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London's councillors

Barking and Dagenham

Abbey
Manzoor Hussain (Lab)
Regina Rahman (Lab)

Alibon
Dorothy Akwaboah (Lab)
Muazzam Sandhu (Lab)

Barking Riverside
Josie Channer (Lab)
Cameron Geddes (Lab)
Marion Hull (Lab)

Beam

Muhib Chowdhury (Lab)
Donna Lumsden (Lab)
Glen Spoor (Lab)

Becontree
Edna Fergus (Lab)
Muhammad Saleem (Lab)

Chadwell Heath
Sade Bright (Lab)
Simon Perry (Lab)
Michael Pongo (Lab)

Eastbrook and Rush Green
Ron Emin (Ref)
Ben Suter (Ref)

Eastbury

Mohammed Khan (Lab)
Dominic Twomey (Lab)
Maureen Worby (Lab)

Gascoigne

Alison Cormack (Lab)
Nazrul Kazi (Grn)
Moin Qadri (Grn)

Goresbrook

George Miller (Ref)
Manjeet Nandra (Ref)
Caleb Van Ryneveld (Ref)

Heath
Ingrid Robinson (Lab)
Harriet Spoor (Lab)

Longbridge

Faruk Choudhury (Grn)
Rocky Gill (Lab)
Mashkura Mazid (Grn)

Mayesbrook
Shamsul Azam (Lab)
Kashif Haroon (Lab)
Faiza Noreen (Lab)

Northbury

Saima Ashraf (Lab)
Giasuddin Miak (Lab)
Summya Sohaib (Lab)

Parsloes

Alexandra Arnautu (Ref)
Billy Edmunds (Ref)
Ripon Sheikh (Ref)

Thames View
Lucy Lee (Lab)
Sabbir Zamee (Lab)

Valence

Kim Barti (Ref)
Syed Ghani (Lab)
Jane Jones (Lab)
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Village

Ajanta Deb Roy (Lab)
Phil Waker (Lab)
Julia Williams (Lab)

Whalebone

Rubina Siddiqui (Lab)
Andrew Achilleos (Lab)
Mukhtar Yusuf (Lab)

Barnet

Barnet Vale

Sue Baker (Lab)
Richard Barnes (Lab)
David Longstaff (Con)

Brunswick Park

Lewis Preston-Kyrionymou (Con)
Suren Ramanakumar (Con)

Paul Roberts (Con)

Burnt Oak

Sarah Conway (Lab)
Charlotte Daus (Lab)
Kamal Gurung (Lab)

Childs Hill

Jeremy Conway (Con)
Adam Gheasuddin (Con)
Cory Turner (Con)

Colindale North
Andreas lonnidis (Lab)
Erin Sanders-McDonagh (Lab)

Colindale South
Humayune Khalick (Lab)
Nagus Narenthira (Lab)
Gillian Sergeant (Lab)

Cricklewood
Anne Clarke (Lab)
Alan Schneiderman (Lab)

East Barnet

David Allen (Con)
Philip Cohen (Lab)
Simon Radford (Lab)

East Finchley
Ajith Menon (Lab)
Katy Minshall (Lab)
Alison Moore (Lab)

Edgware

Shuey Gordon (Con)

Nick Mearing-Smith (Con)
Lucy Wakeley (Con)

Edgwarebury
Benjamin Goldberg (Con)
Lacchya Gurung (Con)

Finchley Church End
Jennfier Grocock (Con)
Josh Mastin-Lee (Con)
Sachin Rajput (Con)

Friern Barnet

Pauline Coakley-Webb (Lab)
Beverley Kotey (Lab)

Barry Rawlings (lab)

Garden Suburb
Martha Levy (Con)
Michael Mire (Con)

Golders Green
Dean Cohen (Con)
Peter Zinkin (Con)

Hendon

Asher Bennett (Con)
Alex Prager (Con)
Shimon Ryde (Con)

High Barnet
James Esses (Con)
Emma Whysall (Lab)

Mill Hill

Nicole Ereira (Con)
Raffy Lachter (Con)
Elliot Simberg (Con)

Totteridge and Woodside
Alison Cornelius (Con)
Richard Cornelius (Con)
Caroline Stock (Con)

Underhill
Zahra Beg (Lab)
Josh Tapper (Lab)

West Finchley
Ross Houston (Lab)
Kath McGuirk (Lab)
Danny Rich (Lab)

West Hendon

Andrea Bilbow (Lab)
Rishikesh Chakraborty (Lab)
Carrie Reiners (Lab)

Whetstone
Ezra Cohen (Lab)
Stephen Lewis (Con)

Woodhouse
Anne Hutton (Lab)
Charli Thompson (Grn)

Bexley

Barnehurst
Michael Gillespie (Con)
Howard Jackson (Con)

Belvedere

Christopher Calvert (Ref)
Jeremy Fosten (Lab)
Sally Hinkley (Lab)

Bexleyheath

Bola Carew (Con)
Hannah Gillespie (Con)
Rags Sandhu (Con)

Blackfen and Lamorbey
Brian Bishop (Con)
Frazer Brooks (Con)
Peter Craske (Con)

Blendon and Penhill
David Leaf (Con)
Cafer Munur (Con)
Nicholas O'Hare (Con)

Crayford

Sandra Cerisola (Ref)
Oke Ene (Ref)
Debbie Ryan (Ref)

Crook Log

Graham D'Amiral (Con)
Chris Tyler (Con)

Janice Ward-Wilson (Con)

East Wickham

Steven Hall (Con)
David Li (Con)
Caroline Newton (Con)

Erith
Christopher Ball (Lab)
Nicola Taylor (Lab)

Falconwood and Welling
Christine Catterall (Con)
Dave Curtois (Con)

Barry Saunders (Con)

Longlands
Oscar Harrison (Con)
Lisa-Jane Moore (Con)

Northumberland Heath
Sean Brackstone (Ref)
Chris Purfield (Ref)

St Mary's and St James
Kurtis Christoforides (Con)
Cameron Smith (Con)

Sidcup

Terry Barcock (Con)
Andy Curtois (Con)
June Slaughter (Con)

Slade Green and Northend
Stef Borella (Lab)
Donna Briant (Lab)

Thamesmead East
Zainab Asunramu (Lab)
Larry Ferguson (Lab)
Abi Johnson (Lab)

West Heath

Thomas Clapperton (Con)
Sue Ford (Ref)

Elliot Smith (Con)

Brent

Alperton

Krishna Chauhan (LD)
Charlie Clinton (LD)
Anton Georgiou (LD)

Barnhill
Rhoda Ibrahim (Lab)
Robert Johnson (Lab)

Brondesbury Park
Ryan Hack (Lab)
Tashi Thomas (Lab)

Cricklewood and Mapesbury
Tariq Dar (Lab)
Gwen Grahl (Lab)

Dollis Hill

Parvez Ahmed (Lab)
Elizabeth Dixon (Lab)
Arshad Mahmood (Lab)

Harlesden and Kensal Green
Amandine Alexandre (Grn)
Tina Amadi (Lab)

Matt Kelcher (Lab)

Kenton

Suresh Kansagra (Con)
Sai Madabhushi (Con)
Anup Patel (Con)



Kilburn

Suzanne Gallagher (Grn)
Stephen Malonga (Grn)
Paul Ryan (Grn)

Kingsbury
Jasbinder Bajwa (Lab)
Saqib Butt (Lab)

Northwick Park
Keith Perrin (Grn)
Nisha Vakani (Grn)

Preston
Michael Maurice (Con)
Harshadbhai Patel (Con)

Queen's Park

Fiona Mulaisho (LD)
Deborah Unger (LD)
Barbara Want (LD)

Queensbury
Manoj Mishra (Con)
Kant Mistry (Con)
Jayanti Patel (Con)

Roundwood

Samiah Anderson (Lab)

Fleur Donnelly-Jackson (Lab)
Jake Rubin (Lab)

Stonebridge

Abdi Aden (Lab)
Trevor Blackman (Lab)
Promise Knight (Lab)

Sudbury
Paul Lorber (LD)
Nirmala Patel (LD)

Tokyngton
Muhammed Butt (Lab)
Shamim Chowdhury (Con)

Welsh Harp

Amer Agha (Lab)
Iftekhar Ahmed (Con)
Sapna Chadha (Con)

Wembley Central
Daniel Brown (LD)
Hetal Jansali (LD)
Jigar Shah (LD)

Wembley Hill

Angela De Souza (Lab)
Floyd Do Rosario (Con)
Lloyd McLeish (Lab)

Wembley Park
Iman Moghaddam (Grn)
Najib Warsame (Grn)

Willesden Green
George Burn (Lab)
Saglain Choudry (Lab)
Mary Mitchell (Grn)

Bromley

Beckenham Town and
Copers Cope

Gita Bapat (LD)

Steven Jefferies (LD)
Chloe-Jane Ross (LD)

Bickley and Sundridge
Mark Brock (Con)
Kate Lymer (Con)
Colin Smith (Con)
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Biggin Hill
Tim Allitt (Ref)
Steve James (Ref)

Bromley Common and Holwood
Sunil Gupta (Con)

Simon Innes (Con)

lan Payne (Con)

Bromley Town
Graeme Casey (LD)
Julie Ireland (LD)
Sam Webber (LD)

Chelsfield
Mike Botting (Con)
Sumeet Jalan (Con)

Chislehurst

Mike Jack (C'hurst Matters)

Mark Smith (C'hurst Matters)
Alison Stammers (C'hurst Matters)

Clock House
Jeremy Adams (Lab)
Jenny Coleman (Lab)
Joshua King (Lab)

Crystal Palace and Anerley
Ruth McGregor (Lab)
Ryan Thomson (Lab)

Darwin
Jonathan Andrews (Con)

Farnborough and Crofton
Andy Dourmoush (Con)
Sherilsa (Con)

Angela Page (Con)

Hayes and Coney Hall

Josh Coldspring-White (Con)
Alexa Michael (Con)

Diane Smith (Con)

Kelsey and Eden Park
Mark Amis (Con)

Michael Doble (Con)
Christopher Phillips (Con)

Mottingham
Giles Cordwell (Con)
Louise Sage (Ref)

Orpington
Kim Botting (Con)
Pauline Tunnicliffe (Con)

Penge and Cator

Kathy Bance (Lab)

Simon Jeal (Lab)

Kevin Kennedy-Brooks (Lab)

Petts Wood and Knoll
George Barnes (Con)
Simon Fawthrop (Con)
Tony Owen (Con)

Plaistow
Panos Papayannakos (Con)
Alwin Puthenpurakal (Con)

St Mary Cray
Yvonne Bear (Con)
Shaun Slator (Con)
Harry Stranger (Con)

St Paul's Cray
Christopher Marlow (Ref)
Dean Miller (Ref)

William Rawles (Ref)

Shortlands and Park Langley
Adam Grant (Con)

Serena Gupta (Con)

Gemma Turrell (Con)

West Wickham
Daniel Burden (Con)
Hannah Gray (Con)
Christine Harris (Con)

Camden

Belsize

Judy Dixey (LD)
Matthew Kirk (LD)
Tom Simon (LD)

Bloomsbury

Lilac Carr (Grn)
Sabrina Francis (Lab)
Adam Harrison (Lab)

Camden Square
Sagal Abdi-Wali (Lab)
Tricia Leman (Lab)

Camden Town
Pat Callaghan (Lab)
Matt Cooper (Lab)

Fortune Green
William Coles (LD)
Nancy Jijira (LD)
Farrell Monk (LD)

Frognal
Steve Adams (Con)
Juliette Graham (Con)

Gospel Oak

Richard Atkins (Grn)
Marcus Boyland (Lab)
Larraine Revah (Lab)

Hampstead Town
Linda Chung (LD)
Stephen Stark (Con)

Haverstock

Kemi Atolagbe (Lab)
Nasrine Djemai (Lab)
Rebecca Filer (Lab)

Highgate

Camron Aref-Adib (Lab)
Lorna Russell (Grn)
Anna Wright (Lab)

Holborn and Covent Garden
Hamza Chowdhury (Grn)

Jim Monahan (Grn)

James White (Grn)

Kentish Town North
Sylvia McNamara (Lab)
James Slater (Lab)

Kentish Town South
Meric Apak (Lab)
Joseph Ball (Lab)
Annabelle Williams (Lab)

Kilburn

Ash Atkinson (Grn)

Eddie Hanson (Lab)
Andre Lopez-Turner (Grn)

King's Cross

Lotis Bautista (Lab)
Liam Martin-Lane (Lab)
Jonathan Simpson (Lab)

Primrose Hill

Dan Corby (Lab)
Lauren Keiles (Lab)
Suleiman Osman (Lab)

Regent's Park

Ruman Jaigirdar (Grn)
Victoria Mery (Grn)
Muhammad Naser (Grn)

St Pancras and Somers Town
Shah Bakth (Cam People's All)
Samata Khatoon (Lab)

Shah Miah (Lab)

South Hampstead

Arun Kumar (Lab)

lzzy Lenga (Lab)
Francesca Reynolds (Lab)

West Hampstead
Janet Grauberg (LD)
Patrick Stillman (LD)
Aarti Wadhwani (LD)

Croydon

Addiscombe East
Jeet Bains (Con)
Maddie Henson (Lab)

Addiscombe West

Nick Beall (Lab)

Sean Fitzsimons (Lab)
Patricia Hay-Justice (Lab)

Bensham Manor
Humayun Kabir (Lab)
Mohana Manohaan (Lab)
Ellie Sandover (Lab)

Broad Green

Aba Amoah (Lab)

Tom Bowell (Lab)

Manju Shahul-Hameed (Lab)

Coulsdon Town

lan Parker (Con)
Luke Shortland (Con)
Nikhil Thampi (Con)

Crystal Palace

and Upper Norwood
Mark Adderley (Grn)
Claire Bonham (LD)
Natalie Vesty (LD)

Fairfield

Paul Ainsclough (Grn)
Ria Patel (Grn)
Esther Sutton (Grn)

Kenley
Gayle Gander (Con)
Ola Kalode (Con)

New Addington North
Kola Agboola (Lab)
Afuah Agorah-Dorfia (Lab)

New Addington South
Scott Holman (Ref)
Adam Kellett (Ref)

Norbury and Pollards Hill
Leila Ben-Hassel (Lab)
John Wentworth (Lab)

Norbury Park
Julie Setchfield (Lab)
Appu Srinivasan (Lab)



Old Coulsdon
Margaret Bird (Con)
Gill Hickson (LD)

Park Hill and Whitgift
Andrew Price (Con)

Purley and Woodcote
Simon Brew (Con)
Samir Dwesar (Con)
James Hillam (Con)

Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown
Endri Llabuti (Con)
Alasdair Stewart (Con)

Sanderstead

Lynne Hale (Con)
Yvette Hopley (Con)
Helen Redfern (Con)

Selhurst
Mohammed Islam (Lab)
Catherine Wilson (Lab)

Selsdon and Addington Village
Joseph Lee (Con)
Robert Ward (Con)

Selsdon Vale and Forestdale
Jack Barwell (Con)
Andy Stranack (Con)

Shirley North

Susan Bennett (Con)
Richard Chatterjee (Con)
Mark Johnson (Con)

Shirley South
Jason Cummings (Con)
Scott Roche (Con)

South Croydon
Danielle Denton (Con)
Matthew Dormer (Con)
Michael Neal (Con)

South Norwood
Melanie Felten (Lab)
Tracey Hague (Grn)
Martyn Post (Grn)

Thornton Heath
Jose Fernandes (Lab)
Vicky Newton (Lab)
Ben Taylor (Lab)

Waddon

Sam Attwater (Lab)
Rowenna Davis (Lab)
Ellily Ponnuthurai (Lab)

West Thornton
Janet Campbell (Lab)
Rym Daoud (Lab)
Stuart King (Lab)

Woodside

Laura Bradnam (Grn)
Amy Foster (Lab)
Brigitte Graham (Lab)

Ealing

Central Greenford
Muni Abbasi (Lab)
Sanjai Kohli (Lab)
Valery Ryan (Lab)

Dormers Wells
Kanwal Bains (Lab)
Ranjit Dheer (Lab)
Isabel Owen (Lab)
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Ealing Broadway
Julian Gallant (Con)
Sean Hanrahan (Con)
Adam Keenan (LD)

Ealing Common
Jon Ball (LD)
Connie Hersch (LD)
Lakhbir Singh (LD)

East Acton

Stephen Donnelly (Lab)
Rabia Nasimi (Lab)
Hitesh Tailor (Lab)

Greenford Broadway
Stephanie Ajayi (Lab)
Harbhajan Kaur (Lab)
Anthony Kelly (Lab)

Hanger Hill
Jonathan Oxley (LD)
Mark Sanders (LD)
Athena Zissimos (LD)

Hanwell Broadway
Natalia Kubica (Grn)
Andrew Walkley (Grn)
Claire Welsby (Grn)

Lady Margaret
Praveen Anand (Lab)
Monica Hamidi (Lab)
Karam Mohan (Lab)

North Acton

Simon Anthony (Grn)
Hodan Haili (Lab)
Blerina Hashani (Lab)

North Greenford

Flora MacLoughlin (Con)
Kristian Mower (Con)
Ajay Roy (Con)

North Hanwell
Louise Brett (Lab)
Lauren Wall (Lab)
Ray Wall (Lab)

Northfield

Paul Driscoll (Lab)
lan Kingston (Lab)
Sinead Whelan (Lab)

Northolt Mandeville
Andrew Bailey (Lab)
Dominic Moffitt (Lab)
Miriam Rice (Lab)

Northolt West End
Atylyn Forde (Lab)
Bassam Mahfouz (Lab)
Dee Martin (Lab)

Norwood Green
John Martin (Ind)
Ghulam Murtaza (Lab)
Jags Sanghera (Lab)

Perivale

Munir Ahmed (Lab)
Tarig Mahmood (Lab)
Charan Sharma (Lab)

Pitshanger

Rima Baaklini (Lab)
Shaira Karimi (Lab)
Ben Wesson (Lab)

South Acton

Husam Alharahseh (Grn)
Katie Douglas (Lab)
Yvonne Johnson (Lab)

Southall Broadway
Shahbaz Ahmed (Lab)
Kamaljut Nagpal (Lab)

Southall Green

Jasbir Anand (Lab)
Kamaljit Dhindsa (Lab)
Peter Mason (Lab)

Southall West
Faduma Hagi (Lab)
Kim Nagpal (Lab)

Southfield

Gary Busuttil (LD)
Gary Malcolm (LD)
Tom Vanson (LD)

Walpole

Will Francis (LD)
Ksenia Maximova (LD)
Matt Mellor (LD)

Enfield

Arnos Grove
Shyamala Lennon (Con)
Paul Pratt (Con)

Bowes
Alex Diner (Lab)
Dino Lemonides (Con)

Brimsdown

Hivran Dalkaya (Lab)
Ahmet Hasan (Lab)
Bektas Ozer (Lab)

Bullsmoor
Destiny Karakus (Lab)
Faye Nimoh (Lab)

Bush Hill Park

Peter Fallart (Con)
Pat Gregory (Con)
James Hockney (Con)

Carterhatch
Nawshad Ali (Lab)
Ayten Guzel (Lab)

Cockfosters
Alara Ayyildiz (Con)

Alessandro Georgiou (Con)

Edmonton Green
Abdul Abdullahi (Lab)
Gunes Akbulut (Lab)
Ergin Erbil (Lab)

Enfield Lock

Ratip Alsulaiman (Grn)
Suna Hurman (Lab)
Sarah Jons (Grn)

Grange Park
Christopher Day (Con)
Andy Milne (Con)

Haselbury

Mahym Bedekova (Lab)
Ibrahim Cam (Lab)
George Savva (Lab)

Highfield

Bambos Charalambous (Con)
Peter Charalambous (Con)

Jubilee

lan Barnes (Lab)
Alev Cazimoglu (Lab)
Susan Erbil (Lab)

Lower Edmonton
Sinan Boztas (Lab)
Siddo Dwyer (Lab)
Elif Erbil (Lab)

New Southgate
Madeline Church (Grn)
Laura Davenport (Grn)

Oakwood
James Bone (Con)
Thomas O'Halloran (Con)

Palmers Green
Christine James (Lab)
Doug Taylor (Lab)

Ponders End
Niamh O'Brien (Lab)
Aziz Yildiz (Grn)

Ridgeway

Joanne Laban (Con)

Edward Smith (Con)
Andrew Thorp (Con)

Southbury

Betty Achayo (Con)
Penny Heathwood (Con)
Benny Neza (Con)

Southgate

Stephanos loannou (Con)
Chris Joannides (Con)
Elisa Morreale (Con)

Town

Kiran Mistry (Con)
Michael Rye (Con)
Emma Supple (Con)

Upper Edmonton
Margaret Greer (Lab)
Tim Leaver (Lab)
Chris McCoy (Lab)

Whitewebbs
Maxwell Day (Con)
Reece Fox (Con)
Eralda Qirjo (Con)

Winchmore Hill
Maria Alexandrou (Con)
Lee Chamberlain (Con)

Greenwich

Abbey Wood

Tom Creswell (Lab)

Jummy Dawodu (Lab)

Gaumaya Gurung Ranabhat (Lab)

Blackheath Westcombe

Leo Fletcher (Lab)

Mariam Lolavar (Lab)

Christine St Matthew-Daniel (Lab)

Charlton Hornfair
Bren Albiston (Lab)
Jessica Holland (Grn)

Charlton Village and Riverside
David Gardner (Lab)
Jovanden Broek (Lab)

East Greenwich
George Edgar (Grn)
Patrick lves (Grn)
JoLand (Grn)

Eltham Page
Paul Banks (Ref)
Jane Dickenson (Lab)



Eltham Park and Progress
Jeremy Fraser (Lab)
Gabriella Olumide (Lab)

Eltham Town and Avery Hll
Charlie Davis (Con)

Pat Greenwell (Con)

Rob Sayers (Con)

Greenwich Creekside
Tille Muir (Lab)
Calum O'Byrne Mulligan (Lab)

Greenwich Park
Stacy Smith (Grn)
Karin Tearle (Grn)

Greenwich Peninsula

Austin McGrath (Grn)

Denise Scott-McDonald (Lab)
Claire Selby (Grn)

Kidbrooke Park
John Fahy (Lab)
Nikki Thurlow (Lab)

Kidbrooke Village and Sutcliffe
Sandra Bauer (Lab)
Lewis Hurst (Lab)

Middle Park and Horn Park
Ola Babatola (Lab)
Rachel Taggart-Ryan (Lab)

Mottingham,

Coldharbour and New Eltham
Matt Hartley (Con)

Roger Tester (Con)

Luke Warren (Con)

Plumstead and Glyndon
Tammy Adhego (Lab)
Adel Khaireh (Lab)

Jit Ranhabat (Lab)

Plumstead Common
Leonie Barron (Grn)
Stewart Christie (Grn)
David Monteith (Grn)

Shooters Hill
Max Green (Grn)
Tamasin Rhymes (Grn)

Thamesmead Moorings
Averil Lekau (Lab)
Femi Solola (Lab)

West Thamesmead
Nathan Baffour-Awuah (Lab)
Jahdia Spencer (Lab)

Woolwich Arsenal
Joshua Ayodele (Lab)
Sam Littlewood (Lab)
Jackie Smith (Lab)

Woolwich Common
Elizabeth Ige (Lab)
Anthony Okereke (Lab)

Woolwich Dockyard
Asli Mohammed (Lab)
Raja Zeeshan (Lab)
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Hackney

Brownswood
Soraya Adejare (Grn)
Florence Schechter (Grn)

Cazenove

Charlie Lawrie (Grn)
Emma Neath (Grn)
lan Sharer (Con)

Clissold

Rachel Maguire (Lab)

Sam Mathys (Grn)

George Sheldon Grun (Grn)

Dalston
Z0é Garbett (Grn)
Rachel Nkiesu-Guifo (Grn)

De Beauvoir
Paul Anderson (Grn)
Gemma Per-Bo (Grn)

Hackney Central

Izzy Castello-Cortes (Grn)
Pascale Frazer-Carroll (Grn)
James Tilden (Grn)

Hackney Downs

Alastair Binnie-Lubbock (Grn)
Dylan Law (Grn)

Laura-Louise Fairley (Grn)

Hackney Wick

Jam Anker (Grn)
Aaron Briddon (Grn)
Tyrone Scott (Grn)

Haggerston

Charlene Concepcion (Grn)
Sibhan MacMahon (Grn)
Nisa Sharif (Grn)

Homerton

Robert Chapman (Lab)
Zoe Holman (Grn)
Anna Lynch (Lab)

Hoxton East and Shoreditch
Kam Adams (Lab)

Mihai Chereji (Grn)

Janet Lee (Grn)

Hoxton West
Nicholas Blincoe (Grn)
Jas Crowe (Grn)

Ben Lucas (Lab)

King's Park

Abi Kingston (Grn)
Jasmine O'Connor (Grn)
Emmanuel Onapa (Grn)

Lea Bridge

Antoinette Fernandez (Grn)
Bettina Maidment (Grn)
Sally Zlotowitz (Grn)

London Fields
Anntoinette Bramble (Lab)
Kwame Otiende (Grn)
Brenda Puech (Grn)

§hacklewell
Ulgen Semerci (Grn)
Cathy Troupp (Grn)

Springfield

Shaul Krautwirt (Con)
Michael Levy (Con)
Simche Steinberger (Con)

Stamford Hill West
Hershy Lisser (Con)
Benzion Papier (Con)

Stoke Newington
Jacob Cable (Grn)

Ifhat Shaheen (Grn)
Reiner Tegtmeyer (Grn)

Victoria

Rolf Dekker (Grn)
Daniel Rea (Lab)
Joanna Sumner (Lab)

Woodberry Down
Florence Cullen Davies (Grn)
Sarah Young (Lab)

Hammersmith
and Fulham

Addison
Jacolyn Daly (Lab)
Ross Melton (Lab)

Avonmore
Joe Eaton (Lab)
Laura Jones (Lab)

Brook Green
Stala Antoniades (Lab)
Florent Sherifi (Lab)

College Park and Old Oak
Wesley Harcourt (Lab)
Bora Kwon (Lab)
Alexandra Sanderson (Lab)

Coningham

Lisa Homan (Lab)
Rowan Ree (Lab)
Rory Vaughan (Lab)

Fulham Reach

David Campbell (Lab)
Anna Magryta-Urban (Lab)
Nikos Souslous (Lab)

Fulham Town

Victoria Brocklebank-Fowler (Con)

Liam Downer-Sanderson (Con)

Grove
Hannah Bulmer (Lab)
Steve Cowan (Lab)

Hammersmith Broadway
Molly Mantle (Lab)
Callum Nimmo (Lab)

Lillie

Sharon Holder (Lab)

Lydia Paynter (Lab)

Munster

Adronie Alford (Con)
Dominic Stanton (Con)
Stewart Waine (Con)

Palace and Hurlingham
Aliya Afzal-Khan (Con)
Amanda Lloyd-Harris (Con)
Jeremy Maddocks (Con)

Parson's Green and Sandford
Jose Afonso (Con)
Adrian Pascu-Tulbere (Con)

Ravenscourt
Harry Brackley (Lab)
Natalie Lindsay (Lab)

Sands End

Libby Hart (Con)

Rob Harris (Con)
Roseanne Meacher (Lab)

Shepherds Bush Green
Zarar Qayyum (Lab)
Mercy Umeh (Lab)

Walham Green
Sam Kelly (Lab)
Genevieve Nwaogbe (Lab)

Wendell Park
Rebecca Harvey (Lab)
Asif Siddique (Lab)

West Kensington

Victoria Brignell (Lab)

Daryl Brown (Lab)

Florian Chevoppe-Verdier (Lab)
White City

Andrew Jones (Lab)

Natalia Perez (Lab)

Frances Umeh (Lab)

Wormbholt
Max Schmidt (Lab)
Nicole Trehy (Lab)

Haringey

Alexandra Park
A.J. Egemonye (Lab)
Melanie Gingell (Lab)

Bounds Green
Emily Arkell (Lab)
Andrea Hodgson (Lab)

Bruce Castle
Ibrahim Ali (Lab)
Sue Jameson (Lab)
Dan Johnson (Grn)

Crouch End

Imad Ahmed (LD)

Luke Cawley-Harrison (LD)
Fiona Orford-Williams (LD)

Fortis Green

Dawn Barnes (LD)
Michael Brookes (Lab)
Daniela Parry (Lab)

Harringay

Marc Jenner (Grn)

Jo Kuper (Grn)

Rosie Latchford (Grn)

Hermitage and Gardens
Ata Aksit (Grn)
Fin Fitzgerald (Grn)

Highgate

Eva Bell (Grn)
Nick Da Costa (LD)
Scott Emery (LD)

Hornsey

Dana Carlin (Lab)
Adam Small (Lab)
Elin Weston (Lab)
Muswell Hill
Karolina Braun (LD)
Tony Powell (LD)

Noel Park

Johann Beckford (Grn)
Simon Clark (Grn)

Erin Wolson (Grn)



Northumberland Park
Kaushika Amin (Lab)
John Bevan (Lab)
Jayon Henriques (Grn)

St Ann's
Ruaridh Paton (Grn)
Georgia Twigg (Grn)

Seven Sisters
Ash Ahmed (Grn)
Luisa Brands (Grn)

South Tottenham
Mark Grosskopf (Lab)
Makbule Gunes (Lab)
Anna Lawton (Lab)

Stroud Green

Beth Anderson (Grn)
Gio lozzi (Grn)

Eddy Thacker (Grn)

Tottenham Central
Mark Blake (Grn)
Dixie-Ann Joseph (Grn)
Andrew Reid (Grn)

Tottenham Hale
Tehseen Khan (Grn)
Nelly Tackie (Grn)
Hannah Ward (Grn)

West Green

Seema Chandwani (Lab)
Anne Gray (Grn)

Sarah Williams (Lab)

White Hart Lane
Beverley Berrick (Lab)
Mike Hodges (Grn)
Marie Kristensen (Grn)

Woodside

Hasret Bozdogan (Lab)
Lucia Das Neves (Lab)
Tammy Hymas (Grn)

Harrow

Belmont
Mina Parmar (Con)
Anjana Patel (Con)

Canons
Ameet Jogia (Con)
Amir Moshenson (Con)

Centenary

David Ashton (Con)
Govind Bharadia (Con)
Salim Chowdhury (Con)

Edgware

Nicola Blackman (Con)
Paresh Chudasama (Con)
Yogesh Teli (Con)

Greenhill

Rhys Benjamin (Con)
Gabriele Montone (Con)
Alpeshkumar Patel (Con)

Harrow on the Hill
Elle Goodwin-Freeman (Con)
Caroline Ojo (Con)

Harrow Weald
Stephen Greek (Con)
Pritesh Patel (Con)
Michael Raven (Con)
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Hatch End
Matthew Goodwin-Freeman (Con)
Susan Hall (Con)

Headstone

Raymond Grant (Con)
Arunsalam Raj (Con)
Meera Vadher (Con)

Kenton East
Chetna Halai (Con)
Nitesh Hirani (Con)
Samir Sumaria (Con)
Kenton West
Ashish Halai (Con)
Kanti Rabadia (Con)

Marlborough

Pamela Fitzpatrick (Arise)
Varsha Parmar (Lab)
David Perry (Lab)

Pinner

Kuha Kumaran (Con)
Paul Osborn (Con)
Norman Stevenson (Con)

Pinner South
Christopher Baxter (Con)
Hitesh Karia (Con)

Janet Mote (Con)

Rayners Lane
Thaya Idaikkadar (Con)
Krishna Suresh (Lab)

Roxbourne
Graham Henson (Lab)
Maxine Henson (Lab)

Roxeth

Peymana Assad (Lab)
John Baxter (Con)
Rashmi Kalu (Lab)

Stanmore

Marilyn Ashton (Con)
Philip Benjamin (Con)
Zak Wagman (Con)

Wealdstone North
Ajay Agrawal (Con)
Shahania Choudhury (Lab)

Wealdstone South
Angella Murphy-Strachan (Lab)
Yusuf Yusuf (Lab)

West Harrow
Sarah Butterworth (Lab)
Mike Williams (Lab)

Havering

Beam Park
Trevor McKeever (Lab)
Matthew Stanton (Lab)

Cranham

Gillian Ford (Res Assoc)
John Tyler (Res Assoc)
Lesley Tyler (Res Assoc)

Elm Park

Kimberley Gould (Res Assoc)
Barry Mugglestone (Res Assoc)
Stephanie Nunn (Res Assoc)

Emerson Park
David Johnson (Ref)
Alex Sibley (Ref)

Gooshays

Keith Prince (Ref)
Elizabeth Tyler (Ref)
Robert Whitton (Ref)

Hacton
Geoff Burgess (Ref)
Julie Wilkes (Res Assoc)

Harold Wood

Brian Eagling (Res Assoc)
Martin Goode (Res Assoc)
Darren Wise (Res Assoc)

Havering-atte-Bower
Graham Edwards (Ref)
Della Morton (Ref)
Paul Sullivan (Ref)

Heaton

Khuram Amin (Ref)
Kevin Ayres (Ref)
lurie Bivol (Ref)

Hylands and Harrow Lodge
Kevin Gill (Ref)

Sean McMahon (Ref)
Maggie Themistocli (Ref)

Marshalls and Rise Park
Robert Benham (Ref)
Bailey Nash-Gardner (Ref)
Gary Payne (Ref)

Mawneys

Sue Benjamins (Ref)
Graham Day (Ref)
Geoff Starns (Ref)

Rainham and Wennington
George Harwin (Ref)

Joe Lock (Ref)

Susan Ospreay (Res Assoc)

Rush Green and Crowlands
Petru Dinsorean (Ref)

Alex Donald (Ref)

Henry Williams (Ref)

St Alban's
Diane Smith (Ref)
Russell Smith (Ref)

St Andrew's

Robert Attree (Ref)
Malvin Brown (Ref)
Duncan Cowie (Ref)

St Edward's

Terry Brown (Ref)
Martin Lardner (Ref)
Sathya Maddasani (Ref)

South Hornchurch
Luke Barry (Ref)
Angelica Ola (Ref)

Squirrel's Heath
Martynas Cekavicius (Ref)
Christina Vickery (Ref)
Tom Vickery (Ref)

Upminster

Michael Fisher (Res Assoc)
Oscar Ford (Res Assoc)
Christopher Wilkins (Res Assoc)

Hillingdon

Belmore

Amanpreet Kaur (Lab)
Sital Punja (Lab)

Jagjit Singh (Lab)

Charville
Darran Davies (Con)
Archan Raval (Con)

Colham and Cowley

Shehryar Ahmad-Wallana (Con)
James Bourke (Con)

Adam Huddle (Con)

Eastcote

Nick Denys (Con)

lan Edwards (Con)
Daniel Singham (Con)

Harefield Village
Tommy Balaam (Con)

Hayes Town

Navnit Dhesi (Lab)
Stuart Mathers (Lab)
Raju Sansarpuri (Lab)

Heathrow Villages
Matthew Elder (Ref)
Narinder Garg (Lab)

Hillingdon East
Wayne Bridges (Con)
Kelly Martin (Con)
Colleen Sullivan (Con)

Hillingdon West
Adam Bennett (Con)
Reeta Chamdal (Con)

Ickenham and South Harefield
Kaushik Banerjee (Con)

Eddie Lavery (Con)

Jane Palmer (Con)

Northwood
Ekta Gohil (Con)
Henry Higgins (Con)

Northwood Hills
Jonathan Bianco (Con)
Ranjeet Rathore (Con)

Pinkwell

Tony Eginton (Lab)
Tony Gill (Lab)

Kuldeep Lakhmana (Lab)

Ruislip

Philip Corthorne (Con)
John Riley (Con)

Peter Smallwood (Con)

Ruislip Manor
Douglas Mills (Con)
Susan O'Brien (Con)

South Ruislip

John Garner (Con)
Richard Mills (Con)
Steve Tuckwell (Con)

Uxbridge

Terence Murray (Con)
Riley Russell (Con)
Anil Taneja (Con)

West Drayton

Paul Capps (Ref)
Sarah Hassoun (Grn)
Jan Sweeting (Lab)

Wood End

Elizabeth Garelick (Lab)
Gursharan Mand (Lab)
Kamal Preet Kaur (Lab)

Yeading
Hedson Farninha De Castro (Lab)
Ella Garelick (Lab)



Yiewsley
Sophie Dror (Ref)
Stacey Lucas (Ref)

Hounslow

Bedfont

Adesh Farmahan (Lab)
Russell Haynes (Ref)
Gerry Lieberman (Ref)

Brentford East
Marcela Benedetti (Lab)
Max Mosley (Lab)

Brentford West
Guy Lambert (Grn)
Craig Owen (Lab)

Chiswick Gunnersbury
Joanna Biddolph (Con)
Vickram Grewal (Con)
Ron Mushiso (Con)

Chiswick Homefields
Michael Denniss (Con)
Jack Emsley (Con)
Linden Grigg (Con)

Chiswick Riverside
Amy Croft (Lab)
Gabriella Giles (Con)
Rick Rowe (Grn)

Cranford

Vilber DeCosta (Con)
Hira Dhillon (Lab)
Gurpreet Sidhu (Con)

Feltham North
Muahmmad Akram (Lab)
David Kerr (Ref)

Adam Parkins (Ref)

Feltham West
Madeeha Asim (Lab)
Tony Brown (Ref)
Alan Mitchell (Lab)

Hanworth Park
Johan Lindsten (Ref)
Adrian Page (Ref)

Hanworth Village
Conrad Brown (Ref)
Tarig Mehmood (Lab)
Aysha Tariq (Lab)

Heston Central

Parinor Kaur (Con)
Sampath Mudaliar (Con)
Salvador Pereira (Con)

Heston East

Fiza Ahmed (Lab)
Gurbachan Athwal (Lab)
Jasmine Deol (Grn)

Heston West

Lily Bath (Lab)

Satwant Kaur (Con)
Shantanu Rajawat (Lab)

Hounslow Central
Ajmer Grewal (Lab)
Pritam Grewal (Lab)
Pamila Rodrigyes (Lab)

Hounslow East
Paul Baker (Lab)
Daanish Saeed (Lab)
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Hounslow Heath
Samia Chaudhary (Lab)
Sahibaa Hussain (Lab)
Darshan Nagi (Con)

Hounslow South
Tom Bruce (Lab)
Scott Hill (Lab)
Karen Smith (Lab)

Hounslow West
Allister De Sa (Con)
Vivek Ganachari (Con)
Charmi Parmar (Con)

Isleworth

Roger Crouch (LD)
Sue Sampson (Lab)
Salman Shaheen (Lab)

Osterley and Spring Grove
Unsa Chaudri (Lab)

Ranjit Gill (Lab)

Tony Louki (Lab)

Syon and Brentford Lock
Dan Bowring (Lab)

Theo Dennison (Ind)
Katherine Dunne (Lab)

Islington

Arsenal

Patrick Brighty (Grn)
Nafisah Brown (Grn)
Fin Craig (Lab)

Barnsbury

Rowena Champion (Lab)
Jilani Chowdhury (Lab)
Kane Emerson (Lab)

Bunhill

Valerie Bossman-Quarshie (Lab)
Troy Gallagher (Lab)

Kiran Prasad (Lab)

Caledonian

Paul Convery (Lab)
Una O'Halloran (Lab)
Md Oliur Rahman (Lab)

Canonbury

Hayden Banks (Grn)
Clare Jeapes (Lab)
Nicholas Wayne (Lab)

Clerkenwell

Jara Falkenburg (Grn)
Giulio Ferrini (Grn)
Ruth Hayes (Lab)

Finsbury Park
Caroline Allen (Grn)
Syreen Hassan (Grn)
Mick O'Sullivan (Lab)

Highbury

Benali Hamdache (Grn)
Talia Hussain (Grn)
Jon Nott (Grn)

Hillrise

Shreya Nanda (Lab)
Michelline Safi-Ngongo (Lab)
Marian Spall (Lab)

Holloway

Jason Jackson (Lab)
Joe Peck (Lab)
Claire Zammit (Lab)

Junction

Sheila Chapman (Lab)
Benjamin Gregg (Lab)
James Potts (Lab)

Laycock

Maia Hamilton (Lab)
Heather Staff (Lab)
Nurullah Turan (Lab)

Mildmay

Sophia Brown (Grn)
Jackson Caines (Grn)
Carlos Valero (Grn)

St Mary's and St James'
Joseph Croft (Lab)
Hannah McHugh (Lab)
Saiga Pandor (Lab)

St Peter's and Canalside
Martin Klute (Lab)

Toby North (Lab)
Rosaline Ogunro (Lab)

Tollington

Elmedina Baptista-Mendes (Grn)
Alex Nettle (Grn)

Jonathan Ward (Grn)

Tufnell Park

Sophia Andersson-Gylden (Grn)
Devon Osborne (Grn)

Sheridan Kates (Grn)

Kensington
and Chelsea

Abingdon

Sarah Adenbrooke (Con)
Anne Cyron (Con)
James Husband (Con)

Brompton and Hans Town
Walaa Idris (Con)

Sofia McVeigh (Con)

Mary Weale (Con)

Campden

Catherine Faulks (Con)
Preety Hudd (Con)
Lloyd North (Con)

Chelsea Riverside
Heena Bellara (Con)
Laura Burns (Con)
Max Chauhan (Con)

Colville

Cihan Cheron (Lab)
Monica Press (Lab)
Jack Reason (Lab)
Courtfield

Janet Evans (Con)

Greg Hammond (Con)
Quentin Marshall (Con)

Dalgarno
Abdullahi Nur (Lab)
Alexandra Porter (Lab)

Earl's Court

Sofia De Gurrola (LD)
James Ortiz (LD)
Linda Wade (LD)

Golborne

Sina Lari (Lab)
Peter Marshall (Lab)
Nadia Nail (Lab)

Holland

Aarien Areti (Con)
Lucinda Knight (Con)
Johnny Thalassites (Con)

Norland
Marc Goldfinger (Con)
Stéphanie Petit (Con)

Notting Dale

Kasim Ali (Lab)
Claire Simmons (Lab)
Portia Thaxter (Lab)

Pembridge
Georgia Hardisty (Con)
Natacha Ritchie (Con)

Queen's Gate

Max Dodd-Noble (Con)
Sam Mackover (Con)
Edward Whitley (Con)

Redcliffe

Thomas Bennett (Con)
Marie-Therese Rossi (Con)
Sidney Yankson (Con)

Royal Hospital

Elizabeth Campbell (Con)
Cem Kemahli (Con)
Emma Will (Con)

St Helen's
William Beckett (Lab)
Lucy Shaw (Lab)

Stanley

Will Pascall (Con)
Joshua Rendall (Con)
Kim Taylor-Smith (Con)

Kingston-
upon-Thames

Alexandra
Amir Khan (LD)
lan Manders (LD)

Berrylands
Rizwana Malik (LD)
Anita Schaper (LD)

Canbury Gardens
Nicolai Due-Gunderson (LD)
Peter Higgins (LD)

Chessington South
and Malden Rushett
Andreas Kirsch (LD)
Griseldis Kirsch (LD)
Sharukh Mirza (LD)

Coombe Hill
Rowena Bass (Con)
lan George (Con)

Coombe Vale
Brian Austen (LD)
Kim Bailey (LD)
Andrew Sillett (LD)

Green Lane and St James
James Giles (Ind Res)
Yvonne Tracey (Ind Res)

Hook and Chessington North
Sue Ansari (LD)

Joanne Barker (LD)

Lorraine Dunstone (LD)

King George's and Sunray
Mark Beynon (LD)
Helen Grocott (LD)
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Kingston Gate
Stephen Evans (LD)
Mark Manners (LD)
Sarah Wait-Sillett (LD)

Kingston Town
Sabah Hamed (LD)
Roger Mayes (LD)
Nicola Nardelli (LD)

New Malden Village
Mark Durrant (LD)
Lesley Heap (LD)
Dongsung Kim (LD)

Norbiton

Emily Davey (LD)

Sam Foulder-Hughes (LD)
Olly Wehring (LD)

Old Malden
Mike Massimi (LD)
Elizabeth Park (LD)

St Mark's and Seething Wells
Helen Milestone (LD)

Robert Sadler (LD)

Yogan Yoganathan (LD)

Surbiton Hill
Alison Holt (LD)
Tom Reeve (LD)
Manish Shukla (LD)

Tolworth

Jane Lim (LD)

Thay Thayalan (LD)
Andrew Wooldridge (LD)

Tudor
Blaise Murphet (LD)
Sachin Tulyani (LD)

Lambeth

Brixton Acre Lane
David Bridson (Lab)
Michael Chessum (Grn)
Natalie Kane (Grn)

Brixton North

Samantha Dorney-Smith (Grn)
John-Paul Ennis (Lab)

Nanda Manley-Browne (Lab)

Brixton Rush Common
Zvikomboreno Chihoro (Grn)
Sacha Takyi-Berko (Grn)
Viktor Westerdahl (Grn)

Brixton Windrush
Carlotta Allum (Grn)
Serafina Spicer (Grn)

Clapham Common & Abbeville
Simon Cordon (LD)
Chris Nicholson (LD)

Clapham East
Erica Abu (Lab)
Cat Thomson (Grn)

