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Going over old ground 
THE REVIE Wof Archaeological Services in London, 
undertaken by Capita Management Consultancy 
Ltd for the Department of National Heritage, was 
published at the end of June. Or rather, the parts 
that we are allowed to see were released; the rest, 
including the main recommendations, is said to be 
commercially confidential to MOLAS and is not 
available to the public. The 'extract' contains Sec- 
tions I, 2 and 3 of the Review (Introduction, De- 
mand for Services, Supply of Services), omits 4 and 
5 (Issues relating to MOLAS, Options for the future) 
and finishes with part of Section 6 (Conclusions 
but not Recommendations). 

We are left with an anodyne document which 
makes the following points: 

(i) demand f or archaeological services in London is 
likely to rise over the next 3-5 years. Infrastructure 
projects (e.g. the Jubilee Line) are likely to make a 
significant contribution, 

(ii) although perceived as expensive, MOLAS is gen- 
erally well regarded by developers for the quality 
of its service. Local authorities and museums are 
also generally satisfied with the service (although 
only four boroughs and one 'other' museum were 
consulted). Smaller developers on the fringes of 
London are more likely to use outside units, 

(iii) serious problems concerning the post-excava- 
tion backlog, and archiving, need to be addressed, 
but are outside the Review's terms of reference, 

(iv, the supplv of archaeological services is ad- 
equate; outside suppliers would like to increase 
their penetration of this market. Any sudden re- 
duction in the level of service (which can only 
refer to the collapse or demise of MOLAS) would 
have severe repercussions on the whole process of 
planning and development, especially in the City. 

There are very few hard facts or figures in the 
Review. The only ones made available are average 
costs of assessments, evaluations, and excavations, 
which are meaningless because of the wide range 
and skew distribution of such costs. Otherwise, we 
are left with a mix of feelings and perceptions, 
hardly a secure foundation for policy formation. 

Thus the Review, as predicted in our previous 
Commentaryon the subject (Vol7, no 6, p. 142) has 
contributed little that was not already known or 
could not have been deduced by anyone reason- 
ably in touch with London's archaeology. Whether 
it will be enough to encourage the Governors of 
the Museum of London to continue their support 
of archaeology remains to be seen. The ball is now 
in their court, and their previous attitude gives no 
great cause for optimism. 

As an interesting aside to this subject, readers of 
The Times (14 June) may have seen that Geoffrey 
Wainwright (EnglzshHeritage'schief archaeologist) 
was himself to direct the prestigious excavations 
currently starting at I, Poultry (the Mappin and 
Webb site). What message does this give about 
English Heritage's view of the future of MOLAS? 

London Fieldwork Round-up 1993 
WE ARE pleased to announce with this issue the 
publication of our first special issue devoted en- 
tirely to a round-up of the previous year's archaeo- 
logical activity in London (Vol7, no 8). Because of 
the present emphasis on evaluations, we have 
changed the name from excavation round-up to 
fieldwork round-up. We include, also for the first 
time, a round-up of publications on London's ar- 
chaeology during the year. The special issue is in 
addition to our four usual 'seasonal' issues, which 
will continue to carry articles on a wide a range of 
archaeological activity in London as possible. It  is 
being mailed out with this issue to reduce the cost 
of postage; if you have not received a copy, please 
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let the Subscriptions Secretary know. We would be 
very grateful for any comments on the new for- 
mat, which we hope will meet the needs of all those 
concerned with, or interested in, archaeological 
field work in London. 

It is not too early to remind you that it will soon be 
time to collect contributions for the 1994 round- 
up. Reports should be sent to the Editor, c/o Insti- 
tute of Archaeology, 31-34 Gordon Square, Lon- 
don WCIH OPY, and should be modelled on the ones 
in Vol7, no 8, and it would be a great help if they 
could be sent in on a floppy disk (ASCII text, PC or 
Mac disk) as well as on paper 


