
BARNET RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION 

ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 

7 NOVEMBER 2024 

HELD IN THE PENNEFATHER HALL, ST ALBANS RD, BARNET, EN5 4LA 

 

1.  INTRODUCTION & APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE: 

Melvyn Sears, Chairman, welcomed everyone to the Association’s AGM and thanked them for 

coming.   

Apologies for absence had been received from: Sandy Headey, Linda O’Shea, Jeffrey Watson, 

Gerald & Jacqueline Ackroyd, Ken Rowland and Mr & Mrs Johnson. 

 

94 members in attendance plus the Committee. 

 

2. MINUTES OF AGM HELD ON 19 SEPTEMBER 2023: 

These had been put on the website recently so members could look at them before coming 

along.  These were agreed.   Proposed by Doreen Martin, seconded by Lynn Baker. 

 

3. MATTER ARISING: 

There were no matters arising. 

 

4.  ANNUAL REPORT BY THE CHAIRMAN: 

The Spires 

The year was dominated by the plans by BYM, then leaseholder of the Spires, to redevelop 

the site.  Despite a blunt denial in the late autumn that development plans were afoot, just 

before Christmas 2022 their team represented by Redwood Consulting came forward with 

plans for the development of the estate in its entirety, including the car park in Chipping Close 

which they had only recently acquired.  During January, they provided more details and there 

then ensued a number of meetings between the BRA and Redwood Consulting (in parallel 

with meetings that Redwood were holding with other local ‘stakeholders’).  Following these 

meetings, a public exhibition was held in the Spires during April. 

From the outset, it was clear that the project was far removed from what we believed High 

Barnet needed and indeed merited given the likely value of the project to its sponsors, the 

huge disruption it would cause and the risk to our continued existence as a historic market 

town.  It was far removed from the public relations messages that had emanated from the 

project team from the very start, which claimed that the framework within which they were 

working included:- 

Respect for and celebration of the town centre’s history; 

Provision of a high quality public realm and improved appearance of this part of the town 

centre; 

Improved transport facilities …. and parking management measures. 

What was being proposed could be summed up as several 5/6 storey blocks containing 250 

small flats, through which a narrow and gloomy 24-hour pedestrian route leading from 

Stapylton Road through to the High Street would run, this route being broken by areas of 

outside dining space which were supposed to encourage an evening economy.  Two floors of 

car parking space would be lost to flats and the clock tower and atrium outside Waitrose 



would disappear.  Waitrose itself would remain, and the market would continue to operate 

and in fact would be enlarged.    

We maintained a dialogue with Redwood throughout most of 2023, and indeed at one point 

submitted the broad outline of an alternative scheme which we believed would meet their 

aspirations without many of the negative impacts upon our town centre that we could 

envisage.  However, before discussions on this could proceed, and indeed before a formal 

planning application was submitted, news emerged in November that BYM had gone into 

administration on the 10th October.  In spite of assurances that the development proposals 

would nevertheless proceed, communication with their consultants ceased just before 

Christmas 2023 and have not resumed. 

Communication with members 

There was major progress during the year with the launch of our new website in June which 

can be found at https://barnetresidentsassociation.org.uk.  The key feature was the 

streamlined navigation and layout, making it easier for visitors to the site to find their way 

around and access the page/subject they were looking for.  We plan to place an increasing 

number of news items on our webpage as well as broadcasting emails to our members. 

Also during the year we issued three Newsletters in February, June and October, and 

broadcast on average 3 email messages a month to help keep our ‘e-mail connected members’ 

up to date with what was happening.  This was particularly valuable in 2023 with the rapidly 

changing picture on the Spires re-development in which so many of our members were 

interested. 

We also regularly posted information on our Facebook page, Instagram and to our twitter 

account. 

Conservation 

We continued our careful scrutiny of the local streetscene during the year as we sought to 

retain the ‘historic market town’ appearance of High Barnet.  In this connection, we continued 

our campaigns to undo the highly inappropriate changes, made without planning permission, 

at nos. 60 High Street (Balady) and 70 High Street (previously After Office Hours), both of 

which lie within the Wood Street Conservation Area.  Our persistence in both these cases was 

rewarded in 2024.  