Clapham Park

Joanna Eaves (Grn)
Verity McGivern (Lab)
Martin Tiedemann (Lab)

Clapham Town
Jonathan Bartley (Grn)
Linda Bray (Lab)
Patrick O'Donnell (Lab)
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Gipsy Hill
Pete Elliott (Grn)
Chloe Hawryluk (Grn)

Herne Hill and
Loughborough Junction
Ciara Alleyne (Grn)

Alan Andrews (Grn)

Paul Valentine (Grn)

Kennington

David Amos (Lab)
Dominic Lynch (Lab)
Joanne Simpson (Lab)

Knight's Hill
Elizabeth Fraser (Grn)
Lisa Shulkind (Grn)
Matt Wilcock (Grn)

Myatt's Fields
Patience Clague (Grn)
Anne-Marie Gallop (Lab)

Oval

Diogo Costa (Lab)
Claire Holland (Lab)
Bryn Scott (Lab)

St Martin's
Jeremy Isaacs (Grn)
Georgina Berriman (Lab)

Stockwell East
Kevin Brown (Grn)
Tom Langley (LD)

Stockwell West and Larkhall
Nadia Burrell (Lab)

Joseph Dharampal-Hornby (Lab)
David Oxley (Lab)

Streatham Common and Vale
Danial Adilypour (Lab)
Domonic Armstrong (Lab)
Sarah Cole (Lab)

Streatham Hill East
Martin Abrams (Grn)
Amelia Shoebridge (Grn)

Streatham Hill West
and Thornton
Natthew Bryant (LD)
Kita Ogden (LD)

Streatham St Leonard's
Saiga Ali (Grn)

Scott Ainslie (Grn)

Alice Wavers (Grn)

Streatham Wells
Judy Best (LD)
Simon Bucknall (LD)

Vauxhall

Jacqueline Bond (Grn)
Liam Daley (Lab)
David Ford (Lab)

Waterloo and South Bank
Doug Buist (LD)
Ibrahim Dogus (Lab)

West Dulwich
Judith Cavanagh (Lab)
Tom Palmer (Grn)

Lewisham

Bellingham
Gavin Moore (Lab)
Nadja Penfold (Grn)

Blackheath

Pauline Dall (Lab)
Rebecca Jones (Grn)
Tracey Martin (Grn)

Brockley

Ade Adewunmi (Grn)
El Fry (Grn)

Rotimi Skyers (Grn)

Catford South

Briony Edwards (Grn)
Oliver Matejka (Lab)
Eva Stamirowski (Lab)

Crofton Park

Aaron Regisford (Grn)
Liam Shrivastava (Grn)
Natalie Thomas (Grn)

Deptford

Heather Farnworth (Grn)
Daniel Jenkins (Grn)
Hau-Yu Tam (Grn)

Downham

Andre Bourne (Lab)

Gloria Lambert-Morris (Lab)
Oana Olaru-Holmes (Lab)

Evelyn

Leni Candan (Grn)

Dylan Cooper-Stubbs (Grn)
Rudi Schmidt (Grn)

Forest Hill

Peter Bernards (Lab)

Fergus Navaratnam-Blair (Grn)
Annabelle Roberts (Grn)

Grove Park

Suzannah Clarke (Lab)
Samantha Gower (Grn)
Hilary Moore (Lab)

Hither Green

Eleonora Aiello (Grn)
Yemisi Anifowose (Lab)
Kim Powell (Lab)

Ladywell

Shireen Asaw (Grn)
Robin McGhee (Grn)
Ed Sutton (Grn)

Lee Green

Ese Erheriene (Lab)
James Rathbone (Lab)
Laura Sessions (Grn)
Lewisham Central
Hibaaq Aden (Grn)
Mark Kowalski (Grn)

New Cross Gate
Wellington Gil (Lab)
Ruth Persian (Grn)

Perry Vale

Justin Cheadle (Grn)
Maria McKenna (Grn)
Mike Podmore (Grn)

Rushey Green

Daniel Dream (Grn)
Samantha Gardiner (Grn)
Claire Wells (Grn)

Sydenham

Corin Ashwell (Grn)
Tanya Dunne (Grn)
Markus Michelucci (Grn)

Telegraph Hill

Kate Anderson (Grn)
Rebecca Sanders (Grn)
Nicholas Torry (Grn)

Merton

Abbey

John Braithwaite (LD)
Klaar Dresselaers (LD)
Barry Smith (LD)

Cannon Hill

Asif Ashraf (LD)
Robert Mitchell (LD)
Richard Poole (LD)

Colliers Wood

Caroline Cooper-Marbiah (Lab)
Stuart Neaverson (Lab)

Joanna Sieradzinska (Lab)

Cricket Green
Michael Butcher (Lab)
Usaama Kaweesa (Lab)
Gill Manly (Lab)

Figge's Marsh

Agatha Akyigyina (Lab)
Dan Johnston (Lab)
Franca Ofeimu (Lab)

Graveney

Billy Hayes (Lab)
Linda Kirby (Lab)
Devina Paul (Lab)

Hillside
Sarah Golby (LD)
Dan Holden (Con)

Lavender Fields

Edith Macauley (Lab)
Harry Platts (Lab)
Slawek Szczepanski (Lab)

Longthornton
Brenda Fraser (Lab)
Ross Garrod (Lab)
Sonia Phillips (Lab)

Lower Morden

Dan Hogan (Lab)
Sally Kenny (Lab)
Daniel Shearer (Lab)

Merton Park
Edward Foley (Res Assoc)
Stephen Mercer (Res Assoc)

Pollards Hill

Joan Henry (Lab)
Ryan Rodrigues (Lab)
Martin Whelton (Lab)

Ravensbury

Stephen Alambritis (Lab)
Val Hoppichler (Lab)
Peter McCabe (Lab)

Raynes Park
Chessie Flack (LD)
Matthew Willis (LD)
Victoria Wilson (LD)

St Helier

Nedra Daniel (Lab)
Andrew Judge (Lab)
Shuile Syeda (Lab)

Village

Max Austin (Con)
Jan Comer (Con)
Will Orson (Con)
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Wandle
Sebastian Budner (Lab)
Eleanor Stringer (Lab)

West Barnes

Hina Bokhari (LD)
Mariam Hakim (LD)
Robert Page (LD)

Wimbledon Park
JillHall (LD)
Tony Reiss (LD)
Nick Thomas (LD)

Wimbledon Town

and Dundonald

Anthony Fairclough (LD)
Samantha MacArthur (LD)
Simon McGrath (LD)

Newham

Beckton

Syed Ahmed (Lab)
Tonii Wilson (Lab)
Blossom Young (Lab)

Boleyn

Muhammad Aziz (New Ind)
Moniba Khan (New Ind)
Mehmood Mirza (New Ind)

Canning Town North
Imogen Anderson (Grn)
Aleya Hussain (Lab)
Shaban Mohammed (Lab)

Canning Town South
Aderonke Benson (Lab)
Rohit Dasgupta (Lab)
John Morris (Lab)

Custom House
Heather Lafferty (Lab)
Thelma Odoi (Lab)
Simon Rush (Lab)

East Ham

Abdul Halim (New Ind)
Syed Nagvi (New Ind)
Begum Sahera (New Ind)

East Ham South
Sanawar Hussain (Lab)
Susan Masters (Lab)
Lakmini Shah (Lab)

Forest Gate North
Matthew Carlile (Grn)
Rachel Tripp (Lab)

Forest Gate South
Arshan Baskaran (Grn)
Zahra Kheyre (Grn)
Jack Pickard (Grn)

Green Street East

Sunny Chowdhury (New Ind)
Md Zahir Hossain (New Ind)
Rohima Rahman (Lab)

Green Street West
Idris Ibrahim (New Ind)
Rumana Liza (New Ind)
Qasim Yaseen (New Ind)

Little liford

Tahir Mirza (New Ind)

Oli Rahman (New Ind)
Nasreen Shamima (New Ind)
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Manor Park

Imam Haque (Lab)
Salema Khatun (Lab)
Salim Patel (Lab)

Maryland
Kelly Drake (Grn)
Ren Tilbury (Grn)

Plaistow North

Nizam Ali (New Ind)
Zulfigar Ali (Lab)
Sophia Naqgvi (New Ind)

Plaistow South

Md Nazrul Islam (New Ind)
Obaid Khan (New Ind)
Tamzied Khan (New Ind)

Plaistow West and

Canning Town East

Shantu Ferdous (Lab)

Robert Gordon (Lab)
Madeleine Sarley Pontin (Lab)

Plashet
Zuber Gulamussen (New Ind)
Ilyas Sharif (New Ind)

Royal Albert
Ann Easter (Lab)
Poojitha Konkati (Grn)

Royal Victoria
Rob Callender (Grn)
Shabd Pyari (Grn)

Stratford

Chae Hwang (Grn)
Danny Keeling (Grn)
Sona Quintero (Grn)

Stratford Olympic Park
Nate Higgins (Grn)
Joe Hudson-Small (Grn)

Wall End

Kumar Anand (New Ind)
Muhammad Majeed (New Ind)
Noman Md Abu (New Ind)

West Ham

Ibrahim Alom (Grn)
John Gray (Lab)
Adjoa Kwarteng (Lab)

Redbridge

Aldborough
Jyostna Islam (Lab)
Lebo Phakoe (Lab)
Kam Rai (Lab)

Barkingside

Harminder Bal (Lab)

Syeda Ferdause Pasha (Lab)
Martin Sachs (Lab)

Bridge

Stephen Adams (Con)
Adam Joiner (Con)
Josiah Moseley (Con)

Chadwell

Niamh Atkins (Grn)
Muhammad Afzal (Red Ind)
Bert Jones (Lab)

Churchfields

Lloyd Duddridge (Lab)

Judith Garfield (Lab)

Guy Mansfield Williams (Lab)

Clayhall

Kalpana Bose (Lab)
Kamal Qureshi (Lab)
Jamal Uddin (Lab)

Clementswood

Fazlul Haque (Red Ind)
Zulfigar Hussain (Lab)
Muhammed Javed (Lab)

Cranbrook

Chaudhary Ahmed (Lab)
Mohamed Hameemdeen (Red Ind)
Feza Haque (Red Ind)

Fairlop

Bob Chattaway (Lab)
Erza Doda (Lab)
Yogesh Saini (Lab)

Fullwell

Matthew Goddin (Lab)
Linda Mullis (Lab)
Vibhu Taneja (Lab)

Goodmayes

Shorif Akhonda (Lab)
Ben Cornish (Lab)
Prabjit Gurm (Lab)

Hainault

Shah Ali (Lab)

Neil Anderson (Ref)
Helen Mullis (Lab)

liford Town
Saima Ahmed (Lab)
Hossain Enamul (Red Ind)

Loxford

Foyzur Rahman (Lab)

Mazhar Saleem (Lab)

Sahdia Warraich (Lab)

Mayfield

Noor Begum (Red Ind)
Rishi Bhagi (Lab)
Harneek Kaur (Lab)

Monkhams
Joel Herga (Con)
Clark Vasey (Con)

Newbury

Sunpreet Brar (Lab)

Syeda Choudhury (Lab)
Thavathuray Jeyaranjan (Lab)

Seven Kings

Imran Ahmed (Red Ind)
Vanisha Bharti-Solanki (Lab)
Nav Johal (Lab)

South Woodford
Beverley Brewer (Lab)
Kallan Greybe (Grn)
Monika Patel (Grn)

Valentines

Alex Charlton-Holmes (Lab)
Rashida Choudhery (Red Ind)
Marwan Elfallah (Red Ind)

Wanstead Park
Milli Richards Clack (Grn)
Emma Shepherd-Mallinson (Lab)

Wanstead Village

Joanna Blackman (Lab)
Daniel Morgan-Thomas (Lab)
Susan Whitehead (Grn)

Richmond-
upon-Thames

Barnes

Andy Hale (LD)
Duncan Rasor (LD)
Fiona Sacks (LD)

East Sheen

Julia Cambridge (LD)
Margaret Dane (LD)
Mohsin Khan (LD)

Fulwell and Hampton Hill
Jonathan Cardy (LD)
Matthew Hull (LD)
Matthew Wherry (LD)

Ham, Petersham and
Richmond Riverside
Penny Frost (LD)
Seamus Joyce (LD)
Dermot Kelly (LD)

Hampton

Sam Dalton (LD)
Nick Kennerley (LD)
Gareth Roberts (LD)

Hampton North
Carey Bishop (LD)
Jeremy Davis (LD)
Elizabeth Gant (LD)

Hampton Wick and
South Teddington
Helen Baxter (LD)
Jim Millard (LD)

Liz Tidhar (LD)

Heathfield

John Coombs (LD)
Lesley Pollesche (LD)
Michael Wilson (LD)

Kew

Kelvin Cheatle (LD)
Maureen Goldthorpe (LD)
Clare Vollum (LD)

Mortlake & Barnes Common
Geri Cox (LD)

Michael Dingemans (LD)
Anton McNulty-Howard (LD)

North Richmond
Nancy Baldwin LD)
Richard Pyne (LD)
Richard Warren (LD)

St Margarets and
North Twickenham
Alexander Ehmann (LD)
Katie Mansfield (LD)
Maria Margiotta (LD)

South Richmond
Massimo Chiesa (LD)
Chris Varley (LD)
Paulina Vassileva (LD)

South Twickenham
Michael Butlin (LD)
Jack Clothier Jones (LD)
RhiLee (LD)

Teddington
Richard Baker (LD)
Charlie Engel (LD)
Phil Giesler (LD)
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Twickenham Riverside
James Chard (LD)
Andrew Duncan (LD)
Julia Neden-Watts (LD)

West Twickenham
Piers Allen (LD)

Alan Juriansz (LD)
Rachel Robertson (LD)

Whitton

Jo Humphreys (LD)
Nathanael MacDonald (LD)
Kuldev Sehra (LD)

Southwark

Borough and Bankside
Hellen Benavides (LD)
Victor Chamberlain (LD)
David Watson (LD)

Camberwell Green
Dora Dixon-Fyle (Lab)
James Moyse (Lab)
Jen Thornton (Lab)

Champion Hill
Sarah King (Lab)
Bill Williams (Lab)

Chaucer

Felix Hamer (Grn)
Pascale Mitchell (Grn)
Suzanne Wise (Grn)

Dulwich Hill
Tori Griffiths (Lab)
Janice White (Grn)

Dulwich Village
Richard Leeming (Lab)
Maggie Newens (Lab)

Dulwich Wood
Ruth Bannister (Lab)
Sean Hannigan (Lab)

Faraday

Mohamed Deen (Lab)
Felicia Johnston (Lab)
Sasjkia Otto (Lab)

Goose Green

George Grime (Grn)
James McAsh (Grn)
Eloise Waldon-Day (Grn)

London Bridge and
West Bermondsey
Sam Dalton (Lab)
Selena Gray (LD)
David Noakes (Lab)

Newington

John Batteson (Lab)
Natasha Ennin (Lab)
Leigh Richman (Lab)

North Bermondsey
Rachel Bentley (LD)
Francesco Guerrieri (LD)
Patrickson Obanya (LD)

North Walworth
Rebecca Corn (Grn)

Sam Foster (Grn)

Vanessa Threadgold (Grn)

Nunhead and Queen's Road
Catherine Dawkins (Grn)
Claire Sheppard (Grn)
Richard Taylor (Grn)
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Old Kent Road
Evelyn Akoto (Lab)
Alexandra Austin (Grn)

Richard Livingstone (Lab)

Peckham

Ryan Cox (Grn)

Sabina Emmanuel (Lab)
Dean Peters (Grn)

Peckham Rye
Renata Hamvas (Lab)
Victoria Mills (Lab)

Rotherhithe

Colin Boyle (Grn)
Stephanie Cryan (Lab)
Kath Whittam (Grn)

Rye Lane

Jasmine Ali (Lab)

Esme Dobson (Lab)
Reginald Popoola (Lab)

St George's
Graham Neale (LD)
Lina Usma (LD)

St Giles

Callum Fowler (Grn)
Andy Higson (Grn)
Rachael Penny (Grn)

South Bermondsey
Fatmata Bah (Lab)
Andy Bates (Lab)
Sunny Lambe (Lab)

Surrey Docks

Adam Hood (LD)
Richard Macmillan (LD)
Jane Salmon (LD)

Sutton

Beddington

Sue Ebanks (LD)
Rob Leah (LD)
Nick Mattey (Ind)

Belmont

Chandra Alapati (LD)
Joseph Barkham (LD)
Rashi Barsaiyan (LD)

Carshalton Central
Isabel Araujo (LD)
Andrew Jenner (LD)
Jake Short (LD)

Carshalton South
and Clockhouse
Peter Chubb (LD)
Noor Sumun (LD)
Lisa Webster (LD)

Cheam

Shimino Jesudas (LD)
Stephen Kingdom (LD)
Melody Thorpe (LD)

Hackbridge
Tom Foster (LD)
Dave Tchil (Lab)

North Cheam
James Appleby (LD)
Naveen Samrat (LD)
Jason Stone (LD)

St Helier East
Paul Cole (LD)
Gemma Munday (LD)

St Helier West
Janey Gould (Ref)
Joicy Joseph (LD)
Alison Long (Ref)

South Beddington
and Roundshaw
Edward Joyce (LD)
Sunil Kumar (LD)
Judy Walsh (LD)

Stonecot

Rob Beck (LD)

Cumar Sahathevan (LD)
Sutton Central

Richard Choi (LD)
Cryss Mennaaceur (LD)
Edward Parsley (LD)

Sutton North

Yusuf Abd El-Razzak (LD)
Sam Cumber (LD)
Vanessa McCain (LD)

Sutton South
Richard Clifton (LD)
Patricia Fivey (LD)
Asif Hirani (LD)

Sutton West and East Cheam
Qasim Esak (LD)

Louise Phelan (LD)
Christopher Woolmer (LD)

The Wrythe
Rukhsar Askari (LD)
lan Simpson (LD)
Colin Stears (LD)

Wallington North
Aaron Goater (LD)
Sunita Gordon (LD)
Barry Lewis (LD)

Wallington South
Sam Martin (LD)
Jayne McCoy (LD)
Muhammad Sadiq (LD)

Worcester Park North
Joanna Elgarf (LD)
Israel Owoade (LD)

Worcester Park South
Jenna Hartley-Smith (LD)
Luni Sabharwal (LD)

Tower Hamlets

Bethnal Green East
Syed Abdullah (Aspire)
Halima Islam (Aspire)
Ahmodul Kabir (Aspire)

Bethnal Green West
Musthak Ahmed (Aspire)
Abu Chowdhury (Aspire)
Amin Rahman (Aspire)

Blackwall and Cubitt Town
Ahmodur Khan (Aspire)
Minara Khatun (Aspire)
Bellal Uddin (Aspire)

Bow East

Mads Churchouse (Grn)
Jonathan Purcell (Grn)
Ottilie Swinyard (Grn)

Bow West
Rupert George (Grn)
Martin Parker (Grn)

Bromley North
Mohammed llyas (Aspire)
Abdul Mannan (Aspire)

Bromley South
Bodrul Choudhury (Aspire)
Shahaveer Hussain (Lab)

Canary Wharf
Saied Ahmed (Aspire)
Mihammed Talukdar (Aspire)

Island Gardens
Peter Golds (Con)
Sadiqur Rahman (Aspire)

Lansbury

Abul Ahmed (Aspire)
Foysal Ahmed (Aspire)
Igbal Hossain (Aspire)

Limehouse
David Edgar (Lab)

Mile End

Roudie Khanom (Aspire)
Mohammed Mahmud (Aspire)
Mohammed Mehdi (Aspire)

Poplar
Gulam Choudhury (Aspire)

St Dunstan's
Shafiq Islam (Aspire)
Shenaly Miah (Aspire)

St Katharine's and Wapping
Victoria Lupton (Lab)
Abdal Ullah (Lab)

Shadwell
Rabina Khan (LD)
Harun Miah (Aspire)

Spitalfields and Banglatown
Faysal Ahmed (Aspire)
Suluk Ahmed (Aspire)

Stepney Green
Sabina Akhtar (Aspire)
Abdul Ali (Aspire)

Weavers
Kabir Ahmed (Aspire)
Amina Ali (Lab)

Whitechapel

Shafi Ahmed (Aspire)
Abulkashem Helal (Aspire)
Kamrul Hussain (Aspire)

Waltham Forest

CannHall

Tom Hainge (Grn)
Peter Richardson (Grn)
Eva Tabbasam (Grn)

Cathall
Aisha Abubakar (Lab)
Rachel Barrat (Grn)

Chapel End

Luke Glazzard (Grn)
Layla Rose (Grn)
Sue Wheat (Grn)

Chingford Green
Mitchell Goldie (Con)
Kay Isa (Con)

Kelly Summers (Con)

Endlebury
Roy Berg (Con)
Emma Best (Con)
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Forest

Yuksel Gonul (Grn)

Simone McNichols-Thomas (Grn)
Paul Perkins (Grn)

Grove Green

Sarah Bentley (Grn)
Charlotte Lafferty (Grn)
Paul Treacy (Grn)

Hale End and
Highams Park South
Tony Bell (Lab)
Rosalind Doré (Lab)

Hatch Lane and
Highams Park North
Umar Ali (Con)
Shenise Adam (Con)
Siobhan Wing (Con)

High Street

Lisa Bryan (Grn)

John Donegan (Grn)
Marcelo Hart-Camus (Grn)

Higham Hill

Louise Ashcroft (Grn)
Karen Bellamy (Lab)
Emma Dean (Grn)

Hoe Street

Andrew Dixon (Lab)
Ahsan Khan (Lab)
Miriam Mirwitch (Lab)

Larkswood

John Moss (Con)

Sam O'Connell (Con)
Catherine Saumarez (Con)

Lea Bridge

Elizabeth Biggs (Grn)
Soléne Fabios (Grn)
Rosie Rowlands (Grn)

Leyton

Rob Gardner (Grn)

Daisy Richards (Grm)
Demetrius Williams (Grn)

Leytonstone

Denise Alder (Grn)

Clyde Loakes (Lab)
RoseMary Warrington (Grn)

Markhouse
Johar Khan (Lab)
Chanté Johnson (Grn)

St James

David Berrie (Grn)
Martin Edobor (Grn)
Anna Kerr (Grn)

Upper Walthamstow
Yusuf Patel (Lab)
Caramel Quin (Lab)
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Valley

Afzal Akram (Con)
Toby Garrett (Con)
Jemma Hemsted (Con)

William Morris

Ben Copsey (Grn)
Kizzy Gardiner (Lab)
Grace Williams (Lab)

Wood Street
Richard Sweden (Lab)
Stephanie Talbut (Lab)

Wandsworth

Balham

Lynsey Hedges (Con)
Jonathan lliff (Con)
Jo Rigby (Lab)

Battersea Park
Victoria Asante (Lab)
Tony Belton (Lab)
Claire Davies (Con)

East Putney

George Crivelli (Con)
Jasmyn Glynne (Lab)
Ravi Govindia (Con)

Falconwood
Simon Hogg (Lab)
Kate Stock (Lab)

Furzedown

Leonie Cooper (Lab)
Judi Gasser (Lab)
Samantha Lewis (Lab)

Lavender
Dan Hamilton (Con)
Tom Pridham (Con)

Nine Elms
Matthew Corner (Con)
Will Sweet (Con)

Northcote
James Craig (Con)
Aled Richards-Jones (Con)

Roehampton

Graeme Henderson (Lab)
Matthew Tiller (Lab)
Jenny Yates (Lab)

St Mary's

Caroline de la Soujeole (Con)
Charlie Fisher (Con)

Zarah Wiles (Con)

Shaftesbury and Queenstown
Sara Apps (Lab)

Aydin Dikerdem (Lab)

Stephen Worrall (Lab)

South Balham
Toby Hopkins (Lab)
Elizabeth Simos (Lab)

Southfields
Guy Humphries (Con)
Emmeline Owens (Con)

Thamesfield

Ethan Brooks (Con)
Rob Morritt (Con)
Salvatore Murtas (Con)

Tooting Bec
Sheila Boswell (Lab)
Annamarie Critchard (Lab)

Paul White (Lab)

Tooting Broadway
Kemi Akinola (Lab)

Sean Lawless (Lab)

Rex Osborn (Lab)

Trinity
Kirsten Botting (Con)
Lizzy Dobres (Lab)

Wandle
Chris Baron (Con)
Denise Paul (Lab)

Wandsworth Common
Angela Graham (Con)
Peter Graham (Con)
Tom Mytton (Con)

Wandsworth Town
Michelle Cook (Lab)
Sarah Davies (Lab)
Noel Dube (Con)

West Hill

Daniel Ghossain (Con)
Malcolm Grimston (Ind)
Angela Ireland (Lab)

West Putney

Shakeel Ahmad (Con)
Nick Austin (Con)
Melanie Hampton (Con)

Westminster

Abbey Road

Festus Akinbusoye (Con)
Hannah Galley (Con)
Caroline Sargent (Con)

Bayswater

Maggie Carman (Lab)
Christabel Flight (Con)
Mark Tozer (Con)

Church Street
Aicha Less (Lab)
Fiona Parker (Lab)
Abdul Toki (Lab)

Harrow Road
Concia Albert (Lab)
Regan Hook (Lab)
Rhys Thomas (Lab)

Hyde Park

Md S. Chowdhury (Lab)
Elliot Keck (Con)
GregEro (Con)

Knightsbridge and Belgravia
Tony Devenish (Con)
Elizabeth Hitchcock (Con)
Rachael Robathan (Con)

Lancaster Gate

Connor Jones (Lab)

Ellie Ormsby (Lab)

Philip Stephenson-Oliver (Con)

Little Venice
Melvyn Caplan (Con)
Lorraine Dean (Con)
Louise Shaw (Con)

Maida Vale

Geoff Barraclough (Lab)
Nafsika Butler-Thalassis (Lab)
Imam Less (Lab)

Marylebone

Barbara Arzymanow (Con)
lan Rowley (Con)

Karen Scarborough (Con)

Pimlico North
Mohamed Elmi (Con)
Jim Glen (Con)

Ed Pitt Ford (Con)

Pimlico South

Liza Begum (Lab)
Robert Eagleton (Lab)
Jason Williams (Lab)

Queen's Park

Patricia McAllister (Lab)
Cara Sanquest (Lab)
Hamza Taouzale (Lab)

Regent's Park

Ralu Oteh-Osoka (Con)
Robert Rigby (Con)
Paul Swaddle (Con)

St James's

San Abishev (Con)
Tim Mitchell (Con)
Mark Shearer (Con)

Vincent Square
David Harvey (Con)
Ben Sewell (Con)
Selina Short (Con)

West End

Elizabeth Amos (Con)
Tim Barnes (Con)
Paul Fisher (Con)

Westbourne

David Boothroyd (Lab)
Adam Hug (Lab)
Angela Piddock (Lab)
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End of the Keir Show shatters
Labour's lock on London

When political historians ask why Sir Keir Starmer went
through the motions of clinging to the Premiership
following the council elections of May 2026, even though
the Labour Party had suffered its worst ever local election
results nationwide, it may be because, in London, Labour
didn't do quite as atrociously.

Rather than the wipe-outs his party suffered from Gateshead
and Sunderland, through Barnsley and St Helens, Norwich,
Thurrock and right the way down to Plymouth, Labour was
merely given a severe kicking in London, broadly in line with
that they received in 2006.

In Camden, which Starmer represents half of as its MP,
Labour comfortably retained power - albeit despite the
council leader losing his seat after chicken-running from
Hampstead to Covent Garden. The same was true in Islington
where Jeremy Corbyn's spectacularly inept attempts to set
up a new party of the far left failed to field a single candidate.
Greenwich, seemingly forever loyal to Labour, stayed so
again.
Traditionally  marginal boroughs like Ealing and
Hammersmith & Fulham (and slightly less so, Merton) were
comfortably held - and in that lies one of the themes of these
elections. Labour lost their majority in Barnet (and the
popular vote there by a wide margin) but were kept in power
by the lone Green elected. They did lose their two former
Tory flagship boroughs: Wandsworth and Westminster, but
by the narrowest of margins. It was entirely possible at
several points in the night that Labour might eke out a hold in
both. They didn't, but by no means do these boroughs look
like they've reverted to Tory hegemony as usual.

Nonetheless, these were hardly a happy set of elections for
Labour.

Labour emerged from the 2022 council elections delighted to
have gained three flagship Tory London boroughs: Barnet and
Westminster (the first time Labour had won a majority on
either council) and Wandsworth (their first win here since
1974).

Offsetting those three gains came the loss of Harrow, their

narrow defeat in the first mayoral contest in Croydon (plus a
loss of their majority on Croydon council) and the return of
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Lutfur Rahman as mayor of Tower Hamlets alongside a
narrow council majority for his Aspire Party there.

So: three gains and three losses plus quite a few big swings
away from Labour in - especially - highly ethnically diverse
wards. But this was from a very high base in 2018 and, against
the Conservatives, significant progress where it mattered
(other than Croydon and Harrow). The 2022 council elections
were the first widespread opportunity for the electorate to
have their say on a host of issues that had turned Boris
Johnson's premiership in the space of barely six months from
the high of post-Covid acclaim to the scandal of Partygate.

A dichotomy arose in that there was a (very small) swing from
Labour to Conservative across London from 2018. But the
Conservatives did far worse in terms of seats and councils
won because, in the battleground wards - overwhelmingly
affluent, middle class, socially liberal, high proportions of
owner occupiers and private renters - there was a much
bigger shift to Labour.

It's all very well for the Tories to rack-up 12% swings in
Thornton Heath, 14% in Southall Broadway and 9% in
Hounslow Heath: safe Labour wards which these (big) swings
didn't come close to threatening, but at the same time they
were losing critical wards like Trinity and St Mary's in
Wandsworth, Hyde Park and Lancaster Gate in Westminster,
Brook Green and Sands End in Hammersmith and Fulham,
and Childs Hill and Brunswick Park in Barnet (and those were
just their losses to Labour).

So, Labour began the 2022 to 2026 term with 1,158 London
councillors, an almost 3:1 ratio over the Conservatives, who
were left with just 405 - their lowest number since the
boroughs were founded in 1964, 176 Lib Dems (again, far
below their 1994 peak of 323) and 77 others - mostly
comprising Residents Association councillors in Havering and
Aspire councillors in Tower Hamlets, alongside a handful of
Greens.

Compared to what followed during the next two years, the
May 2022 council elections were a point of relative success
for the Conservatives. Boris Johnson was ousted as Prime
Minister in July; Liz Truss was elected by Conservative Party
members in September and by October she had resigned
following the mini-Budget that ended any prospects of the
Tories winning a fifth term of office. Rishi Sunak replaced
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Truss but the damage was terminal and Sunak found both his
party and the civil service incapable of implementing his ideas
to restore faith in Conservative leadership.

One fleeting point of modest celebration for the Tories was
their defence of Boris Johnson's Uxbridge and South Ruislip
seat in July 2023, which he resigned from to avoid the House
of Commons Privileges Committee recommending a likely
record suspension for various examples of what they
regarded as misconduct.

The Tory hold of Uxbridge and South Ruislip by 495 votes - on
paper the least secure of three Conservative seats being
defended that day - was put down to opposition to the Mayor
of London, Sadiqg Khan, expanding the Ultra Low Emission
Zone (ULEZ) to the edges of London, obviously affecting
suburbs like Uxbridge.

But there was an alternative explanation, which was that
despite the accepted wisdom that Boris was a popular
politician with a big personal vote, in fact he was a drag on
Conservative fortunes there. Consider that, at the 2019
general election, he won a majority of 7,210 or 15%. At the
2018 council elections when, remember, the unpopular
Theresa May led the party, the Conservatives were ahead in
the wards comprising that constituency by 60.6% to 30% for
Labour. In other words, the Tory lead halved between those
two different elections in the space of just a year.

And that could well mean that the innate Conservative lead in
Uxbridge was far larger with Johnson off the ballot, and why
Labour failed to overturn it despite gaining the - on paper - far
safer Selby and Ainsty in North Yorkshire.

But that was a small setback for a Labour Party clearly in the
ascendancy, heading for a landslide majority at the general
election that likely would be held some time in 2024.

Before that big event though came another test of London
public opinion in the form of the Mayoral and Assembly
elections in May 2024. Two-term incumbent Sadiq Khan
announced he was seeking an unprecedented third term (Ken
Livingstone had sought a third term but lost to Boris in 2008;
Boris sought only two terms before returning to parliament in
2015).

The Conservatives barely put any effort into identifying a
candidate of sufficient gravitas or name-recognition to
challenge Khan - they even blocked Paul Scully: the Minister
for London and MP for Sutton & Cheam, hardly a household
name but clearly someone a tranche or two above the
shortlist they did allow to go forward. After some further
selection shenanigans, the leader of the Conservatives on the
London Assembly, Susan Hall, was nominated. This was the
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second election in succession where the Conservatives
effectively wrote off the mayoralty and the second when the
result suggested that, had they actually tried a little harder,
they might have given Labour a run for their money.

For the first time the election was conducted under First Past
The Post rather than the two-choice Supplementary Vote.

Labour attempted to scare progressive voters who might
have given their first preference to the Greens or Lib Dems
that this electoral system change jeopardised Khan's chances
of winning. But as he had comfortably led on first preferences
(equivalent to a FPTP election) in both 2016 and 2020, and
Labour was far further ahead in the polls in 2024 than in
those earlier elections, this wasn't too convincing a claim.

Hall attempted a repeat of the anti-ULEZ campaign that the
Tories believed had worked so well in Uxbridge, but of course
this was exclusively a campaign for outer London (inner
London already had the ULEZ) and, in any event, it is a
simplistic caricature that the Tories can win London on the
votes of outer London alone.

The outer boroughs are diverse, including Labour strongholds
like Merton, Redbridge and Newham, not monolithically
Conservative in their voting intentions. That said, a
significantly higher turnout from the outer Conservative
boroughs versus a much lower turnout from inner London
could, theoretically, make a city-wide election competitive if
animus against the ULEZ were to be a truly motivating factor.

In the event, Sadig Khan won 43.8% and Susan Hall 32.7% - a
3.2% swing from Conservative to Labour compared to the
2020 mayoral election. The Lib Dems and Greens virtually
tied with 5.8% apiece. But this 11% Labour lead compared to
a 16.5% Labour lead at the 2022 council elections.

The Conservatives did about eight points better in the
mayoral election than the council elections; the Lib Dems
eight points worse and the Greens six points worse, partly
explained by the focus on the two candidates who could
realistically win the mayoral election. An 11% win is
comfortable, but in an increasingly left-leaning city, at the
nadir of Conservative fortunes and facing an uninspiring Tory
candidate it is not especially stunning a Labour performance.

Under the Supplementary Vote system, London election
ballots were counted by scanner machines which collated and
published results by ward. Under FPTP, where counting is
more straightforward, it was done by hand and ward figures
were not provided.

However, we do have the results by London Assembly
constituency - clusters of two or three boroughs. The
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Conservatives won five GLA constituencies: Bexley &
Bromley, Brent & Harrow, Croydon & Sutton, Ealing &
Hillingdon and Havering & Redbridge. Labour won the
remaining nine including, critically, West Central
(Hammersmith & Fulham, Kensington & Chelsea and the City
of Westminster), South West (Kingston, Richmond and
Hounslow), and Merton & Wandsworth.

2024 London mayoral results by GLA constituency (humbers show lead
either Sadiq Khan or Susan Hall secured in each)

The Conservatives almost certainly need to lead in these
three GLA constituencies to win London-wide. In 2012, when
Boris Johnson only narrowly won re-election, he led by
113,618 across these three constituencies. In 2024, Sadiq
Khan was ahead by 52,980.

Barely had the mayoral and assembly ballot boxes been
placed back into storage than Rishi Sunak called a general
election, far earlier than expected. On 4 July 2024 the
country returned Labour to government with London playing
its part. Continuing the theme of the council and London
elections, Labour gained seats in Barnet (all three
constituencies) Westminster (the Cities of London and
Westminster going Labour for the first time), both seats in the
Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea - even Uxbridge
and South Ruislip fell this time.

But also carrying through those converse trends of the local
elections there were big swings against Labour in parts of
London; both Tower Hamlets constituencies; lIford North and
South, in Newham and in Islington where Jeremy Corbyn was
re-elected as an independent MP, having been expelled from
Labour.

Bob Blackman, the iconoclastic Conservative MP for Harrow

East, increased his majority substantially; lain Duncan-Smith
defended a tiny majority in Chingford & Woodford Green
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after Labour's 2019 candidate was barred from standing for
the party in 2024 and contested the seat as an independent,
splitting a vote that, combined, significantly outnumbered the
Conservatives'.

There were marked swings to the Conservatives in Brent
West and Hayes and Harlington - a continuation of that trend
of ethnically diverse west London neighbourhoods (especially
those with large Hindu and Sikh communities) abandoning
Labour.

Even Sir Keir Starmer had to fend off a feisty challenge in his
Holborn & St Pancras constituency, winning by 11,500. That
was comfortable enough - but in 2017 he won by over 30,000.

2024 general election result in London

The change of government effectively split the 2022-2026
local government term into two: one half being about a
Conservative regime testing the depths of unpopularity; the
other half with a landslide Labour government rapidly
following suit. Labour, as perhaps all Labour governments do,
fell between two stools.

On the one hand, they entered power backed by the lowest
post-war winning vote share on a near-record low turnout, so
lacked the support lent from the right that accompanied, for
example, the Blair or Wilson landslides right out of the blocks.
On the other - and especially true of their London vote - there
was a desire for far more radical action than Sir Keir Starmer
had proposed in his pretty vacuous manifesto. They
campaigned as "change" and soon showed that the main
change was in personnel, not in policy direction.

Coupled to those two problems, the new government's
messaging was miserableist and hopeless. "Things are so much
worse than we expected" may well have been true (though it
probably was not: this was likely a message decided upon long
before they won regardless of what they found) but is not
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going to make the electorate feel inspired by the government
they'd just elected. "We therefore have to cut winter fuel
payments to OAPs" followed; again not a message to those
expecting money poured into services and benefits paid for
by redistribution from rich to poor.

This messaging debacle was reminiscent of Jeremy Corbyn's
successful bid for the Labour leadership when all the
mainstream contenders (Burnham, Cooper and Kendall) plus
their outriders campaigned by telling Labour members what
they couldn't expect from a government they led. Meanwhile
Corbyn painted the vision of the progressive government of
most Labour members' dreams and won.

This time the austere message from the top simply served to
sour opinion on the left far faster than it otherwise would.
Labour membership - over 800,000 under Corbyn, went into
steep decline and primed the field for the Green surge
following the election of Zack Polanski as their leader in the
autumn of 2025.

48 of the 110 London council by-elections that occurred
between 2022 and 2026 took place after the general
election; sixteen caused by Labour councillors newly elected
as MPs (plus one caused by a newly-elected Conservative
MP). 41 of these 48 were indeed in seats Labour won in 2022.
Opposite is an extract of the by-elections summary table, the
whole of which can be found towards the rear of this results
book, showing just the changes in vote share across those 48
by-elections, and with Labour's shares highlighted.

While there were patchy performances for the
Conservatives, Lib Dems and Greens, Labour almost
uniformly lost vote share - usually a lot of vote share. Some of
this can be put down to the peak Labour achieved in 2022,
some to far lower voter turnout in by-elections; and there
may have been local issues that had an impact on the
outcomes (this was certainly the case in the Shooters Hill by-
election on 26 June, for example). But they offered a glimpse
of what might occur on 7th May 2026.

These by-elections, incidentally, also missed out on any Green
surge because the six month rule that means councils do not
have to hold by-elections within six months of the full set of
elections, kicked in only a few days after Polanski's election as
party leader.

These by-elections proved prescient both in forecasting the
hit Labour was to take at the local elections and the atomised
nature of who they would take the hit from in different parts
of the capital.
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London by-elections since the 2024 general election

Ward Date +/- +/- - +/-

@ Beckton 18.07 -5.8 -9.0 -17.0

@ Little llford 1807 | -47 | -147 | +0.9 -17

@ Hillrise 15.08 -21.6 | +6.6 -5.0

® Camden Square 05.09 -4.8 -28.9 +4.6

® Kentish Town Sth 05.09 -2.8 -14.1 -18 +2.7

@ Kilburn (Camden) 05.09 | +4.7 -9.2 +1.9 -25

@® London Fields 12.09 -89 | -10.5

@ Stoke Newington 12.09 -3.6 | -14.8 -7.1 | +28.0

@ Bow East 1209 | +48 | +53 -04 | +13.2

@® Harrow Road 19.09 -35 | -286 -4.3

® West End 1909 | +7.7 | -116 | -34

@ Hanger Hill 10.10 -60 | -13.6 | +209 | -5.7

@ Northolt Mandeville| 10.10 | +4.2 | -11.3 | -1.8 -4.9

@ South Acton 10.10 | -0.3 -0.3 +0.1 -6.5

@ Belvedere 17.10 +0.5 | -15.6 -7.5

@ Eltham Town 17.10 | +121| -85 -2.9 -8.7

@® Shooters Hill 14.11 -0.6 -1.1 -0.1 +5.1

® Wanstead Park 14.11 -11 -6.3 -33 +0.4

® Northbury 28.11 -7.6 -12.1 +4.3

® @ Village (2 seats) 28.11 | +17.0 | -27.2

@ Jubilee 2811 | +92 | -156 | - 24 -32

@ Junction 2811 | -25 | -25.2 -14 -82

® West Thamesmead | 19.12 -60 | -163 | +238 | -104

@ Burnt Oak 1302 | -18 | -181 -54
Alperton 1802 | +9.9 | -193 | +35

@ Whalebone 2002 | -54 | -145

® H'smith Broadway 20.02 -4.7 -19.3 +3.2

@ Lillie 2002 | +52 | -231 | +7.2

@ Vincent Square 27.02 -0.8 | -10.7 -34

® Finchley ChrchEnd | 06.03 | +42 | +44 | -19.2 -4.2

@® Brentford East 06.03 -6.9 | -148 -9.1

® Syon 06.03 -7.0 -2.8 +22 -52

©® Mayfield 2703 | +49 | -450 | -35

@ St Ann's 10.04 -225 | -32 | +15.6
Sutton Central 10.04 -85 | -187 | +181 | -7.7

@ Hainault 01.05 | -29.3 | -20.2

@ Herne Hill 01.05 -04 | -122 | -09 | +10.2

@ Whetstone 15.05 -90 | -16.2 -5.7
Carshalton South 2205 | -19.1 | -50 | +132 | -77

@ Shooters Hill 26.06 -23 | -289 | -38 | +19.2

® Fulham Town 03.07 -2.6 | -108 -35

® Bromley Common 2407 | -128 | -9.1 -14

® Thames View 3107 | -114 | -28.8

@® Cranford 21.08 | +10.5 | -12.6 -7.8

® West Hampstead 28.08 -6.1 | -249 | +16.9

@ Plaistow South 18.09 -9.7 | -355 | -7.7 -74

@® Hendon 30.10 | +34 | -129 | -22 -28

N.B. The coloured dots denote the party that defended the seat; the ward
names in bold denote that a party other than the one defending it won the by-
election.
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The 2026 local elections: candidates

The debut of Reform UK and the surge in membership of the
Green Party, as well as clusters of so-called "community
independents - principally to the left of Labour, mainly
standing in areas with large Muslim populations, loosely
affiliated with Jeremy Corbyn's Your Party, and typically
focussing on the conflict in Gaza, led to a huge upswing in
candidates contesting the elections: a record number, in fact.

8,987 candidates contested London's 1,817 council seats in
2026, compared to 6,190 four years earlier. Labour
contested every seat as you would expect, though there were
excitable press reports in the days running up to the deadline

that they were struggling in boroughs like Sutton.

Despite their electoral woes the Conservatives too managed
to contest every seat (though one Hounslow Conservative
candidate who had attempted to also stand as a Lib Dem in
another ward was disqualified from both, leaving them one
from a full house): an improvement on 2022.

Greens fielded 1,527 candidates, a near doubling of the 846
they managed in 2022, the Lib Dems 1,504 up from 1,303,
and Reform 1,573 up from 32. Aspire contested every seat in
Tower Hamlets; Residents' Associations of varying
descriptions, independents and community independents

fielded 521 candidates, compared to 209 in 2022.

Candidates contesting London council seats: 1964-2026

2026 1816 1817 1504 1527 1,573

2022 1,754 1,817 1,303 846 32 438
2018 1,833 1,833 1419 866 *155 449
2014 1,803 1,842 1,309 839 *460 605
2010 1846 1,851 1,541 844 *89 657
2006 1812 1828 1,538 567 *85 561
2002 1,769 1,859 1,480 525 *65 421

1998 1,805 1,917 1,580 257 *3 278
1994 1839 1917 1,623 219 240
1990 1,851 1,914 1,214 431 372
1986 1837 1913 1,838 166 238
1982 1826 1914 1,829 49 364
1978 1,829 1,908 992 43 991
1974 1,714 1,866 1,272 451
1971 1,745 1,861 595 434
1968 1,726 1,844 794 457
1964 1,681 1,860 1,138 428

*UKIP total prior to 2022. Prior to 1986 the Green Party contested elections as
The Ecology Party

The 2026 council elections: London

The campaign

Four years on from the 2022 local elections fatally crippling
the premiership of Boris Johnson, the opposition parties were
fairly confident they could repeat that feat with Sir Keir
Starmer.

