hall.   

On your second question, yes, of course I am sad to be going, I am 

devastated, although I am conscious that my friend Mr Biggs who I 

hear behind me heckling me already does not -- where is he? -- it 

wasn't Biggs.  Where is Biggs tonight? Idle bum.  Where is he?  

Anyway, the few Labour members who have turned up tonight and 

don't -- well, okay, they don't share my grief, but nevertheless it's 

been wonderful working with them and for Londoners. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Jennette, I think you want to say something. 

JENNETTE ARNOLD:  Yes, Mr Chair, thank you.  As the only 

nurse on the panel -- nurses in the audience?  Yeah, big up 

nurses.  TB is a subject that most cities have to deal with, and it's 
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something that we should all be quite ashamed about because TB 

is a disease related to poverty and deprivation.  So when you see 

a city having increased TB cases you have to look at that location 

and you have to ask the questions about the lives of the people in 

that community.  And I would applaud what the Mayor has said; 

this work is ongoing and I'm so sorry that my colleague, Assembly 

Member Sahota, who isn't here, he is a practising GP and may well 

be at his surgery tonight dealing with patients, and he has been 

doing some really great work on this.   

So, Winston, thank you for raising the issue, but it's something that 

certainly the Assembly has been following, working with the Mayor, 

working with the NHS, since 2000, and we will keep on doing that 

because TB should not have a place in this city of ours. 

Thank you. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thanks for that (...Applause...)  

I want to get on back on economy because we've time for two or 

three more questions.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  My name is Peter Cooper.  I lived in 

Croydon for many years.  I'm a radical, and I'm talking about 

housing. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Did you say housing?  Housing is later, sir, I 

will pick you later when we get to the housing debate.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  Mayor, I know that you are a fan of the 

Commonwealth, Lord Marland and the work he's doing.  I think 
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there was a comment that was made this week by a senior person 

in the Commonwealth saying that London could do more 

economically in linking into growth hubs in the Commonwealth in 

terms of city linkages, links between the diaspora and also women 

entrepreneurs.  So what do you think about that in terms of 

targeting London's economic strategy much more about growth 

markets and potential markets across the Caribbean, Africa and 

Asia? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Well, I completely agree with that.  And one 

of the things -- after the Olympics we took a decision to travel 

around the world a bit to maximise investment into London and 

we've seen incredible flows.  But how amazing it is to see these 

parts of the world where Britain is still held in such affection and 

such high regard, and where people have real memories of the 

close ties that they had and who want to come to London and want 

to invest in London.  There are many, many parts of the world 

where I completely agree with you, we should be stepping up our 

activity.  Now, that does not mean that we should be in any way 

diminishing our activity anywhere else, we've just got to realise that 

it's a huge, wide world out there and the growth economies now are 

very often those former Commonwealth or those Commonwealth 

economies on which effectively we very often decided to turn our 

back in 1973.  There are massive, massive opportunities there. 

FROM THE FLOOR:  My name is Andrew Burnell, I live in 
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Thornton Heath.  I'm part of a vanguard of Americans who are 

fleeing Donald Trump, you'll see a lot more of us. 

I want to ask the Mayor, please, if he can explain, in looking at 

other great global cities like Sydney and Singapore, why the 

Foreign Secretary spent so much time trying to convince us all 

yesterday that this greatest of all cities is absolutely reliant on 

Brussels, Paris and Berlin to do anything and to decide anything. 

Thank you. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Look, as I said earlier on, I'm a massive 

pro-European.  I believe in exchange, I believe in trade and I 

believe in cooperation with our friends and partners on the 

European continent.  Britain is a European country, you couldn't 

make us anything else unless you towed this country out into the 

middle of the Atlantic.  But there is a huge opportunity now for us, 

as the gentleman just now was indicating, for us to strike some 

additional free trade deals with growth economies, not just the 

United States, we don't have a free trade deal with the 

United States at the moment, but with growth economies around 

the world.  With China, with India, with Malaysia, you name it, the 

world is changing very, very fast indeed.  The EU, as a share of 

global GDP, has gone down in the last 20 years from about 30 to 

19 per cent.  The growth markets are now elsewhere. 

I don't in any way minimise the importance of trade with our 

European friends, that has got to be continued, but we need to lift 
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our eyes to the horizons and we should not be scared, we should 

not be terrified, we should not listen to those who try to alarm us 

about whether we can do deals on our own.  Of course we can, 

this is a great country, a great economy, we are the fifth biggest in 

the world, and we can easily do trade deals that will be massively to 

our advantage whilst taking back control over aspects of our lives 

that I think have been wrongly given away.  And an erosion of 

democracy has taken place in this country that I think in the end we 

will pay a heavy price for. 

And I have to say that, when I look at what is happening in the 

European Union, the direction it is going, I don't think that we 

should be part of that particular project.  They are trying to 

centralise, to build a superstate based around the euro, which will 

inevitably have real repercussions for us if we remain in the EU.  

And that's why I've come to the conclusion that I have.  We should 

not be timid, folks.  Are we timid?  No.  We should not be timid, 

we should not be scared.  We are a great country and we've got 

a great opportunity (...Applause...)   

THE CHAIRMAN:  A couple of weeks ago the Assembly passed 

a motion, it was not unanimous, and Fiona Twycross is going to 

speak to that. 

I would take the Chair's liberty of stating my position because I am 

here and I can say this.  Back in 1975 -- and I don't look this 

old -- I was just old enough to vote and I voted no.  I aligned 
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myself with all sorts of strange people and voted no.  Thank you, 

I got some applause.  And I stick by that, I made the right decision 

in 1975, and I shall be voting ‘out’ in June. 

FIONA TWYCROSS:  I mean, earlier I mentioned coming to the 

pantomime when I was a kid and it feels a bit like that again now.  

This isn't about whether or not we are a great country or a great city 

in or out of Europe, we will be, we will be a great city whatever 

happens.  However, we all know that Boris's decision to campaign 

to leave the EU is motivated by little more than political self interest 

(...Applause...) and that the jobs and the investment that we get in 

this amazing city of ours and the regeneration opportunities this will 

bring.  And I think we exported £12.3 billion worth of goods to the 

EU in 2014, that's 43 per cent of all our exports of goods from 

London.  We know that over half a million jobs were associated 

with the EU a few years ago, so we know that this is a crucial area 

of our economic aspects. 

So don't get cajoled into thinking it's a brave thing to do to leave 

Europe, it would be foolhardy for our city to do that (...Applause...)  

I think, in terms of the impact on our city, this isn't about who is the 

next leader of the Tory Party, it's about where the jobs are going to 

come from in the future. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I am really pleased that this subject came up 

because we need to spend a little bit some more time on this 

subject.  I am going to take a couple of the party leads.  I want 
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their replies to be short and try to be as apolitical as possible.  

Then one housing question and then we're going to move on.  Be 

brief, if you could, Steve.  

STEPHEN KNIGHT:  I'll be brief, Chair.  The point I want to make 

is that the Mayor's own strategy for jobs and growth in London 

describes the UK's membership of the European Union as a critical 

underpinning of our success.  That's the truth of what the Mayor's 

own strategy says about our membership of the European Union, 

and it's very clear to me that if we were to vote for exit from the 

European Union we would see a recession and we would see 

a flight of investment.   

I just want to give you one other critical local point, and that is that 

the European Investment Bank is critical to investment in this city, 

and indeed in Croydon itself we're seeing over £100 million of 

investment in Croydon schools as a result of membership of that 

European Investment Bank.  That's the kind of investment we'll be 

throwing away by leaving the European Union, and I think it would 

not be in London's interests to do so (...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Darren Johnson for the Greens and then we'll 

wind this particular piece of the debate up. 

DARREN JOHNSON:  Thank you, Chair.  Being in the EU isn't 

just about the trading advantages and the economic arguments.  

So much of our environmental protection law, so much of our social 

protection that we enjoy is as a result direct of EU membership.  
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7,000 people die prematurely in this city every single year because 

of poor air pollution.  It's pressure from the European Union 

legislation that is actually pressurising the Mayor and the 

Government to act on this.  We've had cleaner water in our rivers, 

we've had cleaner beaches, we have lorry drivers who have to work 

only a certain number of hours per week to keep us safe from 

crashes and so on.  We have protection at work directly as a result 

of EU membership.  It would be madness to go out of the EU, we 

would lose all of that protection and we'd lose the opportunity to 

work together, to protect our environment and protect each other 

(...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  I think we've debated that subject fully, 

we've heard all sides of the debate and that's really helpful.  I've 

got one last question here on economy.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  My name is Andrew Samuels.  I work for 

an organisation called Mind in Hillingdon, it's a mental health 

charity. 

