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By Mark Pluciennik and Quentin Drew

In this article the authors outline the two seasons of digs that Pluciennik conducted at Butrint in Albania between 1994 and 1996 as part of a project funded by Lords Rothschild and Sainsburys’ Butrint Foundation. 
Established in 1993, the trust’s aim was for regeneration of the Byzantine city of Butrint and the surrounding area by excavating and conserving the site to help to promote tourism and boost the local economy as part of a wider regeneration project in collaboration with other agencies and involvement with the Albanian Institute of Archaeology, the Albanian government, UNESCO, archaeologists and local people.  The work unfortunately was brought to a premature end due to the political problems in the country at that time, with the threat of possible violence or detainment which was a constant concern with conditions being so unstable.  The Butrint project was part of a package of regenerative development using archaeology alongside other heritage related fields with an aim to help restore the then collapsed economy by encouraging tourism through a series of developments such as tourist trails with notice boards around the site and surrounding areas, and a plan to restore the museum. 
Albania’s history has seen it under the rule of the Byzantines, Ottomans, the Romans, also the Austro-Hungarians, as well as with claims of parts of the country being made by the Italians and the Greeks. It became a nation-state in 1913, and following alliances with China and the Soviet authority it was under the rule of communist Enver Hoxha between 1948 and 1991. 
Albania is a poor country with an unstable political and religious identity, which has caused recent regimes to devise an Albanian identity which excludes all references to earlier influences, and therefore any archaeology or historical research has focused on dismissing any evidence of a Roman or Greek past for example, and anything that is reported must fit the perceived Albanian identity.
Since the end of communism in many Eastern European countries there has been more opportunity for archaeologists to excavate in places such as Albania, including Appllonia and Butrint, and such investigations have brought a whole new set of issues which archaeologists need to confront.
Pluciennik’s team experienced language difficulties, the Albanian methods of archaeology, officialdom filtering down to stall and delay works, as well as threats and intimidation from not only local ‘gangsters’ but the officials themselves who had the power to detain on a whim.  
Friends were made within the community as well as with the labourers brought in to dig, and Puciennik and his team became involved in troubles relating to their acquaintance with some individuals. The persons concerned had done nothing wrong but local military suspected underhand actions and collusion as the archaeological team were not wholly welcome by all, especially by the suspicious in power.
The country offered the team to experience digging in an area which had been under-developed in comparison to the more popular and easily accessible places they had experienced, and a good working relationship, including social time with the local people was enjoyed, until in the second week of the dig in 1996 pressure from the authorities with threats of confiscation of finds and records prompted the need to leave the country.
 Although being unable to continue with the excavations, institutional pressure, and that of publishers and sources of funding forced Pluciennik to consider how to use the limited information available. It was decided that the lack of physical evidence could be shown alongside narrative of political and personal experience, something which is usually lacking in most formal post-excavation reports, but the author felt was an integral part of any excavation in its ability to convey a clearer picture of the experience.
 Fieldwork is followed by presentation and interpretation of various data and there is usually a vast array of material and evidence available following an excavation, with only issues arising from the conditions or constraints due to the immediate environment being mentioned. Rarely does it include information pertaining to the constraints of outside influences; the logistical or political issues, and relations within the local community are usually omitted and viewed as remote from the excavation experience.
Pluciennik and Drew have used excavation reports and montage to show the wider context involved in fieldwork; the outside agencies, political involvement, also the interactions with the local community which were sometimes difficult but mostly agreeable. These illustrations incorporate photographs of local people, the landscape and buildings of the area, newspaper articles depicting the troubles in Albania, and field notes, drawings and post-excavation reports which are all overlaid with the text of the article. Running alongside this the illustrator and fellow archaeologist Quentin Drew describes the reasons for the montage which provide a narrative which highlights the wider context in which archaeological fieldwork takes place. 
The inclusion of the personal experiences of the author which describes not only the routine aspects of fieldwork, but also a flavour of the political troubles at the time and the impact it had on not only the local community but also those visiting for work or pleasure. 
Military threats and local gangsters may not be included in conventional post-excavation reports, but the inclusion of such detail in text and illustration in Pluciennik and Drew’s article adds an extra dimension that takes the reader to the time and place, and to experience the dig, and it leaves them with questions that urge further enquiry of both the archaeological finds and of the country of Albania itself. 
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