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BSTRACT

The work of the historian Henri Pirenne in the early
years of this century sparked a debate concerning the
nature and extent of trade and exchange in Early
Medieval Europe which still reverberates today. The
paucity of the historical evidence for the pericd scon
led to the use of numismatic evidence although this too
was used to argue opposing views. The archaeoclogical
evidence for trade and the development of towns in Early
Medieval Europe has increased enormously in the last
forty years. Archaeologists were also increasingly aware
of the work of economic anthropologists who believed in
the different character of 'the economy!’ in non
capitalist societies and its importance in the social
system as a whole., These concerns were first brought to
the study of the Early Medieval economy by Grierson but
mare recently Hodges has developed a model of which sees
trade as a major factor in the develcpment and changing
nature of society in this pericod. Numismatic evidence
has been widely used by all concerned with these
problems. Yet the ma jor source of numismatic
information for the Bth century has never been studied
in detail. A number of large hoards of 8th century
coins, the sceatta series of coinages, were found in the
Low Countries in the 19th century, to date ncne of these
hoards have been analysed in detail aor published. It is
the aim of this thesis to analyse in detail one of the
series of sceattas, series X, and to attempt to relate
the results of this analysis to the specific and more
general problems associated with the 8th century

coinage.
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INTRODUCTION

The study of the history and economy of western Europe
in the centuries following the collapse of the Foman
Empire has been dominated by the work of Henri Pirenne.
The Pirenne 'Thesis’, as his ideas have become known,
has generated a vast literature and a debate, scometimes
acrimonious, which still reverberates today. Pirenne’s
essential thesis maintained ;hat, contrary to the
traditional view, the Germanic tribes which entered the
Western Provinces of the Roman Empire from the later 4th
century, sought to preserve what they could of classical
civiligation rather than to destroy it (Pirenne 1925;
1939). He argued in particular that relations between
the Frankish kingdoms and the Mediterranean world
continued and that the Merovingian rulers, along with
the Church, made determined effoarts to preserve

classical culture and institutions.

The second part of Pirenne’s thesis concluded that it
was the Arab conquests of the Eastern Mediterranean and
Spain during the 7th and 8th centuries which cut off the
Frankish kingdems from the Eastern Empire. These
changes isclated the Merovingian kings and allcwed the
rise of the Carolingian dynasty, whose centre of power
was far removed from the Mediterranean and who were not

economically dependent on the continuing trade contacts



with the East. The closure of these trade links led to
the collapse of urban life and the disappearance of the
commercial classes who inhabited the towns. Wealth
became based on the control of land and there developed
a closed economy where trade was of small impertance,
utilising a poor silver currency rather than the gold of
the preceding period (1925; 1939; Hodges and Whitehouse

1383:1-5).

Pirenne’s ideas produced a vigorous debate and extensive
literature and are still discussed and reviewed today.
It scon became clear, however, that the documentary
evidence that he had utilised was poor, particularly
with regards to trade, and Pirenne was also criticised
for emphasising some aspects at the expense of others
(Hodges and Whitehouse 1983:5). Because of the paucity
of the documentary evidence, the evidence provided by

numismatics was soon drawn into the debate.

Twe studies in particular argued that, contrary to
Pirenne's thesis, the economy of Europe recovered
because of cantact with the Arab world. Bolin writing
in 1952 argued from the evidence of the Arabic silver
hoards found in Scandinavia and Russia that the weights
of the Frankish denier were influenced by the Arabic
gsilver coins and that the coin reforms instituted by the
Carcolingians were following similar reforms in the Arab
caliphates. Bolin also pointed to the increasing

evidence for trade around the coasts of north-west



Eurcpe as evidence of these ecconomic connections (Bolin
13525 Hodges and Whitehouse 19836-7). Lombard too saw
trade with the Arab world as being responsible for the
hoards of Arabic silver coins from the late 8th century
and that this trade was responsible for the economic
revival in the west (Lombard 1947, These
interpretations were not universally accepted because of
the basic lack of Arabic coins in western Europe and the
fact that hoards of Arab silver of 8th century date are
much less common than those of 10th century date.
Morrison, for example, argued strongly for a lack of

trade in the Carolingian warld (1963).

The archaeoleogical evidence for trade in the Early
Medieval period has grown increasingly in the last forty
years. The finds of exotic imported goods found in
cemeteries of the 6th and 7th centuries has been studied
by Werner (1961) and indicate trade routes crossing the
Alps into Northern Europe. Excavations at sites such as
Southampton and Dorestad, and more recently Ribe and
ather sites in Scandinavia, have demonstrated the
existence of large trading and manufacturing sites from
the 7th-3th centuries (Hodges and Hobley 1988). As well
as a variety of traded artifacts, considerable numbers
of late 7th-8th century coins called sceattas have been
found on these sites and elsewhere. Chapter 1 of this
thesis outlines the historical background of the major
areas which feature in this study and also summarises

the historical and archaenlogical evidence for trade.



The sceatta coinages have been known and studied since
the 17th century (Hill and Metcalf 1984) but their great
variety of design and small size made them problematical
to study and it was the later Anglo Saxon and
Carclingian coinages which received most attention from
numismatists., There were a number of sizeable hoards of
sceattas, however, which were recovered in the 19th
century in Frisia, but these never received proper
attention and have never been analysed or published. The
study of the sceattas was put on a new footing by Rigold
when he recognised a group of interlinked types of
sceattas as being early and these he grouped into a
number of 'series!, a much more flexible concept than
that of types which had previously been utilised (Rigold
1961). He eventually extended this concept to take in
most of the known sceatta types. This system is now
widely used and has provided the framework for the study
of these cocinages in the last twenty years or so (Rigecld
1977). The history and development of the ccinage from
the 6&6th-9th centuries is summarised in Chapter 2 to
form, with the preceding chapter, a comprehensive
background to the more specific problems which will be

examined in Chapters 4 and 5.

The work of Bolin and Lombard and their critics still
used a traditional economic approach. This changed

with the publication of a paper by Philip Grierson



(1953) which drew attention to the social importance of
trade, particularly the phenomencn known as 'gift
exchange'. Grierson also drew attention to the varicus
means by which goods could be exchanged, other than in
commercial exchange, as well as the aother non commercial

way in which coins themselves could be used.

Grierson was clearly influenced in this interpretation
by the work of the anthropologists Malinowski and Mauss
whose studies of primitive economies had demonstrated
the importance of the "Gift’ and the dubicus validity of
studying traditional economies using the methods of
formal economics which had been developed for the study
of capitalist economies in the west. The work of these
two men gave rise to a school of economic anthropology
call the 'substantivist school?’, the tenets of which
were developed by the likes of Polanyi (1957; 1963) and

more recently Dalton (1975; 1977) and Sahlins (1974).

The substantivist ideas greatly influenced
archaeolaogists in the 1970’s as an interest in the
importance and nature of trade and exchange in
prehistoric and early historic societies developed
(Sabloff and Lamberg Karlovsky 1975). In a series of
bocks and articles Richard Hodges has recently
approached the prcocblems of trade, the development of
markets and the role played by the elites in Early
Medieval Europe. His approach stemmed from an

essentially substantivist basis but utilises a series of

o



models developed by archaeoclogists, anthropologists and
gecgraphers to explain the changing nature of scciety
and the importance of trade in Early Medieval Eurcope. In
Chapter 3 Hodges' interpretation of the development of
the coinage, which he developed as part of his wider
model, is discussed, as is the more numismatic
interpretation of the development of the B8th century
coinage presented by Michael Metcalf, perhaps the most

prolific writer on the subject.

It is against the background of these debates over the
nature extent and function of trade and exchange and the
role of coinage that this thesis is set. As noéed above
the sceatta coinages of the late 7th-8th centuries have
been the subject of increased interest and study in
recent years. They are closely associated with the large
trading sites or emparia, which have been located around
the ccast of north-west Eurcope and clearly had a role in
the activities which took place at these sites. Whilst
many new coins have been discovered, both through
controlled excavation of sites as well as the activities

of metal detectors, the major hoards of the period have

never been adequately analysed.

The original aim of the research presented here was to
look at all of these hoards, namely those from Franeker,
Hallum, Kloster Barthe and Terwispel, as well as other
finds of the series found in the the hoards. It scon

became clear that this was a task beyond the scope of



one thesis and attention was directed at one particular
series, namely series X, the Wodan Monster sceattas.
This series was chosen because it was a more manageable
task but also because, in addition to the hoards from
Hallum and Terwispel which contained largely series X
coins, there were also newly excavated examples from
both Hamwic (Saxon Scouthampton) and Ribe in Denmark.
There was also some considerable debate over both the
date of the series and its place of oriqin. These
arguments and the variocus alternative explanations are
discussed in Chapter 4. The primary aim of the thesis
is to present a detailed die analysis of the series X
coins to attempt to determine whether the results of
such an exercise can provide insights, not only on the
prablems of chronclogy and crigin of the coins, but
about the internal arrangement and minting corganisation
of the series. The detailed analysis is presented in
Chapter S and in a series of figures, appendices and
plates. In the final chapter the results of the
analysis are considered in relation to the specific
prcblems just outlined, as well as trying to determine
whether the results can contribute to the more general

and wide ranging problems of coinage and exchange in

this pericd.



CHAPTER 1

TRADE AND EXCHANGE IN NORTH-WEST EUROPE:

THE HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT.

The primary aim of this thesis is to present a detailed
numismatic analysis of a single series of 8th century
sceattas, using the results to examine twa particular
problems. The first relates specifically to the series
X sceattas and concerns their organisation, chronolaogy
and place of origin. The second concerns the more
general aspect of the function of coinage during the 8th
century and its role in trade and exchange. In order ta
achieve this, the historical context of north-west
Eurcpe in the Early Middle Ages must be considered, as
well as the debate which has raged for much of this
century between historians and, more recently,
archaeologists over the nature, extent and importance of
trade and exchange in Early Medieval Europe. It is not
the intention of this chapter to attempt a comprehensive
review either of the historical evidence or indeed the
archaeological evidence for trade and exchange in Early
Medieval Europe. The historical literature on Early
Medieval Eurcpe and on the debate which has develaped
from the so called Pirenne Thesis is enormous. The first

part of this chapter is intended only to paint a broad



picture of the historical background and to tocuch upon
some of the main points in the histaorical debate over

the nature and extent of trade.

In the years since the Second - World War the
archaeclogical evidence for the develcpment of Europe in
the centuries following the end of the Roman Empire has
grown tremendously, especially with regard to the
rebirth of towns and the evidence for trade. Again it
is not intended that this chapter should comprehensively
summarise this vast amount of material but rather set
the general context in which coinage was functiconing and

highlight the sites where coins are most commonly found.

As mentioned above, the first part of this chapter will
briefly sketch the the historical framework of nporth-—
west Europe at this time. The historical narrative of
the Merovingian and Carolingian periods in France has
been adequately covered on numerous occasions (Deanesly
1956; James 1982; McKitterick 1983) and excellent
accounts of Anglo-Saxon England are also available (eg.
Stenton 19713 Campbell 1982). On the other hand
documentary history for Frisia and particularly Denmark,
important in any consideration of the series X sceattas,
is slight in the case of Frisia and virtually non-

existent prior to ¢.800 in the case of Denmark.

Since the early decades of this century the nature of
the economy, the role of trade and the decline and

rebirth of towns in north-west Eurcpe has been the



subject of intense debate amongst historians, who have
often utilised the same texts to argue opposing points
aof wview. More recently, archaeologists have utilised
the increasing amount of archaeocleogical evidence to
address the same concerns. Numismatic evidence has been
a constant thread throughout these debates and the role
and nature of coinage in the 7th-8th centuries cannot be
appreciated without some wunderstanding of them. The
second part of this chapter will consider these various
debates in brief. Finally the archaeological evidence
will be considered, especially that indicating the main
trade routes and the nature and character of the main

sites where 7th and 8th century coinage is found.

1.1 THE HISTORICAL BACKGEOUND,

1.1.1 The Frankish Kingdom,

The Roman Empire in the west had been in decline for a
considerable period before the final blow to the
survival of Roman administration was dealt by successive
barbarian invasions and settlements in the Sth century
(Musset 1975; Dixcon 1976). By the mid Sth century the
Franks were settled in what is now northern France,
Belgium and the lower Rhineland. They were organised in
a series of small groups, each with its king, based
arcund centres such as Tournai and Cologne. In the
second half of the Sth century, however, cne of these

petty kings named Clovis (458-511) united the Franks and

10



embarked on a series of campaigns against his neighbours
which resulted in the establishment of a kingdom
stretching from the original homelands of the Franks to
the Alps and from Thuringia in the east to the Atlantic
in the west. 1In the process he had destroyed the 1last
Roman  presence in Gaul and had conquered the Alamanni
and defeated the Visigoths. He also converted to
Catholicism and established the links with the church
which were to be so important. Clovis’ great kingdom
did not survive him. On his death it was divided between
his sons, as was the custom. During the 6th century the
kingdom was continually divided and redivided but
gradually two important units began to ccalesce. In the
original lands along the Rhine the kingdom of Austrasia
formed, and the lands in the west, the 'new lands’?,
became the kingdom of Neustria. With certain exceptions
the power of the Merovingian kings waned through the 7th
century as the power of the aristocracy grew. By the
later 7th century the two main kingdoms were dominated
by the so called 'Mayors of the Palace’ which had become
almost hereditary titles. Eventually, after various
struggles between the two houses, the Austrasians under
Charles Martel were successful and he reunited the
kingdom in the first half of the 8th century. He
conducted various campaigns against Aquitaine, by this
time virtually indepenaent of Frankish ceontrol, and also
defeated the Arab armies at Poitiers in 722, On his
death the kingdom was again divided between his sons

Pepin and Carloman. Carlaman socon retired to a

i1



monastery and Pepin became sole ruler. Up until this
time a series of puppet Merovingian kings had 'reigned’
under contraol of the Mayors of the Palace. Fepin,
however, decided that the time had come to do away with
the charade and, with the Pcpe’s blessing, he deposed
the last of the Merovingian kings, Childeric III, in 751
andiwas himself proclaimed king (Deanesly 1956; Wallace

Hadrill 1967; James 1982).

Fepin continued the extension of the Frankish kingdom by
conquering Septimania from the Arabs and by finally
conquering Agquitaine. He also forced the Ravarians to
pay haomage and began the campaigns against the Saxons
which were to so cccupy his successor. Importantly in
c.733 Pepin also ingtituted a reform of the coinage,
introeducing a larger flan coin on which the name of the
king was clearly represented, a feature which had
previously only occurred sporadically in the Merovingian
and Anglo-Saxon kingdoms with the exception of

Northumbria (Grierson and Blackburn 1986).

Pepin was the first of the Carolingians, a dynasty which
was to have such a profound effect on Eurcpe in the next
century. However not all the old traditions had been
swept away with the last Merovingian and on his death in
763 Pepin was succeeded by his two sons Charles and
Carloman. They ruled separate parts of the kingdom
until Carloman’s death in 77! when Charles ar

Charlemagne became sole ruler of the Frankish kingdoms.



Charlemagne’s reign has, of course, generated a vast
literature (Bullough 1965; Ganshof 1971; McKitterick
1983). He continued his father’s expansion aof the
kingdom by invading Italy in support of the Pope in 774;
he incorporated Bavaria into the kingdom and after
thirty years of campaigning finally subdued the Saxons
and forcibly converted them to Christianity. During the
730’s he destroyed the Avar state centred in present day
Hungary and even crossed the Pyrenees and annexed land
in Northern Spain. In the year 800 he was crowned
Emperor by Pope Leo III, a position that was finally
recognised by the Eastern Empire in 812 (Folz 1974). In
addition to his military successes, Charlemagne also
initiated a series of refarms and a patronage of the
church (Ullmann 1969). These were continued into the
reign of his son and successor Louis and have become
known as the Carolingian Eenaissance., The later part of
the reign of Charlemagne and that of Louis saw a great
flowering of learning and a concerted effort at
rebuilding existing churches and monasteries and the
founding of new cones. The church was used as a unifying
force in what was a huge and disparate territory (Ullman
1969). Trade also expanded and it would seem, as shall
be detailed below, that the major pericd of activity at
Dorestat may been attributed to this pericd. The
founding of Haithabu also took place in the first years

of the ninth century (Jankuhn 1976).

Charlemagne also instituted important reforms of the



coinage which have been described by Grierson (1965).
The reform of the coinage in 794 was probably part of a
wider reform of weights which altered the system from
one based on the weight of the barley grain to one based
con  the wheat grain (19635:206). This resulted in the
weight of the 'novus denarius ' being increased from ¢
1.3g to 1.7g. This reform was accompanied by a series
of edicts encouraging people to use the new coins.
Hodges has interpreted these reforms and edicts as  an
attempt to encourage peocple to accept the coins as a
reliable means of exchange and as a measure to encourage
mar ket exchange within the empire (Hodges and Whitehouse
1983:11039). He also points to the fact that considerable
supplies of silver would have been needed to facilitate
this reform and argues that trade with the Baltic was
the source of these. This will be discussed further

below when Hodges' model is considered in more detail.

Charlemagne was succeeded by his son Louis the Piocus who
furthered the process known as the Carclingian
Fenaissance. His reign, however, was dogged by problems
over the succession which were complicated by his
marrying twice and at a late date attempting to ensure
that his son by this second marriage was included in the
partition of the state. As a result civil war broke out
in 830 and continued for the next decade, a pericd which
also saw a decline in royal power and a dramatic
increase in the attacks of the Vikings along the

northern and western coasts of the empire (Jones 1968).

14



On Louis' death in 840 further conflict ensued but in
843 the three surviving sons of Louis agreed to a
division of the kingdom formalised in the Treaty of

Verdun signed in that year.

1.1.2 The Anglo-Saxeon Eingdoms.

The structure of Roman administration and society broke
daown more completely in Britain after the withdrawal of
the last Roman forces than it did in other parts of the
western empire. This process seems to have begun in the
4th century and was more of a gradual decline than the
catastrophic event it was previocusly thought to be an
the Roman marketing and monetary system had broken down
long before the traditional date for the coming of the

Anglo-Saxons (Arnold 1984).

During the Sth and 6th centuries, the Germanic groups
which had entered the country, however many they were,
gradually c¢oalesced into a series of kingdoms, some of
which were of considerable size, particularly Deira and
Bernicia in the narth (which later joined to form
Northumbria) and Mercia, East Anglia, and Wessex in the
scouth. Smaller kingdoms included the no less important
Kent, as well as Essex, Middlesex, Lindsey and Sussex
(Stenton 1971), Much of the information about the
early history of this period stems from the wark of the
historian Bede. His work is invaluable although, as he
was concerned with the history of the church in England

and the conversion of the English, these concerns



clearly influenced his account (Wormald 1984). In 597,
when Augustine arrived from Italy to bring about the
conversion of the English, Kent was ruled by Aethelbert,
whose wife, the Frankish princess Rertha, was already
Christian. Kent’'s contacts with the Frankish kingdom
were obviously close and important and indeed the Franks
may have claimed some kind of authority over the kingdom
(Wood 1983). Bede portrayed Aethelbert as the most
power ful of the English rulers at that time, although
the reality of this is debatable (Wormald 13984), The
7th century saw East Anglia, Northumbria and Mercia
competing for overlordship of the other kingdoms.
During the 8th century, first Aethelbald and then, in
the second half of the century, 0ffa, extended the power
of Mercia, the inland and land-locked kingdom, until it

was on the verge of dominating the whole of England.

The power of Mercia waned during the 9th century as the
power of Wessex under Egbert grew in the area south of
the Thames. In 829 he even, temporarily, succeeded in
conquering Mercia. As in the Frankish kingdom, the
incursions of the Vikings grew ever more serious. Until
the B60's they had been content with raiding but events
became more ominows when they started wintering in
England (Campbel; 1982; Jones 1968). In 865 a great
army landed in East Anglia and moved northwards to
Northumbria where the kings Osbert and Aelle were
defeated in 866 and a puppet king installed. In 869

East Anglia was conquered and by the early 870's Mercia
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swocumbed. The Vikings began settling in these
conquered territories which became known as the Danelaw.
Wessex was more resistant to the Vikings and after their
defeat by Alfred at Edington in 878 the country was
formally partitioned and the Vikings converted to

Christianity.
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1.1.3 Erisia and Denmark.

Documentary references to these areas are rare before
the second half aof the 9th century and then are
concerned mostly with confusing activities of Danish
rayal adventurers who, though settled in Frisia,
continued to contest the Danish throne. The historical
cutline of these events has been set out by Roeles
(1951), Jellema (1955), Halbertsma (1965-6) and Lebecq
(1383) amongst others. The historical accounts stem
mainly from the accounts of missionaries attempting the
conversion of the Frigsians during the 7th and 8th

centuries and from references in Frankish annals.

The Frisians were known from the pre-Roman pericd to
have been settled along the cocast from the Ehine to the
Ems in villages sited on raised mounds or terpen. It
is possible that Frisians played some part in  the
settlement of England in the Sth century and certainly
there appears to have been some Anglo-Saxcon settlement
in fFrisia as evidenced by characteristic funerary urns

and metalwork from some of the terpen (Boeles 1951:3580-

581).

The Franks may have inherited from their Foman
predecessors some kind of authority up to the FEhine as
the former Roman forts of the Limes seem to have been

under their domain (Halbertsma 1965-6:70). Under

18



Dagobert (623-33) the Franks extended their authority
into Frisia and succeeded in controlling Dorestat and
possibly the old Roman fort at Utrecht. It may have
been at this time that the minting of ceoins at Dorestad
under Rimoaldus and Madelinus began (Grierson and
Elackburn 1986:137). Al%a at this pericd the Frankish
church attempted to convert the pagans of this area with
little success (Halbertsma 1965-6:71). Some time after
&350 the Frisians again began to extend their territory
and probably recaptured Utrecht and Dorestat. In &77
Wilfred, bishop of York, landed in Frisia on his way to
Rome and was received by one Aldgils, king of Frisia.
He was succeeded by Radbod who was rather less
sympathetic to the ideas of Christian missionaries as he
was apparently struggling to protect the kingdom from
the expansionist attentions of Fepin. Fepin defeated
Radbaod in €88 and again controlled the area of 'Frisia
citerior? which probably included Dorestad. He
immediately allowed the Anglo-8axon Willibrord to
commence missicnary work in the area (Levison 1946). The
Franks no doubt saw the church as a way of consolidating
their authority as did Radbod, hence his apparent
antipathy towards the missicnaries. Radbod seems to
have been considered a major threat to the Franks as

Pepin allocwed his son to marry Radbod’s daughter

Theudesinde.

On Pepin’s death in 714 civil strife once again broke

cut in the Frankish kingdom. The Frisians tock advantage
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aof this to regain the disputed areas, presumably
including Dorestad, and even to raid as far as Colacgne.
Charles Martel scon restored Frankish authority after
the death of Radbod in 719 and in 7324 he had certainly
attacked if not permanently subdued the heartland of the
Frisian kingdom east of the Lauwers. The murder of the
Anglo-Saxon missionary Boniface in 754 was apparently an
excuse to annexe the lands east of the Lauwers and the
remaining areas of Frisia were finally subdued by

Charlemagne prior to his campaigns against the Saxons.

What effect these various campaigns and shifting control
had on Dorestad at the end of the 7th and beginning of
the 8th century, the pericd with which this thesis is
most  concerned, is difficult to say. The waterfronts
were certainly in existence from c.675 as demonstrated
by dendrochronolaogy and seem to have undergone major
revision <c700/725 (Van Es and Verwers 1980; Astill
1985:225)., GSimilarly sceattas were presumably minted at
Dorestad at the same time and there was certainly

contact with the Baltic as evidenced by coins and

artifacts.

Further outbreaks of violence occurred when parts of
Frisia allied themselves with Saxons during various
revolts in the 790's but the next major events were the
first raids of the Vikings in the 830's. Dorestad and
Domburg were sacked in 837 as were many other sites
around the Frisian coast. In the 820's Louis had ceded

lands in frisia to Danish princes whao opposed the ruling
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dynasty in their homeland and in the late 830's this
policy was continued. This may have been a way of
causing internal discord in the Danish kingdom with
which the Franks had been in dispute since the time of
Charlemagne or, alternatively, an admission of the
inability of the Franks to secure Frisia against the
raids. The next S0 years saw a confusing story of raids
sometimes hindered by the new Viking rulers and other
times helped, of rebellicons by the Frisians and the
sacking of towns (eg Halbertsma 1965-6:75-393). Dorestad
presumably finally disappeared during this period, its

role taken over by places such as Tiel.

It may be apposite here to add some comments on  the
importance and role of the Frisians in the trading
systems of the Early Middle Ages. The role of the
pecple who inhabited this coastal area has long been
discussed and a perhaps disproportionate importance has
sometimes been given to their activities and influence.
Colonel EBelaiew was one of the first to stress the
importance of the fFrisians, crediting them with the
foundation of the kingdoms of the Rus in Kiev and
Novgorod and of being influential in virtually all
mani festations of trade in the North Sea and BRaltic
(1921; 1936). Jellema (1955) has published a detailed
account of the documentary and numismatic evidence for
the Frisians and an account of the Frisian Kingdom was
published by Halbertsma in 13965. Boeles in his great

study of the Frisians took a more minimal view of their

21



role, seeing the activities of the Anglo-Saxcns as being
more influential (1351:3€68, 3739). Mare recently Lebecq
has again published a study in which, like Belaiew, he
sees the influence of the Frisians as being paramcunt in
the extension of trade in the North Sea and BRaltic areas
and being responsible for the founding of ’caolanies’ in

many novrth European cities (Lebecq 1383).

The truth is probably somewhat less than EBEelaiew and
Lebecq would choose to believe. It is certain that the
fFrisians engaged in trade to a greater or lesser extent.
There are documentary references to Frisian traders;
although many of these are 9th century in date, there
are nonetheless a few of late 7th to 8th century date.
In AD679 Bede refers to a Frisian slave dealer in London
in a famous story concerning a young Narthumbrian
nobleman, Imma, who had been taken captive by the
Mercians (E.H. iv, 22). In Yark a ’colony’ of Frisians
was resident in the town in AD773 according to the Vita
Liudgeri (Lebecq 1983:24)., The amount of artifactual
material particularly pottery, glassware and coins found
around the Frisian coast clearly suggests trade routes
via the Frisians but care must be exercised here. It
cannot be assumed that because FRhenish pottery or
*Frisian’ coins are found in a particular place, these
were necessarily transported there by Frisian traders as
some authors have implied (Lebecq 1992). Angl o~-Saxon
traders are certainly known and are referred to at Gt
Denys before the Frisians while the Frankish pottery at

Hamwic may indicate the presence of Frankish traders
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(Hodges 1982a:90, €0),

The first specific mention of Denmark does not occur
until the beginning of the 9th century when Frankish
expansicon northwards brought them into direct contact
with the Danes. A king Godfred is mentioned in 808
attacking the Abrodites, allies of the Franks, and
destroying the trading centre of Reric from whence he
deliberately moved merchants to Haithabu (eg. Randsborg
1980:14~13; Sawyer 1982:72-3). Godfred is also credited
with the building of the Danevirke although evidence is
now available which shows that the first phase of this
defensive system, which stretches across the Jutland
FPeninsula, actually dates to c.737 and the original
settlement of Haithabu is also 8th century in date
(Steuer 1974; Andersen et al 1976). It would seem that
Godfred was deliberately attempting to develop an
already existing trading settlement and in the process
was having to develop and expand the system of

faortifications to take account of its grawing

importance.