That was one of the central pitches of the Reform and Green
Parties especially: vote for them to get rid of Starmer, an
historically unpopular Prime Minister. Reform even set up a
website (still live in August 2026): www.getstarmerout.com.

Labour have
let us down.

Ongoing
Our rent m%n for the genocide
and bills just nd pro inGuza
keeprising

for billionaires

It's hme todo
something about it.

Council election campaigns tend to be, for opposition parties,
continuations of their national attacks on the government of
the day, while that same government discovers the
importance of local track records, having "nationalised" their
campaigns when they were in opposition.

Hence, London Labour - which had no city-wide messaging
but left it to borough parties to design their own
communications - focussed on their achievements if they
were in power locally. Some boroughs (Ealing, Hammersmith
& Fulham and Wandsworth) even came up with their own
branding, abandoning or altering the party rose logo, to try to
distance themselves from the deeply unpopular national
party.

Generally, the Conservatives stuck to local issues in their
publicity, as did the Liberal Democrats - though including
their obsession with the US President in some of their
leaflets.
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London mayoral contests

Five London boroughs: Croydon, Hackney, Lewisham,
Newham and Tower Hamlets have directly-elected mayors.
Going into the 2026 elections, Labour held three of the five
(Hackney, Lewisham and Newham) whilst the Conservatives
had won Croydon in its inaugural 2022 contest and Lutfur
Rahman of Aspire had regained office after his
disqualification for electoral fraud, in Tower Hamlets.

Two of these mayors had been elected in by-elections:
Hackney, after the resignation of Labour's Philip Glanville in
2023 (he was succeeded by Labour's Caroline Woodley), and
Lewisham where Damian Egan was selected to stand in the
Kingswood parliamentary by-election in early 2024
(succeeded by Brenda Dacres, also Labour).

Prior to the 2026 elections the Labour government had
announced its intent to abolish directly-elected mayors for
individual local authorities by the time of the 2030 London
elections, in part to end confusion between them and regional
mayoralties, which it planned on expanding across the
country. So this year's contests would likely be the last before
power returned to councillors.

Similar to the pattern that played out across London as a
whole, Labour had little realistic chance of recapturing the
mayoralty of Tower Hamlets and faced a severe challenge
holding onto its three mayoral positions in Hackney,
Lewisham and Newham.

Of these, Hackney, where Green Zoe Garbett was standing
for the third election in a row, was the most vulnerable.

Because of a turbulent term of office in Newham epitomised
by splits, failure to deliver on promises and a growing budget
problem, Labour was somewhat more worried about this
borough despite being one of the party's most secure
boroughs over the long run. Incumbent mayor Rokhsana Fiaz
had been deselected after two terms while a new party
springing out of anger over Gaza and poor council services:
Newham Independents, had emerged: well-funded and with a
media savvy leader in Mehmood Mirza.

Labour was more confident about holding Lewisham, even as
they worried about losing the council. But mayor Brenda
Dacres had been appointed to the House of Lords by Keir
Starmer and so a third different Labour mayoral candidate in
four years, Amanda De Ryk, was on the ballot.

But Labour had a decent prospect of winning Croydon after
the incredibly narrow Tory win there in 2022, how politically
polarised the borough is, and the fact that the council was still
in dire financial straits - in fact somewhat deeper debt than

The 2026 council elections: London

four years earlier. Croydon was also interesting in that it was
the only one of the five mayoral boroughs where the
Conservatives were in contention and Reform had the
potential to have an impact - not strong enough to win but to
eat into the Tory vote in the south. Labour selected Rowenna
Davis, a one-term councillor and former Labour
parliamentary candidate, as their candidate to attempt to
overturn the 2,061 vote first-round lead Perry had won in
2022.

Mayoral results

Croydon

Jason S. Perry Con 35,871 30.7 - 41
Rowenna F. Davis Lab 34,758 29.7 - 30
Peter Underwood Grn 19,404 16.6 +10.1
Ben Flook Ref 14,467 12.4

Richard M. Howard LD 7,815 6.7 - 37
Michael Pusey TTI 2,597 22 - 38
Jose Joseph Ind 1,568 1.3

Ben Goldstone TUSC 461 0.4
Hackney

Zoé Garbett Grn 35,720 47.2 +30.2
*Caroline Woodley Lab 26,865 355 -23.6
Tareke Gregg Con 6,345 8.4 - 50
Vahid Almasi Ref 4,013 53

Eva Steinhardt LD 2,731 3.6 - 35
Lewisham

Liam Srivastava Grn 35,265 40.4 +24.4
Amanda De Ryk Lab 30,374 348 -233
Pete Newman Ref 7,288 8.4

Josh Matthews LD 6,323 7.3 - 25
Sylbourne Sydial Con 4,655 5.3 - 6.3
Kayode Damali Ind 2,185 2.5

Jay D. Coward TUSC 721 0.8 - 1.6
Roger N.M. Mighton Ind 392 04 - 04
Newham

Forhad Hussain Lab 25,538 30.4 -25.8
Mehmood Mirza NIP 20,234 241 +15.6
Areeq Chowdhury Grn 18,999 22.6 +11.6
Clive Furness Ref 7,313 8.7
TerriBloore Con 6,360 7.6 - 40
Laura C. Willoughby LD 3,766 4.5 - 11
Bharath Swamy CPA 1,550 1.8 - 20
Kamran Malik CuUP 324 0.4
Tower Hamlets

*Lutfur Rahman Asp 35,679 38.8 - 8.2
Sirajul Islam Lab 19,454 211 -12.1
Hirra K. Adeogun Grn 19,223 20.9

John G. Bullard Ref 7,153 7.8

Dominic A. Nolan Con 3,818 4.2 - 09
Zami Ali THI 3,156 34
Mohammed A.Hannan LD 2,421 2.6 - 50
Hugo Pierre TUSC 638 0.7 - 10
Terence McGrenera Ind 524 0.6
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Resu Its d aShboard 2022 and 2026 vote share comparison in inner and outer London

Councillor totals in London boroughs, 1964-2026

L_Gm | Ret] otns |

2026 409 695 243 261 114 93 28%

2022 405 1,158 176 18 0 59

2018 511 1,123 154 11 0 34 N80

2014 582 1,089 119 4 47

2010 717 874 245 2 21 I H o

*12
0
2006 785 685 317 12 0 62
2002 653 866 309 1 0 32 Inner London (deeper colours are 2026 shares, lighter colours 2022)
1998 538 1,050 301 2 0 26
1994 519 1,044 323 0 0 31
1990 731 925 229 0 0 29
1986 685 957 249 0 0 23 23% 23%
19%
1982 980 781 124 0 0 29
1978 90 882 30 0 0 36 =
1974 713 1,090 27 0 0 37
1971 597 1,221 9 0 0 36
1968 1,438 350 10 0 0 65 Inner London (deeper colours are 2026 shares, lighter colours 2022)
Outer London (deeper colours are 2026 shares, lighter colours 2022)
1964 668 1,112 13 0 0 66
*UKIP councillors provided for 2014 in the Reform column - m m m m
Most public housing® 334 7.5 294 104
Most private rented homes? 215 258 124 213 9.4 9.5
Votes and vote share 2026 and 2022 New neighbourhoods® 163 264 110 240 111 112
Most ABC1s* 212 250 177 233 8.8 3.9
I Labour 2026 715001 254 70 yoycanes 176 278 74 201 167 103
: - Majority white wards® 276 148 189 146 189 52
Green 2026 621,921 221 +10.4 -
2022 269,754 11.7 Most ethnic minorities 180 270 6.7 18.6 9.0 20.8
. 8
c " 2026 561,399 20.0 5.9 Oldest demographic 327 146 149 141 182 5.6
onservatives 2022 595732 259 Youngest demographic’ 136 308 82 252 113 108
Reform UK 2026 370,196 13.2 +13.1 1 ds with a third housi ‘ i or housi o d
2022 3.805 01 Wards with a third or more housing stock council or housing association owne
2Wards with 40% or more housing stock privately rented
Liberal Democrats 2026 347,735 124 20 *Wards that h ienced high ts of housing devel t. Small subset
2022 330,197 14.4 ards that have experienced high amounts of housing development. Small subse
#Wards where 33% or more work in admin, professional or managerial roles
Others 2026 193,679 68 *12 > Wards where 33% kin skilled killed trad loyed
2022 129,742 56 ards where 33% or more work in skilled or unskilled trades or are unemploye:

¢ Wards where 20% or more are aged over 60
7 Wards where 40% or more are aged under 30

Con | Lab Grn | Ref | Oth

Conservative challenge * 265 280 113 192 113 3.6

Green challenge 2 10.6 317 108 326 8.5 5.7

Liberal Democrat challenge 3 133 217 280 219 110 4.2

h Reform challenge * 262 167 118 135 245 73
P ——

Other parties' challenge® 104 243 4.8 203 149 253

! Barnet, Croydon, Ealing, Enfield, Hammersmith and Fulham, Merton,

Wandsworth, Westminster

2 Brent, Camden, Greenwich, Hackney, Haringey, Islington, Lambeth,

2026 2022 Lewisham, Newham, Southwark, Waltham Forest

3 Ealing, Haringey, Kingston, Merton, Richmond, Southwark, Sutton
4 Barking & Dagenham, Bexley, Bromley, Havering, Hillingdon, Sutton
5 Havering, Islington, Newham, Redbridge, Tower Hamlets
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Labour

Labour lost 463 seats, 40% of the total it was defending from
2022. That is a far greater loss than at any election since 1968
(69% lost then, 19% lost in 1978, 21% lost in 2006). Had it
been to just one other party (as in 1968 and 1978) the result
would have been at least as bad as Labour suffered across the
rest of England beyond London. Probably even worse than
1968, when they were left controlling just three councils.

2022

1,158 seats

2026

695 seats

But because London's politics has fragmented so much since
1968, first bythe SDP-Liberal Alliance in 1982, then with the
Green Party from 1990 and now Reform UK, Labour's losses
were diffused across the political spectrum, both blunting the
impact of those losses and in some cases enabling Labour to
hold on with very low shares of the vote.

The atomisation of London's politics is critical to
understanding the capital in the 2020s; it cannot be
understood any other way. The Conservatives effectively no
longer exist in swathes of London. Even places they've always
struggled to win have traditionally given the party
respectable vote shares - but no longer.

80.1%+ 0 2
70.1-80% 0 6 38 307
60.1-70% 0 99
50.1-60% 6 168
40.1-50% 63 125

296 209
30.1-40% 233 84
20.1-30% 171 73
10.1-20% 117 377 66 163
0.1-10% 89 24

distribution of Labour's vote in 2026 and 2022 by tranches of wards

Labour remains the only party with broad support across the
bulk of London - that is apart from the three Lib Dem
boroughs in the south west. There are just two boroughs
(Richmond and Kingston) without any Labour representation,
compared to ten with no Conservative councillors, fourteen
with no Greens, seventeen with no Lib Dems and twenty on
which Reform UK is unrepresented.
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Yet Labour's vote was the lowest since the London boroughs
were founded: just 25.5%. That was just over three points
ahead of the Greens and five points ahead of the
Conservatives. In 2006: Labour's last really poor round of
London elections, they polled 27.6%; in 1968 28.3%.

What made these elections only extremely bad instead of
cataclysmic was that in 1968 the Tories polled 60%; in 2006
35% and in 2026 just 20%. Hence, Labour survived in places
they traditionally would not: affluent, middle class wards and
boroughs which once would have swung behind the
Conservatives in a Labour mid-term. The Conservatives have
faded but the Greens cannot replace them to the same level
of support the Tories once enjoyed in the capital. Hence
Labour can remain competitive, despite also fading
substantially, against a divided opposition.

Ward Borough Lab%
Figge's Marsh Merton 55.3
Pollards Hill Merton 52.2
White City Hammersmith 51.6
Graveney Merton 51.0
Longthornton Merton 50.9
Brondesbury Park Brent 50.7
Wendell Park Hammersmith 49.6
Crystal Palace and Anerley Bromley 48.5
Grove Hammersmith 48.3
Cricket Green Merton 48.1

Ten largest Labour vote shares in London in 2026

The ten largest Labour vote shares table highlights the party's
collapse. In 2026 Labour polled more than half the vote in just
six wards. In 2022, there were forty where Labour polled over
70% - 307 where they polled over 50%.

Wards like Northumberland Park in Haringey, which in 2018
was Labour's safest in London with an 81% vote, elected a
Green councillor this year. Clementswood in Redbridge, 84%
Labour in 2022 (albeit in a straight two-way fight), elected an
lIford Independent this year. Even Figge's Marsh, the ward
that gave Labour its highest share this year of 55.3%, was
82% Labour as recently as 2018.

The Labour collapses were right across London. Southall used
to produce the largest Labour votes in West London (the
antecedent to Southall Broadway gave them 92% in 1990;
the predecessor to Southall Green 86% and Lady Margaret as
recently as 2018 74%.

In Croydon, where the north of the borough has swung far
and fast to Labour since the 1990s, Bensham Manor has gone
from a Labour vote of 74% in 2018 to 43% in 2022 and just
40% this year. Adjoining West Thornton and Thornton Heath
have very similar stories: this was not a fluke in that one ward.
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In the outlying council estate ward of New Addington South,
where Labour polled 81% of the vote in 1971, they managed
22% this year, finishing third behind Reform and the Tories.

Labour vote map 2026
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New Addington North, which contains more high-rise housing
and fewer homes bought under right to buy, Labour polled
three quarters of the vote as recently as 1998; 60% in 2018,
47% in 2022 and 37% in 2026. A quirk of the electoral system
meant Labour regained a seat lost to the Conservatives there
in 2022 despite that 10-point drop in vote share because the
Tories crashed by 25 points.

You can choose almost any borough for similar outcomes.
Deptford's Evelyn ward - a high-rise council estate ward - has
given Labour as much as 89% of the vote in the past: 31% this
year - and it elected its first ever non-Labour councillors
(Greens). Golborne in Kensington: 79% Labour in 2018, 41%
Labour in 2026; St Helier East in Sutton: 92% (yes, ninety
two) Labour in the 1970s; 7% Labour in 2026. Burnt Oak in
Hendon - so massively left-wing when it was first built that it
earned the nickname Little Moscow: 88% Labour in 1971,
72% Labour in 1994, 63% Labour in 2022, 34% Labour in
2026.

The 2026 council elections: London

What these long-run figures show is that Labour's problems
in 2026 weren't just about Keir Starmer and a specific Labour
government: they're about a fundamental realignment of
London's political firmament. It happened to the
Conservatives from the 1990s as white Londoners moved out
of the city at the same time as the capital's ethnic minority
and European Union populations began to soar.

That change made London a Labour city. Now London looks a
lot more like European cities like Paris where the centre left's
principal opposition - especially in the inner neighbourhoods -
come from the more radical left and the Greens.

Ward Borough Lab%
South Twickenham Richmond 3.9
Coombe Hill Kingston 3.8
Darwin Bromley 3.7
Worcester Park South Sutton 3.6
Carshalton South & Clockhouse Sutton 3.6
Barnes Richmond 3.6
Hampton Richmond 34
Cheam Sutton 34
Tudor Kingston 3.4
Ham, Petersham & Richmond Riv. Richmond 2.6

Ten smallest Labour vote shares in London in 2026

The risk for Labour is that voters who get into the habit of
voting for other parties don't necessarily lose that habit, even
if their popularity returns. Or, at least, it takes a lot of work to
fix the problem and regain the loyalty. If Barnet Labour has to
focus effort in holding onto Burnt Oak that's effort not going
into wards like Childs Hill or Whetstone or East Barnet. Ditto
Westminster Labour needing to work hard now to hold
Harrow Road instead of Little Venice or Bayswater. And so
on.

Because the Conservatives have been largely neutered in
London and a new threat, principally in the centre and east of
the city, has emerged the political map has changed starkly.

Labour now looks stronger in more affluent west London than
east. The only Labour-run boroughs in the traditional East
End are now Barking & Dagenham and Redbridge - once a
Tory fief, now with barely any of their councillors left, plus the
Newham mayoralty. Hackney is lost, Tower Hamlets is lost,
Waltham Forest is lost Newham council is lost. Hackney and
Tower Hamlets aren't just lost: Labour barely exist on either
council.

The highest Labour borough-wide vote in London was found
not in Haringey or Lambeth or Islington but in Hammersmith
and Fulham. Even there it was a pretty dreadful 36.9% (down
almost 18 points on 2022). In just twelve of thirty-two
boroughs did Labour surpass 30% of the vote; in seven they
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polled less than 20%. It's just that, other than in a handful of
boroughs, no one could better those performances.

The Conservatives

Only in the context of the three dreadful sets of London
borough elections that preceded 2026 can these elections be
regarded as remotely impressive for the Conservatives. Their
result was barely sufficient, and it was barely that.

By regaining Westminster, winning enough seats to run
Wandsworth and Enfield in the minority, almost retaking
Barnet, seeing off the Reform challenge in Bexley and
Bromley, and significantly increasing their majority in
Harrow, the Conservatives appear to have done alright. Look
beneath the headlines and things are nowhere near as rosy.
Their performance was founded on a more efficient
distribution of a record low vote.

Conservative vote map
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The Conservatives gained just 74 seats across London: almost
all in those boroughs listed above, and all 74 from Labour.
That's nice, except that between 2010 and 2022 the Tories

The 2026 council elections: London

lost 312 seats net, so they're still 238 down on their last
heyday under David Cameron.

Those 74 were not the net Tory result either: the party also
managed to lose 68: five back to Labour, 27 to the Lib Dems
(two thirds of them in Sutton), one to the Greens, one to
Havering Residents and 34 to Reform UK. The net
Conservative gain across London was just six seats.

For every seat the Conservatives gained from Labour, the
Greens gained almost four. The Conservatives remain the
second party in London in terms of seats but no longer in
terms of votes: the Greens polled 59,791 votes more.

Yet the swing from Labour to the Conservatives since 2022
was a not-inconsequential 5.55%, and it was focussed on
those boroughs where the Conservative vote has not
atrophied to non-existence. Three factors explain why the
Tories barely shifted the dial from such a low base.

First, those three successive Labour surge elections of 2014,
2018 and 2022 didn't just expand the number of councillors
the party returned: they entrenched Labour in wards that
were traditionally marginal and, by 2022, were not. Labour
was able to shed votes by the bucket-load and still retain
enough support to hold wards they once would have lost.

Added to that is the value that campaigning Labour
councillors out in their communities would have been able to
buttress - the "I dislike what your government's doing but have
seen you've been working for us" factor. Incumbency matters
and, if anything, it is becoming more important.

Second, London is no longer a city where the only swing that
matters is between Labour and the Conservative - it hasn't
really been so since the SDP Liberal Alliance broke onto the
scene in 1982, but is especially so in an era of five party
politics (plus localist parties).

This year there was a Labour to Conservative swing of some
consequence, but there were also swings from Conservatives
to Lib Dems (1.95% - and concentrated in Conservative-Lib
Dem battlegrounds, not spread evenly throughout the city),
the Greens (8.15%) and, to Reform (9.5%).

The Conservative losses to Lib Dems and Reform, essentially
at opposite ends of the capital, were direct hits on
Conservative support and seats because these parties were
the challengers in Conservative-held seats. But even the
Greens, who made little impact on the Conservatives' seats
total (just than one loss in Chiswick Riverside, Hounslow) still
had an impact on their recovery because voters who would
once have swung behind the Tories to kick Labour went
Green (or Lib Dem - as in Ealing or Merton) this year.
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That, of course, is in no small part a legacy of the positioning
the Conservatives have chosen since David Cameron
resigned as Prime Minister - principally over Brexit -
appealing to the more conservative country beyond London
than the much more liberal values of the capital.

But it is why wards that, in economic terms at least, should
have Conservative councillors: Hanger Hill, Northfield,
Walpole, Ravenscourt, Grove, Brook Green, Clapham
Common and Abbeville, Dulwich Village, Dulwich Wood,
Greenwich Park, Blackheath Westcombe, Eltham Park, Grove
Park, Bromley Town, Beckenham Town and Copers Cope,
Belsize, Primrose Hill, South Hampstead, Brondesbury Park,
Churchfields, South Woodford, Wanstead Village or South
Balham do not.

Many of these affluent wards stayed with Labour, while in
others Lib Dems or Greens leapfrogged the Conservatives to
snatch seats. Meanwhile Reform did the same in outer wards
which either elected Conservative councillors in 2022 or
have a recent history of supporting that party; notably places
like Hanworth, Feltham, Heathrow and Yiewsley in the west
and Hainault, Gooshays, Heaton and Rainham in the east.

Of course, while the fragmentation of London's electoral
battleground threw up roadblocks to the Conservatives
recapturing wards they might in a more traditional
environment have expected to regain (or never lose in the
first place), the fact that Labour's vote

Ward Borough Con%
Courtfield Kensington 68.2
Holland Kensington 66.3
Golders Green Barnet 65.8
Brompton and Hans Town Kensington 64.6
Royal Hospital Kensington 63.8
Queen's Gate Kensington 61.7
Campden Kensington 60.8
Abingdon Kensington 60.8
Norland Kensington 60.8
Stanley Kensington 59.7

Ten largest Conservative vote shares in London in 2026

Third, while | assert that the Conservatives distributed a
smaller vote better, they also entrenched their own vote in
wards they held but which were beginning to look a little
vulnerable by 2022. This was especially evident in Kensington
and Chelsea where wards like Holland, Courtfield and
Redcliffe swung hugely back behind the Tories. Nine of the
ten largest Conservative vote shares in London this year were
in Kensington & Chelsea.

The 2026 council elections: London

Meanwhile the Conservatives have become as Balkanised a
party as the Greens and Lib Dems in London. Here's how their
vote share distributed in 2026 compared with 2022:

TR TR

80.1%+ 0 0

70.1-80% 0 40 0 57
60.1-70% 9 8

50.1-60% 31 49

40.1-50% 49 94

30.1-40% 76 125 92 186
20.1-30% 88 126

10.1-20% 182 513 198 430
0.1-10% 243 106

distribution of Conservative vote in 2026 and 2022 by tranches of wards
(Conservatives did not contest six wards in 2022)

Not just 513 wards where the Conservatives polled less than
30% of the vote, but 243 (that's more than a third of London)
where they polled 10% or less - in other words, where they
are at best moribund. That compares with just 36 wards in
which the Greens polled 10% or less, 89 where Labour did,
and 469 where the Lib Dems - the epitome of a Balkanised
party - did.

Nor is the future all that promising for the party.

Demographic change is still moving against the
Conservatives, especially in Barnet and Wandsworth. In
Kensington and Chelsea, Wandsworth and Westminster
Conservative-run boroughs will be compelled to significantly
increase Council Tax because of the Labour government's
switch of millions in central grant funding from these
historically low-tax boroughs to more highly-taxed northern
councils. If, by 2030, there is no longer a Labour government
in power the Tories' chances of holding these boroughs, let

alone building on their faint recovery of 2026, will be poor.

Ward Borough Con%
Limehouse Tower Hamlets 3.3
Grove Green Waltham Forest 3.2
Stroud Green Haringey 3.0
Bromley North Tower Hamlets 2.9
St Katherine's and Wapping Tower Hamlets 2.7
Bow East Tower Hamlets 2.6
Telegraph Hill Lewisham 2.3
Spitalfields and Banglatown Tower Hamlets 2.1
Poplar Tower Hamlets 1.9
St Dunstan's Tower Hamlets 1.8

Ten smallest Conservative vote shares in London in 2026

If, on the other hand, Labour remains in power, the split in the
right is either healed or much less consequential than now,
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and the Conservatives are less tainted by their time in
government, they might have a chance of starting a rebuild in
boroughs like Ealing and Hammersmith & Fulham and Sutton,
and maybe even Merton, Richmond and Kingston - but
probably nowhere else: they're too far gone for that.

The Green Party

The Greens finished second in the London-wide popular vote
with 22%: a bit more than three percentage points behind
Labour. In Hackney and Lewisham they polled over 40%; and
in five more (Haringey, Islington, Lambeth, Southwark, and
Waltham Forest) over 30%. Excepting Islington the Greens
are now in power in all these boroughs.

The party is now represented on eighteen of the thirty two
boroughs, with groups of more than ten councillors (in other
words: of sufficient size to maintain a broadly effective
profile) in eight. But they still remain as "Marmite" a party as
Reform UK: it's just that there are more Green Marmite
lovers in London than elsewhere.

Green vote map
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The Greens' results were largely either big breakthroughs or
damp squibs. But even in the inner London boroughs on which
they are still not represented (Hammersmith, Kensington,
Wandsworth, Westminster) they made big incursions in their
target wards: a near-kamikaze strategy of trying to win the
very safest Labour wards in those boroughs. That failed in the
sense they did not win them; perhaps less so if their objective
was to take on Labour over a longer-run than one election.

80.1%+ 0 0

70.1-80% 0 19 0 5
60.1-70% 3 0

50.1-60% 16 2

40.1-50% 48 142 7 22
30.1-40% 94 15

20.1-30% 156 73

10.1-20% 309 501 288 467
0.1-10% 36 106

distribution of Green vote in 2026 and 2022 by tranches of wards
(Greens did not contest eighteen wards in 2026 and 188 in 2022)

The Greens now control as many London councils as in the
rest of England, Wales and Scotland combined: three where
they have outright control and three in either coalition with
or the tacit support of the Liberal Democrats. Across England
the Greens have majorities on Hastings, Norwich and Mid
Suffolk, and run in the minority eleven others.

Ward Borough Grn%
Stratford Olympic Park Newham 62.1
Dalston Hackney 60.3
Hackney Downs Hackney 60.2
Lea Bridge Hackney 594
Hermitage and Gardens Haringey 58.4
Lea Bridge Waltham Forest 57.1
St Ann's Haringey 56.9
Forest Waltham Forest 54.5
Ladywell Lewisham 534
Nunhead and Queen's Road Southwark 52.8

Ten largest Green Party vote shares in London in 2026

London has gone from being a major Green disappointment
toits strongest base in one election. That's because of its shift
to a more left-wing position to take on Labour and because of
the rare Labour weakness of deep mid-term unpopularity
(rare because Labour is so rarely in government, not because
it's usually so good at running things when it is).

But still there are swathes of the London map coloured the
palest greens - still better than the chunks that were white in
2022: East London, South East London and central London.
But that is the downside of a fractured politics: yes, more
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wards are brought into play because all parties win much
lower vote shares but political polarisation narrows the range
of voters each one will ever appeal to. This "marmite"
phenomenon may even change tactical voting because while
more people identify even more strongly with "their" party,
they are less willing to compromise and choose a party less to
their liking to defeat the ones they really abhor. We're even
seeing this phenomon with supporters of Rupert Lowe's
Restore UK party so viscerally animated by their antagonism
towards Nigel Farage and Reform UK.

Ward Borough Grn%
Courtfield Kensington 7.4
Worcester Park South Sutton 7.3
Chelsfield Bromley 7.2
Biggin Hill Bromley 6.9
Cranham Havering 6.8
Rainham and Wennington Havering 6.8
Upminster Havering 6.3
Hacton Havering 6.1
Darwin Bromley 5.9
Emerson Park Havering 55

Ten smallest Green Party vote shares in London in 2026

The Greens will want to embed themselves in the boroughs
they won to ensure they hold them in 2030 and get the few
seats needed to take majority control of the boroughs they
narrowly missed out on this year. They are just 0.1% from
gaining Haringey, 0.3% from Lambeth, 1.6% from Islington,
1.8% from Southwark and 2.7% from Greenwich. These are
tiny swings needed, especially when contrasted to the huge
swings they achieved this year to put these inner city
boroughs into play.

They will also hope to break onto councils they still don't have
any seats on, but again which they came pretty close to
getting elected to this year. They need 17 more votes to win a
seat in Harrow Road in Westminster, 51 more to win in
Golborne in Kensington, 52 more in Tooting Broadway in
Wandsworth and 175 more in Shepherd's Bush Green,
Hammersmith.

But they clearly have an outer London problem. Even in the
outer London boroughs on which they won seats the wards
they gained tend to have strong demographic similarities to
inner London wards. And the fact there are no Greens on
affluent south west London boroughs, despite having hordes
of the sort of voters you might believe would be open to
voting for the party again speaks to the polarisation - the
narrowing - of the profile of those willing to back the party.
That sounds odd in the year the Greens won so many more
seats than ever before, but the reality is that the Greens have
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a wide floor but a lowering ceiling for their support. They cap
themselves with their positioning, even as it opens up a
certain type of ward deep in inner London. Trying to push this
ceiling up is what they need to aim for by 2030.

Liberal Democrats

The Liberal Democrats have become largely an afterthought
in London elections. They have their three affluent south
western boroughs, in which they improved to the point of
holding all the seats in Richmond-upon-Thames, and virtual
monopolies in Kingston-upon-Thames and Sutton. They also
managed to contest all but fourteen wards this time, after
leaving 114 without candidates in 2022.

Liberal Democrat vote map
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Yet despite that - fairly significant - increase in candidates,
the Lib Dems polled 2% less this year compared to 2022. In
other words, that decline would have been larger had they
contested the same number of seats at both elections. Of
course, some of that decline was due to 2022 Lib Dems voting
Green in 2026 - potentially even a handful voting Reform this
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year. A portion of the Lib Dem vote is, after all, a "none-of-
the-above" vote: it is not ideologically desperate for
liberalism in their ward or borough. This segment of their
vote has diminished greatly since the EU referendum but it's
still there and regrouped a bit in the 2024 general election.

The party will point to their vote, as opposed to their vote
share, rising this year - by 17,601. That was a feature of a
higher turnout across London, not of advances in support. It's
the equivalent of those extra 114 candidates of theirs
winning 154 votes each.

They are nowhere close to winning control of the other
twenty-nine boroughs, even though they can cite a degree of
progress in Ealing and Merton, Lambeth and Southwark. In
those latter two boroughs the Lib Dems won enough seats to
hold the balance of power and become junior partners to the
Greens in coalition.

The Lib Dems also hold the balance in Haringey but have been
less willing there to unite behind the Green Party, despite this
being the first non-Labour majority in 55 years there. The
Greens still run the borough; just without the certainty of an
arrangement that guarantees they'll win every vote.

the Greens not standing anywhere else in the borough, came
to an end. As had been suggested in Richmond by-elections,
where the pact didn't apply and the two parties opposed each
other, the Lib Dems trounced the Greens, gaining their five
seats and eradicating all "opposition" from the council.

Ward Borough LD%
Teddington Richmond 57.2
North Richmond Richmond 56.7
St Margarets & North Twickenham  Richmond 56.6
Twickenham Riverside Richmond 553
Hampton Wick & South Teddington ~ Richmond 54,0
West Twickenham Richmond 53.8
Hampton North Richmond 50.9
Carshalton Central Sutton 50.7
Wimbledon Town and Dundonald Merton 50.6
East Sheen Richmond 50.5

80.1%+ 0

70.1-80% 0 14 16
60.1-70% 0 7

50.1-60% 14 9

40.1-50% 44 81 32 79
30.1-40% 37 47

20.1-30% 31 31

10.1-20% 71 571 216 470
0.1-10% 469 223

distribution of Liberal Democrat vote in 2026 & 2022 by tranches of wards
(Lib Dems did not contest 14 wards in 2026 and 114 in 2022)

Essentially, however, this was at best another stand-still
election for the Lib Dems as their vote spread table shows. If
you add the 114 wards the Lib Dems failed to contest in 2022
to the 223 in which they polled less than 10% last time, the
numbers in each band of votes barely shifted. Indeed, the
number of wards in their weakest band more than doubled: in
more than 70% of London the Lib Dems won less than 10%.

Progressive voters who, in 2006, happily swung behind the
Lib Dems in protest at an unpopular Labour government this
year chose the Greens - except in boroughs where the Lib
Dems were entrenched.

In Richmond, the pact the Lib Dems reached with the Greens

to stand down some candidates in order to give the latter a
near certain chance of winning council seats, in exchange for
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Ten smallest Liberal Democrat vote shares in London in 2026

In Sutton a somewhat different dynamic was at play, whereby
progressive voters rallied behind the Lib Dems to stop
Reform, while Reform split the right of centre vote. This
wiped the Tories - who weren't far off a majority in 2022 - off
the council. The Liberal Democrats have now run Sutton for
fifty years unbroken, even though in many ways it is far less
identikit a Lib Dem borough than Richmond or Kingston.

Ward Borough LD%
Gooshays Havering 2.0
Mile End Tower Hamlets 1.9
Cranham Havering 1.9
South Hornchurch Havering 1.9
Longbridge Barking & Dagenham 1.9
Upminster Havering 1.8
Elm Park Havering 1.8
Hylands and Harrow Lodge Havering 1.6
Hacton Havering 1.5
Emerson Park Havering 1.2

Ten smallest Liberal Democrat vote shares in London in 2026

In many ways the Lib Dems are custom-built to exploit a
fractured and polarised political landscape. They know where
they can win and where they stand no chance, and they are
the experts at maximising their vote in the places they can.
That's why forecasts of how many seats the Liberal
Democrats can win often predict they'll win more than the
Conservatives despite winning millions fewer votes: they can
write off nine seats and grab the tenth.

But so much of London on their vote "heat map" on the
previous page is barely a lighter shade of pale for them: when
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they need far more of it to colour the deep oranges and
umbers in which they bask in Richmond. The risk for the Lib
Dems where they have a foothold on power, shared with the
Greens, is that now voters can see who the principal
opposition to Labour is - in places like Bermondsey and
Hornsey - they could lose their niches in otherwise barren
ground quite rapidly. Plus, if you pretty much hold every seat
in the boroughs where your popularity has maintained,
sooner or later the only way is down.

Reform UK

The newest party on the block, Reform UK, have yet to
master one of the basic rules of politics: under-promise and
over-deliver. Prior to the election Reform leaders, not least
Nigel Farage were talking up their prospects of gaining six
London boroughs. Those were, in increasing order of
difficulty: Havering, Bexley, Bromley, Barking and Dagenham,
Hillingdon and Sutton. They also seemed to expect sizeable
Reform councillor groups in Croydon, Harrow, Barnet and
Hounslow.

Yet the party only managed to win Havering; the barely-
London borough covering Romford, Hornchurch and
Upminster - all areas that prefer to regard themselves as
Essex.

Reform UK vote map
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Note: there's no 2022 vote share map for Reform because the party only stood
in 32 London wards four years ago

Despite internal confidence that they would hold on, the
Conservatives' successful defence of Bexley: the Kentish
equivalent of Havering, was a major surprise, although a
closer delve into the results show an awful lot of Tory seats
held by not a lot of votes. Bromley was held more securely
still with Reform only breaking through in the formerly
independent-held ward of Biggin Hill, and working class St
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Paul's Cray, where two of the seats had been held by Labour
until 7th May.

The only Labour-led borough on Reform's target list, Barking
and Dagenham, was there principally because this was a rare
Leave-voting London council area in the 2016 EU
referendum. But, a decade on, Barking and Dagenham is a
radically different borough to that which it was when it voted
Leave; even more so than when it elected a dozen BNP
councillors twenty years ago.

This "difference" comes in three forms. Old Barking has
become substantially more Muslim as population migrates
from Newham and Tower Hamlets outwards. New Barking,
along the Thames- and Roding-side, has been transformed
from industrial to high-rise residential, with a substantial
black African and Caribbean population. And the vast
Becontree council estate: the core of Dagenham, has also
become much less white.

Not so much less white that it was impossible for Reform to
win though - they demonstrated that by winning seats in
Goresbrook, Parsloes and Valence: the central strip of the
estate, as well as the Romford-borders ward of Eastbrook and
Rush Common. They simply failed to live up to their own hype
in the London borough most loyal to Labour over the long-

run.

80.1%+ 0 0

70.1-80% 0 0

60.1-70% 0 0

50.1-60% 0 0

40.1-50% 5 39 0

30.1-40% 34 0

20.1-30% 62 0

10.1-20% 266 638 0 32
0.1-10% 310 32

distribution of Reform UK vote in 2026 and 2022 by tranches of wards
(Reform did not contest 2 wards in 2026 and all but 32 in 2022)

Reform UK did well - but, again, not as well as they hyped
themselves to do - in outlying old Greater London Council
housing estates; still white, with a huge right-to-buy
contingent. Harold Hill with its two wards of Heaton and
Gooshays, are now two of the strongest Reform UK wards in
London (which isn't saying that much but still). They also won
seats in nearby Hainault, the aforementioned St Paul's Cray
in Bromley, which is less a council estate - rather a working
class, fairly deprived ward with the largest traveller
community in London, and New Addington South - but not
North.
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In the west, there is now a Reform councillor representing the
villages surrounding Heathrow airport, one in next-door
West Drayton, and one in Yiewsley. To the south of
Heathrow, Reform won seats, but not whole wards, in
Feltham and Hanworth, to give it representation on
remarkably diffuse Hounslow council.

These breakthroughs in their first mass foray into London
borough elections would have been regarded as a decent
performance in by far its weakest part of Great Britain, were
it not for Nigel Farage's inability to manage expectations (the
media's and his party's), and the successes Reform had in the
2025 council elections. After all, there are more Reform
London councillors after one election than there were Green
councillors elected in 2022 - and that party's been fighting
elections for forty years.

Reform's weakness in London was demonstrated when, prior
to the election, the party took out full-page adverts seeking
candidates. It is vastly more difficult for even well-
established parties to contest every seat in councils with all-
out elections than it is to fight just one seat per ward in those
authorities with annual elections - up to three times more
difficult. That challenge was amplified in a city where Reform

is significantly less popular than in the country beyond.

Reform did very well in nominating candidates, even in inner
London boroughs like Hammersmith and Fulham where they
had no realistic prospects. Reform contested 87% of London's
1,817 council seats which, again, compares favourably with
the Greens who in 2022 only stood in 814 (44%).

You cannot win if you do not stand, and in most of London
Reform cannot win even if it does, as the vote share table
opposite demonstrates. In only thirty-nine wards did Reform
poll more than 30% of the vote; versus 310 in which they
polled 10% or less. And this was before any tactical voting
there may have been by "progressive" voters to align behind
the party most likely to defeat Reform candidates.
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Ward Borough Ref%
Havering-atte-Bower Havering 47.7
Biggin Hill Bromley 447
Heaton Havering 42.3
Marshalls and Rise Park Havering 41.3
Hylands and Harrow Lodge Havering 40.1
Gooshays Havering 39.8
Hacton Havering 39.1
St Andrew's Havering 39.0
Squirrel's Heath Havering 38.8
Mawneys Havering 38.1

Ten largest Reform UK vote shares in London in 2026

Reform was obviously cogniscant of the electoral realities of
London politics and their lack of support in the capital. In fact,
Reform used these borough elections to talk about the city-
wide issues their candidate for London mayor, Layla
Cunningham (pictured alongside Nigel Farage on that
newspaper advert) is campaigning on.

This is smart campaigning in the sense that the elections were
a great chance to increase awareness of their candidate and
their campaign themes with two years still to go before the
next London elections, but maybe less so at convincing people
that Reform was remotely interested in representing their
ward or running their borough. Could that be why Reform
significantly underperformed against their own predictions of
how well they'd do?

Ward Borough Ref%
Hermitage and Gardens Haringey 3.5
Spitalfields and Banglatown Tower Hamlets 3.5
Telegraph Hill Lewisham 3.2
Cazenove Hackney 3.0
London Fields Hackney 3.0
Stroud Green Haringey 2.9
Brixton Windrush Lambeth 28
Dalston Hackney 2.8
St Dunstan's Tower Hamlets 2.7
Homerton Hackney 2.7

Ten smallest Reform UK vote shares in London in 2026

Aside from Havering there are just forty Reform councillors
in London - an improvement on the ten or so they had before
the elections (following defections and a by-election gain) but
nothing that gets them remotely close to any sort of power.
Reform are not that far off winning either Bexley (a 2.6%
swing is required there) or Barking and Dagenham (4.7%). But
beyond these two, plus Havering, things look bleak for
Reform in London. Still, you can't be popular everywhere,
especially when you are only winning a quarter of the
electorate nationally.
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Borough by borough

Barking and Dagenham 138 19 14

The only Labour borough on Reform's target list was
Barking and Dagenham. This borough has been the
definition of a Red Wall seemingly forever: a massive cliff
of overwhelming Labour majorities standing against the
increasing conservative lean of Essex to the east.

So overwhelming has been the strength of Labour that, until
this year, Barking and Dagenham had never truly had a
functional multi-party playing field: it had been Labour
councillors elected unopposed or with landslide votes against
one or two paper candidates.

In 2022 one Labour councillor here won with more than 80%
of the vote, twenty-five with between 70% and 80% and a
further twenty with between 60% and 70%. Just five won
with less than 60%.

Yet modern day Barking and Dagenham has been defined by
an election result that caused Labour such shock that it has
transformed the borough unrecognisably. That result was the
2006 council elections which elected twelve British National
Party (BNP) councillors - all of them from the sprawling
Becontree council estate.

It was not just that this most staunch Labour borough had
registered a (relatively modest in terms of seats) protest
against the end-days of the Blair government, but the vessel
the voters had chosen. This was a crisis of the left and it
needed a radical intervention.

There will probably never be a full (or, for that matter, any)
expose of just how consequentially and aggressively it was
decided to remake Barking and Dagenham a multi-cultural
borough where supposedly far-right white working class
voters would never again have the clout to elect BNP
councillors. Here's the result: at the time of the 2001 census
the borough was 82% white British (132,556 out of 163,944).
In 2011, it had declined to 49% (91,949 of 185,911). And in
2021 itwas 31% (67,550 of 218,871).

Part of that huge slump in white British residents was the
London-wide phenomenon of "white flight": the process of
white Londoners seeking to move to more affordable, quieter
neighbourhoods further out which are ethnically much less
diverse. But note also that nearly 60,000 more people live in
the borough thanin 2001.

Barking and Dagenham was part of the Thames Gateway, a
huge regeneration project stretching from the Isle of Dogs to
Tilbury with the potential for over 160,000 new homes.
Barking Riverside: old industrial and warehousing sites along
the Thames is where this borough's share of them have been
and are still being built - also up the side of the river Roding.
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These twin factors: the old population rapidly moving out and
new homes being built, plus a third: the migration and
expansion of the large Bangladeshi and Pakistani populations
of Tower Hamlets and Newham out to the suburbs (it might
be called "Asian Flight") has partly relocated here, have
transformed the demographics of this borough.

Not enough for Barking and Dagenham in 2016 to vote to
leave the EU by 62% to 38%, but had the referendum taken
place a decade on in the exact same context as 2016, maybe
perhaps.

It was that referendum vote alongside this borough's location
in that Essex-borders Reform heartland that may have made
that party over-confident at its prospects. Consider the
profile of the typical Reform voter right now: older rather
than younger, whiter rather than from an ethnic minority, an
owner-occupier rather than a private or council renter.
Today, under-30s comprise more than 40% of the population
in all but two Barking and Dagenham wards.

On the other hand, C2DEs (blue-collar trades-people)
outnumber ABC1s (white collar professionals), usually by a
lot, in every ward. Barking and Dagenham is still an innately
working class borough - it's just that the nature of that
working class has changed.

Without claiming that Reform and the BNP are similar
parties, the wards that Reform had a decent shot at winning
are similar to the ones the BNP won in 2006: the Becontree
estate wards. Those are Becontree itself, Alibon, Eastbury,
Goresbrook, Mayesbrook, Parsloes and Valence. Then there
are "old" Dagenham wards: Eastbrook - the closest ward to
Romford and with a not dissimilar demographic; Heath and
Village. There is still a large enough white working class vote
in these wards for Reform to potentially win.

Labour, for the first time, also faced a serious challenge from
the Green Party in the three wards that have been
transformed by ‘"regeneration" housing development:
Barking Riverside, Beam (the old Thames ward) and Thames
View. The Greens would also be principal challengers to
Labour in "old" Barking, both because this area too is
undergoing massive house-building (Abbey and Gascoigne
wards) but because of the surging Muslim population in the
wards still gridded by terraced housing: Longbridge (52%
Muslim) and Northbury (39%); potentially Chadwell Heath
and Whalebone (38%) in the northern "peninsula".

| referred at the start to how uncompetitive a borough
Barking and Dagenham has traditionally been. Since 2010,
Labour has won every seat. In 2022 just 93 candidates
contested the borough's 51 council seats: just 1.8 candidates
per seat. Just five Greens stood and one Lib Dem. Even the
Conservatives, who strive to contest every seat even in
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places they have no hope of winning, could only find 31
nominees. Although these seats don't officially count as
"uncontested" - because electors still got to vote - fifteen
Labour candidates were guaranteed election because
insufficient opponents contested the seat (for example, if 3
Labour candidates are up against just one Conservative, two
of the Labour team will win by default: it's just up to the
voters to choose which one may not).

This year 215 candidates stood: full slates for Labour,
Conservatives and Reform UK; 36 Greens - even 15 Lib
Dems. That's more than four per seat; twelve per 3-councillor
ward. Unprecedented.

Labour's vote collapsed: the only London borough where they
lost more than thirty percentage points of support since
2022. That's a slightly unfair measure because of how few
genuine contests there were four years ago - which meant
Labour's vote share has always been exaggerated in council
elections. But the raw figures are what they are: 69% of the
vote in 2022; 34% in 2026. Yet this huge loss of support did
relatively little damage to Labour in terms of seats lost.

