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A Traveller's Guide to Royal Roads, introduction by 
Charles Kightly and photographs by Michael 
Cyprien. Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1986. 128pp. 
many pl. £9.95. 
THERE IS AN introduction of 10 pages of text, 
which is a useful collection of tidbits of information 
of the kind that puts clothes on the bare bones of 
history and sets the scene for what is to follow. The 
book is a collection of self-contained articles by four 
specialist historians. The object is to pace out, as it 
were, routes used by royal travellers when engaged 
on enterprises that most readers will have some 
knowledge of. Where the book scores is in providing 
answers to questions raised by children or com- 
panions who may be sharing a journey. In other 
words, a book to aid parents who wish to add 
interest to holidays or family outings. In this regard 
it succeeds in its chosen layout. Each article starts 
with a paragraph setting the scene and a rough map 
of places en route. Throughout each article the wide 
outer margin has map references, distances and 
place names for quick reference, the kind of 
information fed from navigating passenger to driver 
- and a stimulus to further reading. 

Pages of illustrations space out the text, but some 
of the pictures (all of which are in black and white) 
are too dark or not very interesting - perhaps black 
and white prints from colour transparencies or 
unsuccessful use of a wide-angle lens. 

The layout of the book is very attractive, to my 
mind, and appealed to me instantly in its subject 
matter and appearance, but on reading through I 
found that the publishers had been badly served by 
their authors. Of course historians, professional and 
amateur, will disagree on emphasis and interpre- 
tation, and it would be churlish of me to enter the 
lists. But confidence in what is being read can be 
undermined by simple errors of fact. For instance: 
the "Roman Watling Street" does not become the 
"A20 or 'Old London Road', which runs (to the 
north of the M2) from Faversham" as stated in the 
article on William the Conqueror. King John, we are 
told, "fell back on Corfe Castle, where he remained 
from 23rd to the 17th of July"! Eleanor of Castile's 
retinue is said to have contained a "treasurer- 
keeper, John de Berewyke" and nine pages later 
"keeper of the wardrobe" John of Berwick! 
Confusing! 

All silly little errors that cause the reader to 
wonder what he has missed due to being unfamiliar 
with an area or subject. They spoil an otherwise 
useful book to have in the family. 

ALBERT SMITH 

Roman London, by Jenny Hall and Ralph Merri- 
field. HMSO in association with the Museum of 
London, 1986. 48pp, 121pl., £2.95. 
THE PICTURE of Roman London on the cover is 
sure to appeal to eye, then hand, and a quick flip 
through the pages fulfils the promise as maps, 
diagrams, photographs and yet more drawings are 
revealed - all in full colour. All the maps are 
interesting but the topographical studies of London 
excel. The one on p. 9 makes me want to walk the 
hills and cross the river which made the area so 
attractive a base to the Romans. The isometric 
diagrams show the building techniques in an 
understandable manner. The photographs bring an 
immediacy to the excavations and artefacts. The 
drawings unite everything into a vivid lifestyle. 

If I have any quarrel with this aspect of the book, 
it is perhaps that the various styles are insufficiently 
integrated and this, together with the use of familiar 
material, gives an overall impression of a book too 
hurriedly put together. 

The confusion which stems from this is not helped 
by the text, which in small print is very intense - 
"The resulting choice provided a regular crossing 
that became a focal point for the developing road 
system in south-east Britain and at a point on the 
river that provided deep water for ships within a 
tidal zone" (p. 6), and long-winded - "The mint was 
closed in 326, but it was started again for a short time 
by another usurping emperor, Magnus Maximus, in 
383, when it used the mint mark AUG for Augusta, 
a title of honour which had been given to London 
some years earlier" (p. 13). 

In fact there seems to be little relationship 
between illustrations and text, the former appealing 
to the interested non-specialist and the latter to the 
serious student, even though there is no indcx. As it 
seemed to me that the authors were not sure what 
market they were targeting, I asked a young friend. 

"This is a good text-book as it is well written and 
easy to understand. There are a few words here and 
there that I don't understand, but it is well illustrated 
with lots of interesting pictures, photographs and 
diagrams. This book would be very helpful for 
project work but not the sort of book I would read 
for personal choice." 

I would agree with the first part of her assessment, 
and at £2.95 I would buy it for the illustrations alone. 
I would also recommend it to anyone looking for a 
souvenir of a visit to the Museum of London. But I 
do wish archaeologists would write as though they 
really believed that real people had once owned the 
very real artefacts. SUSAN MIMMACK 

SARAH HOWE 


