1) Would you support the introduction of a fresh compulsory purchase order over
the land (“the Millwall land”) currently owned by Lewisham Council and leased to
MFC and MCT?
Yes.
2) Do you support the sale of the freeholds of the Millwall land?
Yes (excluding the stadium).
3) Would you support Millwall Football Club’s ambition to participate in the
regeneration of the land around our stadium, provided such participation was in
accordance with the Core strategy?
I’m not sure if you are talking just about the land you lease from the Council, or the other land beyond
that, that is in the Core Strategy and in the main owned by Renewal. Are you talking about the whole of
the site now known as New Bermondsey that is identified in the Core Strategy?
The Council’s position has always been that its preferred option was for Renewal and the Club to come to
an agreement about the comprehensive redevelopment of the whole site in accordance with its Core
Strategy. In response to the failure of the parties to reach such an agreement, the Mayor & Cabinet even
agreed a pause in the CPO process last year to allow one last effort to be made for Renewal and the
Club to come to terms.The Club’s response to this opportunity was to repeatedly delay agreeing to set a
date for the meeting.Then, when they did finally agree to meet, no one from the Club attended. Instead,
they sent external representatives who were not empowered to negotiate or authorised to make
agreements.
I am taking this opportunity to formally request that the Club publish its plans and intentions, so that
they can be subject to public and professional scrutiny. Enough of this war of words, of claim and counter
claim. Publish the details of this scheme that you are being prevented from developing. Let’s have a
proper debate about its pros and cons.
4) Do you understand that there is a serious possibility that MFC and MCT will not
remain at their current locations in the event the land around them is sold?
I understand that this is being alleged without the release of evidence to support this claim. Similarly, I
understand that the Club’s owner, John Berylson, is alleging that the Council (as the Club’s landlord) want
them 'gone', without offering any evidence to support this assertion.The Council and Renewal have
consistently stated that they want the Club to be part of the New Bermondsey scheme.The Den is
protected through the lease granted to the Club, by the Council and in the New Bermondsey planning
consent.The Club are set to benefit hugely from the proposed New Bermondsey scheme.
The claim that the New Bermondsey scheme is so injurious to the Club’s interest that its delivery would
necessitate its departure from Lewisham, seems implausible to me once subjected to the most cursory
examination. I am not an expert in football finance, but I understand that the new Wembley Stadium cost
£1 billion. Meanwhile, the new Chelsea ground cost £500 million. I think it’s reasonable to assume that
the cost of a new build stadium for Millwall would run into the 100s of millions of pounds.When I last
checked at Companies House, Millwall’s last filed accounts recorded a loss of around £7 million.This was
an improvement on the previous year when it posted a loss of around £11 million. I don’t think anyone is
suggesting that Millwall’s recent promotion will ensure that it becomes a profitable operation. It’s
consequently hard to swallow the claim that someone is willing to spend possibly more than £200 million
so that an organisation can lose millions of pounds every year in a different geographical location.
Even if someone would be prepared to fund a move, there is the matter of getting a planning consent.
The notion that the prospect of the arrival of an organisation that revels in its motto, ‘No one likes us and
we don’t care’, would be greeted with enthusiasm by its prospective new neighbours, is probably

excessively optimistic.The Club could well find itself the focus of a rigorous grassroots campaign to keep it
out, which would, of course, be rather ironic.
5) At last year's Labour Conference John McDonnell announced that a Labour
government would ban publicly funded bodies from awarding contracts to companies
registered in offshore tax havens. Do you support that policy?
I would need to be clearer on the detail of what was being proposed. I am very much alive to the reality
of unintended consequences. I certainly believe that we need to try to act to limit the amount of income
that is escaping taxation. Moving against tax havens would be part of that.
Whatever the aspirations of the leadership of the Labour Party, politicians who are actually decision
makers in government have to operate within the law as it is, not the law as they wished it was. If on
principle they do the latter, their decisions will be open to legal challenge.They could then face the
prospect of having to pay compensation to the party who has been treated unlawfully.This would be
funded by taxpayers.
If this question is a reference to Renewal, then I would point out that they have confirmed that all profits
that they make from the New Bermondsey Scheme will be taxed in the UK, as required by HMRC.