We were also instrumental in the withdrawal of the application to place a JOLT illuminated 

screen/vehicle charging unit outside the Everyman Cinema, which is a Grade II listed building 

dating from 1934.  We objected strongly to the planning application, presenting evidence on 

how the setting of listed buildings was vital to their preservation, consistent with Barnet’s 

Unitary Development Plan. 

During 2022, we had thrown our weight behind Peter Wanders’ efforts to bring the Hadley 

Green drinking fountain back into use, an initiative which cost in total some £30,000.  We had 

donated £150 from our reserves and also encouraged our members to support it as the 

crowdfunding campaign was running out of time.  This all came to fruition in 2023 with the 

opening of the fountain on the 27th April.     

Planning 

Amongst the larger projects for which planning applications were placed during the year, we 

objected to both Intec House and Fortune House (currently Howdens) at the bottom of Moxon 

Street.  These applications were made by the same developer, and we believe that if they had 

been presented together, they would have been rejected on grounds of over-development.  



We included among our concerns the potential impact upon traffic levels in Moxon Street, 

which has only recently seen the development of the new Windmill School. 

Revised proposals were subsequently made for the redevelopment of Intec House, which 

recently secured a revised permission, up from the original approval for 91 flats on 7 storeys 

to 113 flats on 8 storeys; what our Council has had to concede to secure 17 ‘affordable’ homes.  

We were appalled. 

Fortune House has still not been approved.  

We also remained active in scrutinising other new but less significant planning applications.  

Of the 16 we objected to, 10 were refused and 3 withdrawn following our objection. 

 

Transport 

We kept up the pressure on the Council during the year on matters of road safety, pinch-

points on the road network and other issues affecting the smooth flow of traffic through the 

town.  The congestion met by drivers at busy times forces them to take routes away from the 

main thoroughfares, often at excessive speeds which endangers pedestrians and cyclists on 

such roads and irritates residents.  It is hardly surprising that those who live along these roads 

argue for 20 mph speed limits, albeit in practice, without enforcement, it is not clear that such 

limits are effective in limiting the speed of traffic or reducing its volume. 

We have long argued that High Barnet needs a comprehensive traffic review to identify those 

junctions where traffic flow could be improved, to enable vehicles to move more swiftly 

through the town on the main roads.  Budget constraints are invariably given as the reason 

for inaction. 

The junctions/crossings where action is desperately needed, on grounds of safety and 

congestion include: 

Stapylton Road/St Albans Road junction; 

Mays Lane outside the Co-Op; 

Junction of the High Street and Wood Street (and associated bus stop arrangements) 

 

Membership 

Our membership rose during the year to its highest ever level, reaching 806 at the end of the 

year.  

 

Finance and accounts 

After a year in which we recorded a deficit of over £1,000, driven largely by one-off 

administration costs and donations, we steadied the ship in 2023 and actually achieved a small 

surplus.  

Our subscription income (including small donations) matched that of 2022, and we also 

earned some bank interest.    Our day-to-day operating costs fell sharply, partly benefiting 

from lower stamp usage as we were able to rely on an extended delivery team.  These 

reductions were partly offset by now having to pay Mailchimp to deliver our email messages, 

a new cost arising from increased membership.  We finished the year with net assets 

(comprising bank balances and stamps) of over £8600.  Our objective will be to achieve an 

ongoing operating balance from year to year, but remaining open to making small donations 

to projects which your Committee believes contribute positively to our community.  The 

defibrillator in the Spires and the Hadley water fountain were two such examples in recent 

years. 

 

 



QUESTIONS FROM THE FLOOR, ANSWERED BY THE CHAIRMAN UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED: 

Q.  Not a question but I would like to congratulate you on the new Newsletter, the layout and 

everything about it.   

A.  Thank you very much. 

 

Q.  How do you raise funds, other than through the annual subscriptions? 

A.  Purely from annual subscriptions. 

Q.  Have you ever thought about a different way of raising funds? 

A.  An obvious alternative way would be to sell advertising in the newsletter. 

Q.  Have you considered raising the annual subscription in recent years?  I personally feel it is 

too low and the organisation could use the extra funding.  I am sure we could all afford a little 

bit more. 