My question is that it's stated in the media that mental health will 

affect one in four people at some point in their lives.  And this is 

relating to the economy, it has a huge impact on the economy.   

The UK population of 64 million, the number of voters we're talking 

about then is 60 million of varying political allegiances, but 

according to the recent Mental Health Task Force Report, the 

majority are in poverty or unemployment.  What I want to know is 
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what ideas do you have to get more accurate numbers so that 

people can go and talk about their mental health problems with 

their doctors and make their voices known so that we can get 

accurate figures and have a real understanding of the impact it has 

on the economy?  (...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you for that question.  A very strong 

health question, but your point was a valid one talking about the 

economic aspect to it.  Boris, did you want to comment at all? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  The gentleman is absolutely right, mental 

health is a huge issue in this city and it affects all kinds of problems 

that we face.  The police are in the front line of trying to deal with 

mental health patients who get involved in criminal activity of one 

kind or another, we've got mental health cases very often who 

present -- who have homelessness problems and who end up on 

the streets.  So there's all sorts of ways in which the challenge is 

impacting life in this city.  And that's one of the reasons why the 

London Health Board, which I chair, is really focusing on mental 

health, trying to bring together all these various groups, the social 

services, the NHS, the police, the councils, everybody who is 

dealing with this vulnerable group, so that they really get the focus 

and the attention they need.  Because at the moment there's 

absolutely no doubt about it, they have been falling through the 

cracks.  And I think that is because of a sense of embarrassment, 

a difficulty that people have in discussing mental health issues and 
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I think that is a great, great shame and we need to be honest about 

mental health problems and we need to recognise it for the real 

challenge that it is. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you (...Applause...)  We are now going 

to move on to housing.  Housing, a massively important issue, 

recognised by this Mayor and both mayoral candidates, London's 

population, by all estimations, could be moving up to 11.5 million in 

20-years' time.  Not -- indirectly linked to EU, but we'll settle that 

debate. 

 

FROM THE FLOOR:  My name is Mark Iles, I work for Ealing 

Council.  My work touches on planning obligation agreements and 

community infrastructure levy.  There's a strong belief in my field 

that developers aren't being properly held to account on affordable 

housing, often using deliberately complicated viability assessments 

to blind planners with science and thereby minimise how much they 

have to provide. 

What's the GLA doing about this?  (...Applause...)  

BORIS JOHNSON:  We have one of the most experienced and 

toughest planning departments -- well, certainly the best, I think, in 

London.  And they drive very, very hard agreements with 

developers and  many a time even before it gets to me, my officials, 

my planners, will throw out schemes that don't have enough 

affordable housing.   
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The proof of the pudding is in the eating.  Look at the number of 

affordable homes that are being built: there are more affordable 

homes being built now in London than at any time before.  

Absolutely we are well on target to deliver 100,000 new affordable 

homes.  And that is far more than we delivered under the previous 

mayoralty. 

NICKY GAVRON:  Nicky Gavron, Labour Assembly spokesperson 

on planning. 

I really think you are onto something when you are asking about 

viability assessments.  I think we have a situation now where we 

are finding that too many developers -- of course there are some 

good ones who want to give their fair share of affordable 

housing -- now are absolutely not providing their fair share of 

housing.  And, to be frank, they are really gaming the system, and 

cheating Londoners out of affordable housing.   

And the Mayor himself has called it a "dark art".  And he says 

himself, that this viability business is getting out of hand, so to 

speak, I am paraphrasing.  And we know that even the Mayor, 

where he's a joint venture partner, let's take Earls Court, has also 

been seen to be gaming the system.  And if you look at Earls 

Court opportunity area then you find that out of getting on for 7,000 

homes there are no new additional rented homes, whether you're 

talking about the unaffordable ‘affordable rent’, which is 80 per cent 

of market rent, or whether you're talking about generally social rent. 
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I just want to say we on the Planning Committee have written to the 

Mayor and asked him if he would -- we've done the investigation to 

this -- and asked him if he would look again and produce some 

proper guidance on viability.  And if he would actually put some 

money into training local authorities so they can actually be able to 

hold developers to account and have a much more transparent 

system which delivers the affordable housing we need.  We know 

for a fact that the numbers of affordable homes on private sector 

development sites have fallen now to about 3 per cent.  I'll end on 

that.  Hold this Mayor to account (...Applause...)  

BORIS JOHNSON:  It's not 80 per cent, that's complete nonsense, 

we've built a record number of affordable homes.  The average is 

65 per cent, and frankly there are many, many people in this city 

who do not qualify for affordable homes and we need to be building 

homes for them too.  We need to be building low cost housing for 

people who want to part buy part rent and get onto the property 

ladder.  And that's what we've been doing in record numbers. 

 

FROM THE FLOOR:  My name is Peter Cooper.  I'm a bit radical 

in my views, but merely walking around Croydon there are so many 

empty homes, empty houses, which should be taken over by the 

local authorities to make housing available to the people who are 

not housed.  The Mayor says "affordable", affordable to whom?  

Not the ordinary citizens in this country.  It is affordable for the big 
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investors from the Arab countries.  And they ought to stop it some 

way, somehow, and the politicians should be able to do it 

(...Applause...)  

BORIS JOHNSON:  Well, actually -- I am going to do the 

statistics -- there are fewer empty homes now in London than at 

any time since 1980.  And if you are talking about the practice of 

people buying homes as investments and foreign buyers, did you 

say Arabs?  If your hostility is towards international investors, let 

me just remind you that by volume international investment is still 

only 3 per cent of the London market, and only 6 per cent by value.  

And very often, I'm afraid, folks, the reality is -- and I spoke about 

the cruel recession that we had, the total freeze, the virtual collapse 

of some of the banks, the inability of people to get mortgages -- it is 

those investments that have enabled us to get projects going, 

whether it's at Greenwich or at Battersea or across London you're 

seeing developments.   

Somebody shouts, "What is affordable?"  Well, let me give you an 

example of what affordable is.  Since this mayoralty began, we 

have promoted part buy part rent projects so that people can get 

a part of the value of their home.  We've helped 52,000 families 

into part buy part rent schemes.  The average household income 

for those projects is £37,000.  That's for two people.  That, in my 

view, is a reasonable deal; they're getting a home in London and 

it's a fantastic home too.  And if you go on our website and you 



28 
 

look at some of the projects that we're promoting, there are good 

homes available across this City.  There are many, many low cost 

homes available.   

One of the interesting things about the London population -- people 

talk about young people being driven out of London -- actually, 

that's complete nonsense.  We've got more young people coming 

into London than at any time in the past.  And this city, yes of 

course we have struggles, yes of course there's a problem, but that 

problem is caused by the massive economic success of London, 

the desirability of living in this city.  And I think it would be really, 

really fatal if we were now to try to pitchfork away international 

investors and tell them to bog off because they're not wanted and 

we don't want their filthy foreign money.  I think that is not the right 

way forward. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I've got a lot of questions here.  If colleagues 

could keep their comments as tight as possible. 

STEPHEN KNIGHT:  The Mayor suggests that all is rosy in the 

garden as far as housing is concerned.  Frankly you'd have to be 

living on Planet Zog to believe that.  The truth of the matter is 

housing has never been more unaffordable in London than it is 

today.  80 per cent of the new homes being built are unaffordable 

to 80 per cent of the population.  We need massive housebuilding 

of proper, affordable homes, and we need to stop the massive 

inflow of cash investors, be they home investors or overseas 
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investors, flooding the market and bringing prices out of control at 

the expense of ordinary Londoners (...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Tom Copley is the Chair of the Housing 

Committee.   

TOM COPLEY:  Thank you, Steve.   

Well look, firstly on empty homes, I think it's a disgrace when 

homes are left empty for long periods when there's a housing crisis, 

but the reality is there are only 22,000 empty homes in London, and 

to put that into context we need to be building more than twice that 

number every year, according to the Mayor's own assessment of 

need. 

