
local; grapes, too, may have 'been grown locally. with Increased density of urban living, culminated 
Given slightly better climatic conditions which prob- in the pandemic of the mid-fourteenth century which 
ably prevailed at this time, these plants could could it has been estimated caused a fall in population 
have been economi'cally viable, though equally, from 3.8 million to 2.1 million in Britain between 
farmers may have been less conscious of a reliable 1348 and 1374'. The outbreak of black death, it 
yearly return from their land. has been suggested, resulted from the spread of 

Animal bones are giving further evidence of diet the black rat which appears to be a twelfth century 
during the Roman period. A wide variety of fish introduction, while its subsidence has been attributed 
from marine, esturine and freshwater habitats have to the introduction of the larger 'brown rat which 
been identified6. These include Eel, Flatfish, Had- supposedly killed off the former. Although this 
dock, Mackerel and members of the Cyprinidae theory is unconvincing, the archaeological data from 
which are exclusively freshwater. Bones of cattle, rodent remains is of special interest. There are many 
sheep and pig are common. Domestic dog and cat gaps in our knowledge of the history of wild animals 
also occur while finds such as house-mouse, hare, during ihe past 2000 years in Britain, but with the 
frog and lizard are of intrinsic zoological interest. help of finds from archaeological sites we may even- 
Bird bones, which also occur, may, like the bones tually know a little more about the fauna of differ- 
o'f deer, tell us something of the natural history ent pcrlods. 
of south-east IEngland at this time. Many weeds from Medieval sites have been iden- 

Ths sub-Roman period must have seen an ex- tified from their resistant seeds. Some, e.g., Corn- 
pansion et weeds and shrubs in the City. Mollusca cockle and Corn Marigold, were common in wheat 
indicaling shaded conditions, have been recovered fields in the past, but today are rather more rare. 
from two localities. The Thames by this time had in general, the assemblage of weeds is very mixed, 
risen inundating the Roman quays and eroding the some having been introduced by horse trafficx or 
southern defensive wall near the Mermaid Theatre. ~ t h e r  mimals, some by wind. Bracken and moss 
It was presumably at its broadest at  this time, but vere brought in for packing o r  bedding. Reeds 
became increasingly constricted due to encroach- were, no doubt, brought in for thatch. Much of 
ments by wharves and embankments in the medieval this ev~dence has come from sites by the river, 
and later periods. where the occurence of organic remains owes as 

Mulberry, fig and grape were still being eaten much to the waterlogged conditions as to the hive 
in London, together with a large variety of fish, in- of activiiy on and around the wharves. Even some 
cluding Pike, Eel, Cod, 'Salmon, Gunard, Herring, of the river deposits themselves are rich in organic 
Whiting and Flatfish CPlaice or Flounder) and, of remains, where they are found mixed with material 
course, Lamprey, though we have no archaeologi- brought in by river action, including the snail, 
cal evidence for the latter. The sawn off rostrum Lymnaea truncutula which is the spzific intermedi- 
of the lesser rorqual (Bdaenoptera acutorostrata - ate most of the liver fluke (Fmciola h e ~ t i c a ) .  

this species of whale grows to a length of about The importance in gaining an understanding of 
nine metres) was found in 15th century deposits near London's natural past as an integral part of histori- 
the river. The 'little climatic optimum' of the early cal reconstruction cannot be overstressed. The arch- 
Medieval period was favourable t o  certain farming aeological. historical and environmental data are 
practices, e.g., viticulture, though it may also have inseparable. Together they can help form a more 
stimulated plagues and pestilence. This, combined complete picture of the past. 

6. P. Spencer, "St. Thomas Street Environmental Work 7. W. L. Langer, "The Black Death," Scientific American, 
interim report," London Archaeol 2, no. 11 (1975) 210 no. 2 (1964) 114-121. 
273-274. 8. R. S. Fitter, London's Natural History (194511 

Local Societies - amendments (see also D. 3981 
The fourth list of amendments to the list of local 

societies ~ublished in Vol. 2. No. 9. is as follows: 
Bcddington, Carshaltm snd Wallington Arrhacological 

Society; Sec R C. Collett, 12 Ingleby Way, Wallmgton, 
Surrev. 

Brockley Hill Excavation and Field-work Gmup; de!etc 
from list. 

~ r o y d o n  Natural History and Scientific Society, 
Archaeology Section; Sec. R. Savage, 14 Deepfield Way, 
Coulsdon, Surrey CR3 2SY. 

Islington Archaeology and History Society; Sec. Mal- 
calm Tucker, 91 Hornsey Lane. N.6. 

Kingston-upon-%mes Arehacdogical Society; Sec. Mrs. 
P. Nicolaysen, 295 West Barnes Lane, New Malden, Surrey 

London and Middlesex Archaeological Society; Sec. J. 
Clark, lMuaeum of London, Kensington Palace, W.8. 

Richmond Society, Historical and Archaeological See- 
lion; Editor. Mrs. Sally Albrecht, 42 Lancaster Park; Rich- 
m o n d  n r r w  ~~~- . ... . , . 

Southwark and Lambeth Archaeolc,~ical Society; Sec. 
R.  J. Buchanan, 79 Ashridge Crescent, S.b.18 3EA. 

Spelthorne Archaeologiwl Field Group; Sec. W. E. 
Woodage, 5 Fifehead Close, Ashford, Middlesex TWl5 
3SD. 



undersranding of the origins and purpose of the 
work, ihs following note must take the place of the 
missing dust-jacket blurb, that might have spelled 
it out for him-though at. some cost to the purchaser. 