2018 2022 2026

Barking Riverside 84.6 62.6 37.3
Beam 78.6 66.9 38.5
Becontree 81.6 76.1 354
Eastbrook and Rush Green 51.6 52.6 29.9
Eastbury 76.8 74.3 31.0
Gascoigne 81.8 73.0 33.2
Goresbrook 66.4 70.3 25.7
Longbridge 79.7 55.6 264
Northbury 85.2 69.8 38.5

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

They forfeited both seats in Eastbrook and Rush Green, and
all three in Goresbrook and Parsloes to Reform, alongside one
seat in Valence. What do those four wards have in common?
They are the four with the largest white populations. Reform
came close also in Alibon (11 votes), Mayesbrook (72)

Labour also lost two seats apiece, in Gascoigne and
Longbridge, to the Greens. What do those two wards have in
common? They are the two with the largest Muslim
populations. The Greens also came up just short in Abbey (43
votes), Barking Riverside (22 - where a Labour councillor had
defected and very nearly held her seat), Northbury (10)

Two wards: Chadwell Heath and Eastbury, saw Reform and
Greens poll similar votes, with Labour holding on with very
weak support. The Greens were just 34 votes short in
Eastbury while Reform was 124 votes off winning. In
Chadwell Heath it was 194 and 156 respectively.

It's hard to argue that these two splitting the non-Labour vote

enabled Labour to win because it's not obvious that Green
voters would choose Reform as a second choice anyway
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(you'd assume they would not, even if many of the issues
driving a protest against Labour for both sets of voters are
similar).

Take a ward like Heath where there were no Green
candidates. Reform's vote share was over 30% but Labour
won well over 40%. Had the Greens taken ten, fifteen points
off Labour, the result there might have been different.
Likewise, there were no Greens in Alibon or Village: Labour
held both with far higher shares than they won in wards the
Greens contested.

Labour now has a majority of 25 seats on this council; 29 over
Reform. But that comfortable lead in seats is not quite
replicated in votes. Reform win power with a 4.7% swing next
time; the Greens if they can muster 5.3%.

Labour appear to have been saved a much worse result by
knife-edge wins, founded on the party's innate strength and
their better organisation: something else that the BNP shock
of 2006 helped fix. Barking and Dagenham now looks less a
red wall and more a relatively vulnerable barricade; made
more vulnerable because we now know where the
vulnerabilities are to each opponent.

Barnet 131 131 11

The Conservatives won Barnet by a country mile in 2026.
No, you didn't misread that sentence. Nor is it an error that
slipped through editing. This year, the Conservatives
polled 39,914 votes across Barnet to Labour's 30,771 -
that's 34% to just 26%. Yet Labour won the same number
of council seats as the Conservatives and kept control
when the sole Green elected voted to re-elect Labour's
Barry Rawlings as leader.

The only way that dichotomy between votes and seats can be
explained is either rampant gerrymandering or a very poor
distribution of votes on the Conservatives' part. The ward
boundary changes enacted before the 2022 elections were
not gerrymandering but they were disadvantageous to the
Conservatives. But it was that alternative option: a very poor
distribution of votes, that kept the Tories from winning back
the third of the boroughs they lost four years ago.

Ward 2022 2026
Edgware 1,439 2,289
Edgwarebury 100 1,607
Finchley Church End 893 1,641
Garden Suburb 843 2,014
Golders Green 1,521 2,164
Hendon 1,205 2,148
Mill Hill 445 1,584
Totteridge and Woodside 606 1,459

Conservative majorities in safe Conservative Barnet wards, 2022-2026
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The Conservatives stacked up the votes - though it's more
accurate to say Labour's vote fell away - in safe Tory wards.
Labour's vote also collapsed in their safe wards, but the
nature of safe wards is that they can typically withstand such
a collapse and still be held by the party in question. Now look
what happened in the marginals:

Ward 2022 2026
Barnet Vale -112 -106
Brunswick Park -463 150
Childs Hill -315 1,035
East Barnet -318 -24
High Barnet -547 117
West Hendon -874 -524
Whetstone -562 -2

Conservative majorities in marginal Barnet wards, 2022-2026 (negative
figures mean Labour was ahead)

Yes, there were swings to the Conservatives in these wards
too (though often they were due to the Tory vote falling by
less than Labour's) but, with the exception of Childs Hill not
spectacular ones. Barnet Vale, High Barnet and Whetstone
are all split wards (Barnet Vale was before, as well: the Tories
made no progress there relative to Labour). Just eight votes
more in Whetstone, or 70 in High Barnet and the sentence |
began this profile with would have been true in every sense:
the Tories would today be back running Barnet.

There are three reasons why the Conservatives won the
popular vote but missed out on the council. The first is the
nature of the safe Conservative wards. All of them (and Childs
Hill can probably by added to them after this year's result)
have very large Jewish populations. This has been one of the
most loyal constituencies to the Conservatives over the long-
run, but since the October 7th atrocity perpetrated on Israel
by Hamas, and Israel's retaliation in Gaza, Jewish support for
the Conservatives has strengthened.

In most wards throughout the country, the Jewish community
isn't large enough to affect results, but in parts of Barnet it is:
50% of the population in Golders Green, 41% in Garden
Suburb and 30% in Finchley Church End for example. So, even
though they were casting their votes in wards the
Conservatives already held, they were still able to reinforce
their party in places that, to some extent, were looking a little
shaky after the big swing to Labour of 2022.

The second factor is how Barnet is evolving. Imagine this
borough as on two tectonic plates moving in opposite
directions: the Hendon west and the Chipping Barnet east. In
the old days, Hendon was the core of Labour support in
Barnet: they could virtually always rely on nine councillors
returned from Burnt Oak, Colindale and West Hendon.

This group was then complemented by whatever seats the

party could win in Finchley: typically East Finchley, West
Finchley and, more often than not, Woodhouse. Chipping
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Barnet, however - with the exception of anomalous Arkley
(what is now Underhill) - was uniformly Conservative.

Fast forward to today. Labour still holds what are now four
Hendon wards plus the new Cricklewood ward, though by
nothing like the vast majorities they used to stack up in Burnt
Oak and Colindale. That gives them twelve seats. They got
seven from those Finchley three. But they got eleven - and
that's after losing Brunswick Park and seats in East Barnet,
High Barnet and Whetstone - from Chipping Barnet. The big
swings to the Conservatives came on the Hendon side. The
small to non-existent swings came on the Chipping Barnet
side. And that divergence is not stopping, in no small part
because most of the new private housing development is
happening on the Hendon side.

It explains why Colindale South in particular, posted such a
poor result for Labour: the ward is essentially new housing,
quite different from the essentially council estate ward of
Colindale North. Meanwhile the Barnet side is becoming
younger, with professional, middle-class families seeking
slightly less unaffordable housing in a more suburban setting
than they can afford further into the capital.

The third is that London-wide trend of the Conservatives
posting their fourth thoroughly awful set of London local
election results in a row. Yes, they recovered very slightly
against Labour and, overall, distributed a smaller vote better.
But, counter to that, they also saw too many votes go into
buttressing wards they already held; not just in Barnet but,
for example, in Kensington and Chelsea too.

This had the ineffective outcome in terms of the borough
elections. But it was slightly more productive when the
results are totted-up by parliamentary constituency. The
Conservatives outpolled Labour in all three Barnet seats:
Chipping Barnet by 34 to 27, Finchley and Golders Green by
36 to 27 and Hendon by 34 to 22 - Hendon being the most
marginal Labour-held constituency in the country already.

None of these Conservative shares are remotely astounding
and Labour can perhaps close the gap somewhat by
persuading Greens and Lib Dems to return to their fold. But
the Reform UK vote is as potent as the Greens' in Barnet and
that means it's possible that tactical voting will not be
exclusively a consideration of left-of-centre voters next time.

The Greens won their first ever seat on Barnet council in
Woodhouse ward on a 22% swing, their vote surging by
almost a thousand since 2022. Ironically, given theirs was the
vote that returned Barry Rawlings as council leader at the
AGM following the results, they very nearly ousted him in
Friern Barnet finishing 222 votes short.

Reform failed to win anywhere, though they were fairly close
in Underhill ward and West Hendon (the combined Reform-
Conservative vote being substantially larger than Labour's
there). This is probably not a borough in which Reform are
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likely to thrive: it's too affluent and the Conservative vote too
content with that party to crumble to a party to their right.

The Conservatives need just that one seat to recapture
Barnet in 2030, with Whetstone having the smallest Labour
majority. But to govern comfortably they'll need seats from
East Barnet, High Barnet, Barnet Vale, Colindale and perhaps
West Hendon. A 5% swing would give the Tories twelve new
seats or so. But Barnet is still trending away from them - it's
just also trending away from Labour now too, it seems.

The Greens are a long way off from challenging for the council
but a 5% swing would give them six councillors or
thereabouts - including in Burnt Oak: the first time "Little
Moscow", as it used to be called, might elect representatives
from a party other than Labour.

Bexley 129 19 17

Bexley was Reform UK's number one target in South
London, second only to Havering in the (relatively short)
list of councils the party expected to win. Bexley staying
Conservative - and quite comfortably - was a major
surprise therefore.

It has all the characteristics of a Goldilocks borough for
Reform. It's largely white: much more so than London as a
whole. Comparatively small numbers of residents are
educated to degree-level or higher. It is relatively affluent
without being wealthy in the way western suburbs like
Richmond are. It has relatively little council housing, and what
it does have is concentrated in four wards in the far north. It
has large numbers of home owners, and those homes are
comfortable rather than grand.

So why did it rebuff Reform so decisively? In truth, things
were much closer than the headline results suggest. The
Conservatives only outpolled Reform by four percent
borough-wide: 33% to 29% (with Labour on 18% and the
Greens on 13%). That four point gap in votes translated into a
forty-eight point gap in seats (twenty eight if we include the
Labour councillors). That must mean that there were an awful
lot of very close results which just happened to split in the
Conservatives' favour.

Twenty six councillors have majorities of less than 10% over
Reform. Reform missed out on a seat in Slade Green &
Northend by one vote, and in Blackfen & Lamorbey by two. If
they had won all the seats in these two wards, plus the two
that split: Belvedere and West Heath, Reform would now
have sixteen councillors and the Conservative majority would
be three seats, not thirteen.

Bexley is also a salutary reminder to Labour - that is: inner

London Labour - that beyond their urban enclaves Reform is
every bit as much of a threat to their vote as it is to the
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Conservatives. Of their seven seats, Reform won three from
Labour, which works out at a much higher chunk from the
Labour Group than the Tories (a quarter of their councillors
lost). Slade Green and Northend, that one-vote Reform loss, is
also a Labour ward. In fact the only Reform-proof Labour
ward in Bexley is Thamesmead East. It's that way because it is
a council estate ward and an ethnically diverse ward which
should perhaps be united with its western side in Greenwich.

The Conservative vote share fell from 47% to 33% - a
fourteen point drop, but Labour's went from 41% to 18% -
twenty-three points. They were lucky to emerge with nine
councillors to their name.

If Havering, which went Reform so comfortably and Bexley,
which did not are generally similar boroughs what are the
differences? The big difference is in how politics has worked
in both places. Havering has, right from the start, had a series
of strong residents associations able to take on and beat the
Conservatives or Labour. It means that elections were
already fragmented affairs in Havering, with seats able to be
won on relatively low shares of the vote. Reform entering the
fray simply fragmented the field even more.

And one of the characteristics we've seen in local elections
since 2024 from Reform has been an ability to be a more
alluring champion of those who would otherwise support
residents associations, independents or localist parties: they
have routed them in local elections since 2024 in many
places. There is no similar tradition in Bexley: since the centre
party challenge faded away at the turn of the 21st century,
elections here have been two-party fights.

Bexley is also a much more compact borough than Havering.
While it retains well-defined neighbourhoods: Sidcup, Cray,
Welling, Bexleyheath, Crayford, Erith and Thamesmead,
these blend seamlessly into one another in a tightly-packed
corner of south east London. Havering is a more disparate
borough with its neighbourhoods separated from each other
by large chunks of open land. In other words, there is more of
a cohesive borough identity to Bexley than Havering making
it easier to organise politically and for a message to be
relevant from one end to the other.

It's also possible that Bexley residents picked up on the
difficulties the Reform county council in Kent has been
experiencing, in respect of internal disciplinary issues and in
actually reducing the "wasteful" spending the party claimed
was rife in the county. Essex, in contrast was one of the
councils that had its county council elections postponed last
year so there were no equivalent negative stories percolating
into Havering.

Finally, the Conservatives seem to be far better organised in
Bexley than Havering. By the 2026 elections nine of the
twenty-three Tory councillors elected in Havering in 2022
had defected (mostly not to Reform but to the residents'
associations), along with Romford MP Andrew Rosindell: it
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was almost as though they had given in to an inevitable
trouncing.

Outgoing Bexley Tory leader Teresa O'Neill, in contrast, was
quietly confident throughout the campaign that they would
win. The Conservatives had been through a by-election
campaign in Old Bexley and Sidcup in 2021 when they had
fended off Richard Tice, Reform's then leader. A by-election is
a great way to refresh local organisation, gain loads more data
on voters and ensure the party maintains visible in the
community.

So, just as Labour probably saved quite a few seats in Barking
and Dagenham with its ground-game, its get out the vote
operation and its historical data on that borough's voters, the
same is likely true in Bexley with respect to the
Conservatives.

But it was such a close-run election. In the wards comprising
the Bexleyheath and Crayford constituency: the middle of the
borough, Reform polled 11,322 votes and the Conservatives
11,309 - 31.1% each. Labour was ahead in the three wards
contributed to the Erith and Thamesmead constituency and
the Conservatives in Old Bexley and Sidcup.

Reform need sixteen seats to take Bexley in 2030, and they
would get them on a tiny 2.6% swing. Labour, which as
recently as 2002 won a council majority needs fewer seats
but a 9.6% swing to get them (and that's fanciful: it only
appears so low because Reform has pulled the Conservative
vote down that it looks far easier to achieve than it would in
reality be). This is not a borough remotely drawn to Green or
Lib Dem politics and they are entirely out of contention.

Brent 126 111 11 19

In 2026 Brent had one of its periodic electoral convulsions
- in this era far less commonplace than in the turbulent
Eighties and Nineties - but nonetheless a jolt that, however
comfortable Labour had gotten it could never take this
borough for granted.

Brent is arguably London's most ethnically diverse boroughs,
and has been for decades. The council reckons it has residents
from 215 countries speaking over 150 languages. In
particular it has a large African-Caribbean community along
the south of the borough from Kilburn in the east, through
Kensal Rise, Harlesden and Stonebridge, and a big Asian
community centred on Wembley.

You would think so ethically diverse a borough, with a white
British population almost non existent in some wards (4.5% in
Wembley Central, 6% in Alperton) would be very safely
Labour. But it's never quite become that - partly because
Labour has often shot itself in the foot locally with bizarre
"loony left" politics that alienated large swathes of the
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borough, and in part because this borough seems more
susceptible to react when Labour becomes unpopular
nationally. The fact that Brent is now a four-way battleground
politically, with deepening seams of votes for each party may
mean that 2026 is the opening of a new pluralist chapter in
the borough's politics.

Labour went into the 2026 elections defending a majority of
26 seats (down from a 2022 landslide of 41 following a by-
election loss and eight defections). That was the third Labour
landslide since pushing the Lib Dems (who had run the
borough in the minority from 2006 to 2010) off the council in
2018, only for the party to regain seats in its long-term wards
of Alperton and Sudbury in 2022.

It was principally because the 2022 Labour majority was so
substantial that Brent possibly didn't get the attention it
deserved, even though parts of it are trending Conservative
for the same reasons as Harrow and Hounslow and parts of
Ealing are, while other neighbourhoods are vulnerable to the
new Green Party positioning.

In neighbouring Kensington and Chelsea and Westminster it
was wards just across the borough boundary that the Greens
were targeting: Harrow Road and Golborne for example.
There is very little difference demographically between
Westminster's Harrow Road ward and Harlesden and Kensal
Green - indeed Harrow Road itself runs through both.

And so, unsurprisingly, the result was very similar: the Greens
just missing out in Harrow Road by 16 votes and gaining one
seat in Harlesden by 182. If the Greens are competitive in
Harlesden and Kensal Green they'll be competitive in
Roundwood and Kilburn and Stonebridge and W.illesden
Green.

Brent contains bunches of the different types of voters that
were drawn towards the party in 2026. Eleven wards had a
Muslim population in excess of 20% - in Dollis Hill and
Stonebridge 36%. Four wards had populations of African or
Caribbean heritage of over 20% too. Then there were a
cluster of wards across the borough in Wembley where new
housing development brought it lots of "cost of living"
struggling renters.

A remarkable 62% of residents in Wembley Park, the ward
containing the national football stadium are private renters -
a figure only surpassed by a similar ward in East London:
Stratford Olympic Park. The figure in neighbouring Wembley
Hill is 45% and in Wembley Central 41%.

Then there is the Hindu and Sikh community that has swung
so significantly towards the Conservative in Harrow. Bob
Blackman, the Harrow East Tory MP (and his wife, Nicola)
was a Brent councillor and led the council in the days when
the Tories were still competitive enough here to challenge for
power. In Brent the Conservatives were challenged for this
bloc of votes though. The wards with the highest proportions
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of Hindus and Sikhs are Wembley Central (47%), Alperton
(45%), Kenton (32%), Sudbury (31%) and Queensbury (30%).
Three other wards have populations above 20%.

Kenton and Queensbury are Conservative-Labour
battlegrounds but Alperton, Sudbury and Wembley Central
have long been Labour-Lib Dem contests. Of these, Wembley
Central became a zinger of a three-way marginal in 2026 -
more of that later.

The fact that five Labour councillors defected to the Greens
following Zack Polanski's election as party leader, in
Stonebridge, Brondesbury Park, Wembley Park and two in
Welsh Harp, while one switched to Your Party (Wembley Hill)
and one to the Conservatives (Wembley Central) and one in
Barnhill went independent also suggested change was
coming.

Sometimes defections are simply down to unhappiness within
a councillor group with no wider consequence but councillors
are politicians - not always astute ones anymore than the
ones that reach Westminster are, but people often capable of
sensing how the electoral winds are blowing. This was also
true with the large-scale defections from the Tories in
Havering, for example.

Sometimes a borough that has so many competing parties
operating within it, is a boon to the dominant party because
they still control the largest single bloc of votes, enabling
them to hold on with a low vote share. That is the story of
how Labour held Ealing, for example. Sometimes, as is the
case in Barking and Dagenham, Labour has won because it
has very little competition and so the challengers face an
overwhelming stack of Labour votes they cannot surmount.

Brent is clearly now a multi-party borough, and several of its
councillors clung on with very low votes and majorities. But
the "Ealing model" of a fragmented opposition only works
when all parties have decent blocs of support and are broadly
evenly divided against Labour. Brent is more of a multiverse:
there is a Labour-Conservative universe; a Labour-Lib Dem
universe and a Labour-Green universe, all contained in one
place.

Con gains (6) Green gains (9)

Preston 2 Harlesden 1 Alperton 1
Queensbury 1 Kilburn 3 Queens Park 3
Tokyngton 1 Northwick Park 2  Sudbury 1
Welsh Harp 1 Wembley Park 2 Wembley C. 3
Wembley Hilll Willesden Grn 1

When that happens results go awry very easily as the table of
gains above demonstrates: 23 Labour losses, almost equally
split between their three opponents.

That Labour faces a clear principal opponent in specific wards

does not mean the others are irrelevant. Wembley Central
produced a remarkable result with the Lib Dems on 35%, the
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Conservatives on 30% (and their top candidate just 139 votes
behind), Labour on 18% and the Greens and Reform on 9 and
8 respectively. That result is remarkable not just because
Labour lost despite a hugely split vote among its challengers
but also because, in 2022, Labour had won Wembley Central
with over 60% of the vote.

There is a question why Brent's most Hindu-Sikh ward went
Lib Dem rather than Conservative, but there is no question
about whether Labour's problem with that community
manifested in Wembley: it clearly did.

The answer in respect of why Hindus and Sikhs voted Lib
Dem is probably principally due to that party's activism in
that corner of the borough. The Alperton corner of Brent has
been the most loyal to the Lib Dems in the long-run, first
electing SDP-Liberal Alliance councillors in 1982 (in fact the
ward they won back then, Barham, is very close to the current
Wembley Central boundaries). So whereas in most places the
Hindu and Sikh community is faced with a binary Labour-
Conservative choice, in the Alperton area there is a third
option.

And, given the Greens won seats in Wembley Park and (much
more surprisingly) Northwick Park, and came very close in
Wembley Hill, it could be argued that there is a fourth option,
though in these parts of Wembley the Hindu and Sikh
population is much lower. The reason the Greens won these
wards is far more to do with the huge numbers of private
renters, hard to reach behind controlled entry systems and
concierges, and high turnover too.

The surprise Green win in Northwick Park was achieved on a
split similar to Wembley Central, though without the Lib
Dems in the mix. The Greens won both seats with just 34%,
Labour polled 24% (down from 57% in 2022) and the
Conservatives 23% (down from 35%). As Sudbury Court
ward, the Tories had won as much as 70% here in the past.

Just as Northwick Park was a surprise Green win, Welsh Harp
(essentially Neasden) - and even more shocking: Tokyngton
were surprise Conservative wins. A doctorate thesis could
probably be written on the electoral history of Tokyngton: a
neighbourhood (it means "The farm of the sons of Toca") that
dates back to the 12th century, it has swung this way and that
with the tide and often against it.

Until the boundary changes that came into being in 2022,
Tokyngton included the area that is now Wembley Park ward
but, while there is new housing development around the
edges of the current ward, the older neighbourhood that
didn't move across is different demographically. Tokyngton is
the ward of council leader Muhammed Butt and voted 58%
Labour in 2022 so they weren't expecting a serious problem
here. Yet Butt held on by just 104 while his fellow Labour
ward councillor, Krupa Sheth, lost to the Tories by 45.
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2018 2022 2026

Alperton 58.1 42.3 18.1
Barnhill 64.0 57.3 275
Harlesden and Kensal Green 62.2 56.4 385
Kilburn 62.3 57.7 334
Kingsbury 67.7 53.6 33.7
Northwick Park 55.1 56.5 23.8
Preston 55.3 52.9 240
Queens Park 424 54.5 26.7
Queensbury 47.3 43.5 20.1
Roundwood 784 70.4 45.0
Stonebridge 89.0 70.2 36.7
Welsh Harp 65.2 51.2 26.2
Wembley Central 67.7 60.3 18.1
Willesden Green 69.8 54.6 35.9

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

In tables similar to this one in other borough write-ups a
medium term slide from 2018 is typically evident, and in some
Brent wards it exists. But there are more wards in this table
where the 2018 and 2022 Labour shares are very similar and
the collapse happened all at once this time round. That may
well mean - and Labour will want it to mean - that their losses
were all about the dramatic unpopularity of the Labour
government rather than a far deeper problem of shedding
core votes over the long-run.

Labour most definitely went over a cliff-edge in 2026,
dropping from 53% borough-wide to just 29%: seven points
ahead of the Greens and nine ahead of the Conservatives. In
1968 Labour managed 28% in Brent and that too was a year
of unprecedented government unpopularity too. The
difference is that in 1968 voters chose the Conservatives as
their party of protest and in 2026 they have a wider variety of
choices, far closer to their politics than the Tories ever were
back then.

It's possible therefore that there won't be a comprehensive
swing back in 2030: so diverse a borough may get quite used
to having a diverse range of councillors. Nonetheless, Labour
needs just three seats to regain a majority in Brent and they'd
get that on a swing of just 0.9%.

The Greens need twenty seats and a 6.6% swing. The wards
they'd need to win are not demographically different from the
ones they gained this year, nearly all in the eastern end of the
borough and they now have a core group of councillor-
campaigners to build upon.

The Conservatives are no longer strong enough (especially in
the east) to realistically be able to win a majority in Brent -
they need a huge swing of 12.8%. But they are a 3% swing
away from winning ten more seats which would almost
certainly make them the largest group. With parts of West
London swinging towards them at pace, it's not out of the
question that they could pull such a feat off in 2030.
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Bromley 135 18 16 16 13
Reform UK may not appreciate London boroughs that
begin with the letter "B". Bromley is the third that the
party bragged it would win - and didn't come close. And
defeat here was not like neighbouring Bexley: far closer in
votes than seats. It was comprehensive on both measures.

This borough is quite a bit different to the others Reform
flattered to deceive within. It is a massive wedge of south
east London, stretching to areas on the periphery of inner
London like Crystal Palace and Penge, all the way out to
places that feel like the distant Kentish countryside: he rolling
fields beyond Biggin Hill and Chelsfield for example. It is
generally a much wealthier borough than Bexley - seemingly
too wealthy for Reform to seriously challenge the
Conservatives in much of it.

Nonetheless, surely Reform could at least knock out the
Conservatives' overall majority which, by the end of the
2022-2026 term was down to just nine seats? Well, no. The
Tories now run Bromley with a 12 seat cushion so things did
not go at all to plan. Reform could not even defend the seat
they won in a by-election at the end of 2025, in Bromley
Common and Holwood - their first ever elected councillor in
London.

They did pick up the two formerly Independent-held seats in
Biggin Hill (one of the councillors stood down, the other
defected to the Conservatives and couldn't defend her seat in
those colours), and three seats in St Paul's Cray: the least
affluent ward in the borough. Two of those came from
Labour, one from the Tories - but over the long run St Paul's
Cray was a Labour ward.

So too was Mottingham, where they also won a seat.
Therefore, of Reform's six seats only three came from the
Tories. To offset that loss, the Conservatives picked up both
Labour seats in Plaistow ward, immediately south of
Lewisham's sprawling Downham council estate. But they lost
their sole remaining seat in Beckenham Town and Copers
Cope to the Lib Dems. Nonetheless, all this amounted to just a
one seat loss for the Conservatives from 2022: a great result
in the face of the perceived threat.

In terms of votes cast, things were also comfortable for the
Conservatives winning 35% to 20% for Reform, 17% for
Labour, 14% for the Greens and 11% for the Lib Dems. This
was a Tory drop of less than four percentage points while
Labour fell by thirteen and the Lib Dems by seven. That's why
the Conservative majority increased.

Yet things were not entirely disastrous for Labour. They still
stacked up the votes in their three western core wards:
Crystal Palace & Anerley, Clock House and Penge & Cator,
where this time it was the Greens that failed to muster a
sufficient challenge. This despite them winning the side of
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Crystal Palace across the borough boundary in Croydon: that
ward split two Green and one re-elected Lib Dem.

So strong did Labour remain in those three wards that,
despite the Conservatives doing better there they were still
outpolled in Beckenham and Penge constituency: 30.4% to
26.1%. Another example of Labour "losing" traditionally safe
wards to Greens and Reform but managing to defend what
were, until 2024, reliably Conservative seats (see also MRP
polls that consistently show Labour holding onto places like
Rushcliffe, Macclesfield and York Outer).

The Liberal Democrats managed to bed themselves in a little
more securely in their two current wards: the twin town
centre wards of Beckenham and Bromley. But there are no
obvious places for expansion for the only party other than the
Conservatives that has led Bromley. Their most winnable
ward is Chelsfield where they are nearly 900 votes adrift and
where as many non-Conservatives vote Reform as Lib Dem.

Reform has supplanted them as the principal challenger to
the Tories in the former Lib Dem strongholds in Orpington
constituency (Orpington ward itself being the prime
example). The wards comprising the Orpington constituency
voted Conservative 42%, Reform 25% and Lib Dem just 12%
(less than 2 points ahead of the Greens and Labour). They
polled just 3% in Crystal Palace & Anerley, a ward they
represented with quite hefty shares of the vote at times for
over thirty years. Similarly they polled just under 6% in St
Paul's Cray which they won seats in over twenty years.

Was there a tactical vote to block Reform across Bromley?
These questions are impossible to answer definitively
because voters don't tell us their motivations when casting
their ballots. But it is surprising that Reform did not get
especially close in, for example, St Mary's Cray (where on
different boundaries UKIP won two seats in 2014); why they
couldn't win Mottingham at a gallop, or Orpington, where
both the Lib Dem and Labour votes fell by far more than the
Conservatives'. If you regard the latent Lib Dem vote in
Orpington as little more than a "none of the above" protest
then you can conceive, perhaps, of some of it swinging to
Reform as the main purveyor of anti-establishment sentiment
of the moment, but surely not all that much of it?

In Bromley Common and Holwood - remember that Reform
by-election gain of 2025 and, therefore, the only ward in the
borough in which voters knew for sure the relative strength
of each party, the Conservative vote barely fell this year.
Whereas in the by-election the votes split Reform 34,
Conservative 29, Labour 18, Lib Dem, 14 and Green 5, just
ten months on the Conservatives polled 38, Reform 28,
Green 15, Labour 11 and Lib Dem 8.

Those changes don't represent a massive tactical vote - it is,
after all, a novel experience for "progressive" voters to
consider voting Conservative to stop a party further to their
right that they more viscerally dislike. The six point fall in
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Reform's vote also needs some reflection, but there does
seem to have been some limited co-ordination among voters
who did not wish their area to be represented by that party.

After starting to look a bit dodgy after they shed seats all over
the place in 2022, the Conservatives suddenly seem much
more secure in Bromley. That despite their record low 35%
borough-wide vote share. Reform is their closest competitor
but they need 24 seats to gain a majority and that will require
a swing of 11%. Labour needs a swing of more than 14% and
the Lib Dems of just under 18%.

Camden 130 §11 10 13 11
For those to the left of Labour seeking to deliver a knock-
out blow to Sir Keir Starmer's premiership, the icing on the
cake would have been his party being ousted from
Camden, the epicentre of metropolitan liberal Labour
values and the borough which the then PM represented

more than half of.

It was not quite to be though the Greens, Lib Dems and one
Your Party-adjacent candidate made inroads into the chunky
39-seat majority Labour won in 2022.

Expectations would have gone down to the wire had the
Greens been able to finally win all three seats in Highgate
ward, the ward with the longest history of electing the party
(dating back to 2006) without them ever being able to seal
the deal. Bizarrely in the year of the Green Party surge their
sole councillor, Lorna Russell, was unable to pull her two
running mates onto the council. The two re-elected Labour
councillors finished 200 ahead of the losing Greens.

Fortunately they did better elsewhere, winning seats in
Bloomsbury, Gospel Oak, Holborn & Covent Garden and
Regent's Park. The Liberal Democrats contributed by
regaining full control of Fortune Green and West Hampstead
wards, plus holding their by-election gain in Hampstead
Town.

Again though, the pattern of Labour performing so much
more strongly where their opponents were the Conservatives
emerges in Camden. The Tories missed out on Primrose Hill
by 36 votes, on South Hampstead by 109 and Belsize (against
the Lib Dems) by 104. Had the Conservatives won their two
Labour-facing targets Camden would today be a hung council.

On the other hand, it could be argued to be impressive that
the Tories remain competitive in a borough like this,
especially against the Lib Dems in Belsize (because typically
you might expect established Lib Dems to annexe the vote of
the party they defeated). The Conservatives only polled 14%
across Camden - by some way their poorest performance
ever, so they may well feel blessed simply to have survived.
Fortunately their vote is sufficiently intensely concentrated
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to keep them competitive in five wards: they do not really
exist anywhere else in Camden.

However, there was a Labour to Conservative swing of over
8% in Camden and that should have been enough to win the
Tories, at the very least, seats in Belsize, Primrose Hill and
maybe South Hampstead. The Reform UK vote was larger
than the Labour majority in these wards and, indeed, the Lib
Dem majority in Hampstead Town.

So, in yet another inner city borough where Reform had no
shot at winning a seat, let alone control of the council, this
supposed party of the right simply ensured another four
years of minimal representation for the more than 1 in 5 that
voted Conservative or Reform. Reform's highest vote was in
St Pancras and Somers Town where they polled just shy of
14%. Their aggregate share across Camden was just 8.4%.

There was an attempt for a Corbynite Your Party-aligned
collective to organise in Camden and, to be fair, they made a
better fist of so doing than in Islington itself or Haringey or
Hackney. Camden People's Alliance organised in two of the
most deprived wards in the borough: King's Cross (which is
getting buffed-up but still includes a lot of pretty grim
neighbourhoods, and St Pancras and Somers Town - a ward
that's squeezed in between all the mainline rail tracks and is
in an even worse state than King's Cross.

The CPA came a pretty close second in King's Cross, taking
32% to Labour's 41%. But they actually won a seat in St
Pancras and Somers Town, winning 36% to Labour's 36.5%.
As in some other parts of London, the Greens stood aside to
assist the far left, though who knows whether Green
candidates might actually have won the wards the CPA
contested? The evidence of Hackney suggests they might well
have.

After Georgia Gould, the Camden council leader, was
selected as parliamentary candidate for the safe constituency
of Queen's Park and Maida Vale in 2024, Camden Labour
selected Richard Olszewski as her replacement. The problem
he faced was that he represented the marginal Fortune Green
ward, already split with the Liberal Democrats back in 2022.

That ward was almost certainly impossible to defend, as a by-
election in next door West Hampstead in August 2025
strongly suggested. There the Lib Dems increased their vote
by seventeen percentage points while Labour's fell by
twenty-five. Faced with a choice between near certain defeat
in Fortune Green or taking a punt in a new, more promising
ward, Olszewski chose the second option and was selected
for the ward the furthest it's possible to get from Fortune
Green and remain in the borough: Holborn & Covent Garden.

But voters can often take a dislike to "chicken-runners" -
especially high profile ones like council leaders, and especially
when many of them were already disinclined to vote Labour
in 2026. Who knows whether the Greens would have gained
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this ward had Olszewski not chosen this as his berth: they
finished comfortably but not overwhelmingly ahead there.
Nonetheless, Camden had to elect its third leader in two
years at the 2026 AGM.

Gould was not the only Camden councillor elected to
parliament in 2024: Kilburn's Lloyd Hatton became MP for
South Dorset and Camden Square's Danny Beales was
elected in Uxbridge and South Ruislip at the second attempt.
This teed off three by-elections which Labour held pretty
easily despite some big declines in their vote. These were
three of eight by-elections that occurred in Camden between
2022 and 2026. With the exception of Kilburn, Labour held
those three by-election seats this year - though they were
among the safest.

2018 2022 2026

Bloomsbury 56.1 66.4 37.3
Camden Square 76.6 39.8
Gospel Oak 50.0 65.9 34.2
Holborn and Covent Garden 59.6 68.0 29.8
Kilburn 62.5 68.2 334
Regent's Park 63.1 57.2 334
St Pancras and Somers Town 73.9 714 36.5
South Hampstead 43.1 54.6 285
West Hampstead 40.6 46.1 221

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

But Camden is another borough where Labour won easily
despite a collapse in its vote, not because of some miraculous
ability to rise above the mayhem. The Labour vote fell 19
percentage points: from 51% to 32%. With that 32% they
won 55% of the seats. In 2006 with 29% they'd held just 18
seats and lost control for four years.

So, although their win in terms of seats was comfortable,
Labour is much more vulnerable than the seating plan of the
council chamber makes it look. The Greens need 17 seats for
a majority but they would net them with just a 3.3% swing:
the seven Labour seats in the split wards and then Camden
Square (2), Kentish Town South (3), and then Haverstock and
South Hampstead.

Both the Lib Dems and Conservatives have fallen so far back
in Camden that it's not credible to even contemplate the sorts
of swings needed for them to win. Beyond the Conservative
seat in Hampstead Town, and also being close in South
Hampstead, there are no prospects for the Lib Dems -
especially now the Greens have established themselves as the
principal non-Labour opposition.

For the Conservatives, there are nine seats with majorities
under 10% (in fact, under 7%). If they won those, Camden
would likely be heading for no overall control, so having some
influence on a hung council is possible for them.
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Croydon 130 128 18 12 12

What was the secondary theme of the local elections in
London, after the Labour collapse to the Greens? It was the
failure of the Conservatives to make consequential headway
against Labour. And the same was true in reverse. The
consequence in a borough where the two parties are,
essentially, neck and neck? Well, stalemate.

What that meant in Croydon was that the Conservatives just
about held the mayoralty, just as they had in 2022. Also that
neither party won a majority on the council: indeed, both
went backwards. The Conservatives won just 26% of the vote
borough-wide; Labour won 25%. Labour won four seats more
than the Tories but, on a 70 seat council, neither got close to
the 36 needed for a majority.

This stasis is both the inevitability and consequence of the
national decline in support for both parties since 2022, to the
benefit of the Greens and Reform; and the fact that Labour is
not yet forgiven for its mismanagement of the borough while
the Conservatives have failed to fix the mess they inherited.
In fact Croydon is in even bigger hock today than four years
ago because the interest on the debt is out of control and
unsustainable.

In 2022, Conservative Jason Perry won Croydon's inaugural
mayoral election by 34.8% to Labour's 32.7% in the first
round (and by a slightly narrower margin in round two). This
year he beat Labour's Rowenna Davis by 30.7% to 29.7% - in
other words Labour achieved a 0.5% swing. Greens won 17%
and Reform 12%.

In the Bromley profile it was speculated that the
Conservatives did relatively well because of a limited amount
of tactical voting against Reform. In Croydon, Reform voters
certainly tipped council seats from the Conservatives. Most
obviously they gained two seats from the Conservatives in
New Addington South. But in New Addington North Labour
gained a seat from the Conservatives despite losing more
than ten points of support. How so? Because the Tories lost
24 points while Reform wonk 27%.

The Conservatives also lost a seat to the Liberal Democrats in
Old Coulsdon despite the Lib Dems losing support since
2022. In Waddon Labour regained a seat with their vote
down one point but Tories down six. And in Addiscombe East
this Labour-Conservative split ward remained that way for
the third election in a row because Labour's vote fell over
seven percentage points but the Conservatives' by thirteen.
Reform damaged the Tories because they skewed results in
marginal wards in the centre of the borough to Labour.

While Reform was hurting the Conservatives, the Greens
were hurting Labour in the north. The reason the Greens did
not gift the Tories seats up there the way Reform did for
Labour in the centre is that there were no marginal wards the
Conservatives could win in the north. In any event, the
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Greens are a stronger party in Croydon than Reform: they
were able to win four wards compared to Reform's one, and
challenge in others.

Labour desperately want to add South Croydon and Shirley
North to that list of Conservative-held seats they can win but
they're not quite there yet. The Conservative vote did fall by
more than Labour's in both, but Labour cannot win either if
it's solely by losing fewer votes. Were that trend to continue
chances are another party would just leapfrog them both.

Greens were just 0.4% behind Labour in South Croydon while
Reform just beat Labour into third in Shirley North. In other
words, while Reform has pulled the Conservatives closer to
Labour, they also act as a block on Labour winning them, at
least while they are polling as strongly as they were in 2026.

One of the Green clusters of strength on May 7th was a blob
of south London that includes Streatham, Dulwich, Lewisham,
Peckham and Norwood. In Croydon that meant they were
strong enough to defeat Labour in their two remaining
Crystal Palace and Upper Norwood seats (the incumbent Lib
Dem councillor held the third), in South Norwood (two seats)
and in Woodside (1 seat again). They also picked up the third
seat in Fairfield - Croydon town centre, winning over 40% of
the vote, which in this fragmented political era is almost
landslide territory.

Labour's decline in the north of Croydon is more dramatic
than the Conservatives' slippage in the south of the borough.
This table shows the Labour vote shares in their northern
heartland across the last three local elections. In some cases
Labour's vote has halved; in most of the rest it is approaching
half.

2018 2022 2026

Bensham Manor 73.9 48.9 30.0
Broad Green 734 540 411
Crystal Pal. & Upper Norwood 50.9 37.8 252
Norbury and Pollards Hill 67.6 511 35.8
Norbury Park 555 47.3 354
Selhurst 72.6 495 41.0
South Norwood 69.6 47.3 31.7
Thornton Heath 68.3 42.7 36.1
West Thornton 74.8 56.5 36.8
Woodside 63.8 511 36.7

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

If the Conservatives had not suffered an even greater
collapse in support over a much longer run, then Labour
would almost certainly have suffered much bigger seat losses
in the north. But opposition to Labour here is - for now - too
diffuse; not aligned behind one single opponent.

It is much easier for Labour to regain Croydon than for the

Conservatives to, even though they are within two seats of
each other. Labour needs six seats for a majority and they
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would get them on a 2.3% swing. The Conservatives need
eight but for them it would take a 6.5% swing. In fact it's
theoretically easier for the Greens to gain the 28 seats they
need: that would require a 6% swing.

Ealing 146 713 15 15 1
The last time Labour had a very bad local election result in
London, in 2006, the Conservatives polled 38% in Ealing,
which was sufficient to win a majority on the council. The
time before that: 1990, they polled 44% here. And before
that, in 1978 they managed 50.5%. This year they polled
17% an barely survived on the council.

That Conservative collapse is why Labour held power quite
comfortably. It's not specifically a Conservative issue: it's just
that Ealing has traditionally been a bipartite borough so when
Labour was down the Tories were up. And vice versa.
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the combined two-party vote share in Ealing, 1964-2026

The collapse of that two-party system is why Labour held on
in 2026. It was not because of wild Labour popularity: they
polled just 27.5% - almost exactly the (lack of) support they
managed back in 1968, when they held onto just five council
seats.

In 1968 the two-party vote was 91%. In 2026 they mustered
just 44% between them. The Greens polled 20%, the Lib
Dems 15% and Reform 11%. Yet the Lib Dems are now the
largest opposition party with thirteen councillors because
they concentrated their support in the affluent centre of the
borough (plus the affluent end of Acton: Southfield ward).

For Labour to lose only thirteen seats from a record haul of
59 in 2022 despite losing almost twenty points of support
was lucky, to say the least. It speaks to the Lib Dems largely
going after Conservative seats instead of Labour ones; and
Labour's 27.5% still being larger than any alternative,
distributed time and again in wards across the borough. The
Conservatives' inability to recover in middle-class, liberal
neighbourhoods is a symptom of that split opposition.
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The Lib Dems added just 0.3 of a percent to their 2022 vote,
but the centre of the borough is a truffle-field for the party
with five or six very comfortably-off wards adjoining one
another: Ealing Broadway, Ealing Common, Hanger Hill,
Northfield and Walpole - to which we might add Pitshanger
and Southfield slightly further afield. Each of these wards has
an ABC1 - coda for middle class - contingent of between 60%
and 75%, are more than a third white British and, across all
seven well-over half the housing is owner-occupied -
dramatically higher than the London average. All of them
were Conservative in 2006 and 2010; today there are just
two Tory councillors left.

The Lib Dem vote was so effectively concentrated in these
wards that, across all the wards in Ealing Central and Acton
constituency - which now, remember, includes two wards
from Hammersmith and Fulham where the party was
absolutely nowhere - they came out on top, albeit with a vote
share that in normal times wouldn't come close to being
sufficient to win. They polled 25.4%, Labour managed 22.5%,
the Greens 22.1% and the Conservatives 15.9%, with Reform
taking 10%, mostly from the more working class East Acton
end of the constituency.

In 2006 the Conservatives would have comfortably won this
constituency (accepting that ward boundaries on the
Hammersmith side were slightly different): 36%
Conservative, 22% Labour, 21% Lib Dem and 9% Green (the
Greens didn't contest every ward).

In 2010, the vote that coincided with the general election,
things would have been much tighter but still with the Tories
just getting past the post first: Conservative 34%, Labour
33% and Lib Dems 24% with the Greens on 8% (again not
standing everywhere).

So the Conservatives have lost almost twenty points of
support in just sixteen years; and it's far from apparent they
can claw much of it back. The party simply isn't now
positioned in a way that will make affluent liberals consider
them in sufficient numbers to win, especially when the Liberal
Democrats sit far closer to their values and are a viable party
to win in their neighbourhood. They might - just might - be
able to regain their lost seat in Ealing Broadway and, despite
huge effort the Lib Dems did not win Hanger Hill all that
comfortably. Alternatively, the Lib Dems will mop up those
last two Tory seats in Ealing Broadway.

Meanwhile, on the Conservatives' other flank Reform - which
of course does not poll well in a borough like Ealing - is still
able to take off a chunk of what might otherwise be
Conservative votes. More on that problem later.

It's not obvious that the Greens expected to achieve very
much in Ealing. They gained seats in their top target, Hanwell
Broadway (the former Elthorne) where they had come a
pretty close second four years ago, and then gained what
were surprise wins in North and South Acton.

49



The quite elderly Green winner in North Acton, which
includes the Park Royal regeneration zone: lots of residential
tower blocks in a landscape until now blissfully free of them,
had clearly stood as a paper candidate. He was so alarmed
that he'd won that he promptly resigned his seat - the Greens
held it in the June by-election.

South Acton, meanwhile, covers what is left of the relatively
infamous estate of that name, most of which has been
regenerated away. What large portions of both wards have in
common is that they represent several of the key Green
demographics in 2026. There are the unhappy residents left
in the remains of the disappearing council estates.

