
Letters 
A C.B.A. GROUP FOR LONDON 

I READ Nichoiar Farrant's article "A CBA Group for 
Landon" (Autumn 1974 issue, pp 202-203) with great 
interest, and I hope you will allow me to offer some com- 
ments, designed to elucidate certain on his points. 

In his section entitled 'The London Region" he re%ers 
to the linking of Essex and Hertfordshire with Oam- 
bridgeshire and the reuniting of Sussex wi,th Kent and 
Surrey. I shouid make i t  clear that this refers a t  pres- 
ent to those counties only so far  a s  the DOE Area Ad- 
visory Cammittees are concerned. The CBA Executive 
Board is indeed recommending that i b  regional Groups 
should conform with the DOE areas, hut this decision 
was only taken on 11th October, 1974, and is at present 
under consideration by the CBA GTaups themselves, 
aiong with a numher of other recommendations designed 
to improve their effectiveness and estsbiish their role in 
relation to other bodies. 

I would take issue with his statement that "a CBA 
Group for Greater London seems completely unneces- 
sarv." Given that the DOE now recoznises the CBA( 
as *the main national body with which i t  wishes to 
negotiate and consult on matters relating to archae- 
ology, and also that .the DOE has opted for regional dev- 
olution, i t  would appear to the CBA Executive Board 
that i t  is desirable far the Council to be stMngly based 
and properly represenb.tive a t  both national and reg- 
ional level. I t  may well 'be that the Joint Working 
Party already performs the funotion of a CEA Group. 
Why therefore should t h t  body not farm the nu,cleus 
of the new CBA Greater ,Landon Group? Mr. Wrrant  
appears to feel that "a measure of represen,tation on 
the CBA Executive Committee" (now the Executive 
Board, by the way) is the only advantage that might 
accrue from a Gre&er h n d o n  Group; with respect, and 
perhaps a greater knawledge of the way the CBA is 
developing, I would suggest that he shouid defer mak- 
ing a final judgement in this mdtter. For example, he 
correctly states that the OBA does not administer DOE 
grants ;however, CRAA!C;S in Group 13 and WEIMRAC 
in Group 8, the two most successful executive commit- 
tees in the country, are in fact CBA committees. Iiinks 
of this kind are, moreover, favoured both by the CBA 
Executive Board and the Ancienmt Monuments Inspec- 
tordtte.. 

Thus, in conclusion, ldt me urge Greater London soci- 
eties to give the CBA the benefit of the doubt, a t  least 
until they have had a chance to study our new plans, 
which are aurrently being discussed. It m,ay prove in the 
event that a fruitful relaMonship can be developed, in- 
volving more than the mere "ploy" that Mr. Farrant 
suggests in his final paragrapn. 

Council for Bri'tish Archaeology, HENRY m E E W  
8 St. Andrew's Place, Director 
NYVl PLB 

CRISIS IN NORTH-WEST MIDDLESEX 
THE past few years have witnessed a remarkable awak- 
ening of in'terest in the archaeology and surviving mon- 
uments of the London area as a whole. The establish- 
ment of the new Inner London Archaeological Uni't re- 
ported in the last issue of The London Archaeologist 
is evidence of this. Nevertheless activity in some bar- 
oughs still lags fa r  behind that in many far  less densely 
populated parts of the country and, if we m e  not care- 
ful, most of the remains from former ages will be swept 
away: a large percentage of the popuiatian will have 
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lmt its mots. Surely i t  is more important to retain old 
houses in suburbia than similar buildings in our rural 
villages where so many survive. No part of our heri- 
tage should he abandoned lightly, hut planners still have 
t o  Learn that a minor building in, say, rural Hertford- 
shire corresponds with a major building in urban Middle- 
sex. 

Pevsner's Middlesex volume published some 20 years 
ago will prdbahiy need more extensive revision than 
most books in the series. In Eastcote, where I spent my 
youth, the Tudor Manor House was demolished, almost 
without record as was a remarkdble late 17th century 
house (Haydon Hall) and a numher of interesting ex- 
amples of vernacular architecture. Even as I write the 
"uncommonly high 16th century barn" a t  Fieid End 
Farm is being ailawed to fail into decay. The result 
of this is that a village whlich, properly looked after. 
couid have been one of the show-pieces oT Greater Lon- 
don is rapidly becoming a place unworthy of a visit, 
another typical, boring piece of suburb. Although there 
have been a few losses, the situation in nearby Pinner 
where the local residents have jealously preserved the 
High Street from despoilation, is far better; indeed this 
village is already something of a "lone survival" in 
north.west Middlesex. 