But on this question of affordability, the Mayor likes to talk up his 

record on affordable housing.  It's very easy to break a record if 

you change the definition of what constitutes "affordable", it's very 

easy to do that.  And the Government are about to change it again, 

you know what the Government are going to do?  They're going to 

make homes costing up to £450,000 “affordable homes”, and 

they're going to have the Secretary of State imposing numbers of 

those homes on boroughs and saying that boroughs can't opt for 

social housing instead.  They call that "localism", and I think it's 

this kind of abuse of language that Orwell would have recognised 

(...Applause...)  

 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Sue Kennett, Croydon.  Chair, before 
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I actually ask my question can I ask the panel that this isn't 

a political platform for you, this is People's Question Time, and 

actually you are making political points and not actually answering 

our questions (...Applause...)  

In Croydon there is a tremendous amount of building going on, 

there's a tremendous amount of flat building going on, none of 

which is affordable, not even at £450,000.  The council actually 

wants to use green land, metropolitan open land, to build affordable 

housing.  How is that acceptable that you are taking away, 

potentially, our green spaces, because greed overtakes everything 

and we allowed our developers to build the flats that are very 

expensive that the common people can't buy and then you want to 

take away our green spaces in order to make affordable housing 

(...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  I think -- before I bring Boris and Darren in -- I 

think that's a very strong point, Sue.  You are aware, hopefully, 

that the Mayor has strengthened protection around gardens and 

green spaces in the London Plan, but we know that certain parts of 

Croydon are under threat from this council's plan.  I'll say no more 

on that, Boris, as we are not being political, of course. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  My view is that there is plenty of brownfield 

land in London on which to build.  It does cost -- you do have to 

remediate it, it does require investment.  But it will be absolutely 

fatal to the economics of those projects if we were to give the 
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go-ahead for wholesale building on greenbelt land.  It would be 

an absolute disaster.  The developers would immediately abandon 

the brownfield stuff and go ahead with carving up the beautiful 

green spaces.   

I have to say, listening to the audience this evening, we cannot 

have it all ways, folks, we cannot want hundreds of thousands more 

homes in this city and simultaneously reject international 

investment and say that we don't want high rises anywhere in 

London.  You've got to recognise that not all these objectives can 

be accomplished simultaneously.  We will need to build higher 

around transport hubs, will need to build good, affordable 

accommodation around transport hubs and we can do it on 

brownfield land, we can build 400,000 homes on brownfield land 

and protect the greenbelt and protect the greenfield sites.  And 

that's what I want to do. 

DARREN JOHNSON:  Well, as the Mayor says, we absolutely 

need to protect our greenbelt and protect our metropolitan open 

land in the capital; it is very precious.  There is enough brownfield 

land, but only if we make sure we build the right sort of housing that 

genuinely meets the needs of Londoners.  Unfortunately we seem 

to be wasting too much of our land in London, our precious land, by 

giving planning permission for wholly unsuitable developments that 

simply don't meet the needs of ordinary Londoners, that are way 

out of the price range of ordinary Londoners.  So we do need to 
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get much tougher with developers through the planning process, 

we need to invest far more into building genuinely affordable social 

housing, that includes council housing, we need new council 

housing.  And we need to look at opportunities for increasing 

density.   

I am very concerned that we've seen one council housing estate 

after another either being demolished or being set up for demolition 

in the name of regeneration.  I think often those estates are well 

built, perfectly good estates that need a little bit of care and 

attention and refurbishment, but it would actually be better to 

refurbish them and look at opportunities for building additional units 

on them rather than flattening them and building often private and 

unaffordable blocks replacing council housing.   

So let's have a big push on social housing.  That's really what we 

need, genuinely affordable housing in the capital as well as 

protecting very, very firmly our greenbelt and our precious green 

space (...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Because of the importance of the debate I'm 

going to squeeze in three more questions.  Please keep them 

sharp.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  Hello Steve.  My name is Sony Nair, I am 

chairman of MORA [Monks Orchard Residents Association], a local 

residents association in Shirley representing over 2,000 

households. 
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I would like to understand the GLA's position on Croydon's local 

plans for intensification of the residential areas that will wreck 

neighbourhoods and build on green spaces when there is plenty of 

brownfield sites that are suitable for development.   

Thank you. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  This is a subject that I lightly alluded to earlier, 

which is potential changes in the council's local plan affecting green 

spaces around the Shirley area.   

Boris, would you care to comment on that? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  I hesitate to say, but I think that is pretty much 

the same question we've just had.  This is something that is very 

much for the borough.  If they choose to build on greenfield sites 

I would very much disapprove of that.  I don't know whether the 

project in question is something that would come to City Hall, but 

we do not approve such developments.  There is space on 

brownfield sites.  As I say, the minute you tell the developers 

that -- you give them the excuse to opt out of the brownfield sites 

they will go for the greenbelt stuff.  You will never get those 

brownfield sites developed and you'll just have urban decay around 

them.  Get on and regenerate the brownfield sites.   

Let me just explain very very clearly the economics of this.  If you 

want a brownfield site redeveloped you are going to need upfront 

a lot of money.  And if you are going to have a lot of money 

invested in regenerating our brownfield sites -- there isn't a magic 
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money tree in this country, folks, we've had the worst crash we've 

seen for 50 years.  You are going to need that stuff developed with 

the assistance of people, of the market who are willing to bring in 

substantial sums to get it going. 

And, yes, it's only if you have that -- that spearhead of commercial 

investment that you can then bring in the low cost housing as well.  

But that is the way to do it.  That is how we've been able to 

regenerate huge quantities of brownfield land across London.  We 

have now disposed of the entire portfolio of brownfield land that 

was available us to when I became Mayor, and that is how we have 

built record numbers of affordable homes.  They are affordable, 

and I repeat my point: 53,800 new homes, low cost homes for 

people who are able to buy a share of the value of their homes.  It 

is completely unfair that property ownership in London should be 

restricted to those who are hugely wealthy or those who are able to 

qualify for affordable housing.  It is completely unfair. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  The gentleman in question knows my position 

on it. 

 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Colin Hart, resident of leafy South Croydon. 

What is the GLA's policy on housing travellers and why? 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Just to add some context, again I think this has 

evolved from the Croydon Plan -- this is about proposed traveller 

sites and the Mayor's control and the GLA's involvement in the site 
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and the traveller sites.  That's a legitimate question there.  Mayor, 

do you have --? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  We have policies in the London Plan that 

respect the particular needs that all communities have.  And, as 

far as I can remember, there's an issue in Croydon, isn't there, 

about how to handle certain groups of travellers.  But it hasn't 

cropped up, I have to say, for many, many years with me, and 

I would be struggling to tell you how we're dealing with it at the 

moment.  If there is a problem I would be very happy to -- or Ric 

Blakeway, my Deputy Mayor for Housing And Planning, would be 

very happy to confer with you afterwards to see if we can advise 

you. 

TOM COPLEY:  Just very quickly, because we did the Housing 

Committee Report looking at accommodation for gypsies and 

travellers and there is a massive shortage.  And we did ask the 

Mayor to conduct another assessment of need; he was unwilling to 

do so and we haven't had an assessment of need for a good few 

years.  I think it's very important that we have legal sites for 

gypsies and travellers.  One of the problems, if we don't do that, is 

you end up with illegal sites which cause all sorts of problems both 

for the gypsies and travellers themselves and for the community.  

This is one of the most marginalised communities in the country 

and their housing needs do need to be taken account of. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  This is the very last question now from the 
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gentleman there.  Then we're going to move on. 

FROM THE FLOOR:  My name is Alex and I am a planning 

consultant.  There's been a bit of talk about viability in the room 

tonight, and I think it's quite irresponsible to say that viability is 

a dark art.  It's not a dark art, it's pure economics; if it costs 

a developer to provide something which they can't make a profit 

from, why would they provide it?  And there's actually a lot of 

guidance out there which I urge everybody to read from the RICS, 

the Royal Institute of Chartered Surveyors, and local boroughs 

about how viability is calculated.   

My question to the London Assembly and to the Mayor is 

developers spend an awful lot of time making plans for 

development in bringing forward housing, local borough councillors 

and their case officers pore over those and make sure that they are 

in tune with policy, and the GLA goes over those also, some of 

them, in some areas, about some designs, to make sure that they 

are in accordance with wider policy and strategic policies.  But yet 

the planning application is determined by a Planning Committee 

who are not aware of policies. 