1.2 THE HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE OF TRADE.

1.2.1 The Historical Debate

The importance and extent of trade and the rebirth of
urban life and markets in the Early Middle Ages has been
the subject of sometimes acrimonicus debate amongst
historians of the pericd. GSince the last war
archaeologists have also paid a great deal of attention
to the problem of the rebirth of wban 1life and the
development of towns in the post-Foman pericd as well as
the nature and extent of exchange, particularly 1long

distance exchange.

The often contradictory interpretations of the period
proposed by historians have been partly due to the
relative paucity and ambiguous nature of the available
written evidence. This is due largely to the fact that
much of the written record at this time stemmed from the
church and the church was little concerned with
documenting the activities of merchants and traders
(Sawyer 1977:138; Hodges 1988:175). As a result the same
sources have often been used to argue completely

different sides in the debate.

The most influential and controversial histarian of this
period was undoubtedly Henri Pirenne (1925; 1939).

Pirenne was one of the first to draw attention to the



importance of economic factors in the change from the
the period of the Roman Empire to the rise of the EFarly
Medieval kingdoms of Europe and his thesis has had a
fundamental influence on the histarical debate.
Pirenne's ideas have given rise to a vast literature
and a debate which still continues. His essential
thesis has been summarised on numercus occasions (eq.
L.atouche 1967:117-25; Hodges and Whitehouse 19823 1~19)

but the main points are worth repeating.

It was Firenne'’s belief that many of the Roman economic
institutions survived the Germanic invasions, since the
incomimg barbarians were anxious to enjoy the benefits
af the classical world rather than destroy it. As  a
result trade arcund the Mediterranean continued with the
Meravingian courts importing gold and other luxury goods
as well as papyrus for the royal scriptoria. The cities
also continued to function as markets, especially those
in the south where Syrian and Jewish merchants were the
main instruments of this trade. Pirenne believed that
it was not until the mid 7th century, when the expansion
‘of Islam cut off north-west Eurcpe'’s contacts with the
Mediterranean, that the real end of the classical world
in north-west Europe occurred (Pirenne 1925; 1933). Cut
off from their supplies of gold and other gocds from
the south, the Merovingian and later Carcolingian courts
were forced to develop a new and essentially self-
sufficient or 'natural'’ ecconomy in which trade and

commerce played a small part and which utilised a poor
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silver currency rather than the gold of the &th and 7th
centuries. This world was most successful under the
Emperor Charlemagne but it was not until the impact of
the Vikings that the further change necessary for the
development of a new urban society cccurred (Pirvenne

1925:1-37; Hodges 1982a:7).

As Hodges and Whitehouse (1983:5) have described, the
importance placed by Pirenne on some of the documentary
evidence was soon being criticised. Lopez, for example,
demconstrated that the disappearance of gold, exotic
textiles, spices and papyrus thought by Pirenne to be
important indicators of the disruption of Mediterranean
trade '...were not contemporary either with the Arab
advance or with each other? (1943:14), Similarly
lLLatouche has argued that the presence of Syrian and
Jewish merchants has been exaggerated and that they
indicate '.. the inertia of the western peoples and
stagnation of their economic 1life’ (1967:123). The
evidence also points to the fact that merchants at this
time were more often than not the agents of the elite or
of the church commissioned to obtain varicus goods
rather than being independent entrepeneurs (Latouche
1967: 1213 Sawyer 19773 UWhittaker 1983). Latouche argues
that the Merovingian period saw essentially a long slow
decline which was well advanced before the mid 7th
century, in fact 'It was not, as is sometimes stated,
the continuance of a Mediterranean econcocmy; it was an

econcomy hopelessly and helplessly adrift.’ (1967:140).
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The evidence provided by coinage was soon intreduced
into the debate by Bolin (1953) whose intenticon was to
demonstrate that ’one may reiterate Pirenne’s paradox
that without Mohammed, no Charlemagne but in
disagreement, not in accord with his views? (1953:25).
By analysis of the available evidence Bolin demonstrated
that the design, weight and value of the Frankish
denarius was influenced by the Islamic silver coinage of
the period and he felt that this demonstrated that the
Carclingian Empire followed rather than shunned Islamic
Caliphates. Bolin was not the first to put forward the
argument that there was close contact between the
Carolingians and Islamic world. Early this century the
case had been put by various scholars and Bolin’s theme
was taken up by others who saw Carolingian power
bolstered by Arab gold and silver which came to them in
their role as middle men between, varicusly, the
Islamic world and Scandinavia and the Islamic world and

the Byzantine Empire (Laombard 1947;1948; Doehaerd 1952

Lewis 19%58; Morrison 1963).

Although gaining some support from historians, Bolin's
view was vehemently cpposed by others such as Himly

(1955) and the numismatist Karl Morrison who wrate that

there was

'ne numismatic evidence of extensive contact with
peaoples outside the Carclingian Empire; there is no
support for theses which allege prepcocnderent Arab
influence on the Carolingian economy. On the other
hand, the evidence clearly suggests free circulation of
coin within the closed commercial structure of the
Empire.’ (1963:432).



In support of his argument Morrison pointed out  that
although there were thousands of Arabic coins in
Scandinavia there were very few which had been found in
Carclingia. Hodges argues hawever that Morriscon himsel f
had drawn attention to the fact that the Carolingians
regularly melted down and reminted foreign coin as it
entered the Empire making the lack of Islamic coins

perhaps less surprising (Hodges 1982a:8).

Toe some extent Morrison’s argument was supported by
Metcalf who, in a series of papers, argued for the
prosperity of north-west Europe at this time based on
estimates of the size of the coinage which he put at
many millions of coins. The methods he used for
calculating the pumbers of coins in circulation were
somewhat contenticus and not universally accepted
(Metcalf 1965; 1967; Grierson 1965; 1967; Heodges
1982a:19). Metcalf’'s arguments were put forward in part
as a response to a paper by Grierson which has since
become fundamental in any consideration of Early
Medieval trade (Grierson 1959). In this paper Grierson
criticised the view taken by histarians and numismatists
at the time that 'trade and trade alone was responsible
for the distribution of goods and coins?’ (1953:1131). He
went on to argue that there were other ways that goods
could be cirvculated such as by plunder and booty, fines,
political payments, dowries and gift exchange. In
considering the latter, Grierson was influenced by the

wark of anthropologists Malinowski and Mauss, whose work
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had highlighted the importance of gift giving in the
formation of social and pclitical alliances in
traditional scocieties in the Pacific (Malinowski 1922;
Mauss 19235). In a further paper Grierson (1961) argued
that until the 9th century, when it clearly became more
closely asscciated with commerce, coinage was used as
much to pay taxes and fines, wergelds and tclls as it
was in the exchange of goods. The application of models
derived from anthropology have more recently been
applied to the prcocblems of Early Medieval trade by
Hodges (1982a3; 1988) and these will be considered

further in Chapter 3.

Pirenne admitted to some trade in north-west Eurcope in
the 8th century, however, as witnessed by the existence
of towns such as Buentovic, known from the evidence of
its coins and from documentary sources. Similar sites
arcound the North Sea, such as Dorestad on the Rhine and
Birka in Sweden, had come to light through
archaeclogical evidence. However this trade was not
thought to be important and was restricted to the
movement of bulk cargoes such as cloth from Frisia, wine
from the Fhine valley, salt and slaves (Pirenne 1925:22-
3). To Pirenne, urban life survived through the 8th,3th
and 10th centuries only because of the presence of the
church in the old classical towns and cities as well as
royal or aristocratic residences and the need for

defensive places in what were troubled times (1925:39-

a3).
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1.2.2 The Archaeological evidence,

Archaeological evidence for Early Medieval trade had
been available since the 19th century. Pivenne himself
was aware of the excavations by Holwerda at Dorestad
immediately following the First World War (Helwerda
1930) and of the excavations of the cemeteries at Birka
by Stolpe between 1871 and 1835 which had produced a
range of exotic imported goods, later published by
Arbman (1937 and 1940). During the 1930's work also
began at Haithabu (Jankuhn 1976) and in the 1950'g at
another documented trading settlement at Kaupang in
Norway (Blindheim 1975). In England after the War and
the destruction of the blitz many sites in towns became
available for archaeclogical excavation. In 1946
excavations began in Southampton, the site of the 8th
century emporium of Hamwic, where coins and artifacts
had been discovered in the 19th century by brickearth
diggers. Indeed the decades after the War and
particularly since 1960 saw the encrmous development in
urban archaeclogy which in turn has led to an intense
debate on the nature, function and oarigin of pre-
Conquest towns (eg Biddle 1976; Hodges and Hobley 1988).
This increased interest in towns has led to excavations
which have demonstrated the early date and trading
function of other towns in England such as Ipswich (Wade
1988), and most recently London (Biddle 1984; Vince

1984 and 1988) and York (Kemp 1987).
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On the Continent further excavations at Dorestad have
revealed the extensive nature of the site and the degree
of trade which was generated through the pert (Van Es
and Verwers 1980; Verwers 1988). More recently in
Denmark excavations have revealed evidence of a trading
settlement at Danekirke (Thorvildsen 1972) and more
importantly the 8th century origins of Ribe (Bencard

19810,

These extensive trading sites are largely a product of
the 8th and 9th centuries and will be further discussed
below. Evidence for the exchange of goods originating
in Italy and the Mediterranean from as early as the Sth
century comes in the form of metalwork and pottery often
found in graves all across northern Ewrcpe, and from

earlier trading sites like Gudme in Denmark (Bendixen

19841 154).

During the Sth and 6th centuries metalwork such as the
so-called 'coptic bowls’, gold jewellery and gold coins
of Allemanic, Lombardic and Imperial origin, in addition
to cowrie shells,ivory and amethyst amongst other
things, were being transported across the Alps and into
north-west Eurcpe. This material has been studied by
Werner (1961) and indicates a route along the FRhine
bringing goods as far as England and Frisia. There are
significant concentrations of these goods in the Paris
Basin and the Rhineland which has led Hodges to suggest

that this exchange was directed at and possibly
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controlled by the Neustrian and Austrasian courts and
may have been articulated by the Jewish and Syrian
merchants who so impressed Pirenne (Hodges 1982a:31).
The objects which were being exchanged in this trade
were clearly prestige objects and possibly coperated in a
system of gift exchange as suggested originally by

Grierson (1953),

Another route traceable from a study of artifacts, this
time particular pottery types, alsa originated in the
Mediterranean but utilised the sea rcutes around Iberia
to the west coast of Britain and Ireland. Excavations
at Garrvanes in Ireland in the 1940's produced sherds of
amphaorae, known as B ware, which originated in the
Mediterranean in the GSth-6th centuries (O’Riordain
1942). Garranes was & known royal site and further
excavations at sites in the Celtic west of Britain and
Ireland, particularly sites with known rayal,
aristocratic or monastic connections have produced
further finds, not only of B ware but of other types of
pottery of similar origin, especially A wvare or African
Fed Slip. Wine may have been a major element in this
trade constituting as it did a necessity to the
Christian communities of sub-Roman western Britain

(Alcock 1971:201-28; Hodges 198Z2a:33).

These voutes originating in Northern Italy and the
Mediterranean seem to have ceased to operate at the end
of the 6th or early 7th century. Hodges sees the end of

these routes as a result of the reconquest of Italy and
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Narth Africa by the Byzantine emperor Justinian in the
later 6&th century. Objects deposited in graves after
this time, such as the Byzantine silver in the Sutton
Hoo o burial, Hodges sees as being 'heirlooms' or goods
still civculating within these northern societies
(Hodges 1982a:33-34; Hodges and Whitehouse 1983:90).
This is quite significant if true as it would mean a
breakdown of contact with the Mediterranean world before

the onslaught of the Arabs in the middle of the 7th

century.

It was not only exotic goods of Mediterranean origin
which were the cobjects of exchange in the &6th and 7th
centuries however. Gold jewellery and wheel-~thrown
pottery bottles, products of the Frankish kingdoms, were
finding their way to southern England, particularly
Kent, as well as to Frisia, together with aother luxury
items such as glass vessels, probably from the
Fhineland, crystal balls, amethyst and amber (Huggett
1988). The movement of high class goods was not one
way, however, as Kentish jewellery does appear 1in
Frankish graves (Hawkes 1982:72) and amber and gold
bracteates from Scandinavia are found along the coast as
far south as Normandy as well as in England. The vast
majority of these gocds have been found in graves and
were obviously goods of considerable value and prestige.
The possible mechanisms behind this exchange will be

further discussed below.
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In the 7th century, with the coming of Christianity, and
the ending of the practice of depositing grave goods
with the dead, the objects which had previously been
such useful indicators of the movement of goods are no
langer in such evidence. However throughout the 7th
century Merovingian coins continued to be imported into
England possibly as goods in their own right and partly
as a means of articulating a growing exchange system.
From c.630-40 Anglo-Saxon gold coins began to be minted
but along with the Merovingian coins they suffered
sericus debasement through the middle decades of the

century (Grierson and Blackburn 1986&).

From the end of the 6th century evidence of the trading
settlements through which this trade is eventually
directed begins to appear. Gold coins of Quentovic, for
example, begin toc be minted from the end of the 6&th
century (Grierson and Blackburn 1386:134). Quentovic is
known from documentary evidence to have been a major
mint, toll station and administrative centre of the
Neustrian kingdom (Dhondt 1961). Duentovic was almost
certainly the port which controlled the trade with Kent
although little is known of the site, which has only
recently been recognised (Hill et al 1930). The
corresponding early ports of Kent are equally unknown
although the rich cemeteries at Sarre and Dover which
centain rich, predominantly male burials, may indicate
the location of these ports (Hodges 1982a:36; Huggett
1988:93). Similarly in the early 7th century the trade

flowing from the Austrasian kingdoms along the Rhine was
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channelled through Dorestad. The campaigns of Dagobert
which led to the capture of Dorestad in €630 may have
been as a result of the increasing importance of the
site and the desive to control a centre of what may have
been a growing trade with East Anglia and the BRaltic
area. The extensive excavations at Dorestad have as yet
revealed nothing of the 7th or early 8th century port
but after Dagobert’s annexation of the area the moneyers
Rimoaldus and Madelinus were moved from Maastricht to
Dorestad where they began minting coins bearing the name
of the town (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:137). Even
after the Merovingians lost control of the area, coins
af Madelinus, in an admittedly cruder style continued to
be minted. It has generally been considered that these
were copies minted further north in Frisia but there is
no reascon why they could not have continued to have been

minted at Dorestad (1986: 137).

Dorestad’s links with England seem to have been directed
towards East Anglia and particularly Ipswich which also
seems to have been founded about this time. Goods
emanating from the Rhineland also travelled nor thwards
as indicated by finds of pottery from the Frisian and
RBaltic coasts and glass vessels from the Vendel period

graves in Sweden (Ekholm 139558).

The 7th century also saw an increase in the minting of
gold coins initially in the Frankish kingdom where a

profusion of mints were in production. As already



noted, from the c.630's coins were produced in England,
particularly in FKent, while in Frisia, in addition to
the Dorestad coins, other derivative coins were produced
including the so called Dronrijp types. A number of
hoards of gold cofns, including many Merovingian ccoins,
have been found in Frisia, indicating the wealth
reaching the area in the 7th century (Boeles 1951;

Grierson and Blackburn 1986:124-5).

The gold coinage became increasingly debased throughcout
the 7th century until it was veplaced by an cavertly
silver coinage initially in the Frankish kingdoms in
c.660 and closely followed in Englend and Frisia
(Rigold 1960; Grierson and Blackburn 1386:94). This
change to a silver currency was seen by Pirenne as a
clear indication of the change from the classical
Mediterranean world, with trade based on a gold
standard, to the enclosed Germanic world where trade was
of little importance and which was to dominate northern
Eurcpe until the 11th century (Pirenne 1933). It is
debatable ,however, just how useful the gold coinage was
for the purpose of exchange. The value of the coins
must have bheen considerable and the various finds of
scales in graves presumably meant that their weight was
checked. The conset of the debasement of the gold
content and the very profusion of mints must again have
made the use of the coins as a creditable means of

exchange uncertain.

Grierson was the first to point ocut that the change to



an overtly silver coinage probably indicated the need
for a more aceptable coinage as a result of increased
trade and exchange rather than less, a view which few
would now dispute (Grierson 1961). Certainly the silver
coinage of the later 7th and B8th centuries seems
intimately connected with exchange as indicated by the

quantities of coins associated with the emporia.

1.2.3 The Empeoria (Figq 1).

A major result of archaeological fieldwork directed at
the praoblems of urban corigins in northern Eurocpe has
been an enormous increase in information concerning the
coastal and riverine trading settlements of the 7-9th
centuries. Several of these have already been menticned
above but the B8th and 9th centuries saw a great
expansion in the number of such sites and in the size of
those already established. These are briefly described

below but some general points are worth making first.

The most immediately noticeable feature about the
largest of the emporia is, in fact, their sheer size in
comparison with other sites of the period and indeed
even with some later Medieval towns. It has been shown
that Hamwic covered an area of some 42-45 hectares
(Brisbane 1988:102) and Ipswich some 50 hectares (Wade
1988:93). Dorestad extended for at least 2-3km along the
old course of the Rhine and seems to have extended some
500m inland in places (Verwers 1988:52-3). Even the

limited fieldwork at the site of Quentovic has, so far,
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indicated an area of c.40 hectares containing evidence

of Early Medieval accupation (Hill et al 1990).

The second feature common to these sites is the vast
guantities of artifacts which they produce. Pottery is
the most common item, much of it being imported and not
of local production. Verwers has rvecently highlighted
the guantities involved at Dorestad where, from an area
of approximately 2 hectares, some 18,000 sherds of
pattery were recovered, over 70%4 of which were imported.
This can be contrasted with a site of the same pericd at
Kouderkirk where a 1 hectare area produced some 2700
sherds of imported wares. Hamwic too has produced
imported wares although they form only c.Z0% of the
total, but these are now seen to be identical to types
found at the site of Quentovic (Coutts and Worthington

1986; Timby 1988:73).

More exotic material is also present in quantity at the
emporia, such as Rhenish glassware, lava quernstones,
amber and jet. Most numerocus of all however are the
animal bones which are of great importance in
demonstrating the huge agricultural surplus which must
have been generated locally to provision these
settlements and provide raw materials for the industrial

activities so common in them (Bourdillion 1988:176-96).

Industrial activity, including metal working, bone and

antler working, glass working, the working of amber and



Jjet and the finishing of quernstones, has been found at
many of the emporia sites including Hamwic, Ipswich,
Muentovic, Dorestad, Haithabu and Ribe and the Ealtic
sites of Helgo and Birka (see below for a summary of
these and Hodges 198B2a, Hodges and Hobley 1988). Clearly
this preoduction was not all for export but for laocal
consumpticon alsao and the function of these sites as
centres of local preoduction and exchange must not be

forgotten.

The emporia also produce coins in quantity although,
recently other, inland, sites in England are proving
equally productive. The development of the coinage in
Eth~8th centuries will be considered in detail in the
next chapter. Hamwic has produced some 127 sceattas as
well as some 50 later silver coins making it the most
productive site in the country for coins of the period.
Some S04 of the sceattas are of series H which are
rarely found outside the emporium and were almost
certainly minted there (Metcalf 1988). Until the current
excavations in Ipswich, sceattas were rare from the
Middle Saxon emporium but recently some 50-60 sceattas
of series K have been recovered (Wade pers comm.). The
series R are more widely distributed within East Anglia
than the series H within the hinterland of Hamwic but it

seems likely that these were also a product of the East

Anglian emporium,

The largest collection of coins from any of these sites

has come from the site of Domburg on the Island of
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Walcharen at the mouth of the Rhine. This includes 998
sceattas as well as later Carclingian coins (Op den
Velde et al 1984:140-1). These finds are dominated by
the series E or Forcupine sceattas followed by the
series D or Continental Runics and the series X or Wodan
Monsters. In addition, there are considerable numbers
of English sceatta types including the early series AR
and C. Sceattas are also known from Dorestad but in far
smaller numbers than from Domburg, some &3 sceattas and
a few Merovingian denarii being known. This apparent
paucity of sceattas may simply be because the main areas
of the 7th and early 8th century town have not been
excavated. It is certain that sceattas were produced at
Dorestad since earlier gold coins were certainly minted
there as already noted and the town was again a mint
under the Carolingians from «¢.7S55. Metcal f has
suggested that the series E coins were the product of
Dorestad although with the caveat that so many varieties

of series E exist that more than one production centre

may have been operating.

Ribe has also produced large numbers of 8th century
coins from the recent excavations. Thirty of these have
been published by Bendixen (1981) but a further 30,
almost all of series X, have been found more recently
and are as yet unpublished (Bendixen pers comm.).
Interestingly there are still no coins of the late 8th
or 9th centuries known from Ribe. This may be due to

the rise aof Haithabu which although in existence in the
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8th century only reached real prominence in the Sth

‘century (Jankuhn 1976).

The missing link amongst the emporia in terms of the
numismatic data is of course Quentavic. To date only
cne sceatta (series G) has been recovered during the
vary limited fieldwork which has been carried cut on the
site (Hill et al 1990). The numismatic history of the
area in the 8th century is unlikely to be fully
understood without knowing which series of coins were

minted at and used in Quentovic.

Eighth century sceattas are rarely found in the BRaltic
emporia. Two have been found at Haithabu, one from the
early south settlement and cone from inside the walled
area, both of which were series X coins (Bendixen
1981:66). A further series X was recovered from
Holmsland Klit on the west cocast of Jutland and an
example of series E from Gudme in Denmark (Bendixen
1984:154). Three more series X coins were recovered
during excavations at Ahus (Callmer 1984:10-11). The
only other find of a sceatta in the Baltic is a series E

from a grave mound at Helgo (Bendixen 1984:155).

The western European emporia appear to have come to an
end sometime in the 9th century although exactly when
and for what reason is not yet generally agreed. The
Vikings have often been seen as the major cause of
decline of the emporia and Hamwic, Quentovic and

Dorestad are all recorded as having been sacked. In the
SREFFIRLD
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case of Hamwic, Brisbane sees a gradual decline of
popul ation from about 850 with the eventual
establishment of a centre on the site of the later
Medieval town (1388:103). Daorestad appears also to come
to an end c.8530 although no particular reason is given
(Verwers 13988:55). Hodges, on the other hand, has
argued that these trading centres were in decline before
the Viking raids began in any serious way in the 840's
(Hodges 1982a). This is part of an elaborate and
extensive discussion of the whole nature of trade and
exchange during this pericd which will be further
considered in the next chapter but at this stage it may
be encocugh to make ocne or twa particular points about the
end of the North Sea emporia. Hodges argues for a boom
in trade from the Carcalingian areas in particular
towards the Raltic from c.7920's, instigated by
Charlemagne. The object of this was to tap into the
supplies of Arab silver which began to flcocod into the
Ealtic at the end of the 8th century. This was the
height of the activity at Dorestad and possibly the
reason for the expansion of Haithabu. These silver
supplies started to dry up in the 820's (Hodges and
Whitehouse 1983:160) and trade to the west consequently
suf fered. It was the decline of the Arabic silver and
resulting trade depression which led to the decline of
the emporia in the west. This was followed by the raids
af the Vikings which were launched to replace Arab
silver gained by trade with western silver gained by

raid (Randsborg 1980:159).



1.2.4, Possible inland trading sites.

Most attention has been paid in recent years toa the
coastal and riverine sites which have been the subject
of extensive excavations. However there is evidence of
other inland sites which may also have been functicning
as centres of exchange. There is documentary evidence
of other places being referred to as Portus, the term
used to describe Quentovic (Astill 1985:228). For
example in 779 the monastery of St Germain des Fres was
granted exemption from tolls at the Portus of Rouen,
Guentovic, Amiens, Dorestad and Maastricht while Duby
refers to others at Dinant, Verdun, Taournai and Huy
(Astill 1985:228; Duby 19741101-11)., There is little
archaeological evidence from these sites but the fact
that they are concentrated in the Meuse Valley may
indicate the importance of the region at the time.
Maastrict and Huy were early mints and the Meuse appears
to have been a centre for the manufacture of metalwork
such as bowls, cauldrons and keys (Astill  1983:228).
Excavations at Huy have produced evidence of 7th century
bone working, metal warking and a pottery kiln (Willems
1973: 1-64)., In addition, chemical analysis of pottery
bottles frem Kent indicate that they were produced from
clays similar to those used in the kiln at Huy (Evison
1979:96~7). This suggests that the Meuse may have been
an important production centre feeding into the system

operating through Dorestad. Interestingly these known
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sites are all concentrated in the north east and are
sited on or near Roman towns (Astill 1985:228). Astill
goes on to suggest that these sites may represent a
second tier of +trading sites on gecgraphical or
political boundaries facilitating exchange with the
inland regions. Duby noted the apparent lack of Portus
in other regions but suggested that elsewhere the
function of the emporia were performed by the former
Foman  towns  which had became centres of consumption
often in the control of the bishops (Duby 1974:957-111).
Hodges pointed cut the lack aof evidence from these towns
but elsewhere the early Medieval foci of towns can be
seen to lie outside the former Roman walls. This was
true with the famous fairs at St Denys outside the walls
of Paris and the Rhenish towns of Cologne, Mainz and
Worms show a similar pattern. In additicon the emporia at
London  and York have now been shown to lie cutside the

walls (Astill 1985:228-9; Vince 1984; Kemp 1987).

Recently evidence has come to light which suggests that
inland sites of somewhat different character may have
existed in England. To a large extent these sites have
been indicated by finds of considerable numbers of 8th
century coins, often at sites where 1little other
evidence of occupation has been recovered. Four sites
in particular have been discovered by metal detector
users: Barham in Suffolk and cutside the Foman town of
Caistor St Edmunds in Norfolk (T. Gregory pers. CcomMa.j

Rigold and Metcalf 1984:260); a site near Royston in



Cambridgeshire (RBlackburn and Bonser 1986:65-80) and at
Sancton in North Humberside (Booth and Blowers 1983;
Booth  1984). A fifth similar site may have been
discovered in the same way in ’north Essex' (Metcalf

1986bs: 5~8).

Groups of sceattas have also been found further west on
a number of Iron Age hillforts, particularly Hod Hill
and Walbury Camp (Metcalf 1974b; Rigeld and Metcalf
19842252 . Little other material has been found at
these sites with the exception of some metal work of
similar date to the coins at the Royston site although
the only site where any excavation has taken place is at
Barham ((Wade pers comm). The concentration of finds
(the number of coins is unknown) at Caistor St Edmunds
is particularly interesting, as the location of the site
cutside the walls of a Roman town parallels the location
of the 'wics! at York and London as well as the Early
Medieval foci of a number of Continental towns such as
Cologne, Mainz and Worms (Astill 19835:229). A further
interesting feature is the concentration of these sites
in or on the periphery of East aAnglia and the
possibility that, like some of the emporia sites, they
are deliberately sited on the borders of territories.
As already noted above, Grierson (1953; 1961) has
stressed that coins at this pericd were used in cther
non commercial ways and care must be taken not to assume
that the presence of coins on these sites automatically

indicates the commercial nature of the activities that

took place.



