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THERE ARE TWO rather different aspects to this 
book: the first aspect sets the detences of Roman 
London in their contemporary setting and gives an 
up to the moment account of them; the other aspect 
considers the subject of Roman town derences in 
general and is rather depressing. John Maloney's 
twenty pages on 'Recent work on London's defences' 
is a clear and sensible guide to the city and its walls, 
and for those particularly interested in London the 
volume is probably worth reading for that alone. I 
do not say that the volume is worth buying for that 
alone because it is one of the C B A overpriced and 
overdesigned offerings in which the quick and cheap 
dissemination of information takes a back seat. I 
merely observe, I certainly do not suggest, that a 
photocopy would cost less than half the market 
price of the book .Something is clearly very wrong 
with such a publication policy. 

Around Maloney's paper there is the rag-bag of 
articles which usually result from conferences. They 
are certainly not a comprehensive over-view of 
Roman town defences, nor do they follow a clear 
theme, but such criticisms are applicable to all such 
volumes and are in no way an argument against 
publication. The rag-bag is contained at either end 
by a breath of fresh air from Mark Hassall to start 
with and Dietwulf Baatz to finish. Mark Hassall 
does something very simple, he puts the defencew 
of the West in a wider context. Baatz does something 
almost simpler, he goes through the parts of the 
defences and says what they were and what they 
were probably for. There are casualties in this pro- 
cess. Defences in the West are seen to be clearly old- 
fashioned, sometimes clearly impractical, if judged 
coldly as military structures, and it has to be admit- 
ted that things were done better elsewhere. Bastions 
are clearly defined as Renaissance projections from 
a defensive curtain wall, I would say big enough 
to get a tennis court on, and so have no place in 
Roman fortifications, and artillery is virtually exclu- 
ded for use in the little towers in any but the hand- 
held form. 

In the centre of the volume Daniels mops up 
North Africa and we hear about Cologne and Xanten 
from German colleagues. Some ideas sparkle, as 
usual, in Mertens paper on Gallia Belgica, probably 
because he has this strange habit of asking WHY? 
rather than just detailing a load of facts. Todd looks 

East for the ideas incorporated in the Aurelianic 
walls of Rome, Johnson on the later Empire in 
Europe, Hobley on Britain, Fulford on Silchester 
and Mick Jones on the Coloniae. Then a last clutch 
of Webster on late defences in Britain, Butler on 
the construction of these defmces, Wacher, I hope 
vainly, trying to set the clock back twenty years, 
and John Casey demonstrating clearly and econo- 
mically that virtually none of the great changes tie 
in with any historical snippets that have come down 
to us. 

Most of the papers are readable, if you are inter- 
ested in the subject, otherwise I should think they 
are deadly, and many of them have a useful collection 
of information; some are even exciting. Why then 
do I find it a depressing book? It  is because it pro- 
bably won't make any difference. You can see this 
clearly even inside the covers for while Baatz has 
demonstrated as clearly as anyone could that big 
artillery pieces are just not practicable in the little 
projections, and that these are nothing like Renais- 
sance bastions, other contributors go on talking about 
artillery in the bastions. And a general reader will 
be too lazy to think things out and will take which- 
ever view suits him at the time. And while Casey 
virtually proves that the dating evidence goes against 
either Constans in 343 and Count Theodosius in 367 
for major campaigns of construction of a!teration, 
Wacher pleads for a continuing uncritical mish- 
mash of historical snippets with our archaeology. 
His peroration is outmoded sentiment and ought not 
to have been printed. If such failure to see is present 
amongst the contributors to such a conference what 
hope is there that the wider, interested, public will 
sift the good from the bad and push the subiect 
forward? The impression must be that people like 
their defences, bastions and all, as they always have 
been, and they don't want to be disturbed by facts. 

RICHARD REECE 

Topographical Maps of Canterbury, by Tim Tatten- 
Brown, Canterbury Archaeological Trust, 2nd cdn. 
1982, 4 pp, 5 maps in card folder, £2.00 (plus 25p 
postage). 
THE PUBLICATIONS of series of maps to demon- 
strate the evolution of an urban area is one of the 
best methods of encapsulating, in interim form, the 
state of current knowledge on a town. In London ue  
are familiar with the period maps in Rescue's The 
Future of London's Past, and also the series of maps 
in Peter Marsden's Roman London. Tim Tatton- 
Brown and the Canterbury Archaeological Trust 
have produced such a series representing Canterbury 



c A.D. 400, 1050, 1200, 1500 and 1700. The maps 
are compiled from archaeological, documentary and 
standing building evidence, and sources are briefly 

1 notcd in the text sections relating to each map. One 
of the most striking points about these maps is the 
way in which they adhere to the topographic theme 
stated in the title. Find-spots of individual object5 are 
not includcd, an exclusion which enhances the ease 

l with which the maps can be read, without detracting 
from their informative nature. The Trust must be 
congratulated on the clarity and excellencz of the 
draughtsmanship. The maps of the City in 1200 and 
1700 show the suggested extent of built-up area? 
which seems to be a possible aid to archaeological 
forward-planning. 