So why -- why can developments fall down at that stage?  Houses 

can't be brought forward because planning applications are refused 

by people that aren't largely aware of the policy at hand. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  It was useful to have a balanced contribution.  

I think your point -- your challenge was first of all around the debate 
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around viability statements.  You've had your say.  Your point has 

been well made.  Then you are venting some frustration around 

applications being held up in the GLA, potentially. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Are you talking about the GLA planning 

decisions or about borough planning decisions? 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Borough. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  I thought so.  I'm a huge fan of some 

boroughs' planning departments, but I have to say -- I am going to 

get myself into real trouble here but never mind -- not all of them 

are brilliant and I find some decisions absolutely bizarre.  One of 

the things I've had to do as Mayor -- and it's perfectly true that I get 

beaten up for not delivering enough housing the whole 

time -- actually to call in about 13 developments, or maybe more, 

which have been irrationally blocked by a borough for one reason 

or another.  And basically, I'm afraid, local opposition to the 

development is at the root of it, because people fundamentally in 

the neighbourhood don't like to see lorries, they don't like the 

trundling of the lorries, they don't like the development going on 

near them.  We've had to call them in and push them through.  I 

have to say very often we look at the -- some of the decisions that 

are taken by some borough planning committees and they are very 

peculiar indeed. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  The contra debate, of course that is local 

democracy.  We are going to move on to the subject -- 
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BORIS JOHNSON:  You can't bang on -- I'm a glutton for 

democracy and I believe in it passionately, but you can't 

simultaneously campaign for the borough's right to throw out good 

housing schemes and demand more housing across London, I 

mean the two things are not logically coherent. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  The next subject is 

transport and the environment.  I would say, as a constituency 

GLA member, 80 per cent of my casework is around transport 

across both of my boroughs.  So I would like to take some 

questions around transport.  I have a dear friend and comrade 

Stephen down there.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  Thank you.  Boris has said several times to 

launch the tram to Crystal Palace.  Eight years ago he promised 

us, when he turned up, he was building the tram for Crystal Palace.  

Eight years later there is literally no tram to Crystal Palace.  Also, 

Boris, the other thing is the 24-hour freedom pass, which you 

promised across London, and I asked you at Battersea what you've 

done about it and you haven't done nothing about it.  Thank you 

(...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Stephen.  I mean it's good to get 

the questions around the trams out early and I thank Stephen for 

that.  This is around tram extensions -- 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Come on, first of all, on the tram link, there 

are in fact two schemes that we're looking at, one is the Sutton link 
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and one is the Crystal Palace link.  It has to be said that the better 

business case is the Sutton tram link extension.  That has a better 

business case than the Crystal Palace one.  And we are now at 

the stage where we are negotiating with Sutton about the extension 

of that tram link, and obviously -- it basically comes back to the 

animated conversation we were having just now: how much 

development is Sutton willing to see to finance that tram link?  

That is the question.  Because these things don't come cheap, 

a tram link is not a cheap thing.  And, by the way, it's very, very 

disruptive when you put it in. 

In order to finance it we would need tax increment financing from 

the developments that will take place in Sutton.  People would be 

worried in the neighbourhood as to whether that is going to change 

the character of the area.  That will be the issue and that is what 

we are currently talking about now with Sutton.   

As for your question about the 24-hour freedom pass, I mean 

donnez-moi un break, that was one of the first things we did.  

What do you mean?  Ah, well, let me tell you, yes, I put it on the 

buses and I put it on the Tube, but, okay, fair enough, yes, we don't 

control the suburban rail - yet.  But we will.  Because you 

see -- you saw what the Government announced the other 

day -- and this is one of the most important breakthroughs we've 

had in the last few years -- the Government announced that they 

are going to devolve not just the West Anglia Line, which we've now 
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got, or the lines up out of Liverpool Street, we are going to get the 

Southeastern trains, we're going to get the Southern trains, we are 

going to have wholesale rail devolution in London.  And I am 

absolutely sure there's no reason at all, once we get that, why we 

should not extend the 24-hour freedom pass to every route in 

London.  But until such time as we do we can't because of course 

at the moment it's done by the train operating companies. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Of the tram I am -- thank you Boris, thank you 

Stephen -- totally committed to bring the extension to Sutton and 

Crystal Palace and I'm totally committed to support it.  Whatever 

Mayor comes here next to take his or her mitts -- Caroline Pidgeon 

is mayoral candidate for the Lib Dems -- to get their mitts on 

suburban rail.   

RICHARD TRACEY:  I am Richard Tracey and I represent Merton 

and Wandsworth.  And of course in the case of Merton, along with 

Steve, your Assembly Member here in Croydon, I'm very much in 

support of extending the tram link.  But, as Boris said, we are 

looking for some serious contributions which are facilitated by 

Sutton Council on the one hand and Merton Council on the other.  

Now, Merton happens to be Labour -- I'm a Conservative -- and of 

course Sutton is a Lib Dem Council.  But we are looking for 

contributions from them before it can go ahead.  It seriously is on 

the planning regime of TfL, and Steve and I have been pushing 

Boris very hard for that.   
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I'll finish on one point: if you end up with a Mayor after May 5 who 

causes a £1.9 billion black hole in TfL's finances you won't get your 

tram link because that will be one of the casualties, I'm afraid 

(...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Right, so thank you for that. 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Anne Viney, Upper Norwood.  Public 

transport improvements gladden the heart of every Londoner.  

How can we possibly believe that funding like the £6 billion the 

European Investment Bank has put into transport in London will be 

safeguarded if we leave the EU? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Really and truly, folks, we've got to nail this 

once and for all.  This is a complete -- I mean, complete nonsense.  

The European Investment Bank, and indeed all the other funds that 

we get from the EU through INTERREG and all the regeneration 

funds, the CAP, the social fund, they are only a fraction of what we 

pay in.  This is our money.  Not only is it our money, they are 

actually deciding how to spend our money in our country.  

That'sthe perversity of the situation. 

It is absolute nonsense.  Very often they spend it on the most 

peculiar things.  The cable car, for instance, I'm delighted to say, is 

one of the things that attracted EU money.  They came to me and 

they said, "Is there something you want to build while you're doing 

this cable car?"  They've given us £8 million.  Now frankly I'm 

delighted to get that money back from Brussels, but this should not 
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be at the discretion of civil servants sitting in their oatmeal-coloured 

offices, puffing their pipes in Brussels and deciding how to spend 

UK taxpayers' money in the UK.  It is absolutely mad 

(...Applause...).  It is absolutely mad.  And I don't -- do you 

notice saying this is political -- I don't care -- I was asked a question 

about the EIB and I am answering. 

We  send net every year, and it's going up the whole time -- we are 

the second biggest contributors -- between £8 and 10 billion which 

we never see again.  That goes to an organisation, by the way, 

that hasn't had its accounts signed off by its auditors for the last 

20 years such is the level of corruption --  

THE CHAIRMAN:  That's enough. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  -- and we are supposed to believe that this is 

a sensible use of UK taxpayers' money?  I really, really disagree.  

If we kept that money in the UK we could build a hospital every 

week with what we've saved (...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  I am going to bring in Len Duvall, the Leader of 

the Labour Group.  I don't want any more questions about the EU 

and get back to the questions at hand.   

LEN DUVALL:  Please, this is just rubbish.  Europe wouldn't be 

spending any money on the cable car if the Mayor never put it 

forward and spent public taxpayers' money on it.  It isn't a public 

transport project, it's a tourism project, it's a great project if you 

want a -- 
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BORIS JOHNSON:  If you want to attack Brussels be my guest, 

beat up Brussels for funding the cable car.  It's completely illogical.  

Actually, the cable car is the only piece of transport infrastructure -- 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Boris, let Len finish.  Please. 

LEN DUVALL:  Let's talk about the important issues around 

infrastructure planning, because the Mayor has learned a lot in the 

last eight years because when he first arrived he could have done 

something to bring some brownfield sites further on.  He cancelled 

the Thames Gateway Bridge.  Linking east London, north and 

south of the River Thames, would have done good in terms of 

protecting us from those who want to build on brownfield sites.  

That's how you do brownfield sites.  He cancelled it.  He also did 

the Croydon tram extension and cancelled that at the time; that 

would have been up and running, no doubt, if he pursued that with 

the vigour that he pursues the Garden Bridge Project on your 

behalf.   