A SPEAKER: If you already have a surplus, do you need more money? 

A.  We do not need more money.  In this last year we broke even.  The main cost is the 

newsletter.  Some receive a posted copy because they live beyond the reach of our delivery 

team.   There are the paper and printing costs. They are going up annually and we will be 

putting up our fee to keep up with inflation in the next year or so.  We also pay PayPal a small 

amount; PayPal take a small cut from subscriptions paid through PayPal. Mailchimp our 

delivery agent for emails makes a charge for that.  We do not need more funds at the moment. 

Q.  But it is good to have a nest egg. 

A.   Yes, it is, and we will be putting up our subscriptions in the coming year or two.  

 

Q.  I have two questions on the accounts.   Is there a charge for the accounts to be prepared? 

A.  Our Treasurer prepares the accounts and this year they were inspected by a friend of mine 

who did not feel able to charge.  His predecessor also did it free of charge for several years. 

We do need a new independent examiner in the future so they may charge. 

Q.  What is the insurance charge for? 

ANNA WATKINS:  We sometimes do a stall at The Spires and they require us to have public 

liability insurance.  I have just renewed it. 

 

CHAIRMAN:  We are very fortunate to have a team of delivery agents who deliver the vast 

majority of our newsletters.  There is the Committee who deliver and then 12 others who live 

around Barnet Vale, Arkley and Underhill who deliver perhaps a dozen or so each which makes 

our lives a great deal easier.  It gets the newsletter out more quickly than by Royal Mail.  I 

would like to propose a vote of thanks to our delivery team.  (Applause) 

 

Q.  I have a question on the Association’s position on the width restriction in Mays Lane.  You 

referred to it briefly and said there were often traffic jams there.  Maybe I should preface this 

by saying I objected to that when the Council first thought about taking it away because as far 

as I could see that restriction does a very useful job in that it stops large vehicles bypassing 

the town centre, and as the surrounding area has been developed as dwellings I thought it 

was inappropriate to do away with it. 

A.  What we are not aware of yet is the alternative that the Council is proposing.  It was 

originally put there partly to deter large vehicles and but also to slow traffic passing those 

shops and I believe there was a fatality at one time.  We do not know what the Council’s 

alternative is.  There has to be an alternative because the 20 mph limit along Mays Lane is 

largely ignored and it is a route that children use to go to schools so it has the potential for 

traffic accidents.  I can understand why they want to take away.  As a driver I resent meeting 



it but traffic has found a way around that restriction.  I am not sure it fulfils its original purpose 

of keeping down the volume of traffic. 

 

5. ADOPTION OF ACCOUNTS: 

Proposed by Mr Heams and seconded by Jon Worboys. 

 

6.  ELECTION OF OFFICERS AND COMMITTEE MEMBERS: 

 

The Committee members and officers are re-elected en masse.  Anna was stepping down as 

secretary but staying on the Committee.  Proposed by Jon Worboys and seconded by Jessica 

Wyman. 

 

7. ELECTION OF INDEPENDENT EXAMINER: 

There was no candidate at the moment so that would be held over. 

 

8. ANY OTHER BUSINESS: 

There being no other business, there was a break for tea and coffee. 

 

After the short break 

 

GUEST SPEAKER, DAN TOMLINSON, MP: 

Dan started by paying tribute to his predecessor, Theresa Villiers, for her 19 years’ service as 

MP.  (Applause)  She had worked very hard for the constituency and he hoped in the years to 

come everyone would recognise they had had an MP who had worked just as hard or even 

harder for them. 

He thanked Melvyn and the Residents Association for inviting him and for everyone being 

members of the Association.  He thought groups like the Barnet Residents Association were 

integral to the health of a community. 

Chipping Barnet had been his home for a number of years and where his wife had been born 

and brought up, and he was passionate about making Barnet an even better place to live.  His 

slogan was Building a Better Barnet and that was a big part of what he wanted to do with his 

time in politics.  It was the honour of his life to get the chance to serve as a Member of 

Parliament for the constituency that was his home.   

