
Everyone likes to talk 
I T  IS SAID of our curate, that when he has nothing 
else to preach about, he preaches about death. 1 
suspect that readers may be saying the same about 
me and publication. Perhaps that's not so surprising: 
we are both talking about the ultimate re~ality in 
our respective fields, the point towards which we 
are all moving, and, dare I say it, about judgment. 

Archaeology is suffering from a surfeit of con- 
ference proceedings: I am told that they are being 
published at a rate of one and a half per week, or 
seventy per year. They place a burden on the arch- 
aeologist of scanning all this literature to see if it 
contalns anything relevant to his speciality (and 
this is much more difficult for proceedings than 
books or journals), and on libraries in the purchasing 
and inaexing of it all. I'm not against conferences, 
which are essential for getting people together, for 
exchanging information and ideas, for trying out 
new theories on a critical and informed audience, 
and for getting the feedback that will guide future 
work. But as much of this takes place in the bar 
as in the conference hall, and is scarcely reflected 
in the published proceedings. It  might be more 
illuminating to publish transcripts of those late-night 
conversations than the melasured prose delivered 
from the platform. 

So what are proceedings for? Well, of course, 
there are all those people who would have come, 
but couldn't, and who want to be kept inforriled. 

There must be something for them. But the value of 
a conference is its immediacy, which is lost if the 
outcome is not published for a year or even two, 
perhaps because one tardy author fails to meet his 
deadhes. The new ideas will be old hat, or possibly 
even discarded, by the time they appear in print. 
Bt's worth looking at the sort of papers that appear. 
As a typology, we have the Re-hash (work alrcady 
- or to be - published elsewhere, given a different 
slant to suit the title of the conference), the Pot- 
boiler (I haven't much to say, but don't like to say 
so), the Big Cheese (we couldn't hold a conference 
without asking him), the Opening Bid (I've got to 
get into print somehow) and the Significant Contri- 
bution. The refereeing often seems far less thorough 
than that of the journals (I've one or two real horror 
stories, but space and delicacy prevent me describing 
them here), and the editing, in the sense of knrtting 
the individual contributions into a coherent whole, 
is oEten undetectable. 

What can I say? Firstly, to authors: be honest 
Do go, do give your talk, but unless it adds signiti- 
cantly to published knowledge, don't submit a writ- 
ten paper (and there are good reasons for giving a 
talk that doesn't meet this criterion). Secondly, to 
conference organisers: be tough. Chop out authors 
who don't meet deadlines, cut out repetition (e.g. 
identical introdtctions to all your contributions), 
weed out the superfluous and impose some coherence 
on the whole. 
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THE THIRTEENTH A.G.M. of the Lontlon gical Society, London Kiln Study Group, Museum 
Archaeologist was held on 7 May in the Education of London, Richmond Society Archaeology Section, 
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Assistant Edwards and Beth in that stock of binders was valued at cost, so the 
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elected from the following bodies : Kent Archaeolo- London7. 


