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REPORT TO 

TYNE & WEAR ARCHIVES JOINT COMMITTEE
30 August 2007
TITLE OF REPORT:
 Culture, Media & Sport Committee report Caring for our Collections

REPORT OF:
Chief Archivist & Director of Culture and Communities 

Purpose of the Report
To update the committee on the relevant points of the select committee report

 

Background

1. The Culture, Media and Sport Committee is appointed by the House of Commons to examine the expenditure, administration, and policy of the Department for Culture, Media and Sport and its associated public bodies. It comprises 11 MPs.

2. “In 2005 the Committee decided that the time was ripe for an inquiry to raise the profile of heritage and to increase awareness of its wider values to communities. This decision was triggered by growing consternation throughout the heritage sector, which stemmed in part from a lack of confidence in the standing of heritage within Government priorities and uncertainty over the amount which would be available from the Lottery for heritage following the successful London bid to host the 2012 Olympic Games and Paralympic Games”. The inquiry reported on archaeology and the built heritage in 2006 and has recently reported on collections in museums, galleries and archives.
Course of the Inquiry

3. The remit of the inquiry was

· Funding, with particular reference to the adequacy of the budget for museums, galleries and archives, and the impact of the London 2012 Olympics on Lottery funding for their sector;

· Acquisition and disposal policies with particular reference to due diligence obligations on acquisition and legal restrictions on disposal of objects;

· The remit and effectiveness of DCMS, the Museums, Libraries and Archives Council and other relevant organisations in representing cultural interests inside and outside Government.
4. Members of the committee visited Tyne & Wear Archives Service as part of their investigations in February 2007. This visit to the north east and Glasgow was one of only three in the course of the inquiry, the other two being to the British Museum and to Athens in relation to the Elgin Marbles.

Main findings & recommendations for the archives sector

5. The committee found that the biggest problem was shortage of resources, but that this affected museums & galleries and archives differently, and that film archives were a particular issue within the archives sector.

6. In relation to funding the committee found that in English county council services, gross expenditure on services per head varies from £2.726 to £0.383 [TWAS £1.78], that in 2004–05, when museums received £619 million and libraries £913 million, archives received only £75 million, of which £36 million went to the National Archives, and that there is a lack of non-core funding streams available to archives, other than the Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF)
7. The committee concluded that it was “anomalous that archives should be excluded from the Designation Challenge Fund. The Museums, Libraries and Archives Council should work with the sector to develop an equivalent of designation challenge funding for the most significant archive holdings. It should also work with the sector to find ways of helping archives services to make more effective approaches to the potential funders…….and that increased visibility of the archive services provided by local authorities would strengthen their claims for adequate funding to enable them to provide high quality services and we recommend that the National Archives’ self assessment programme for local authorities should be included as a performance indicator under the Comprehensive Performance Assessment as soon as possible.”

8. The committee was concerned at the evidence presented about cataloguing backlogs and the issue of preserving digital records, but made no specific recommendations.

9. In the context of evidence about lack of funding for acquisitions the committee recommended that the Acceptance in Lieu scheme should be extended to living creators to encourage the donation of literary archives in particular to UK institutions in exchange for tax relief.

10. The committee stated “It is a matter of regret that the Government, while recognising the cogency of the recommendations of the Archives Task Force for developing the sector to its full potential, decided in the short term not to provide any funding for their implementation. The Museums, Libraries and Archives Council should press DCMS and the Government to provide financial support—which need only be relatively modest—to enable the archive sector to take forward the recommendations of Archives Task Force, and generate its own “renaissance”.”

11. With regard to film archives the committee urged the amendment of copyright regulations to enable preservation copying, and recommended that in the short term, DCMS must address the funding shortfall of the regional film archives as an urgent priority to ensure that they do not disappear before the strategy currently being consulted on by the British Film Institute can be put in place.

12. In relation to government’s responsibilities the committee stated “The fact that responsibility for the archives sector is spread across several government departments, leading parts of that sector to feel that no one is responsible for it has undoubtedly increased the difficulties faced by the sector in raising its profile. We are encouraged by the Minister [David Lammy]’s recent references to the importance of archives to hope that the archive sector has found its champion” going on to state that the sector was in need of a strong champion “a role which MLA has not yet succeeded in playing.”

Recommendation

13. The committee is recommended to note the report.

Alternative Options

14. There is no alternative option at present.
CONTACT:   Liz Rees 0191 277 2241
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