When he was a child, his family were homeless and they lived in emergency and temporary 

accommodation for a time.  His family wrote to their MP, who happened to be Labour but he 

was sure it would have been the same if they had been Tory, and he changed their lives when 

he sorted out their housing situation.  He had been 15 or 16 and that was the moment when 

he thought perhaps politics could make a difference and that moment was a turning point for 

him. 

 

As of last month, he had done two monthly newsletters and he encouraged everyone to sign 

up for them via his website.  They were not party political, just an update on what he had been 

doing.  He had recently given his maiden speech in the House of Commons and had spoken 

about the suburbs and the need for political parties to understand the suburbs and the 

aspirations and hopes of the people who live here, and once political parties understood the 

suburbs they could govern for the country as a whole.  Suburbs may not be the bread basket 

of the country in the way engineering or manufacturing was but hard working, playing by the 



rules, doing the right thing and wanting government by their side was what he saw the 

suburbs were about.  He said that even though it may have been a rocky start in some ways, 

he hoped everyone would see the present Government working for them. 

 

In Parliament, on Hansard there is recorded every question he had asked.  He had asked about 

policing.  The new Labour Government had committed to hiring 1,300 new police in London, 

the number of police in Barnet by some estimates had fallen from 200 to 80 while the 

Conservatives were in office, but you did not need statistics to tell you that the number of 

police walking around our community had fallen.  He would continue the work of his 

predecessor to get the local police station re-opened.  The challenge about policing in London, 

and he had been speaking to the Mayor of London just this week about this, was to get the 

number of extractions, as it is called, of police from outer London to inner London to police 

protests or whatever is going on.   He thought Banet had an unacceptably high extraction rate, 

one of the highest in London, and he wanted to push for change on this so we had the officers 

here more often.  In his very first Prime Minister’s Questions he asked a question about 

policing.  He had also asked about hospitals, waiting lists and mental health.  He was also 

interested in the need to improve our economy; he was passionate about economics.   He had 

been appointed to a role, a champion of the Government’s growth mission, so that was the 

one Westminster focus he would have.  Not just so lines on some charts go up but so that 

families feel better off and have better living standards. 

 

Dan had chosen not to serve on a Select Committee, despite the important work they do, 

because he would rather spend the 4 or 5 hours every week on his constituents.    Even though 

Westminster was about building change, you will not find him in Select Committee hearings 

important though they are.  He had raised questions about the hostages still being held in 

Gaza, and had raised the issue of getting more aid into Gaza. 

 

On local issues one of the campaigns he was enjoying was supporting the Builders Arms, a pub 

in East Barnet.  They are really struggling as there is a development that is taking place and it 

was important to make sure during the construction phase that the local businesses do not 

struggle with the deliveries, and the toing and froing of the construction traffic.  He had met 

at the pub with the developers and he would continue to support them in that campaign.   

He will also be campaigning on the issue of leaseholds.  Some people may even have thought 

they were buying a freehold when it had turned out they were not getting one.   People were 

having difficulty not only paying council tax but also service charges on top and the service 

charge fees have been going up and up and it is a rip off.  The Labour Party were committed 

to change that and he will be writing a very stern letter to FirstPort, one of the managing 

agents that is causing lots of problems for people. 

 

During the election campaign he had talked a lot about car thefts and the need to tackle that 

problem.  Barnet had the fourth highest rate of car theft in London, and the highest rate of 

catalytic convertor theft in London.  Of course, the police are really stretched but he wanted 

to be held to account on the extent to which he held them to account to take action on this 

issue.  He had pledged to hold a car theft summit where he held the police, the council and 

other agencies to account.  Depending on the amount of money he got for his office, he will 

try and post a letter to all constituents to invite them, but there would be an invite from him 

in some way.   He had asked for the national minister for policing to come and she will be 

there so the Government can be held to account on that. 