I tell you what, even more outrageous, a bit far away from Croydon, 

he's also stopped – he’s started it again -- the DLR Dagenham dock 

issue around that.  That would have done good about bringing 

new housing into the area and building on brownfield sites.   

Now, I welcome a sinner who repents and who learns a lot, and we 

should welcome this, but let's remember when he moves away from 

this organisation to go on to greater things (or lesser things, who 

knows what the future beholds of him?), that he remembers the 
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issues around social housing and the link with transport.  Because 

we've got problems here in London, we've got growing populations.  

The bus investment has not been good over the last years, there's 

something that Margaret Thatcher said about people that use 

buses.  Well, I tell you what, Boris, actually lots of people use 

buses of all different classes and you've not invested on it and we 

need those issues around some of the buses used.   

There are issues of overcrowding.  And if we want to talk about 

money being wasted, and we talk about European funds being 

wasted, actually some of the money that you've spent, Boris, has 

been wasted.  Estuary Airport, failed, not a runner, actually 

£5.2 million was wasted on that.  A Routemaster bus, which is 

a nice design and a bit nostalgic, I've never seen the back open in 

my constituency.  You wasted money on those because we could 

have got a comparable bus, just as environmentally friendly, at 

cheaper the price in terms of what you've raised.  Oh, and, by the 

way, you've had to take them off the roads to put windows back into 

them so people can breathe during the summer. 

(...Applause...) Please don't talk about wasting money, talk to 

yourself before you start chucking stones at others. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Can I just come back on that.  Several 

points: I actually think that the new generation Routemaster bus is 

an icon of this city.  It's now used in advertising around the world 

to promote this country, it appeared in the James Bond film, it tops 
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our popularity lead with all our passengers.  An absolutely 

fantastic machine.   

Frankly, I am very proud -- yes, I am proud -- that we have invested 

in British manufacturing, in cutting edge British manufacturing and 

engineering, a very clean bus that is built in the United Kingdom.  

Unlike the bendy bus which was not only jack knifed on the streets 

of London and blocked the traffic and caught fire and all the rest of 

it but was built in Germany.  That was supported by the 

Labour -- I would much rather have jobs created in this country by 

our investment.   

You talk about waste of money.  The previous administration, 

which Len Duvall supported, they spent £34 million on promoting 

West London trams.  Has anybody seen a tram in West London?  

They've spent about £30 million on the Cross River Tram.  Has 

anybody seen a Cross River Tram?  A total waste of money. 

And, as for the cable car, which is a superb project, can I just tell 

you something, it is the only piece of transport infrastructure in this 

city that is actually making money and covering both its 

capital -- making so much money that it's covering both its capital 

and its revenue costs.  So put that in your pipe and smoke it, Len.  

It has racked up a surplus of £1 million and it is a hugely popular 

attraction.   

She doesn't even like the bikes now.  I mean, come on. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Boris, that's enough. 
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BORIS JOHNSON:  A cloud of negativity.  A cloud of negativity 

rising off them like a smog. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  I thought it worthwhile giving 

those gentlemen a bit of slack and a bit of time for that exchange.  

Hopefully you found it useful.  My comment out of that was there's 

no greater joy than hanging off the back of a number 11 

Routemaster down Victoria Street, it's a fantastic experience.  

Let's talk about airports, like Gatwick. 

So we are going to squeeze in three more relatively quick questions, 

please, and relatively quick answers.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  My name is Sue Mi Wong and I am 

an engineer and an entrepreneur.  You were saying about the 

Boris bike, I just say I really like it.  But I can see a lot of grey hairs 

here, the older generation, and we can see the public transport 

here in London, you've got the Boris bike but what about the elderly 

people going out?  I see for them it is so difficult.   

Being an engineer I got together with my father, and we invented 

a new type of transport and we believe that it's good for the elderly 

people and not so able-bodied, but we have been trying really hard 

to get this idea to you in the past year.  We tried to send you 

a letter and get a message to you.  We would like you to try this as 

the next generation of the Boris bike, maybe the Boris trike?  But 

we just find it really difficult to get to you.  And actually today 

I brought it all the way here and hopefully you can try it out 
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(...Applause...) maybe after all the questions, because, you know, 

I don't want to take all the precious time, but we do believe this 

might not be the solution but it will ease the pollution problem and 

the social problem.   

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you for that.  You are from South 

Norwood, I believe.  Now you've flagged it up no doubt he will take 

an interest in that. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Very happy to look at it. 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Hello, I am Adam from Central Croydon.  

I've got a question for the Mayor.  You mentioned Crossrail 2.  

I wonder -- I thought you'd like this, hopefully you won't have to 

argue about this one -- what are your plans for Crossrail 2, and will 

it affect Croydon in any way, good or bad?  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Good question. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Very good question.  I think the truth is it will 

be generally good for Croydon because it will massively boost the 

London economy, but it won't actually get to Croydon itself.  At the 

moment there's no plan for a link into Croydon.  But it's coming 

fast down the track.  George Osborne, the Chancellor, is very 

keen on it.  We have to wait and see what happens in the budget.  

But I'm confident that they will give it a very fair wind and we will get 

some serious development funding.   

The key thing -- does everybody know what Crossrail 2 is?  How 

excited are you about Crossrail 2?  No, it's going to be at 
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Wimbledon, which you can go to by the tram, of course, so there's 

a connectivity to Croydon.  And it will be a stupendous project, it's 

about 50 per cent bigger than Crossrail itself, it's an 18 kilometre 

tunnel going from the south west, from the Sutton/Kingston-type 

area all the way through up into the north east of the city.  And it 

will totally transform our ability to build housing in areas of London 

where there is real scope to do so.   

I mentioned earlier on, you need to invest in these brownfield sites 

if you're going to get them going, and transport is the crucial thing 

that you've got to do.  Crossrail 2 will enable us to do hundreds of 

thousands, probably 200,000 homes on the strength of that 

transport investment.  And it will simultaneously liberate huge 

numbers of commuters who are now stuck trying to get into 

Waterloo coming in from Hampshire and Surrey, if you see what I 

mean.  There's massive constriction at Waterloo and Crossrail 2 

will really sort that out.  It is a fabulous project and I hope people 

will really get behind it (...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Caroline Pidgeon, Deputy Chair of the 

Transport Committee, and mayoral candidate. 

CAROLINE PIDGEON:  Thank you, Steve.  Crossrail 2 I think is 

really, really important for London, as are all the other investments 

in our transport infrastructure.  I'd like to see a station at Streatham.  

I know there's been a very strong campaign in that area, just up the 

road, to make sure that that area is put on the map.  The other key 
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thing we've got to do is really upgrade our suburban metro rail 

services.  It's great news the Government at last has listened to 

what we've all been saying for many many years that we need 

Transport for London to take over running those suburban metro 

services.  But then we need to see improvements to them.  As 

you saw, I was rather late, stuck by a signal failure at Norbury.  

We've got to get the investment in the infrastructure, we've got to 

make sure those metro rail services work, they're frequent and that 

we see an increase in capacity.   

But all of this does need money.  And I want to go back to a point 

that was raised earlier.  The European Investment Bank is 

absolutely crucial for transport investment in London.  It's cheap 

borrowing.  We would not get it at such a rate if we weren't 

a member of the EU.  And if you look at what we've had over 

recent years, £1.5 billion for Crossrail, Heathrow Terminal 5, 

London City Airport -- 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I did ask for no more EU questions, Caroline -- 

FROM THE PANEL:  -- it's so important for transport in London, 

we've got to get that cheap borrowing as well as looking things like 

devolving Stamp Duty in order to look at how we could fund things 

like Crossrail 2.  It's really really important that we find different 

mechanisms to fund the transport, but I think the EIB is one of 

those. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I share Caroline's point completely about the 
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suburban rail; I believe very strongly that the suburban rail system 

has been neglected by the franchises.  And Norbury is a fine 

example, in my constituency.   

LEN DUVALL:  Two points, first, I just wanted to go back to the 

lady who mentioned about the transport project.  Anyone who was 

following the Garden Bridge Project I was going to suggest you get 

into contact with Joanna Lumley because that will fast track any 

meetings you have with the Mayor about your project.  

