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Preface

This is the second and final edited volume of publications of a project called ‘Strategic research into, and
development of best practice for, predictive modelling on behalf of Dutch cultural resource management’. The
stated goals of the project, to conduct strategic research into predictive modelling on behalf of Dutch cultural
resource management, and to develop best practice for it, were first approached broadly in order to set the
international research agenda, and then by targeting specific topics and questions of practical interest to the
main stakeholders in the management of the Dutch archaeological heritage.

This volume accordingly combines pure research into methods for predictive modelling of the
distribution of archaeological remains in the Dutch soil, with an effort at interdisciplinary ‘action research’
into the use of such models by stakeholders in Dutch cultural heritage management. This latter approach,
which lies at the heart of the BBO programme, brings with it a particular set of problems to do with learning
to work with people who have very different goals, approaches, and languages from those in the safe academic
environment. We would like to acknowledge here their often enthusiastic interest and participation, the insight
they have given us both in their interests and in the limitations within which they must work - as well as our
own. In particular, we want to thank the participants in the “‘uncertainty meeting’ of January 2005 and the 2nd
project workshop of March 2006. We are grateful to RAAP Archeologisch Adviesbureau (directed by Marten
Verbruggen) for hosting the 2005 meeting, to Leiden University for hosting the 2006 meeting and to NWO
Geesteswetenschappen for providing the funding which made it all possible (grant no’s 014-18-800 and 240-
60-007). Last but not least we like to thank Kelly Fennema, Medy Oberendorff and Joanne Porck for their help
with the production of this volume.

Who should read this book? The main beneficiaries, we believe, will be those who are involved in
making and evaluating policies for the management of our archaeological heritage: local and regional government
planning officers, and external consultants. We hope that the State Service for Archaeology, Cultural Landscapes
and Built Heritage (RACM)', which despite recent changes in the Dutch Monument and Historic Buildings
Act is still very influential in promoting the use of predictive models in planning procedures, will respond to
the issues raised in this volume. For easy reading, this volume is split into two parts, separating the material
regarding the handling of risks associated with the presence of unknown archaeological remains in the realm of
spatial planning and heritage management (Part I), from the more technical work on improvements to predictive
modelling methodology (Part II).

By ‘risk” we mean two types of risk. First the financial risk to the developer: the economic risk.
Second the risk of having archaeology destroyed unnoticed: the scientific risk. Apparently the economic risk
is not a big problem. Most of the time the costs of archaeological research are small compared with the overall
development costs. Most developers do not worry about these costs. The second type of risk is in the perception
of archaeologists very important. Missing archaeological information during the course of a project, either by
missing the sites or by destruction of find spots, is one of the main reasons why predictive modelling has such
a bad name. After all, the most important use of predictive modelling in Dutch cultural heritage management
is as an instrument for selection.

The Editors: Hans Kamermans, Martijn van Leusen and Philip Verhagen

1 Since 2006 the Dutch National Service for Archaeological Heritage (ROB) merged into the RACM, de Rijksdienst voor
Archeologie, Cultuurlandschap en Monumenten, the National Service for Archaeology, Cultural Landscape and Built Heritage.
Throughout this book we will use the name National Service for Archaeology, Cultural Landscape and Built Heritage and the
abbreviation RACM.