Another category of site, in England at least, which
produce considerable finds of sceattas are monastic
sites (Rigold and Metcalf 1984). The most productive of
such sites in England is Reculver in kKent. Some 57
finds are recorded although some of these may come from
elsewhere in the Isle of Thanet, with most dating back
to the early 18th century when the site was actively
suffering from sea ercsion (Metcalf 1984c; Rigold and
Metcal f 1984:258-60). Feculver, however, may not be
typical, since the finds of tremisses from the site
predating the foundation of the Minster (Rigwold
1975:662) may suggest the establishment of an emporium
to which the Minster was attracted. Also in Kent are a
number of monastic centres which have produced finds of
8th century coins, in particular Richborough at the
southern end of the Wantsum Channel. The finds from
here are far fewer than from Reculver but include 9
scepattas as well as later pennies. Seven of the
sceattas were from the area of the Anglo-Saxon chapel
and may be from graves (Rigold and Metcalf 1984: 260~-1).
Elsewhere in Kent groups of sceattas, particularly
primary types are not uncommen from burials. Minster in
Thanet and Minster in Sheppey are also monastic sites in
Kent which have produced sceattas, as has the city of
Canterbury where 12 sceattas have been found, at least
scme of which were asscciated with burials (Rigold and

Metcalf 1984:2493).
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Ouwtside Kent there are other monastic sites where coins
have been found in particular the monastary at Whitby.
There are 17 sceattas in addition to 12 named
Northumbrian coins known from the site. Unfortunately
these were found during a series of poorly recorded
excavations in the 1920's and little is known of their
context but some at least may be from burials (Cramp
1976; Metcalf 19B4c:126€5). Coins have also come from
another famous Northumbrian monastic site, namely Jarrcow
(1984¢c: 253). Most recently a coin of Eadberht and one
of Beocnna as well as a number of stycas have been found
at the monastery at Whithorn in Dumfries and Galloway
(FF. Hill pers comm). Elsewhere sceattas have been found
at the monastic sites of Bradwell on Sea (Essex), Burgh
Castle (Suffolk), Dover and most  recently Repton
(Metcal f 1984c; Riddle et al 198ta: Riddle et al 1986bh).
A considerable number of these coins may have been
asscociated with burials but it deoes raise the question
of how much the church was responsible for the spread of

coin use and how dirvectly involved the church was in

trade.

1.2.5 The Emporias a brief descripticon of the main

sites.

(Figl)

Quentovic

As alveady touched on above there seemed to be separate

systems coperating from the two Frankish kingdoms of
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Neustria and Austrasia and even in the 8th century when
the kingdom was united these two systems appeared to
continue to cperate (Hodges 1982a). Fraom the late 6th
century a major centre of the Neustrian system appears
to have been Quentovic. Gold coins of Quentavic are
known from this period (Grierson and Blackburn 1986: cat
no. 471-4) as are silver deniers from the reign of
Charlemagne including the famous type with the image of
a ship on the reverse (1386: cat no.749). Coins of
Quentovic were issued by Charles the Simple ¢ 1986: cat
noc. 998, This type became immcbilised in the 10th
century and Viking imitations of the 10th century are
also known (198&, cat no. 1447), Which coin series
were minted c.670-730 at Quentovic is at present unknown
as no named coins are known from this pericod and until
recently the site of the emporium was lost. Fieldwork
over the last several years in the Canche Valley in
northern France has demonstrated the presence of an
extensive Early Medieval settlement at least 40 hectares
in extent, with evidence of craft activities and such
imported goods as amber and jet and an extensive range
of pottery (Hill et al 1990). To date only one coin has
been found on the site, a sceatta of series G belonging
to a group recently discussed by Metcalf (Biddle et al
1'386bs 13~23)., The present ignorance as to which series
of sceattas were minted at QGuentovic leaves & gaping
haole in the numisatic evidence and the monetary history
of the period will never be fully understood until this

gap is filled. It is to be hoped that further
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excavations in the Canche Valley will help to fill the
void both in the numismatic sequence and in the evidence

af the trading system in general.

Kent

Kent was cbvicusly a focus for much of the trade coming
from the Continent from the S5th century cnwards but tao
date no archaeological evidence of a Quentovic or indeed
a Hamwic has come to light. However the rich cemeteries
at Sarre already referred tao, with evidence of traders
as indicated by the finds of scales and weights in the
Qraves, would seem to suggest that this site on  the
Isle of Thanet was certainly one such emporium. There
is also some documentary evidence to support this, as on
two occasions tolls payable to the Kentish kings were
remitted at Sarre in the 8th century (Hodges 19BZa:69).
A similar reference to the remission of tolls is known
from Fordwich on the river Stow a few miles from
Canterbury and it is quite likely that this site too was
acting as an entry point to the kingdom; unfortunately
any archaeological levels are likely to be buried under
the present town. Two other sites need to be mentioned,
namely the former Roman Saxon Shore forts of Richborough
and Reculver situated at either end of the Wantsum
Channel. Both have produced 8th century sceattas and
indeed Reculver is one of the most productive sites in
the country, yet little other evidence of 8th century
activity has been discaovered. Both were also early

monastic sites and, as metioned above, sceattas are



commonly found at such sites (eg. Jarrow, Whitby, Fepton
and Breedon on the Hill amongst others (FRigold and
Metcalf 1384)). Whether this is an indicaticon of market
activities taking place at such sites or whether the
coins were arriving at these early religious centres by

other means is unclear.

Hamwic, Saxon Southampton.

Excavations have been carried out in the Early Medieval
town of Hamwic since 1946 but brickearth diggers in the
19th century had already uncovered the remains of the
7th-8th century site including numbers of ceoins., Much of
the early work was reviewed by Addyman and Hill (1968;
1969). Hodges (1981) published an important study of
the pottery and he (1979) and Holdsworth (1976) have
published general reviews of the evidence to date.
More recently a major publication, the first in a series
on the recent excavations, has been published containing
a new study of the pottery by Timby and the coinage by
Metcalf C(Andrews 1988) and a further review has been

published by Brisbane (1388).

Saxcon Southampton, or Hamwic, was sited on the bank of
the River Itchen on the east side of the Southampton
peninsula between the Rivers Test and Itchen. The town
seems to have been founded around the end of the 7th
century by King Ine of UWessex (688-726). The site was
initially defined by a ditch arcund the western side of

the settlement, which seems to have covered an of c.43



hectares, although this seemed not to have a defensive
function as it was soon slighted (Brisbane 1988:102-3).
A planned grid of gravelled streets was also an early
element of the site as no features such as pits have
been discovered below the streets. Evidence of timber
buildings fronting these streets has been found, along
with a great deal of evidence of manufacturing activity
including textile manufacture, metal working, bone comb
making, pottery manufacture and possibly glass working.
Considerable quantities of imported pottery bave also
been found, the majority aoriginating in Northern France
rather than the Rhineland and much of it not being found
elsewhere in this country, which has led Hodges to the
suggestion that at least some was brought in by foreign
traders unsatisfied with the local hand made wares
(1981:91). Glass is also found in some quantity and may
have been partly imported as scrap for making beads

although it is found extensively in the settlement.

Hamwic is also one of the most productive sites in  the
country for 8th century coins. The coins from the site
have recently been published by Metcalf (1388). To date
127 sceattas have been recovered of which almost 504 are
of series H, a series rarely found cutside the emporium,
which suggests they were certainly minted there. The
fact that they are so rarely found elsewhere, unlike the
series E or X for example, is curious and raises the

questicon of their role in international exchange.
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Other sceatta types include series E in  some numbers
and, interestingly, series X which will be discussed
further below. The coin sequence carries on into the 9th
century although it is unclear how long the main pericd
of activity endures. An end in the second quarter of
the 9th century has been suggested (Cherry and Hodges
1978) but other have argued for a much longer 1life
(Rrisbane 1988). There does seem to be some later

pottery occurring on the site (Brisbane 1988:103-4;
Timby 1988 but what this represents in terms of

activity is unclear.

London

The earliest reference to a Frisian merchant in England
accurs In the writings of Bede when he reccunts the
story of a young Northumbrian neobleman captured in
battle who was to be sold as a slave te a Frisian
merchant in London in 678. In the 8th century there are
various references to tolls on ships being granted to
religicus houses and by the early 730's Rede could
describe London as *an emporium of many peoples <coming
by land and sea’ (E.H. iv, 22). Gold cecins are also
known bearing some form of the name of London, as are
8th century sceattas, and it was again a mint in the 9th
century. Degpite this, so little archaenlogical
evidence was known for this pericd that Hodges concluded
that it indicated only the presence of a number of farms
along the Thames. However, the presence of a small

amount of imported pottery indicated contacts with  the

w
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Fhineland and East Anglia (Hodges 1982a:71) and in 1984
both Biddle and Vince independently postulated that the
Middle Baxon centre of London was to be found in the
Aldwark area and that the walled city was unoccupied
except for the ecclesiastical complex and royal and
aristocratic dwellings. These articles were curicusly
prophetic as shortly afterwards Middle Saxan material,
including & sceattas, was discovered in the Covent
Garden area (HMHobley 1988:72). Further reviews of the
evidence for London have been published by Haobley (1988)
and Vince (1388). Hopefully further discoveries will

help elucidate the role of London in this pericd.

Ipswich

Ipswich lies on the River Orwell close to the confluence
with the River Gipping. The first evidence of Middle
Saxon occupation on the site of the present town came
from West's excavations at Cox Lane during the 13930's
although a rich 7th century cemetery had been discovered
te the west of the town in the early part of this
century (West 1963, Dunmore et al 19735). Small scale
excavaticns in the town during the 1370's were able to
define the extent of the Middle Saxcon settlement but it
was not until very recently that large scale excavation
has been possible. This is proving invaluable in the
amount of material which is being revealed. Previously
the number of sceattas from the town was surprisingly

small but in the recent excavations hbetween 50 and 60

sceattas have come to light, mostly of series R,



generally considered to be a product of Ipswich (K.
Wade pers. comm.). The extent of the settlement has been
defined by the distributicn of Ipswich ware, a locally
made pottery but wheel-thrown and proficiently made,
unlike most of the other locally produced pottery in
England at this time (West 1963; Hodges 1982a:70-1).
The distribution of Ipswich ware in the town covers an
area of some 100 hectares which would make it one of the
largest of the emporia, comparable in size with
Dorestad. Fhenish pottery is also found in some
guantity as is glass from the same source and, as with
the other emporia sites, there is evidence of craft
activity in the form of bone and horn warking, leather
war king spinning and weaving (Wade 1988:95)., Clearly
the evidence from the current excavations in Ipswich is
going to be of fundamental impoartance to the

understanding of trade at this formative pericd.

York

Until recently a similar situation pertained to York as
had for London in that there was documentary evidence
for a trading settlement at York in the Middle Saxan
period but archaeological evidence was distinctly
lacking. Groups of Frisians are reported as resident in
York both by Alcuin and in Altfrid's life of Liudger
(Modges 1982a:73) and Bth century coins have been found
in the city. Recent excavations on the Fishergate site
cutside the Roman city have brought to light Middle

Saxon remains, including c¢oins amongst which were



sceattas of series E, the sco-called Forcupine sceattas
of Continental origin ¢ Kemp 1987). Again the results
of these excavations must be awaited before the extent
and nature of the Middle Saxon settlement can  be

appreciated.

Domburg

Since the 17th century material including coins had been
collected from the dunes on the island of Walcheran at
the mouth of the Scheldt (De Man 1899; Capelle 1976).
By the 20th century all traces of the settlement had
been washed away but Marie de Man had amassed a
considerable collection of coins of the 7th-9th century.
Most important were the almost 1000 sceattas which have
been documented <(de Boocne 1981; Op den Velde et al
1984: 141)., Some 468 of these are series E but there are
120 series X documented and 169 series D or Continental
Runics. Most were simply picked up from the beach but
some at least were associated with cemeteries uncovered
by the sea. Domburg was clearly a major trading
settlement, probably intimately connected with the trade
to England. The velationship between Domburg and

Dorestad is still unclear.

Westernshouwen

A similar sand dune site to Domburg was discovered on
the Island of Schouwen. The evidence consists of

objects collected from the shore but again indicates a
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probable 8th-9th century site. Rhenish pottery, bone
combs  and metalwork has been recovered (Capelle 1978;

Hodges 1982a:74).
Dorestad

Dorestad lies at the junction of the Rivers Lek and
Fhine at a point where what is now central Holland broke
up into a series of islands and channels (Hodges
1982a174). It was well placed, lccated as it was, to
control trade and communications along the Rhine into
the heartlands of Austrasia and seawards to the North

Sea and thence to England or along the coast to Denmark

and the Baltic.

The site was referred to in Early Medieval documents
from the 7th century when it is mentioned in the
campaigns of Dagobert. It was certainly in existence by
the 6£30's when coins of Madelinus and Rimoaldus were
minted at Dorestad and it may have been one object of
Dagcocbert’s advance into Frisia at this time. Like
fuentovic it presumably minted sceattas although which
series is unclear. Coins clearly marked with the name
of Dorestad appear again in the reign of Charlemagne
when some, again like those from Quentovic, bear the

design of a ship (Grierson and Blackburn 1986: cat

no.737).

The site of Dorestad was first reccgnised in the 13th
century when a cemetery near the site was excavated.

After the First World War Holwerda carried cut a series



of excavations which finally revealed the impartance of
the site and the wealth of evidence, both of wooden
structures and of artifacts, which it cantained
(Holwerda 1930; Hodges 1982a:74). The ariginal focus of
the town was probably a Roman fort and the Fhine at this
time was probably the boundary, at least in Frankish

eyes, of the kingdom.

Extensive excavations in the 1960's and 1970's resulted
in the stripping and excavation of aver %S0 hectares
revealing a settlement of at least 40 hectares which
extended along the south bank of the Rhine. Extensive
dendrochronclogy has indicated a date range from the
c.680’'s to c.830,the 7th century settlement apparently
being elusive. As well as producing vast quantities of
finds such large scale excavations have enabled the
topography and laycut of the town to be revealed. Sext
bazk from the shore were clusters of buildings which
resembled farm complexes excavated elsewhere in  the
regicn and which seemed to be arranged randomly, unlike
the buildings in Hamwic which were apparently laid out
along the gravelled streets. Closer to the bank of the
river were simple rectangular structures inhabited, it
has been suggested, by merchants who utilised the long
plank walkways which extended cut into the river for up
to 100m with jetties at their end. Two cemeteries have

also been found (van Es et al 1980),.

Over B804 of the vast amount of pottery which has been
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found comes  from the production centres in the
Vaorgebivrge hills and the Mayen region, the remainder
being local hand-made wares (Verwers 1988). Lava quern
stones from the Niedermendig regicon were finished off in
the town before being exported. Stone mortars from the
Ardennes have also been found. Wooden  barrels
coriginally used to transport wine were often reused to
line wells and these have produced a valuable series of
Ci4 dates. A fine collection of metalwork has also been

recovered as have qgquantities of olass from the

Fhineland.

The Dorestad mint has been alluded to already and there
is a fine coin series from the town reviewed by Enna van
Gielder (1980). This veview is particularly concerned
with the coin sequence from 750 until the end of the
town, c.850. Included are two hoards, one of FPepin and
the other containing coins of Charlemagne and Louis the
Picus. The sceatta finds have been listed by Op den
Velde et al (1984) and it is immediately striking that
there are far fewer from Dorestad than from Domburg.
Some 995 sceattas and 4 Merovingian deniers are listed,
with series E coins being predominant. A range of other

series were represented, including English types and 3

examples of series X.

As in the other emporia, evidence of craft activities
has been recovered including textile manufacture, metal
working, bone working, ship building and wood working.

The coin finds at Dorestad drop dramatically after 840



and the town must have declined rapidly thereafter (Van

Gelder 1980).

Medemblik

Medemblik is situated on the Zuyder Zee at a point where
in the past several waterways, since silted up, praobably
met. Merovingian material has been found but there
appears to have been intensive use in the later 8th and
9th centuries with the recovered material including
imported Rhenish pottery as well as local Frisian wares.
It is likely that the site was a stopping place on  the
northerly trade route to Jutland and beyond (Hodges

1982a:77).

Emden

Emden seems to have been a similar site to Medemblik
with a Carolingian period setttlement overlying an

parlier Frisian village (Hodges 1982a:77).

Hamburg

Hamburg seems to have been an important stopping off
place on the route north in the 9th century. There were
excavations carried cut after World War II but little is

known about the layout of the town ((Hodges 1982a:77-8).

Ribe

The town of Ribe is situated on the west side of the

Jutland Peninsula, south of Esbjerg. Excavations in the



town have produced evidence of 8th century occupaticon,
including sunken buildings as well as the remains of
glass working and metalworking (Fencard 1981). Most
importantly, the excavations produced an impressive
number of sceattas, the majority of which were of series
X Thirty have been published <(Bendixen 1981) and a
further 30 or so have since been found but are as yet

unpublished (RBendixen pers. comm.??.

The nearby site of Danekirke might also be usefully
mentioned here. This lies to the south of Ribe and
excavations have produced evidence of a trading
settlement from the pre-Roman Iron Age to the 8th
century at least. Some 13 Early Medieval coins have
been found, including two die identical Madelinus coins
of Dorestad, English sceatta types, Continental Eunic

sceattas, one Porcupine and S c¢coins of series X

(Bendixen 1981:66)

Haithabu/Hedeby

Haithabu lies on Haddeby Noor at the head of the River
Schlei at the foot of the Jutland Peninsula. It is well
situated to act as a focus for trade routes running into
the Baltic and it was alsc connected to the North Sea
via the Rivers Schlei and Troone (Hodges 1982a:78). It
has been the focus of extensive excavations since the
1930's (Jankuhn 19762 which have shown that the major
period of activity was in the 3th century. The Frankish

Annals record that the Danish king Godfred founded

(=10)



Haithabu in 808 but he was probably expanding or
rationalising an already existing settlement, as
excavations south of the defended area have produced
evidence of an Bth century settlement; including sunken
floored huts and one series X sceatta (Steuwer 1974), A
further series X sceatta has been reported from the

inside of the rampart (Bendixen 1981:66).

Kaupang

Kaupang is the site of an emporium in southern Norway
which prabably dates from the late 8th to the 3th
century as suggested by the Arabic, Frankish, Anglo-
Saxcon  and Haithabu minted coins which have been found
(EBlindheim 1975; Hodges 198Za:81). Rhenish, Frisian and
Slavic pottery has also been recovered and there is

evidence of scapstone working, glass bead making and

metalworking.

Loddekopinge

An extensive 9th-10th century site has been discovered
at Loddekopinge in northern Jutland. Some 5S4 sunken

huts have been found. The site appears very large, as
much as 25 hectares, and may have been enclosed by a
bank or fence (Dhlsson 1975-6; Hodges 1982a:81). The
fill of the sunken huts and the comparative lack of pits
has led to the suggestion that the site was only

occupied on a seasonal basis.
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Helgo

Helgo is a small island near the narthern shore of Lake
Malaren in central Sweden. At the eastern end of the
island is a fort which had long been known but in the
1950’s the discovery of a Coptic ladle of the type
traded to western Eurape in the Sth-6th centuries led to
a series of excavations which revealed the site of an
important trading and manufacturing settlement. A
number of sunken huts have been found as well as several
houses set on small terraces. A range of metalwork,
including jewellery, was produced on the site and
several hundred moulds have now been discovered along
with fragments of many more in the remains of the
wor kshops., Fragments of gold and silver have also been
found as well as weights and hundreds of crucibles.
Evidence of glass working, so characteristic of these
sites, has also been discovered. In general the finds
from the site span the 6&th to the 9th centuries and
include suzh exotica as a buddha from northern India and
an 8th century bishop's crozier from Ireland, as well as
Rhenish pottery and glass. A number of small cemeteries
have also been found; in the mound covering one grave
was a Poarcupine sceatta, the only sceatta from the

site (Holmgvist 1973).

Birka

Birka is a very similar site to Helgo, located only a

few miles distant on a second island in Lake Malaren. It



seems to have begun to function ¢.800 and was clearly
cperating in the trade to the east which was bringing
Arab silver into the Baltic in the early 9th century
(Ambrosiani 1388:66). It too is dominated by a fort but
here the occupation area is surrounded by a rampart
although this seems to be of late date (Hodges
1982a:86). A number of cemeteries surround the site and
it is these which have been the subject of much of the
excavation which has taken place. Over 1100 graves were
excavated in the 19th century; they contained a wealth
of chjects including Arabic and Frankish coins of the
late 8th to the late 10th century but few Anglo-Saxon
coins.  Frankish and Slavic pottery was also found along
with a range of jewellery and, unusually, textiles
including Chinese silk and garments decorated with gold
thread. Many graves contained weights and three
contained scales, usually considered to indicate the
presence of merchants. These may have been the

negociatores menticoned by Rimbert in the life of the 3th

century missicnary Ansgar who visited the town in BZ9
and 852 (Hodges 1982a:85). Excavations in the occupation
area have been limited but those by Ambrosiani have
demonstrated the wealth of the finds (1982a:85). The
relationship between Helgo and Birka and the
administrative organisation is something of a mystery as
they do seem to have been operating at the same time, at

least in the late 8th and %th centuries.

This chapter has attempted to set the historical and
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archaeological context of the pericod with which this
thesis is concerned. A brief descripton of the
historical background of the major areas considered is
given, followed by a brief consideration of the
historical debates on trade and exchange during thig
pericd, centring on the 'Pirenne Thesis?, which has so
dominated historical writing on this period. Numismatic
evidence has alsao been drawn into these debates and used
on bath sides of the conflicting arguments.
Archaeoclogical evidence for trade and exchange and the
rebirth of urban life in the post-Roman period has
increased enormously in the last forty years. Ma jor
excavations have revealed a series of extensive trading
and manufacturing settlements around the coasts of
north-west Europe from France to the Baltic. The
evidence for these and for the presence of a similar
range of inland centres is summarised. These sites have
produced much evidence of trade goods and for craft
production on site. They have also produced increasing
numbers of coins, particularly 8th century sceattas.
These will be considered in some detail in the following
chapter as part of a summary of the develcpment of

cainage in Early Medieval Eurcpe from the 6th to the 9th

centuries.
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CHAPTER 2z

COINAGE IN NORTH-WEST EUROFE

IN THE 6TH T0 9TH CENTURIES AD.

The intention of this chapter ie to outline the
development of the coinage of north-west Europe from the
6th to the 9th centuries in order to provide the
necessary framework within which the problems and issues
discussed in the following chapters can be considered.
The first part of the chapter deals with the gold
coinage of the 6th and 7th centuries which was
superseded in north-west Europe, in the third quarter of
7th century, by & group of generally uninscribed silver
coinages. These fall intoe two basic groups although
there is inevitably some overlap. In the Frankish
kingdom the debased gold was replaced by coins generally
known as deniers and in the Low Countries and England by
generally uninscribed coins called sceattas. Until
recently no general summary of the coinage of this
pericd was available although the specialist literature
is extensive. However this situation has been more than
satisfactorily remedied by the publication of the first

volume of Medieval Eurcpean Coinage. (Grierscn and

Blackburn 1986) which has now pravided a masterly
overview aof the coinage which will remain the standard
text for the forseeable future. This chapter draws

extensively on this work as well as more specialised

warks.
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«1 THE GOLD COINAGE.

2:1.1 The Continental Gold Coinage.

On the Continent in what became the Frankish kingdoms
the preoduction and use of coins never ceased. This was
in contrast to England where, after the collapse of the
Roman administration, coins were not minted until the
end of the 6th century or beginning of the 7th century.
Coins were increasingly imported from the Continent from
arcund the 540's although their function seemed limited.
The coinage throughout these centuries was essentially
monometallic, initially in gold and then silver, the
subsidiary silver and bronze coinages having quickly
gaene out of use cutside Italy. The imperial solidus was
the coin most commonly produced initially in the
emperogg name although the standard fell short of that
maintained in the imperial coinage. Eventually the
tremissis or third of a solidus became the most commonly
produced coin. This became known as the triens in the

Frankish kingdom and thrymsa in England.

With the collapse of the Western Roman Empire the
mcnetary system also collapsed. The circulation of
imperial gold cocins in the former western provinces
continued but with the exception of some small silver

coins, the so called minuti argentei which were probably

struck for symbolic purposes or for distribution as

alms, it was not until ¢.500 that minting began on any
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scale in the Frankish Kingdoems (Grierson and Elackburn
1986:111-12). From this time until c.570/80 there were
minted imitations of imperial solidi and tremisses in
the name of the ruling Emperors. There was also a
limited Royal ceoinage during the sixth century of
silver and bronze coins in Frovence and EBurgundy
succeeding the coinage of the Ostrogoths and Burgundians
and a gold coinage minted in the name of Theodebert I in

the 540’¢ (Grierson and Blackburn 139386:115~7).

From about 370/80 until ¢c.€70 the Frankish coinage was
cne of gold tremisses minted on a reduced standard of
c.1.3g or seven siliqua as opposed to the eight siliqua
of the imperial standard. Grierson and Blackburn have
argued that this represents a shift to a Germanic weight
system based on the wheat grain in contrast to the
imperial system. The 7th century gold coinages are
known as the National or Civic gold coinages (Grierson
and Blackburn 1986:117; Kent 1979). Almost without
exception the coins have a profile bust as the obverse
and a cross of varying design as the reverse and they
also generally have the name of the moneyer and mint
where the coin was produced. Over 800 mints are known
and over 1500 mocneyers and as raoyal issues are again
rare, the aordering of the ccinage has been fraught with
difficulties and uncertainties. The recent summary of
the coinage by Grierson and Blackburn breaks the coinage
down by regions where distinctions can be made between
the series minted in Provence and Burgundy from those of

Aguitaine, Neustria, Austrasia and Frisia (1986:135-8).
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It is not intended to discuss these in any detail, only
as they relate to the problem of the chronclogy as
discussed below and, in the case of the Frisian gold
coinage, as a background to the silver coinage which

followed.

1.2 Sutton Hoo and the Chronoloqgy of the Gold

Coinage.

The establishment of a chronclogy for the Continental
gold coinage was beset with confusion and uncertainties.
Coins were minted in the names of rulers, with mint
and/cor moneyer's names. Over 800 mints were recorded
and what effort was expended on the Merovingian coinage
by npumismatists tended to be concerned with the
identification of mints and moneyers with historically
known personages rather than with detailed chronolaogical
studies. Indeed prior to 1960 little progress had been
made in the field since the great work of Prou in 1892

(Kent 1973:588).