The text is short and to the point, one rn~ght even 
say terse. Such, however, is the quality of the maps 
that little commentary is needed. The text gives 
sources, explanations of historical detail re!evant to 
alterations in the topography, and the dates at which 
alterations took place. For example, by 1700 Christ 
Chulrch Priory was replaced by the "New Founda- 
tion" and the locations of the prebends' dwellings 
are shown on the map. 

This edition supercedes the 1979 1st edition and is 
totally revised, to the extent of redrafting the entire 
Roman map. Urban archaeologists and historians 
could wish that such frequently updated, well pro- 
duced and reasonably priced works would be forth- 
coming from more urban centres, while thosc speci- 
fically interested in Canterbury have an excellent 
summary of the development of the City. 

TONY WILMOTT 

Medieval Waterfront Development at Taig Lane, 
London, by Gustav and Chrissie Milne. 
London and Middlesex Archaeol Soc Speaal paper 
No. 5 (1982). 114pp many p1 and figs. Lssued free to 
members. £10.00 (plus £1 p&p) to non-members. 
DURING THE PAST 15 years extensive redevelop- 
ment along Upper and Lower Thames streets has 
resulted in the destruction of substantial remain; of 
the buried Roman and medieval waterfront of Lon- 
don. It was the threat to this crucial archaeological 

' zone that was in part responsible for the setting up 
of the museum of London's Department of Urban 
Archaeology in 1973. Not surprisingly, therefore, 
work along the river has featured prominently in the 
Department's excavation record. The Trig Lane 
report, which describes and analyses the investiga- 
gation of a 450sqm (4900 sq ft) site (towards the west- 
ern end of the city, represents the first detailed ac- 
count of medieval reclamation and consolidation to 
emerge from this major programme of excavation 
and research. 

The repart report is divided into four sections. The 
first is principally concerned with a documentary 
survey by Tony Dyson. The second describes the 
excavated remains. These comprise a series of timber 
and stone reve,tments dating from the (ate 13th cen- 
tury to the mid 15th century. Owing to the water- 
logged condition of the site, many of the structures 
were in a remarkable state of preservation and sur- 
vived to heights of up to 2.5m (8ft 3in). The third 
section of the report is concerned with the appli- 
cation of the dating evidence, analysis of construction 
technique and the development of the waterfront. 
The final chapter contains a selected group of spec- 
ialist reports that include the dating of the timber by 
Donald Brett, a preliminary examination of the 
pottery by Clive Orton and a valuable account of the 
jettons and tokens from the site by the late, and 
much missed, Stuart Rigold. 

The bulk of the report, as embedded in the second 
and third sections, is the work of Gustav and Chrissie 
Milne, a duo who deserve full credit for a well- 
organised and very readable account. 

Factors influencing the development of the water- 
front, such as land reclamation and rises in river 
levels, are explored and comparisons with sites from 
elsewhere in Britain and on the Continent cited. 
Tenement growth and shipping requirements are also 
discussed and from it all emerges a picture of human 
enterprise and physical restraints which together 
shaped the character of London's thriving water- 
front. Since London's prominence was to a large 
extent founded on river trade it is important to re- 
member that the state of the waterfront at any given 
time reflected the commercial climate of the city as 
a whole. 

Many readers who are perhaps not very familiar 
with timber structures and carpentry language will 
have little difficulty in coming to terms with some of 
the terminology used in the text. The task is made 
that much easier by an illustrated glossary included 
towards the end of the report. 

The standard of presentation and publication is 
high throughout. The numerous drawings are of a 
very high standard indeed and include several in- 
formative three dimensional views. There is also a 
lavish collection of photographs which, for some 
reason, includes two unnecessary colour plates. 

In summary there seems little but praise to offer 
this publication. Mercifully it has not been cap- 
sized by a massive collection of finds reports and in 
its present form provides a model for other authors 
to emulate. 

GEBFFREY PARNELL 


