
ESSEX:  U N P U B L I ' S H E D  M A T E R I A L  

MR. RODWEILL, Miss Gomer and Mr. Drury have sug- 
gested (London Archaeologist, Vol. I ,  no. 9) that there 
should be a merger between the Essex Archaeological 
Society and the Essex Archaeological and Historical Con- 
gress. The latter seems to have been inaugurated by those 
who thought the former was not functioning adesquately, 
and to fill the void left after the demise of C.B.A. Group 10, 
It  seems that personal animosity is the only barrier to 
rationalisztion of the position. 

As Mr. Rodwell et ul. imply, the archaeological material 
could be left to the County Archaeological Society, who 
must publish their Transactions annually and promptly. 
The historical articles would be more appropriate in the 
Essex Journal, which needs re-naming to give a clue to its 
contents. Overlap ,between archaeology and history must 
occur but, generally, archaeology appeals to one group of 
readers whereas purely historical matter interests a rather 
different group of people. Nothing is gained by two publi- 
cations trying to provide a similar mixed coverage. 

The biggest problem, bordering on scandal, is that of un- 
published work in the County. If the Transactions are to 
be archaeological and are to be published annually then 
the direotors of past excavations must produce the reports 
for the editor. Again, directors must accept that interim 
reports, and acounts in local society bulletins, are not suffi- 
cient publication. Even "full reports" lodged in museums are 
no substitute for a published document. Reports minus say, 
full discussion of the pottery, are also not sufficient. Mr. 
Rodwell states, for instance, that the Roman Essex Society 
has a record of at least a dozen inadequately or completely 
unpublished sites. Anoither body can match this record with 
ease. One only has to visit the Quaternary Room of the 
British Museum to realise that death too often intervenes 
between excavation and publication. The County Society 
must try to get this backlog of work published as a first 
priority. 

The County Society is once more giving financial help for 
excavation having recently helped the Colchester Excavation 
Commktee and the Waltham Abbey Historical Society with 
grants for specified purposes. Perhaps they should refuse 
such grants to, and in no way support, the work of directors 
or bodies who havc over two unpublished excavations to 
their names. Perhaps in this respect the county could lead 
the country. If the C.B.A. would refuse to advertise excava- 
tions of directors with such a backlog of publication, the 
rest of us would be able to find those references we SO 
often need. More lenience in the case of urgent rescue ex- 
cavation might be advisable however. 

27 Grange Court, P. J. HUGGINS 
Waltham Abbey, 
Essex. 

THE ESSEX CONGRESS 

THE ARTICLE by Warwick Rodwell et al. in the Winter 
1970 issue gives an unnecessarily depressing view of the 
state of Essex archaeology; perhaps I might make a few 
observations on that part of it which concerns the Essex 
Archaeological and Historical Congress. 

As the authors point out, the Congress was set up 
in 1964 with the aim of providing some liaison between 
the various societies, groups, and other bodies with an in- 
terest in the local history and archaeology of .Essex. In 
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1970 forty-three members subscribed including the Essex 
Archaeological Socicty and twenty-seven local societies 
and groups. While there are a few Essex-based societies 
which are not yet members, it seems that the great majority 
do see some advantage in belonging to the Congress. I 
would suggest that in 1971 membership figures for 1965 
are of little present relevance. 

Since the Congress is essentially a co-ordinating body it 
cannot and does not seek to usurp the powers, intervene 
in the activities, or invade the territories of its con- 
stituent bodies unless invited by them to do so. The 
answer to Mr. Rodwell's rhetorical question on the role 
of Congress in Colchester is to be found in his own state- 
ment in the ensuing paragraph that the town has its own 
Excavation Committee. When issues arise which affect the 
whole or a large part of the county, action can be taken 
by the Congress through its Executive Committee which 
includes a representative from each constituent body; the 
necessary administrative bodies must in practice be Sub- 
committees, which can be small enough to be highly 
efficient. At its last meeting in October the Executive set 
up a Sub-Committee to organise the rescue work which will 
be necessitated by the impending construction of the M.l l  
Motorway, which will cross western Essex from north to 
south. 