On Crossrail 2 there is wide cross-party support, and I do think it 

will transform the lives of Londoners, including Croydon, because 

people will start to access journeys differently, as the Overground 

has transformed the way they do, in a smaller way across London. 

I live in a place called Woolwich and my constituency is Greenwich 

and Lewisham.  And Crossrail 1, the Elizabeth line, will transform 

many people that are not immediately on that line.  Residents from 

Bexley will access it in a different way.  What's good about it?  

This is a long infrastructure project, it's going to take time, because 

there's arguments still to be made and the Mayor is right about 

what the gains are.  But we need to persuade the Government 

about putting their portion into it, we can't do this alone.   

And so there is an issue about Government policy because it's not 

just good for London, it's good for the UK economy.  Keeping 

London moving, keeping London prosperous, isn't just about us, it's 

about Scotland, it's about the North of England, it's about Wales.   
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That's why Crossrail 2 is important, and that's why we need to keep 

the pressure on all parties from here in London onto a national 

Government which I think likes the scheme; but they don't move to 

Greenwich Mean Time, they move to their own time.  We need this 

as a matter of urgency and it needs to be speeded up.  We need 

to think of accelerators to make sure it's a done deal. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Lastly on this one.  Richard Tracey. 

RICHARD TRACEY:  Thank you, Steve.  Yes, I do agree with 

what Len just said.  We do have complete cross-party support for 

Crossrail 2 which is going to so radically open up the movement 

between south London, where I think frankly we are badly served 

overall by transport, and north London, absolutely critical.   

Now, the gentleman down there asked about Croydon and what he 

was going to get from Crossrail 2.  Boris has mentioned the link to 

Wimbledon by tram link, but the other one that I would recommend 

to you is the excellent service from East Croydon to Clapham 

Junction, which it will also go through.  I came here by train from 

Clapham Junction this evening in eight minutes.  So you get to 

Clapham Junction, you get on Crossrail and you'll be onwards up to 

north London very speedily indeed.  Absolutely essential, let's get 

on with it, though, because I am a bit impatient that it won't be 

completed until 2030. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  We've run out of time, but I promise 

one last question.  My friend at the back.  Make the question 
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short, not a statement. 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Good evening.  My name is Clive Lock, 

a proud resident of Croydon North.  Croydon North is its poor 

relation.  Uncomfortably, the life expectancy in the community area 

is ten years less than other parts of the borough.  We have two 

Ikea chimneys that were part of a coal fired power station.  It 

poisoned the area leaving the roofs in the north black due to 

pollutants.  The power station was closed due to the Clean Air Act.   

Can the Mayor explain why, on his watch, no more than 

1000 metres from these chimneys, a polluting waste incinerator has 

been given a green light in a condensed, highly populated area. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Clive, I cut you some slack on the time 

because I wanted a transport question.  However, it is what it is.  

This is clearly about the incinerator in Sutton.  I do apologise, Clive, 

but he's a friend so he doesn't mind.  Boris, it's about the 

incinerator -- I know Darren will have an opinion on this -- Boris, do 

you want to comment? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Well, obviously this is something that the Lib 

Dem Council, to the best of my recollection -- wanted.  I am trying 

to remember whether this is one of the ones where we had to -- let 

me just say that, irrespective of who took the decision, I am 

absolutely certain that we would not have taken any decision that 

had not passed our environmental test and was not something 

that would do no damage to air quality in that area.  And that will 
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have been completely unthinkable.  

And I appreciate there are people who object to incineration and to 

waste disposal in that way.  On the other hand, you can't put it all 

in landfill, you've got to do something with it, and pyrolysis can be 

a very effective and very clean way of doing it.  So I would like to 

see the evidence, frankly, that the Sutton incinerator you speak of 

is actually going to cause the pollution that you claim.  I don't 

believe it will.  And I think that if you look at the -- as I said earlier 

on in my speech -- overall record on air quality in this city has been 

very very progressive, we've had a very determined -- it's 

absolutely true -- we have greatly reduced pollution in London and 

will continue to do so. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  This was supported by, as you're aware, both 

councils and there has been a Judicial Review.  A decision has 

been made on it, so that has moved on.  However, if colleagues 

would like to comment briefly.  Darren first. 

DARREN JOHNSON:  Thank you.  Well, if the Mayor needs 

some help about who made the decision on it, the Mayor did 

approve this planning application in 2013, just in case you've 

forgotten.  And I do think it is a retrograde step giving planning 

permission for very old-fashioned approaches to dealing with waste.  

Yes, we do need new waste facilities in London, we can't just keep 

sending stuff to landfill, but burning it like this is not the best way of 

dealing with it, there's far more environmentally sound ways these 
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days of processing waste rather than simply incinerating it.  And it 

also provides no real incentives to re-cycle at a time when 

Croydon's recycling rate, for example, is actually going down 

2 per cent on the previous year. 

So at a time when we need to be looking at state-of-the-art 

solutions to waste, and we need to be maximising our re-cycling, 

we seem to be taking a step backwards with old-fashioned 

technology.  I think it was a mistake to give permission to it, and 

I think it's going to be a real regret for the local people who have to 

live with it for many years to come (...Applause...)  

MURAD QURESHI:  I just would like to add that the Beddington 

incinerator was opposed by the Labour administration when they 

were in opposition.  And when they came into power at the last 

local election they found all the agreements had been signed up 

and they had to leave with the legacy of the Mayor of London, 

Boris Johnson, signing off this incinerator.  We've got to remember 

that during the Mayor's time as Mayor of London re-cycling across 

London has fallen dramatically and he's got to take some 

responsibility for that, and encouraged waste to energy to such 

an extent that it's actually affecting the life expectancy of people in 

North Croydon, as the questioner has told us.  That's the legacy of 

Boris on the environment in London and there's no getting away 

from it. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Yes there is, because you're talking rubbish.  
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Actually in 2013/14 Croydon recycled 42 per cent of its household 

waste, Darren, and that is up from 23 per cent, when I was elected 

in 2008. 

DARREN JOHNSON:  It's back down to -- 

BORIS JOHNSON:  That's up from 23 per cent -- 

DARREN JOHNSON:  Good work, it went up from 23 to 40, and 

now, regrettably, it's starting to creep back down, as it is in 

a number of boroughs.  That is a real regret and it is a genuine 

cause for concern which the next Mayor will have to take really, 

really seriously. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  I am glad you had the honesty to accept that 

re-cycling rates have massively increased under this mayoralty.  

And actually -- yes he did, it's gone from 23 per cent to 42 per cent, 

that's almost doubled and -- all right, fractionally down this year, I'm 

very sorry.  With the election of a useless, spavined, dessicated 

Labour Council, which is the problem.  And, yes, the average 

household waste recycling rate in London has also risen.   

I might point out to you that one of the reasons why it's so 

expensive to re-cycle waste in this country, and one of the reasons 

why landfill is so expensive is of course the various European 

Directives on that subject, such as the European Landfill Directive, 

about which I will say no more. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Now, thank you for that. 

We are considerably behind time, but that's fine because we've 
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now got a good 20 minutes or so we can spend on another 

important subject which is policing and community safety, 

something that is massively important across London.  And I am 

glad that our excellent Borough Commander for Croydon, Andy 

Tarrant, is here and has presided over crime going down in 

Croydon, which I think is really good and I am pleased that Andy is 

here. 

So, without further ado, we haven't got a lot of time, I want to do 

lots of questions.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  Good evening.  May I thank you for coming 

to Croydon.  My name is Emmanuel, I'm a resident of Thornton 

Heath.  I want to ask the Mayor why is it that the black people in 

this country are subject to stop-and-search all the time?  Just two 

days ago I was driving to Brixton and I was stopped just for nothing, 

and then I asked the man what's the problem?  He said, "Just pull 

over."  And I was with my wife and my little kid.  And at the end of 

the whole day the man got nothing to say.  He checked my 

number plates against my name and then asked me to drive. 

So the question I ask, you are the head of the policing in this city, 

why is the black people subjected to stop-and-search unnecessarily?  

(...Applause...)  

BORIS JOHNSON:  Look, I'm very sorry if you've had 

unacceptable treatment at the hands of the police, and I apologise 

for heavy-handed use of stop-and-search, particularly if it is 
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discriminatory against black people in the way that you describe.  

There can be no excuse for that.   