  

Barnet Council since 2010 had its grant from Central Government cut by half.  Barnet was the 

first council to publish the graph of doom showing the trend in their core funding and the 

trend in the funding they have to spend on of their adult social care, and they forecast when 

those lines would cross, and when they cross the councils go bust.  It is not about 

mismanagement of council finances, Labour and Conservative councils across the country are 

struggling, but the Council has to find a way to stay afloat.  This is why the green bin charges 

have gone up.  A difficult decision that no one wanted to make.   The Labour Government have 

increased the funding to councils by 3 per cent above inflation, which was one of the first 

times they have had an above-inflation increase.  But he would be working hard to make sure 

the Council gets the funding it needs because it is so crucial to our lives – the pot holes, the 

pavements, the lighting. 

Thirdly and finally, some of you will have emailed him and not had an email back and felt 

disappointed, although he hoped you will have done by now.  So an apology.  When he was 

elected, he did not have an office, he didn’t have a printer, he did not have a phone number.  

But he had it all now so there are no excuses now.  If someone had emailed him about a policy 

matter or something that is not a specific local matter, his office were still working through 

the backlog but were catching up.  It had been a tough few weeks when he was all alone and 

getting 1,000 emails a week, but he didn’t need sympathy because he loved the job.   That 

was just an explanation why some might not have heard from him. (Applause) 

 

QUESTIONS FROM FLOOR: 

Q.   I am a bit concerned about the “building” part of your slogan.  I visit West Hendon a fair 

amount and the amount of building there is awful. 

A.  The “building” in my slogan does not mean my intention is to unleash a series of 

horrendous tower blocks on Barnet.  If you can think of another B that goes with “better” and 

“Barnet”, I will take it.  I do think we need more houses in this country, as on average young 

people in London are spending half their income on housing and so are not able to afford to 

buy.  I myself lived with my in-laws to save up to buy.  It is important we continue to maintain 

and enhance and support the character of our suburbs.  As I said in my maiden speech, I 

moved to Barnet because I wanted a house with a garden, a space for a car and space to raise 

a child in the beautiful green spaces that we all love so much and I am here to stand up for 

the suburbs.  If you are suspicious of the word “building” or a Labour MP in any way, I am here 

to stand up for the suburbs.    Come the next election I hope you will see that I have stood up 

for the suburbs and the things we hold dear. 

 

Q.  A point about education, in secondary schools in particular.  In 2023, one in four children 

were out of school 50% of the time; my daughter being one of those.  I know you have touched 

on special education provision but there are many, many children who could be 

accommodated in mainstream education but are not and there is a gap there.  I do not know 

what the figures are for Barnet but I am in a support group and I know so many children who 

could be in mainstream but are left out of school and are traumatised. 

A.  If you would drop me a line about schools, it would be good to talk to you and your group. 

There are lots of issues you might be experiencing, I know there is an issue about “off-rolling”, 

where children with additional needs are kept out of schools to improve the exam results.  I 

hear of that happening.  Funding is an issue of course and the money that comes with children 

with additional needs is often not enough and that poses challenges for schools.   I do not 



know the specific details of your family but I would appreciate it if you took the time to write 

to me and I will follow it up. 

 

Q.  I notice that university fees are going up next year.  My daughter wants to go back to 

university to do a master’s.  Do you think this will discourage students or force the parents to 

pay yet again?  

A.  This is one of the issues which some of you may be thinking of which the Government has 

done which has proved unpopular which the previous Government did not take, and it is 

symptomatic of the challenges the new Government faces.  I would much prefer a system like 

the one I had where I paid £3,500 a year, and I hope in the coming years the Government can 

reform the higher education system.  In the here-and-now if you speak to universities, they 

are facing a massive funding crisis, and some of them may collapse despite the funding 

increase, and that is because the Conservatives gave just one increase and 12 years of no 

increase in your income, unless you take in foreign students, was leading to the wrong 

incentives.  That is the sort of decision that was difficult and unpopular but I would much 

prefer us to make it and for there to be a university there for students to go to, than to not 

make it and have a higher education system that is falling apart. 

 

Q.  I wondered what your position was on the idea of assisted suicide and the right to die. 

A.  We have just announced – and it is in the newsletter we have just sent out and we are 

putting it on-line – we are going to host two events ahead of the vote on 29 November.  One 

will be here at Christ Church Barnet and the other will be held jointly with another MP in a 

synagogue in Finchley – for security reasons we are not advertising exactly which synagogue.  

