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Preface

Scandinavia, the Viking Age and especially Vikingiaty in North-Western Europe have
always fascinated me. In the course of my studieScandinavian Studies, Old Germanic,
courses in Archaeology and finally Classical, Mgdleand Renaissance Studies, | have
looked at this subject from different perspectivdierary, linguistic, historical and
archaeological. Specific attention has always b@and to the contact between the
Scandinavians and the Other and the consequendbe®é contacts in different ways.

During an internship at the National Museum of i§uities in Leiden, | was given the
chance to do research (both of textual and matevidience) on the subject of the Vikings in
the Netherlands, with a focus on the northern N&thds, and the Early Medievaimporium
of Dorestad. This shifted my focus from mainly Betish Isles to the Dutch coastal region
and its inhabitants, and it is this research tlaat loe seen as the inspiration for this master
thesis. Further inspiration was gained during entat the University of York and a Summer
School at the University of Arhus.

I would like to take this opportunity to thank tidational Museum of Antiquities,
especially dr. Annemarieke Willemsen who was myrtuduring the internship and has
provided me with assistance as the second readirisothesis. Prof. dr. Dick de Boer has
kindly and helpfully provided me with guidance aasssistance during the writing of this
thesis, for which | thank him. In addition, | woulike to thank all my (former) tutors and
teachers at the University of Groningen and in Yiaktheir inspiration and help throughout
my studies and the writing of this work. During tveiting, | have consulted a number of
scholars who all kindly provided me with as mucliphas they could. | thank all of them,
whose names can be found in the footnotes in tlewaet sections. Last, but certainly not
least, |1 would like to thank my family and friendsspecially Rik van der Pluym, the
IJssennaggers, Christa Ackermann, Eline Baatenk ahmidt, Floor Sieverink, Amarins
Woltring and the people in the thesis-group forgieg me focussed and discussing my ideas
and problems with me. Special thanks go to Hea@wningham and Lindsey Smith for
correcting my English and editing my manuscriptspite the help of many people, all ideas,

interpretations and mistakes remain my own, ang boan be held responsible for them.

Hengelo, August 2010
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Introduction

furu* trikia frislats a uit auk uiks fotum uir skifm

[We paid a visit to the lads of Frisia. And we swvho split the spoils of battle
among us].

So reads the runic inscription on a silver VikingeAneck-ring found in Senja, Troms County
in northern Norway, which is dated to c. 132Blthough the exact reading of the text is
debated, the one thing that is certain is thatoings to contact between Frisians and
Scandinavians in the Viking Age (c. 793-1050). Timg is one of very few finds directly and
unambiguously attesting to contact between thesep®oples, and is therefore significant.
Scholars like Judith Jesch and Kees Samplonius leaxaenined the inscription and its
context® whilst others like James Graham-Campbell havededwn its material aspeétin
addition, attention has been paid to the meanirtisffind in understanding the Viking Age.
Whilst the find has traditionally been interpre&siattesting to a Viking raid on Frisia, more
recently both Jesch and Samplonius interpreteds ip@ssibly attesting to more peaceful
relations. | would like to argue that it is timeltwmk at this ring and other evidence outside the
context of Viking raids on the continent only, apthce it in a broader perspective of
Scandinavian-Frisian contacts in this period.

These contacts, already established before thay/kge and continuing in its aftermath,
changed over the course of time. Especially in\theng Age, which came with raids and
displays of political power, changes occurred. Whetor not these changes meant that the
earlier (usually peaceful, trade) contacts disapgabaat least some other kinds of contact
were established. In the Viking Age, a new chaptethe history of Scandinavian-Frisian
contacts was written, that will be explored in tthissis. | will aim to present an overview of
the ways of contact, the people involved and theactions to these contacts and the
consequences in both the short (i.e. transfer ofleiitems, establishment of personal

! K. Samplonius, “Friesland en de Vikingtijd: degiman Senja en de Vierentwintig Landrechtdn,”

Beaker60:2 (1998): 89-101.