In 1939, shortly before the cutbreak of the Second World
War, the great ship burial at Sutton Hoo in Suffolk was
excavated. Included amongst the extraordinary finds
which accompanied the burial was a purse containing 37
Merovingian gold coins, the date of which was cobviously
going to be of crucial importance in dating the burial.
When study of the Sutton Hoo burial began after the war,

the accepted opinion was that the coins could not be
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dated earlier than c.650 (Grierson 1952; Bruce Mitford
1952). This late dating was determined by Prou
(1892:90) who had ascribed a late date to a particular
reverse type, the so-called 'croix ancree’. It is
unnecessary to go into great detail here, suffice it to
say that a particularly elaborate form of this
particular reverse, which FProu placed at the head of the
'Tcroix ancree’ series, was asscociated with the moneyer
Eligius who was still minting the type after the
beginning of the reign of Clovis II1 in 640. The so-
called degenerate forms of the type, examples of which
cccurrved amongst the coins frem the Sutton Hoo purse,
were placed after this date. Consequently a date of
c.h50 was arrvived at and generally accepted (Kent
1975:589). This dating of the 'croix ancree’ type was
coverturned by Lafaurie in a re-examination of the
Escharen hoard published in 1360, In this article he
also reviewed the dating of the Sutton Hoo coins and
concluded that the hoard had to be redated to c.6235
(l.Lafaurie 1939/60:133-210. This new dating was not
universally accepted and some numismatists continued to
adhere to the criginal date. The dating of the coins was
so  fundamental to any consideration of the burial,

however, that such confusion was clearly unacceptable

(Bruce Mitford 1975:582).

The ronfusion encouraged the British Museum, who were
publishing the Sutton Hoo discovery, to embark on a

review of the chronolagy of the Meraovingian gold coins



using the results of an exhaustive analysis of the gold
content of over 700 coins carried cut by W.A. Oddy. The
results of this review are published in the first volume
af the report on the Sutton Hoo Burial (Bruce Mitford
1975:578-88; kKent 1975:38B-647; 0Oddy 1972; 0Oddy and

Hughes 1972; 0Oddy and Hughes 19735:648-52).

The fineness of the Merovingian gold coinage was known
ta decline throughout the 7th century but the nature of
this decline was unknown in detail. Metcalf had
suggested, after milliprobe analysis of a number of gold
coins, that a controlled step like debasement had
coccurred with successive siliquae of gold being replaced
by silver. Using a specially developed and highly
accurate method of measuring the specifc gravity of gold
coins and thus their fineness, Oddy analysed some 700
Meravingian coins which could be dated from the rulers
name on the coin . Rigold used these analyses to
demconstrate a distinct pattern in the declining gold

values of the coinage which can be summarised as follows

(Kent 19735:599).

€ .980-90 a fineness of over 90% pertained

throughout the Meravingian kingdom

C.590-600 a fineness of over 90% continued
in FProvenre but elsewhere this high

level was not always maintained
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C.EQ00-15 a fineness of over 90% maintained
in Provence but no more than B85%

was reached elsewhere

c.615-30 fineness dropped slightly below
0% in Provence but dropped as law

as 60-70% elsewhere.

After €30, during the reigns of Dagobert I (629-39) and
his successor Clovis II (640-57), the decline in the
gold content becomes much more rapid. This is discussed
by Kent (1975:599-6003 and can be briefly summarised
here. At the beginning of Dagobert’s reign the fineness
af his coins actually seems to have risen slightly to
c.70-80% but soon fell rapidly to ¢.850% and continued
to fall in succeeding reigns, reaching as low as 27% or
even less in the reign of Clovis, until eventually
replaced by an avertly silver coinage. Kent suggests
that the rise at the beginning of Dagobert’s reign could
be due to the 200,000 solidi he received as the price of
his aid in helping Sisenand (631-6) to the Visigothic
throne (1973:600). Thereafter no further such windfalls
are recorded while imperial solidi dating to after 630
are rare in the west suggesting that this source of
bullicn also dried up. The realisation that the
fineness of the coins provided an independent basis on
which to date the coins was a major advance in coin
studies. An analysis of the coins in the Escharen Hoard
confirmed Lafaurie’s earlier dating, as a majority of

the coins, even those from cutside Provence, were of a
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fineness over 90%, although the decline in the standard
dated to the tuwrn of the 7th century was already

evident. lLafauries’s date of <.600 seemed confirmed.

The Sutton Hoo hoard consisted of 37 coins, three blanks
and two ingots of gold. The coins were all Civic issues
from different mints suggesting that at some stage the
cains had been carefully selected. Grierson made the
perceptive suggesticon that the hoard represented a
symbolic payment for the crew of the ship, the coins
and blanks being the payment to the forty rowers and the
ingonts the greater payment to the steersman (1970).
Grierson was not aware of it at the time but the final
review of the evidence of the ship concluded that there
were indeed forty rowers rather than the thirty eight
originally suggested by C.W. Phillips (the evidence for

this is discussed by Bruce Mitford (19735:413-20).

The analysis of the coins from Sutton Hoo indicated a

generally homogenous group with the fineness of the

~y

coins suggesting a date range of 585-615. 0f the 37
ceins, three were 'outliers' but Kent concluded that
these were most likely dated to 615-25 (1975:606). Even
the blanks and the ingots fell into this general date
range and Kent was firmly convinced that "the last coin

»~

tc enter the hoard was minted no later than 620-5"

C(1975:607).

Considerable doubt has been cast on the validity of the



analysis by FKent in recent years and even on the
validity of the decline in fineness being in any way
controlled or valid as a dating tool. Brown in a
reappraisal of the arguments put forward by FKent,
accepted the date of Sutton Hoo but severely criticised
the analysis and demonstrated the arbitrary grouping of
figures and their often misleading statistical treatment
(Erown 1981; Grierson and Bl ackburn 19862 109).
Grierson and Blackburn go on to question the validity of
using finess as a dating tool other than in a most
general way. They point to the varying fineness of
coins in individual hoards and suggest that people would
have accepted whatever coins came their way except for
the most obvious forgeries such as the plated copper
tremmissis in the Crondall hoard (1986:2103). It is
likely that mints, with the exception of scme of the
larger ones, would alsco accept and melt down wvhatever
came their way. In addition, plate and jewellery were
often turned into coin and these were often of silver
gilt or at least less fine than coins. Given these
factors, a gradual decrease in fineness was inevitable
and not necessarily the result of centralised authority
or dictat. Indeed the Mercovingians seemed to restrict
attempts at controlling the coinage to a general level
and certainly did not claim right of minting to
themselves. They presumably had some say in the change
in weight to a Germanic system in the 6th century and
from gold to silver in the later 7th and even in what
information was on a coin but at a more detailed level

there is little evidence that they intervened (Griersocn



and Blackburn 1986:98, 109-110),

2.1.3 Anglo-Saxon qold coinage

Despite the doubts cover the analysis presented by Kent,

the preferred date of the Sutton Hoo coins is still

c.625 rather than c.&50, This redating of the
Merovingian gold coinage and consequently the coins

from Sutton Hoo had obvious effects on the dating of the
later 7th century gold coinages in England and on the
Continent. It was Sutherland in an important paper
(1948) who first reviewed the Anglo-Saxon gold coinage
and in particular the only other hoard of gold coins
from Enagland, namely that from Crondall in Hampshire.
In the first volume of the Sutton Hoo report FRigold
(1975) reviewed the finds of gold coinage in England
from the E&th century in light of the redating of the
Sutton Hoo coins. The Angleo~Saxon gold coins were again
reviewed, with the addition of some new finds, by
Stewart (1978) and maost recently Grierson and Blackburn
in their monumental survey of Early Medieval coinage

have again reviewed the evidence of the Anglo-Saxon gold

coins (1986).

Rigold defined four phases into which the pericd of
dominance of the gold coinage could be defined. The
first was from ¢.545, or perhaps slightly earlier
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:159), when predominantly
Merovingian but also imperial, Visigothic, Lombardic and

other Germanic series were imported into the south east
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of the country, especially Kent.

There are over one hundred Continental coin finds
recarded from the 6th and early 7th centuries. This is
a comparatively high number and is due to the fact that
many aof them occur as finds in graves; in addition many
were mounted and were primarily used as Jjewellery. This
tends to suggest that these coins were traded as objects
in their own right, either to be used as ornaments, or
possibly as bullion to furnish the production of the
sophisticated gold jewellery often found in cemeteries
of the period. Interestingly western Frisia has a
aimilar pattern of coin finds, both in this and the next
of Rigold’s phases, individwal coins from a variety of
often distant sources usually utilised as ornaments or
as raw material for gold jewellery (Rigold 1975:6535).
One of the most famous and important of such groups is
the St Martin's hoard from Canterbury a grave find
ronsisting entirely of looped coins dating from c.5B3
(Rigold 1975:655). This group contained possibly the
earliest coin struck in England, although it was
. probably never intended as anything other than an
arnament. This is the large lcoped tremissis in the
name of Liudhard CLEVDHARDVS EFS] (Sutherland 1948, pl.
1.1 ; SCRBI Merseyside €). Liudhard is menticned in EBede
as being the Frankish bishop who accompanied the
Merovingian princess Bertha when she came to England to
marry Aethelbert of kKent in the 570's or early S500's

(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:160; Wood 1983:15-16).



From about the same period there is a solidus, which
appears to be English in origin and is copied from a
coin of Honorius, but inserted into the legend is the
word Skenomodu written in runes. As with most  other
coins of this period it had been looped for suspension
for use as an ornament, and indeed may well have been

coriginally made for this purpose (Sutherland 1948, pl.

M

-1; Berghaus and Schneider 19673 Grierson and Blackburn

1986:160).

Rigold’'s second phase in the gold coinage is his 'Sutton
Hoo'! phase, including the very end of the 6th and the
first quarter of the 7th century ((1973:6358). During
this phase the coins were still predominantly
Continental in origin but the area of circulation
widened to include more of the Thames Valley and East
Anglia in additicon to the still predominantly east
Kentish distribution. Coin ornaments were still comman
in this phase and it is from the early 7th century that
the important grave finds from Sarre and Faversham in
Kent are dated (Jessup 1930:118-3). It is in this phase
that the first attempts at an Anglo-Saxon coinage were
made although ;unsuccessfully' in the sense that very
few appear to have been minted and it is not until the
next phase that gold coins were minted in England in any
numbers. The first of these and possibly the earliest
English c¢oin, as opposed to coin-like ornaments, was
found at Folkestone in the 18th century and is now known
only frem an engraving and some later forgeries. The

caoin appears to be modelled on a tremisses of Corneillan
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in sauth-west France and also bears & name in runes,
aniwulufu, which is in fact Eadwulf and is probably a
moneyer’s name (Grierscon and EBlackburn 1986:160). A
second, very different coin, is alsco placed in this
phase by Grierson and Blackburn (1986:160~1). This
appears to be of Frankish workmanship and is similar in
style to coins of Thecdebert 11 (595-612). It bears the
name of the moneyer Eusebius (EVEEBRII MONITA) and the
mint, Canterbury, (DOROVERNIS CIVITAS) (Sutherland 1948
pl. 1.2Y. The placing of both moneyer and mint names on
coins is common in the Merovingian coinage but this is
the only early English coin which uses this formula,
supporting the suggestion that the coin was produced by
a Frankish moneyer, presumably in Canterbury. The
suggestion has been made by Stewart (1978:150) that two
crude imitations of Victory tremisses may also be
English coins of this period but Grierson and EBlackburn

prefer a Frankish origin for these particular pieces

(1986:161).

To return briefly to the distribution of Continental
finds of this 'Sutton Hoo' phase, Rigeld (1973:662-3)
points out that even though looped coins still occur,
the number of unlocped coins, particularly the 'Civic
issues’, increases. In this phase there are nine or ten
finds known from the Thames estuary, including cne from
London and probably four from Feculver, which must have
been a centre of some importance at this pericd as it

continued to be into the following century. These
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finds, along with the possible attempts to establish a
coinage in Kent, may indicate an increasing use of coin
in a '"monetary’ role in this area, restricted though it

was. These points will be discussed further below.

Figold’s third phase takes its name from the Crondall
hcard, the anly one of gold cecins known apart from
Sutton Hoao, and a possible hoard fraom Kingston-on-—
Thames found in the 1848 but only sketchily known
(Rigold 1975:665). The hoard was discovered at Crondall
in Hampshire in 1828 and contained 101 pieces, 97 coins,
three blanks and a plated forgery. Dne of the pieces
was an imperial tremissis which showed evidence of
having been mounted and Grierscon suggested that the
mounted coin had been added at the last moment to
replace the plated forgery thus making the haoard a total
of 100 coins (1961 and 1970; Stewart 1978: 1440,
Grierson further argued that the hoard was probably
intended to be the wergeld of a Kentish ceorl at this
time, the gold thrymsas actually representing the
shillings of the documents. Crondall is important
because it contains most of the known Anglo-Saxon gold
coinage and is thus crucial to any understanding of the

gold coinage in the second and third quarters of the 7th

century.

The Crondall hoard was first published by Sutherland 1n
1948 and has more vecently been discussed by Stewart
(1978 and Grierson and Blackburn (19862 as well as

briefly by Rigold (1373). Sutherland had originally
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dated the hoard to c.660-70 with the succeeding debased
pale gold coinages carrying on until the 680's, if nat
€90, before being replaced by the silver coinages. The
redating of the Sutton Hoo coins has of course altered
that date and a date of c.€50 or even slightly earlier
is now accepted (Kent 1975; Rigold 1975:653; Grierson
and Blackburn 1986:161). Before discussing the Crondall
hoard it is worth menticoning an English type which
praobably dates from this phase but which is not
represented in Crondall. coins of this typeare of finer
gold than the Crondall coins (63-734) and have a legend
in runic letters which reads benustigo or bhenu+:tid.
Four specimens are known, all die linked, in addition to
a fifth in a different style which may be Merovingian
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:1610. Only two of the
cains have recorded find spots and these are west of the
normal distribution of the gold coins, namely
Dorchester (Oxon) and Turville (Gloucs) which has led to
the suggestion that they may be the products of a mint
in the upper Thames Valley, possibly at Dorchester

itself (Rigold 1975:663; Grierson and Blackburn

1986: 161).

The Crondall hoard contained some 69 Anglo-Saxcon coins
the remainder being continental types including examples
from Paris, Quentovic and Amiens as well as from more
easterly Austrasian mints such as Metz, Meurvy and
Marsal (Rigold 1975: €54). Also included was a coin of

the Dronri jp type from Frisia and a coin of Rodez in the



south-west of the Frankish kingdam.

The Anglo-Saxon coins in the hoard fell into ten basic
groups presumably representing the output of a number of
mints or waoarkshops although they were struck from a
small number of dies (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:161).
The extent of the die linkeage in the hoard is very
extensive; of the 69 coins there are only 9 which do not
have die links with cother coins in the hoard. This
ought to suggest that Crondall is not representative of
the coinage at the time but was drawn from a limited and
uncirculated sample. This does not appear to be the
case, however, as of the 14 other examples of Crondall
types known, presumably all single finds, 11 die link
into the hoard suggesting that the coinage at the time
of Crondall was very limited in ocutput, circulation and

function (198G:161).

One of the earliest coins in the hoard appears to be a
coin minted in the name of Eadbald of Kent (616-40), son
and successor to Aethelbert. The obverse bears the

legend AVDVALDEEGES which isg comparable with

contemporary spellings of the king’s name (1986:161).
The reverse of the Crondall ceoin is blundered but a
second coin from the same cobverse die bears the legend
LONDENVS (Sutherland 1948: pl4,22-3), an important piece
of evidence suggesting Eadbald’s authority extended that
far. The fineness of this coin is ane of the highest in
the hoard, €9%, and the style of the coin led Grierscon

to suggest it was the work of a Franmkish or Italian
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diecutter (Stewart 1978:150), perhaps further reflecting

the slow progress to a widely produced insular coinage.

The Avdvald <coin is the first of three groups
attributable to London. The second group has a similar
reverse of cress on a globule and the legend LONDINIV
arcound the upper part of the reverse (Sutherland 13948 pl
3.1-73 Grierson and Blackburn 1986:162). Ten coins of
the type were present in the Crondall hoard, struck from
cne obverse and three reverse dies. All the coins had
the same 90° die axis, closely regulated weights and
varied less than 3% from an average fineness of G4%
(1986:162; Stewart 1978: 148). The third London type
has elements of the same design particularly the hatched
border on the reverse but the inscription is prefixed by
a cross, is a blundered form of LONDINIVM and fills the
entire border on the reverse (Grierson and RBlackburn
1986:162). The fineness of this group is similar to
that of the second London group although with slightly
more variaticon. There is also a similarity in the weight
range and die axes but the similar high fineness has led
Stewart to suggest a date as early as the 630's for
these groups (1978: 148; Grierson and Blackburm

1986:162). The next largest group in Crondall is the

so-called Witmen group, probably of Kentish origin

Jjudging by the single finds. The series in Crondall
begins with a legible well cut coin bearing the legend

WITMEN MONITA but the portrait on the obverse soon

becomes stylised and the legend blundered (Sutherland
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1948: pl 4 1-14; Grierson and Blackburn 1986:162). The
fineness is also reduced from 61-70% to 43-62%. A second
rather curicus group also appears to have the beginnings
of a moneyer’s name EAN.. although the rest of the
legend is blundered. There are 4 coins of this type in
the hoard, all from the same die, but interestingly in
each case the die seems progressively recut and, more
curicusly, the fineness rises from 38% to 634 from the
earliest to the latest die ( Sutherland 1948: pl 4 24-7;
Stewart 1978:148; Grierson and Rlackburn 1986:162).
The other Anglo~Saxon groups in Crondall copy various

Meravingian types and there is cone copy of a 4th century

Foman coin of Licinius 1.

Rigold, in discussing the Crondall hoard, points out
that the earliest of the Continental coins is that of
Dagabert I dating to the £320's. He further notes that,
with the exception of the coins from Quentovic, all of
the Continental coins could be early in relation to the
Anglo~Saxon coins and postulates that the increase in
minting in England could be as a result of the drying up
of Continental supplies (1975:659). This interpretation
would only be feasible if Stewart’s early dating for the

London series were pushed slightly later.

Rigold’s final phase in the gold coinage is his Fost-
Crondall phase which saw an increase in the numbers of
coins, though not a notable widening of the area of
fineness

distribution, and a continuing fall in the

until finally the gold coinage was replaced by the so-—



called sceatta series of silver coins.

There are two groups of coins which do not ocecur in
Crondall but are of a fineness comparable with and in
some cases apparently higher than some of the coins in
Crondall and may be contemporary with the deposit of the
hoard. The first of these is the Wuneetton aroup,
probably derived fron the Witmen group found in Crondall
as the coins have a number of elements in commang
indeed the portraiture on one of the coins is so similar
to the Witmen coins that it could be by the same die
cutter (1986:163). Stewart (1978:151)4point5 ocut that
the fineness of the one coin of this type for which a
specific gravity measurement is available is 55%, more
than the Witmen derivatives in Crondall and consequently
speculates as to whether the type ccoculd be *ultra’
rather than 'post’ Crondall. A second type of similar
fineness is a group of coins possibly minted in York,
where a group of three were apparently found in 1840's
(Sutherland 1948i1pl 4. 18-20; Stewart 19781149; Grierson

and Blackburn 1986:163).

The most numerous of these groups is the so called Two
Emperors type based on a design taken from a 4th century
solidus. Some 22 specimens are known but only three are
from known provenances, one each from Reculver, Lymne
and Hollingbourne which suggests, as far as three finds
can, a Kentish distribution for the type (Grierson and

Blackburn 1986:163). Unlike the Crondall coins there
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are few die links in the Two Emperor, or indeed any of
the post Crondall series. The 22 examples of the Two
Empercr series were struck from 17 obverse and 21
reverse dies which suggests a coinage of some numbers.
The fineness of the coins was in the 40-20% range in
keeping with post-Crondall 1levels and these coins
prabably circulated in the pericd 6€50-70 ?2(1986: 163;

Stewart 1978:152).

Two further series appear to be contemporary witﬁ the
Two Emperors type. Both are known only from a few
coins and have a fineness of c. 30%. The first is
known fron a single coin found at St Albans (Herts) and
is coplied from a Roman prototype of Crispus but, as with
some other Anglo—Sakon gold c¢cins, has @& runic
inscription on the reverse, Delaigna retrograde
(Sutherland 1948: pl 2. S; Stewart 1978:152; Grierson
and Blackburn 1986:163). The second type appears to be
derived, at least the reverse, from the Concordia type
of Carausius. Only three examples are known, twa of
which were found in Kent, at Faversham and Strood, but
the type is of interest as it influences the cobverse of
the sceatta series A, probably the earliest of the
speci fically silver coins (Sutherland 1948: pl2. 2-3;

Stewart 1978:152; Grierson and Blackburn 1986:163).
Two series of coins span the transition from geold to an
unequivocably silver cecinage, the Pada and Vanimundus

series. The Pada coins have a variety of differing
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cbverse and reverse designs but incorporate on the
reverse the name Pada in runes. The name was formerly
taken to refer to King Peada of Mercia, who died in 656,
but it is unlikely that the coins are so early and
philoleogically the attribution is alse apparently
untenable; the name therefore is almost certainly that
of a moneyer (Rigold 1960:113; Grierson and BRlackburn
1986: 163). Some 11 specimens are known in gold and 20
in silver; the best of the gold is apparently c.30%
fine while some of the silver appear more debased than
the succeeding silver sceattas (Rigoeld 1960:15, 31-2;
Grierson and Blackburn 1986:163-4). There are few die
links amongst the Pada coins, particularly those in
gold, and the coinage may‘have been more extensive than
the relatively few examples would indicate (1986:164)
although Stewart (1978:152) has argued that the scarcity
plus the stylistic cohesion suggests a period of
circulation of not more than 5-10 years. The second of
the transitional series also bears a moneyer’s name,
Vanimundus, but this is copied frem a Frankish coin
minted at an cbscure mint in Austrasia bearing the name
of the moneyer Warimundus (Rigold 1966:2; Stewart
1978:153; Grierson and Blackburn 1986:164). The
cbverse, a helmeted bust, is derived from a 4th century
Roman prototype and associated with this are two reverse
types. The earliest, a typical Merovingian cross on
steps, was replaced by a simple cross in a border.
Coins with the later reverse appear to be mainly of
silver but at least one appears to be at least 10% of

gold (Stewart 19783 1533 Grierson and Rlackburn
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1986: 164). The transition from gold to silver appears to
have caccurred at roughly the same time on the Continent
and in England, althocugh there are no equivalent
Merovingian series to the Pada and Vanimundus coins in
England and to the Madalinus series in Frisia which are
minted in both pale gold and silver (see below). The
Merovingian silver coinage appears to have been
introduced as a distinct denomination rather than as
debased tremisses (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:128).
The transition was originally dated to the €50's or sao,
when the Pada coins were associated with King Feada of
Mercia, but Rigold placed the change to a silver
currency in the 690’s and associated it with a single
historical event namely the payment of a large wergeld
by Wihtred of Kent in compensation for the death of Mul
of Wessex (Rigold 1960). The redating of the Crondall
hoard clearly pulls back the date of the introducticon of
the silver coinage to at least 680 (Rigold 1977
Metcalf 1974:236). The chronology of the sceattas will

be discussed further below.
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2:1.4 The Gold Coinaqge in Frisia,

For completeness and as background to the discussion of
the Continental sceatta series, a brief review aof the
gold coinages from the Low Countries is necessary. As
already mentioned above Rigold noted that the pattern
of finds in Frisia was similar to that in Scuthern
England in the 6th and early 7th centuries. The finds
cf gold coins from Frisia have been listed by Boeles

(1951) and more recently by Pol (1978).

There are considerable numbers of imperial solidi often
looped for suspension, as in the Wieuwerd hoard which
consisted of 39 coin ornaments énd pieces of jewellery,
the coins being mainly Byzantine or from Marseille
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:124). There was also
considerable local minting 1in Frisia which, as in
neighbouring Austrasia, may have been in mints which
were irregular even by Merovingian standards (1986:136).
Already in the Escharen hoard (Lafaurie 1959/1960),
which was deposited c.600/10, there were locally minted
coins derived from Provencal prototypes as well as
Frovencal minted coins. Included in Escharen were two
coins of an otherwise unknown ruler named Audul fus which
also bore the name of Frisia. Also in Escharen were 14
coins all of the same dies, which had on one side a
crude quadruped but no indication of mint or moneyer,
and which are presumably also of 1local manufacture
(Grierson and EBElackburn 1986:137). There are twa, or

possibly four, other hoards of gold coins from Frisia
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which contain mainly local types. The Dronrijp hoard
was found in 1886 and consisted of 28 coins, 3 blanks
and a large ingot, all contained in a pot (Dirks 1887;
Boeles 1951:215-16). The majority of the coins in this
hoard were crude local issues which EBoeles later
classified and termed ’Dronrijp type’. The hoard alsao
contained some Merovingian types which would date the
hoard to ¢620, but dating is confused by the presence of
a possible second hoard supposedly found in the same
year. Boeles thought the two hoards were the same and
although there is considerable overlap between them,
Dronrijp II contained two Dorestad coins of Madelinus
which would date it toc at least the 630's rather than
the 620's, so the possibility that there were indeed two
hoards cannot be discounted (Boeles 1951:315-16;
Grierson and Blackburn 1986:125), A further hoard was
found at Nietap in 1900 and a further group of ceoins
turned uwup the following year which Beoeles (1947)
considered to be a separate hoard but which is more
likely to be part of the original find (Fol 1977;
Grierson and Blackburn 1986: 125). This find also
contained coins of Dronrijp type and Boeles's study
established the nomenclature of the Dronrijp types.
Some Merovingian types including, examples from
Maastricht, were present but coins of Madelinus type

were absent suggesting a date of around 630 for the

deposition of the heoard.

In 1820 a hoard of some 20 coins was found at Mons in

Belgium which included five Byzantine <c¢oins, two
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tremisses of Swinthila which date the hoard to after €30
and 12 coins of local or Frisian crigin of which 8 were
of the type now called Dronrijp D (Grierson and

Rlackburn 1986:125-6).

A major mint in the 7th century was the trading town or
emporium of Dorestad. The political history of this
area is little known but the scuthern part of Frisia was
annexed in the reign of Dagobert in the €30's and it is
at this point that Dorestad comes to the fore as a mint.
Twao moneyers from Maastricht appear to have moved to
Dorestad at about this time namely Rimoaldus and the
much more important and prolific Madelinus (Op den Velde
et al 1984: 122; Grierson and Blackburn 1986:137). The
Madelinus coins gave rise to what are usually caonsidered
ta be local imitations, larger in size and more
carlessly made and found in larger numbers than the
originals. However Grierson and Blackburn point out that
these may still be the products of the 'official’
Dorestat mint, merely fashioned by less skilful die
cutters (1986:137) and not necessarily unofficial
imitations. Interestingly the Madelinus coins are also

struck in silver and effectively constitute the first of

the sceatta series.
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2.2 THE SILVER COINAGES OF NORTH WEST EUROPE C.670-

759AD.