There are also lots of younger first-time buyers and renters of
the brand new private blocks going up in areas that don't yet
function as neighbourhoods: Park Royal is, beyond the parts
that have already been rebuilt, a massive industrial estate
with no community facilities. These are people squeezed by
the cost of living in London, in not especially lovely areas
feeling that Conservative and Labour governments haven't
done enough to help.

And they have both been fairly reliable Labour wards whose
voters occasionally rebel - historically by voting Conservative
but this year trying out a Green Party promising "hope". The
party also came very close to winning East Acton, a more
owner-occupied working class ward, and North Hanwell - the
old Hobbayne.

There is another issue of electoral consequence here, which is
what's going on with Southall (and, to a lesser extent,
Greenford). Southall is renowned as the heart of West
London's large Hindu and Sikh community; one that has
gradually spread out into Heston and Hounslow, Hayes and
Greenford, Wembley, Kenton and Harrow. All the Southall
wards have a Hindu and Sikh electorate of over a third, with
the three-named Southall wards exceeding 40%.

Historically, these communities have been overwhelmingly
Labour supporting. Even when Labour lost power in Ealing it
was never wiped out because of Southall. You can find
repeated examples of wards like Glebe (Southall Broadway),
Waxlow (Lady Margaret) and Northcote (Southall Green)
giving Labour vote shares well in excess of 70%. No longer.

2018 2022 2026

Dormers Wells 70.5 58.4 31.8
Lady Margaret 74.3 62.1 33.0
Norwood Green 68.0 64.4 22.7
Southall Broadway 78.2 59.6 32.0
Southall Green 83.1 68.1 36.0
Southall West N/A 50.3 31.9

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026
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Again, despite those dramatic losses of support Labour held
all but one of those seventeen seats - with the last going to an
ex-Labour councillor winning as an independent. These were
all wards in which the Conservatives improved notably in
2022 - and that trend continued in Southall Broadway and
Southall West this year despite the Tories generally much
poorer result. But the non-Labour vote was fragmented and
disorganised, enabling Labour to hold on when, elsewhere in
west London, the party's disintegration in Hindu and Sikh
neighbourhoods continued apace.

On which subject, the Conservatives would be down to just
two councillors in Ealing had they not won, somewhat
surprisingly, North Greenford ward off Labour. North
Greenford wasn't remotely competitive in 2022, Labour
winning 54% to the Conservatives' 23%. There were other
wards in Ealing North seemingly more promising for the
Tories: Central Greenford had elected Conservatives reliably
until 2014 and Perivale also had a Tory-voting past. The
Conservatives came close to winning those two wards, but in
North Greenford they turned that 31% Labour lead into a
nine point win for themselves this year: 36%-27%.

North Greenford is what you might call Wembley-adjacent: it
neighbours wards like Alperton and Sudbury and Wembley
Central in Brent, all of which swung markedly from Labour
too this year. They swung principally to the Lib Dems - the
established party of opposition to Labour in that corner of
Brent, but we again need to return to what is going on with
the waning allegiance to Labour in ethnically very diverse
wards across West London. North Greenford is just 17%
white British these days (a far cry from when Ealing North
Conservative MP Harry Greenway was the epitome of the
constituency he represented: white, working class, suburban);
Perivale likewise, Central Greenford 19% white and
Greenford Broadway 21%.

North Greenford may light a path to Conservative recovery in
Ealing. If they cannot win the affluent centre of the borough
any longer their only prospect is to start winning in Greenford
and Southall. That may happen by default if Labour cannot
staunch its losses in these ethnically hyper-diverse wards but
it really needs a little more effort and focus from the
Conservatives if they want to do embed themselves as the
natural party of neighbourhoods like these.

They also need to unite a vote split with Reform. There were
six wards where the combined Conservative-Reform vote
was larger - often considerably larger - than that of the
Labour or Lib Dem winners. There would most certainly not
be a Lib Dem councillor in Ealing Broadway had Reform not
stood in that ward. Labour would likely have lost every seat in
Greenford and Perivale, not just North Greenford, without a
split on the right.

But that doesn't necessarily work the other way round. The

two wards in which Reform polled strongest: Northolt
Mandeville and Northolt West End would not have elected
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their councillors with a united right-of-centre vote: the
Conservative shares there were too small. But most of Ealing
is much less accommodating of Reform and this isn't likely to
be a borough they can expect much from: it's either too
affluent-liberal or too ethnically diverse.

Because Labour's majority is something of a mirage: not
reflected in the votes cast in Ealing this year, any further
slippage will start costing them lots of seats. The Greens need
31 seats - a lot, but they just require a 5.9% swing to bag that
huge haul. The Conservatives need a similar number and
would get them with an 8.5% swing. Despite having the
second largest number of councillors and so needing 23 extra
seats to win the Lib Dems are further away than these other
parties, requiring a 10.5% swing.

Enfield 131 127 15

In Ealing we've just seen how Labour survived, largely
unscathed, an 18.6 point drop in its support. In Enfield, an
18.4 point drop in support evicted them from power (their
vote almost halved), albeit with an initially surprising shove
from the Greens.

There are two explanations for this divergent result. The first
is that Labour's slump in Enfield this year came after another
(smaller) fall in 2022, whereas Ealing Labour went into 2026
atop their largest win ever. The second is that politics in
Enfield is more straightforward: this is not, even today, a
multi-party contest. All but five seats are either held by
Labour or Conservative - and it's been this duopoly forever.

However well the Conservatives were destined to do in 2026,
Enfield was at the very peak of their potential successes. To
win, the Tories needed seven gains on an 8.4% swing. They
actually managed one of 8.7% borough-wide, but not in the
ward that mattered: Bowes.

This is usually a safe Labour urban ward sandwiched between
the borough boundary with Haringey and the North Circular.
The Tories won one of the ward's seats: the first time any
Conservative had won Bowes since 1982, but missed the
second. As such, while Labour lost its majority, the Tories
didn't win one of their own. Instead, they finished one seat
short with 31. Labour held onto 27 and the Greens, for the
first time, won five.

Like Barnet, this is a borough in which the Conservatives
significantly outpolled Labour (they were ten percentage
points ahead), though with only 33% - one point lower than
they wonin 2022.

Alongside that seat in Bowes the Conservatives won both
seats in Highfield - an inbetweener ward east of Palmers
Green and west of Edmonton. They gained all three in
Southbury, another inbetweener ward as Enfield transitions
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from the affluent Town ward to the more industrial River Lea
side of the borough.

The Greens' success came in different corners of the borough
- but all at Labour's expense. They won both seats in New
Southgate, another Haringey borders ward. They won two of
three in Enfield Lock, in the opposite corner of the borough.
And they took a seat in Ponders End: a Lea-side ward

There isn't anything that stands out in the demographics of
these three wards to make them more Green-oriented than
other similar wards that stayed Labour. It may just be that
with Labour and Conservatives polling poorly (23% and 33%
respectively quite a large chunk of Enfield came into play and
those are the seats that happened to break in their favour.

They narrowly lost seats in Bowes (they were actually closer
to winning that second seat than the Tories), Upper
Edmonton (39 votes), Haselbury (63 votes), Palmers Green
(61), Brimsdown (133) and Carterhatch (95). With the
exception of Palmers Green these are all wards on the Lea-
side of the borough: gritty wards of modest housing
interspersed between industrial estates and warehousing.

The Green vote was remarkably evenly spread. They polled
between 20% and 30% in nineteen wards, over 30% in just
two, and below 20% in four (all safe Conservative wards). The
Greens did dramatically poorer at the Conservative end of
the borough. Their most winnable ward in 2022: Southgate,
barely shifted at all, re-electing its Conservative councillors.
That could mean that the wider Green strategy of pursuing
votes to the left of Labour on more "progressive" policies, and
playing down more traditional environmentalism that might
appeal to Green-minded Conservatives played out perfectly
in Enfield. Or it might mean that voters broadly had worked
out how to oust an unpopular Labour council ward by ward.

Why did the Greens put the Conservatives into power in
Enfield? The main reason was the parties' shared opposition
to the building of a New Town on greenbelt land in Enfield
Chase where around 21,000 homes are proposed to be built.

The electoral maths in Enfield, with Labour needing all five
Greens to vote with them every time were theoretically
doable but practically a nightmare over four long years. The
Conservatives, however, can win votes without the Greens
needing to vote for their motions: they just need them to
abstain or be absent. Nonetheless there may be an electoral
price to pay for the Greens given that most who voted for
them in these deprived southern and eastern wards probably
didn't want a Conservative council returned.

There was a bigger than typical swing away from Labour in
Whitewebbs ward where most of the Crews Hill and Chase
Park New Town scheme would be built. Labour won
Whitewebbs in 2018 when it looked like the days of the
Conservatives winning Enfield might be over Then they lost
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this rural outer ward in 2022 (by 11%) and lost it by a mile in
2026 (33%).

Reform made very little impact in Enfield. That's not
surprising in the ethnically diverse inner wards nearing
Tottenham, but they were hoping for more in the
Conservative wards around Enfield town. Their highest vote
was in Bullsmoor ward bordering Hertfordshire, and it
probably took enough support from the Conservatives to
stop them gaining the two seats here.

Labour held on by 7% and Reform polled 17% (though the
Greens polled 21% here so it could even more strongly be
argued that they did more damage to Labour than Reform to
the Conservatives). But Reform didn't do anywhere well
enough to threaten the Tories in their safe wards, which may
both be too affluent and too metropolitan to make Reform an
attractive punt.

Enfield's political history is like much of outer London: a
competitive but usually Conservative-voting borough for
most of its history, trending firmly leftwards in the 1990s as
migration changed the demographics of the borough,
culminating in Labour's record 29 seat win in 2018.

But things started going wrong for Labour in Enfield and the
council's failures alongside an active, campaigning
Conservative Party has made the borough competitive again.
The Tories have been stuck in a band of support between 30%
and 40% since 2006 - typically closer to thirty than forty - and
that doesn't seem likely to change unless this new
administration is wildly popular.

Labour's 2026 result was so bad that the Conservatives even
outpolled them in the wards comprising the Edmonton
constituency, which had supposedly been put beyond their
reach for good following the 1997 general election.

Labour has four years to sort itself out, see how much it can
tar the Greens with their support for a Tory-led council and
see if it can regain power in 2030. Given they are only five
seats from a majority despite polling just 23% across Enfield,
the electoral battleground still seems to favour Labour.

Greenwich 135 113 16 11

The first week of May 1971 was the last time Labour was not
in power in the London - now Royal - Borough of Greenwich.
That means that, by the first week of May 2030 there'll have

been a Labour majority for one year shy of sixty. Only Barking
and Dagenham has a longer unbroken Labour lineage.

Below that headline - the only headline that matters to

councillors - of course Greenwich did not remain immune to
the ebb of Labour's fortunes in London. Their vote share fell
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21.2 percentage points - only exceeded by Hackney Labour's
collapse.

We can see how differently the electoral system treated
Labour by contrasting these two boroughs. In Greenwich,
they held onto a majority of 21 with 31.9%. In Hackney, the
party was almost wiped from the council with exactly 31%.
The difference, as always, is not just the vote share one party
obtained but what happened to the 68-69% who voted other
than Labour. In Hackney, as we shall come to next, Labour's
vote was dwarfed by that of the Greens and, in their own little
niche within the borough, the Conservatives. In Greenwich,
their 31.9% was the largest of any party's and, as long as that
borough-wide fact was also true in enough wards, that meant
re-election.

That is precisely the story of Greenwich in 2026. As with
Hackney, the Conservatives lost little enough of their vote
compared to Labour to restore their full control over the
enclave in Eltham that returned six councillors. If they'd been
a fully-functional opposition, however, they'd also have
regained their third Eltham ward: Eltham Park and Progress,
made inroads into Blackheath Westcombe, and maybe even
in their somewhat weaker side of Eltham: Middle Park and
Horn Park (aka Eltham Palace) ward, or Kidbrooke Park
perhaps. But six was what they ended up with and six is a lot
better than the three they were left with in 2022.

So, again, we saw that trend of the Conservatives making
some progress against Labour but requiring a magnifying
glass to see it. In Greenwich or, rather, in Eltham that problem
is exacerbated by a Reform threat to both the Conservatives
and Labour.

Eltham is a typical of an inner London suburb in that the
Conservatives have not faded away, as they have in other
outer south London suburbs like Sydenham, Grove Park,
Dulwich, Streatham and Norwood. Eltham constituency was
the only inner London constituency that voted Leave in the
2016 EU referendum.

There has also been a far-right element present in Eltham for
years, not helped by the BNP "bookshop" being located on
the edge of the neighbourhood in Welling. Whether that
presence had anything to do with the racist murder of
Stephen Lawrence in Eltham in 1993 isn't proven, but it is an
aspect of this corner of London that most locals will detest
being associated with. Nonetheless, the one gain Reform UK
made in this borough this year was Eltham Page - the working
class western side of Eltham and the first time this ward has
ever elected a councillor who wasn't Labour.

Should we read anything into the fact that the Reform
candidate who won was called Paul Banks and the one who
lost Siama Qadar? Let's hope not: there is all over the place
an element of racist voting and candidates who are ranked
lower on the ballot paper typically poll fewer votes simply
because of that placement.
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The Conservatives might also blame Reform for their failure
to win back Eltham Park and Progress (Eltham North) which,
until 2014 had never not voted Conservative in council
elections. That complaint would have some legs had not
Reform finished second in that ward, just 157 shy of Labour.
Nobody won more than 30% of the vote in Eltham Park:
Labour took 29.3, Reform 24.7, Conservatives 21.0, Greens
18.7 and Lib Dems 5%. An independent polled 1%. Reform
also came second in Kidbrooke Park and Middle Park & Horn
Park.

The Conservatives won their two Eltham wards quite easily
but across the Eltham and Chislehurst constituency Labour
polled 24%, Reform 23% and the Conservatives 22% (Greens
on 15%).

An asterisk needs to be added to this result though because
Bromley's Chislehurst ward was won by "Chislehurst
Matters" independents with over 60%. These independents
don't contest parliamentary elections and, before they won,
Chislehurst was typically hugely safe for the Conservatives -
and almost certainly still is when CM isn't on the ballot.
Hence, it's not obvious that Labour would actually have come
first (or even second) in Eltham and Chislehurst had that been
a general election. But then there are other factors including
tactical voting that could also influence the result.

Anyhow, enough of the sideshow, onto the main event:
Labour's tussle with the Greens.

The Greens have, over the past three elections, built up
support in patches of Greenwich town, especially the
peninsula and round to Greenwich Park and the mouth of the
river Ravensbourne. Since 2022 these wards have been
drawn a little helpfully for the Greens: Greenwich Creekside
and Greenwich Park being smaller two-councillor wards and
East Greenwich and Greenwich Peninsula larger wards but
with more concentrated pockets of Green support within
them.

In 2026 the Greens won seven of the ten seats in these four
core Greenwich wards. A little oddly only one Green was
nominated in Creekside and, although (or perhaps as a result)
this tiny, densely-populated ward was their weakest they
were still only 118 votes short there. Greenwich Peninsula,
which includes the masses of new housing built when the
Millennium Dome project regenerated the area is still
growing, with 700 voters added to voter rolls since 2022.

The Greens also gained a seat in a by-election in Shooters Hill
ward in 2025. This was the second by-election in Shooters
Hill: the first caused when the Labour leader, Danny Thorpe,
was ousted by his group and he moved on. Labour held that
one easily enough but then the party suspended the other
councillor for that ward, lvis Williams, for objecting to and
campaigning against the closure/sell-off of Greenwich
Equestrian Centre and an adjoining piece of land: Green
Garth. This was a custom-made campaign for the Greens and
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they beat Labour by over 100 in the second by-election. They
won both Shooters Hill seats this time by a far larger margin:
47% to Labour's 27.5%.

But there were more defeats heading Labour's way. The
Greens also gained the neighbouring ward to Shooters Hill:
Plumstead Common, another "always Labour" ward until it
suddenly wasn't. They were jut 19 votes from winning Abbey
Wood ward, east of Plumstead Common, another 17 from
winning West Thamesmead, 49 short in Woolwich Arsenal
and somewhat further off - but by no means distant - in
Woolwich Common and Woolwich Dockyard. Even
Plumstead and Glyndon, probably Labour's strongest ward in
Greenwich borough, was not held all that securely.

And there was one last Green gain in what is now called
Charlton Hornfair, which they split one councillor apiece with
Labour. In 2022 Labour beat the Greens here 59% to 15%:
this did not look at all like a Green target. But a 24% swing
tuned it into one.

So, the council that emerged from election night comprised
35 Labour councillors, 13 Greens, 6 Conservatives and a
Reform UK member. For a borough that, for a few years had
two SDP-Alliance councillors, the centre has never been
especially strong in Greenwich: six is the most councillors
elected here back in 1986. This year the Lib Dems polled just
6.6%, not much worse than they did in 2022. They were not in
contention anywhere.

As with Ealing, Labour's comfortable majority in Greenwich
belies some considerable weakness in the actual votes cast.
The Greens need to more than double the size of their group
to win power here but they only need a swing of 2.7% to grab
them all. On a 5% swing they'd win 21 seats which would give
them 44 out of 55, with just four Labour councillors left. That
is the fragility of Labour's grip on Greenwich. No other party
is remotely in with a chance of winning this borough and
that's why the threat to Labour is heightened: as with
Hackney, with one party established as the opponent to
choose if you want to oust Labour it becomes much easier to
achieve that objective.

Hackney 143 19 16

R
The Greens have been a presence - it wouldn't be quite
correct to call them a force - in Hackney going back to the
1990s. They polled above 10% borough-wide for the first
time in 1990 and then, in 1998, the first Greens ever
elected in London emerged in Stoke Newington's (now
abolished) North Defoe ward, from nowhere.

There was a reason for that shock win. 1998 was, until 2024,
Labour worst defeat in Hackney in thirty years following a
long period of mounting "loony left" chaos culminating in the
effective collapse of the borough's Education Department.
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North Defoe was the seat of council leader John McCafferty
and voters desperate to fix Labour's mess lined up behind the
Greens (that part of London was not going to vote
Conservative) as the only way to clear the party out. Hackney
still elected 29 Labour councillors in 1998 but Lib Dems got
17 seats, mostly in the south of the borough, the
Conservatives 12 and the Greens 2: the only time Hackney
has been under no overall control.

1998 was not the most opportune time to win a seat for the
first time because, in 2002, ward boundary changes
completely redrew Stoke Newington. North Defoe was
abolished and there was no obvious successor: it was well and
truly carved up. That, plus a big swing back to Labour, meant
the short-lived Green experiment came to an end.

At least in terms of seats. Even as they ceased to win seats,

their vote share almost doubled in 2002 to 15.5%, and then to
20.7% in 2006.
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And there the Greens stuck, up a bit one year, back a bit four
years later, from 2006 to 2022. Those sort of vote shares are
sufficient to come second in most wards but not to win - not
when up against as entrenched a bloc of votes as Labour had.
But coming second, again and again, does establish in voters'
minds that the most effective vote against Labour is Green.

In 2002 Hackney adopted a directly elected mayor and in its

first eight contest (which include two by-elections) these
were all walk-overs for Labour. Walk-overs until they all of a

sudden weren't, in 2026.
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Although not remotely comparable with the mess Labour got
itself into in the early 1990s, the party certainly had become
somewhat complacent - and to be fair, when winning
massively lopsided mayoral elections and huge council
majorities time after time, that's at least understandable. But
perhaps voters' patience began to crack when Labour mayor
Phil Granville was forced to resign.

New candidate Caroline Woodley won the 2023 by-election
comfortably enough: 50-25% but in itself that represented a
swing to the Greens of 8.5% at a time when the Conservatives
were still in government and progressive voters were still
more concerned with backing the party most likely to defeat
them in a general election. Which was Labour.

In the 2024 general election Greens surged to second place in
both Hackney constituencies, winning 23% in North & Stoke
Newington and 24% in South and Shoreditch. 19,262 people
turned out to vote Green, still way behind Labour's 49,079.
But from now on Labour was the government and every mis-
step, every choice that wasn't as radical as the voters might
want, would be laid at their feet.

The Greens will not appreciate the comparison but for all
their talk of "hope" in their campaigning materials, they are a
party of grievance every bit as much as Reform UK. They are
just aggrieved over different things (and sometimes even the
same things from a different political perspective). In
Hackney those things are grievances over housing repairs
given the vast stock of council housing, the so-called
gentrification of Hackney which the Greens blame on soft
deals with construction giants to build insufficient affordable
homes, coupled with their national focus on Gaza and a
general more aggressive radicalism than the Labour
government was prepared to pursue. But they have an
electorate that bear enough of those grievances themselves.

As a result, they benefited from a landslide in 2026. The
Greens gained 40 seats, on top of the two they won in 2022
(Dalston and Hackney Downs - they also gained Stoke
Newington in a 2024 by-election).

They would have done even better had they not entered into
an electoral pact with left-wing councillors who defected
from Labour standing as Hackney Independent Socialist
Collective. All three of these Socialist councillors lost their
seats in wards the Greens topped the poll in. In Victoria, the
one Green candidate won 2,090 votes, two Labour
candidates trailed in with 1,696 and 1,493, while the two
Socialists only mustered 1,010 and 997. In Homerton, the one
Green won 2,141 and the Socialist two 893 and 873. And in
London Fields, the Socialist candidate got 868 while the two
Greenswon 1,872 and 1,756.

Nonetheless, 42 of 57 seats is nearly three quarters of the

council. The seats won flatters the Greens somewhat: Labour
polled 31% but won 16% of the seats. But Labour can hardly
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complain having enjoyed decades of lopsided majorities
themselves.

The Conservatives increased their share by one percentage
point to 12.1% and were able to gain (or hold, if you count it
from a 2024 by-election) one seat in Cazenove ward, part of
Stamford Hill with its substantial Hassidic Jewish community.
Because the Conservative vote is concentrated in this north-
eastern corner of Hackney the party is able to maintain
representation on the council when, spread more evenly it
would typically win no seats. 18% of the vote won them zero
representation in Richmond, for example.

The Liberal Democrats are nowadays very weak in Hackney.
They lost their last ward: Cazenove, in 2018 and lost almost
half their 8% share from 2022 too. In fact, Reform UK
outpolled them (just) across Hackney which, given the
borough's hostile demographics towards Nigel Farage is
probably the best illustration of how the Lib Dems have faded
out. That, of course, benefits the Greens: this is no Ealing
where multiple fairly strong parties jostle against each other
and Labour, having the largest of some fairly low shares, wins.
No, over 73% of Hackney voted either Green or Labour in
2026.

And that's how it'll continue to be for the foreseeable future.
Labour needs 21 seats - | would add "plus an elected mayor"
but the government plans to abolish these roles so next time
it'll all be about the council - to regain power and for that
they need a 4.8% swing. More of the weaker Green wards are
in the south of the borough so, to some extent, Labour needs
to do what the Lib Dems did back in 1998 and put together a
series of wins along the border with Tower Hamlets.

Hammersmith and Fulham 138 112

Labour appears to have cruised to another landslide win in
Hammersmith and Fulham - that's apparent in the headline
numbers. Just two seats yielded to the Conservatives in
still evolving, redeveloping Sands End. This ward has
endured controversies over "parklets" along Wandsworth
Bridge Road and low traffic neighbourhoods that ban non-
residential cars from the backstreets.

But Labour did not really surf above the devastation these
elections wrought almost everywhere else: their vote was
down by nearly twenty percentage points borough-wide; by
thirty in their strongholds of College Park and Old Oak and
Hammersmith Broadway.

So what explains the mismatch of a party well over 60% of the
borough voted against winning so handsomely? It comes

down to four factors.

First, this election was not really about Labour: it was, again,
about the Conservatives and their inability to recover from
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Brexit. In the 1980s and 1990s, Labour's vote share of 37%
would have resulted in defeat because nearly all of the non-
Labour vote would have gone to the Conservatives. No
longer. The Tories won just 24%, down two on their dismal
2022 performance. The Greens polled 19, up fifteen and
Reform won 11 on their debut. The Lib Dems trailed in with
just nine, losing a third of their 2022 15%.

Part of the Conservative failure - but only a small part - was
down to Reform. It might be argued Reform cost the Tories
seats in Sands End, Walham Green and Lillie. But that
assumes all Reform votes came from the Tories - they cannot
have in College Park and Old Oak and in a ward like Walham
Green many Reform votes will have come from the culturally
conservative but historically Labour council and housing
association estates. The Tory vote rose slightly in Palace and
Hurlingham despite 340+ Reform voters there. No: Reform is
not the cause of Conservatives being unable to jumpstart a
meaningful recovery here.

Do not understate how hollowed out Hammersmith and
Fulham Conservatives seem to have become. A vibrant,
healthy party does not need to call back to service so many
retiring or retired councillors, even if they were only standing
in un wards they had no expectation of winning.

Go back twenty, thirty years and the Tory ranks were made
up of young candidates who'd go on to be MPs or have
success in their chosen professions: think Tim Davie, Theresa
Villiers, Jeremy Hunt, Damien Green, Mark Littlewood, Hugh
Robertson - the list goes on. These were candidates standing
in wards like Coningham and White City: they knew they
couldn't win them but they were up for the fight. Today's
Conservative group of twelve, albeit with some fresh blood,
doesn't have the resources or the votes (at least in the right
places) to make the borough competitive.

Second, Labour won Hammersmith and Fulham by such a lop-
sided margin in 2022 (54-27%) that they were never going to
be felled in one go. There was an 11% swing from Labour in
Walham Green; 15% in Lillie. These aren't small swings: but
they were still insufficient to overcome the sheer size of
Labour's 2022 wins. That 2022 cushion has largely - not
entirely, but largely - gone now: Hammersmith and Fulham is
on the cusp of being competitive once again.

Third, one of the headlines of the election elsewhere was
Eluned Morgan, the defeated First Minister of Wales,
declaring that Labour was no longer the party of the working
class. That has been evident for a fair while, but within Labour
it remains apostasy to admit. Yet how else can the routs in
Sunderland, Wigan, Walsall, Dudley, St Helens, Kirklees,
Barnsley and Burnley be understood other than in that
context? My point with this segue is that Labour's electoral
base has changed dramatically since the EU referendum a
decade ago.
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Hammersmith and Fulham may, at this particular point in
time, be Labour's "Goldilocks" borough: packed with just
enough of the sort of pretty affluent, pretty liberal, pretty
internationalist voters still not ready to abandon the party,
still subscribing to the sort of ideals the party talks about, but
not the sort of voters the borough was populated by twenty
or thirty years ago. Just as Hackney is packed with the sort of
voters who align with the Greens, and Havering with Reform
UK, so Hammersmith and Fulham right now is for Labour.

But remember: it's true of this moment in time: Havering was
once a Labour-Conservative battleground; Hackney always a
Labour stronghold; Labour almost won Sutton in 1971 - until
they weren't. Just because Hammersmith and Fulham right
now is uncompetitive doesn't mean in twenty years it will still
be, any more than it was twenty years ago.

There are other factors here. Because Hammersmith and
Fulham went Conservative when David Cameron led the
party in opposition, and because it is, on most measures, the
third or fourth most affluent London borough, a narrative
exists that this is a Conservative area that has abandoned the
party; been bewitched by Labour somehow. No.

Look at the long run: the eighty years since the Second World
War. Conservatives have had a majority on this council for
eleven of those years; and ran it in the minority for a further
eight. Nineteen non-Labour years; sixty-two and counting for
Labour. However posh it looks, this is a Labour borough with
deep, deep loyalties that the Conservatives could win on
occasion, not the other way around.

Demographics have changed hugely over those eighty years
of course. The gentrification of this borough initially
benefited the Conservatives (massively) but nowadays seems
to be harming them. It is no less an expensive borough for a
young Conservative activist to buy or rent in than it is a young
Green. Part of the reason Hammersmith and Fulham is
relatively politically stable for Labour is that the sorts who
can afford to live here are older and established, not really
those seeking a new home every couple of years.

The Greens came somewhat close to a breakthrough, but not
quite. They chose to target White City, presumably because
they came (a very distant) second there without doing any
work in 2022. This was a mistake born of inexperience, albeit
abrave one.

Brave because it was foolhardy but courageous across the
West Central band of London to take on Labour in their very
safest wards: Golborne in Kensington, Harrow Road in
Westminster, White City here. A mistake because the
demographics weren't right for them to succeed in White
City: the only ward in the borough that's always voted
Labour, without a massive Muslim population enraged about
Gaza, and without enough of a local grievance to shift, in
many cases, lifelong Labour allegiances.
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In next door Shepherds Bush Green, the Greens ran level with
Labour in most of the ward. Again, they didn't pour too much
energy into this one which, given its small electorate (a lot of
the housing expected here hasn't yet materialised) was
another mistake (smaller electorates being easier to contact).
If they had focussed their campaigning zeal here rather than
in White City, which remains safely Labour, they might have
won.

Were the Greens right to write off a very affluent, very liberal
ward like Ravenscourt? They only fielded one candidate there
and finished 700 shy of Labour. Maybe their more vocally
left-wing, and less environmental positioning this year would
have made that difficult. But we won't know because they
didn't try. We do know they managed to win a seat in nearby
Chiswick Riverside.

The Lib Dems keep attempting to gain a foothold in this
borough but they don't seem to know which of the two
parties' to attack, nor which of their wards to focus on. They
seem to randomly pick one each cycle, then give up on it when
they lose. That is not how Lib Dems operate in boroughs they
are serious about: it is about the long haul, not the quick fix.
It's not how Simon Knott, their former Hammersmith
Broadway councillor won, then held his seat.

But the Lib Dems are even more structurally weak in this
borough than the Conservatives now are: by the next election
it will be 36 years since they last won a seat, fleetingly, in
what is now Walham Green. In Hammersmith Broadway they
polled just 9% as Reform and Greens both surged past them;
they fell back in their 2022 target of Munster to just 11% and
also lost votes in Fulham Town. At least they clung onto a
16% share: their best in the borough.

Reform polled respectably in a couple of parts of College Park
and Old Oak, and on the western side of Hammersmith
Broadway which includes the Riverside Gardens, Aspen
Gardens and Ashcroft Square council estates.

The Conservatives need fourteen seats to win a majority of
one in 2030. For that, they need a still hefty swing of 11.4%.
Perhaps they need to focus solely on picking off the marginals
and semi-marginals: Avonmore, Brook Green, Lillie, Sands
End and Walham Green (which gets them to 21) and from
there attempt a realistic campaign for a majority.

Curiously, all the best Conservative targets run down the
eastern side of the borough, but that is surely just a quirk
thrown up by this election rather than anything significant
about how the electoral map is evolving. The Greens need
more seats: 26, but a slightly smaller swing to win them:
10.7%, because they had a more even spread of support
across the borough. The Tories remain strong in Fulham but
weak in Hammersmith and extinct in Shepherds Bush. Both
Reform and the Liberal Democrats need swings of more than
15%.

56



Haringey 128 121 8
On the ladder of London boroughs the Greens aspired to
win, Haringey was the highest rung. No-one had defeated
Labour here since 1968 regardless of scandal and
mismanagement or the loony-left tag Haringey acquired in
the 1980s.

Labour's strength in Haringey is founded in Tottenham; any
seats it can win in the much more affluent west of the
borough (Muswell Hill, Highgate, Crouch End) are bonuses.
And the party's strength there has been phenomenal. In
2018, for example, Labour polled 81% in Northumberland
Park, 73% in Tottenham Green, 71% in Bruce Grove, 75% in
Tottenham Hale and 78% in White Hart Lane. They were
above 60% in a further six. Little wonder that in the 2017
general election Labour MP David Lammy was one of a rare
cluster of MPs to win by over 30,000 votes - and he did so
againin 2019.

2018 2022 2026

Bounds Green 62.9 540 34.6
Harringay 56.7 428 30.2
Hornsey 62.0 63.6 39.6
Noel Park 65.5 68.4 34.1
Northumberland Park 81.1 70.9 318
St Ann's 58.5 533 28.6
Seven Sisters 68.8 65.4 36.6
South Tottenham 734 63.9 459
Stroud Green 56.2 454 24.9
Tottenham Central 713 61.9 325
Tottenham Hale 754 67.7 335
West Green 66.8 78.1 295
White Hart Lane 77.6 58.6 34.0

Decline in Labour support in safe Labour Haringey wards, 2018-2026

And yet today Haringey is administered by a minority Green
council - precisely because Labour collapsed in Tottenham.
Ironically, Haringey also happens to be one of just three
London boroughs (the others being Croydon and Redbridge)
in which Labour also gained a seat: in Alexandra Park from
the Lib Dems.

2018 2022 2026

Alexandra Park 39.3 39.8 29.2
Crouch End 374 39.1 28.3
Fortis Green 37.3 370 33.2
Highgate 28.7 29.8 21.2
Muswell Hill 38.2 34.1 29.3

Decline in Labour support in marginal Haringey wards, 2018-2026

Labour's vote in these wards can hardly be called fantastic,
but it also held up comparatively well, at least proportional to
the Lib Dems, who are Labour's opponents in the west. That's
why they gained the seat in Alexandra Park: their vote slid ten
percentage points; the Lib Dems' thirteen points. In an
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already split ward, that three-point difference can mean
gaining or missing the other seat.

This: the very much less bad Labour performance on the
much more affluent western side of the borough, can
contribute to the voluminous evidence substantiating the
secondary story of the elections: Labour's vote, at least in
urban London, was far more resilient in very affluent
neighbourhoods. All of the Hornsey side of Haringey bar
Hornsey ward itself has, at one time or another (and often
many-a-time) been Conservative and then Liberal Democrat.

Northumberland Park - that very safest of wards in 1998, had
a Green councillor briefly (he resigned, presumably in shock
at winning and Labour regained the seat whilst losing one
back to the Greens on the same day in Woodside ward). In
fact all those wards | listed above as astoundingly safe for
Labour now have Green councillors representing them.

Only one ward returned a full slate of Labour councillors in
Tottenham proper on 7th May: South Tottenham. Alexandra
Park, Hornsey and Bounds Green did the same, but the
Greens won eight wards outright and the Lib Dems two
(having also ceded a seat in ultra-affluent Highgate to the
Greens).

Across the borough, Labour lost 21 percentage points of
support, sliding from 53% to 32%. The Green vote more than
doubled, from 16% in 2022 to 36% this year. On the
Tottenham side of the borough the Greens polled 43% to
Labour's 34%: an absurd reversal of fortunes - Labour won
63%to 16%in 2022. That's a 28% swing.

The Liberal Democrats did reasonably well to end up with
eight councillors: one more than 2022 despite that Alexandra
Park loss and the loss of a Highgate seat to the Greens. they
achieved this slight improvement by taking two seats off
Labour in Muswell Hill and one off them in Crouch End.

It is an achievement for the Liberal Democrats to remain
relevant in council elections after the party loses the
parliamentary seat, as they did here in 2015. They've done it
in Bermondsey and Old Southwark, though they had a vice-
like grip on that constituency for over 30 years. But they
couldn't manage it in Brent East/Central - in fact the seats
they now hold in Brent are in Brent West, not the
constituency they held for a few years. And the party was
never able to establish itself on Greenwich council during the
period in the mid to late 1980s when the SDP/Alliance held
both Woolwich and Greenwich.

This variable success rate for the Liberal Democrats cannot
be down to demographics: Hornsey is very different
demographically to Bermondsey which is sort of more similar
to Brent East (though much whiter). It may be that there are
three key criteria for Lib Dems to bed in to a constituency -
especially a usually Labour-voting one, of which the party
needs to tick at least two. These are:
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1) A perfect storm: the stars aligning at exactly the right time
to deliver a huge upset. That was present in Bermondsey at
the time of Simon Hughes' by-election in 1982 (the defection
of the local Labour MP and the infiltration of the local Labour
Party by the far left); and in Brent East in 2003 (the Irag War
in an ethnically diverse constituency with a large Muslim
population); and slightly less of a factor in Hornsey and Wood
Green when Barbara Roche lost to Lynne Featherstone, again
mainly because of the Iraqg War.

2) An effective Lib Dem MP. Simon Hughes was clearly that
becoming "Mr Bermondsey" over his long tenure. Lynne
Featherstone wasn't quite in Hughes' league but she had
what he did not: a personal fortune to fully fund a
constituency party and ensure her profile was high across
Hornsey. It was less of a factor with Brent East's Sarah
Teather

3) The sorts of neighbourhoods that find being represented
by Liberal Democrats more pleasing than the party that
previously held the seat. That may be because the Lib Dems
are a better fit ideologically for a ward or constituency at a
particular point in time, or because of their all year round
"pavement politics" approach, much more active and
responsive than previous councillors and MPs.

It's true in boroughs like Richmond where the Conservatives
are now perceived as too right-wing for a progressive liberal
borough, and it's true of places like Bermondsey where
Labour is perceived to be too reactionary and unlistening,
aside from the travails of the Starmer government.

Nonetheless, for all the Lib Dems' "stickiness" to the western
side of Haringey they still came a fairly distant third in the
Hornsey and Friern Barnet constituency; Labour actually just
coming out ahead there: 12,816 votes to 12,640 Green votes
and 9,776 Lib Dem votes. Labour would also have just won
the old Hornsey and Wood Green constituency, though with a
stronger Lib Dem vote: Labour 14,417, Green 13,963 and Lib

Dem 12,437.

As in neighbouring Hackney, the Greens entered into a pact
with the Your Party-adjacent Haringey Socialist Alliance. And
the result was precisely the same as in Hackney. Whereas the
Greens might have won all the seats in these "pact" wards,
the sole Green got elected and the Socialists lost. In fact the
difference was absurd.

In Bruce Castle, for example, the Green candidate won 1,209
- the second highest number of votes, while the two Socialist
Alliance candidates trailed behind with just 599 and 528.
Likewise Northumberland Park, albeit the Socialist Alliance
candidates were slightly closer: 1,135 for the Green, 826 and
622 for the Trots. And West Green: 2,009 for the winning
Green candidate (who topped the poll by a mile), 880 and 781
for the Socialist Alliance.
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The consequence of these naive and counter-productive
deals almost certainly cost the Greens a majority in Haringey:
up to six extra seats they may well have won which they
threw away because allying with the far left meant more to
the party leadership. They only needed one of those seats to
gain a majority. Of course, we know this only in hindsight.

As it was, the Greens were just three votes short of power
(among the seats they did contest). That was the majority of
Hasret Bozdogan, the Labour councillor who took the third
seat in Woodside ward. Bozdogan almost immediately
resigned from the council (presumably not in protest at
almost being voted out) and in the ensuing by-election the
Greens gained her seat.

Unfortunately for them, the Green councillor in
Northumberland Park was found to be ineligible to be elected
and was disqualified upon his election, and Labour regained
that seat. So the Greens remain one council seat from a
majority: just a 0.1% swing would put them in power.

Swinging the other way, Labour needs a 3.2% swing to regain
the eight seats they require for a majority. The swings for all
other parties are simply too large to waste time describing.

Harrow 142 112 11
The only council in 2022 that swung directly from Labour
to Conservative was Harrow. And in 2026 that swing from
Labour continued, the Conservatives turning a majority of
seven seats into one of twenty-nine.

Because the Conservatives had won almost everything there
is in Harrow East (though they picked up the last Labour seat
in Edgware ward), most of these new Tory councillors
represent wards in Harrow West. These include Greenhill,
Harrow-on-the-Hill, Roxeth, Headstone and Wealdstone
North (on the eastern side of the borough but part of the
western constituency).

This result was another more down to Labour's collapse than
Conservative advance: the Tory vote share was down about
three points across the borough. But Labour's crashed by
seventeen to just 20.4%: their worst vote share since 1982
and not all that much better than their 1968 performance,
when they won no seats.

In Wealdstone North Labour lost more than thirty-five points
of support - this (the old Wealdstone) used to be among the
very safest Labour wards. In Roxeth they were down twenty
five points: the first Conservative councillor here since 1974
(though there was a long period of Residents' Association
representation after that). Kenton East, which always
returned Labour councillors until 2018 (when it split) now has
a Conservative majority of over 1,400.
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These elections were contested by a localist party called the
Arise Collective, one of several left-of-Labour parties loosely
aligned with Jeremy Corbyn's Your Party but standing under
their own colours because of YP's inability to organise itself
into actually fielding candidates in an election.

It's not all that obvious whether Arise damaged Labour more
than the Greens. One of the Arise candidates won in
Marlborough, a usually safe Labour ward undergoing a lot of
redevelopment. But she polled under 25% of the vote while
her two running mates polled, on average, below 20%. Of
course Labour was down a lot too: about 17 points but, as
we've already shown, that's not an exceptional fall, and
Labour's drops were often larger in wards which Arise did not
contest. The party also stood in Headstone, Roxeth,
Wealdstone North and Wealdstone South, polling under 20%
in each ward.

The Conservative recovery in Harrow and, to less of an
extent, Enfield - both boroughs that looked as though they
were permanently turning away from the party prior to 2022
- is a reminder that London's politics does not simply flow in
one direction.

2018 2022 2026

Centenary 60.2 35.5 17.2
Edgware 56.9 431 22.3
Greenhill* 52.2 40.8 294
Harrow-on-the-Hill* 53.6 414 334
Kenton East 48.8 39.7 14.5
Kenton West 458 40.1 13.8
Rayners Lane* 421 36.8 27.4
Roxbourne* 62.0 61.1 34.7
Roxeth* 64.5 521 29.0
Wealdstone North* 54.7 64.2 28.0

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026 (* Harrow West constituency wards)

That was equally true in 1987 when Labour held only 23
London constituencies in 1987 to 58 Conservative seats,
having just lost Battersea for the first time, Walthamstow and
their Fulham by-election gain to the Tories, that was not
London's destiny either. Of course there will be parts of the
capital (right now far too many parts, from their perspective)
that the Conservatives will never be strong enough to win,
just as Labour will probably not win many councillors ever in
Richmond, Kingston or Sutton.

A lot is claimed about the Conservative success in Harrow
being down to the Hindu vote, which is increasingly right-
leaning for a variety of reasons. There is very little
correlation, though, between the gains the Tories made in
2026 and the size of the Hindu and Sikh vote. It is far more
credible to argue that the extent of Labour's defeat in 2026
was down to two things: Harrow East Conservative MP
continuing to work his unique type of vote-winning magic on
his side of the borough (and also that being noticed in the
west); and the particular unpopularity of Labour in 2026.
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Harrow is now very much a non-white majority borough:
there are only two wards (Pinner and Pinner South) where
the white British population was over 30% at the 2021
census and twelve where it was under 20%. But that doesn't
mean it's very much a Hindu and Sikh borough either: the only
ward where they exceed 40% of the population is Rayners
Lane (and that ward re-elected its Labour councillor). But
there is also a fairly substantial Muslim population living in
Harrow: as high as a quarter in Wealdstone North and over
20% in Roxbourne.

That may also help explain Labour's further decline this year:
the Hindu and Sikh vote largely abandoned the party in 2022
while Muslims did so in 2026 - and unlike the former they
were very unlikely to switch to the Conservatives.

With the exception of that Arise councillor in Marlborough,
Harrow remains a two-party borough - a far cry from the
1980s and 1990s when the Liberal SDP Alliance and the
Liberal Democrats had very strong support, and even ran the
borough for a term. There were no Lib Dem prospects this
year, though former Rayners Lane councillor and never-
ceasing candidate there kept them remotely in contention in
that ward. Otherwise they didn't win more than 10%
anywhere other than the two Pinners.

Because Harrow is no longer the picture postcard epitome of
the famous public school, it is hardly a borough attracted to
Reform either, though they perhaps had potential in some of
the outer wards: Harrow Weald or Stanmore. In fact their
best ward turned out to be Wealdstone South where they ran
the Conservatives close for second. Labour won there with
less than a quarter of the vote. Otherwise Reform was barely
more popular than the Lib Dems.

As for the Greens, where Arise stood they were stymied. Only
in Roxbourne and West Harrow did they poll above 20%, in
both cases a long way short of Labour.

The additional swing to the Tories in 2026 has well and truly
embedded them in control of Harrow: it almost looks like a
safe Conservative borough. Labour needs a swing of 12.6% to
gain the sixteen seats to regain control. But in 1994 they
were in a similarly distant position (14 seats on a larger
council) and gained a majority in 1998.

Again: just because politics look settled doesn't mean they
are. The circumstances of 2026 are different to those of
1998, though. Labour was on the ascendancy nationally and
especially in outer London then; they are on a seemingly
unstoppable downward trend in west London now.
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Havering 39 114 12

And so to the only London borough which lived up to the
hype Reform UK made of it. The party swept to power
with a comfortable majority of 23 seats, wiping the
Conservatives off the council, leaving Labour with just two
seats and the Residents' Associations with 14.

How different from the rest of London is Havering? It is
overwhelmingly white: Upminster and Cranham wards are
over 80% white British which are proportions simply non-
existent anywhere in inner London (and most of outer London
too). Aside from the two Harold Hill wards plus the emerging
Beam Park ward there is virtually no council housing and
mass home ownership: 88% owner-occupied in Hornchurch's
Hacton ward for example. And, whereas in most of London
professionals and managers (ABC1s) predominate in most
wards, they are the majority in just six Havering wards (out of
20).

Parts of Dagenham lie close to Romford town centre or
adjacent to the neighbourhoods that run up the western side
of the borough boundary but most of Havering is physically
apart from the local authorities to the west. Havering voted in
line with Thurrock to the east more than any London borough
this year.

