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Meeting with Artists – 12 January 2017 
 
On Thursday 12 January 2017 members of the London Assembly’s Regeneration Committee 
organised a meeting with artists at Stour Space in Fish Island, a hub offering exhibition, performance 
and affordable studio space for creative enterprises. The meeting was attended by Committee 
Members Navin Shah AM (Chair) and Andrew Dismore AM.  
 
The aim of the meeting was to talk about the threats of regeneration, how to engage with local 
communities and the role of the Mayor in all this. The meeting gave members new insights for their 
investigation into culture-led regeneration. The committee’s investigation into culture-led 
regeneration has been carried out across a number of stages, including a committee meeting on 
creative place-making in July 2016 and site visits to Creative Barking & Dagenham in September and 
the Queen Elizabeth Olympic Park in November.  
 
Following the committee’s oversight of the work of the London Legacy Development Corporation 
(LLDC), the discussion also addressed the work of the LLDC and its collaboration with surrounding 
areas, how the LLDC communicates with local communities and recent controversies such as the 
planned demolition of artists’ studios at Vittoria Wharf. 
 
At the end of the discussion, the Assembly’s External Relations team carried out a series of 
interviews for inclusion in a video that will be used for the launch of the report for the committee’s 
investigation into culture-led regeneration in February 2017. 
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Tour of Hackney Wick and Fish Island 
 

 
 

Discussion on regeneration and culture 
 
After the tour, Assembly Members held a roundtable discussion with artists and residents from Fish 
Island, Hackney Wick, Stratford and other parts of London where regeneration is taking place, such 
as Walthamstow and Barking and Dagenham: 
 

• Iain Aitch, writer, creative consultant and artist;  
• Helen Ball, Creative Barking & Dagenham; 
• Yves Blais, Outset; 
• Juliet Can, Stour Space; 
• Nicolette Cavaleros, Outset; 
• William Chamberlain, Creative Wick;  
• Mark Clack, Wood Street Walls;  
• Candida Gertler, Outset; 
• Tom Jackson, Wood Street Walls; 
• Neil McDonald, Stour Space; 
• Ashton Mullins, Hackney Wicked; 
• Lindsey Pugh, Creative Barking & Dagenham; 
• Lucinda Rogers; 
• Nima Tehranchi, Save Hackney Wick; 
• Nimrod Vardi, Arebyte Gallery; 
• Ralph Ward, London Urban Visits; 
• Aida Wilde, Aida Print. 

 
 
 
 

The visit started with a tour of Hackney Wick and Fish 
Island. The Assembly Members, led by Nima 
Tehranchi, artist and campaigner for Save Hackney 
Wick, made a stop at the site of a planned new 
pedestrian bridge that would, according to the LLDC, 
enhance connectivity around the Queen Elizabeth 
Olympic Park. Members heard why Save Hackney 
Wick is opposed to the project1, which will require the 
demolition of artists’ studios at Vittoria Wharf. 
Members also heard about Save Hackney Wick’s 
vision for sustainable regeneration. The group has 
developed a model Hackney Wick and Beyond: A 
Model For London's Cultural Future1 that they 
presented to the committee. 
 

 
 



 
Regeneration Committee 

 
The discussion focused on the threats that artists working and living around the Olympic Park are 
facing. The discussion also addressed issues at stake in the whole of London at the moment and 
what the Mayor could do to address them.  
 
Here are the main issues that were raised by the artists the committee met: 
 

• There is a strong sense of community in Hackney Wick and Fish Island. Before the 
construction of the Olympic Park, an ‘alternative’ form of regeneration started, which had 
‘no market value’. Now, the community feels threatened as prices rise and as artists are 
‘swamped’ by retail in a society that evolves around consumption and where diversity is 
‘artificial’.  

• For Save Hackney Wick, the LLDC seems ‘disconnected’ from the local community. They 
believe that the LLDC may have not understood or may not have sought to understand the 
needs of the local community of artists and residents around the Olympic Park. For them, 
the LLDC has used a top-down approach that has failed to cater for their needs and ensure 
their continued survival in Hackney Wick. Save Hackney Wick campaigners felt that the 
LLDC’s policies, or lack thereof, were actually negatively affecting ‘real’ creative industries in 
the area. In their view, the LLDC was in favour of ‘sanitised’ large cultural institutions but 
had little regard for promoting and protecting smaller cultural producers. 

• In London, there is a general need for work space and studios, but also for work-live space. 
Artists told us that they often cannot afford to pay two rents. If they lose their studios, they 
will not be able to work and this will likely lead to a draining of talent from London’s vital 
creative industries. 

• Many artists told us that action is required at the level of planning. They believe that there is 
currently a lack of planning guidance for culture and a lack of cultural policy in boroughs. 
Different planning obligations could be used to protect and develop culture in regeneration 
projects. Boroughs, the Mayor and the LLDC should actively set targets for increasing space 
for cultural activities – such as studio space. 

• However, the Committee was shown that new mixed use buildings with studio spaces at the 
bottom fail to cater for artists’ needs. It was suggested that this is because the style of 
working which artists are currently accustomed to in warehouse spaces are not easily 
replicable in new mixed used developments. For example, an artist could not weld in a new 
mixed use development where children were likely to be nearby. It was underlined that this 
is one of the reasons artists seek out ex-industrial spaces. Such spaces have been 
increasingly under threat. 

• In conclusion, artists told the Committee that the Mayor should use his powers ‘towards 
making things better’. The need is to get the LLDC, developers and boroughs to take 
decisions transparently and to work with local communities so everyone can benefit from 
current and future regeneration projects. 

• Artists believe that a change is required in policy that would allow them to take control of 
studios in the area and hold them as ‘cultural assets’ in perpetuity. Policies must focus on 
long term benefits that may not be directly apparent or have immediate economic value. In 
general, there is a need for a shift in the way that culture is understood by policy makers. 
Such a shift, they feel, would keep assets creative and productive and retain the areas 
character. At present, artists are moving to cities like Berlin which essentially means that 
Britain is ‘offshoring our creative R&D’. 
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Contact 
 
Julien Danero Iglesias   
Assistant Scrutiny Manager 
 
regenerationcommittee@london.gov.uk 
020 7983 4000 
@LondonAssembly 
www.london.gov.uk/assembly  
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