One will be for people who want to see a change in the law, that is happening at the 

Synagogue, and the one held here will be for people who do not want to see a change.  I am 

also holding a private round table with professionals who have worked in palliative care, so if 

any of you have worked in that area, do email my office and you can come along to that round 

table.   I am undecided, genuinely undecided, on this issue.  Before the Election I met a number 

of residents who want to see a change in the law, whose relatives had had a horrendous time 

at the end of their lives and I felt really troubled by what I heard.  I am not very woke but I am 

a liberal and I do think people having freedom is important, and freedom to choose how they 

end their life is potentially something I want to see happen.  But on the other side of the ledger 

is if people feel pressure to end their lives earlier than they may otherwise have done if there 

is a change in the law.   I worry about the cultural change too where people think they are a 

burden on their children, a burden on the NHS, so they want to go.    If the vote was tomorrow, 

I would abstain, which is a bit of a weak position but I hope you can understand why.  I do not 

know how the vote will go.  I have talked to my colleagues and people are really undecided in 

Parliament and I am a bit disappointed it has been so rushed.   I would have preferred a bit 

more time.  That was a long answer but it is a very important topic and it is the first time in 

my career as a Member of Parliament that I have freedom over which way I vote. 

 

Q.  I was very interested in your answer to the first question when you said you were not keen 

on horrendous high rise blocks and there is a need for more houses.  You used the word 

“houses” and not “homes”.  Barnet Council is on the point of adopting a plan over 15 years to 

build 43,700 homes on top of the existing 150,000 in this borough, and you can work out the 

density implications.  Something like 90 per cent of those homes are likely to be small one or 

two bedroom flats built to minimum standards in high rise blocks.  Could I ask your view on 



the fact that the current Labour Council appears to be going hell for leather to achieve those 

targets and supporting high rise blocks. 

A.  The Labour Government have cut the housing targets by a quarter in Barnet.  The last 

Government had housing targets for London which were designed, in my view, to make Sadiq 

Khan’s life difficult, so they could say he was not meeting his housing targets.  It was called 

the Urban Uplift.  It did not apply to all urban areas … You are saying no?  

Q.  No, Barnet is sticking with its original target. I could tell you the reasons for that but as 

things stand they are sticking with the 43,000. 

A.  Yes, but the targets set by Central Government have been cut by a quarter.  Those targets, 

not what is in the local plan, will determine whether Central Government will put pressure on 

councils to release land or build more homes, to build houses in excess of what may be 

deemed reasonable.   That is where the pressure comes in, whether or not they are meeting 

the target set by the Government and they have been cut by a quarter since Labour came to 

power nationally. 

Q.  With respect, the agreed minimum target set with the Mayor is 35,000.   It is a complicated 

story but I have pursued this issue of what Labour has said and it will not apply to Barnet. 

A.  Barnet Council can make its own decisions about the targets it puts in the Local Plan but 

ultimately Central Government will not pressure Barnet Council to meet the targets in its Plan, 

it will pressure Barnet to meet the targets set by the Ministry of Housing, Communities and  

Local Government.   One of the things which is important to understand about Barnet is that 

our third of Barnet is very different from the other two-thirds.  If you travel to Colindale you 

will see lots of 20 or 30 storey tower blocks, very dense with not much green space; if you 

travel to Finchley you will see lots of mid-rise blocks and it is very different.  What I am saying 

is,  as your Labour MP who has a good relationship with the Labour Council - and it is one of 

the reasons you have not voted for a Labour MP before  - we are not like the other two bits 

and I am here to defend and make sure the reasons we moved here are looked after.  I will 

always be open with people but, by the way, over my time in office, there will be blocks of 

flats which will come up for permission, maybe five or six or seven storeys, and you may think 

that is appalling but I will not oppose every single block of flats, I would not go to the 

barricades to stop them happening.  We need a mix of different housing types, but I am very 

clear that I want to see first houses with gardens with parking and the necessary 

infrastructure, and I hope you will see having a Labour MP and a Labour council is good.  One 

of the problems in the last few years is that our MP has run energetic local campaigns but with 

a Labour Council and a Labour Mayor it is difficult to work with them constructively.   As I have 

said, I have already talked to the Mayor about the extraction issue in the police and he will 

link me up with senior people in the Met to talk about it. 