The book does not aim (and therefore cannot fail) 
to update this or that work, or be used in conjunction 
with it. Nor was it produced with any other study 
in mini Its purpose is explicit in the subtitle-the 
relation of Current Knowledge and Problems in The 
Archlaeology of the London Area. How to define 
the London area is one of the many problems that 
was lefr for each distinguished contributor to tackle 
in his own way. The omission or  inclusion oY this 
oF that site, area or subjeot was at each contributor's 
discretion; we hope that their decisions may be the 
basis of further research and informed discussion. 

Speculation, such as seems to have been missed in 
Mr. Merrifield's essay, has no place in studies of 
this type: and should any reader share the reviewer's 
puzzlement over the disappearance of Iron Ages A 
and B, he will find a succinct statement of the 
modern position in, Ior example, Professor Cunliffe's 
Iron Age Communities in Brituin. 

We agree that a 'serious and comprehensive re- 
appra~sal of the archaeology of the 'ondon area' 
(which we did not se! out to write) would require 
more than 67 pages; it would cost more than £1.00, 
too. We agree, also, that what we have published 
will be steadily overtaken by research and excava- 
tion. Wc conclude that the time is certainly n'ot yet 
ripe for producing the book that Mr. Turner blames 
us 50s nut having written. 

PUBLICATION DATES 
WE DiiRIVE enormous pleasure from the London 
Archoeolopis'l, and l would like to make one minor sugges- 
tion. We have recently received the Spring issue and the 
Diary meetings in March and April had already been held, 
Similarly when we receive the next issue in July we will 
have missed the meetings at the end of June/early July. 
Would i t  be possible to extend the dates in the Diary to 
cover 34-4 months to allow for printing and postal delays? 
3 St. Marks Road, A. HOLLIDAY 
Teddingtan, Middlesex. 

Witor's note: lerters on similar lines to this are received 
from time to time. The original aims behind the entries of 
local lectures in the Diary were to (a) act as an area of 
publicity for the society and (b) provide a list of lertures 
and lecturers which would help other societies in compil- 
ing their awn programmes (always a difficult task). It is 
partly for  this latter reason and partly because i t  is not 
possible, for a number of good reasons, to accurately 
aauge the publication dale of the London Archaeologist, 
that the out-@f-da'te lectures remain in the Diary. 

It has become apparent that the list of lectures does at- 
tract readers not connected with the associated society and 
an atternnt will be made to ~ u s h  forward the list of lectures. 
~ o w e v e ;  there are a number of difficulties: soms two 
months or more have to be allowed for publication pur- 
poses: about half the societies featured do not publish 
an  annual list of meetines hut armear to olan onlv same ~ ~~ ~ -~~ 

three to six month ahead: detail;, and &en notkes, of 
many conferences and exhibitions are often available only 
three or four months in advance. 

Local Societies (from p.389) 

THE INFLUENCE OF RESCUE 
I NOTICE in the Winter 1975 issue of the London Arch- 
aeologist that two of your correspondents, Mr. D. J. Tur- 
ner and Mr. T. Tatton-Brown, imply that the increases in 
Government money in the years following the creation 
of RESCUE would have come about anyway, since, in 
the wards of one, "the bandwaggon was already rolling", 
This may have been the case, but I assure you that no- 
one thought so at the time and there was not the slightest 
trace of any evidence for it. The meetings at Barford 
and at Newcastle which preceded the formation of 
RESCUE were attended by some 50 or 60 of the most 
deeply involved archaeologists in the country and at no 
time i n  the long days of discussion did anyone suggest that 
our fears were groundless because the situation was going 
to improve rapidly within the next year or two. Both of 
these meetings were recorded in their entirety on tape so 
that it would be possible, if anybody were sufficiently in- 
terested, to hear precisely the mood and tenor of the dis- 
cussions. Nor at the subsequent public meeting in London 
did any of the 700 or so persons present voice the opinion 
that action was unnecessary or that we need not be deeply 
concerned with the future of our dwindling archaeology. 

When a deputation of the RESCUE Committee met Mr. 
Julian Amery in 1971 at no time did he suggest that we 
were wasting his and our time because of the Govern- 
ment had already decided on a programme of increased 
grants. 

There is no doubt that the change in the Government's 
attitude to the environment was already taking place but 
also that archaeologists were among the latest of the en- 
vironmentalists to become aware of the overwhelming 
threat to the subject of their research, and to voice their 
fears. 

Greater London Industrial Archaeology Society; General Of course, RESCUE was not the only archaeological 
Sec. Brenda Innes, 9A Upper Park Road, Bromley, Kent influence on the Government in the years following 1970, 
BR1 3HN; Membership Sec. Jill Baulch, 28 Goodwyns but I am sure that it crystallized opinion and unified active 
vsle N l n  archaeologists in an un~recendented way. Certainly no  re- . - . -, A . . . w . 

Hornchurch and District Historical Society; PuMicity existing body had spoken to the ~o<ernment  so clearly 
Officer and Asst. Sec. Mrs. F. Caldwell. 84 Park Drive. and directly about the need for urgent increases in  funds 
~pmins te r ,  Essex. to enable rescue archaeology to expand to a point where 

Orpington and District Arehaeologiral Society; Sec, it could begin to cope with the scale of the threats. 
I. W. C. Bouskill, 34 Haydons Close, Orpington BR5 4JE: The University of Birmingham, PHILIP BARKER 
Membership Sec. Mrs. H.  Shave, 4% Northlands Avenue, Department of Extramural Studies, 
Orpington BR6 9LY. 4 St. George's Square, Worcester 




