
:Rrentford and Staines 
T H E  Department of the Environment grant towards 
rescue archaeology in London for 1976-77 will, it 
now seem's, be about E200,000, about a third up on 
last year's figures. Yet virtually all the increase will 
go to the C ~ t y  - probably in the hope that much 
of the material that has been dug up in the past 2 t  
years can be dealt with. 

It is not difficult to accept that the City is an 
area of "special importance" and requires intensive 
archaeological investigations, but this must not be 
at the expense of the survival of the units working 
in its hinterland. 'Even last year thecity was, 1 would 
estimate, accounting for over 215th of the total re- 
sources available; this year it will be about half, yet 
geographically it represents a very small proportion 
of the total ILondon area at risk. 

The medium size units - Southwark and Inner 
London - which only scraped through 'last year are 
probably going to get enough to ensure that they 
stagger through again. Once more they will certainly 
not get enough to pay for large scale excavations on 
threatened sites. 

Two of the smaller bodies, though, are scenting 
troulble. Both the 'Museum of London group in 
Brentford and the LAMAS organisation in 'Staines, 
although they are to receive grants large enough to 
hold out for the year, are being instructed that no 
.DOE funds are to be used for excavtitions. All the 
,money from the 'Department is to be used entirely 
Eor post-excavation work. The warning is given that 
sites dug with funds from other more limited sources 
may not qualify for fu,ture post-excavation grant 
from the Do!E. 

Surely enough has been written recently to demon- 
strate our very limited knowledge about the origins 
growth, economics and later histories of the smaller 
Roman urban settlements. London contains a num- 
ber of these centres: ironically enough Staines and 
Brentford were potentially about the (best covered! 

There is much to be regretted in this deckion. 
Certainly both at Staines and Brentford there is 
post-excavation work to do - but there are also 
sites that require digging: indeed there are sites that 
require to be completed. 

Both organisations have just finished reports on 
recent excavations which will be published in the 
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next (1976) LAMAS Trunsactions. It  is hoped 
that both would develop as small full-time units- 
assisted by their associated amateur field groups - 
capable of carrying out a regular programme of 
digging, analysis and publication. 

Of course, as the 'DOE refuses funds for digging 
in 1976177 - and as reports on earlier work should 
be largely completed by next March, it will be quite 
easy to effectively disband both organisations a t  
the end of the financial year. Indeed some of us 
could be forgiven for thinking that the reason behind 
this seemingly arbitrary decision is to tidy things up 
before the axe is wielded. 'We hope we are wrong. 

Changes 
AFTER nearly eight years and no less than 30 issues 
of the London Archaeologist, Nicholas Farrant has 
relinquished his post as Editor. Pressure of work, 
and his other archaeological commitments, mean 
that he no longer has the time to carry out all the 
editorial tasks. He will, however, 'be staying on as 
Managing Editor, where his fund of knowledge and 
experience will be greatly appreciated. Into the 
"hot seat" comes Clive Orton, who now works for 
the Department of Urban Archaeology, Museum of 
London, after several years' amateur archaeology in 
the London area. The Museum have made his ap- 
pointment possible by allowing him half a day per 
week to work on the London Archaeologist. This 
Museum involvement in no way changes the status 
of the London Archaeologist: editorial independence 
will 'be jealously guarded by both the Editor and the 
rest of the Publication Committee. 

The meaning of the "hot seat" will now become 
clear: the London Archaeologist is having to increase 
its subscription rate. From December 11976 it will 
cost £1.60 per annnm or 40p per copy-annual 
subscriptions will be increased as they fall due. 
The increase (the first for three years), which is due 
to enormous increases in postage and more modest 
increases in printing costs, will probably be no 
greater than the increase in the price index over the 
same period. We believe that the London Archueolo- 
gist will still represent very good value for money. 