2. Jesch, “The Senja Neck-ring and Viking Actiyityn Blandade Runstudier. 2Uppsala: Institutionen for
nordiska sprak Uppsala universitet, 1997), 10.

% Samplonius, 89-101. Jescsh (1997), 7-12.

4 J. Graham-CampbeNiking Artefacts: A Select Catalog(isondon: British Museum Publications for Trustees
of the British Museum, 1980), 87 (nr. 303).

®J. Jesch, “Vikings on the European Continent énlthte Viking Age,” inScandinavia and Europe 800-1350.
Contact, Conflict and Coexistenas]. J. Adams and K. Holman (Turnhout: Brepols,0055-268.



relationships,) and the long term (i.e. changesattitudes and images, changes in
relationships), by assembling textual and archagodb evidence. The subject can be divided
into sub-issues, all part of contact and contaittaions. These issues, are exchanged in
material and immaterial respects (i.e. trade, gifthange, exchange of people and ideas), and
the intrinsic aspect of images coming into being:oiple of main aspects are important here:
the images of the Self and Other before, duringaftet contact. Looking at all these aspects
can help one understand the processes of contdcitsasonsequences. The main question
with which | will approach these issues is to wistient and in which ways there was contact
between the Frisians and the Scandinavians thraughe Viking Age, and what this led to.

Despite both scholarly and popular work on theinikAge in the present-day Low
Countries, including formeFrisia® and Scandinavia, the story of contact has notbgen
fully brought to light. More seems to lay hiddenhistory, waiting to be revealed, and this
especially concerns contact within a broader gesucal area (i.e. outside the Dutch part of
Frisia). Although attention has been paid to thessapolitical contacts and trade contacts
individually, there is more to be discovered ondletteese are combined in one study that
focuses primarily on the ways of contact betweeasé¢hpeoples in the course of the Viking
Age, and their consequences.

The contacts and their outcome are attested iferdiit contemporaneous and later
sources, such as texts, archaeological finds, g@aphic and linguistic material. The written
and material sources provide most of the infornmata the subject. Combining the two is a
very promising approach, not only because it iseeessity if one wants to understand the
processes and reactions in this period, but alsause the combination of sources can
overcome their individual limitations. In this th®sl therefore combine both written and
archaeological evidence, in order to create a nimerdisciplinary understanding of the
contacts in the past. When peaking of combininigteyr and material sources, one can point
to the Senja neck-ring again, which in itself i€@nbination of the two. It therefore is a
fantastic example of how different aspects of sesircan converge and illuminate
Scandinavian-Frisian contacts in the Viking Age.

In this thesis, | will first discuss and establstme definitions, as well as explain my
approach. In chapter one, the theoretical framewaltkbe presented. In the second chapter, |
will turn my attention to the present state of esh on Scandinavian-Frisian contacts. An

® The geographical range of this area that will seduin this thesis and the definitions of terms kél given in
the following chapter.



historiographic overview of the research will b&ay, and the way in which this thesis can
link up with them, but also provide new insightsl| e discussed.

Chapters three to six comprise the results ofahalysis of the different sources. In
chapter three, the focus will be on what the wmitteurces tell us about contacts between the
inhabitants ofrisia’ and Scandinavians. This will be done by a crita@lysis, in which the
guestions when and where was there contact, whe weplved, what was the nature of
contact (e.g. trade, raid, gift-exchange) and hawthee different sources represent this, are
asked.The sources will also be analysed to establish imotlve different cases of contact the
different sources represent the involved peopliégudes and identities. The selected sources
are from different spheres of influence and perias much as is possible. A lot of the
sources containing information about Frisia in {hsiod are from the Frankish atmosphere.
Of these, several will be analysed. Firstly, Bmyal Franish Annafs(late eighth century, ca.
788 to 829 A.D.), which is merely a contemporargore of happenings in the Carolingian
empire from the first Viking attacksSecondly, thé\nnals of StBertin (late eighth century,
ca. 830 to 882 A.D.), also a contemporaneous at¢ctheAnnals of Fuldgninth century, ca.
837 to 882 A.D.) which incorporates the years 734-8s an adoption of earlier annals but is
a contemporary account afterwards, andAheals of Xante’ These three can be seen as
regional continuations of thRoyal Frankish Annal§' In addition, some attention will be
paid to theAnnals of StVaast(second half of the ninth century), which contaansumber of
minor references to contact between Frisians ahihy$? and to a reference in thdfe of
Charlemagné® Whereas the Franks were active chronicles, Fssianfortunately, did not
leave us with much written material from that pdridhe texts from the Frisian perspective
that we will look at are therefore mainly laterdate. The first one is thata of St Walfrid of
Bedum who was said to have been killed in a Viking @kttogether with his son. Thata