Those (wide) demographic differences between Havering and
London are why this borough was the very top Reform UK
target.

Although the 2026 result confirmed Reform's ability to roll
over established independents, residents associations and
localist parties, in truth it was from the Conservatives and
Labour that Reform made most of their gains: thirty of
Reform's thirty-nine councillors represent seats won from
those two parties. The R.A.s lost just nine compared to 2022
(though nine Conservatives defected to the R.A.s over the
past term). The R.Ass fared worse in terms of votes lost
though: down seventeen points compared to the Tories'
sixteen and Labour's ten. Yet they still polled 27% borough-
wide compared to Reform's 36%.

Reform holds every council seat in Romford constituency and
that is essentially where the party's majority on the council
comes from. Results in Hornchurch & Upminster and the
Havering side of Dagenham and Rainham were much more
closely fought (though with the R.A.s, not the other parties).
Of ten seats in Dagenham & Rainham Reform holds four, R.A.
councillors four and Labour two. In Hornchurch & Upminster
there are fourteen Reform and nine R.A. councillors.

For the first time ever no Labour councillors have been
returned from the massive Harold Hill council estate
(Gooshays and Heaton wards, plus a bit of Harold Wood).
Their last worst performance was in 2014 when they held
onto one; and before 2006 they'd never lost any there: they
were among the safest Labour wards in London at times.
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Labour held on to two seats - just - at the other end of the
borough in Beam Park, a small Thames Gateway ward where
lots of new high-rise homes are being built (and so the
demographics are quite different to the rest of the borough).
Labour hung on against Reform by just 24 and 39 votes.

The R.Ass are a bit more embedded, at least in their long-term
wards: Cranham, Hacton and Upminster - which they've won
throughout this borough's history and back before then too.
They also look secure in Harold Wood, which they haven't
held forever. It was the wards the R.A.s won more recently
that Reform found easier to prise from their grasp: Emerson
Park, Hylands and St Andrew's. But they aren't out of
contention in any of these.

The Conservative results in Havering look like Labour's
throughout much of the rest of London, with vote share
collapses of over twenty percentage points in several wards.
But then Havering isn't really like any other London borough,
and not just because it votes differently.

It's semi-rural: it's scattered with un-London-like electricity
pylons and wind-turbines, farms and fields and marshes and
woodland. It's far more like the district and county councils in
England beyond the capital that Reform has stormed.
Nonetheless, a London borough it remains (for now) and as
I've shown Labour's collapse across the part three elections in
other reviews, here's the Conservative collapse in Havering:

2018 2022 2026

Havering-atte-Bower 54.7 43.8 13.1
Hylands and Harrow Lodge 54.5 324 9.4
Marshalls and Rise Park 49.2 511 19.8
Mawneys 58.6 47.1 31.7
Rainham and Wennington 11.3 38.7 4.6
Rush Green and Crowlands 48.9 457 25.5
St Alban's n/a 44.9 19.9
St Andrew's 325 16.7 8.5
St Edward's 48.8 404 20.8
Squirrel's Heath 59.8 515 24.2

Decline in Conservative support, 2018-2026

Reform faces the same problems in Havering as it has
wherever it has won: a council on the verge of bankruptcy not
because of ludicrous wild spending but because its central
government grant and 5% Council Tax rises aren't keeping
pace with the costs of the services it is required, by law, to pay
for. Holding a referendum to leave London, which will have no
legal effect, won't fix that core problem. Equally, the political
realties of administering local councils don't seem to be
denting Reform's popularity amongst the types of voters that
will ever consider supporting it, of which plenty live in
Havering.

Nonetheless, Reform's cannibalising of the Conservative
vote, of the Labour vote and a lot of the R.A. vote has
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ensconced them firmly in control of Havering. The R.A.s need
a 6% swing to regain power but everyone else is out of the
race: Conservatives, Labour and Greens need a swing in
excess of 15%.

Hillingdon 132 116 "4 11
If every borough that was principally a Tory-Labour fight
behaved as Hillingdon did this year, the Conservatives
would have been broadly content. Yes, their vote share fell
nearly ten percentage points to an unspectacular 36%, and
yes, Reform UK polled far more substantially - 18% - than
they'd like, but this is one borough where their emergence
hurt Labour at least as much as it hurt them.

Labour's performance was terrible: down twenty points on
2022 to just 19.6%. Even in 1968 Labour polled 25.9% and in
1982 23.2%, but at least their vote is better distributed now
that they held 16 seats this year (zero in 1968, ten in 1982).

And that is Labour's problem. Whereas twenty, thirty, forty
years ago Labour had support throughout this borough (they
even managed to win Harefield in 1994: 7.6% there this year),
they are now the Hayes and Harlington Party - and they're
even struggling there.

Hayes and Harlington Labour have a spectacular history of
starting fights in empty rooms - and the 2022 to 2026 term
was no exception. Their split wasn't quite as remarkable as
that of Hounslow Labour but four of their councillors left to
form the Hayes Independent Party (HIP), another of those
left-of-Labour groupings founded in disaffection at Sir Keir
Starmer's leadership of Labour (and perhaps some local
disagreements too).

Another went to the Greens. The party managed to defeat all
those HIP councillors who didn't step down very easily. Nor
can HIP claim credit/infamy for causing the Labour losses
there were: that party did not contest the wards Labour lost.

Those lost seats were in Charville, a perennially marginal
ward which has changed its representation the past six
elections. The Conservatives finally won every seat in
Charville for the first time since 1982. They also lost their one
seat in Uxbridge ward to the Conservatives.

And then there were losses in the far south. They lost a seat in
the (geographically) huge Heathrow Villages ward to Reform
UK; two seats in next-door West Drayton: one to Reform, one
to the Greens; and both seats in Yiewsley, a white working
class ward that can politically be quite contrary. Reform won
both seats there, by twelve votes and six votes.

This is the paradox of Reform in a borough like Hillingdon: the

wards they have a shot at winning tend(ed) to be Labour-held.
Reform yet again made - even before the election laughable -
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claims about winning Hillingdon, albeit that they admitted
this would be a more difficult gain. In that last respect they
were right given they needed 27 seats for a majority and
managed 4.

Reform's 18% of the vote
T borough-wide was not too
1 shabby: nearly 1in 5 votes

deserves a degree of respect

~  from their opponents, especially
when ending up just 1.6% behind
Labour, always the principal
opposition to the Tories.

But whereas in the Labour-
held wards that Reform won
T—  they were up against a frag-

/ mented opposition and won

on arelatively low vote share,
against the Tories
they had to over-
come much larger

@ 20%-29.9%
@ 30-399%

O 20-299% blocs of votes that
10-19.9% they could not
0-9.9% surmount.

Reform's strongest ward was not one they won but Harefield
Village in the north-east corner. In this single-councillor ward
Reform polled 38%. That compares with 28% in Yiewsley,
26% in West Drayton and 23% in Heathrow Villages. But they
lost Harefield because the Conservatives polled 45%. Labour
polled 25%, 26% and 26% in the now-Reform wards.

But in those four other wards to the north: Colham & Cowley,
Hillingdon East, Ickenham & South Harefield and Ruislip
Manor the Conservatives polled 36%, 47%, 46% and 46%
respectively. With the exception of Colham & Cowley, a very
mixed ward that includes the Brunel University campus,
those sort of vote shares can't be overcome in a divided
political scene like we have today.

And even in Colham & Cowley, the Tories were still thirteen
percentage points ahead of Reform because such a mixed
ward epitomises that fragmented landscape: Con 36%, Ref
23%,Lab 20%, Grn 15% and LD 4%.

Essentially, with the exception of Harefield Village, the
Conservative vote is both too large and too secure for Reform
to challenge - and definitely for Labour to challenge: aside
from short spells when the won South Ruislip and Hillingdon
East, the north and most of the middle of this borough is
locked down by the Conservatives.

Things are bleak, but not completely bleak, for Labour in
Hillingdon. The Conservatives committed an act of self-harm
at the boundary review prior to the last local elections in
successfully arguing for a much smaller council. Hillingdon
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lost 12 councillors and without a single vote being cast, ten of
the abolished councillors were Conservative; two Labour.

That made Hillingdon much more competitive in 2022 and
Labour slashed the majority from 23 to a sticky 7 in one of
their somewhat less bad performances. It was entirely
plausible, given the wards Labour might be expected to win in
an even better year (all seats in Charville and Uxbridge plus
three in Colham & Cowley) and Reform UK's potential, to see
Hillingdon sliding to no overall control this year.

But it wasn't to be: the Conservatives actually increased their
majority slightly this year. Whereas Reform acts as a block to
the Conservatives doing well in somewhere like Sutton, it
seems in Hillingdon they block Labour.

2018 2022 2026

Belmore 70.5 68.5 30.8
Charville 44.6 50.3 24.5
Hayes Town 69.2 72.1 24.3
Heathrow Villages 525 54.2 26.1
Pinkwell 77.3 77.0 34.0
West Drayton 49.2 53.1 25.0
Wood End 65.6 62.0 311

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

Despite seeing off their renegade councillors, Labour did not
do especially well in their own core wards. There is just as
much sign of decay in these ethnically diverse west London
wards as has been looked at in Hounslow and Harrow and
Brent and parts of Ealing.

Hayes and Harlington was one of the constituencies that
swung noticeably to the Conservatives in 2024 while Labour
was winning their landslide. John McDonnell won
comfortably enough but he has long represented the
constituency (and tried to represent it a couple of times
before that when Terry Hayes was the right-wing Tory MP).

Labour faces double-trouble because this corner of London, if
expanded across borough boundaries, includes on the one
hand white working class Reform pockets like Feltham,
Bedfont and Hanworth (as well as Heathrow and Yiewsley),
and on the other, large Hindu and Sikh populations in Heston
and Hounslow (as well as Hayes and Yeading) moving right -
but to the Conservatives not Reform.

In other words two of the foundations of Labour's success in
Hayes and Harlington are crumbling and, while lots of new
homes are being built in Harlington and Hayes Labour may
not benefit from those either because residents of new
neighbourhoods are a Green-trending demographic.

Because Hillingdon is now quite a small council, because
Labour's vote is concentrated and the wards they can
realistically hope to win nowadays so few, they party could
take control of the borough on a 7.3% swing, needing eleven
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seats. But it is still far more likely that, if the Conservatives
are headed for defeat, the borough will fall to no overall
control than an outright Labour gain given that Reform does
have potential, even if they didn't maximise it in 2026.

Hounslow 132 117 8 13 11 1

Every few years elections in Hounslow go crazy - and it's
not simply down to Labour unpopularity (though that's
always a large ingredient). The last time this happened was
2006, and things remained askew in 2010 as well. 2006 was
aworse result for Labour than 2026 because they lost their
majority in Hounslow back then whilst surviving with a
majority of two this time.

But 2006 was clearly a protest vote and, while that's
obviously an element of why things went wrong for Labour in
2026 as well, there may well be longer-term problems for the
party that mean normal business does not resume for them if
they are less unpopular nationally in 2030.

Labour polled a lower vote share in 2026 than in 2006 yet
won eight seats more. In part that's because the
Conservatives (and Lib Dems) were down by even more.

That cost the Conservatives seats in the Brentford area:
Hounslow South, which is considerably different from the
rest of the named Hounslow wards, plus Osterley and Spring
Grove returned six Conservative councillors in 2006 and
none this year. The Conservatives have two councillors fewer
than 2006 in Chiswick (specifically in Chiswick Riverside), and
eight fewer in Feltham. The Lib Dems won five seats in 2006
and just one this year.

But the biggest difference between 2006 and 2026 is that
there were big votes for specific local parties twenty years
ago. "Others" won 23% in 2006.

A Brentford Football Club supporters group (ABeeC) won a
seat in that ward; the Isleworth Community Independents
won there and in next door Syon, and two "Independent
Alliance" candidates won in the west of the borough - a
premonition of the sort of Community Independents more
prominent across London this year.

o=
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Hounslow borough-wide vote shares, 2006 and 2026



Hounslow is a very long borough - and that's not just a
geographical attribute: it is the only way to understand the
electoral chaos that 2026 threw up. By Chiswick Eyot in the
east you are on the edge of inner London. By Feltham Young
Offenders Institution you are on the edge of Surrey, watching
planes take off and land at Heathrow. There is no other
borough in London with such a string of different
neighbourhoods within it. Different physically, different
culturally, different demographically.

That led to radically different political outcomes in different
parts of the borough which collectively look like a chaotic
mess. Twelve wards split their representation, one returning
councillors from three different parties. In Chiswick, Reform
polled less than 8% of the vote. In Feltham and Hanworth,
they polled 27%. Same borough: completely different politics.
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Hounslow can be split into four distinct clusters of wards.
There is the very affluent Conservative stronghold of
Chsiwick. There is very mixed Brentford and Isleworth with a
large younger professional demographic along with
traditional Conservative-Labour battlegrounds. Heston and
Hounslow town is the core of the borough's Asian community
- principally Hindu and Sikh. And Feltham and Hanworth in
the west is the white working-class end of the borough.

These aren't merely handy geographic clusters. As the table
below shows, each votes in hugely different ways.

Feltham & Hanworth 19.9 26.2 8.6 154 27.2

-164  -214 +6.8

Heston & Hounslow 27.6 27.6 8.9 18.1 13.6

+4.6  -26.9 +2.5 +3.9

Brentford & Isleworth 12.5 314 14.9 215 13.5

-72  -17.1 +3.8 +4.7

Chiswick 32.0 24.7 14.0 21.6 7.7

-8.1 -8.0 -34 +118

Varying party performances in different parts of Hounslow

The largest of these clusters is Heston and Hounslow,
electing 22 councillors. And the result here explains why,
despite doing considerably worse across Hounslow borough
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in 2026 compared to 2006, the Conservatives were not
wiped out.

Nine of the councillors elected in these adjoining
neighbourhoods were Conservative this year: no Tories won
here in 2022. Yet more evidence of Labour's disintegration in
these ethnically very diverse West London wards - seen most
obviously in Harrow, then Brent and in patches of Ealing.
There was a Labour to Conservative swing in Heston and
Hounslow of nearly 16% - whereas in Chiswick there was a
very slight swing to Labour - half of one percent.

These were, in 2022, the safest Labour wards. Heston West:
the very safest and the council leader's ward, now split.
Heston Central: third safest, now wholly Conservative.
Cranford: fifth safest - now with two Conservative
councillors. Hounslow West, seventh safest - now wholly
Conservative. The rest of Hounslow borough suffered
convulsions on 7th May, but in Heston and Hounslow itself
there was a landslide.

It's the results in these wards that made me speculate at the
start that Labour may not necessarily recover in Hounslow as
they did after their last bout of national unpopularity. There is
no sign of Labour working out how to regain its support in
these communities; not even much evidence it wants to try.
And there are plenty more seats in this cluster to lose.

Other than the two Chiswick Riverside seats and two or three
in Feltham and Hanworth all the most winnable wards for the
Conservatives are in Heston and Hounslow. If they can
replace Labour as the party of these neighbourhoods, as they
have done in Harrow and as they're doing in those other parts
of West London then, at the very least, they remove Labour's
majority and make it incredibly difficult for them to cobble a
coalition or minority administration together.

Yet things would be even easier if the Conservatives had a bit
more game in wards they used to win handsomely. In 2006
Conservatives won Feltham North by 2:1 over Labour. Spring
Grove was an always-Conservative ward; this year Osterley
stayed Labour quite comfortably with the Greens
threatening to take second place from the Tories.

In Hounslow South, the middle class end of town which the
Conservatives could once rely on, they came fifth this year.
Labour held that one easily despite a relatively low vote
share. For the Conservatives to win fewer votes than Reform
here is dismal: the epitome of the problem they face in
London and more widely in the country.

In the west of the borough Reform was triumphant, winning
eight seats. Though they would have preferred to have fewer
split wards shared with Labour, they polled the most votes in
Feltham and Hanworth: 27% to Labour's 26% and the Tories'
20%. This was Labour's second worst section of the borough,
losing 21 percentage points of support. But Reform took
votes and seats off both larger parties, and Labour also lost
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votes to the Greens. Again, though, there remain six highly
vulnerable Labour councillors at this end of the borough and a
another voter demographic Labour is no longer in sync with.

Finally, Chiswick. There should be nine Conservative
councillors here and there aren't. Worse, the party's vote
share fell to just 32%. That Labour's fell by an almost
identical amount ensured that the Tories stayed in front in
Homefields and Gunnersbury, but lost a second Chiswick
Riverside seat to the Greens. The Green surge brought them
very close to Labour across the neighbourhood and, if the
Tories slip any further then they will be in peril of losing seats
in the other two Chiswick wards.

Labour would have lost their majority in Hounslow had seven
of their voters in Bedfont voted Reform or fourteen in
Hounslow Central voted Conservative. To remain in power
until 2030 Labour councillors will have to show a lot more
discipline than they managed throughout the last term where
a 52-10 majority was whittled to 40-10-8 (with four
vacancies), due to defections.

The Conservatives need a 3% swing to gain Hounslow though
it's likely that if they got close enough the Reform councillors
would prefer them to Labour being in power; in which case
something like a 2% swing would do. The Greens in theory
could win on a 6% swing and Reform on 8.8% though neither
of these scenarios is remotely likely.

Islington 132 119

Why did Hackney fall in a landslide to the Green Party yet
Islington, with it's almost invisible boundary with Hackney,
stayed Labour?

It isn't as though Islington was a more staunchly Labour
borough than Hackney. There was a strong Lib Dem presence
here from the birth of the Social Democratic Party in 1981
through to 2014, running the borough with a landslide
majority from 2002-2006. And at the 2024 general election
half of the borough chose to stick with Jeremy Corbyn rather
than Labour, re-electing their 41 year MP as an independent.

Islington North was always the stronger, more reliably
Labour half of the borough but the trauma of the mass switch
away from the party to re-elect Corbyn had a clear follow-
through in 2026. All bar three of the Green Party's gains in
Islington happened in the north: neighbourhoods like Tufnell
Park, Tollington and Finsbury Park - on top of Highbury

This electoral pattern in itself is interesting because, in the
(long) era when the Lib Dems provided serious opposition to
Labour, their strongholds were the exact mirror of where the
Greens won this year. Look at the maps above: 1998 is almost
a "negative" image of 2026. There are, of course, reasons for
that difference.
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Islington South was the half of the borough where the SDP
split with Labour had the (much) bigger impact, with a popular
MP seeking re-election in 1983. Enough Labour councillors
had also defected to the SDP for the party to (very briefly)
taking control of Islington before the 1982 local elections.
having elected Green councillors since 2014.

2026

1998

Labour, which had its own "loony left" issues in Islington back
in the day, had picked Chris Smith to win the seat back - with
tabloids seizing on the fact that he was the first openly gay
candidate to stand for parliament at the height of the AIDS
panic. Smith only narrowly won Islington South in 1983 and
1987 while the Alliance, and then the Lib Dems began
stringing together council seat wins, starting with St Peter's
and Clerkenwell, then expanding to Bunhill, Canonbury, St
Mary's, Barnsbury and Holloway.

There are actually only very small differences in the
demographics of the northern and southern ends of the
borough, so the explanation as to why the Lib Dems
dominated the south and the Greens were able to seize the
north come down to those long-run political histories: the
Labour SDP split having especial impact in the south and the
Labour-Corbyn split obviously having most impact in the
north.

We shouldn't spend too long on this question but for the sake
of it we should ask why the Greens were the beneficiary of
the fracture with Labour in the north in 2026. After all, wasn't
Corbyn now the (joint) leader of Your Party? Where were
they? It's a question lots of those who had resigned their
Labour memberships since Keir Starmer became Labour
asked, as the extraordinary self-sabotage of this latest
manifestation of far-left politics burst onto the scene and
then imploded. But surely Corbyn could organise enough
support to contest the eight wards in his own constituency?

The answer was: he could not, though a few Your Party-
adjacent Community Independents stood across the borough.
"Independent” is too vague a branding to imprint itself on
voters' minds, especially as there were different clumps of
candidates standing under different banners and not working
in any co-ordinated, effective way. In other words: exactly the
same chaotic mess that Your Party itself descended into.
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So the Greens were able to capture pretty much all of the
anti-Labour surge in Islington with their clearer messaging,
their boost in membership and the fact that Islington was
adjacent to the Green epicentre in London: Hackney.

The Greens polled nine percentage points stronger in
Islington North than South (39% to 30%), though Labour's
support was more even: 35% in North and 37% in South. But
that gap mattered: the Greens led the poll in North - and as a
result won sixteen seats there, while Labour led in South - and
won twenty four seats there. With another eight seats held in
North, Labour held onto Islington, albeit with their majority
slashed from 45 seats to 13.

The Liberal Democrats collapsed dramatically once they
achieved their goal of running Islington from 2002 to 2010:
38 seats at their peak, then 24 seats in 2006, 13 in 2010 and
then zero from 2014 onwards. The only ward in which the Lib
Dems remain remotely competitive is St Mary's and St James
where they polled 21%. But even that share was ten points
worse than they managed in 2022.

Nonetheless, winning one ward and then building from there
is how the Alliance started out in Islington. If the party has the
activists and the activism to rebuild then that is surely what
they must do again.

The Greens need seven more seats to take power in Islington,
and for that they need a 1.6% swing. So again we see how
close Labour came to losing even in a borough that, on the
face of it, they held relatively easily given their national
travails. The Greens need to gain Laycock and mop up the
seats they missed in the five split wards, though Caledonian
offers them the opportunity to pad their majority out a bit.

But there were also four Green councillors elected with
majorities of less than 1%, and a 5% swing back to Labour
would net them thirteen seats. Highbury, Tollington and
Tufnell Park are the Green wards with the largest majorities
but even these aren't secure, so it's entirely plausible that a
more popular Labour Party nationally could produce a 100%
Labour Islington again - an outcome not seen since 1974.
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Kensington and Chelsea 134 113 3

Although losing having their majority trimmed by two
seats, Kensington and Chelsea Conservatives reversed the
rot that had led, by 2022, to the vaguest hint that they
might be vulnerable in their very safest London borough.

Just one seat changed hands: the Lib Dems taking all three
seats in Earl's Court for the first time and after several
attempts. | say just one - but by that | mean, of course, from
2022. Not from the outgoing council. There were quite a few
changes if that's the benchmark, mostly to Labour's depleted
ranks.

Labour has had an extraordinary term, losing seats in all
directions - none through by-elections, all through defections.
They started off with thirteen, and ended with just seven.
Two went Green, two independent, one Conservative and
one to Rupert Lowe's far-right Restore Britain...but only after
a segue via George Galloway's far-left Workers Party! She
stood as an independent in her Dalgarno ward and came last,
the voters seemingly eager to give her some time in a dark
quiet room to work out what her political outlook is.

The voters of North Kensington duly sorted Labour out,
restoring them in all thirteen seats.

But they came perilously close to deciding not to. Golborne -
what should be Labour's safest ward - was held by just fifty
votes, as the party lost almost thirty percentage points of
support. The Greens, who didn't even contest Golborne last
time, polled 37% of the vote with defector councillor Mona
Adam leading their field.

2018 2022 2026

Chelsea Riverside 46.1 40.2 384
Colville 53.8 60.1 37.6
Dalgarno 70.7 58.2 36.1
Earl's Court 23.7 19.0 8.2
Golborne 79.0 70.1 415
Norland 24.9 20.6 14.2
Notting Dale 68.8 710 429
Pembridge 26.3 27.4 9.7
St Helen's 53.6 511 36.2

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

Labour's slump was not confined to Golborne: they were
down by a similar amount in Notting Dale and by 22 points in
Colville and Dalgarno. These are terrible shares for Labour in
some of the least affluent, most ethnically diverse wards in
the country, with among the highest amounts of council and
housing association homes.

And in the more affluent North Kensington ward of St Helens,
just north west of the Westway, the Conservatives came 26
votes short of regaining a seat they last won in 2014. Again,
this was the Greens pulling Labour down: not a Conservative
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revival. But at least Labour avoided their debacle of 2006
when they lost St Charles to the Conservatives; or 2010
when they lost (two seats in) Colville to the Lib Dems.

At the other end of the borough, the only other ward Labour
has remotely realistic hopes of winning also went wrong for
them, yet again. The old South Stanley used to be Labour's
only ward in Chelsea, dominated by the high rise Worlds End
and tenement Cremorne estates.

But South Stanley became a larger 3-councillor ward in 2002
gaining very strongly Conservative streets along the
Embankment, and the ward further expanded in 2014. And
Labour has never won South Stanley's successors. Yet Labour
nearly won Chelsea Riverside in 2018, made no further
progress in 2022, and then collapsed this year.

It was the same story in Holland ward in the middle of the
borough. This is very different territory: there is very little
council housing in Holland. Labour surged in 2018 following
the Grenfell tragedy and the opening of a lot of new private
high rise housing down the borough boundary.

The cabinet member responsible for housing and, therefore,
Grenfell represented Holland and that may have played a part
in the Tory slump eight years ago, even as he stood down
in..well "disgrace" doesn't seem a big enough word for what
he was politically accountable for. After a repeat of the 2018
result in 2022, an 18% swing back to the Conservatives this
year returned their share to a much more typical 70%.

The Liberal Democrats finally - after six elections of trying -
won all three council seats in Earls Court. It's an incredibly
difficult task trying to put down electoral roots in a ward like
this; much of which is high turnover, pretty young, politically
disengaged when they're home - which is seldom - mostly
behind entry phones. And then the other side of Earls Court:
the Nevern Squares of the world: ultra exclusive and
unwaveringly Conservative.

Even after a decade of holding the ward, Lib Dem councillor
Linda Wade could barely pull two colleagues over the line:
both on 40% of the vote with the Tory vote actually
increasing to 34%. It's not a Lib Dem stronghold: it will never
be. But it's still a huge accomplishment to win here - and not
too long before thousands of new homes get built on the Earls
Court exhibition centre site.

Four years ago, the Lib Dems polled well in four other K&C
wards: Redcliffe and Courtfield which adjoin Earl's Court,
Queen's Gate in South Kensington and Pembridge in Notting
Hill. As with Labour's challenge, the Lib Dem vote collapsed
in all bar Pembridge this year.

This is an occasional feature of politics in this borough: very
rarely the Conservative vote will collapse in a particular ward.
Not quite by enough to lose but to suggest that it might
happen next time...only for the Tory vote to rebound four
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years on. It's happened twice now in both Courtfield and
Redcliffe.

2018 2022 2026

Courtfield 66.6 50.1 69.0
Holland 493 531 70.0
Norland 63.0 48.8 58.1
Pembridge 513 411 50.8
Queen's Gate 68.0 535 63.5
Redcliffe 59.9 47.8 59.0

Rebound in Conservative support, 2018-2026

Pembridge has always been just tantalisingly out of reach -
nowhere near as safe as the other always-Conservative
wards but, usually, it's Labour who have been runners up
here.

The recovery of the Conservative vote in what can once again
be regarded as their ultra-safe wards is as bad news for
Labour as their own losses to the Greens in the north. The
results totted-up in both Kensington & Bayswater and
Chelsea & Fulham constituencies were grim for the party, not
yet two years since Labour gained both seats in the 2024
general election landslide.

Chelsea and Fulham vote shares

1.0

Kensington and Bayswater vote shares

422

0.5

The Conservatives didn't do well, at least by historic
standards. Their vote was up by 2.5% borough-wide but from
arecord low of 44%. 46.5% is their second-lowest share ever.

The reason their grip looks much more secure once again is
because they fell back most in wards they don't hold while
recovering a lot in wards they do. They were aided hugely by
the Lib Dem (beyond Earl's Court) and Labour votes
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cratering: down nine and thirteen percentage points
respectively borough-wide. The net result is that the Tories
look stronger: a lot stronger. This feels like the old days have
returned.

The result in Chelsea Riverside is an exemplar. Here in this:
the only marginal ward in Chelsea, they essentially doubled
their majority despite winning only 38% - down a couple of
points. Labour, which had been stuck on somewhat over 30%
for a while, fell to just 18%; the Lib Dems fell from 27% to 7%.

If the Conservatives, Labour and Lib Dems were all down,
where did their votes go? Well, Greens won 15% and Reform
12% - both not having fought Chelsea Riverside in 2022. An
independent candidate from the Worlds End estate also won
nearly 11%. With this seriously split opposition: five parties
each polling less than 20%, the Conservatives' majorities
leapt from just over 100 votes last time, to over 500: again
despite the Tory vote falling.

Reform did not poll well in Kensington and Chelsea,
unsurprisingly. They managed one second place, in Royal
Hospital ward. Perhaps they polled relatively well with
Chelsea Pensioners? Their highest vote share, a little
surprisingly, was in Dalgarno: the borough's far north, but
even here it was below 14%.

Kingston-upon-Thames 34 12 12

For the third election in a row, the Liberal Democrats won
a landslide victory on a declining share of the vote. But, as
has been noted in other borough reviews, it is not the
amount of votes any party wins but the gap between the
winner and the runner up that matters.

In 2014, the Conservatives beat the Lib Dems by eight
percentage points, albeit with the rather unimpressive vote
share of 35%. But in 2018, following the Brexit referendum
and the Lib Dem recovery after their disastrous stint in
government (which cost local MP Ed Davey his seat for a
couple of years), the Conservatives collapsed, losing by
twenty points and holding just nine seats. In 2022 the gap was
nineteen points but the Tories lost another six seats. And in
2026 the Lib Dems won by twenty-eight points, not gaining
any, net. But then they hold all but four of them.

Kingston is literally and figuratively the middle ground of the
three Lib Dem boroughs in south west London. It is not as
affluent or as progressive as Richmond, but it doesn't quite
share the more provincial values of Sutton either. Kingston
voted substantially to remain in the EU in 2017 but not as
substantially as Richmond while Sutton voted Leave.

There is still a Conservative ward in this borough: there are

none left in either Richmond or Sutton. Although the Lib
Dems have a landslide majority (or, in the case of Richmond,
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hold every seat), their hold on Kingston, even today, and even
with that huge lead in votes, never feels as secure as it should
- certainly not as secure as Richmond.

1986 1990 1994 1992 2002 2005 2010 2014 2018 2022 2026

Liberal Democrat and Conservative vote shares in Kingston-upon-Thames
relative to each other, 1986-2026

That the Lib Dems were 28% ahead on only 42.7% of the vote
shows that the Conservative problems are largely self-
inflicted. To be reduced to just 15% in a borough in which
they've polled 74% is an extraordinary collapse, even by
London's standards.

Their ten-point drop in support from 2022 fairly neatly aligns
with the twelve percent Reform won but so what? In 2014
UKIP won 11% here and hardly any of that vote came from
Conservatives (or, if it did, it went circuitously with the Tories
winning back votes from the Lib Dems).

Reform again did poorly in Kingston. To clarify, this is not a
borough it was going to poll well in generally but there are
pockets that you might think they would have at least some
game in, notably white working class Chessington and white
working class Tolworth - both once Labour strongholds.
Bizarrely, Reform stood no candidate in the new ward of St
George's and Sunray, which very loosely might be described
as Tolworth East; but did waste them in Coombe Hill and
Kingston Gate and Tudor: super-affluent wards they'll never
have a shot at winning.

Reform didn't do badly in those southern wards: 29% in
Chessington South & Malden Rushett, 23% in Hook &
Chessington North but only 13% in Tolworth (which, to be
fair was the safest Lib Dem ward in 2022, though it should not
be), but they weren't close to winning any of them: the Lib
Dem bloc was insurmountable.

The Greens had the same issue, just in a quite different set of
wards. Their top target, St Marks and Seething Wells
(seething because they were tidal and as the Thames ebbed
and flowed the pressure made the water froth and churn)
remained their best with a 26% share of the vote but more
than twenty points behind the Lib Dems. Neighbouring
Kingston Town with a fairly substantial student vote gave
them 19% of the vote, again about twenty points behind, and
they managed to replace Labour as runner-up in working
class, relatively ethnically diverse Norbiton, but about twenty

67



five points behind the Lib Dems there - the ward Ed Davey's
wife Emily represents.

The Green Party dilemma in boroughs in which the Lib Dems
have established themselves and become dominant is: why
risk a switch to a more radical alternative that doesn't offer as
much of a change of direction and might let other parties win
in that ward? Just as Kingston may in general be too affluent
for Reform, it's probably too affluent for the Greens as well.

There is one other factor in Kingston politics - albeit one that,
try as it might, struggles mightily to gain traction - and that is
KIRG: the Kingston Independent Residents Group. Alongside
the Conservatives they have two seats on the council,
representing the New Malden ward of Green Lane and St
James's. Their two councillors are interesting. One, their
leader James Giles, has strong links to both George
Galloway's Workers Party and Jeremy Corbyn's Your Party:
not labels one would imagine would prove hugely attractive
in the outer suburbs.

His grandmother, Yvonne Tracey, is the other councillor for
their ward. She is a former postmistress keen on highlighting
the post office accounting scandal which Ed Davey was
involved with when he was minister responsible for the postal
service when the miscounting occurred. Whatever their
wider political allegiances they are clearly deeply interested
in serving their local neighbourhood on this council.

If the Conservatives keep losing Kingston-upon-Thames by
the sorts of margins they have these past three elections
there is absolutely no chance of recovery. But Kingston is a
lot more swingy than Richmond: it's why | remarked earlier
that it doesn't feel anywhere like as secure (even accepting
that Richmond too can swing hugely when the mood takes it).

Perhaps it feels less like an archetypal Lib Dem area: an area
where, at least until recently, people voted Lib Dem just to
defeat the Conservatives rather than with any enthusiasm for
the party itself. That may be unfair and Kingston is perfectly
content with the political colours its draped in. Regardless, for
the Tories to gain the 23 seats needed to regain this borough
they need a hefty 15% swing.

Lambeth 129 126 18

Unlike Reform UK, the Greens didn't really brag about the
haul of boroughs they were going to take in May. They
obviously were going to do very well in Hackney and
Lewisham, but MRPs also put them in with a good shot at
Lambeth too; so maybe this would be the third rung in their
ladder of gains?

It didn't quite work like that, mainly because the electorate

split their votes quite chaotically. Lambeth's political map
now resembles a coat that Harlequin or Joseph might have
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worn: a patchwork of Labour red, Green green and Lib Dem
yellow. Ten wards elected councillors of different political
denominations. But the Greens weren't too far off a majority:
three seats, in fact. And with eight Lib Dem councillors they
had the chance to remove Labour from power for the first
time since 2006.

Lambeth has gone through distinct phases where different
parties have formed the opposition to Labour.

Up until the 1990s the Conservatives were the opposition,
because pockets of Lambeth are affluent and suburban, and
didn't appreciate the left-wing posturing of Labour even as
the inner suburbs were being populated with more
"progressive" voters. As Brixton, Stockwell and Vauxhall
were the Labour strongholds, Streatham and Norwood
returned a lot of Conservative councillors.

The Conservatives won a landslide in Lambeth in 1968 and
were a sizeable opposition group from the late 1970s to
1990. But then the Lib Dems rapidly overtook the
Conservatives and also started stringing a set of northern
Labour wards: Bishops, Princes and Oval, together and then
expanding into Stockwell and, briefly, Vassall (now Myatt's
Fields).

Then, from 2006, Labour advanced rapidly, regaining the
northern wards and winning for the first time the Streatham
and Norwood hold-outs and notching up landslide council
majorities.

But the Greens broke onto the council in 2014, gaining seats
in St Leonard's ward - an affluent Streatham-Balham borders
ward. In 2018 they added seats in Gipsy Hill and Herne Hill,
losing them in 2022. But 2026 was the perfect storm for a
party positioned to the left of Labour.

2018 2022 2026

Brixton Acre Lane 151 18.2 37.8
Brixton Rush Common 23.8 248 453
Clapham East 17.3 20.5 344
Knight's Hill 15.3 20.6 43.0
Oval 11.6 17.8 29.5
Stockwell West and Larkhall 13.7 17.3 29.1
Streatham Hill East 16.6 20.3 415

Green growth in Lambeth, 2018-2026

The Greens won seven wards outright, mostly in the south of
the borough, and have councillors in no fewer than nine
wards split with Labour, as far north as Vauxhall. The Lib
Dems also started rebuilding a consequential group of
councillors, regaining wards they lost to Labour in 2014:
Streatham Wells, Streatham Hill West and Thornton (the old
Thornton ward), Clapham Common and Abbeville, Stockwell
East (where long-time Labour councillor Tina Valcarcel
defected to the Lib Dems just before the local elections) and
Vauxhall and Waterloo - the old Bishop's ward.
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But there were other former Lib Dem wards that this year
went Green. Knight's Hill, Streatham Hill East, Vauxhall and
Myatt's Fields. Labour hung onto Streatham Common and
Vale - the most southerly ward in the borough, on a vote split
of Lab 30.6%, LD 27.7% and Grn 26.5%. That ward held two
by-elections in 2024 which Labour easily held with 50.1% and
46.8% of the vote: a measure of the party's collapse since the
general election.

Labour's performance gets worse the further south you
travel. On the Lambeth side of Vauxhall and Camberwell
Green constituency Labour polled 34% to the Greens 31%
and the Lib Dems' 18% - huge potential for Lib Dem tactical
voting there, but to benefit whom?

In Clapham and Brixton Hill - the middle portion of the
borough, Labour polled 34% again and the Greens 32% with
15% for the Lib Dems. But on the Lambeth side of Streatham
and Croydon North, the Greens polled 34%, Labour 26% and
the Lib Dems 26% - Labour was 98 votes ahead of the Lib
Dems there. Even adding the more Labour Croydon parts, the
Greens polled most votes there (in a constituency that would
have been Conservative until 1997).

Those seats the Lib Dems gained may - who knows? - have
prevented the Greens winning an overall majority this year:
they ended up four seats short. There are an awful lot of
wards where the Lib Dems polled a lot of votes but didn't win:
Kennington (18%), Oval (19%), Streatham Common & Vale
(28%), Streatham Hill East (23%) and Vauxhall (22%). Bar
Streatham Common & Vale, these are all wards the Lib Dems
held in recent memory so there may well have been some
confusion among voters wishing to get Labour out as to the
best vessel to achieve that.

But Labour losing power in Lambeth happens so infrequently
that when it happens the opposition parties don't then enable
them to remain in power, so a Green-Lib Dem
accommodation was pretty swiftly arrived at. Between them
they have eleven more councillors than Labour.

The Conservatives collapsed in the last ward they had the
slightest hope in: Clapham Common and Abbeville, falling
from 25.7% to just 10.7%. The only ward the Tories have the
faintest pulse in - and it's barely detectable - is Clapham Town
where they polled 18.6% (down from 27.5%). But Clapham
Town, while it includes some of the very grandest homes in
that neighbourhood, also has a long strip of council estates
running along the Wandsworth Road within it, and even in
strong Conservative years they could only occasionally nick a
seat off Labour there. There's no obvious path to a
Conservative recovery in Clapham or Lambeth.

There were a couple of by-elections shortly after the May
elections, both in Green-held seats. One was because the
councillor was ineligible for election to the council and the
other had made some comments for which the Greens
renounced her and she quit after winning. The Greens held
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the seat in Clapham Park caused by the disqualification but
the Lib Dems gained the Streatham St Leonard's seat, which
doesn't change the balance of the council.

The Greens need three more seats for a majority based on the
May result, which they'd have won on just 0.3% more of a
swing. Labour needs six seats, which they'd get on a 1.2%
swing. For all their improvement in 2026 the Lib Dems fared
very poorly in most of the borough and they need 24 seats on
a13.6% swing.

Lewisham 140 114

W
Lewisham has long challenged Hackney for the title of best
Green London borough. Yes, Hackney elected London's
first Green councillors but Lewisham had a period where
six Greens served on the council - until this year the largest
Green group elected in the capital.

There was very little in it between Hackney and Lewisham for
the Greens this year. On the council side they polled 42% in
Hackney and 41% in Lewisham. As for the boroughs' mayors,
the better known, more established Zoe Garbett in Hackney
polled 47% while Liam Stravastava in Lewisham won 40%.
They won 42 out of 57 council seats in Hackney and 40 out of
54 in Lewisham - a slightly higher proportion in Lewisham in
part because there is no Conservative enclave equivalent to
Stamford Hill in Lewisham (any more). Both boroughs have
Green voter vaults: Stoke Newington in Hackney and
Deptford in Lewisham.

But there are differences too. Hackney Greens won across
the board: from Hoxton in the south west to Lea Bridge and
Hackney Wick in the east, to Brownswood and Clissold in the
north west. In Lewisham a diagonal line can be drawn from
Sydenham in the south west to Lee Green in the north east.

The northern side of that line is almost entirely Green: there
is just one Labour councillor in Forest Hill and one in
Blackheath. South of the line there are Green councillors but
Labour is stronger: twelve of their councillors to five Greens.
The only ward which declined to elect any Green councillors
was the sprawling council estate ward of Downham which
runs along the borough boundary with Bromley (and which
Bromley went to no end of machinations to stop Downham
residents being able to travel from the estate into Plaistow,
back in the day).

There are also differences in the political journeys the two
boroughs have been on. Hackney. Labour first gained control
of Hackney in 1919 (Stoke Newington, then a separate and
much smaller borough, didn't crack until 1945). In Lewisham,
the smaller borough of Deptford fell to Labour in 1919, but
while Lewisham fell in the landslide of 1945, by 1949 it was
back in Conservative control. It wasn't until 1962 that Labour
began winning Lewisham regularly, but even then strong
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Conservative pockets remained: Blackheath, Sydenham,
Forest Hill, the posher parts of Catford, Grove Park.

The reason Lewisham has this stronger Conservative history
is because the outer parts were developed as exclusive rural
retreats for the wealthy of London. Where they haven't been
demolished and replaced with 1950s apartment blocks, look
at the grand homes along Westwood Hill in Sydenham or on
the crazy-steep hillside surrounding the Horniman Museum
in Honor Oak. But as Lewisham transitioned from being a
rural outpost to an outer suburb to resembling in some parts
aninner suburb, so its nature changed.

Some of those big Sydenham mansions were sub-divided and
became HMOs. Some were sold off to developers and
replaced with mansion blocks. Whole plots of land were
cleared or developed fresh as council estates: the Wood Vale
estate and the Hazel Grove estate, for example. As the
population grew and the demographics changed, the
Conservatives were fairly rapidly pushed out of contention.

There then followed a period of Labour hegemony lasting
thirty years, from 1994 to 2026. Even in 2006, Labour's last
meltdown year, they remained by far the largest party on the
council and, in any event, easily retained the mayoralty. But
those were the days when opposition to Labour was divided
not just between the Conservatives, Lib Dems and Greens but
also a variety of far left groups, most notably Socialist
Alternative, strong enough to win council seats in Telegraph
Hill.

It also included Lewisham People Before Profit (which polled
well in 2014), the Trade Union and Socialist Coalition (TUSC),
and the Socialist Alliance. In other words, as the parties to the
centre and right of Labour faded out, in Lewisham parties to
the left of them grew - not enough to win, but enough that
they should have been noticed. Hackney did not have this
recent history of factional left-wing parties standing.

It's not obvious Labour did pay much attention to their left
flank - not when they were easily winning mayoral races and
sweeping every seat on the council (which they did in 2014,
2018 and 2022). Again similarly to Hackney, the party
appeared to become very complacent, treating voters with a
degree of contempt and elections as boring necessities to
intersperse their divine right to run Lewisham.

Just as, in Hackney, the elected mayor was forced to quit in
disgrace shortly after being returned in 2022, there was a
mayoral by-election in Lewisham when Damien Egan was
selected to stand for parliament in the Bristol seat of
Kingswood in 2024. This wasn't a necessary by-election: it
was a Labour activist climbing the greasy pole on the backs of
Lewisham voters. And then his successor, Brenda Dacres, did
exactly the same, getting appointed to the House of Lords by
Keir Starmer. It hardly suggests that Labour had any
commitment to Lewisham residents other than when pesky
elections intervened and they needed a rubber stamp.

The 2026 council elections: London

Labour selected Blackheath councillor Amanda De Ryk but
she had very little time to establish herself borough-wide and
very little to campaign on that Labour hadn't promised
before. The Green candidate was Liam Srivastava, a Labour
councillor for New Cross who defected, along with Evelyn
councillor Hau Yu-Tam (and later fellow Evelyn councillor
Rudi Schmidt) in 2024.

There were some crushing results for Labour in May,
especially at the Deptford end of the borough. Aside from the
23.85% swing in the mayoral election, Deptford (ward) swung
25.25% to the Greens, New Cross Gate 24.75%, Telegraph
Hill 24.8% and Evelyn 22.95%. There were slightly smaller
swings in the wards the Greens won a few elections ago:
Brockley and Ladywell, but only because the Greens had
maintained a much higher vote even when the wards
reverted to Labour. And there were wards like Bellingham:
arguably the safest Labour ward in Lewisham, where the
Greens didn't even stand in 2022, that elected a Green
councillor this time round.

These results were more shocking in Lewisham than Hackney
because the Greens had been making measurable progress
over a couple of decades there, whereas they took Labour out
in one massive surge here.

ONLY THE LIBERAL DEMOCRATS

LAB CAN BEAT LABOUR HERE
43% [N

Cﬂ ‘t M Elections in Blackheath ward are a close contest
' between the Lib Dems and Labour.

