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know. That it was a computer or a calendar has not bceu 
proved by Gerald Hawkins or any others to the satisfaction 
of prehistoriaus. It is clearly not a house or a tomb. 
Stonehenge is very probably a ritual assembly place as 
has been said since John Aubrey in the seventeenth 
century thought that the people who ritually assembled 
there were the Druids. I certainly do not find it, as 
Crampton says, "the most enigmatic building in the 
world". It is a tour de force in the tradition of the stone 
and wood henge monuments which were a part of the lifo 
of the society of third millennium B.C. England. 

Mr Crampton is obsessed by the excavation of Click
himin and the excavator, John Hamilton, will blush when 
he read'l that his dig was "probably the most illuminating 
excavation ever carried out on a structure of barbarian 
northern Europe". The broch of Clickhimin in thf' 
Shetlands is now claimed by Crampton as something 
which "may prove to be the 'Mycenae' of northern, 
barbarian Europe". The excavator uncovered the internal 
structure of an earlier stone-built fort dat,ing from the 
fourth to the second centuries B.C., and Mr Hamilton 
wrote of it, "For the first time, the domestic arrangements 
inside such an early Celtic fortress were completely 
revealed". Of this modest and correct statement, Mr 
Crampton writes: "His expansion of this hwndrum 
statement is perhaps one of the most important advances 
in British archaeology-I am inclined to think the most 
important". This Clickhiminomania dominates the 
argument of this book. What was proved to exist in the 
immediately pre-Roman centuries in the north of Scotland 
was, we are told, the rule for all prehistoric Britain: 
"the illumination shed by Hamilton's excavation on 
barbarian Europe will be no less than that Schliemann 
shed on early Greece . . . a historical discovery difficult 
to over-assess in its importance will have been made at 
the prehistoric fort at Clickhimin". 

Seeing the prehistoric world of Britain with Clickhimin
stained spectacles, Crampton assumes that W oodhenge 
and our other henge monuments were two-storeyed 
dwellings inhabited by a royal, tribal household similar 
to that of Tara, but adds that this pretence may seem 
"wild". Admittedly, he was writing before Dr Wain
wright's 1967 excavations at Durrington Walls-but then 
he might have turned those temples into two-storey 
dwellings and Durrington into a prehistoric city. He 
has a vision of second millennium Britain. "I see Wessex 
as an area of wealth and power dominated by five heroic 
commm1ities. I see five kingdoms ruled from nucleated 
capitals at Lambourn, Avebury, Stonehenge, Oakley
Knowlton, and Dorchester . . . I see the populations of 
the tribal capitals living in drum-tower, timber forts, two 
or more storeys high, some of the henges and barrows 
being the surviving remains of these. I see these struc
tures housing a hundred up to considerably greater 
ntunbers in each." 

The author is entitled to his private visions, but he 
must not expect those of us who spend our lives studying 
the third and second millennia B.C. in Britain to substitute 
his personal view for the archaeological facts. This is a 
very unfortunate and unworthy addition to the long list 
of books written about Stonehenge. The general reader 
should not be taken in by its good production and many 
well-done plates and figures. It is full of errors: plate V. 
for example, is one of the well-known kerb-stones at 
Newgrange with interlocking spirals and lozenges and 
chevrous. We are told that similar motifs occur "in large 
numbers" in the tombs of Ireland, Brittany and Spain. 
I, who spend a large part of my life constantly studying 
mural megalithic art, would be glad to know of one 
example-apart from Gavrinnis-in Brittany or Spain. 
The "large numbers" are fictitious, and so, alas, is much 
of the book. Surely we are, in prehistoric archaeology, 
past the stage when personal guesses can be elegantly 
dolled up in books costing more than two pom1ds. We 
can all guess at the past. but we should present our 
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guesses-however wild and at first sight improbable-
with moderation, scholarship, and an understanding of 
what is at present known about prehistory. This Mr 
Crampton does not do. GLYN DANIEL 
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Stone rings at Easter Delfour, from Megalithic Sites in Britain, by 
A. Thom (Oxford University Press; 63s.). The maximum outer 
diameter of the rings is 22 megalithic yards. In the book the 
megalithic yard, which measurE.s 2·72 ft., is established as the basic 
unit of measurement in megalithic Britain, and is used in an 
astronomical interpretation of the function of these sites. 
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DR C. H. TALBOT, Research Fellow at the Wellcome 
Historical Medical Museum and Library, is well known 
for his studies of Anglo-Saxon and medieval medicine in 
England. In this book he writes on these subjects. 

In the first chapter on Anglo-Saxon medicine he notes 
that after the conversion of the Anglo-Saxons to Chris
tianity (A.D. 597-670) important intellectual links were 
forged with Ireland and Gaul. Teachers and books were 
imported; schools, including those in which medicine was 
taught, were established, and the cultural level of the 
Continental seats of learning served as a standard for the 
J;Jnglish people. An expert bibliophile, he describes the 
books and writings on medicine from Greek, Latin and 
Arabic sources which, probably, were studied by Anglo
Saxon leeches and their students. Some of these were trans
lated into Anglo-Saxon, and then the Anglo-Saxons wrote 
treatises of their own, like the papers collected in the 
Leech Book of Bald which has survived. The Anglo-Saxon 
libraries, especially that of York, were consulted and 
oxtolled by continental scholars; but they were pillaged 
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