The silver cecinages which replaced those in gold across
north~west Europe in the 670's tend to be divided into
the Frankish denarii, circulating in the Frankish
kingdoms including Provence, and the English, Frisian
and now possibly Danish sceattas. Despite these
different terms there is essentially no difference in
the coins and indeed it is difficult teo determine where
some series originate. The term sceatta has been
applied to coins of this period in England and Frisia
since the 17th century and is in fact a misnomer based
on a misreading of the early 7th century law code
attributed to Aethelberht of Kent. In the laws the term
'sceat?! is used to refer to a weight of gold equivalent
to 1/20th of a shilling (Grierson 1961) rather than a
coin and as the laws were written at least 60 years
before the silver coins began to circulate, it is
clearly impossible that the name sceat should be
associated with them (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:157).
However the term has been used for so long to describe
the late 7th and early 8th century coinage that it seems
impossible to shift it, despite varicus attempts (Dolley
1976). It is almost certain that these coins, like
their successors, were known as pennies. Pennies are
first documented in another set of Anglo-Saxon laws
compiled around 690 by King Ine of Wessex. In the laws

the shilling, probably equivalent to the gold thrymsa,
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no longer minted but still used as a unit of value, was
rated at a value of S5 pence in Wessex and 4 in Mercia.
In Kent the ratioc was and probably always had been 12
pence as the laws of Aethelberht were formulated at a
time before the debasement of the gold coinage. The
ratio of 1 to 12 was also current in France and was
eventually brought into general use by the Normans, the
localised lower value shillings being swept away

(Grierson and Blackburn 1986: 157-8).

The silver coinages are in some ways more difficult to
understand than their predecessors. The sceattas are
generally uninscribed and consist of a large number of
different types, some derived from preceding gold or
Merovingian silver types, others utilising motifs and
designs  from contemporary Germanic art such as beasts,
birds and designs based on the Celtic cross. There are
also numercus derivitives, copies and variations amongst
the basic types, which caused early scholars great
problems in attempting to order the sceattas
chronologically and stylistically. A fundamental
difference between the gold and silver coinages is the
sheer numbers involved, 160 gold coins, including a few
post 7th century ones, are known from England against
several thousand sceattas now known (Stewart 1978:143).
New coins are also coming to light in surprising
numbers, at least in England, where new finds, mostly
metal detector finds, are now regularly reported
(Metcal f 1986b; Blackburn and Bonser 1985; 1986).

fuantities of coins are also coming to light in
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controlled archaeological excavations, particularly in
the known trading towns of the period such as London,
York and now Ipswich, but also in high status or
ecclesiastical sites notably in East Anglia, eg Burrow
Hill and Brandon, but alsc further afield eg. Whithorn
in Galloway. Certainly in the case of the sceatta
coinages it is a periocd of active research with an
increasing number of numismatists working in the field

(Hill and Metcalf 1984).

The following sections will briefly summarise the
Frankish denarial coinage, which will not be considered
in further detail in this thesis except in the section
on the chronology of the sceatta series, for which the
hoards from France are of fundamental importance. The
sceatta series in England and on the Continmnent will be
considered in more detail as this, along with the
discussion in Chapter 4, will form the essential
foundation for understanding the series X coinage and

its analysis.

2:2:1 The Merovingian Silver Coinage ¢.670-750,

The standard works on the Merovingian silver coinage for
many years were those of Prou (1892) and Blanchet (1912)
but these have been largely superseded by the
publications of Lafaurie, particularly his introductions

to the reconstructions of the various hoards (1963 and
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1969) and to the reprint of the publication of the Bais
hoard by Prou and Bourget (19073 Lafaurie 1981). More
recently there is an impertant and useful summary by

Grierson and Blackburn (1986).

The silver denier was introduced into Neustria prabably
around 670, or even slightly earlier, as an independent
denomination, rather than as a debased tremissis like
the Pada and Vanimundus coins in England. In their
discussion of this 'monetary revolution’ Grierson and
Blackburn (1986:94) point ocut that such a change is
highly unlikely to have come about without some central
direction, not least because there would need to be
guidance on the number of deniers which had to be paid
in the settling of debts and obligations, hithertco
calculated in solidi or tremisses. Only a Frankish king
or his representative, the Mayor of the Palace; was in a
position to effect such a change. In the latter half of
the 7th century there was no effective single political
authority. Neustria, where the denier was first
introduced and where it was most closely linked to the
preceding gold coinage, was dominated by Ebrocin , Mayor
of the Palace, and it is to him that Grierson and
Blackburn attribute the introduction of the silver
coinage. There 1is no conclusive evidence of this
attribution, although there are two coins minted in the
name of Ebroin; however the spread of the use of the
silver denier follows the extension of Ebroin’s
authority and, following the battle of Tertry in €87,

that of Pepin of Herstal into Austrasia, Burgundy and
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Provence. In Provence however the silver coinage was
somewhat different being minted on a different weight
standard and in the names of the patricians of
Marseilles. In Aquitaine the silver deniers were never
minted on any scale, presumably because for much of the
7th and 8th centuries Aquitaine was effectively
independent of the power of Neustria and Austrasia

(Grierson and Blackburn 1986: 94-5),

The design of the cecins was generally similar to the
gold predecessors in that the mint and moneyer’s names
were inscribed on the coins although in the northern
mints the legends are blundered, having only a few
letters or an undecipherable monogram. As a result there
are many more coins in the silver series which cannot be
attributed tc a mint. A bust remained a common obverse
design as did a cross on the reverse, but there was an
increasing use of letters, monograms and geometric and
naturalistic designs (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:138-
9. A further feature of the silver coinage is the
disappearance of royal names; only cne denier is known
to have a king's name, that of Childeric II (662-75)
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:13%9). .This period also saw
a notable increase in the minting on behalf of bishops
and monasteries. Most of these name the monastery or
see but the names or monograms of bishops do occur,
although the association of many of these with names on
episcopal lists should be treated with caution

(1986:139). Interestingly there is not a comparable
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increase in the minting of coins in the name of the
Mayors of the Palace, which might have been expected
with the decline of the momarchy in the 7th and 8th
centuries. Only two coins of Ebroin are known and none
of his Austrasian SUCCEeSSOrs (1986:129. Much
reassessment of the Merovingian silver coinage is
needed, in terms of mint attribution and the extent of
ecclesiastical minting as well as detailed recording of
single finds of coins, the latter being such a welcome
feature of the study of the sceatta series in England

and the Low Countries.

The hoards of this pericd, =Ta] important for
understanding the chronology of the coinage, are

summarised in fig 2, and discussed in the section on

chronology below.

2:.2:2 The Enqlish Sceatta Series.

Sceattas have been the subject of increasing interest
over the last two or three decades amongst numismatists,
historians and archaeoclogists. Despite this interest,
considerable debate over such fundamental questions as
origin, date and function still remain. A feature of
the sceatta coinages is the great multiplicity of
designs and typesy 109 separate types are listed by

Stewart (1984: 22-5).

Engravings of sceattas were published as early as the

95



17th century but it was not until the middle of the 19th
century that study of the these coins was put on any
kind of firm footing. The German numismatist Grote
acquired hundreds of coins from the largest hoard of
sceattas yet found, the Kloster Barthe hcard of 18238,
and he distributed many of these to other numismatists
throughout Eurcope, thus bringing the «coins to the
attention of scholars. Shortly after this, Ruding
broughf together many of the early references to
sceattas in his 'Annals of the Coinage’ (1840) again
making the information available to scholars (Hill and
Metcalf 19B4:1). The work which may be regarded as the
first meodern study and the starting point of a serious
study of these coins was wriften on the Continent by J.
Dirks. His interest in the coins was aroused by the
discovery of of & pumber of hocards in his native
Friesland in the 1860's; Terwipsel, 1863, Hallum 1866
and Franeker in 18E8. He wrote a long essay on these
which was . originally published in the Revue de 1la
Numismatique BRelge and later reprinted as a book (Dirks

1870; Hill and Metcalf 1984:1).

By the later 19th century, the British Museum had
acquired a significant collection of sceattas and these
were published in 1879 by Keary. He divided the 200 or
so coins into 5S4 types, which became the basis of the
B.M.C. classification added to by Hill (1953) and more
recently by Stewart (1984:20-35). Other writers were

cantributing to sceatta studies on the Continent and
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these will be discussed below, but in England it was not
until 1942 that the next major study was published by
Sutherl and. Although a large number of different
sceatta types had been published, the lack of evidence
as to date and affiliation had led to many different
dates and attributions ( Hill and Metcalf 1984:2).
Sutherland discussed the chronology and distribution of
the coins and for the first time published a list of
stray finds but he ,as previous writers had done, relied
heavily on the devolution and affiliation of designs to
derive sequences of types. This approach was continued
by Hill in the 1950's, who also added new types to
Keary'’s scheme and added further stray finds (1953). The
B.M.C. numbering system has continued in use despite the
introduction of the concept of series by Rigold and has

recently been extended again by Stewart (1:384).

The early studies of the sceattas attempted to divide
and group them according to stylistic development and
derivation, an approach which, although of some value in
ordering the various types, never really addressed the
fundamental problems of the sceatta coinages (eg, Brooke
1932; de Man 1907; Keary 1879; Sutherland 1942; Hill
1950; 1951; 1952; 1953; 199457 1955). It was in 1960,
however, that the major breakthrough came in the study
of the sceatta coinages in a paper by Rigold. From an
analysis of hoards and grave finds, Rigold was able to
demonstrate that there were a number of related types
which were clearly early and which followed on and were

related to the pale gold Pada and Vanimundus coins.
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These he grouped into 'series’ a more neutral and
flexible concept than that of ?type’ (Hill and Metcalf
1984:2) and one which has revolutionised the study of

the sceattas since the publication of his paper in 1960.

Rigold identified two series of sceattas, series A and
B, as being early because of their presence in hoards
and particularly graves in kKent. He followed this up
with a second paper in 1977 which extended the series to
cover almost all the known sceatta types. Rigold
defined a series as 'The serial or concomitant
production of a mint, or of more than one mint,
including unofficial or 'imitative! mints, sharing
types but generally keeping within a limited grcocup of
types' (1977:22). It is this classification, alaong with
the extended B.M.C classification, which has been so
important in helping to clarify the ’'sceatta problem’

and it is now in general use.

In the meantime Michael Metcalf published a number of
important papers on the sceattas using the distribution
of finds of individual types to attempt to assign them
to individual kingdoms and rulers (1966a; 1972; 1974b;
1976a). In addjtion, he published two studies of the
series E or 'Porcupine’ sceattas (196Eb; 1969) and
studies on the metallurgical analysis of the coins

(Metcalf et al.1968; Metcalf and Hamblin 1968).
It is not proposed to discuss every series but an
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outline of the main features in the sceatta coinage is
set out below. There are some 25 hoards and grave finds
of sceattas and the relative chronology and development
of the coinage is based on these and on the recent
excellent summary of the sceattas by Grierson and
Blackburn (1986) and, to a lesser extent, that of
Stewart (1984) and Metcalf (1984a) The absoclute

chraonology of the sceattas is discussed separately.

The decade since the publication of the first checklist
of sceatta finds (Rigold and Metcalf 1977) has seen an
enormous increase in the number of new sceatta finds in
England, both from controlled excavation and, in
particular, from the use of metal detectors. It has
also seen a vrenewed interest in the ‘'Frisian’ or
'Cantinental’ series of sceattas, a subject which had
lagged behind somewhat (Op den Velde gt al 1984). In
the 19th century and early 20th century much had been
-written on the Continental finds of sceattas, prompted
by the discovery of a number of hoards in Frisia and of
coing on the beach at Domburg (eg Dirks 1870; de Haan
18663 de Man 189%5; 1899; 19073 van der Chijs 1866). A
number of scholars at this time postulated a Continental
origin, Frisia in particular, for certain of the sceatta
types but the idea that they were all of English origin
was still widely held (Keary 1879: Brooke 1932). Hill
initially held to this view but eventually proposed a
Frisian origin for at least some of the Porcupine series
as well as the type 31, or Wodan Monster coins (Hill

1954), a view to which Rigold also adhered (19602, but
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it was not until 1984 that Metcalf finally proposed a
Continental origin for all the Porcupine sceattas,
having previously divided the series between England and

the Continent (19663 1984).
The Primary Series of Sceattas

Rigold’s Primary series A cobied elements of its design
from the gold ceoins, including the Pada coins of which
it seems to be a continuation ( Rigold 1960; Grierson
and Blackburn 1986). Series B similarly appears to
succeed the Vanimundus coinage carrying as it does
blundered versions of the legend, but other elements of
the design appear to be unique, such as the bird on the
cross and the serpent headed torc on the reverse.
Rigold suggested that both of the two Primary series
were minted in Kent but Metcalf (1976a) proposed an East
Saxen origin for the series B coins and their
predecessors, as most of the finds of the Vanimundus and
the early Bx type are in Essex, the exception being a
recent find from South Yorkshire (Dolby 1983). The
distribution of the succeeding BI cﬁins is slightly
wider than the series A types, which would also seem to
suggest an East Saxon corigin, London being an cbvious
candidate given its importance both in the preceding
gold phase and in the following phases of the silver

coinage (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:165).
A third series of sceattas, series C, accompanied the
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Primary series in finds from Southend and Birchington
in Kent. This is copied from series A, particularly A3,
but has Apa, Aepa or Epa in runes in front of the face
(Rigold 1960; Grierson and Blakbuw 1986). Type C gave
rise to an extensive derivative coinage in East Anglia
(series R) and influenced the Continental runic series
D. Rigold had placed the origin of series C in Kent as
sucessor to A, but Metcalf placed it in East Anglia
because of the use of runes, a feature of the
succeeding East Anglian coinage. Grierson and EBlackburn
have a more open mind, discussing arguments for both
attributions, although Blackburn at least seems to
favour the Kentish coption rather than the East Anglian

(198411€66).

Rigold originally limited the Primary series to three
groups of coins but more recent research, especially the
increased number of metal analyses, have indicated that
other series could be considered to be early. Series F
has been put forward on account of its fineness and high
gold content (Metcalf 1984a) but its presence in the
Aston Rowant hoard in some numbers suggested to Grierson
and Blackburn (1986: 166-7) that it was more likely to
belong to the following Intermediate phase. The
earliest coins from Northumbria can now be confidently
assigned to the Primary phase. Seven coins were minted
in the name of a king Aldfrith,who is now accepted as
being the Northumbrian king of that name who ruled
between €85-704. For a time it was considered that the

coins could not be this early and they were attributed
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to a king Ealdfrith who ruled in Lindsey in the late 8th
century (Lyon 1956:229) but recently an example was
discovered in early 8th century deposits in Scuthampton.
The coin is remarkable for bearing the king’s name in
suuch a clear unequivocal manner and this remained a
feature of the Northumbrian coinage, although it was not
adopted in the Southern kingdoms until the 780'’s

(Archibald 1983; Metcalf 1988:51).

The distributicn of the Primary series was restricted in
much the same way as the gold coinage, with a
concentration in eastern Kent and the Thames Valley with
a few outliers in Mercia and Wessex. Examples of series
A and B did find their way to the Continent, however,
and occur in the finds from Dorestat and Domburg and in
all the French hoards (Op den Velde gt al 1984;
Grierson and Blackburn 1986:183). A further feature of
the Primary series is their good weight (c.1.3g or 20
grains) and their very high fineness, often over 9304
silver and often with up to 10% gold. The presence of
the latter suggests that the coins were minted using

bullicn derived from the preceeding pale gold coinage.
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The Intermediate and Secondary Series of Sceattas

In his 1977 paper, Rigold identified some series as
belonging to an ! Intermediate’ phase running on from the
Primary, with some types continuing, but occurring
before the proncunced expansion of types and area of
distribution so apparent in the Secondary phase. This
Secondary phase has also been accepted and discussed by
recent scholars, notably Metcalf (1984a) and Grierson
and Blackburn (1986). The Intermediate phase is
characterised by an limited expansion of the area of
minting into East Anglia, the East Midlands or 'Middle
Anglia’ and the Upper Thames Valley and by an influx of
Continental coins (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:167). In
the early Primary phase the weight standard of the coins
appears to have been well regulated and struck on a
standard similar to that of the late gold coinage,
usually between 1.25-1.30 g, presumably meant to be 20
grains. The 1later Primary and Intermediate series
suffered a slight drop in weight to c.1.10-1.25g but
maintained a high silver content of c.90-95% (Grierson
and Blackburn 1986:1€8). There was no parallel in the

English series to the dramatic decline in standard of

the Continental series D.

The best guide at present to the coins circulating in
the Intermediate phase are the contents of the Aston
Rowant hoard. This is the largest hoard of sceattas
found in England but is as yet unpublished apart from

the briefest of notes (Kent 1972 and 1975). The hoard
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contained 324 coins declared at two different times,
including 4 of series A, 26 of B, 46 of Cy179 of D, 61
of E and Merovingian types. The earliest note on the
coin find (1972) also included 15 of series F although
these are not mentioned specifically in the 1975 account
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:167). The full publication
of this vital hoard is badly needed but it does serve to
show the main types circulating c.710, although the
proportions in the hoard may not have been
representative of the make-up of the coinage in general.
The large number of Continental Runic series D is not
paralleled in the stray finds and may represent an
uncirculated parcel (1986:1167-8). The other Continental
series represented is E, the so-called Forcupine type;
present in the hoard are the 'VICO' and classes D and G
(Metcalf 1966&b), the types most common as single finds
in England and wuntil recently regarded as English
(Metcalf 1984a). Metcalf also sees the earliest arrivals
of series X and the appearance of G in the first quarter
of the 8th century (1984a) and has recently proposed
that series G may be Continental and not an insular
type as has been the copinion ta date. The Continental

sceatta series are described later in this chapter.

The Secondary phase, covering basically the second
quarter of the Bth century, saw a further widening of
the circulation of the sceattas and an increase in the
number of series being produced. The designs of some of

these were still based on the preceding series but the
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Secondary phase also saw an increase in the use of
motifs and designs derived from comtemporary art
(Morehart 1970). The area of distribution extended
further into the East Anglian kingdom, into Wessex,
southern and western Mercia, with a revival in
Northumbria, where there appears to have been a hiatus

after the coinage of Aldfrith arcund the turn of the

century.

Metcalf has written extensively on variocus of the
Secondary series in an attempt to determine their
minting places (1966a, 1972, 1974a, 1976a and 1984a).
He has identified local coinages in southern Mercia
(series J, and varieties of U and K), in the territory
of the Hwicce around Worcester in Western Mercia (
varieties of K and L), in Uest Kent (series W), in Essex
( series 8), in Middle Anglia (series T) and in Lindsey
(series Q). Metcal f’s attributions are conditiconed by
his assumption that the coinages are all regal issues,
an assumpticn not necessarily true. In additicon, in some
cases the numbers of coins are few and the distributions
indistinct, especially in central and south-east England
where there appears to have been rapid mixing of coin

(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:169).

There are three series which very clearly belong to
specific kingdoms and even specific mints, namely series
H from Hamwic or Saxon Scuthampton, series R from East
Anglia, possibly minted at Ipswich and series Y, the

Northumbrian series, which appears to have been revived
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under Eadberht in the late 730's or early 740's. The
archaeolcgy of the trading centres or emporia of Hamwic
and Ipswich has been discussed in Chapter 1, but scme

discussion of the coin finds is appropriate here.

BSome 150 sceattas, including 23 in the 'Kingsland
Hoard?, have been discovered at Hamwic since the 19th
century, many having been found in controlled mocdern
excavations since the war. This is the largest number
of sceattas from any site in England, with almost SO%
being of series H, a series almost uwunknown cutside
Hamwic (Metcalf 1984a; 1988). Series H consists of
three types, 39, 48 and 49, which until recently were
considered to be Secondary sceattas belonging to the
second quarter of the century. Metcalf has argued
recently that type 49 is in fact a tertiary coinage of
King Cynewulf and belongs to the third quarter of the
century, thus extending the coin sequence at Hamwic
unbroken throughout the B8th century, in apparent
contrast to the situation elsewhere (Andrews and Metcalf
1984). This will be discussed further in the secticn an
chronology. On the basis of distribution, Metcalf has
also cast doubt on the attribution of type 48 to Hamwic,
as few have actually been found in theitown and, unlike
the other types of series H, examples are now turning up
in areas well removed from the south ceast, such as
Alford (Lincs) (Metcalf 1988:28). The restricted
distribution of the series H (with the exception of type

48) and the fact that the vast majority of the finds are
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single finds and not from  heoards has cobvious
implications as to the function of the coinage in Hamwic
and these will be discussed elsewhere. One further
point about the series is that the fineness is fairly
consistent at arocund 60-80%, suggesting a date in the
middle of the phase rather than the beginning. The
weights are rather low, at ¢.0.9-1.0g, but unlike other

series these are maintained throughout the series.

Series R, the East Anglian Runic sceattas, is prcobably
one of the earliest of the Secondary sceatta series. It
derived from the Primary series C and began with ccins
of good weight and fineness but these scon fell. Later
coins were often S50%Z or less and weighed as little as
0.8g. The style of the bust on the obverse also became
greatly debased and the standard of the reverse was
replaced by new geometric designs. The earliest coins
had the name Aepa, Apa or Epa in runes and later coins
add the names Tilbert and Wigraed, alsc in runes, and
presumably the names of moneyers. Ipswich has long been
considered as the cbvicus mint for these coins as it was
known to be a major trading town of the period but until
recently surprisingly few sceattas of any type had been
found here, most coins of this type being widely spread
in East Anglia (Rigold and Metcalf 1984). The current
excavations in Ipswich are changing this pattern,
however, as there are now some S0-60 sceattas from the

excavations, most of which appear to be of series R (K.

Wade pers. comm.).
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Other series which occur early in the Secondary phase
are J, G, U and possibly W. The weights of the coins in
these series are lower than the Primary series, being
1.00-1,2g, but the fineness is still quite high, at 80~
0% (Grierson and BRlackburn 1986:169). Series J is
directly related to the Primary series B and some types
retain the profile bust obverse and stylised bird on a
cross reverse. 0Other types have two facing heads and a
whirl of four birds on the obverse or, in a rare
variant, two wolf whorls (Grierson and Blackburn
1986: 169; Stewart 1984:11). The type is quite widely
distributed and the original attributicon by Rigold to
the same, presumably Kentish, mint must be in doubt.
Metcalf, on the basis of finds north of the Thames, in
the Oxford region, and a lack of finds from the west
Midlands, has suggested a mint in southern Mercia
(Metcalf 196€a). Series G is also clearly derived from
the designs of the Primary series, with a profile bust
cbverse and standard reverse. The obverse usually has a
hand holding a crﬁss in front of the face and the
reverse has either four X'’s surrounding a circle or
three X's and a group of bellets. The coins are widely,
if sparsely, distributed from the Garton grave find in
the north to Selsey in the south. The style and
fineness of the type varies greatly, there being a group
of well-modelled examples in good quality metal and &
group in 'coarse style’ in much less fine silver. The
examples in coarse style have recently been discussed by

Metcalf (1986) who has identified the cocarse style of
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series G and imitations of types 85 and 26 as possibly
being from the hand of the same moneyer. Metcalf
further argued that the widespread distribution of the
series in England, with no cobvious concentration, was
more in keeping with a Continental origin and suggested
northern France as being a possible source. The cbvious
candidate for a mint in this area is the port and
administrative centre of Quentovic. Coincidentally,
during excavations at the site of Quentovic in 1987 a
series G sceatta of coarse style was discovered which,
while proving naothing, is an interesting additicn tao the

distribution of the series (Hill et al 1990).

Series U is a major series which influences a number of
others; it 1is also the first series to depart from
designs derived from the Primary series and ultimately
Roman prototypes and to aobtain its designs from motifs
current in contemporary Germanic art. The cobverse
consists of a figure standing on a curved line variously
interpreted as a dias or ship (Stewart 1384:12). The
figure is also wearing some kind of headgear which
Metcal f (1976a) has interpreted as the royal Cynehelm
but this is based on his aSsumption that the coinages
are under royal control. The obverse is usually a bird
pecking berries from a branch, again a not uncommon
motif in contemporary art. Both of these designs occur
on later series, a figure on series K,L,N,0, a bird on
H and Q. Similarly, in the main series U the cobverse
and reverse do occur with different designs; for

example, one coin has a kneeling archer on the cbverse.
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Tws stylistic groups have been identified and
attributed to East Kent and the upper Thames (Metcalf
1972 and 1584a:36). Series U seems to have been
succeeded by two types, 23a and 23e, originally included

in the main series by Rigold, and by series K.

In the mid Secondary phase (c.720) a number _ of new
series were introduced, with a fineness of c.60-B0%.
These include series H, K, N, T and Z which are pfesent
in the hoards from - Hallum and Cimiez and the Garton—on-
the-Wolds grave find, and probably series M, 0O and V,
which do not oaccur in hoards (Grierson and Blackburn
198611717, Series K consists of a number of related
types characterised by an cbverse of a diademed bust
facing right with the ties of the diadem loosely knotted
behind the head and with a cross in front of the face,
as in series G, The reverse has a wolf in varicus forms
aor, in some cases, a hound standing in front of a tree
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:171; Stewart 1984:13-4),
The dies are generally well cut and Metcalf (1984a) has
identified two stylistic groups which he feels continue
on from series U at the same mints, namely in Kent and
the Upper Thames, although Stewart (1284:14) seems less
certain. Metcalf has alsc identified a third group
which he attributes to the territory of the Hwicce

centred on Worcester (1976a; 1984a:26-7).

Series N consists essentially of just one type, type 49,

which has as the cobverse two standing figures holding
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either one cross between them or a cross each, a design
which also occurs on examples of series X. The reverse
is a beast facing left with its head turned back aver
its shoulder, very similar to the reverse of series X (
Stewart 1984:13; Grierson and Blackburn 1986:171). The
cutline of the beast on series N is picked ocut in small
pellets in a very similar manner to a coin recently
found in Cambridgeshire, which had a facing bust as the
chbverse, similar to early coins of series X, and which
may be the prototype for the main series (Blackburn and
Bonser 1986:97 no. 42)., The distribution of the series
N is generally southern, finds occurring in kKent and
Wessex, including two from the hillfort of Walbury Camp
(Metcalf 1%74a). Series M again consists of a single
type with a spiral branch on one face and a hound or
wolf on the other; series Z is also a rare type, with a
large facing bust on the obverse and a long-legged
animal on the reverse.  Series V is unusual in that it
harks back ta a Roman prototype, in this case a 4th
century Constantinian coin showing the wolf and twins as
a reverse. This design also ococurs on 8th century Cast
Anglian coins of Aethelberht but series V would seem
cnce again ta have a southern distribution (Stewart

1984:13,17-18; Grierson and Blackburn 1986:171).