The inertia and ignorance which have destroyed and 
are destroying our ebanding hwiidings, have their coun- 
terpart in the lack of excavation. None of the medieval 
viilages now encapsulated in the subulms has received 
even a modicum of the zbtention kvished on the City 
of London, although London in a very real sense lived 
off its hinterland; here grew the wood for its buildings. 
the hay far its horses. Elmthemore in some instances, 
notably at  Ruisiip, docurmentabion is partieulaly full. 
Exeavstion here might allow archaeologists and ar- 
chivists to indulge in the sort of fruitful co-operation 
that has become eammoqlace in Oxford and Winches- 
ter. Only a t  Northolt, where the sitte of the Manor House 
has been the scene of excavations for a number of 
years, is any serious attempt being made to understand 
.the medieval archaeblogy of the north-west of the 
county. The danger is, of course, that in the future too 
much may be built on the results orbtained from a single 
site. 

Does the apparent absence of remains from earlier 
times mean that Middlesex was not inhabited? Almost 
certainly not as stray finds are occasionally reported 
and, of course, a very small AngloiSaxon cemetery was 
revealed by the NorthoM dig. North-west Middlesex, in- 
deed possesses "the only major pre-Norman monument" 
in the counbty, the Pinner Grims Dyke, a section through 
which was cut in the late 50's although it aimost fol- 
lows from everything I have said that the exoavation has 
not yet been puhlbhed nor is it likely to he. Hmever,  
here is a Belgic-perhaps I should say Iron Age C- 
monument available to inspection by any traveller pre- 
pared to take a journey out of t m n  on the Metropoli- 
tan railway. Why was this massive work undehaken 
through such heavy soils? What did it defend or de- 
marcate? 

I t  is time that the archaeology of the outer suburbs 
came wf age. Properly conserved and adequately exca- 
vated (and why not taken into guardianship by the 
Department of the Environment) a section of the Pin- 
ner Grims Dyke could be the fimt introduction of thous- 
ands of North London school children to prehistoric 
Britain. Again couid not the ruins of the remarkable 
Laudian church of St. John the Evangelist, Stanmore 
which is now in an  alarming state of decay, be treated 
a s  a major monument of national importance, as indeed 



X is, instead of foleowing that  other "grade A" treas- 
ure of north-west Middlesex, the camera of the Hospit- 
aliers a t  Harefield (Moor Hall chapel) into oblivion? 

In other cases, of course, given a little thought buii- 
dings can be restored and put to mare mundane pur- 
poses, as has already happened to Norman Sh'aw's mm- 
terpiece Grims Dyke Harrow Weald-the earthwork 
mentioned above runs alongside it-nd to a few hou- 
ses beside the church a t  Ruislip. The lack of local muS. 

in the boroughs of Harrow and Hillingdon re- 
mains a disgrace, and it wouid be very exciting if the 
estlbiishment of the same could be combined with 
the restoration of one or Owa notslble buildings. 

Finally, even where cornervation is nvt a t  issue o r  re- 
cently standing structures not involved, I am convin- 
ced that there is plenty of scope far rescue exoava- 
tions. It is high time that all bhe London boroughs had 
their archaeologists who by mutual co-veration and 
with The help of local amateurs can be entrusted with 
the task of giving as back our history. 

Institute of Archaeology, MARTIN HENIG 
35 Beaumont Street, 
Olrfard. 

TROWEmL POWE'R 
FOR TOO LONG archaeoiogy has been subjected to a 
widely expressed view by a few people that there is no 
piace in modern archaeology for the amateur and that 
'local societies are a wrlte-off'. It must be horn in mind 
that in many areas there has existed no a1,ternative to 
the local amateur archaeologist. The introduction, in the 
last issue of the London Archaeologisr, to the new Inner 
London Unit and a CB.A. Group for  London would 
seem t o  herald this alternative, but does i t?  