was probably composed in the eleventh or twelftitungy, but is only recorded in fifteenth

” As will be made more clear in Chapter 1, theseeonthe people that according to the medievalcesuwere
identified as Frisians or coming from Frisia, amd necessarily ‘ethnic Frisians’.

& All personal names, place-names — as well as ediiles — will be given in standardised Englishnis.

°R. Rau, “Die Reichsannalen,” @uellen zur Karolingischen Reichsgeschidht®armstadt: Wissenschaftliche
Buchgesellschaft, 1977).

2R, Rau, “Jahrbiicher von Xanten,"@uellen zur Karolingischen Reichsgeschidhi@®armstadt:
Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, 1972c).

'R, Rau, “Jahrbiicher von St. Bertin"Quellen zur Karolingischen Reichsgeschidhi@armstadt;
Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, 1972a). R, Rehrbiicher van Fulda” iQuellen zur Karolingischen
Reichsgeschichtdl (Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche BuchgesellschE60).

12R. Rau, “Jahrbiicher von St. Vaas”Quellen zur Karolingischen Reichsgeschidhi@®armstadt:
Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, 1972b).

13 Einhard. “Vita Karoli,” in Quellen zur Karolingischen Reichsgeschidhf®. Rau (Darmstadt:
Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, 1977b).



century manuscript$. Another type of text that we will look at are Fais laws theSeventeen
Statuteqc. 1200 A.D.) and th&wenty-four Constitutionévhich came into existence before
1200 A.D., but extended from the eleventh to thatenth century), and thi@onstitutes of
Magnus™ From the Scandinavian sphere of influence, mogtée evidence is later than the
Viking Age as well, apart from three runic inscigpts. The most appealing and intriguing
one, on the Senja neck-ring, has already beenreeféo. The other two are found on runic
stones in Sigtuna, Swed&éhThe partly later sources that will be under exation are the
famous Egil's Saga (written down first half of the thirteenth centuryln which the
protagonist travels to amongst others Fridiand the poen®lafsdrapawhich is transmitted
in and contextualised by the Olaf Tryggvason’s S@gal225 A.D.)*® Another interesting
source is Saxo Grammaticugistory of the Danegsecond half twelfth century), which gives
some insight in Danish-Frisian relatio®esides analysing these selected sources extgnsivel
| will also use some references from other soutegsovide a wider picture.

In the fourth chapter, | will move on to the makrevidence, by examining
archaeological finds from this period that can tslisomething about contact, and what image
they provide. The archaeological material will ledested on the criterion that it illuminates
the Frisian-Scandinavian contacts in any way ptessi#s a point of departure, catalogues,
articles and databases, both published and onfireen The Netherlands, Germany,
Scandinavia and sometimes The British Isles weesl.ugh addition, this builds upon an
inventory drawn up by the author during an inteipstt the National Museum of Antiquities
in Leiden, the Netherlands, in 2009. A concise logtze of the discussed artefacts will be
presented as a supplement to the thesis. In chsigtean analysis of the consequences of the
contacts will be presented.