Series T is one of the few Secondary sceattas which are
inscribed. The coin combines a Porcupine reverse with a
diademed bust on the obverse and varicus inscriptions
including LEV, LELUS, T VM and MONITASCORUM. Two

examples have E LONDONIM, one of which comes from the
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Hallum hoard; this, combined with a fineness of 60-74%,
suggests a date for the series quite early in the
Secondary phase (Stewart 1984:117; Grierscon and Elackburn
1986: 171-2). London could well be cne source of coins
of series T but the distribution of the few other
examples known suggest a more northerly aorigin, possibly

Stamford (Metcalf 1984a:33-40),

The later Secondary phase saw a further debasement and
reduction in weight. Some coins are as little as 20%
silver and are less than 0.8g in weight. The later
coins of series H, K and R probably belong to this later
phase as do L,0,5 and Y, the Northumbrian regal ccinage
in the name of Eadberht, as well as the coinage of
Beonna, king of East Anglia (Grierson and Blackburn
1986: 172). In the south, the issues of series K were
replaced by L, again with a diademed bust but with DE
LONDONIA or blundered versions of it on the cbverse. A
very debased version of L dominates the few sceatta
finds from West Mercia and Metcalf has suggested that
these may be a laocal issue along with some series K
coins, minted at Worcester (Metcalf 1976a; 1984a:34;
Grierson and Blackburn 1986:172). A number of these
have been found further east, however, in London and
near Cambridge and they may also be a London issue
(1986:172). Generally the series L are concentrated in
the Thames Valley and north of the Thames and there are
few from kKent or UWessex. Indeed it is difficult to

identify the Kentish series due partly to the rapid
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circulation of coinage to other areas; however, the
later issues of K and 0, types 23a and Z3e, possibly
series 8 and even some uninscribed ceoins of L ceould be
considered candidates (1986:172). Series 0 also
prabably originates north of the Thames; a Northumbrian
origin has been postulated as has the kingdeom of
Lindsey but an East or Middle Anglian crigin is probable

(1986:173).

The tradition of a regal cocinage had been established in
Northumbria by Aldfrith (€85-704) and this was revived
by Eadberht (738-583), who minted basically one series
with a walking beast, similar to that on the coins of
Aldfrith, on one side and the name of the king arocund a
small cross on the other. A second series was produced
in association with his brother Ecgbert, archbishop of
York, who is depicted as a standing figure holding a
crozier or two crosses. Eadberht’s issue appears to
have been considerable and maintained standards
somewhat higher than those in the south. The weight
ranged between 0.9-1.10g and the silver content from 50—

90% (Booth 1984; Grierson and Blackburn 1986:173).

2.2.3 Ihe Continental Sceatta Series (Plate 1).

There are a number of series of generally uninscribed
silver coins which, like the contemporary Anglo-Saxon
coinages, are known as sceattas. A number of these
series have traditicnally been ascribed to "Frisia" but

their attribution and chronoleogy are the subject of
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continuing debate; some are . almost certainly northern
French in origin and others have been ascribed to

Denmark (Metcalf 1984b).

A further problem lies in the fact that the pcolitical
control of the area which formed scuthern Frisia changed
frequently during the course of the 7- 8th centuries, as
has been described in Chapter 1, and it is possible
that some of the coins were minted in Frisia but under
Frankish control. There are basically six sceatta types
which are, or have been, considered as being of Frisian

origin (Grierson and Blackburn 1%86:150).

The largest group of coins have come from the site of
Domburg which was discussed in Chapter 1. There are,
however, a number of large hoards from the same area of
Frisia which form a vitally important scource of data for
the study of the sceatta coinages, but which have never
been fully analysed or published. They include the
hoards from Hallum and Terwispel, containing mainly
coins of series X. These form the subject of the
analysis in Chapter S where they will be discussed in
detail. The other hoards contain mainly series E or
Porcupine sceattas and come from Franeker and Kloster
Barthe, There is a further, smaller hoard of FPaorcupines
from Lut je Saaksum (Fig 4). For a long time these were
considered to contain coins minted in Frisia, and which
represented the coinage of the Frisian traders. However
these hoards contain many die linked coins, indicating

that they were not circulating in exchange for a long
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pericd before they were deposited. Also, very few
single finds of coins are found in this area of Frisia,
which would be expected if the coins were being minted
and used in this region. It is much more likely that
these coins were acquired during trading expediticns by
the Frisians and that the hoards represent their
'profits’. The origin of the coins will be considered
below in Chapter 4, but the hcards still offer valuable
information on the chronolagical arrangement of the
sceatta series and the internal arrangement and
organisation of the the series represented in the
hoards. These points will be more fully explored in

Chapters S and 6.

The Madelinus Type

The coins bearing the name of the moneyer Madelinus on
one side and Dorestad on the other are the earliest of
the Continental sceatta series and also the only
inscribed series. They were originally struck as gold
tremisses, presumably at Dorestad from arcund 6320, where
the moneyers Madelinus and Rimoaldus had apparently
maoved from Maastricht (Lebecq 1983:51-23 Grierson and
Blackburn 1986:137), but the type became increasingly
stylised and extensively copied north of the Fhine in
Frisia and the alloy was reduced until it was pure
silver, although examples of the latter are rare
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:151, lLebecq 1983:52, Op den

Velde et al 1984:122).
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It effectively became an immobilised type, no longer
necessarily minted at Dorestad, and continued in
production until the third quarter of the 7th century at
least (Grierscon and RBlackburn 1986:151). There were
four examples of the Madelinus/Dorestad type in the
Wittnauer Horn hoard from Switzerland (Ge&ger 1980) in
association with coins of the Interlace type (see
below), a puzzling combination as the Interlace type is
generally regarded as being considerably later in date
than the Madelinus type. It has been suggested,
however, that the Interlace coins could have been added
to a group of coins collected at an earlier date
(Grierson and Blackburn 1586:151). Two die duplicate
examples of the Madelinus type were found in the
excavations at Danekirke in Denmark, representing the

cnly other provenanced finds of the type in silver

(Bendixen 1981:139).

The Wodan Monster Type or Series X

The Wodan Monster type of is one of the most numercus of
the sceatta series, comprising some 297 of the sceattas
in Continental collections (Metcalf 1984b). On the
cbverse is a facing head with radiating hair and a full
beard, usually flanked by a cross next to each cheek,
although other symbols do occur (Bendixen 13981:64). The
reverse consists of an cbviously male quadruped, usually
facing left with its head turned back over its shoulder
to bite its upraised tail. Beneath the animal’s head is

usually a symbol of some kind, probably a mint or
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moneyer'’s mark. The face on the obverse was
traditionally associated with Wodan, although Hill
(1952:2) suggested that it was derived from the
portrayal of Christ on Byzantine coins while Malmer,
more neutrally, termed it the "ray face" (1966:63).
Similar facing masks are not uncommon in Germanic art of
the pericd and it may not be necessary to search for an
exotic origin. Similarly the "monster’ or 'dragon' on
the reverse is part of an extensive array of
mythological beasts in Germanic art, and related beasts

occur on other sceatta types (Stewart 19584).

The series X coins are also notable in being well made,
of regular appearance, size and weight, usually bearing
a mint or moneyer’'s mark and having die axes at 0™
intervals, all features which suggest a well organised
and tightly controlled coinage. Such metal analyses as
have been carried out indicate a large fluctuation in
silver content, although the effects of coarrasicon on the
non-hoard coins needs to be considered. Clearly many
more analyses are needed, especially on die linked

coins, before any firm conclusicons can be drawn (Metcalf

and Hamblin 1968; Metcalf 1988).

The major finds of the Wodan Monster sceattas are in the
area of Frisia (Fig 4) in the form of the hoards from
Hallum and Terwispel, which criginally totalled 173 and
161 coins respectively (Op den Velde et al 1984:141-2).

Over 120 are reported to have been found at Domburg,
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about 10%Z of the total sceatta finds from that site, but
only 3 out of €62 recorded sceattas frovaarestad (Op den
Velde et al 1984:141) They also cccur as single finds
from Rolsward, Ferwerd, Maurik, FRotterdam and Schoewen
in the Netherlands as well as in northern Germany and
aleng the Rhine Valley, for example from Xanten
(Zedelius 13980: 141). The type is present in England
but in small numbers and some of these appear to be
insular copies differing in detail from the main series
(Metcal f 1388;35-6). Apart from three examples from the
Cimiez hoard the type is absent from French finds. The
finds from Cimiez are of considerable importance in
determining the chronological arrangementls of the

sceatta series and will be discussed further below.

The most interesting recent discoveries of series X
have come from Bcandinavia and particularly from the
excavations at Ribe and Danekirke in Denmark, but finds
have also come from Haithabu in Schleswig and Ahus in
southern Sweden (Bendixen 1980, Callmer 1983). As early
as 1962 a Wodan Monster coin was found in the scouthern
settlement at Haithabu and in 1970-1 a second example
was discovered inside the ramparts of the 9th century
town. This was apparently a surface find and cccasioned
some surprise, as sceattas had not previously been found
inside the ramparts despite extensive excavations over a
number of years (EBendixen 1380;3E6). Most interesting,
however, from the point of view of numismatic and
economic history of the pericod, have been the

discoveries of sceattas in the excavations at Ribe and
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Danekirke, recently published by Bendixen (1981). The
excavations at Danekirke in Vester Vested parish, scuth
of Ribe, produced a total of 13 Merovingian, English and
fFrisian coins of which S were of series X; 30 coins were
found at Ribe of which 25 were series X. In 1979 two
Wodan Monsters, struck from the same dies, were found at

Yngs jo near Ahus in southern Sweden (Callmer 1983).
The Porcupine Type (Series E)

The Porcupine, or series E, sceattas are the most
numerous and widespread as well as the most varied in
design of all the sceatta series. The name comes from
the curicus chverse design of a curved 1line with
radiating spines for which no satisfactory explanation
has been given, although many suggestions have been
made. The Wolf and Twins design has been suggested as a
point of origin as have the picture of a galley and a
fantastic bird. The most likely derivation is fraom a
debased brofile head although no satisfactory prototype
has yet been found (Metcalf 1966b;17%9; Grierson and

Blackburn 1986;153).

The place of origin of the Porcupine sceattas has until
recently been the subject of debate and changing
cpinicons (Metcalf 1984a). English numismatists long
regarded them as being English in origin (Keary 1879;
Brooke 1932). Sutherland also considered them to be

essentially English but noted that large numbers of them
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had found their way to Frisia (1942:60), Hill in his
papers on the problem alsa originaliy considered them to
be of English origin (1951:255) but eventually changed
his mind, believing that at least some varieties were

more likely to have been minted in Frisia (1954:11-17).

This was a view that had been held, or at least the
possibility had been advanced, by Continental scholars
from as early as the 19th century as a result of the
large hoards containing Porcupine types which had been
found in Frisia ( Van der Chijs 1860; De Man 1895;
Belaiew 1936). Stuart Rigold, in his now classic
article on the sceatta problem, upheld a Continental
origin (1960:23) and Metcalf, while criginally dividing
the series between Engl and and the Caontinent
(1966b1204), now also considers them to be solely of

Continental origin (1984a132),

The great variation in design in the Porcupine series
has caused difficulty in understanding the series and
its associated problems. Varilous attempts at organising
the Porcupines into varieties or typological groups have
been made but none have been totally successful. In the
British Museum Catalogue, Keary divided them into types
4 and S, where type & lacked a triangle on the reverse.
Marie de Man, who did so much for the study of the
sceatta coinages by collecting and publishing so many of
the finds from Domburg, developed a classification
based, as was that of Keary, on the assumption that the

design represented a progressively debased head. The



scheme took little account of the reverse dies however,
identifying varieties purely on the basis of differences
in the cobverse or Porcupine die (De Man 1895). Hill
recognised the limitations of these schemes and, while
not proposing a formal classifiéation, he did note that
the reverses could be divided into five main types and
five minor types (Hill 1951:255-6). It remained for
Metcalf to demonstrate the correspondence between
cbverse and reverse designs, which he did in & paper
published in 1966, In this study he proposed a scheme
of classificatiion consisting of 13 wvarieties based on
the abverse and corresponding reverse design. This was
a major step forward in the classificaticon and
understanding of the Porcupine series but even this
scheme does not encompass all the known variations.
Metcalf also noted the symbols present in the border of
the reverse dies outside the square of the standard.
As a rule, the dies of the Forcupine serie§ are larger
than the flans on which the coins were struck and these
symbols are usually only partially visible but may

represent a mint or moneyer's mark (196€b: 183).

The Interlace Type

The Interlace typé is characterised by an’obverse design
consisting of a stylised head faciﬁg left and an
interlace and pellet design on ,the reverse, It has
often been called the 'Maastricht’ type in the past but

this is errcnecus and due to an incorrect attribution in
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the 19th century (Grierson and Elackburn 1%86:151, Op
den Velde et al 1984:138). The type occurs in three
northern hoards, Fohr, Franeker and Hallum, as well as
in the Wittnauer Horn hoard from Switzerland. It is
present among the finds from Domburg and Dorestad but
rare as single finds in England and France and absent
from hoards in these areas (Grierson and  Blackburn
19863 152; Op den Velde et al 1984: 138; Rigold and
Metcalf 13984). The type comprises 2% of the finds from
Domburg and 14% aof those from Dorestad; other finds are
known from Krefeld Gellep and Xanten in the Rhine Valley
(Op den Velde et al 1984:138, Zedelius 1980:149-50).
The characteristic interlace design occcurs on coins of
Pepin and Charlemagne and the type probably originates
in the Lower Rhine area <(Grierson and Blackburn
1986:2131-2) althcough Domburg bas been suggested (Op den

Velde et al 1984:138).

Star of David or Herstal Type

This type, which consists of a Star of David on one face
and a cross with radiating lines on the other, was
attributed to Herstal by varicus 19th century writers,
based on the assumption that the star was a play on the

Bth century name Aristalium. The type appears broadly

contemporary with the Interlace type and has a similar
distribution, cccurring in the Hallum, Franeker and Fohr
hoards, but is absent from the English and French hoards

with the exception of Cimiez <(Grierson and Blackburn

1986:152).
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The Continental Runic (series D)

Foermerly called the 'Frisian Runic’, the series D
sceattas are copies of the English Runic or servies C
coins. The obverse is a direct though often very
debased copy of the type € obverse and the reverse
consists of a cross with pellets in the four quarters
and a variety of blundered letters arocund it. The
series C coins were traditionally attributed to East
Anglia, where the use of runic letters on coins
persisted, but the series has recently been attributed
to Kent (Grierson and Blackburn 1986&:166). The origin
of the prototype may have some bearing on the minting
place of the series D coins, as Metcalf has pointed ocut
in a discussion of the origin; of the main Continental
sceatta series (1984h). The distribution of the type
suggests a place of origin south or west of the Fhine,
as they are rare in central or northern Frisia.
Quentovic, which still remains an unknown gquantity in
terms of its coinage, is one possibility and Domburg,
where the series D coins comprise over 20% of the total
finds, is another. Metcalf favours an East Anglian
origin for the series C Runics and argues that it is
unlikely that a Merovingian mint would be copying Runic
inscribed coins from East Anglia. Damburg, opposite
Ipswich, the most likely minting place in East Anglia
and probably closely connected with it in trading terms

is, he argues, the more likely candidate (Metcalf
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13984b3160~1; Grierson and Blackburn 1986: 152-3).

It seems as though, prolific as they were, the series D
coins were produced over a comparatively short period
and were essentially a Primary and Intermediate ccinage.
They form the bulk of the coing in the Aston Rowant
hoard from England, now dated to ¢.710 <(Blackburn
1984:167) and by this date they had gone through their
full development and had suffered a drastic fall in
weight from c. 1.28g to c.0.70g although the fineness
remained at ¢.90%4 (Metcalf 1934b:160; Grierson and
Blackburn 1986:1352~-2). They were then presumably
replaced by the various Secondary series, particularly

the Porcupines or series E.

222:.4 Chroncloqy of the Sceatta Series

The relative chronology of the sceatta series has been
cutlined above. A sémewhat more detailed review is
necessary, as recent work by Blackburn (1984), expanded
in Grierson and Blackburn (1986, has modified the
absolute dating of the phases in the currency, which has
an obvious bearing on the specific problem considered in
this thesis. In addition a detailed appreciation of the
chronology is necessary to appreciate the more general

problems also being considered.

If there are problems with the relative dating of the
sceatta series and the place of varicus secondary series

within it, there are even greater probhlems in trying to



establish an absclute chronology as there are so few
points within the sequence where dates are available
from independent sources (Blackburn 1984:168). Rigold
(1960) saw the transition fraom the debased gold cocinage

to silver cccurring c.685, the Primary series A and B

starting c.695 and the Secondary'series c.725. This

chronology was based on the dating of the Craondall

hoard to ¢.670 but the redating of the Merovingian
series by Lafaurie (1959/60) and Kent (1975) has pushed
Crondall back te the now generally  accepted date of
c.640/50. Rigold reacted to this by extending the
length of the post-Crondall gold coinage, ohly pushing
the beginning of the silver coinage some 9 years earlier

(1966:15; 1975: 659-60).

Kent <(1961) also placed the beginning of the silver
coinage in England at ¢.€80-90 and its end at c.750,
with a gap until the introduction of the broad flan
penny in the 770'5. More recently he seems inclined fo
an earlier date, pushing a gold shilling of Pada as
early as 635-60 (Hawkes et al 1966) and his dating of
€.715-20 for the Aston Rowant hoard suggests an earlier
end to the Frimary phase than Rigold had indicated (Kent
1972; Blackburn 1984:169). Metcalf (1974b) alsco
suggested an earlier beginning for the silver issues and
now accepts EBlackburn’s rvedating for the coinage as a
whaole which ended '..in a ruinous situation, prcbably in
the third quarter cf the century.’ (1988:236).
Elsewhere he has, however, suggested that at least one

of the Hamwic types continued into the second half of



of the 8th century ( Andrews and Metcal f 1984).

Rigold’s dating was based on a number of historical
events and the dates of Continental hoards, but five in
particular were important (Blackburn 1984:169). The
first was, of course, the date of the Crondall hoard;
the dates of the Hallum and Cimiez hcocards were also
important. The two crucial historical events, in
Rigold’s view, were the takeover of London by Aethelbald
in ¢c.730 and the payment of a large wergeld by Wihtred
of Kent to Ine of UWessex for the death of Mul in 694
(Stenton  1971:73). Rigold congidered this massive
payment as being so cnerous that it exhausted the final
issues of the Pada and Vanimundus series, so paving the
way for the introduction of series A and B (1960:22-9).
The potential scale of the payment is discussed by
Biackburn (1984: 169) but, as he rightly points out,
while the reign of Wihtred may have been an appropriate
time for the new currency to develop, the historical
association is too uncertain to form a basis of the

chronology (19843 169).

Rigold saw the 'watershed’ between the
Primary/Intermediate and the Secondary phases cccurring
arcound 725-30, marked by the appearance of cains of
B.M.C. type 12, series L, bearing the inscription De
Londonia. The type is unusual in having such a clear
legend and Rigold assumed it marked a particularly
significant event, in this case the acquisition of

administrative contrcl over London by Aethelbald of
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Mercia around 732 (Rigold 1960:24). This is based on a
reference in Bede but, as Blackburn has discussed, the
reference is by no means clear that Aethelbald achieved
contrel over London so suddenly and it is likely that
his influence was growing over a considerable pericd
(19841 170). Metcalf has also pointed out that the
series L coins are of comparatively poor silver and if
silver content is any indication of date then the series
L coins cannot belong to the early Secondary phase
(1978, Metcalf further proposed that either the
historical interpretation should be modified or the
beginning of the Secondary phase should be maved
earlier. Blackburn prefers the second option, leaving
the possibility that series L had some connection with
Aethelbald’'s growing power, although this does not, as
he points ocut, explain the similarly inscribed examples

of series T, which are at least a decade earlier

(19843:170).

The Continental hoards are ihportant for dating the
silver coinages both English and Continental. For two
hoards, in particular Hallum in Frisia and Cimiéz from
Provence, Rigold accepted the traditional dates
suggested in the 119th century of 734 and 737
respectively. These dates were based on historically
known military expediticons of Charles Martel and, in the
case of Cimiez, some dubious attributions to historical
personages in the 730's. The attribution of hoards to a

single military expedition: is simply not acceptable
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without independent proof. There were other military
expeditions which could have accocunted for the hoards,
not to mention the fact that hoards were assembled and
buried far reésons other than an impending military

threat.

Blackburn has reviewed the dates of the two crucial
hocards from Hallum and Cimiez. The Hallum hoard, and
indeed the other hoards from the Low Countries, althcough
vital in ordering the sceatta series, cannot be
independently dated and it is the French hoards,
particularly Cimiez, which are so vital for an absclute

chronology of the silver coinages (1984:170).

There are six hoards of silver coins of the late 7th or
B8th century known from France: 5t Pierre Les Etieux,
Plassac, Nohanant, Bais, Cimiez and Savonnieres. As
with the hoards from the Low countries, most of these
are not independently datable as so few of the coins
carry recognisable inscriptions. The exceptions are the
coins of Provence, which carry the names of the
patricians, although even these are often not well dated
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986: 140). These hoards were
all found in the 13th or early 20th centuries and were
largely dispersed; however Lafaurie has painstakingly
reconstructed them (1963; 1963; 1974; 1981) and ordered
them on the basis of coin types, moneyers and condition
of fabric (Grierson and Blackburn 19B6:140). Al though
accepting the difficulties of dating the coins, Lafaurie

considered them all to belong to the 730's or 740's,
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with the exception of Savonnieres, which he felt cculd
be as late as 751 (1969:148-50; 1974:33; 1981:25;
Elackburn 1984:172). These hcards are of considerable
importance to the chronology of the northern silver
coinages as, with the exception of Savonnieres, they all

contain sceattas.

In a detailed reappraisal of the Cimiez hoard, Grierson
and Blackburn (1986:142-3) argue convincingly that the
traditicnal date of the hoard is too late. They point
out that the bulk of the coins are dated ¢.700~-15 and
are heavily die linked, suqgesting that they were
deposited within a short time of minting. Further, the
later attributions of some coins made by earlier
writers, and hesitantly accepted by Lafaurie, simply dao
not stand examination. The result of this crucial
reappraisal has been to move the date of the Cimiez
hoard some 15-20 years earlier to c¢.715-20. This also
means that the other French hcoards have to be moved
earlier although, as Grierson and Blackburn point out,
this is not inmconsistent with their internal makeup as
the datable coins in all the hoards, with the exception
of Savonnieres, are all from the late 7th or first two

decades of the 8th century (1984:173).

This redating of the Cimiez hoard, along with the
redating of Crondall, gives two reascnably secure dates
around which to arrange the sceatta coinages. The

beginning of the silver coinage must now be pushed as
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early as the 670’'s, and possibly earlier, echoing the
change to silver coins in France in the 660's. The
beginning of the Secondary phase can be placed arcund
715, as Cimiez appears to have contained early Secondary
coins (Fig.2). It needs to be pointed out, however,
that the Morel Fatio collection, where the bulk of the
coins from Cimiez ended wp, contained coins from
elsewhere and the possibility remains that finds not
from Cimiez were mixed with the hoard coins. This is
particularly dimportant as two series X coins wvere
included and have generally been held to belong to the

hoard.

The period after the deposition of Cimiez to the
intraducticon of the broad flan pennies, probably in the
760w, poses different problems. There seems to have
been a marked decline in the currency from the 730's or
even earlier, as far fewer types can be attributed to
these later stages. There is also a marked decline in
fineness and weight (1984:174). This decline may have
been the cause of the revival in Northumbrian coinage
from c.740 when Eadberht began to mint good quality

coins, clearly inscribed in his name.

Kent (1961) argued for an end to the sceatta series
arcund 740, with a long gap until the introduction of the
broad flan penny in Kent in the 770's. This will be

considered in the next section.
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2 SILVER COINAGE C,750-800 AD

In both the Franmkish and English kingdoms distinct
changes occurred in the nature and character of the
silver coinage from ¢.730. In Northumbria, as menticned
above, from ¢.740 Eadbert began issuing a sceatta
coinage of c.70~50% fineness which continued until the
end of the century (Booth 1984), The other feature of
the Northumbrian coinage is that, as with the earlier
coinage of Aldfrith and unlike the other sceatta series,
it was a specifically regal coinage. In addition
Eadbert &alsc minted coins with his brother Egbert,
Archbishop of York. Elsewhere in England minting seems
to have ceased, with the exception of East Anglia where
Becnna (749-?760) minted coins in his name after the
fashion of Northumbriaj his c¢oins also carried a
moneyer’s name as had some earlier East Anglian types.
Little was known about the Becnna ceoins until a decade
ago when a hoard containing S3 was found at Middle
Harling in Norfolk (Archibald 19853). In addition, a
number of others have recently been found as single
metal detector finds or from controlled excavations at,
for example, Ipswich (Archibald 1985:11) and Burrow Hill
in Suffolk (Sherlock 1984) . A corpus of the known coins
of Becnna, excepting the cecins from Burrow Hill, was
included in the report on the Middle Harling hoard
(Archibald 1985) which included 62 coins. To this at
least one other ceoin found at the excavations of the

monastery of Whithorn in Galloway can be added (Hill

pers. comm.) .
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Associated with the coins of Beonna in the hoard from
Middle Harling were 9 sceattas, mostly of the latest
types of series R, but also including a late series L
and an archer type also generally considered late
Secondary (Archibald 1983:14-5) which suggested at
least a continuity in circulation if not in minting.
Archibald’s detailed analysis of the Beonna coins has
demonstrated that it was a comparatively short—-lived
coinage as all but 4 of the non Middle Harling coins die
link into the hoard and there is considerable die
linking within the hoard itself. There are four types
within the coinage of Beonna, three with moneyer's names
and one with an interlace design on the reverse but no
moneyer’'s name. The moneyers are Werferth, Efe and
Wilred; as far as they can be ordered chronologically,
the rare coins of Werferth would appear to be the
earliest as they are certainly the finest of the ccins,
with some 70% silver as opposed to 50% for the coins of
Efe, the better of the Wilreds and the Interlace. The
Qilreds vary, however, dropping ta c.40% and even 257 in
some examples. The size of the flans of the coins vary
from sceatta-like to a size similar to that of the
reformed coinage of Pepin I and Offa although there does
not seem to be a gradual change. The Beonnas do not
adopt the reformed weight standard of the Offa or Pepin
coins, however, averaging 0.96g as cpposed to ¢ 1.25g of

the later reformed coinage.

132



The interest in the EBeconnas is how they alter the
perception of the progress of the introduction of the
broad flamn pennies into England. In ¢c.755 Pepin I, the
first Carolingian king, reformed the coinage, issuing
new broader flan coins at a reformed weight of c.1.25g,
i.2. 264 deniers to a pound weight (Griersaon and
Elackburn 1986:204). Furthermore, presumably to
establish his new authority as king, the coins were
required to bear some clear recognition of Fepin’s new
position and the coins are varyingly inscribed with
R.P.¢ for Rex Pippinus), R.F. ( for Rex Francorum? or
PIPI. This requirement possibly resulted in the change
to a broader thinner flan to allow for the inscription.
The reverses were left to the imagination of the die
sinker and generally no clear indication of mint is
given. Pepin’s successar Char lemagne (768-812)
essentially carried on this type initially with his
brother Carloman and then, after Carloman’s death, alone
(Grierson and Blackburn 1986:208)., A major reform of
the coinage came in 793 when Charlemagne increased the
weight of the deniers to 1.7g and introduced standard
cbverse and reverse types in contrast to the earlier

types where the reverse designs were uncontrolled.