With respect to the Buildings and Sites Sub-Committee 
it must be pointed out that the details of much of its work 
must remain confidential, especially when privately-owned 
properties are involved. However, the Essex County Coun- 
cil thinks sufficiellltly highly of the work of this Sub- 
committee to send one of the planning staff to attend its 
meetings in an advisory capacity. In  1969 Congress ran a 
residential course on the recording of historic buildings, and 
in 1970 members of the Buildings and Sites Sub-Committee 
have visited and reported upon buildings in twenty-six 
different towns and villages in Essex ranging from Great 
Chesterford to Rochford, and Harwich to Woodford Green. 
Not only is Congress notified of threats to demolish listed 
buildings but also in 1970 it was agreed that Congress 
should be notified of applications to work gravel in the 
county-this is an important development. It may be appro- 
priate to mention here that the need for Mr. Davison's 
excavation at Witham (mentioned by Mr. Rodwell) was, in 
fact, brought to the attention of the former Ministry of 
Public Building and Works by the Buildings and Sites Sub- 
Committee of Congress. 

Turning to the Essex Journal it is surely scarcely 
necessary to comment that a duplicated periodical is not 
a suitable vehicle for archaeological reports, as it is not 
practicable to reproduce plans and sections in this medium. 
Now that the Essex Journal is printed we look forward 
to a much larger archaeological content-in which Mr. 
Rodwell has himself given us a good start. Certainly every 
opportunity must be taken to emphasise that since all 
archaeological excavation is destruction it is useless, or 
worse than useless, unless properly carried out and in due 
course, written up for publication. 

If an attendance of 70 (surely an underestimate?) a't 
the Essex Archaeological Symposium at Colches~ter last 
May is to be usefully compared with one of 400 at the 
Conference at the Guildhall then the relative populations 
of Essex and Greater London must also be borne in mind. 
If this is done, Essex wil hardly emerge as the loser. In 
addition, the symposia were intended for Essex people 



and on both occasions the available halls were filled to 
capacity. Accidents do indeed occur, even in the best 
regulated circles, but one visitor, trying to enter through 
a locked door (whereas everyone else came through the 
one that they had been told would be open)!, is no more 
a reflection upon the organisation of the symposium than 
falling asleep on a train and missing one's station is the 
fault of the railway. 

Finally, a word on C.B.A. Group 10-the ostensible 
subject of Mr. Rodwell's article. The Congress was founded 
after the lapse of the old Group 10, in an effort to fill some 
of the void created by that lapse (I understand that the 
Hertfordshire Archaeological Council had an analogous 
origin). When moves were made for the resurrection of 
the Group, the view taken by the Congress, and I imagine 
by most of those of its constituent bodies which were con- 
sulted by the C.B.A., was that any reconstruction must 
take account of the associations which had grown up dur- 
ing the interregnum. This leads fairly naturally to the 
present position, which may well not be the permanent 
solution; time will tell, but a body concerned with archaeo- 
logical and historical issues can hardly afford to ignore 
this recent piece of history. 

The Congress is no more perfect than any other human 
ins~titution, but a great deal of hard work has been and is 
being put into it; indeed, it was Congress that undertook 
much of the secretarial work on behalf of the three county 
bodies during the negotiations with the C.B.A. over the 
recons~titution of Group 10 between 1967 and 1969. I, for 
one, do not feel that the results of these efforts are as 
meagre as Mr. Rodwell and his co-authors would have 
us believe. 

25 Monkswood Avenue, K. N. BASCOMBE, 
Waltham Abbey, Chairman, 
Essex. Essex Archaeological 

and Historical Congress 

T H E  FUTURE O F  T H E  FULHAM POTTERY 

I WISH to place on record my objection to the demolition 
of the Fulham Potterv (Grade 111) buildings, 210 New > \ - .  
King's Road, S.W.6. 

It is wi,th astonishment that I note that the Tri-Centenary 
of this famous site is to be celebrated by the demolition of 
the unique building upon it ! 