The titles of primary sources will be given in ithetandardized English forms, and will
after their first discussion only be referred taaivbreviated form. A list of the abbreviations,
the English titles and the original titles will peesented in the appendix. Editions used can be
found in the first references to the sources asageh the bibliography.

1 R. van SchaikWalfridus van BedunEen duizend jaar oude Groninger overleveri@roningen: Wolters-
Noordhoff/Bouma’s Boekhuis, 1985).

!5 N.E. Algra,Zeventien keuren en vierentwintig landrecht®norn: Graal, 1992), 252, 370-371.

18 Jesch 1997 and 2004.

7S, Nodal, ed. Egils Saga Skalla-GrimssonéReykjavik: Hit islenzka Fornritafélag,1933).

'8 Snorri SturlusonHeimskringla I1, ed. Bjarni Atalbjarnarson (Reykjavik: Wiislenzka Fornritafélag, 1945).



Chapter 1

Theoretical framework

In an encounter through dialogue two cultures domerge and blendeach keeps its
uniqueness and open integrity, but both are endcfle

Michael Bakhtin

1.1 Contact and contact situations: methodologyampioach
Contact is the meeting of one person or group \&itbther person or group, and can be
brought back to three main theoretical issues: p@nt, identity and image. It can be looked
at from different perspectives: the one (group pé#rticipant(s), the other (group of)
participant(s) or from outside. Each of these petpes constitutes a different viewpoint,
which is embedded in the cultural background ofitttividuals. These viewpoints that are
formed within the frame of the cultural backgrourahlled mentalitésby historians of
mentality and historical anthropologists, are esakrf one wants to understand social
relationships®

Images of the Self and the Other are linked wdntity, an important theme within the
historical-anthropological approach, as well asjextband object. Ideas about subject and
object have long since been part of philosophy il argued that only in connection with
each other that both the subject and the objeck hheir specific characteristics and
appearance. When looking at the representationtheofSelf and the Other, this is very
important. As art-historian Paul Vandenbroeck s&ssthe constant tension between the Self
and the Other is essential for formation of the.fivtn ‘Image of the Other, Exposé of the
Self’ Vandenbroeck uses an anthropological appreéadbok at depictions of the Other. He
investigates the marginal figures of savages, fdalsners and beggars as playing a negative
role in defining the Self or Self-image during tlemth to eighteenth centuries. Between the
Self and the Other — in Vandenbroeck’s case sulmadtbut in this study two different
cultures — a clear dichotomy can be discerned psigted by the use of certain central pairs of

concepts. These binary oppositions, as they aledcah a structuralist approach, can be

9 A. Gurevich, “Historical Anthropology and ScienaiHistory,” in Historical Anthropology of the Middle
Ages A. Gurevich, ed. Jana Howlett (Cambridge: Pdftess, 1992), 6. Translation from M. Bakhfistetika
slovesnogo tvorchest{®oscow: Iskusstvo, 1979), 334-335.

0 Gurevich, 6.

1 p. VandenbroeclQver wilden en narren, boeren en bedela@wseld van de Andere, vertoog over het Zelf
(Antwerpen: Ministerie van de Vlaamse Gemeensch8®7), 5.



determined as the general underlying concept ithallsources, even though there are some
variations and exceptions. Vandenbroeck has magigr ¢hat these are to a large extent
universal principles for depicting the ‘Other’, whi as will become clear, are to a large
extent applicable to the Scandinavian-Frisian adsetalthough sometimes in an altered way.
Although the Self-image is not always as clear tfog people themselves, the way they
portray the Other actually defines it. It is cortieecto the patterns of values and noffnis
identity.