The Green Party cannot win here. Every vate for
the Greens will help Labour sneak back in

Voting Lib Dem is the only way to beat Labour.

&- The Green Party can't win
Cons in BLACKHEATH ward.
Result of the 2022 Councll Election in Blackheath ward

Jean, Cllfll and Peter
YOUR LQCAL TEAM

MORE OF THE SAME
with Labour

The last ward to declare was Blackheath, which the Liberal
Democrats hoped to win. But residents had other ideas
despite the Lib Dems' dodgy bar-chart (above). Two Greens
and a Labour councillor were eventually elected.

There remain some faint Lib Dem targets in Lewisham. They
didn't lose by a huge amount in Blackheath. In neighbouring
Lee Green they polled 18%. And in Catford South, they won
22%. But the Greens surged past them in all three. Unless the
Greens prove too divisive and incompetent there is unlikely
to be any prospect of Liberal Democrat fortunes in Lewisham,
especially with the foil of a Labour government for the
Greens to play off.

Labour is by no means out of contention in Lewisham: that
would have been a leap too far for a borough so firmly in
Labour's grip until it suddenly wasn't. They need fourteen
seats to win back the council (and with this seeming to be the
last term for a mayoralty heading for abolition) and for that
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they need a 4% swing. But the days of Labour sweeping clean
the electoral map are probably over for good - something
that's great for local residents who did not thrive under a one-
party state.

Merton 132 7119 18 12
There are boroughs that are characterised by deep political
polarisation. Croydon, with its Labour (and now partly
Green) north and its Conservative south. Labour
Hammersmith versus Conservative Fulham. Labour Hayes
and Harlington versus the rest of Hillingdon. But Merton,
whether viewed politically or economically is among the
starkest.

On the one hand: exclusive, affluent if not opulent
Wimbledon Village, Wimbledon Park, Wimbledon Hillside
and Raynes Park. On the other: Mitcham with its working
class neighbourhoods, its council estates and modest
terraced streets, its substantial Muslim population and
unfashionable suburbs.

Even when the Conservatives were competitive in Mitcham
up until the mid 1990s, its was a brasher type of Thatcherite
Conservativism compared to the gentile high-Toryism up the
hill. From 1990, when Labour won control of Merton for the
first time ever, the political divide was clear: Conservative-
voting north, Labour-voting south.

Fast forward to today and things are essentially the same -
except that the Liberal Democrats have supplanted the
Tories as the party of the north.

The Lib Dems were pretty confident - at least outwardly - of
winning control of Merton this year. In part they had to be as
Merton was the only London borough they had any chance of
gaining. But their confidence was also based on the advance
they had made in the borough in the 2022 local elections and
2024 general election, and their expertise in running local
election campaigns.

Winning Merton, though, was never a probability for the Lib
Dems, at least in one go. They may well have broken the
Conservatives across most of Wimbledon (the village and
hillside being the last Tory hold-outs), but taking on Labour in
their phenomenally safe Mitcham and St Helier redoubts was
adifferent kettle of fish for them.

Mitcham and Morden is not a moribund, complacent Labour
Party. Led by its iconoclastic local MP Siobhan McDonagh,
they are a campaigning behemoth making sure they are
abreast of local concerns. Yes, rapid demographic change has
helped turn the constituency from a long-term marginal to a
safe Labour seat, but the foundations of turning marginal
wards into very safe ones came from ceaseless campaigning.
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This is why a Lib Dem gain of Merton was highly unlikely in

2026:
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This chart shows the percentage majorities the Lib Dems
needed to overturn in 2026 to run the council. It was
relatively easy for them to progress a bit: split seats in Abbey,
Cannon Hill, Hillside and Wandle wards with small majorities
to overcome for example. Village ward is a significant step up
in difficulty and then yet another leap to gain Lower Morden
and Colliers Wood, Lavender Fields and Merton Park - held
for years by a residents' association.
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To win those required a swing of over 20% against quite
different opponents to a Conservative Party that had been in
power and deeply unpopular when the Lib Dems had gained
their wards.

As it turned out, even the low-hanging fruit proved difficult to
pluck for the Lib Dems. They were able to snatch the last
Labour seat in Abbey ward (South Wimbledon), and the two
Conservative seats in Cannon Hill (Upper Morden). But the
Lib Dems lost their seat in Wandle ward, the area around
Wimbledon FC's ground near Tooting, and failed to take
Wimbledon Village or the remaining Conservative seat in
Hillside.

Meanwhile Labour picked up a seat from the Conservatives in
Lower Morden ending election night one seat up, net. Self-
evidently, no party can gain control if their opponent that
holds the majority actually expands it. So, yes, the Liberal
Democrats emerged from the election with (slightly) more
councillors, but still ten short of the 29 they need for the
narrowest win.

What the Lib Dems did succeed in doing was bringing down
that huge swing needed to win Merton in 2030 - from over
20% to a still challenging 8.1%. Crucially, they managed to cut
deeply into Labour's majority in Ravensbury, pulling off a
26.5% swing, and making slightly less impressive progress in
Colliers Wood, where they split the anti-Labour vote with the
Green Party.

It isn't obvious that the Lib Dems can break through in Village

ward, where they achieved only a 3.8% swing despite a huge
campaigning effort. Likewise, while they probably won
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Merton Park by a comfortable amount in the general election,
this year the R.A. councillors beat them 55%-10%. In other
words it is critical for the Liberal Democrats that they can put
into play more than one Labour ward - they need at least two
and ideally three or four. But they are far from achieving that.

As a result Hammersmith and Fulham and Merton became
Labour's two best London boroughs in 2026. Not Newham or
Haringey or Southwark but two boroughs that in relatively
recent history were classic swing boroughs which the
Conservatives could challenge for. Yet more evidence of that
secondary theme of the election: Labour doing least badly in
the areas that the Conservatives should be recovering in, and
are not.

For all Labour's headline success in defending - indeed
increasing - its majority in Merton, dig deeper and things
aren't quite so rosy for the party. Their win came off a
borough-wide vote share of just 29%, down from 41% in
2022, and their lowest share since 1982 (when they won just
15 seats).

In Wimbledon constituency Labour polled just 15.5% (which
the Lib Dems won't welcome: that's far too high a figure than
they would want). But in 1994 and 1998 Labour held half the
wards in Wimbledon; they won the constituency in 1997 and
2001 (and came close again in 2017). Labour cannot built a
secure majority in Merton if it cannot win at least one or two
wards on the Wimbledon side.

Labour's majorities fell from phenomenally safe to just plain
safe, though in an election where Labour polled above 50% in
just six London wards, for four of them to be in Merton (and
Cricket Green to be only marginally lower) speaks again to
the impact relentless campaigning can have in reinforcing
support.

2018 2022 2026

Colliers Wood 64.5 55.5 437
Cricket Green 67.2 66.6 495
Figge's Marsh 82.1 72.7 55.9
Graveney 80.8 68.6 52.7
Lavender Fields 69.3 62.2 422
Longthornton 78.3 63.8 51.2
Lower Morden 50.7 43.7 338
Pollards Hill 824 74.1 520
Ravensbury 625 63.7 38.7
St Helier 63.5 59.7 39.0

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

Despite losing a further three seats this year, the
Conservatives in surviving with any councillors can be
considered a modest cause for self-congratulation. That it
should be even contemplated that the Conservatives might
not win Wimbledon Village is extraordinary, but then
neighbouring Raynes Park is only a few degrees less opulent
and the Lib Dems now hold that one pretty comfortably.
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Is there a path to a Conservative recovery? Probably not, at
least in any significant sense, for the time being. It is of minor
note that the Lib Dems failed to advance - may well have
plateaued - in Wimbledon (compared to the general election,
not the 2022 local elections) but they are now securely
embedded in the affluent ex-Tory wards they gained in 2022.

There are three wards the Conservatives didn't lose
massively: split Hillside, Cannon Hill and neighbouring Lower
Morden. The Lib Dems are their opponents in Hillside and
Cannon Hill, Labour in Lower Morden - the only ward in
which Reform polled moderately well. They should also be
able to do much better in Raynes Park than they managed this
year: if award is likely to spring back towards them it'll be this
one. But none will be easy wins and the fact they now need a
massive 15.7% swing to win Merton shows how far, how fast
they've fallen away in this borough.

As in other parts of London where the Liberal Democrats are
the clearly established "none of the above" party, the Greens
could not build themselves into contention. Colliers Wood
was the only ward in which they polled consequentially in
2022 but they couldn't improve on that result, falling back
3%. But they're still not out of it there and, given their
significant improvement in Tooting Broadway ward, just
across the borough boundary, this wider neighbourhood
seems to be more likely to bear fruit for the Greens than the
Lib Dems.

Reform polled almost 11% in Merton but that isn't remotely
enough to be a threat. Either Merton is too ethnically diverse
or too affluent for Reform to thrive so its principal influence
in a borough like this is to stymie a Conservative recovery.

Why does polarisation matter in politics? Well, if Labour's
29% had been spread more evenly across Merton they may
well have lost the borough this year. But by polling just 15.5%
in Wimbledon and 41% in Mitcham and Morden Labour
pretty much maximised the number of seats it could win on

such a low share of the vote.
”n

Newham 126 124 116
Before 2026, Labour had only lost power in Newham once:
back in 1968. Even then they held thirty seats to the
combined opposition's thirty, so kept power on the
mayor's casting vote. 2026 was somewhat similar.

Labour lost control of the council more clearly: there are now
42 non-Labour councillors to 24 Labour ones. But decision-
making power rests with a directly-elected mayor and Labour
held onto that position - ironically thanks to the decision by
the last Conservative government to switch mayoral
elections to first past the post: a decision Labour has now
reversed (just not in time for these contests). With just 30%
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of the vote, Labour's Forhad Hussain would likely have lost a
Supplementary Vote election given Newham Independent
Mehmood Mirza was only 5,300 votes behind. | think it's
more likely that many more of the 19,000 who voted Green
would have given Mirza second preferences than Hussain
under SV. However, Labour won fair and square according to
the system in place: their seventh win since elected mayors
were introduced to Newham.

Nonetheless, Labour only winning 30% in any election in
Newham is extraordinary. In 2022 Forhad Hussain's
deselected predecessor Rokhsana Fiaz won with 56% and in
2018 with 73%. The table of Labour decline in Newham is
remarkable:

2018 2022 2026

Boleyn 73.6 59.8 28.5
Canning Town North 718 56.5 25.6
Custom House 70.2 50.2 247
East Ham 794 63.4 24.5
East Ham South 77.1 64.1 24.6
Forest Gate South 63.0 58.6 26.9
Green Street East 83.9 65.8 31.2
Green Street West 80.5 70.7 28.9
Little llford 88.4 537 320
Wall End 74.8 49.3 20.6

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

What made this electoral punishment beating worse for
Labour was that they had different opponents in different
parts of the borough. Newham Independents did best in
heavily Muslim East Ham; the Green Party in more ethnically
diverse West Ham. Labour did best - or, rather, least badly, in
the south of the borough.

It still takes some getting used to the fact that there is any
opposition to Labour in Newham, let alone a combined
opposition than is larger. In 1986, 1998, 2010, 2014 and
2018 Labour won every single council seat. In the years in
between and since, opposition has tended to mean one,
maybe two wards electing someone different - no more than
that. Today there are just six wholly Labour wards, eleven
wholly non-Labour wards and six splits.

And that wasn't some distortion caused by First Past The
Post: Labour not only won more than 50% of the vote
borough-wide (until 2026 only three times had they polled
below 50%) but ward by ward as well. It was the clear, settled
will of the majority of this big bloc of the East End that they
wanted Labour in power.

But Labour has been getting into difficulties in Newham.
There has been serious push-back over the "regeneration" of
council estates where many more private flats have been
built and housing densities increased. The wider
redevelopment of the borough, especially along the Thames-
side and the Stratford Olympic site in the north, has raised
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complaints about gentrification. The pace of this change has
been deeply unsettling for life-long Eastenders. And the
council has run into financial difficulties, requiring big Council
Tax increases. There were scandals relating to procurement
and organised crime in the run-up to the 2012 Olympics
which lapped at the council's door. In fact 2012 was around
the date that the tide started ebbing from Labour in Newham,
but so ensconced in power were they that they paid no heed
until their vote was in freefall.

Politically, with no opposition parties represented on the
council, Labour became factional and divided. There was the
de-selection of long-term mayor (and before that council
leader) Sir Robin Wales prior to the 2022 elections and his
replacement by Fiaz, far further to the left. But Fiaz promised
stuff she couldn't deliver: not least abolishing the mayoralty
which required a referendum backing the move. She didn't
get it and it left her considerably weaker early into her term.
Fiaz was eventually deselected herself.

The Gaza conflict was another critical moment in Labour's
collapse in Newham given the huge population of Muslims
and others who care passionately about what's happening
there. Although they have a far wider platform than just Gaza,
Newham Independents were able to form a critical mass
because of that conflict and the rampant unhappiness at
Labour's response to it.

Mohammed Mirza, the leader of Newham Independents won
a by-election in East Ham's Boleyn ward in July 2023, and the
party won two further by-elections in the borough as well as
picking up a couple of defectors.

It is surely nothing more than a coincidence but compare the
1968 and 2026 maps of Newham. Ignore the Greens for now:
just look at where the Residents' Associations won in 1968
and Newham Independents won in 2026 - broadly the same
places.

19468 2022

It must be a coincidence because the Newham Independent
wins came in some of the most heavily Muslim wards - wards
which were nothing like as ethnically diverse back in 1968.
Back then this was still a largely white East End. Nonetheless,
perhaps there was still a discernible demographic difference
between the East Ham side of the borough and West Ham.

There is such a difference beyond ethnicity and religion. East
Ham remains largely a neighbourhood of tightly-packed
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terraced streets. West Ham has many more high rise council
estates, stretching from the docks north to Stratford. Labour
evidently did less badly in wards with lots of council estates.

The Greens gained the new Stratford Olympic Park ward in
2022 - award carved out of a massively oversized Stratford in
that year's boundary review. It also contributed much of the
new Maryland ward as well. Stratford Olympic Park is an
entirely new neighbourhood and utterly unlike anywhere else
in Newham. It has the lowest proportion of home owners and
the highest proportion of white British, the lowest proportion
of Muslims and the highest proportion of professionals and
managers (ABC1s).

Over half the ward comprises private renters living in the
blocks built to accommodate the Olympic athletes or
developed subsequently. So, in a year - 2022 - when Labour
was still backed strongly, it made some sense that the Greens
would win a ward that both was new (before the Olympics
this was derelict industrial land) and strongly atypical of
Newham as a whole.

There was a defection to the Greens from among the Labour
councillors too and that was Areeq Chowdhury who would go
on to be the Green candidate for mayor of Newham in 2026.
Unusually for a mayoral candidate Chowdhury did not defend
his council seat in Canning Town, nor stand for another ward
so, once he lost the mayoralty he didn't have any role to play.

But fortunately for the Greens they won fourteen new
councillors. There is a powerful cluster of Green votes now in
Stratford - the party also won both Bow wards in
neighbouring Tower Hamlets and both sides form a
parliamentary constituency. Across Stratford and Bow, the
Greens polled 36%, Labour 26% and Newham
Independents/Aspire 21%.

In East Ham Newham Independents led with 31%, Labour
won 27% and the Greens 19%. But in West Ham and Beckton
Labour just came out ahead, albeit with a terrible 26% of the
vote. The Greens were on 23%, Newham Independents on
19% and Reform on 13%.

Do we have a clearer idea of who votes Green after these
local elections? Well, the two wards in the far south of
Newham are interesting in helping us understand that.
Greens won three of the four seats in these wards, but they
won one significantly more comfortably than the other.

You might imagine that Royal Victoria and Royal Albert
simply split a homogenous neighbourhood - but, in fact,
they're very different. Royal Victoria: clearly the much more
affluent ward, voted Green 39%, Labour 21%. Royal Albert,
with more council housing, many more residents working in
manual jobs and without educational qualifications, voted
Labour 28%, Green 25% - and also gave Reform 20%, that
party's highest share in a borough in which they do not have
much electoral appeal.
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Albert Victoria

Owner occupied 224 23.2
Public rented 35.0 17.4
Private rented 38.1 55.1
White British 20.1 20.0
African/Caribbean heritage 24.2 14.7
Muslim 20.1 14.2
ABC1 44.9 715
C2DE 55.1 28.5
Degree or higher 46.2 68.6
No qualifications 15.3 7.1

2021 Census comparison between Royal Albert and Royal Victoria wards

Newham like all bar five London boroughs, had their council
ward boundaries reviewed prior to the 2022 elections. The
Newham review was quite complicated because Labour
proposed a dramatically larger council of 72 seats. They
ended up with 66. Unlike parliamentary reviews, local
government boundary reviews are based upon estimated
electorates five years down the line. Council officers had to
identify major developments likely to have been completed,
in Newham's case, by 2025.

But the Covid pandemic wrecked house-building in London,
both by killing the physical construction process for over a
year, and changing the economics of these hugely costly
development sites because of changes in how we work.
Newham is particularly exposed here because there was so
much development planned.

By the 2026 council elections the level of electoral
"inequality" (simply put: the differences in populations each
councillor represents) had warped several Newham wards far
beyond usually tolerated levels. Royal Victoria, a 2-councillor
ward, already has an electorate meriting three councillors.
Both Canning Town North and South are 3-councillor wards
that should really only have two councillors. Maryland is
almost the same size as Plaistow South but has one fewer
councillor.

Clirs Electors Variance
Canning Town North 3 7,301 -33.9
Canning Town South 3 6,152 -44.3
Maryland 2 8,543 +16.1
Plaistow South 3 8,938 -19.0
Royal Victoria 2 11,112 +51.0
Stratford Olympic Park 2 8,414 +14.3

Electoral Inequality in Newham, May 2026

It is not typical for council boundaries to get reviewed more
frequently than 16 to 20 years but Newham's may need fixing
after just a couple of elections.

Labour is eight seats from a majority in Newham, and they
require a 1.6% swing to grab them. The Greens need eighteen
seats and a 3.7% swing. Newham Independents need ten
seats and a 2.6% swing. These are finely balanced margins.
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Redbridge 143 19 15 1§5 1

liford North MP Wes Streeting was unable to avoid
crowing about Labour's achievement in holding onto
Redbridge quite easily this year.

After his remarkably close 2024 general election win, where a
pro-Gaza independent cut his majority to just 528 votes; and
thereafter watching those same llford Independents easily
win a council by-election in Mayfield ward, Labour supremacy
was not guaranteed. In Mayfield Noor Begum won there with
1,080 votes (43%) to Labour's 663 (26%) - a forty-five point
fall in Labour's support.

But Labour's hold of Redbridge this year was...how shall we
put this...jammy. Their vote cratered from 54% to 29.8%, yet
they somehow still managed to hold 68% of the council seats
with that derisory vote. In context, in 2006 Labour polled
29.3% but that time won 19 seats.

The difference is the Conservative vote. In 2006 the Tories
were more than ten points ahead of Labour. In 2026 they
were 13 points behind. And that was an improvement on
2022 when they trailed by 23 points. Yet that 5% swing back
didn't net them a single extra seat. They regained full control
on Bridge ward which had split two Labour, one Conservative
in 2022 but then lost two seats in Fairlop to Labour.

There were marginal Labour seats in the north of the borough
in 2022: Aldborough, Barkingside, Churchfields and South
Woodford. None of these is completely out of reach after
2026 but not because of any electoral magic conjured by the
Conservatives. In South Woodford, where the Tories made a
bit of a push, it was the Greens that won two of the seats. The
Conservatives were a distant third. In none of these once-
Conservative wards could you look at their performance in
2026 and assert that they have a realistic chance of regaining
them in 2030.

Other Redbridge by-elections produced considerably better
results for Labour, though. In Wanstead Park, in November
2024, caused by the resignation of Clir Bayo Alaba who had
just been elected an MP, Labour retained, with nearly three
times the votes won by the Conservatives, a ward that was
not all that long ago fairly reliably Tory-voting.

More impressively - and perhaps yet again speaking to the
rampant problems Reform has even in their more promising
neighbourhood with voters ganging up to defeat them - in
Hainault on 1 May 2025 they held the ward by one vote (and
over an independent, not Reform (who were 224 behind).

The circumstances of that by-election could not have been
worse for Labour as the local councillor, who worked for Wes
Streeting, was prosecuted for exposing himself to a girl from
his car. In no neighbourhood is such an act likely to prove
popular but in working class, isolated Hainault? He was lucky
not to be lynched.
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It's a little surreal that in Hainault's relatively recent past it
has elected councillors from the Conservatives, UKIP and the
BNP, yet Reform could not win here - let alone by the
landslide you might expect of such a place. In the Hainault by-
election Labour's vote was down to below 29% so they held
on more by a divided opposition (Independent 28.8%, Reform
21.1, Conservative 14.5%) than Labour popularity. But
Labour won, and the principal objective of those contesting
elections is to win them.

By-elections don't always forecast how the all-out election
(though sometimes they do - see the Sutton profile) will go: in
May Reform did win two of the three seats in Hainault and
the Greens won Wanstead Park. And the by-elections did all
show that Labour's vote would plunge in May.

When it came to these local elections, lIford and Redbridge
Independents it depends on your perspective how well they
did. They found 42 candidates to contest a 63 seat council,
which is impressive, and most of those stood in wards in
which they should have chances (in other words: any ward
away from the western edge of the borough or Hainault).

lIford Independents appeared to be well organised, produced
decent publicity and were backed by Jeremy Corbyn: another
of London's diaspora of Your Party-aligned community
independents.

Where the subjectivity comes in is whether you think them
winning nine seats is good (for a first-time contestant) or bad.
In fact, it very much looks as though the decision of local
Greens to contest the hugely Muslim wards cost llford
Independents lots more gains.

Why it is that Greens were willing to stand aside for Your
Party-aligned candidates in inner London but not here is
something only they can explain, but in all these inner lIford
wards listed below the Green and lIford Independent vote
share was larger - often significantly larger - than Labour's.

Lab% Ind +Grn %

Clayhall 28.5 33.7
Clementswood 27.1 36.9
Cranbrook 22.9 39.6
Goodmayes 32.1 444
liford Town 29.7 45.9
Loxford 31.7 36.7
Mayfield 34.2 46.0
Newbury 39.7 420
Seven Kings 22.9 35.9
Valentines 31.2 474

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

And that, in essence, is why Labour held onto Redbridge.
lIford Independents won seats in six of these wards but they
won none outright. There are nine Labour councillors that
survived in Clementswood, Cranbrook, lIford Town, Mayfield,
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Seven Kings and Valentines who may well not have expected
to, especially after that landslide lIford Independent win in
the Mayfield by-election.

It'd probably be quite wrong for Labour to draw the
conclusion that their woes in Redbridge are behind them as a
result of these wins. On the other hand, many of the llford
Independent and Green councillors won their seats by tiny
margins: six of them by less than 1%. Labour would win every
Redbridge seat bar the two Conservatives in still-safe
Monkhams on a 6% swing.

When you have ward after ward contested by not five parties,
each receiving a fairly decent share, but six (Lab, Con, LD, Grn,
Ref and llIford Independent) plus whatever extras decide to
throw their hats in the ring, winning percentages are pulled
down so much that the concept of swing almost dissolves.
That's because a party could be left comparatively close to
the winner despite winning a derisory vote that won't
realistically be enlarged enough for them ever to win.

Hence, the Green Party, despite needing a whopping 27 seats
to win control of Redbridge could gain them on what | think
we'll have to call a "notional" swing of 6.4%. The
Conservatives also need 27 gains to win the council - and they
need a 7.3% swing. lIford Independents need 23 seats and a
6.6% swing. But unless and until some of these parties decide
to co-operate and try to unite the large non-Labour vote in
ward after ward, most likely Labour will continue to divide
andrule.

Richmond-upon-Thames 54

When some commentators complained that the Liberal
Democrats had swept every single seat in Richmond-upon-
Thames this year, an aggrieved representative of that
party noted that when Labour had pulled off similar
monopolies in Barking, Lewisham or Newham multiple
times no-one had made an especial fuss.

Indeed, there was almost no notice taken before the election
when the single biggest reason for this Lib Dem landslide - a
reason that made this result almost inevitable - came about.
That was the ending of a pact the party had made with the
Greens for the past two elections: that the Lib Dems would, in
effect "gift" the Greens a handful of seats by only fielding two
candidates in 3-councillor wards. In return, the Greens would
not stand against the Lib Dems anywhere else.

We saw in Hackney that these sort of pacts don't necessarily
work as intended when the Greens stood aside for Your
Party-adjacent Socialists and all those candidates were
trounced. And even in Richmond there is the odd case of the
Green not winning when the Lib Dems did. But broadly
speaking the pact worked well, even if it can be questioned
whether Greens were any sort of opposition to the Lib Dems
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on most issues. If you can't really find all that much policy
difference between the two then, in effect, Richmond has
been without meaningful opposition since the Tories lost
their last seat here in a 2023 by-election.

Why would the Lib Dems gift seats they'd otherwise have
won to another party? It's certainly not the reason political
parties were established: to organise to get your own side
elected and your opponents' defeated. But the great gain for
the Lib Dems was no divided progressive field against the
Conservatives, with the risk that a split could let Tories win.

The Lib Dems took the view that, in 2026, the Conservatives
were so diminished a force nationally, and especially in liberal,
Remain-voting, ultra-affluent boroughs like this, that they
could beat them regardless of how many votes they lost to
the Greens. And even if that did mean a Conservative or two
won - unlikely but not impossible - they'd still face a big Lib
Dem majority, and the borough might actually benefit from an
opposition that had a more different view of how Richmond
should be administered.

In fact this wasn't the first ever Richmond monopoly, or near
monopoly. The Conservatives won every seat here in 1968.
When the SDP-Liberal Alliance first surged in the 1980s they
won 49-3 in 1986 and 48-4 in 1990; and of course 48-5
(Green)-1 (Conservative) in 2022. It's really splitting hairs to
say winning every seat is bad but winning all bar three or four
is reasonable.

Why is Richmond susceptible to such big swings and distorted
results? Critics of First Past The Post will blame the system
and, of course, that's the delivery mechanism. But it's not the
core reason, which is that Richmond is a homogenous
borough: each ward has remarkably similar demographics to
one another. There are no pockets of extreme deprivation, at
least not so large as to deliver sufficient votes to a different
party. So, in other words, if one ward moves substantially
towards the Lib Dems (or Conservatives), most - if not all - the
others will too. And that creates a wave.

It also means that when the voters want change, big losses
occur. In 2002 the Tories gained 25 seats and the borough. In
2006 they lost 21 and the borough. And again in 2018 when a
24-seat Conservative majority became a 24-seat Lib Dem
majority, just as the Tories were looking like regaining a firm
grip on the borough. Zac Goldsmith's Messiah complex and
Brexit saw to that fallacy.

So, the Lib Dems hold 100% of the seats on 49.7% of the vote.
Again, a PR supporter would call that egregious - but | call
winning almost half the vote a very significant achievement.
That degree of strength is something many proportional or
more-proportional systems will struggle to iron out. A
Supplementary Vote or Alternative Vote system would likely
have produced the same outcome. So too would a French-
style two round system.
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These systems exist to draw votes towards the centre from
the extreme (the principle that after voting for the party you
like most you then vote for the one you least dislike to stop
someone you regard as worse from winning) - but First Past
The Post in Richmond does that already, and does it better.

Given that the 2024 general election gave the Lib Dems
exactly the proportion of seats their vote merited on top of
big wins in the sort of councils they nowadays can win, you
might well ask if the party really does want a change of voting
system.

In any event, proportional representation is only desirable if
your view is that proportionality across a whole elected
entity is desirable, or more desirable than any other attribute.
Many advocates of a different electoral system want their
own representatives elected with over half the votes in their
ward or constituency: that is the arguable value of AV and SV.

If you're one of those then 28 councillors won with over 50%
and a further 18 won more than 45%. When you get that
close to half the votes, no two (or more) round electoral
system is going to elect someone else. And | doubt even the
remaining Lib Dems who polled somewhat less than 45%
would have lost either - to imagine they would you would
need to assume that all Green voters in wards the
Conservatives came second would switch their vote to the
Tories. That is...unlikely, even in posh Richmond.

Although the borough-wide Lib Dem victory was thumping in
both seats and votes (the Conservative 18% share was four
percentage points worse than 2022, and that was their worst
ever performance at the time), the Conservatives do still have
some prospects: three if we're minded to be generous.

They came closest in Barnes, losing there by 43% to
32%.Their top candidate there was only 221 votes adrift. The
gap is slightly larger in next-door Mortlake and Barnes
Common ward: 39-25. Given both parties polled notably
lower shares, you can glean that this area is more electorally
diverse than Barnes and, indeed, that's correct: Labour has
won it in living memory, the ward is sufficiently less affluent
to give Reform a slightly less derisory vote and, as one of the
wards where a seat was gifted to the Greens, they've had a
more visible presence here too.

Their third possibility - and this is more of a Hail Mary pass - is
East Sheen where the gap in 2026 was 50.5% to 25.6% but
where, again the top Tory candidate was a bit closer and the
bottom Lib Dem was somewhat adrift. East Sheen was the
ward in those Alliance landslide days of the 1980s that always
stuck with the Conservatives and would have contributed
mightily to Zac Goldsmith's 20,000 majority only eleven years
ago. If the Tories are ever to rebuild in Richmond East Sheen
has to be part of the foundation.

So what of the newly-liberated Greens? Obviously they failed
to hold their five seats. They also, somewhat bizarrely, were
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nominated without any party description, though the Green
logo did appear on ballot papers. The decision to allow them
to do that by election officials is legally questionable but, that
aside, it can't have assisted their candidates so the action of
their election agent makes no sense.

The five Green gifted wards in 2022 were Fulwell & Hampton
Hill, Ham, Petersham & Richmond Riverside, Mortlake &
Barnes Common, South Richmond and South Twickenham.
There should have been a sixth: they were also gifted
Hampton North but voters chose the two Lib Dems plus long-
time Tory councillor Godfrey Samuel.

Unhelpfully, three of the five Green councillors retired in
2026 and a fourth swapped wards to stand in their top target,
Ham. The problem they had was that this is also one of the
safer Lib Dem wards over the long-run; for years the seat of
their council leader David Williams. It's also a vast ward
containing most of Richmond Park, so the communities are
somewhat dispersed around its edges, making it more
challenging to canvass and build a cohesive campaign
message relevant to the whole area. The Greens lost there by
nearly twenty points on average.

There were no stand-out Green performances in all honesty
though they came almost as close in South Twickenham as in
Ham and then Fulwell and then Mortlake and then South
Richmond. You'll notice that these are all gifted wards so the
presence of Green councillors, even if they didn't seek re-
election, seems to have helped boost the party's support.

But the Greens only won in excess of 20% in four wards this
year and, just as electoral gravity applies to the Conservatives
it applies to the Greens too: up against much, much larger Lib
Dem blocs of votes 25% isn't going to win any seats.

It is worth asking whether the Green strategy since Zack
Polanski became leader of pivoting hard to the left and
focussing on a more Corbynite radicalism to gain traction in
inner London Labour wards harmed the party especially in
boroughs like Richmond. You might imagine that an affluent,
environmentally conscious, liberal would find considerable
appeal in a party championing green issues; much less so one
with values that have never been voted for in Richmond or
Twickenham.

On the other hand, if voters believe they're getting in their Lib
Dem councillors values which come closest to the ones they
share since the Conservatives aggressively repudiated them a
decade ago, there's no need to consider a different
progressive party: they are in their Goldilocks Zone. Not too
hot, not too cold.

To win Richmond-upon-Thames requires some of the biggest
swings anywhere in London for each of the - well, as they're
not represented on the council can they really be called
"opposition" parties? The Conservatives, who are probably
still reeling at how far, how fast they've fallen, need a 16.8%
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swing. The Greens need 18.1%. And Labour - no, don't laugh:
they've won as many as fourteen seats in Richmond in the
past, albeit decades ago - need 23%.

It's unachievable. That's why those three wards identified
above matter to the Conservatives: the first step is to get
back on the council and in numbers where a meaningful
opposition is possible. The Lib Dem clean sweep, now the
borough is aware it can happen, may assist the Tories (and
perhaps the Greens too) next time as some of the softer Lib
Dem support this year votes tactically to deliver some
councillors not wearing yellow rosettes.

Southwark 129 122 112

What would have happened if the Bermondsey by-election
had never happened? And why am | asking about a 1983
by-election in 2026? Well, addressing the last question
first, Labour lost Southwark for only the second spell ever
this year. But they only just fell short: four seats short. And
the Lib Dems' took twelve seats.

And so we come back to my first question, because without
the Bermondsey by-election there's a good chance the Lib
Dems would not have ever won council seats in Southwark -
at least not in that part of the borough. The council seats
followed Simon Hughes' epic by-election win: this was not a
case of the Lib Dems building up a lot of support in council
elections and then taking the parliamentary seat. There was
no history of liberalism in Bermondsey - at least in the
modern era: the last Liberal councillors were defeated in
1928.

That doesn't mean Labour would not have lost in 2026 had
the Liberal Democrats never existed here: at least some of
the wards the Lib Dems hold may well have chosen to vote
Green instead. The Greens only narrowly missed out on Lib
Dem-held Surrey Docks and the parties both hold seats in
Elephant and Castle: the Lib Dems in St George's; the Greens
in Chaucer and North Walworth.

The Lib Dems are just over ten points clear of the Greens on
average in North Bermondsey and Borough & Bankside. In
other words, without a Lib Dem presence in Southwark the
Greens might simply have won a majority in 2026. Or those
northern, Thames-side wards might still be allegiant to
Labour.

Labour polled the lowest vote share they've ever taken in
Southwark this year: 34.4%, which was still their third-
highest vote share in London (after Hammersmith & Fulham
and Islington). And their 29 seats is one better than their
lowest representation in 2002 and 2006. But in 2002 the Lib
Dems had 30 seats and the Conservatives 5 (from Dulwich).
Only one ward north of Burgess Park had Labour councillors.

The 2026 council elections: London

Nonetheless, Labour losing its majority in Southwark is an
event of scarcity so, when it happens, the likelihood of them
staying in power is very low. The people have voted for
change, argue the other parties, and change they shall have,
for as long as they vote for it. This was even true despite - or
perhaps because of - a hefty portion of the Green councillors
elected this year being former Labour councillors who
defected during the previous term. Principal among them
was new Southwark council leader, James McAsh.

Labour had a fairly bumpy 2022-2026 term in power,
especially towards the end of that period as a poisonous
leadership election split the group apart. This is a borough
that, in parts, is changing - perhaps far too rapidly for the
comfort of residents. Vast "regeneration" projects that are
eradicating some of the largest council estates in the world
and replacing them with shiny new private tower blocks.

Labour argues this is replacing poorly built, failing estates
that were huge sinks of deprivation with more mixed
communities, a wider Council Tax base and better provision
all round. Critics - especially to Labour's left - call it social
cleansing or gentrification of working class neighbourhoods
with nowhere near the number of council homes demolished
being replaced.

But Labour is struggling to make the financing of this
revolution across the north-centre of the borough work. The
consequence: swathes of the half-demolished Aylesbury
estate almost entirely decanted but, nearly thirty years after
an earlier Labour government turned up to announce its
regeneration, still standing. Nonetheless, Faraday ward - in
which what's left of the Aylesbury lies - stayed Labour in
2026.

In terms of the might of its Labour vote, at least until 2026,
Peckham - the central strip of the borough - was South
London's equivalent of Tottenham. But the Greens succeeded
in breaking into it, winning seats in Old Kent Road ward,
Peckham, St Giles and Nunhead. These wards, especially on
the eastern side of the borough, centred on the Millwall
Football Ground (which is just in Lewisham), are very similar
demographically to New Cross and Deptford: another clump
of wards the Greens surged within.

2018 2022 2026

Camberwell Green 70.5 60.1 43.7
Chaucer 55.2 54.8 30.3
Dulwich Hill 61.7 52.9 39.1
Nunhead and Queen's Road 70.7 53.2 344
Old Kent Road 66.3 59.8 34.8
Peckham 77.0 810 413

Decline in Labour support, 2018-2026

One slightly odd quirk. Until 2026 just one Green had been
elected to Southwark council: Jenny Jones, now in the House
of Lords, had won South Camberwell ward - roughly the ward
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now known as Champion Hill. Yet this ward stayed Labour in
2026 - maybe because it is the ward of former Labour council
leader Sarah King, who finished a long way ahead of everyone
else there.

It was the election of ClIr King that caused the big bust up in
the Labour Group. When Southwark leader Kieron Williams
decided to stand down a year before the elections, the Labour
Group narrowly elected left-wing Goose Green councillor
James McAsh to replace him. After complaints about proxy
votes being cast irregularly, Labour re-ran the election and
McAsh lost to King.

This provoked three councillors to refuse to vote for King in
the full council meeting confirming her election as council
leader and the resignation of group chair Kath Whittam from
the party.

Over the next month three more councillors left Labour -
including McAsh, and Whittam eventually joined too. Two
other councillors became independents. Of these, McAsh,
Whittam and Reginald Popoola - who represented Nunhead
but had to stand in Rye Lane because the Greens had already
selected candidates for his old ward - were re-elected in May.

It's not obvious that these councillors' time as councillors and
party-switching was of much benefit to the Greens: Whittam
came third in Rotherhithe, just 72 votes ahead of Labour,
Popoola third in Rye Lane, 48 votes ahead, and McAsh second
in Goose Green - the old East Dulwich ward - surely the
archetype of somewhere that would elect Green councillors.
In fact Goose Green voted Green 39%, Lib Dem 28% and
Labour 25%: 92% for "progressive" parties while Reform UK
polled just 4% and the Conservatives 3.5%.

Labour's best wards were scattered across the borough but
arguably affluent Dulwich was their most successful set,
stringing together Dulwich Wood, Dulwich Wood, Champion
Hill and one seat in Dulwich Hill. Dulwich Village routinely
posts the highest turnouts in London council elections: 61.5%
in 2026 (60.5% in 2022), in part because this ward has been
marginal and won by three different parties, in part because
very affluent wards which aren't so safe as to be hopeless
tend to vote in larger proportions than poorer ones
irrespective of how competitive they are.

Labour also held a cluster of three wards on the Camberwell-
Kennington-Walworth border: Faraday, Camberwell Green
and Newington. Labour holding Newington, which was a fairly
strong Lib Dem ward when they were dominating the north of
the borough, means that three different parties represent
Elephant and Castle: Labour here, the Greens in North
Walworth and Chaucer and the Lib Dems in St George's.

Finally, Labour sustained losses to both the Lib Dems and
Greens in Bermondsey after three elections of prising the Lib
Dems out of the north. Rotherhithe split, two Greens and one
Labour, the Lib Dems regained a seat in London Bridge and
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West Bermondsey - the ward that includes The Shard, as well
as holding North Bermondsey, Borough and Bankside and
Surrey Docks, while Labour held South Bermondsey, where
the opposition vote was heavily split between the Lib Dems
and Greens.

As for the Bermondsey and Old Southwark constituency,
returning to where we began this narrative, the Liberal
Democrats emerged from this chaotic election with the most
votes: 9,276 or 28.4%. The Greens came second with 8,640
(26.4%) and Labour third with 8,140 (24.9%). We'll have to
wait and see whether confrontational and factional Labour
MP Neil Coyle - another one who can start a fight in an empty
room - has the capacity to attract votes back to him at the
general election.

More shockingly the Greens won most votes in Peckham
constituency: 13,005 to Labour's 12,371 (the Lib Dems are
not competitive here), while the six Dulwich wards which are
now split between two other constituencies gave Labour a
9,570to 8,057 lead over the Greens (37.5% to 31.6%).

As for the outcome on the council, Labour finished two seats
short. The two Green councillors with the smallest majorities
are in Old Kent Road ward, who won by 31 (0.6%) and in St
Giles, with a 65 vote (1.3%) majority. So Labour needs a 0.7%
swing to win those two. But they were less than 5% behind in
a further twelve Green and Lib Dem seats.

The Greens need ten more council seats to administer
Southwark without the Lib Dems, and a 1.8% swing to gain
them. One of the ten is held by the Lib Dems. A further eight
seats have majorities of less than 5%.

Despite the Lib Dems' slight recovery they have fallen back a
long way since their glory days of the 1990s and early 2000s.
Even then they couldn't put together enough seats to win a
majority: they needed Conservative support to run the
borough. Today they need twenty seats for a majority on the
council which would require a 12.4% swing.

Sutton 51 12 11 1
Occasionally, a council by-election illuminates the
electoral reality that's heading our way in the all-out
elections rumbling down the track. One such took place in
Sutton's Carshalton South and Clockhouse ward in May
last year.

In that seat, in one of Sutton's many split or marginal wards,
the Lib Dems gained thirteen percentage points and the
Conservatives lost nineteen. The reason for the Tory collapse
was the debut of Reform which took about 45% of the 2022
Conservative vote. Meanwhile so-called "progressive" voters
wanting to guarantee Reform (and the Conservatives) didn't
win, lined up behind the Liberal Democrats, knowing they
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were the only centre-left party that could win. Labour fell to
just 2.8% and the Greens 2.5% - their 12.7% combined decline
almost matching the Lib Dems' gain.

In May, what had happened in that by-election happened
across Sutton. The Conservatives lost all twenty of their 2022
council seats and their vote almost exactly halved to just 17%
(their previous lowest vote share borough-wide being 25%).
Reform went, as they used to say on the Chart Show,
"Straight In" at 19%.

Whatever happened on the left of the ledger doesn't really
matter with the right-of-centre vote so deeply divided: Lib
Dems could have polled 35%, 45% or 55% and they'd have
won a near clean sweep. That's because, of course, what
matters isn't just vote share - it's the gap between the winner
and the closest loser.

In the event, the Lib Dems polled 44%, up from just 37% in
2022. But the gap? In 2022 they were just 3.1% ahead of the
Conservatives. In 2026: 26.6% ahead of the Conservatives
and 23.8% ahead of Reform. So a Lib Dem council majority of
two was transformed into one of 47 (on a 55-seat council).

Anyone who voted Reform cannot complain about the
outcome: they put the gesture politics of voting for what they
regarded as a purer embodiment of their views than voting
out a tired, pretty unpopular and internally divided Lib Dem
administration that had run Sutton since 1990.

Except, of course, that they didn't even get what they voted
for: the only area Reform had sufficient strength to win was
St Helier. Two seats. All they got in those eight wards that had
Conservative councillors is that they're now represented by
Lib Dems, and with pretty healthy majorities too. Reform
voters in Sutton are the Lib Dems' useful idiots.

Sutton's landslide Lib Dem majority now makes this borough
look like the other two the party runs in south west London.
But it isn't. Just look at the "official" opposition: Reform UK,
with their two seat behemoth of a group. Richmond (and
slightly less certainly) Kingston would elect Jeremy Corbyn's
Your Party before they voted-in a Reform councillor.

It is a bizarre juxtaposition that Sutton voted Leave in the EU
referendum yet has a Lib Dem council. But in part, that
explains why the Lib Dems won so easily this time around.
Progressive voters in Sutton, well aware of the borough's
choice to leave the EU, perhaps also aware that the Lib Dems
were getting re-elected on diminishing shares of the vote, and
more or less the luck of the draw these last two times, had a
real fear that Reform could poll very well there - and a real
determination to stop that from happening.

So, just as in that Carshalton South by-election, Labour's vote
collapsed: 17.1% down to 6.5%. The Greens gained two
percentage points of support but their Sutton share of 10.9%
was the lowest in London bar Havering's (9.8%). In fact this is
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a misleading Green figure: they grew only because they
contested every ward this time while leaving four wards
uncontested in 2022. In the only ward that looked remotely
promising for them last time: Carshalton Central, their vote
halved, Reform coming second this time.

In part the Greens are weak here for the same reasons
they're weak in Richmond and Kingston. The Lib Dems are
too well established, there's no reason for a new "none of the
above" option, and much of Sutton is simply too prosperous
to flock to a party with the stated intent of taking
dramatically more in taxes off them.

But Sutton is also not a great Green prospect because its
liberalism flows not from the sort of progressivism Richmond
is soaked with, but of the pavement politics sort: Lib Dems
showing all the way back to the 1970s that local issues matter
to them and that they are the best champions to fix the
potholes and SEND delays, to get cycle lanes or help boost
recycling.

Alongside the two Reform councillors elected in St Helier
West, one Labour councillor clung on in Hackbridge (this was
the very safest ward in Sutton in 2022 yet the Lib Dem tide
reached all this way), and an independent - Nick Mattey -
survived in Beddington.

Mattey is an ex-Lib Dem councillor and no love is lost
between him and his ex party, which put in a huge effort to
regain the ward. They knocked out his two running mates
(one of whom, Tim Crowley, switched parties and wards to
stand with him, fruitlessly) but Mattey survived nearly 250
votes clear of the defeated Lib Dem.

Labour had a mini breakthrough in 2022 winning Hackbridge
and a seat in St Helier East, and coming within reach in St
Helier West and Sutton Central: their first seats won in
Sutton since 2002. But they went from their best vote share
since the 1970s when they were the opposition party in
Sutton to their worst ever showing - and were lucky to hold
onto that one seat in Hackbridge in the context.