As such a complete and detailed initial application for 
the development of this site has been deposi3ted with the 
Hammersmith Borough Council for its consideration, one 
must presume that initial approaches have been made to 
the G.L.C. Departmeat of Architecture and Civil Design 
to assess ,their reaction. The Hammersmith Borough Coun- 
cil must also have received the same preliminary ap- 
proaches. So it would appear, to an individual observer, 
that the public (perhaps unintentionally) has not been 
informed that it is to lose part of its heritage in the march 
of commercial progress in the form of yet another multi- 
story office block. Only at this stage have members of the 
public been given a few days in which to register their 
opinions. 

The only structure to be retained by the new develop- 
ment is the hovel-not a kiln as is already noted in all 
sources regarding this development. The actual kiln was 
destroyed several years ago, and this 16 foot diameter 
hovel is to be converted into a Museum. John Dwight, one 
of the corner-stones of the Efiglish Pottery Industry, is to 
be commemorated by a gutted hovel! This Museum, pre- 
sumably available to the general public, will be entered 
through a large, imposing reception area in this new multi- 
story office block. 

My main reason for the total retention of this site is 
that it is unique. It is the only remaining pottery in London 

and although this is admittedly a 19th century building, 
it should not be dismissed on this basis. We in London are 
not alone in attempting to preserve an industrial monument 
of this type, as our colleagues in the Staffordshire Potteries 
(whose choice is considerably wider) are themselves en- 
countering difficulties. We, however, have no alternative 
choice. Apart from one Tile kiln in Kensington and the 
doorway and fascia of the Old Doulton Headquarters 
building in Lambeth, there are no visual remains of 
London's once tremendous pottery industry. This under- 
lines the necessity for a re-evaluation of the true worth 
of this building. 

The main problem, as all preservationists realise, is plain 
hard cash. But I believe that if such a vast sum as was 
required and was obtained in order to bring the "Great 
Britain" from the Falkland Islands to Bristol, it is not 
inconceivable that the preservation of this site could be 
financed by those interested parties now, and in the future. 

For your consideration I should like to suggest that the 
uses of this site, if preserved, are as many and varied 
as those who wish to preserve it. 

To restore it i o  its 19th century pottery condition. 
To view a 19th century factory is to marvel at the 
worker's conditions while creating industrial and 
art objects at the cost of their very lives-lead 
posioning, lacerated lungs, etc. We believe that this 
type of restoration need not be an impossible and 
expensive task. 
An up-to-date and modern pottery, where educa- 
tional facilities are available to all: schools, adult 
and evening classes, colleges, etc. 
A Museum of the Master Potter, John Dwight, and 
his successors. A comprehensive collection of all 
types of London pottery and porcelain. 
An Exhibition Gallery for topical and local ex- 
hibitions-apart from ceramic. 
Lecture Hall for Art and Civic Subjects. 
Headquarters for local Art and Historical Societies. 
Local Industrial and Folk Museum. 
will be realised the location of this site is well served 

with all modes of public transport. 
It  can be seen from the range of ideas placed here before 

you, the civic and economic values of such a centre are 
not inconsiderable. As tbe Tourist Industry is a significant 
part of the nation's assets and the collecting of ceramics 
is an international interest, it will be seen that a visit 
to the Fulham Pottery would become as much an important 
pilgrimage as that made by tourists to Shakespeare's birth- 
place. 
44 Peabody Cottages, J. R. COX, 
Rosendale Road, Organising Sec., 
S.E.24. Morley College Ceramic Circle, 

CORRECTION 

CROUP 10-A COUNTY SOCllETY VIEW (p.212). 

Apologies to Mr. S. W. Howard The 4th para. of 
his letter should read, "The difficulties arise very largely 
because of the inability of the C.B.A. and the county 
societies in Group 10 and 11A to accept the view that the 
Greater London area really comprises one geological and 
archaeological area; the greater part of which is urban. 
surrounded by a rural one. Then there is the further 
difficulty of defining the areas of interest and responsibility 
where the counties abut the urban area of London." Page 
213 (3rd para.) should read, "It is only right to point out, 
as C.B.A. Report No. 19 (30/6/69) on page 52 states, that 
the omission of a report from Group 10 does not imply 
that no activity is taking place in that area." 
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