All I will say is that I do believe that stop-and-search has got to be 

a part of the repertoire of the police when they are trying to deal, for 

instance, with knife crime.  It is something that has been very 

useful in deterring kids from being so mad, so foolish, as to carry 

a knife and to go equipped with a weapon.  Stop-and-search does 

work, combined with the two strikes and you're out rule that we've 

brought in.  It has had an effect in bringing down deaths of young 

people from knife crime and bringing down violence generally.   

Now, there can be no excuse, however, for a discriminatory 

approach to stop-and-search.  If you will allow me I would like 

to -- I have Stephen Greenhalgh, Deputy Mayor for Policing and 

Crime in the front row.  And I am sure he would want to discuss 

your experience with you and to see what we can do to find out 

what went wrong in that case and what we can do to sort it out. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Let's move on.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  Yes, hello.  My name is Richard Daymar, 

I'm a resident of West Croydon.  This question is addressed to the 

Mayor, Mr Johnson, I'd like to have your view on your experience 

with Zac Goldsmith and how you think he is the right candidate to 

take your mayoralty forward in policing and other issues. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I am half tempted -- I'll allow it, but it's 

not -- well, I'll have to allow it.  Boris, do you want to comment?  
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No? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Well, I think it's a fair question. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I am going to be an impartial Chair and I won't 

allow that one.  I'm sorry, sir (...Applause...)  

BORIS JOHNSON:  Zac will be great though!  

FROM THE FLOOR:  Good evening everyone.  I am a boy whose 

name is Jermaine Shah who lives across the road, and in my area, 

not just in my area but across Croydon, I think that there's a great 

increase in burglaries.  So, Mr O'Connell, what are you doing to 

stop it?  (...Applause...)  

THE CHAIRMAN:  Very good question.  That's good.  Thank you.  

I think the area that you're talking about did have 

an increase -- burglaries have gone down.  Boris, have you got 

some words and comments around burglary in Croydon?  Good 

question.  

BORIS JOHNSON:  I can tell you that burglary is one of the crimes 

in London that has -- one of the neighbourhood crimes that really 

affects people badly and really shocks people and unsettles people.  

It has come down massively across the city, and across the city it's 

down by about 36 per cent since I was elected.  In Croydon it's 

down by about 25 per cent.   

But you've obviously got a particular experience, Jermaine, of that 

crime in your neighbourhood or people have pointed out to you.  

We're going to have a word with the Borough Commander and find 
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out what we can do, what's going on, whether there's something 

that we're not picking up in the figures that indicates that there is 

a problem with burglary.  At the moment burglary is way, way 

down and that's -- I think there are 75,000 fewer of those 

neighbourhood-type crimes every year in Croydon than there were 

when I was elected.   

But you raise it, you must be right, we'll see what we can do to find 

out what's going on. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  As I said, the Borough Commander is over 

there, Jermaine, so at the end of the evening you might like to have 

a conversation. 

 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Good evening, Richard Lockwood, retired 

fire officer from Croydon.   

What is the point of public consultation, and indeed this 

engagement today, when the public strongly opposed both 

tranches of the fire station closures, as did members of the Fire 

Authority here.  Yet the Mayor once more threatens to impose 

direction.  Earlier, the Mayor, you joked about people living longer, 

yet four deaths now in the last twelve months have been attributed 

to significant delays in attendance of fire engines (...Applause...)  

BORIS JOHNSON:  I'm very happy to come back, but I'd like to 

hand over in a minute to Gareth Bacon.  Listen, the crucial thing 

for me is -- I take it you are a member of the London Fire Brigade. 
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FROM THE FLOOR:  That's right. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Thank you very much for all you are doing 

because actually the London Fire Brigade has helped, over my 

mayoralty, to reduce fire and deaths by fire by half.  And that's 

an astonishing achievement.  It particularly affects people on low 

incomes because they are predominantly the victims of fire.  It is 

people in poor neighbourhoods with bad accommodation who are 

overwhelmingly vulnerable to fire, and it's the education, it's the 

response, it's the work of the London Fire Brigade that has 

massively reduced those deaths.  So that is very very important. 

All the decisions that we take are based on that premise: how to get 

deaths down and how to get fires down.  And that's why we did the 

London Safety Plan 5, and I totally stick by it because the results 

could still continue to be very, very good indeed and we're still 

seeing incidents coming down. 

GARETH BACON:  Yes, just to add to what the Mayor has said.  

Incidents of fire, full stop, and fire death have never ever been 

lower.  On a ten-year rolling trend they've been down consistently 

throughout the mayoralty of Boris Johnson.  The response times of 

the London Fire Brigade are the fastest response times in the world 

and we exceed them.  No, it's not wrong, sir, it is absolutely correct.  

The response time standard for the London Fire Brigade is 6 

minutes for the first appliance and 8 minutes for the second 

appliance.  The average response time in London last year was 
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5 minutes and 32 seconds for the first appliance, and 6 minutes 

and 54 for the second.  And here in Croydon it was 5 minutes and 

30 for the first and 6 minutes and 45 for the second.  Those are 

absolutely verifiable facts, and I would challenge you, sir, to 

produce any data that proves anything to the contrary. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, sir, you made your point.  Fiona 

Twycross. 

FIONA TWYCROSS:  Thank you.  We all know that the Mayor 

repeatedly has said that he would listen to the consultation, we've 

asked him repeatedly and I think politicians from all parties have 

asked him to make sure that he would listen to the consultation and 

he said would time and time again that he would, despite the fact 

that over 70 per cent of those responding said they preferred the 

option that would have kept the 13 fire engines at their relevant 

stations, he is backing an option which only 18 per cent, so less 

than 1 in 5 people, supported. 

I think the Mayor has still got an opportunity to row back from his 

decision on this.  I think it's like some of the other things we've 

heard tonight, he's not entirely on top of the facts at times, and he 

has got the opportunity -- because there is money available not to 

have these cuts at this time and actually to hold back and have 

a proper review, which is already scheduled for later on this year. 

So Boris, you have the opportunity to actually listen, to pay 

attention and row back from this at the time, as the retired fire 
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fighter at the back suggests. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Gareth, do you want to come in quickly? 

GARETH BACON:  Fiona's acquaintance with facts is sometimes 

a bit a variance with reality.  In terms of people that responded to 

the consultation, 0.02 per cent of London responded to this 

consultation, it is not the mandate that she claims.  The Mayor did 

listen to the consultation, he also listened to the Commissioner of 

the London Fire Brigade, and it is the Commissioner of the London 

Fire Brigade's proposals are the ones that the Mayor prefers.  To 

be honest, I am a politician like everybody else sat on this stage, I 

think actually the Commissioner of the London Fire Brigade has 

significantly more expertise in terms of how to plan decent fire and 

rescue cover across London than any of the politicians on this 

stage.   

Therefore, I think the weight of his recommendation does carry 

considerable weight.   

And the money that Fiona refers to that could be put together in 

order to save the 13 appliances that she has just referred to are 

various little bits and pieces of one-off funding that would disappear 

in a year.  So you could put these 13 appliances back and they 

would go in 12-months' time.  Now, why would she want to do that?  

That is not sensible, that is not sustainable, and it would actually 

make the Fire Brigade less safe in 12 months' time.  It's not 

sensible to do it. 
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FROM THE FLOOR:  Hello, Mr Johnson, Val Harris from 

Lewisham.  I've worked for the Met Police for 30 years as police 

staff or, as you would put it, an "overhead".  We aspire for the Met 

to look like London.  When you set the target for 32,000 police 

officers did you realise that the parts of the police that come from 

London, like the back office staff, the catering staff, the people that 

have had to be cut, along with buildings and cars and other 

resources, were going to actually mean that the people that work 

there now look less like London, because we were the groups that 

came from London.  We're Londoners, we want to work for the Met, 

we want to make London great and we want to make it safer. 

Could you look at 32,000, is that absolutely necessary, is that 

a target that needs to be kept to? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Look, I mean that's a really important point 

and thank you very much for what you've done, I understand your 

anger about what has  happened and the experience that you have 

had.   

The reality is that we are in a time of limited budgets and we have 

to put the money where it will deliver the best results for London.  

I have spoken of some of the successes that we've had in fighting 

crime, it has come down sharply, and overall people feel safer in 

this City and we are seeing increases in confidence as well - not yet 

as much as I'd like but we're seeing significant improvements.  