In England it was long believed that the broad flan
pennies were first introduced inte Kent in the later
760's or 770's, either by two little known Kentish kings
who seemed to have freed themselves from Mercian
domination or by Offa, who certainly continued minting

the new style coins and extended the minting to cther
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mints and kingdoms (Blunt 1961). With the discovery of
the Middle Harling hoard the picture may be changed
somewhat and a more continucus pattern may perhaps be

discerned.

The name of cne of the moneyers on the Beonna coins,
Wilred, also appears on two rare coins of the earliest
phase of O0Offa’s coinage. While it is possible that
these were two different pecople, the name is an unusual
one and the obvious conclusion is that Offa was minting
and exerting influence in East Anglia earlier than
hithertao thought (Archibald 1985:32-3). It also
demonstrates the increasing desire of rulers to have
their names clearly marked on the coinage either as an
indication of the value of the coins or perhaps due to
an increasing realisation of the propaganda value of
coins. There‘are no known coins of Reonna’s successor
Aethelred but there are three coins of Aethelred’s son,
Aethelberht, who reigned briefly in the 790's before
being murdered by 0Offa in 794. It has been suggested
that the minting of coins was perhaps too strong a
mani festation of independence which Offa was not willing
to countenance at the end of his life. Certainly on his
death the client kingdoms of Kent and East Anglia
immediately expressed their independence by rebelling
against his successors and by minting coins {(Archibald

1985 33-43 Dolley 19¢4:15-16; Grierson and Blackburn

1986: 283).,
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Although the apparent gap in the sequence of coinage
appears on the evidence of the Middle Harling hcoard to
have shrunk somewhat, there is still the appearance of a
distinct monetary slump in the third decade of the Bth
century. The early coinage of Offa is comparatively rare
and the bulk of his coins seem to belong to the last
decade of his reign ( Andrews and Metcalf 1984:175).
Beorhtric of Wessex (786-802) alsc struck pennies, like
Offa, but these are excepticnally rare (1984:175). As
we have seen, however, there is no evidence to suggest a
slump in the activities of the trading centres in the
8th century or at least not at Hamwic, the most
extensively excavated of the 8th century emporia. In a
paper published in 1984, Andrews and Metcalf drew.
attention to this anomaly and tried to fill this
apparent gap in the monetary sequence at Hamwic by
placing the type 49 sceattas into the reign of Cynewulf
of Wessex (757-86). This is,‘ in some ways, an
attractive idea, as it would fill the puzzling gap and
would provide a coinage for Cynewulf, an obviously
active and presumably successful king, wha maintained an
independence from Mercia and may have instituted a
'reformed coinage' as the Northumbrian Eadberht did.
However, g¢given the changes in coinage in southern
England and East Anglia and in the Carclingian kingdom,
it is curious that Cynewulf did not use his coinage as a
vehicle to declare his kingship, as other rulers were
clearly doing. Also the evidence that the type =9
sceattas are late is far from conclusive and much more

confirmation is needed before the type can certainly be
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attributed to Cynewul f.

This chapter has attempted to summarise the develcocpment
first of the gold and then of the silver coinages in
north-west Europe between the 6th and %th centuries.
The specialist literature on the coinages is very
extensive but until the recent publication by Grierscon
and Blackburn (1986) there was no real overview aof this
period. This chapter, along with Chapter 1, has
provided the necessary background for the more detailed

studies of the series X caoins in Chapters 4, § and 6.

136



CHAPTER 3

ALTERNATIVE APPROACHES TO EARLY MEDIEVAL COINAGE

The previous two chapters have considered the historical
and archaeolcgical evidence of trade and the development
af 7th to 9th century coinage. In this chapter the
intention is to examine two recently published
alternative approaches to the coinage. The first is
what may be called the more ¢traditional numismatic
interpretation taken by Michael Metcalf (1974b; 1984a)
and the second a more theoretical approach adopted by
Richard Hodges who examines the development and changes
in the coinage as part of a much wider ranging attempt
to explain the changing nature of trade and exchange in
Early Medieval Eurcpe (1982a; 1988). Roth of these
authors have concentrated on the evidence of the Anglo-
Saxon coinages because of the guality of the evidence
but certainly in the 7th and 8th centuries the English
and Continental coinages are inextricably linked and the
debates presented by Metcalf and Hodges are relevant to

the main sub ject of this thesis.

3.1 A Numismatic Approach.

Metcal f has been the most prolific writer on the subject
of the sceattas, particularly the English series, over
the last two decades. "He has done much to define the
distributions of the varicus series as well as the

stylistic developments and groupings within them
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(eg.1966a;1966b3; 1972;1974a;1976a). In addition he has
presented more general discussions on the development
and character of the 7th and 8th century coinage (1974b
revised and reprinted 1988; 1984a). Metcalf has firmly
taken the view that the uses of the coinage of the 7th
and particularly the 8th centuries is essentially the

same as it was in the later Anglo—-Saxon pericd:

* This (ie the sceattas’) distribution pattern,
focussed on Kent and the Thames estuary and thinning out
towards the west country and the west midlands, is
entirely characteristic of English monetary circulation
up to the eleventh century. Four features of the
numismatic evidence, taken in conjuncticon add up to an
argument that the uses of coinage were, already in the
first half of the eighth century, essentially the same
as they were in the tenth or eleventh. They are

1) the extent of the distribution pattern throughout
England, and

2) the scattered character of the finds in the
countryside, together with

3) the very large numbers of dies from which the
sceattas were struck, and

4) the transfers of substantial amounts of currency
between regions within England.

These four features together speak against the view

that the use of coins was essentially restricted to

prestige or social functicns rather than purposes of

monetary exchange. Already before 730 the economy was
monetised even in the countryside and therefore at quite

ordinary levels of society.” (1984a:27).

Metcalf sees this 8th century ecconomy as being
intimately linked with and fuelled by 'interregional
trade'. This took place, he argues, between regions
within England and between England and the Continent,

and is indicated by the moVement of coins (1984a127).
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The early phase of the sceatta coinage fram c.675-700,
saw a very restricted distribution limited to Kent and
the south east (Rigold 1960). Alsc a number of the
Kentish finds of series A and B are grave finds and
presumably are some kind of standard payments, perhaps
replacing the more traditional grave goods, but as
Metcalf says, the 'sacico-religiocus background’ remains

unclear (1984a:32).

The impetus for the development of this coinage was
trade particularly with the area of the Rhine mouths
where English Primary phase coins occur at both Domburg
and Dorestad as well as in a number of French hoards of
the pericd (Op den Velde et al 1984:126). Metcal f
suggests that the fact that these English types do occur
cn the Continent indicates a ’balance of trade deficit?
with the Continent in this early phase, in other words
silver in the form of coins was leaving England thus
preventing an wider expansion of coinage in England
(1984a:30). The period 700-725 saw a widening of the
distribution of coinage into the Midlands or Middle
Anglia. Series E, the Continental Forcupines, along
with Eagt Saxon types, are the coins most commonly found
in this new area; Kentish and East Anglian types are
notably absent. This, in Metcalf’s view, indicates that
trade from Frisia via the Thames estuary and Londen into
the Midlands was the catalyst for this expansion, with
goods being exported eastwards from the Midlands in

exchange for Frisian coin (1984a:30). There are also
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Frimary periocd finds from arcund the east coast which
Metcalf interprets as a further branch of the same
current of trade running northwards (1984a:32). Compared
with the numbers of coins known from the Fhine mouths
area and the lack of die links amongst them, sugugesting
a very large output of coins, England was a 'poar
monetary relation? of this area. However this
underdevel cped monetary economy was "rapidly
benefitting from access to the accumulated rescurces and

entrepreneurship of the North Sea merchants" (1984a:134).

Metcalf interprets the expansion of the area of
circulation in the Secondary phase and the proliferation
of types, many showing a distinctly regional
distribution, as an indication of increasing rayal
control over minting. Foreign trade was still the
ihpetus behind the coinage, as evidenced by the
continuing arrival of Porcupine sceattas, but as
coinage accumulated, more exchanges took place within
the region and this prompted rulers to begin profiting
from these exchanges by ievying tolls and minting their

own coins (1984a:34).

That some of the sceatta series were the products of
certain kingdoms is quite clear from the distributions
of the coins. The Northumbrian coins bear the king'’s
name but are also very restricted in distribution *to
Narthumbria and Lindsey; series H from Hamwic rarely
cccurs anywhere else and the East Anglian Runics arve

very largely restricted to that kingdom (1984a:34; Baoth
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1984; Metcalf 1988).

The 'core! area where the Frimary series coins
circulated is somewhat different. In this area, Middle
Anglia, the Thames Valley, Essex and FKent, numerous
series of coins circulated. Unlike the cother kingdoms,
no apparent attempt was made to control these series,
wvhich makes the attribution of them +to particular
kingdoms or mints more difficult (1984a:47). Metcalf
maintains that an appreciation of the political
situation in which Aethelbald of Mercia, predecessor of
0ffa, achieved some kind of hegemony over mast of
southern England by ¢.731, is essential before the

caoinage can be understood (1984a:46; Stenton 1971:202).

Metcalf has identified a number of the Secondary series
coins (eg. some of series U and K) which represent the
coinage of Aethelbald, although the situation is
complicated by the fact that he seems to have had baoth a
midland mint and a scuthern mint, possibly London or
possibly in Kent. The situatiocn is complicated further
by the fact that there are several series which belang
to one or other kingdom but in their interlinked designs
they reflect, in Metcalf’s view, Aethelbald’s supremacy
if not the complete dominance achieved by 0Offa
(1984a:134-40,46)., There are still a number of types
whose attribution is unclear, for example it is not
certain which Secondary types belong to Kent. However

Metcal f seems to maintain that even the smaller series
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were 'regular’ series, by which he presumably means

raoyal issues (1984a:45-47).

The Secondary phase was alseo characterised by a sericus
decline in the fineness of the sceattas which, as
cutlined in Chapter 2, finally disappeared in scuthern
England in c. 7350. This decline and eventual
disappearance is not well understoocd but it has been
attributed to the continuing campaigns against Frisia by
the Francs under Charles Martel (Halbertsma 1965-6;
Lebecqg 1983) which would have disrupted Frisian trade
which was the main driving force behind the English
coinage (Metcalf 1974c:243). The sceattas were replaced
by the new penny coinage although the recent study of
the Middle Harling hcocard suggests that the period of.
coinlessness in southern England may have been shorter
than previously thought - and almost absent in East
Anglia (Archibald 1385). Despite this it seems as
though the coinage did not take off again until the
780's when Offa’s group II and III coins were minted in
large numbers (Blunt 1961). This was probably due to a
revival of cross—Channel trade and cultural connection,
with the Carolingian kingdom where Charlemagne had
subdued Frisia and was again expleoiting trade with the

north through Dorestad (Metcalf 1974b:245; Verwers

1988).

Metcalf argues his case from the numismatic evidence in
detail and with great skill but there are a number of

points which he does not consider and which may be warth
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noting. He suggests that the expansion of the coinage
was the result of an accumulation of foreign coin which
resulted in increased exchanges within the regions.
Presumably these exchanges involved foreign merchants,
as Metcalf has also stated that the monetary ecocnomy was
not sustained by local exchanges, presumably meaning
exchange between local inhabitants (1984a:134). If this
is the case it must mean that foreign merchants were
travelling widely in Middle Anglia and elsewvhere to
engage in trade. However, it seems likely that merchants
and traders were gquite closely regulated at this time
and may have operated as agents of royal courts, the
aristocracy or the church, rather than as freelance
'entrepreneurs!? (Sawyer 1977). Dne of the functions of
the emporia was to control and safeguard foreign traders
(Sawyer 1977). Similarly if 1local rulers felt it
profitable to control coinage and mint their own coins
presumably there was enough local trade to make this
worthwhile. It seems unlikely that the activities of
faoreign traders alone would make this valid. However,
having suggested that there must have been local trade,
consideration must be given to what was being traded and
wherea. Most people, including the ruling elite, must
have been essentially self-sufficient and small scale
exchanges could have been carried out easily by barter
(Gawyer 1977:146-7). Commodities such as salt were
cbvicusly of importance and were widely distributed in
often complex ways (1977:147). However there is little

evidence cutside the emporia for large scale production
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of commodities in England, pottery for example seems to
Have been locally produced and distributed, with the
exﬁeption of Ipswich ware which appears toc have been
distributed on a much wider scale (Hodges 1981).
Similariy there is little evidence for any permanent
markets which are such a feature of later Angio—
Saxon England, although concentrations of cains on
otherwise unoccupiéd sites, some cocn hillforts like Heod
Hill and Walbury camp (Metcalf 1974a, 1984a) or the more
recent discoveries by metal detector users in East
Anglia and Essex (Blackburn and Bonser 1986;_Rigold and
Metcalf 1984), may indicate the sites of SEasonal or
periodic fairs. However‘these are a far cry from the

burghs of the 10th century with their markets and mints

(Biddle 1976; Hodges 1982a).

Metcalf is also dismissive of taxation as a major factor
in stimulating the monetary economy (1984a:34). Yet
much emphasis is placed on the importance‘ of the
hegemeny of Aéthelbald in the middle decades of the 8th
century as a major factor in understanding the Secondary
sceattas. In such a situation Aethelbald was presumably
demanding some form of tribute or taxation and could
Eoinage not be seen as a convenient and flexible way of
raising such payments? Until recently Metcalf has
emphasised the role of rayal authority in the minting of
coins., However, the greatdvariety of designs in use in
the Secandary phase must surely suggest that minting was
being carried cut by other than kings. An cbvious

possibilty is the church. In the Frankish kinadoms
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bishoprics and monasteries are known to have minted
coins (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:139) is it impossible
that some of the numerous Secondary series which seem to
belong to Kent could have been ecclesiatical issues? In
a recent article Metcalf (1988b:124-€) has arqued that
the Archbishops of Canterbury cquld have been awarded

the right to mint as early as the late 7th or early 8th

centuries.

The point to be made is that it is surely dangerous to
see one single factor as the reason for the development
and expansicon of coinage. That trade with the Rhine
mouths was important in the 7th and 8th centuries is
beyond doubt but that does not exclude the possible
importance of other factors. Coins may have been minted
for one reascon but functicned for others. Similarly the
development of coinage may have proceeded differently in
di fferent areas. Why, for example, are the series H
coins rarely found cutside Hamwic when they are supposed
to be used in overseas trade, whereas the East Anglian
and Northumbrian coinages are found quite widely.-spread
in their respective territories but rarely beyond?
FPerhaps a way forward is to identify the differences
between the coinages and the sccieties in which they
wére operating, by means of histarical and
archaeolcgical evidence. In this way the importance of

di fferent factors may became clearer.

Similarly Metcalf’s assumpticon that c¢oinage functioned

145



in the same way in the 7th and 8th centuries as it did
in the 10th and 11th is based on the similarities in the
distributions of the coins of the different periods and
seems to assume that society alsao functioned in the same
way which is not necessarily the case. Royal power was
very different in the earlier pericd than the later as
was the administrative framewark which supported it
(Campbell 1982). Metcalf also believes that the
sceattas may have been more copious than Offa’s coinage,
which he considers to have been one of considerable
numbers of coins (1974:230). This estimate led to an
extensive debate on the size and nature of Early
Medieval coinage,  particularly with Fhilip Grierson
whose views will be considered in the followiing
section. This debate will not be pursued in detail here
but the main point made by Grierson was that Metcalf was
using figures and estimates from a later pericd to
derive the numbers of coins which could be struck from a
die and also assumed that all dies were used fully.
Grierson contended that such assumptions were not valid
because of the nature of Early Medieval society and the

relatively limited use of coinage.

3.2 The Thecoretical and Anthropolegical @Approach to
Coinage and Exchange

In 1959 Philip Grierson published a paper entitled
Commerce in the Dark Agess a Critique of the Evidence.

This has become a fundamental text in any discussion of
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trade in the Early Middle Ages. Grierson’s essential
point was that goods were circulating in Eurcpe at this
time in other than commercial exchanges, indeed
fcommerce’ was probably of limited importance until the
9th and 10th centuries. He was critical of the approach
of previous scholars who tried to amass evidence to
indicate that goods were largely distributed as they had
been in the preceding Foman pericd "The whole approach,
that of accumulating evidence for the existence of trade
jnstead of trying to form an overall picture of how and
to what extent material goods changed ownership, is in
itself profoundly misleading and can only result in

conclusions that are far from the truth" (1953:129).

Grierson went on to argue that "theft and gift’ played a
significant role in the distribution of goads
(1959:131). 0On the one hand plunder and booty must have
been extensive in Early Medieval Europe and on the other
hand gifts between rulers and embassies or gifts to the
church are also well recorded (1959:133-5). BRBetween the
extremes were a range of other payments such as ransom,
tolls, bridewealth or payments to mercenaries, all of

which would have been significant means by which goods

could be circul ated.

In proposing the importance of gift exchange Grierson
was influenced by the works of the anthropologists
Malinowski (1922) and Mauss (19525). They had argued
that in primitive societies the distribution of goods by

gi ft exchange was an important means of establishing and
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maintaining sccial relationships and that the methods of
analysis of formal economics, based on the principles of
supply and demand, maximisatiocon and efficiency, were
unsuitable for studying such societies. Their work led
to the development of a school of economic anthropology
known as  the substantivist school which has been
promoted and develcped by Polanyi (1957; 1963), Daltan
(eg. 196135 1965; 1975;1977) and Sahlins (1974) amongst

cthers. The ideas of the substantivists were often

vehemently opposed by the formalists and a long and
sometimes acrimonious debate ensued. Some sort of
consensus between the two sides may eventually be
forthcoming as implied‘ by Dowling (1980) who has
suggested that they have in fact been arguing past cone

another and that the two approaches are in fact

complementary.

It is not intended to review these debates in any detail
here but the substantivist approach is important because
of the influence that it has had on archaeoclogy as that
discipline became more concerned with the nature and
importance of trade in early sccieties (eg Sabloff and
Lamberg Karlovsky 1973). Concepts of gift exchange and
of 'prestige goods systems’ became familiar in
archaeology. The latter referred to systems where an
elite, or possibly a single ruler, maintained power by
contralling the supply of particular goods which
conferred status or were necessary for the establishment

of social relationships. Such goods were usually exotic
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or luxury goods and were often cobtainable only through
long distance exchange (Gregory 1982; Renfrew and

Shennan 1982).

In a series of recent publications Richard Hodges has
approached the problems of trade, urban origins and the
develcpment of markets from an essentialy substantivist
viewpoint whilst at the same time adopting and using a

variety of models developed by anthropoleogists,

archaeolcocgists and gecgraphers. The central wark in
which Hodges sets cut his ideas is Dark Age Economics
(1982, They are developed further in Mghammed,

Charlemagne and the Oriqins of Europe, written with

Whitehouse (1983) and mast recently in Primitive and
Feasant Markets (1988). In addition variocus aspects
have been discussed Iin a series of papers (eg. 1977,
1978, 1982b). Again it is not intended to embark on a
detailed review or critique of Hodges' work or the
models which he has utilised to develop his
interpretation of the reole of trade and exchange in the
development of post Roman Europe. However, Hodges, like
50 many other writers on the pericd, has utilised
numismatic evidence extensively and if the results of
the analysis presented in Chapter S are to have a wider
relevance then some of the ideas presented by Hodges
should be considered at least briefly and as a contrast
to the interpretation of the coinage presented by
Metcalf (above). A major critique of Hodges®' wark to
date is that by Astill (13835), which has been drawn on

in the following sections. Otherwise medieval
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archaeclogists seem slow to offer any opinicons on

Hodges’ view of north-west Europe at this pericod.

In Hodges'! thesis the 4th and Sth centuries AD saw the
decline and collapse of the Roman marketing system and
the end of commodity production and distribution.
Within the fragmented territorial groupings which
developed in the Sth -and 6th centuries, luxury gocods
still circulated but were controlled by the elite and
functioned as prestige goods. This trade was controlled
by the variocus courts, and merchants were attached to

them rather than being free agents (Whittaker 1983).

This was the system described by Werner (1961) and
discussed above in Chapter 1. During the 7th century,
according to the model, trade developed to such an
extent that the Frankish and Kentish courts lost
control, in the sense that other members of the elfte
were gaining direct access to the traders and hence the
imported goods. Loss of control of these imported items
threatened the position of the rulers. In order to
overcome this problem the kings restricted trade to
specific sites which were under direct royal control,
the emporia. From the archaeological evidence it is
clear that these sites also became centres for local

producticon of metalwork, textiles and other crafts

(Hodges and Hobley 1988).
The Carolingians in Francia tried to increase this
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trade, particularly with the Baltic area, in an attempt
to stimulate the economy of the regions. Charlemagne in
particular was responsible for the recrganisation of the
pottery industries in the Rhineland (Hodges 1982a:149).
Many of the goods produced were meant for trade with the
Raltic area in exchange for the Arab silver which was
arriving there via the trade rcoutes through Russia in
exchange for furs and other natural products (Hodges and
Whitehouse 1983). This silver in turn was used, so the
model goes, for the coin reforms instituted by
Charlemagne which were designed to further stimulate
local exchange and local preoduction. These plans were
unsuccessful due to the drying up of supplies of Arab
silver to the Baltic, the civil wars in Francia and the
increasing Viking raids and settlements. It was not
until the 10th century that 'slow agricultural and
regional growth’® developed the platform from which the
urban expansion planned by Charlemagne finally arose

(Hodges 19823 189).

Hodges (eg 1982a:18-20) utilises a number of theoretical
models to develop this overview, including the distance
decay model developed by Renfrew (1973) which attempts
to demonstrate that different exchange systems will
result in differential distributions of artifacts.
Carcol Smith ¢1976) has developed a set of spatial models
which cutline different settlement patterns which will
develop within different systems. The emporia, for
example, fall into her 'dendritic central place system’

where there is one large settlement on the frontier of a



region, designed to maintain contact with other regions
and obtain the prestige gocds necessary to maintain the
system (Hodges 1982a:16~18; 1988:18-20,45-61). Other
concepts such as 'Gateway Community’ (Hirth 1978) and
'Port of Tradé’(Polanyi 1963) are akin to Smith's

'dendritic central place’.

A further model which Hodges introduced was
Wallerstein’s 'core periphery’ model, the essence of
which sees the impetus for change originating in a more
advanced or 'core' area which influences the outlying or
'peripheral’ areas. Using this approach, Hodges sees
Francia as the 'core' area with England and Denmark the
'periphery’., He does adapt these models to some extent
particularly as both Smith and Wallerstein see the
'core’ as essentially exploiting the periphery with
trading centres in peripheral areas being established
by the 'core’'. In Early Medieval Europe, hawever,
Hodges maintains that this is not the case as the
emporia were established by the rulers of the peripheral
areas to control long distance trade and the prestige

goods this brought to their kingdoms (1988:47).

Hodges uses numismatic evidence extensively in
developing  his interpretation and introduces some
theoretical and anthropological approaches to the
sub ject (1982a:104-17). Coinage may be seen as being
indicative of the operation of a market ecconomy but a

major tenet of Hodges' thesis is that such a system dcoes
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not occur until the development of complex states
(1982a:103). Early Medieval coinage, he suggests, is a
function of long distance trade as it becomes more
organised. It also may have developéd as a means of
paying blood feud prices or from the trading of bullion
used in manufacturing prestige goods. Hodges goes on to
describe a model of the evolution of coinage and minting
systems formulated by Collis (19712 which is worth
noting here, given the results of the analysis of the

series X sceattas presented in Chapter 3.

Collis diagramatically sets out his models for the
spread of coinage (Fig S). This represents six systems
(territories or kingdoms) which are interrelated.
System 1 has already adopted coinage (in this case
system 1 would be Francia) which spreads to the whole
area including those which averlap with the other
systems, 2 and 2. The coinage in the initial area, 1,
will undergo change, in weight, typoleogy etc and these
changes will be manifested throughout the area including
the overlap areas. As a result the coinage which
develops in areas 2 and 3 will reflect these changes and
may also diverge, adopting different features of the
coinage in area 1. In the next phase systems 4 and S
will adopt coinage but the existing coinages will
have developed still further and these changes will be’
reflected in the newly adopted system. In Collis’s
model the last system & does not adopt coinage but
coinages of other systems will cbviocusly occur arcund

the periphery (Collis 19713 Hodges 1382:105-6).
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In the case of Early Medieval Eurcope the changes in
Francia will affect the cother systems in England, Kent,
East aAnglia, Wessex, Northumbria, Mercia and those in

other adjacent areas, Frisia and Denmark.

The second model proposed by Collis concerns the
organisation of minting and is again set cut
diagramatically in fig 6; This postulates two different
soclieties, one wherevpower is centralised and the other
where a number of individuals of equal status may hold
power. These different systems will give rise to
different minting patterns. In the first, minting will
be centralised but it may either be contreolled by the
central power or uncontrolled. In the second minting
will mot be centralised but again may be controlled by
the elite or a particular individual or be uncontrolled
when, in theory, anyone with the rescurces ccould produce

coins (Collis 1971:174-5; Hodges 1982a:107).

A further thecoretical approach to coinage in non-market
systems has recently been published by Dalton (1977). He
defined three categories which he sees operating in
different ways. The first of these he defines as
'primitive valuables' which cperated in non-commercial
payments such as death payments, bridewealth, and war
alliance. ’Primitive money’ on the other hand is used
in, what Dalten describes as ’'peripheral market

exchange’, which Hodges (1982a:25) equates with with
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the dendritic central place system of Smith (1976) being
represented by the emporia in Early Medieval - Europe.
Dalton saw such things as cowrie shells and slabs of
salt, items which could not be controlled by any central
authority, as primitive money. The final category is
'early cash’'. This is seen to be the product of early
states and used for the payment of taxes and fines as
well as in market exchange. 'Early cash’ is a
cantrolled medium which can be graded to tax indirectly
when the coipage is marked with the insignia of

autharity (Dalton 1977:1198-9; Hodges 1982a:107-89).

Hodges develops Dalton’'s system to attempt to describe
the changes which might be expected aé 'primitive
money’, which has specific functions, becomes 'early
cash' which is multi-purpose. "Primitive money’,
according to Hodges, "should be limited in its spatial
distribution to those particular groups which require or
share this medium. Cash on the other hand should flow
more freely in and between the centres in which it is
used. " (1982a:108). Also as coinage becomes more widely
used then the control exercised over it should become
more rigorous. As a result the issuing authority will
become much more readily identifiable on the coins and
there will be a much more rigorous control of alleoy and
weight as this is crucial if the cecinage is going ta be
generally accepted. The change to 'early cash’
therefore "..calls for readily identifiable objects the

value of which cannot be in doubt" (Hodges 1982a:108).
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These various expectations in the evolution of coinage
from primitive money to early cash were developed in
terms of a 'cost control model’ originally proposed by
Rathje (1973). This was discussed at length and applied
to the development of the Anglo-Saxon coinage in a
paper by Hodges and Cherry (1983) while the main points
were summarised by Hodges in a later waork (1988:104-24).
It is worth outlining some of the main points and
expectations of this model as the analysis of the
series X seems to suggest that some of theée predicted
changes were in fact happening earlier than they might

have been expected.