The iocd society can offer a focal point for local 
people who have an  interest in local history and arch- 
aeology to meet and to promote their interest whilst 
maybe only being able to spare a few hours in a week. 
Because of local ties and the limited area of operation, 
the iocal aociety is palrty to a mass of unwritten know- 
ledge resulting from hearsay and continual fieldwork 
carried out by its members. 

What is the alternative to be provided? In Mr. 
Farrant's article on the C.B.A. Gmup proposa_l, he states 
'Sometime in the future a meeting wiii be held to see 
whaL local societies feel and want'. Let us hope that 

this is implemented before any discussions are finalised, 
unlike those societies included within the area covered 
by the Inner London Unit where liaison has been too 
little 'but not, we trust, too late. 

From the liaison whieh has taken place recently, i t  k 
learned that  the Unit proposes to try to set u p  locai 
societies in areas where none exist (Bravo to that!): 
however neirher these societies nor those which exist 
must regard themselves as autonomous groups but 
rather as part of a unit which will decide where mem- 
bers may dig, whether in their area or not. Towards this 
local borough 'councils, who have acted as patrons to 
locxl societies in the past, have been asked to support 
,the Unit with a grant which will be supplemented by 
Central Government. In order not to increase the burden 
upon the rates, it could be expected that any grants 
to local societies witi be reduced, a deciding factor in 
the existence of such groups. 

The Unit is to have its own full time professional field 
force where amateurs will presumably he expected to 

les. Arch- help in lieu of continuing their present activit: 
aedogy will therefore gain on certain seiect sites to the 
lass of other sites together with pemonnal not willing 
to dig outside their area and at  an  implicit extra cost. 

I t  is intere3tin.g to note that only some of the officen 
controlling the Unit come from or have had experience 
in the Tnner London area. Ir.A,M.A!S. has, for  a num'ber 
of years, acted as a monltor and catalyst to archaeology 
in the area, supported by a number of local societies 
and their members. Is R now intent on the eontrai or 
suppression of some of these societies? 

In my opinion the future of archaeology, whether 
rescue work or nor, lies in the efficient digging and re- 
cording of antiqully. We must all he mtchful  of 
a situation which Leads to the promotion of bureau- 
cratic jobs for ,the professional boys at  the expense of 
the dedicated amateur. The amateur societies, with aN 
their failings, have proved that they can set a certain 
standard towards h e  former goal. Let us trust that  the 
Unit and/or the C.B.A. Group prove that they can do 
better. 

18 Albany Court, C .  E. 0-R 
Ashburnham Road, 'Chairman, 
Ham. Fuiham Archaeological 
Surrev. Rescue Group 

laid out under four headings: industrial archaeology 
(definition, procedures, and techniques); relationship 
to school subjects; organisation and approach; and 
books and films (a list of references). Each section Industrial Archaeology for Schools, by Geoffrey 

Starmer, Heinemann Educational Books/Schools 
Council (1973), 44pp., 60p. 
IT  IS encouraging that industrial archaeology seems 
to have advanced to the stage where interested folk 
are asking not "what is it?" but rather "how can 
I help?" This handbook (although intended princip- 
ally for schools) is in one way the most valuable 
of the half-dozen or so introductions to industrial 
archaeology yet published, inasmuch as it sets out 
practicaliy to answer the question "how can I help?" 
with examples to illustrate the achievements of 
school groups starting from nothing but enthusiasm. 

Compiled by the Head of the Education Uni't at 
Lanchester Polytechnic (Rugby), the handbook is 

is valuable both to the beginner and to those with 
some experience but keen to learn more. Even the 
section on relationship to school swbjects, which 
might appear to interest only school teachers, high- 
lights the interdisciplinary nature of industrial ar- 
chaeology; while that on organisation and approach 
is an admirable guide to the sort of questions that a 
industrial arcuaeologist should be asking, both of 
himself and of those he meets. The final section is 
marred by some minor errors of proof-reading, but 
altogether this inexpensive publication is an excel- 
lent introduction which hopefully will aid and en- 
colrage Londoners to study past industries on the 
ground. 

MICHAEL BUSSELL 