The Conservatives are in a forlorn position now. If Reform
was strong in the more working class north of the borough
and they were the preferred choice in the south then not only
would their prospects transform but Con-Ref might even
have a chance of winning the borough despite the huge
swings they need in 2030. But Reform split the 2022
Conservative vote equally in every ward making them all
hopeless while the right is divided like this.

The smallest Lib Dem majorities over the Conservatives are
in Cheam, Belmont and South Carshalton (there that ward is
again!) But they're not all that small: high-300s, 400s, 500s.
The closest Reform got, beyond St Helier West, was St Helier
East, then Hackbridge, then North Cheam and then
Beddington (more because that ward's votes are deeply split).
All these wards are in the north of the borough and
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emanating from that St Helier core - so the foundations of a
north-south split are there: they're just very weak and there's
no sign of the two right-of-centre parties being the least
willing to co-operate.

As such, the Liberal Democrats look set to continue ruling
Sutton beyond the forty years they'll have reached by 2030.

Tower Hamlets 133150151111

In Tower Hamlets, Labour was saved from the collapse it
endured throughout London in 2026 - but only because
that collapse came four years earlier at the 2022 elections.
Then, not only had Labour's directly-elected mayor, John
Biggs, been soundly beaten (for the second time) by Lutfur
Rahman but his Aspire Party won a majority on the council
aswell.

Labour has been losing votes pretty much since the borough
was founded in 1964. Early on this was an inevitability, both
because Labour was absolutely dominant and so the only way
was down; but also because it was dominant because hardly
anyone else contested the borough. As politics (slowly)
opened up, with Liberals initially making inroads, then others
joining the fray - until today Tower Hamlets council seats are
among the most highly contested around - the very fact
Labour had credible challengers would lower its support base.

1964 1768 1971 1974 1578 1982 1784 1930 1994 1P 2002 206 2010 2014 2018 20227 2026

Labour declined rapidly from the moment the Liberals began
contesting the borough from 1978, but their real problems
have been around since the dawn of the 21st century. Even
when the Alliance/Lib Dems were challenging them for
control in the 1990s, Labour was still polling over 40%. It is
only since 2002 that their vote began slipping below 40% and
just once since then has it ever climbed back above.

That more problematic slippage coincides with the
emergence of ethnic and religious driven politics. The means
of delivering opposition to Labour has morphed: first it was
George Galloway's Respect Coalition, then a succession of
parties in support of Lutfur Rahman: Tower Hamlets First,
Peoples Alliance of Tower Hamlets and finally Aspire.

Labour has not come close to finding a way to combat Lutfur's

popularity and populism, often finding themselves on the
wrong side to the voters when they've tried twice, for
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example, to block and then scrap the directly elected
mayoralty. The voters stood with Lutfur against Labour,
especially once he returned to power having been disqualified
from office for five years, and that is not a good place for the
party to find itself.

HOW AN
ELECTORAL

T'TOY AT TTOVIT D)

FRAUDSTER
BECAME
MAYOR
(AGAIN)

Labour's vote didn't just decline; it became inherently
unstable, surging then meeting new opposition, believing it
had been overcome only to find it return stronger.

In 2022 Labour lost 22 seats to Aspire and one, in Bow, to the
Greens. But that still left nineteen Labour councillors in
Tower Hamlets: either a decent basis for a recovery in 2026
or a further bunch of targets to be picked off. Aspire didn't
gain any extra votes in 2026: in fact they lost six percentage
points, falling below 30% of the vote. But Labour lost twice as
much and with at least ten of their councillors defending
majorities of less than 6%, further losses were inevitable.

In fact Labour did much worse. To the Greens they lost their
remaining seat in Bow West and all three seats in Bow East,
which was their safest ward with majorities of over 1,400.
The party then lost three of the wards it split with Aspire in
2022: Bethnal Green East, Whitechapel and Stepney Green.

If the Conservatives were recovering in London then Labour
should have been at risk of losing its seat in split Island
Gardens: the tip of the Isle of Dogs loop in the Thames. But
instead Conservative Peter Golds survived and Labour's seat
there too fell to Aspire. Finally, Labour lost two wards it won
all the seats in last time: Mile End and St Dunstan's, also to
Aspire.
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That left Labour with two councillors in St Katherine's and
Wapping, one in Weavers, one in Limehouse and one in
Bromley South, down a further 14 on their dreadful 2022
performance. It would have been worse if the Tories had been
stronger: St Katherine's and Limehouse are both wards that
have voted Conservative in the past - not to mention Canary
Wharf (the old Millwall) or Blackwall and Cubitt Town which
Aspire now hold, a little incongruously. Given how divided
votes are in Tower Hamlets it wouldn't have taken much of a
Conservative uplift to be competitive - but they couldn't even
manage that.

The Liberal Democrats regained a foothold on the council by
winning a seat in Shadwell, the ward with the highest
Bangladeshi population in the borough (53%). Their winner
was a special case however: Rabina Khan who fought the
mayoral contest for Tower Hamlets First in 2018 while Lutfur
was disqualified. She won Shadwell with just 28% of the vote,
afall of eight points since she contested the ward in 2022.

In just two wards: Poplar and Stepney Green did any party
(Aspire, of course) poll more than 40%, and they only
exceeded 30% in another eight. Labour just crept past 30% in
Limehouse and St Katherine's wards and polled less than 20%
in eight.

Labour is well adrift now in Tower Hamlets: less in votes
(they're less than seven points behind Aspire) than in seats.
They need eighteen gains to retake control of the council in
2030 - which if the Labour government holds true to its
decision to abolish council directly elected mayors will be all
that matters - for which they need a swing of 5.7%.

On paper it's slightly easier for the Greens to gain the
eighteen seats they too need to win: they require a 5.4%
swing. But when seats are decided on such low percentage
votes, some of the gaps between what the Greens polled in
2026 and what they need to win are unlikely to be realised
whilst Aspire commands the fierce allegiance of the largest
ethnic blocin Tower Hamlets: Bangladeshi Muslims.

Waltham Forest 131 115 114
All the narrative preceding the elections about Green gains
focussed, understandably, on Hackney and Lewisham - and
maybe Lambeth and Haringey. These are all boroughs in
which the Greens had some history. Meanwhile, a borough
in North East London in which the Greens had never won a
seat was undergoing a quiet revolution.

The Greens surged to power in Waltham Forest, winning a
majority of 2 seats. Ignominy for Labour saw them barely win
second place (in seat terms) ahead of the Conservatives, who
held onto their crumbling northern base and booting Labour
out of the sole seat it held in Valley ward.
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Was a Green win such a surprise though? Perhaps winning a
majority on the council was but the fact the Greens would do
well in this borough, that runs from the edge of Buckhurst Hill
to the edges of Forest Gate - very much semi-rural to inner-
urban, was almost assured.

That's because Waltham Forest contains big proportions of
some of the key demographic groups the Greens have been
attracting over recent months. In some ways Waltham Forest
is like Haringey across the river Lee, except for two things.
First, it has slightly less (but still abundant) poverty than the
Tottenham side of Haringey; second it has gentrified
neighbourhoods not too dissimilar to the Hornsey side of
Haringey - but without an embedded Lib Dem presence. Not
any more, anyway.

Check out any "best places to live in London" guides and the
somewhat weird people who write them will usually put
Walthamstow "village" near the top. Some have also started
including Leyton "village" in the list too. No, we really will not
start to call the place "Awesomestow", thank you.

These aren't just neighbourhoods that have gentrified almost
beyond recognition; they have become populated by the sort
of young professionals that object to the presence of a Gails
bakery (normally the sign an area has made it, at least
according to those London guide writers) because its owners
in some abstract way apparently support Israel.

When we talk about white flight in London, that concept
usually means white Londoners departing the capital. In
Waltham Forest it means the opposite: this is the only
borough in London in which the white British population
increased at the last census.

So, bizarrely, in Waltham Forest you can probably easily find
young professionals recently moved into the neighbourhood
complaining about the gentrification they're complicit in. It is,
perhaps, the end of a stream of nonsensical ideology from a
left that seems to hate itself but make a political virtue of that
self-loathing.

Waltham Forest south of the North Circular is a massive
sprawl of residential terraced streets stretching across
Walthamstow and into Leyton and Leytonstone, though with
added council estates at the Leyton end. There are tens of
thousands of the sort of two-up homes, far less expensive
than the same might cost in Mile End or Canonbury. And
Waltham Forest's gentrification is probably nowhere close to
being over - more likely it might be where Fulham's was in
1980 or Battersea's in 1990.

While the types moving into Fulham and Battersea voted
right, those moving into Waltham Forest vote left. At the
2017 general election Stella Creasey - the epitome of the
woke professional virtue-signalling types moving into the
borough, won a majority of over 32,000, and it stayed over
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30,000 in 2019. This in a constituency the Conservatives
managed to win in 1987, if only just. In these council elections
the Greens polled the most votes in the wards comprising
Walthamstow.

But that is just one section of the electorate that has swung
heftily from Labour to the Greens. There are also the private
renters and the public housing renters, plus ethnically diverse
Waltham Forest. Seven wards have private renters
comprising more than a third of households; in six wards
council tenants comprise more than a quarter of the
population; thirteen have a Muslim population of more than a
fifth. The Greens now represent most of these wards (and, of
course, some of the wards fit in more than one category).

All the Green councillors won in wards that were previously
Labour: they made no impact whatsoever in the Conservative
north. In part that's because they stood aside in a couple of
the Chingford wards in favour of Independents who were
hoping their non-party status could finally wrench these seats
from the Tories. They didn't. But even where the Greens did
stand, they lost by substantial amounts. Chingford stayed
Conservative, and Chingford delivers a bloc of fourteen
council seats.

In Hatch Lane and Highams Park North, all three
Conservative councillors defected to Reform prior to the
election and were rewarded with a fourth placed finish, with
about 14% to the Conservatives' 38%. Reform is perhaps a
more likely challenger to the Conservatives in Norman
Tebbit's Chingford than the Greens but they got nowhere
too: 15% in Valley ward was their high point. If Reform can't
win at the Essex borders end of Waltham Forest they
certainly aren't going to poll well at the Haringey-Hackney-
Newham end. 6% was their vote across Walthamstow; 8% in
Leyton.

No, as in Hackney and Lewisham and Haringey, most of
Waltham Forest was a straight fight between the Greens and
Labour. In terms of votes, things were quite close: 30,830
people voted Green; 27,769 voted Labour. That's reflected in
there being five split wards. In Walthamstow there was an
east-west split with Labour doing better in the east. But the
western side of Walthamstow is larger and the Greens won
seats in all five wards on this side. Leyton was even worse for
Labour, yielding them just two council seats. Waltham
Forest's Lea Bridge ward went Green as did Hackney's.
Leyton and Leytonstone. Cann Hall and Cathall.

And on the same sort of huge swings: Forest 32%, Leyton
31%, Cann Hall 27.55, High Street 23.55%. In Lea Bridge the
Greens didn't even stand in 2022 but polled 40% this time.

Labour may rue the oddities of the electoral system. They
won 15 seats with 32%. In 2006 they won 26 with 30% and
the same number in 1982 with 31%. In part the explanation is
that Labour faced a more divided opposition in earlier
decades; in part the Lib Dems had a very poor distribution of
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votes in Waltham Forest; winning just 19 seats in 2006 with
just 1% less support than Labour. But they can at least take
comfort in this year not rivalling 1968 when they held just
four seats with 30% of the vote (the Tories polled 55% that
year - hence the near wipe-out.

The Liberal Democrats have not been a factor in Waltham
Forest since 2014 when they lost their last six seats. But they
were, throughout the 1980s and 1990s a serious rival to
Labour, winning as much as 31% in 1994. With Conservative
backing they were able to run the council in the minority for
two terms: 2002 to 2010 but, once Labour was out of
government, local support surged to them as a clear signal of
opposition to the Conservatives nationally. The Lib Dems
polled just 5.4% borough-wide in 2026 - and the only
remarkable thing about that dismal share is that it isn't close
to being their lowest vote in London this year.

Although the Greens have an overall majority of just two,
their lead over both other parties represented on the council
is much larger. Labour needs sixteen seats to regain a
majority and they require a 6.6% swing to take them. Just
because the Tories have only one councillor fewer than
Labour does not mean they need a similar swing - because
they have virtually no support beyond the wards they hold.
Their seventeen seats would require an 18.5% swing to win,
and that ain't gonna happen.

Wandsworth 129 128 1

Election night in Wandsworth was the definition of a
roller-coaster. Were the Conservatives about to regain
their long-time flagship borough or could Labour hold on
for asecond consecutive term?

There were counter-indications throughout the count.
Labour held their sole seat in East Putney: a ward was
arguably their most implausible gain in 2022, then lost one in
Battersea Park drawn, they expected, to be safe for them. 54-
year councillor Tony Belton clung on, but only by 79 votes -
though he's survived close results before.

In the end, though, the Conservatives won one single seat
more and with it, Labour's term of office was drawn to a close.
For the third time in borough history: 1986 and 2018 being
the others, Labour won more votes while the Tories won
more seats borough-wide.

For the first time since the early 1980s (if lone independent
Malcolm Grimston will forgive me so describing elections
beyond his own ward), this was not a straightforward two-
party fight. MRP polls since Zack Polanski became Green
Party leader in the autumn of 2025 consistently showed his
party performing comparatively strongly in Tooting. Some
absurd forecasts by the likes of "Bombe" - they bombed -
even suggested a Green majority in Wandsworth. Not quite.
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And the Lib Dems: in Wandsworth, like Hammersmith &
Fulham, a party of travelling salespersons, without a seat on
the council since they lost Earlsfield in 1986. Would they
alight upon a ward they could actually win rather than flatter
to deceive and then collapse? No: though they did almost pull
off the shock of the night by running the Tories close in
Thamesfield, once one of the safest Conservative wards.

When West Hill, in almost an exact re-run of the 2022 result,
finally declared - again choosing one independent, one Labour
and one Conservative councillor, the Tories had fallen one
seat short of recapturing Wandsworth. 29 seats to Labour's
28 and independent Malcolm Grimston. Not quite their
success in Westminster but as near as dammit: they will run
this borough for the next four years, by-elections and
defections notwithstanding.

The Conservatives gained seven seats: two in West Putney
(ignoring the by-election); two in St Mary's, one in Battersea
Park, one in Wandle and one in Trinity. They retained their
sole seat in Wandsworth Town, while Labour did the same in
Balham and East Putney.

79 votes extra for the Conservatives in Battersea Park, or 64
extra for Labour in West Hill and St Mary's combined would
give either side a majority. By such margins are local elections
occasionally determined.

Mathematically, of course, Malcolm Grimston holds the
balance of power. But, as when Labour lost the 2010 general
election but the Tories did not win it, there is realistically only
one way this can work.

For Labour to have retained power, they would firstly need to
keep the mayoralty - and for that they'd have needed
Grimston's support. Then they'd need every one of their
councillors present at every vote; they would also need the
mayor voting on every division, and then they'd need the
mayor's casting vote to win.

That's theoretically doable; but for every vote at every
meeting for four years? It'd make for a miserable time - and
there's no reasonable expectation that the independent
would align with Labour most of the time, let alone at all
times. That fate was made probable by Labour changing
council standing orders not long before the election to
prevent councillors outside of groups (i.e. Grimston) from
being able to move motions and exert any influence in other
ways in meetings: a spectacular and petty own-goal.

The Conservatives, however, may rue regaining power in
Wandsworth. The Labour government has already passed its
so-called "fair funding" legislation, massively reducing central
grant funding of some boroughs including this one, with the
expectation that it will compel a significant rise in Council
Tax.
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Labour managed to avoid rises this year by, effectively, wiping
out the council's reserves. So the Tories again inherit, as
George Osborn did nationally in 2010, a note left by their
outgoing Labour finance supremo telling them there is no
money, plus considerable Labour council borrowing to repay
and all the other upward pressures on council finances.

For a party whose raison d'etre in Wandsworth is low Council
Tax, this is a baleful inheritance. They will need an exceptional
communications strategy to make the electorate blame
Labour not them; or else a financial magic trick I'm not sure
has been invented.

Let's turn away from what the newcomers like to call the
"legacy" parties and look at what almost was.

Similar to their strategy in other boroughs, the Greens almost
anti-intuitively chose Labour's safest ward: Tooting
Broadway, to target. This was not only odd based on the 2022
result but, in two by-elections since the last election, Labour
had increased its vote share to two thirds. Arguably,
Furzedown, Trinity and South Balham wards: all more
affluent and more liberal/environmentally aware, offered a
better Green prospect than Tooting Broadway.

But Tooting Broadway did have attributes that made it
potentially good for the Greens. It has a very high proportion
of private renters. It is quite ethnically diverse. The fact that it
is not affluent is helpful in the sense that it is full of cost-of-
living strugglers. It has high numbers of young graduates
(a.k.a. ex-students) who are motivated by a wide-spectrum
left-wing social and economic agenda. Labour locally has tried
to lean as far as it can in their direction but it could never out-
radicalise a party free of all constraints of elected office and
limitations of political reality.

The largest chunk of Tooting Broadway came from the old
Graveney ward, which for years was the best Lib Dem
prospect in Wandsworth. Does an area with a history of
political non-conformism ever shake it off, even three
elections on from the Lib Dems' collapse in Graveney? Sure,
the insurgent this time was different: but it's the instinct to
rebel against the dominant party that perhaps gets imprinted
on award.

Incidentally, the last Lib Dem candidate who came close to
winning Graveney, Stephanie Dearden, stood this year in
Tooting Broadway for Reform UK.

Anyhow, the Green targeting, questionable as it was, almost
worked. Their vote in Tooting Broadway more than doubled:
from 16% in 2022 to 35% this year. Labour crashed from 60%
to 42% and, in the third seat Rex Osborn held on by just 51
votes (1%). If they'd targeted Furzedown, or Shaftesbury and
Queenstown - both wards in which they'd have started from a
(slightly) higher base - might they have councillors today?

84



The Greens performed reasonably well in these
aforementioned wards: 26% in Furzedown and in Shaftesbury
& Queenstown; 29% in Tooting Bec, 23% in Falconbrook
(where Labour council leader Simon Hogg lost more than
twenty percentage points of support in a ward with loads of
new high-rise homes being built) and 21% in Nine Elms. If
Wandsworth was not still, principally a two-party borough; if
other parties were more competitive and the big two had
lower vote shares in the right places, the Greens could
perhaps have won with those sorts of numbers. But it is and
they didn't.

The Lib Dems almost pulled off an extraordinary win in
Thamesfield: Putney's riverside ward. Thamesfield has been
Conservative since 1978, it's the ward Tory council leaders
Paul Beresford and Eddie Lister represented and, only going
back eight years, they won over half the votes here.

This is largely incredibly affluent but pretty liberal Putney,
stretching from the huge villas ringing Putney Common in the
west to the new high-rise neighbourhood east of
Wandsworth Park. It's also fairly politically engaged and the
current local issue to antagonise its residents has been
changes TfL and the Labour council made to the road junction
at Putney Bridge. This resulted in severe traffic jams along
Putney High Street, Lower Richmond Road and Putney
Bridge Road. Is that what drove votes towards the Lib Dems
in Thamesfield?

Maybe, and perhaps this was the straw that almost broke the
camel's back after the cumulative disappointments of the
Conservatives, nationally and locally. Brexit, the Johnson and
Truss era did not sit well with Thamesfield voters. Yet the
Conservatives survived comfortably during those turbulent
times so why now would they struggle? The Lib Dems surged
from 14% to 30% and the Tories slid from 43% to 34%. The
closest Tory councillor to defeat survived by just fifty (0.7%).

The Lib Dems also came fairly close in Southfields, something
they seem to do every few election cycles without ever
winning. The last time was 2006 though this iteration of the
ward should be somewhat better for the Lib Dems than the
old, much larger, Southfields with its council estates in the
north. The party hoped that their huge advances in
neighbouring Wimbledon might boost them this side of the
borough boundary - and maybe it did, but not by enough.

There is a big difference between Merton's Wimbledon Park
ward - now Lib Dem, and Southfields. That is that Labour
were never strong in much of the former, which covers
swathes of extremely affluent Wimbledon hillside around the
tennis club. They are much stronger here, in the Southfields
"grid" and the long streets leading to Earlsfield. Even in a grim
year for Labour - and the same thing happened in 2006 - they
have a core vote the Lib Dems haven't found a way of
cracking. Outcome: the Tories won a larger majority this year
thanin 2022 over Labour.
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Some forecasting sites suggested the Lib Dems' best chance
in Wandsworth was the still emerging new ward of Nine Elms,
presumably based on a fairly close second place in its
inaugural contest four years ago. Back then, Nine Elms had
hardly any electors: just 2,847, so most of the voters this time
were new, making forecasting here even more of a fool's
errand than in more settled neighbourhoods.

In the event the Lib Dems collapsed in Nine Elms - partly, |
suspect, because they knew this wasn't where they should
target their efforts this year, partly because it is so hard a
ward to campaign in: virtually every property is behind
controlled entry and concierge systems. This time the Greens
became the principal opposition, but the Conservatives
effectively doubled their majority. This despite one of their
outgoing councillors defecting to Reform UK. He stood and
came seventh with 9.5%.

So let's talk about Reform. Hardly unexpectedly, given the
borough's demographics, they polled very weakly here. Their
highest share was just 14% in Roehampton; the ward in which
Leave probably won its highest (though still losing) share in
the EU referendum. Nowhere else did Reform exceed 10%.

But this poor showing was still more than enough to deny the
Conservatives a majority in likelihood. The Reform vote
exceeded Labour's majorities in Balham, Battersea Park, East
Putney, Trinity, Wandle and West Hill and, bolted onto the
Conservative share would have maybe made Roehampton
and Shaftesbury & Queenstown close, even accepting that far
from all Reform voters are former Conservatives.

When Malcolm Grimston resigned from the Conservative
group in 2014 after representing West Hill as a Tory for
twenty years, he must have at least harboured doubts that an
independent could win: none had done so before. In 2018 he
won with over 4,000 votes - an extraordinary achievement,
especially in that large, diffuse ward; and essentially achieved
identikit results in 2022 and 2026.

Now, from being just one of 58 councillors, he holds the
balance of power. If this were to be his last term as a
councillor, it's a mighty fine way to conclude his service to the
borough.

Westminster 132 122

The Conservatives see the City of Westminster as a local
authority they should run almost as of right: the heart of
government and faith, with responsibility for some of
London's most prestigious neighbourhoods: Belgravia,
Knightsbridge, Mayfair, St James's, Victoria, Pimlico,
Marylebone and St John's Wood to list just a few.

In 2026, they regained power after a four year Labour

interregnum they will hope was anomalous. But, while they
are back with a majority large enough to administer for four

85



years, the Conservative performance was on a par with that
of Wandsworth - it's just that a handful more seats landed on
their side of the line.

The Conservatives had been favourites to regain
Westminster for a while. Labour had the misfortune of having
to defend seats in two of its most marginal wards: Vincent
Square (following the death of its sole councillor) and West
End, following the election of one of their three councillors as
MP for Bournemouth West at the 2024 general election.
They lost both - not massively, but clearly enough, despite the
entrance of Reform not exactly helping Conservative
prospects. Labour lost a second West End councillor, Paul
Fisher, who defected to the Conservatives and was re-elected
under his new colours there this year. So Labour's 2022
majority of eight seats had been whittled away to just two by
the time of the election.

The Conservatives didn't have things all their own way
though. In 2025 Lancaster Gate councillor Layla Cunningham
defected to Reform, becoming the party's first London
councillor (they'd have to wait a few more months to get their
first councillor elected under their banner, in Bromley
Common). She proved quite a media magnet and was to
rapidly go on to be Reform's London mayoral candidate for
the 2028 election. Later, Abbey Road Conservative councillor
Alan Mendoza crossed the council chamber to form a Reform
group in Westminster. Cunningham did not defend her seat,
Mendoza did but lost by over 700 votes.

The Green Party, meanwhile, decided to fight Labour hard in
its very safest enclave of North Paddington: that "near-
Kamizake" strategy | described in the introduction. In 2024,
there had been a by-election in Harrow Road ward - the
middle of the three Labour fortresses around and north of the
Westway: another caused by the election of a councillor to
parliament (this time Tim Roca, MP for Macclesfield).

In that election, not long after the general election, Labour's
vote share fell almost thirty points. They still won, easily, but
Labour does not normally poll below 50% in Harrow Road -
this time they won just 44%. The Greens, who hadn't even
stood here in 2022, took 21% and George Galloway's
Workers Party a further 14%. Combined, their vote was just
112 votes behind Labour's.

Harrow Road became the top Green target in Westminster in
2026, though they also invested as much effort as they could
muster in the adjoining wards of Queen's Park and
Westbourne. All three of these wards have never been
remotely winnable by anyone other than Labour, which won
with shares of 73%, 76% and 69% in 2022. But the Greens
were banking on a huge collapse in Labour support in
ethnically diverse, deeply deprived wards with vast amounts
of council and housing association homes in them. And they
campaigned hard.

As the headline result shows, they didn't win any seats. But
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that doesn't mean their effort was futile because they only
missed out in Harrow Road by 16 votes; in Queen's Park by
142 and in Westbourne by 178. They were 215 adrift in the
fourth northern Labour fiefdom: the Marylebone ward of
Church Street. If the Greens can bed-in their huge advance in
votes and members over the long run, and convert even more
of their membership into campaigners and candidates then
these are no longer wards on which Labour can bank. Or,
alternatively, the Labour majorities will rebound in 2030,
either because the party is back in opposition nationally or
Andy Burnham has rebuilt their support in inner city London.

But what was the consequence elsewhere in Westminster of
Labour being forced to campaign in wards it's largely taken
for granted for decades? If you take these results as the
answer, it was seats lost in Labour - Conservative marginals:
in Hyde Park, Lancaster Gate, Bayswater, Little Venice and
West End (already counting their loss of Vincent Square).

But it's a little more complicated because there was not a
wholesale abandonment of Labour in these wards where it
was the Tories, not the Greens, that the party was facing. That
Labour could retain a seat in Hyde Park ward, and retain
councillors in Lancaster Gate and Bayswater demonstrates
that. These are incredibly affluent - in some corners opulent -
wards that were, until 2018, comfortably to safely
Conservative.

The Conservative recapture of Bayswater was somewhat
surprising given how easily Labour gained it in 2022, but even
here look at what happened: Labour down over twenty
percentage points, the Conservatives only up four. The
Greens polled 14% and Reform eight. In Lancaster Gate, the
Tory vote fell more than Labour's, keeping the ward split: 2
Labour, 1 Conservative. The Tory vote also fell in Hyde Park,
though here by nowhere near as much as Labour's. Still,
Labour kept hold of one seat by 40 votes.

In other words, the Conservatives sputtered and wheezed to
victory behind the wheel of a Reliant Robin, not sweeping
back into City Hall in a gleaming Rolls Royce. Back in power
more because of the votes Labour lost to its left than to any
enthusiasm for their own cause. Had it been otherwise, they'd
surely have gained Pimlico South (the Churchill Gardens and
Tachbrook estates plus Dolphin Square). They lost here by 42
votes. They'd win West End which, yes, includes Labour-
leaning Soho and Fitzrovia but is, at its core, Mayfair
(remember: the poshest square in Monopoly!) with more than
40%.

One of the themes of these elections was the Conservatives
hunkering down in the wards they hung onto in 2022. But in
Westminster that was less true: the Tory vote fell
everywhere: by more than eleven points even in
Knightsbridge and Belgravia (following a near-20 point fall
there in 2022). They polled 85% in this ward as recently as
2006: this year 50%. The Conservative vote fell everywhere:
it's just that Labour fell by more.
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Of course, the reason the Tories slipped even further (eight
percentage points further) from their dismal 2022
performance was the debut of Reform UK, which polled 11% -
slightly better than they managed in Camden, Wandsworth or
Kensington & Chelsea. But, even assuming - which we cannot
- that all Reform voters are second-choice Conservatives, we
still get a glimpse of the swing away from the right in
Westminster. Combined, these two parties' votes amount to
44.5%.

That's only higher than Conservative shares since 2010: it's
substantially lower than at any election bar 1986 prior to that
year. Labour's vote, in comparison is not historically low and,
if conducting the same dodgy sum on the left, combining their
share with that of the Greens, we see just how finely balanced
Westminster now is as an electoral entity: 43.4 for the left,
44.5 for the right.

The other problem the Conservatives have is that the
electorate in Westminster continues to evaporate - and it's
more of their vote that is disappearing. The only wards that
grew between 2022 and 2026 were Labour-held, and then by
relatively small amounts. Bayswater lost nearly 600 voters,
Knightsbridge & Belgravia, and West End 400, the two
Pimlico wards 300 apiece. These are not vast falls individually
but they amount to thousands across a borough: over 3,000
in Westminster in just four years.

Hyde Park ward is more than 20% smaller than the borough
average (presumably because development of the huge
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Paddington Basin housing scheme stalled during Covid and
momentum hasn't been recovered); Queen's Park is 16%
larger. This isn't yet such egregious electoral inequality as to
merit a boundary review - it's simply that there is a seemingly
inexorable trajectory that will be to the detriment of the
Tories when such a review happens.

The city has been losing electors for years, even as London
has grown at pace. For the Conservatives, whose win was
narrow and whose majority is precarious, Labour wards
growing while their wards shrink is not a happy proposition.
Let's just hope that their attempted fix isn't a Mark Il
Designated Sales [Homes for Votes] policy!

Before | start a moral panic with that flippancy, such a policy
wouldn't work again, even if they did try it, which they would
not. But they do need to find a way of reversing this long-run
slippage of their vote if they can't get the normal way of so
doing: winning voters over to their cause, to work.

These factors all give Labour, despite their defeat, more cause
for optimism in the longer term than the Conservatives. The
Tories led by less than three points city-wide, and this time
the vote share totals weren't distorted by the massive pile up
of Labour votes we normally witness in North Paddington: it's
afar more representative spread of votes.

If Labour is out of government by 2030 they have every

chance of flipping the six seats needed to regain the majority:
afeat that requires a swing of just 3%.
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Overview of the 2026 results: seats won

Note: change figures may not tally because of council size changes

Barking & Dagenham 0 38 -13 0 4 +4 9 +9 0 51
Barnet 31 +10 31 -11 0 1 +1 0 0 63
Bexley 29 -4 9 -3 0 0 7 +7 0 45
Brent 11 +6 26 -23 11 +8 9 +9 0 0 57
Bromley 35 -1 8 -4 6 +1 0 6 +6 3 -2 58
Camden 3 30 -17 10 +6 11 +10 0 1 +1 55
Croydon 28 -5 30 -4 2 +1 8 +6 2 +2 0 70
Ealing 5 46 -13 13 +7 5 +5 0 1 70
Enfield 31 +6 27 -11 0 5 +5 0 0 63
Greenwich 6 +3 35 -17 0 13 +13 1 +1 0 55
Hackney 6 +1 8 -42 0 43 +41 0 0 57
Hammersmith and Fulham 12 +2 38 -2 0 0 0 0 50
Haringey 0 21 -29 8 +1 28 +28 0 0 57
Harrow 42 +11 12 -12 0 0 0 1 +1 55
Havering 0 -23 2 -7 0 0 39 +39 14 -9 55
Hillingdon 32 +2 16 -7 0 1 +1 4 +4 0 53
Hounslow 17 +7 32 -20 1 +1 3 +3 8 +8 1 +1 62
Islington 0 32 -16 0 19 +16 0 0 51
Kensington and Chelsea 34 -1 13 3 +1 0 0 0 50
Kingston upon Thames 2 -1 0 44 0 0 2 +1 48
Lambeth 0 26 -32 8 +5 29 +27 0 0 63
Lewisham 0 14 -38 0 38 +38 0 0 52
Merton 4 -3 32 +1 19 +2 0 0 2 57
Newham 0 26 -38 0 16 +14 0 24 +24 66
Redbridge 5 43 -15 0 5 +5 1 +1 9 +9 63
Richmond upon Thames 0 -1 0 54 +6 0 -5 0 0 54
Southwark 0 29 -23 12 +1 22 +22 0 0 63
Sutton 0 -20 1 -2 51 +22 0 2 +2 1 -2 55
Tower Hamlets 1 5 -14 1 +1 5 +4 0 33 +9 45
Waltham Forest 14 +1 15 -32 0 31 +31 0 0 60
Wandsworth 29 +7 28 -7 0 0 0 1 58
Westminster 32 +9 22 -9 0 0 0 0 54
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Overview of the 2026 results: vote share

Conservatives Labour

Local parties

Barking 114 -15.0 341 -349 54 +4.4 21.8 +205 24.3 3.0 +1.4
Barnet 33.9 -1.2 261 -17.3 6.5 -2.7 16.0 +6.3 14.6 29 +1.4
Bexley 330 -145 181 -23.1 5.6 -1.3 128 +11.0 290 +28.1 0.6 -1.7
Brent 20.0 -3.7 294  -237 14.9 +1.5 223 +137 9.8 35 +2.3
Bromley 34.7 -34 168 -13.6 110 -6.8 13.8 +5.7 20.2 +19.8 3.1 -2.5
Camden 144 -3.5 317  -197 15.0 -2.2 26.7 +15.2 8.7 3.6 +1.6
Croydon 260 -115 253 -7.0 10.9 -24 21.8 +9.0 14.0 20 -20
Ealing 16.6 -55 275 -186 15.3 +0.3 204 +6.5 11.2 52 3.7 +1.7
Enfield 33.3 -0.6 228 -185 6.1 -3.6 229 +10.1 10.9 +10.7 3.7 +1.5
Greenwich 14.8 -6.2 319 -212 6.6 -2.3 271 +121 170 +14.6 0.0 0.0
Hackney 121 +1.0 310 -226 4.8 -3.6 423 +19.2 5.1 47 +0.9
Hammersmith 242 -2.5 369 -175 9.1 -5.2 18.8 -5.2 10.6 0.5 0.0
Haringey 5.9 -1.6 320 -210 17.0 -4.8 35.9 +19.8 5.5 3.7 +2.2
Harrow 39.3 -3.5 204 -17.2 7.8 -14 14.5 +7.1 145 +14.1 35 0.0 -26
Havering 138 -16.3 103 -104 2.3 +1.2 9.8 +6.1 364 +36.0 269 -16.9 0.5 -0.6
Hillingdon 36.6 -9.7 19.6  -20.0 6.1 +2.7 14.8 +6.2 18.2 24 22 +2.5
Hounslow 227 -4.8 278 -20.2 11.2 +2.7 18.9 +4.6 15.8 3.7 +1.9
Islington 6.6 -4.6 358 -16.9 8.0 -4.5 342 +11.7 8.9 +8.8 6.5 +5.4
Kensington 46.5 +2.6 190 -129 12.4 -8.9 11.6 +9.1 9.1 14 +0.9
Kingston 15.3 -9.0 6.6 -6.4 427 -1.3 135 +2.9 12.2 8.8 0.9 -7.2
Lambeth 7.6 -3.9 328 -18.8 154 +2.5 350 +120 6.2 +6.1 3.0 +1.9
Lewisham 6.2 -5.1 326 -211 10.3 -3.0 412 +20.9 8.1 1.5 +0.1
Merton 14.6 -9.3 288 -126 26.4 +5.7 16.7 +5.7 10.8 27 -0.3
Newham 8.4 -5.6 263 -29.6 4.2 -1.2 23.6 +7.0 9.1 +8.8 245 4.0 -44
Redbridge 168 -14.1 298 -25.0 4.1 -2.7 164 +124 128 +12.7 14.8 53 +1.7
Richmond 18.1 -4.5 4.7 -5.2 49.7 -14 16.5 +3.7 10.8 0.1 -34
Southwark 7.1 -2.7 344 -175 16.5 -34 331 +164 8.1 +7.9 0.7 -0.8
Sutton 170 -16.7 65 -10.6 43.6 +6.8 10.9 +2.2 19.8 21 -1.6
Tower Hamlets 51 -2.8 224  -121 6.0 -4.3 216 +116 6.6 290 -6.3 9.3 +7.3
Waltham Forest 14.9 -3.9 318 -185 54 -3.1 35.3 +20.2 8.0 +7.7 4.6 -25
Wandsworth 29.9 -3.5 321  -114 9.3 +1.3 18.0 +6.8 6.8 3.9 0.0
Westminster 30.6 -8.0 273 -191 6.8 -5.8 16.1 +140 19.0 0.1 -0.2

The "local parties" column covers Ealing Community Independents, Arise Collective in Harrow, Havering Residents' Associations, Kingston

Independent Residents Group, Newham Independent Party, Redbridge Independents and Aspire in Tower Hamlets. There were other local parties
that stood but in a far less widespread basis, and their shares are included in the "others" column.
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Overview of the 2026 results: candidates
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Barking 51 51 19 36 51 4 2 1 215
Barnet 63 63 45 63 63 5 1 9 312
Bexley 45 45 28 24 45 3 2 2 192
Brent 57 57 57 57 57 9 296
Bromley 58 58 58 45 58 1 6 6 284
Camden 55 55 55 49 44 1 6 3 271
Croydon 70 70 52 70 70 2 3 15 1 355
Ealing 70 70 70 54 61 4 26 5 6 1 367
Enfield 63 63 63 50 63 3 17 10 1 3 334
Greenwich 55 55 52 53 55 5 278
Hackney 57 57 38 50 24 8 6 4 244
Hammersmith 50 50 43 29 50 2 224
Haringey 57 57 57 51 37 2 6 3 3 273
Harrow 55 55 32 32 55 11 240
Havering 55 55 22 55 55 3 58 3 303
Hillingdon 53 53 39 32 52 5 14 5 256
Hounslow 61 62 38 26 61 15 1 2 264
Islington 51 51 51 51 33 14 9 1 263
Kensington 50 50 49 21 50 5 4 225
Kingston 48 48 48 41 42 2 34 4 267
Lambeth 63 63 63 62 37 7 9 1 6 309
Lewisham 54 54 52 53 35 5 5 1 2 265
Merton 57 57 57 38 57 1 2 2 271
Newham 66 66 23 66 37 14 66 2 18 360
Redbridge 63 63 30 46 56 9 9 42 1 319
Richmond 54 54 54 54 45 3 2 264
Southwark 63 63 63 61 35 4 1 292
Sutton 55 55 55 55 55 5 1 1 281
Tower Hamlets 45 45 43 43 35 5 43 8 45 1 313
Waltham Forest 60 60 45 53 43 10 2 18 292
Wandsworth 58 58 58 53 58 6 4 1 295
Westminster 54 54 45 54 54 1 263
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Gains and losses

Conservative gains (72)

Barnet: Brunswick Park (3)

Barnet: Childs Hill (3)

Barnet East Barnet (1)

Barnet: High Barnet, Barnet (1)

Brent: Queensbury (1)

Brent: Tokyngton (1)

Brent: Welsh Harp (1)

Brent: Wembley Hill (1)

Barnet: Whetstone (1)

Bromley: Plaistow (2)

Ealing: North Greenford (3)

Enfield: Bowes (1)

Enfield: Highfield, Enfield (2)

Enfield: Southbury (3)

Greenwich: Eltham Town and Avery Hill (2)

Greenwich: Mottingham, Coldharbour &
New Eltham (1)

Hackney: Cazenove, Hackney (1)

Hammersmith: Sands End (2)

Harrow: Edgware (1)

Harrow: Greenhill (3)

Harrow: Harrow on the Hill (2)

Harrow: Headstone (3)

Harrow: Roxeth (1)

Harrow: Wealdstone North (1)

Hillingdon: Charville (1)

Hillingdon: Uxbridge (1)

Hounslow: Cranford (2)

Hounslow: Heston Central (3)

Hounslow: Heston West (1)

Hounslow: Hounslow Heath (1)

Hounslow: Hounslow West (3)

Redbridge: Bridge (2)

Waltham Forest: Valley (1)

Wandsworth: Battersea Park (1)

Wandsworth: St Mary's (2)

Wandsworth: Trinity (1)

Wandsworth: Wandle (1)

Wandsworth: West Putney (2)

Westminster: Bayswater (2)

Westminster: Hyde Park (2)

Westminster: Little Venice (1)

Westminster: Vincent Square (1)

Westminster: West End (3)

Conservative losses (67)

Bexley: Crayford (3)

Bexley: West Heath (1)

Bromley: Beckenham Tn & Copers Cope (1)
Bromley: Mottingham (1)

Bromley: St Paul's Cray (1)

Croydon: New Addington North (1)
Croydon: New Addington South (2)
Croydon: Old Coulsdon (1)

Croydon: Waddon (1)

Ealing: Ealing Broadway (1)

Ealing: Hanger Hill (2)

Havering: Havering-atte-Bower (3)
Havering: Hylands and Harrow Lodge (1)
Havering: Marshalls & Rise Park (3)
Havering: Mawneys (3)
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Havering: Rainham & Wennington (3)
Havering: Rush Green & Crowlands (3)
Havering: St Alban's (1)

Havering: St Edward's (3)

Havering: Squirrel's Heath (3)
Hounslow: Chiswick Riverside (1)
Kensington: Earl's Court (1)

Kingston: Tudor (1)

Merton: Cannon Hill (2)

Merton: Lower Morden (1)

Redbridge: Fairlop (2)

Richmond: Hampton North (1)

Sutton: Belmont (3)

Sutton: Carshalton South & Clockhouse (2)
Sutton: Cheam (3)

Sutton: North Cheam (3)

Sutton: St Helier West (2)

Sutton: South Beddington & Roundshaw(2)
Sutton: Sutton North (1)

Sutton: Worcester Park North (2)
Sutton: Worcester Park South (2)

Labour gains (7)

Haringey: Alexandra Park (1)
Croydon: New Addington North (1)
Croydon: Waddon (1)

Merton: Lower Morden (1)
Merton: Wandle (1)

Redbridge: Fairlop (2)

Labour losses (369)

Barking: Eastbrook & Rush Green (2)
Barking: Gascoigne (2)

Barking: Goresbrook (3)

Barking: Longbridge (2)

Barking: Parsloes (3)

Barking: Valence (1)

Barnet: Brunswick Park (3)
Barnet: Childs Hill (3)

Barnet: East Barnet (1)

Barnet: High Barnet (1)

Barnet: Whetstone (1)

Barnet: Woodhouse (1)

Bexley: Belvedere (1)

Bexley: Northumberland Heath (2)
Brent: Alperton (1)

Brent: Harlesden and Kensal Green (1)
Brent: Kilburn (3)

Brent: Northwick Park (2)

Brent: Queen's Park (3)

Brent: Queensbury (1)

Brent: Sudbury (1)

Brent: Tokyngton (1)

Brent: Welsh Harp (1)

Brent: Wembley Central (3)

Brent: Wembley Hill (1)

Brent: Wembley Park (2)

Brent: Willesden Green (1)
Bromley: Plaistow (2)

Bromley: St Paul's Cray (2)
Camden: Bloomsbury (1)

Camden: Gospel Oak (1)

Camden: Fortune Green (2)

Camden: Hampstead Town (1)

Camden: Holborn & Covent Garden (3)

Camden: Kilburn (2)

Camden: Regent's Park (3)

Camden: St Pancras and Somers Town (1)

Camden: West Hampstead (3)

Croydon: Crystal Palace & Upper Norwood (2)

Croydon: Fairfield (1)

Croydon: South Norwood (2)

Croydon: Woodside (1)

Ealing: Ealing Common (1)

Ealing: Hanwell Broadway (3)

Ealing: North Acton (1)

Ealing: North Greenford (3)

Ealing: Norwood Green (1)

Ealing: South Acton (1)

Ealing: Walpole (3)

Enfield: Bowes (1)

Enfield: Enfield Lock (2)

Enfield: Highfield (2)

Enfield: New Southgate (2)

Enfield: Ponders End (1)

Enfield: Southbury (3)

Greenwich: Charlton Hornfair (1)

Greenwich: East Greenwich (3)

Greenwich: Eltham Page (1)

Greenwich: Eltham Town and Avery Hill (2)

Greenwich: Greenwich Park (2)

Greenwich: Greenwich Peninsula (2)

Greenwich: Mottingham, Coldharbour &
New Eltham (1)

Greenwich: Plumstead Common (3)

Greenwich: Shooters Hill (2)

Hackney: Cazenove (3)

Hackney: Brownswood (2)

Hackney: Clissold (2)

Hackney: Dalston (1)

Hackney: De Beauvoir (2)

Hackney: Hackney Central (3)

Hackney: Hackney Downs (3)

Hackney: Hackney Wick (3)

Hackney: Haggerston (3)

Hackney: Homerton, Hackney (1)

Hackney: Hoxton East & Shoreditch (2)

Hackney: Hoxton West (2)

Hackney: King's Park (3)

Hackney: Lea Bridge (3)

Hackney: London Fields(2)

Hackney: Shacklewell (2)

Hackney: Stoke Newington (3)

Hackney: Victoria (1)

Hackney: Woodberry Down (1)

Hammersmith: Sands End (2)

Haringey: Bruce Castle (1)

Haringey: Crouch End (2)

Haringey: Harringay (3)

Haringey: Hermitage & Gardens (2)

Haringey: Muswell Hill (1)

Haringey: Noel Park (3)

Haringey: Northumberland Park (1)

Haringey: St Ann's (2)

Haringey: Seven Sisters (2)

Haringey: Stroud Green (3)
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