At the risk of gross oversimplification, Rathje’s model
can be said to argue that as systems increase in
complexity they need to compensate for the
".exponentially expanding need for information
processing and deciding components" (Hodges 1988:106).
Essentially what this means is that there will be a "..
trend .towards mass production and distribution of
commodities based on the principles of standardisation,
simplification, efficiency, reduction of energy/material
input, and so on." (1988:106~7). The introduction of
such techniques will result in a change in the nature of
a system from one where the elite maintains its position
by means of "high investment products loaded with
psychological and ideological values (prestige goods)

towards a more direct form of economic intergration in

which local small scale production units are superseded
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by an coverarching production and distribution system"

(Hodges 13988:107),

On the basis of this model of the changing nature of
systems Hodges and Cherry developed a series of cost
control expectations for coinage and attempted to
illustrate them by reference to the Anglo-Baxon coinage

(Hodges and Cherry 1983; Hodges 1988:108-116):

i. The total volume of coinage within the system will
increase with political complexity. It is an wbviocus
corollary of the model that a trend to mass production
will lead to an increase in output. Coinage functioning
as primitive valuables will only exist in small
quantities. With the change to an expanding economy and
to coinage functioning as early cash there will be

increased demand for coinage to facilitate the

exchanges.

2. The size of individual issues will increase with
political complexity. An  cbvious cost control
possibility is to mass produce large numbers of a single
coin type. Where coinage is neither circulating in bulk
Hor issued by a single authority minting will be

expedient and sporadic and variation will be greater

3. Unit variation within the coinage system will
increase with political complexity. The concept behind
this expectation is that with increased mass production

it will become economical to produce a base metal
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coinage (or coins representing fractions of the main
unitl. This will result in the adoption of a multiple
unit system which is necessary if day to day market
transactions are to be possible using coin. This is

usually characteristic of develcped states.

4. The organisation of coin production will change
with increasing political complexity. The mass
production and increased use of coins and the need to
provide all localities of a state with identifiable
coins will lead to an increase in the numbers of mints
and of moneyers and possibly an increase in the numbers
of individuals named on coins. Cost control factors
would encourage the development of local mints but
political factors in terms of incregsed cantrol over the
issue of coin could cause the number of mints to be

curtailed or the centralisation of die production iﬁ a

few centres.

S. Individual coin issues will become  more
standardised with increasing political complexity.
Rath je has suggested that mass replication and the
distribution of the standardised sets of products
characterises the later phases of the material culture
trajectory he has described (1975:414 in Hodges
19881111). The clearest indication of this "eels
likely to be a reduction in the standard deviations of
the weight and the metallic purity of the coins within

an issue" (1988:111). Measures need to be taken to
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ensure the weight and purity of the coins if each coin
is not to be tested before each transaction. (It may be
Justified to assume that a logical addition to this
expectation is that coins actually develop a value abave
that of the precicus metal they contain. This will be

discussed further in Chapter 6).

&. The use of coins as a vehicle for propaganda will
increase with political complexity In stateless
societies the design stamped on  coins  will not
necessarily have any political meaning. Hence designs
from external states will be copied without any thought
to their possible original meaning. All that was
important was that designs differentiated coins from
those of other mints or earlier issues. (It may be,
however, that 1ssuing authorities of such imitative
coins were harking back to a recognised authority and
vere trying to use that perceived authority). In
complex states, on the other hand, the mark of the
issuing authority is the guarantee of the worth of the
coin. In addition complex states have usually subsumed
smaller, previously autonomous, groups which results in
" .exponential growth of information exchanges and
decision making" (1988:1112),. Presumably this includes
the need to reinforce and justify the position of the
ruling elite by various means amongst which is the overt

indication of authority on such things as the coinage.

Hodges goes on to suggest that with mass production,

standardisation and wider circulation in states coin
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types will become more detailed and specific to permit
their identification in areas where the purely local
symbolism of earlier coin types might not have been
understood (1988:112). As a result coins will become
more important as a way of "disseminating propaganda
and asserting authority throughout the population®
(1988:112). (The clear change which happens on medieval
coins is of course the abrupt change to the use of
kings' names on coins. How much value this had as
propaganda is interesting to consider as most of the
population would be illiterate.) A further four

expectations are postulated by Hogdes with respect to

this:

1. Increasingly common depictions of leaders will
occur on coinsy

2. Designs and inscriptions. will become more complex;

3. There will be an increase in the use of privy
marks and other accessory symbols solely for the
benefit of the administration in checking the
authenticity of standardised coinage circulating
away from the centre of the realm.

4. There will be an enlargement of the face of the
coin to accommodate these changes. (Hodges and

Cherry 1983:1147-51; Hodges 1988:108~12).
The development of the coinage in north-west Europe has

been cutlined at some length in Chapter 2 but it may be

instructive to see how Hodges interprets the development
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in the light of this model. In Chapter 6 the results of
the analysis of the series X sceattas will almo be
considered in light of the expectations outlined by

Hodges.,

The gold bracteates, discussed in Chapter 2, were the
first 'coin-like’ objects which circulated in the regicon
after the collapse of the Roman monetary system. These
originated in Denmark in the late Sth and 6&th centuries
and were at least partly influenced by the Byzantine
solidi which were appearing in the area at this time
(Hodges 1982a:108). The bracteates are found along the
coast of northwest Eurcpe as far socuth as Normandy and
Aguitaine and include a concentraticn in Kent (1982:33).
Many of these are mounted as pendants and were chviously
exchanged as prestige objects or bullicn; they would
clearly fall into the category of primitive wvaluable
(Dalton 1977). Hodges sees these as "important eléments
in the welding of trade partnerships during this
migrationary phase” (1988:113). Whether these trade
partnerships directly connected Kent and Denmark or Kent

and more adjacent parts of the Continent is unstated.

In the second half of the 6&th ﬁentury'the minting of
gold coins begins in the Frankish kingdoms. Llike the
bracteates these appear in Kent and Frisia and regularly
occur as grave goods. They tco were presumably
circulating as prestige objects in their own right as
well as being a source of gold for the manufacture of

other high status goocds such as the elaborate jewellery
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which occurs at the time. Hodges sees these coins as
being transitional between primitive valuables and what
he terms primitive currency, presumably the same as
Dalton'’s primitive money (1982a:109). This
transformation, Hodges suggests, was at least partly
influenced by the church which was responsible for
initiating social change and at least a ssmall move
towards commodity production, presumably to maximise the

benefits available from the 1land it was amassing

(1988:113).

The changes that the coinage and the economy generally
wvere undergoing in the 7th century vere clearly complex
and are not yet fully understood. There was a huge
increase in the numbers of mints proaducing gold coins in
the Merovingian kingdoms and a decline in the fineness
of the coins. It has been argued that this decline was
a controlled step like debasement (Kent 1973) although
recently this has been called into question (Brown
1981>. The increase in the numbers of mints may have
been a contributory cause of the drop in fineness as
more coins were struck from a limited supply of bullion
(Kent 1975). The limited gold may have been caused by
the failure of the Byzantine trading systems in the
Mediterranean (Hodges 1982a:135) and the thesaurisation
of gold by the church in the form of altar vessels and
other goods which would in a sense be withdrawn from
circulation (Grierson and Blackburn 1986:95). Hodges

sees the proliferation of mints as an indication that
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This increased local demand led to increased local
production of goods to exchénge, including presumably
coin (1982a:328). The use of coin in other areas alsa
seems to become more explicit in’the 7th century. The
Anglo-Saxon law codes list werqgelds in terms of’mahetary'
value (Hodges 1988:114) and it has been suggested that
the 100 coins of Crondall hoard,lane aof only two qold
hoérds from England, in fact represent a wergeld payment
(Gfierson 19705. How much influence the church had in
the expahsion of the  use df coinage is warth
considering. The church introdﬁced the use.of written
charters to establish rights to land and were alsa
bresumably influential in the codefication of. the
varicus law codes which state paymenfs for specific
injuries and offences which otherwvise may have been

settled by blocdfeud (Campbell 1982:395-100),

The next significant change in the coinage was, of
course, the change to a silver standard, which Hodges
links to the change to a Germanic weight system
(1982;111). However this metrological change had
alfeady otcurred when the Germanic kingdoms had begun to
mint‘ fheir cown gold coinage (Grierson and Blackburn
1986:13-14)., In Hadges’ model this change went hand(in

hand with the establishment of his type B emporia such

as Hamwic and the Carclingian phases of Dorestad
(19382az111; 1988:114)., Initially he Saw the
establishment of these centres as primarily concerned

with controlling the expanding long distance trade and



the earliest sceattas as having a primary role in that
trade (1982a:32, 111). The instigator of this important
monetary development was‘Pepin II, Mayor of the Palace
of Austrasia, who, in €87 conquered his vival at the
Battle of Tertry and united the two Kingdoms. Thisg
refcrm was supposedly "aimed at controlling exchange-
from Mercovingia centrally, as well aé a means of
controlling it." (198Za:111). This new coinage went
hand in hand with the establishment of a new settlement,
or expansion of an existing one, at Doreétadbafter the
annexation of the area by Pepin, Certainly the
watérfronts discovered in the recent excavations date
from this pericd ((Van Es and Verwers 1980). The
establishment of a silver coinage by Fepin soon léd'tc

similar changes in Kent and Frisia with the intrcduction

of the Primary sceatta series.

Hodges! thesis, as developed in his various bublicatians
sees the role of individual rﬁlers as paramount  in
instigating varicus changes and innavafions which occur
in the econamic systems of this period. It ceems very
likely that a change such as that to a silver coinage
must have been instigated by socme central authority but
in this case Hodaes may have backed the wrong Mayor.
Grierson and Rlackburn in their recent magisterial
review of the coinage of Early Medieval Europe (198&2
review the evidence for the introducticon of the silver
coinage in Francia and conclude that the change probably
caccurred in Neustria and was instigated by Ebraoin, Mayor

of the FPalace aof that kingdom. The probability is that
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the change was instigated possibly as early as the €60's
or 670's; certainly silver deniers were in circulation

in the Paris reqgicon by 682 (Grierson and Blackburn

1986:392-5).

This, of course, raises certain problems with the model.
The reascn behind Ebroin’s reform of the currency could
be the same as that attributed toa Pepin and it is also
possible that Ebroin may have been attemptingrto exploit
and control trade through the Neustrian port of
Quentovic, prior to FPepin attempting the same thing-
through Darestad. Alternatively Ebrein, and for that
matter Pepin. may Ahave been trying to profit ’from
something that was already developing. Wood  has
interpreted the frequent mention of the royal villa at
Crecy—eh—Ponthieu in charters concerning Quentovie as
evidence of the Mercavingians' attempts tcntap into the
wealth of the port, not necessarily attempts to

deliberately foster trade (Waaod 1983:18; Astill

N

1985:221).

The introduction of the sceattas into southern England
has also been seen as the action of a particular ruler,
in this case Wihtred of Kent. Figold argued that the

debased gold coins were eventually swept away by the

huge wergeld paid after the murder of Mul, a member of
the royal family of Wessex. Wihtred then introduced the

Frimary sceattas series A and B in FKent and slightly,

later series C was introduced in East Anglia (Rigold
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1960)>. In a recent review of the chronology of the
sceattas Blackburn has suggested a date possibly as
early as the 670's for the introduction of the Primary
sceattas (1384:173-4). Again the attribution of the
innovaticon to Wihtred may be mistaken but the mcative
behind it may be the same. The distriibutic-n of thé'
Primary sceattas and the fact that they are found on the
Continent strongly suggests their use in long distance

exchange (see map in Op den Velde et al 1984:124),

Saxon Scuthampton is another of the emporia which Hodges
sees being focunded as part of this process of monetary
change and expanding contrel of exchange (1988:114),
Thi§ site is generally considered toc be the fcundat;on
of king Ina in <¢.630. The site has been extensively
excavated over the last two to three decades see above,
(Chapter 1) and the ccins from these excavations have
recently been published by Metcalf (1588). What is
clear fraom the coin finds is that the Primary English
sceattas are virtually absent from the emporium and of
the five possible examples, fhree are imitative and two
probably foreign (Met;alf 1288:21). The earliest coins
which have been found are in fact some of the series E
or Porcupines and series G, both of which may be
Centinental types. There are only half a dozen of these
which may date to c.700-710 (1988:21). It is not until
the Intermediate and Secondary phases, after c©.710, that
the numbers of coing increase and that coins, series H,
are minted at Hamwic (Hodges 1988). The archaeclogical

evidernce from Hamwic certainly suggests considerable
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central planning (Chapter 1) with the boundary ditch and
gravelled roads but the setting up of the emporium, if
the traditicnal attribution is correct, does not seem to
coincide with the introduction of a new coinage.
According to the model proposed by Collis (19713 and
cutlined above there would be a slight delay between
coinage being taken up by a second and third system
after its introducticon into the first. The carcllary
of this is that trade could proceed without reccurse to
coined money, as could the varicus other craft
activities which are characteristic of the emporia, and
cother forms of cash may have been in use  (Astill
1985:228). Care must be taken not to read too much into
this evidence. The chronclogy of the sceattas is not
certain and archaeonlcocgical evidence is often too crude a

tool to distinguish between one decade and the next.

As described in Chapter 2 there was a Secondary sceatta
phase which saw a agreat increase in the variety of
designs and numbers of coins as well as an expansion in
the distribution, at least in Cnaland. Coupled with

this however, was a gradual fall in the fineness of the

coins and an increase in copies and imitations, so that

it is difficult inm some cases to be sure of the issuing

authority although some of the designs may have had

palitical significance (Metcalf 1984a:46).

As already discussed sbove Metcalf saw the expansion of
coin use in the Secondary phase as being made possible

long

initially by an accumulation of coins  through
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distance trade and a gradually increasing monetary
economy, with more exchanges taking place in  the
regions. Fulers then tock the opportunity to control
the currency and prefit from it by levying tolls and
stfiking their own coins (19845:34). Hodges saw the
sceattas Vgenerally as having a dual functi&n,
circulating in the prestige goods exchange networks and
being used as "measures within tfibal saociety”,
presumably as a neanslof paying tolls, wergelds etc.
(Hodges 1988:114). Referring baﬁk ta expéctation S
(above) he seems to- suggest that because the designs
used were many and varied there was littlé contrel and
the use of the sceattas as ‘'early cash? was not
feasible. He further seeé the expansicon of the
secondary phase as a resulf of imitation, nat just by
cother tribal groupings but by competing‘elites within
some kingdems (1988:114). This results in "..an
anarchic pattern of coins which occur in striking
quantities" as predicted in expectation 1 (above)
(1288:115). The result of this is a breakdown of the
trading partnerchips which had érticulated the exchange
system and the development of "..a much wider network of
balanced reciprocity”" (1988:115). Eventually tﬁe highly

centralised eccnomic strategies broke down  and the, by

now much debased, sceattas disappeared from cirvculation

Ce 74‘:""5(:’ -

Az with the other major developments in the coinage the

rext innovation is generally thought to have originated
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in Francia. In 735, after having himself declared king,
Pepin instituted a ccinage reform which enlarged the
size of the flans, which were now stamped ocut of sheets
of silver rather than . cast, and ensured that his
monogram was used on all coins, although the reverses
are still very varied (Grierson and EBlackburn 13986:204),
It had been thought that these innovaticns had no effect
on the English kingdoms until the 770's when the new
penny was introduced into Kent by two little known kings
before being taken over by 0Offa (Blunt 13961). It is
now clear from Archibald’s study of the coinage of
Becnna (1985; chapter 2 above) that in East Anglia at
least, there may have been a much more continuous
histery of coinage than previcusly thought and 'tﬁat
Dffa’s coinage may have originated there rather than in
Kent. Becnna'’s coinage, with larger flan, explicit
statement aof issuing authdrity in the form of the king's
name, as well as that of a moneyer, would seem to
conform well with Hadge's expectations of the
development towards 'early cash'. In this case however

it was short lived and not sustainable.

It was Offa who introduced the penny intoc England and it

is particularly with his portrait coins issued from
c.790 that Hodges sees the first real appearance of
'early cash’ fallowing the refarms introduced by
Charlemagne on the Continent. These were aimed at

establishing a coinage which could be controlled for use

in regicnal and not just long distance exchange. The
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~- - -propaganda value of coinage can alsoc be seen in Offa’s
coinage (expectation 6 above) with the otherwise
unbrecedented group 2 coins with the portrait bust as
well as the fact that cecins in the names of the rulers
in the other English kingdoms now under the hegemony of
Mercia were not permitted. The importance of coins by
the end of Offa’s reign is perhaps highlighted by the
immediate attempts by the rulers of East Anglia and Kent
to mint coins in their own names, a practice soon
eliminated by Offa’'s successor (Dolley 19643145,
Coinage is firmly established as early cash in England
with the deliberate development of competitive markets
after 900 and the contral exercised over the later
Angio—Saxon coinage by the kings is well known and'wgll

not be discussed further here.
In a review of the expectations which he set out

regarding the transition of coinage from ’primitive
money?! to ’early cash' Hodges concludes that the cost

control model "draws attention to the massive increase

in the volume of Anglo-Saxon coinage between 600 and
106", However, no precise comparisons were possible
between the volume of the Middle Saxon and Late Saxaon
just as it was not possible to determine the

coinages,

o
)

size of particular issues Cexpectations 1 and
(Hodges 198811172, The third expectation, predicting

smaller units in the coinage, is also not borne out,
although, cut half pennies do occcur in the later coinaage

presumably indicating a rising, if still limited, demand

for smaller denominaticons. The fourth expectation is
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more useful in highlighting the changing arganisaticn of
minting between the 7th and 10th centuries. The Primary
sceattas can be seen as a centrally controlled coinage
(Collis 1971) which degenerates intc an uncontrolled and
'moderately’ decentralised system. This in turn was,
centralised (by O0Offa) arocund 800 (brobably earlier?)
before being decentralisea, in a highly controlled way,
to serve the markets established by deliberéte policy in

the 10th century (1988:117).

Standardisation was the subject of the Sth expectation.
The sceattas, of course, display a great deal of
variafion which ended abruptly with the introductiénfof
tﬁe penny coinage by Offa. The introduction of the use
of flans made it easiér to standardiée praoduction which
- eventually resulted in the manipulation of the silver
caontent as a fora of taxation, illustrating the

embeddedness of coin use within the society by this time

(1988:118).

The final expectation concerns the increased use of the
coins for propaganda  purposes, In thé original
fermulation of the cost control model Rathje states:
"eadS the growing system faces new communication
demands, it will place increasiﬂg emphasis upon rigid
patterning of sets of interactions”" (Rathje 1973:414 in
Hadges 1388:118). Hodges sees this reflected in the
Anglo-Saxon coinage in that the investment in the

production of the sceattas is "inordinately' high. 0Offa
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streamlined the production system, making the producticon
of coins more cost effective but at the same time used
the artistic skills available to produce a unique
product with, presumably, a major propaganda impact. In
contrast, the Late Saxcn ccins are specifically mass
produced functional objects. Hodges concludes "..the
cost control model qualitatively emphasises 'the
transitory character of the Anglo-Saxon coinage, and as
an expression of the political economy serves to confirm
the need to examine numismatic data in its holistic

rather than its particular context." (13588:118).

The model set out by Hodges proposes to explain the
changes through which the coinage passed, within the
context of a much more extensive explanation of econcmic
and social change in Early Medieval Eurcpe. It is not
the last wordloh the sub ject nor is it probably intended
to be. The value of setting up such models is that they
allcw the data, numismatic in this case, to be tested
against an explicit set of expectations and
explanatidns. Doing this should highlight the
shortcomings of the data and prompt more rigorous
examination as well as prompting questidhs which may not
necessarily have been previously asked of it. Whether
any value will only be determined by

the model has

rigorous testing and such testing can only draw new

insights from the data.
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CHAPTER 4
THE SERIES X OR WODAN MONSTER SCEATTAS.

The series X or Wodan Monster sceattas have been briefly
described above along with the other Continental sceatta
series but a more detailed account of the group is
needed to establish a sound basis for discussion after
analysis of the coins in the following chapter. This is
particularly so in light of the recent debate over the
date and origin of the series and the recent finds of

the type from Scandinavia.

The obverse of the type consists of a facing head with
staring eyes and radiating lines forming hair and
moustache. The cheeks are flanked by symbols, almost
always crosses, although others do occur. In the V
formed by the uppermost ’'hairs’ there is usually cne but
occasicnally two pellets (fig 7). The reverse or
'Monster’ consists of a quadruped usually facing left,
although occasionally right, with its head turmned back
over its shoulder to bite its upraised tail. The feet
are very feathery in appearance, usually with three toes
and the animal 1is clearly male as indicated by the
prominent penis. The reverses are also characterised
by a symbol, perhaps indicating mint or moneyer, below
the animal’s head. This is a most unusual feature on

the sceattas and will be discussed further below. Other
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features occur on some of the reverse dies; for example
in some groups the animal’'s mane or lappet ends in two
pellets instead of the usual one, in one group the
animal has a crest and in another a pellet is present at

the base of the tail ¢ Fig 8).

The designs on the coins will be discussed in more
detail in Chapter 6 but here it will perhaps be
valuable to consider some  of the more general
characteristics of the series X coins and te lock at the

variants which also occur.

There are perhaps three recognisable groups of Wodan
Monster coins. The first is the most common and appears
to be a regular or official series minted somewhere con
the Continent. There are a few coins which seem to be
copies of this rvegular style but which are clearly
closely associated with it. The second group is a type
which mostly occurs in England and appears to be an
insular imitation of the regular style (Metcalf 1988:35~
6)e The third group is a series of derivative types and
'mulew’, most of which are insular in origin. Of these
various groups those in the regular style, as it may

conveniently be called, are the ones which will be

considered in depth in this study.
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4.1 THE SERIES X SCEATTAS

4,1.1 The Reqular Series,.

The vast majority of the series X coins are in the
regular style. The coins are very similar in appearance
and give the impression of being well made under some
considerable control. The dies are clearly and. deeply
cut and are accurately centred on the flan, unlike other
series; the Porcupines in particular often have dies too
large for the flans, making it difficult to obtain a
complete picture of the design. The alignments of the
dies, grouped as they are around the four cardinal
points, indicate the use of dies with a square collar,
again an unusual feature of the sceatta coinages (Hill
1977). A further indication of the control exercised
over the minting of the Wodan Monster sceattas is the
fact that there is a 'secret mark' on the reverse below
the animal’s head presumably indicating a particular
mint, or more likely, moneyer. These marks @ are

illustrated and discussed in detail in chapter 5.

The metrology of the series X is also discussed 'in
detail in the following chapter but it may be worth
making the point here that the histogram of the weights
of the coins from Hallum (fig 15 again strongly

suggests a coinage which is well controlled.
There are some coins which appear to be unofficial
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copies of the regular style. These are usually somewhat
cruder but some at least do imitate regular types,
keeping the symbol below the animal’s jaw. They are
generally lower in weight and lower in silver content.
These need to be distinguished from the !Insular

Immitations’ discussed below.

4.1.2 The Insular Imitations.,

A number of the Wodan Monsters found in Britain appear
to be local imitations of the regular style coins and
are easily distinguishable from them. They are
generally much cruder in style and the dies are less
deeply cut and often smaller than the flans. The face is
aften flanked by annulets rather than crosses and the
animal on the reverse often faces right rather than
left. .. The coins of this type from Hamwic which have
been analysed are of much poorer quality silver than

those in regular style (Metcalf 1988:33-36).

4,1,3 Assocjated types and 'Mules’,

There are a number of types which carry a similar facing
head or similar animal linked with other designs. Some
of these seem to form distinct types in themselves but
others seem to be 'mules’ between the series X and other
well defined series. The term 'mule’ generally means
the use of official dies from official series but as
Metcalf has discussed, in the case of the sceatta

coinages it generally refers to " opportuni st
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imitations which try to back the favourite by copying
two acceptable types at once - presumably when both were
in vogue." (Metcalf 1986a:116). As shall be seen belaw,
however, some of these do appear to be the official

output of one mint.

The relationships between these various types and any
typological development that can be determined needs to
be briefly considered as they may obviousiy have a
bearing on the date and origin of the series. Some
writers have seen types such as 30a and 30b as the
source of the series X coins in regular style and have
used this as evidence of a late date for them (Callmer
19841 18~-22). The recent discovery of a series X coin at
a site near Royston in Hertfordshire is of particular
interest with regard to this problem. The coin (Plate
3015 clearly of Wodan Monster design but is a
particularly fine example in a distinctive style and the
dies are " among the most detailed and carefully
executed in all the Wodan/Monster series" (Blackburn and
Bonser 1986176, no. 42). The coin is also of quite good
waight (1.05g) but the silver content is not known. The
facing head on the cobverse is finely modelled with
moustaches and a W shaped beard. The crown of the head
iz surrounded by pellets from which the hairs spring and
each hair ends in a pellet. The crosses flanking the
face are also formed of pellets and. the whole is
enclosed in a border of pellets between two raised

lines. The animal on the reverse faces right and the
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lappet and tail end in a trefeoil of pellets with the
body partly outlined in pellets. Again the whole is
enclosed in a border of pellets. There are cther coins
of this type known, although not in such fine style,
including one from West Stow in Suffeolk (Rigold and
Metcalf 1977); this, however, is of light weight and
apparently poor metal. There is a further example in
the British Museum from the Barnett bequest (Hill
1953:99 type 3, no ¢) and a second coin from Royston,

itself similar in style to the West Stow coin (Blackburn

and Bonser 1986:76, no 44),

There are a number of other types which are
stylistically similar to the type 31 from Royston
described above and which BRlackburn and Ronser have
suggested may come from the same mint (1986:76,no 44).
BMC type 30a has a Wodan head in similar style to the
Royston coin but associated with a reverse comprising
two standing figures with crosses. This design occurs
on coins of type 41b where it is linked with an animal
reverse not unlike the animal on the Royston type 31.
It is also present on coins of type 51, where it is
combined with a standard and saltire of pellets. An
example of this type was found at Royston which has a
reverse die identical to that on a type 30a coin in the
Lockett collection (Blackburn and Bonser 1986176 no 44).
Also from Royston is a coin of type 43 which has a
'dragon’ associated with an interlace design. The style
of this coin has led to the suggestion that the dies

were cut by the same hand as were those of the type 31
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from Royston (19863178 no 45).

The suggestion is that the Royston style type 31 and
types 30a,43, S1 and possibly 41b(?) are the product of
cne mint (1386:76 no 44). In addition to these is a
coin of type 81 from Hamwic which has a Wodan head , in
clearly similar style to those on the coins already
discussed, associated with a reverse consisting of a
cross with dotted annulet terminals (Metcalf 1988:51 no
124). This coin has been analysed and is very fine with
91% silver, indicative of an early date. A further coin
which falls into this group is from North Ferriby which
again has a similar, if not so accomplished, Wodan head
obverse linked with a standard (Pirie 1984). Finally
there is a coin referred to by Metcal f (1986a:117) which
has a similar obverse combined with a standard reverse
associated with type 8, the Continental Runic serieé,
which {is certainly early in the sceatta series.
Blackburn and Bonser have suggested that the Royston
type 31 coin in this 'English’ style may be the
prototype 