 

Q.  A question about Queen Elizabeth’s Boys’ School.  I would like to know your view about its 

selection policy and the effect that has on education in High Barnet.  

A.  I do not know what the selection policy is in QE Boys so please drop me a line and we will 

have a talk about that. 

Q.  I think there is a very strong view in this area about the school and what it is not giving the 

community. 

A.  Write to me and let us have a conversation and then, when I come back next time, I will 

give the whole room an answer. 

 

Q.  I use a wheelchair and the roads in Barnet are appalling and one of these days I will fly out 

of my wheelchair and smash into somebody.  Could please somebody think about looking 



after the streets around here, they really are frightening when you are in a wheelchair and 

they are not much fun when you are pushing the chair around either.  Also, could you think 

about the infrastructure please if you are going to build more homes.  I was 24 hours waiting 

in Barnet, sleeping on a banquette and I had sepsis, so if you are going to build more flats and 

houses, we need people to have somewhere to go to the dentist, the doctor and the hospital. 

A.  You can tell from my tone on housing that it is different from my predecessor.  As I say, the 

Government’s targets for Barnet are a quarter lower than the ones Theresa Villiers supported.  

So don’t expect to see change that people would not want, expect a Member of Parliament 

who wants to see people not struggling with unaffordable rents, who wants to make a real 

difference for young people, expect to see an MP who wants to enhance and support and be 

part of a community as it is, not changed into something else totally.   And also expect to see 

a Labour Government that will undo some of the problems you and others have identified. 

The Health Service is on its knees and it is why I think a tenth of the voters in High Barnet 

switched to me from voting Conservative all their lives.  We get that in the Labour Parliament.  

That is why Wes Streeting is always talking about reform because you can’t just put in more 

money without reform because that would not be fair on the taxpayer.  It is also why we have 

announced we will invest £20 billion extra into the NHS over the next 2 years because it needs 

more funding.  We need more appointments, we are going to get 40,000 more appointments 

a week, and we will make sure we invest in the infrastructure and in our public services.   In 

the Budget we announced an extra £500 million for potholes and roads across the country 

and Barnet Council have committed over a 5-year period £97 million investment in the roads 

and pavements.  We have seen some of that - the road down to Whetstone has been re-

surfaced and the junction is being improved, which is why I was a bit late.   I have seen since 

the Council announced this last April a big step change in the investment in roads.   The 

pavements are really important too.  Whenever I am out and about and I see a tree stump or 

a paving slab sitting up by more than a 10p piece, I report it and often over time it is fixed, so 

do use the Council’s systems for reporting.  If you get lost in the Council’s website, you know 

who the local councillors are.  There is more they need to do and we will try and back the 

Council with more funding and they will re-prioritise.   I have been the Labour candidate since 

November 2022 and potholes and pavements always came up, even more than car thefts, and 

I have spoken to Bary Rawlinson and asked what was going on, and potholes and pavements 

came up and they announced another £97 million in roads and pavements in the Borough. 

Q.  The local councillors were going to walk around with me in a wheelchair when I could show 

them the danger points for people in wheelchairs or with prams.  That was 3 or 4 years ago 

and I am still waiting. 

A.  Will you drop them another line about that?   If you don’t hear back, and I think you will 

because they are hard-working councillors in this area, then I will follow it up. 

 

DAN TOMLINSON:  Thank you very much. The British public and even the public in Chipping 

Barnet voted for change.  This is what change looks like, that I am not Theresa Villiers standing 

before you.  I hope this has been an interesting and informative meeting.  I hope you can see 

that I will work for you and our community, and to do my best for you.   I will always get back 

to you if you email me, I will always answer you honestly and be honest with you even if maybe 

we do not agree.  And in the end, maybe we won’t disagree that much at all.  (Applause) 

 

CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much, Dan.   I have lived in High Barnet since 1973 and have seen 

3 MPs – Sydney Chapman, Theresa Villiers and now Dan.  I think we have always been very 

lucky with the MPs we have had. Thank you very much for coming.  (Applause) 



 

END 