And I have to say that I do think it is valuable to invest in front line 
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policing, and I do defend the decisions that we've taken to sell off 

buildings like the Scotland Yard building; I think £370 million that 

made.  That is a huge, huge sum that can now be invested into 

policing. 

And I totally defend the approach that we've taken, and investing in 

safer neighbourhood teams, in beat policing, I think is the way 

forward.  "Bobbies, not buildings" is the expression used by 

Stephen Greenhalgh, Deputy Mayor for Policing and Crime, and 

I completely agree with him. 

And, yes, of course it means sometimes cuts in the back office, but 

we are not so far seeing any reduction in our crime-fighting 

capability.  And that for me is what counts. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I'll turn to Joanne McCartney, Chair of the 

Police and Crime Committee.      

JOANNE MCCARTNEY:  Thank you.  Well, it's quite clearly the 

case that Government cuts and the Mayor's policies have meant 

that we've seen significant depletion in our police force, both in 

office and numbers of PCSOs and staff that do those vital back 

office functions, which means that our police officers can spend the 

time on the beat.   

You've talked about the Mayor's target of 32,000 officers.  Well, 

he's got a target -- he meets it at election time, but for the rest of 

that time that target is not met.  For nearly 80 per cent of his 

mayoralty he has been below target.  Here in Croydon we're 
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seeing a reduction in police numbers.  Over the last six years 

Croydon has lost 46 police officers and 141 PCSOs.  They are 

uniforms that should be out on your streets and they're not.  And 

the Mayor has talked about reducing crime.  I think we can put that 

one to bed because we've now seen over the last 18 months total 

notifiable offences are actually increasing again.  In Croydon in 

particular there's been a 16 per cent rise in violent crime, crime 

which is a great concern.   

And we know that later this year, when Cyber crime and 

Internet-enabled crime is added to those crime figures, the crime 

figures are probably going to more than double.   

So it's not the rosy picture that Boris says.  And we have 

consistently raised in the Police and Crime Committee cuts 

particularly to those back office and civilian staff roles. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Caroline Pidgeon. 

CAROLINE PIDGEON:  Thank you very much.   

I think many of us are concerned, about the cuts to police staff, as 

you say, because actually what has then happened is we're seeing 

police officers having to fulfil some of those admin functions, 

therefore being taken off the street rather than out there patrolling 

our communities.   

32,000 police is a good number to want to aim for in London, and 

we have been recruiting in London, that is commendable; but 

actually, with the growing population we've got coming in London 
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we need to see more police officers, more PCSOs, and we need 

the staff to support them to make sure they're out on the street.   

The biggest mistake that I think the Mayor has made over recent 

years is to cut the number of dedicated officers in every ward in 

London, and that has meant more and more people don't see the 

police patrolling their streets, and that important intelligence, 

particularly around things like counter-terrorism, is not being fed in 

and that's what I want to see reversed. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Boris, do you want to respond? 

BORIS JOHNSON:  Can I just come back on that.  Actually, 

we've got a record number of police officers out on the street.  

There are more police constables now in London than at any time 

in the history of the City.  I think we're currently virtually at 32,000 

altogether, 26,000 PCs.  And one of the reasons why we're able to 

make savings in the back office is because of the incredible 

improvements in technology.  Every police officer -- we're putting 

20,000 body-worn cameras on police officers so that they will -- so 

many of the problems that the public have had with the behaviour 

or worries about the behaviour of the police, police 

evidence-gathering capabilities, abilities to see exactly what has 

happened when they arrive at the scene of a crime and to record it, 

that will be massively improved by body-worn cameras.  Use of 

tablets, use of technology, is a fantastic advantage for the police 

force and we should capitalise on that rather than ignoring it. 
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And that's why I think it's invest in front line policing, invest in 

technology and we are seeing crime falling steadily. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I think the fact of the matter, we have seen 

more police in our neighbourhoods.   

FROM THE FLOOR:  Hi there.  My name is Damien Cheetham.  

I have been in the south-east for most of my life.  My question has 

been over the last five, six, seven years we have seen a reduction 

in budget to the front line services which we, as Londoners, rely on, 

whether it's the policing on the streets, safer neighbourhoods teams 

disappearing, being pulled back into clusters.  Or, as the 

gentleman over there said, the firefighter, we've had 10 fire stations 

lost, 28 fire engines being reduced, 500 firefighters lost as well.   

Boris, you are in control of the cake which is the budget that you 

divide.  As Londoners, we do not want those front line services cut, 

no matter if these are being used 2 per cent of the time or 

5 per cent of the time, they save our lives.  You need to stop and 

reverse the removal of the fire trucks.  Again, 13 this week, you 

are overriding the panel against public consultations.   

Just on the consultation side, they are very quiet, none of us know 

anything about them until very very close to the event.  We don't 

have time to respond. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay, sir.  I think you have made your point, 

we are running out of time.  Gareth Bacon can respond. 

GARETH BACON:  The 13 appliances the gentleman is referring 
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to, it is very important to realise that these are not being taken now, 

these have been off the run for two-and-a-half years.  They've 

been held back as part of a contingent of 27 fire engines to be used 

in the event of strike cover, because the Fire Brigades Union called 

a strike in August 2013 over the Government's changes to their 

pensions.  That's fine, that's their right, that's perfectly well and 

good.  But they've been off the run for the whole of that time.   

What the proposal is is not to put them back permanently.  But 

despite them being off the run for the whole of that time the fire 

response times are exactly what I gave you a moment ago, those 

times have been achieved, they have exceeded the fastest 

response times in the world despite them not being there.  Those 

13 appliances are not needed.   

And that is the professional recommendation of the 

Commissioner, not of any politician. 

FROM THE FLOOR:  Hello.  My name is Nicola and I have lived 

in Croydon for many, many years.  I had the misfortune to lose my 

purse in Croydon, and I went to Croydon police station and it was 

a complete and utter waste of time.  They didn't want to know, they 

didn't take any details, they did nothing.   

Now, I'm on a police panel and I go to regular meetings and at the 

next meeting my question was, "Why did this happen?  Why didn't 

you want to know?"  And I was told it's down to the person who 

finds it to give it back to the person it belongs to.  So really it's 
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a charter for finders keepers and it's absolutely outrageous.  How 

can you do this?  How can you find something, lose something, 

and have nowhere to go to say it's been lost, has anyone found it?  

What happens with insurance if it's something major? It was in 

Surrey Street Market, nine o'clock on a Saturday morning.  Almost 

empty ...  No, I think I was foolish and I think I didn't put it in my 

bag, I think it might have slipped between my coat and my bag.  

I honestly don't believe that it was stolen.  But I made the special 

effort, I told the market inspector and I made the special effort to go 

to the police station and they didn't want to know, they didn't want 

to know. 

BORIS JOHNSON:  I very much sympathise with your anxiety 

about losing your purse, but -- I may get this wrong -- if I was 

a policeman what I would be thinking is: what is the crime that has 

been committed and what can I do to rectify it?  Of course what 

they should say to you, in my view, is, "If somebody hands in your 

purse to us we'll make sure we notify you," and they could have 

taken your name and your address and your details, your phone 

number, and notified you.  But I  think that would be the 

psychological barrier in their minds, because that is what the police 

are there for, they are there to fight crime, and it wouldn't have 

been clear to them that a crime had been committed.  But I think 

that you make a perfectly reasonable point as a citizen that 

somebody in authority should be able to help you and somebody 
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should serve as the clearing house for your purse, as it were.   

You've got the Borough Commander over there, he is looking 

absolutely overjoyed by this intervention.  I don't say he is going to 

find your purse in Surrey Market.  I don't know whether you went 

back and looked for it and asked people?  You did.  Look, I'm 

sorry about what happened to your purse, I think that if it is handed 

into the police station then the police should let you know that they 

have found it. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Right, thank you very much, I think we've got to 

the end of time now and well done for getting there.  The first thing, 

I would like to thank you all for attending and participating.  A full 

transcript will be on the GLA website.  If you've got questions, 

leave them with the team.  But, before you leave, I would like first 

of all to thank you all for coming, but I think we should thank the 

Mayor and the panel for coming along tonight in the usual fashion.   

Have a safe journey home and thank you again. 

(9.00 pm)  

(The meeting concluded)  

------------------------ 