Identity can take shape on several levels, faams the personal, the group, the cultural
and the ethnic, which overl&p.In addition, an individual can view his own idéptin a
different way than others do. As a consequends,ribt an easy term to use or define. Yet it
is an important one, as looking at identities giwesght into the process of contact. Identity
is not always clearly expressed in the written andterial evidence, but perceptions,
representations and images might clarif§*iDne aspect of identity that comes into the
picture when talking about contact is ethnic idgnff It is difficult to speak of peoples and
ethnicity in a retrospective way of the early medigoeriod. Ethnicity is interdependent with
social, cultural and political environmefitEthnic identities are not static, like other pasts
identity they are fluctuous. They are, as Matthewmek puts it, ‘social constructions,
transmitted and transmuted over time and spdde’addition, we should not think of peoples
in the Early Middle Ages as ethnic homogenous gspap has sometimes been done in more
recent times. This is especially true for timesyofiration. In Early Medieval societies like
the Frankish and Frisian ones, ethnicity was oéebiguous, and people of what we would
call different ethnic backgrounds could mix. Hesecial identity was more important, and
this was dependent upon the situation. For thisamaethnic identity is sometimes called
‘situational construct’, which was coined by a mss calledethnogenesi€ This, we will
see, is very much the case with ScandinaviansismFand other parts of Francia. As much as

this may be problematic for defining and estabfighiethnic identity, it is interesting

?2\/andenbroeck, 6.

%M. Innes, “Danelaw Identities: Ethnicity, Regioisah, and Political Allegiance,” i€ultures in Contact
Scandinavian Settlement in England in the Ninth &exth Centuriesed. D. M. Hadley and J. D. Richards
(Turnhout: Brepols, 2000), 67.

“4D. M. Hadley and J D. Richards, “Introduction:drdisciplinary Approaches to the Scandinavian Setint,”
in Cultures in ContactScandinavian Settlement in England in the Ninth Bedth Centuriesed. D. M. Hadley
and J. D. Richards (Turnhout; Brepols, 2000), 6.

% Hadley and Richards, 6.

2 W. Pohl, “Conceptions of Identity in Early Medié\Btudies,” inDebating the Middle Ages: Issues and
Readingsed. L.K. Little and B.H. Rosenwein (Oxford:BlacklvPublishers, 1998), 15-16.

" Innes, 67.

8 pohl, 17.



especially for the diachronic processes of contagthich this will play a role. It provides a
new dimension to changing contacts, because ibnigtinvolves changing identities, it can
actually contribute to this change.

Just like ethnic identity, cultural identity is aiigeable and formable. Again it is a
construct that can be created by the help of fetamce language and material culture as
active agenté’ The latter is therefore important in establishidentities, and contact, and is
manifested in exchange. One can discern differ@mg$ of material exchange: raid in which
something is confiscated, trade in which produotsexchanged for money or other goods, or
gift-exchange by which social ties are sedfe@ift-exchange was a common practice in
Germanic and Early Medieval societies, and occubesdieen leaders of different groups and
between the lord retainer and his follow&r. not only concerns an exchange of objects, but
also attached significance such as social impboati as it was a way of establishing and
confirming social and political ti€®.

Exchange is, thus, not necessarily material. Exgbaf people, ideas and oaths could be
placed in the category of immaterial exchange. @ltih the exchange of ideas is not easy to
track in written sources, some clues can be fouarttie contact situations and their outcome.
In addition, interaction between people and theiti@s and symbols people use can be
visible in material culturé® Both material and immaterial exchange are imporfan the
outcome of contact during the Viking Age: on snsalhle, as the outcome simply may be that
one specific object was transferred from one celtior the other, but also in a larger sense
because it can facilitate change in attitude arabien

From an anthropological point of view, these cotgan which exchange occurs would be
defined as culture contattThis presupposes two different cultures that amypto contact,
so the question must be asked, to what extend ris&a- and Scandinavian cultures in the
Viking Age were different and distinguishable. Tharticularly goes for the material culture,

for can one speak of a discernible ‘Frisian matesidture’ and a ‘Scandinavian material

29 Hadley and Richards, 10.

%0 A. Gurevich, “Wealth and Gift-Bestowal among theckent Scandinavians,” idistorical Anthropology of
the Middle Agesed. Jana Howlett (Cambridge: Polity Press, 1992§-189. H.A. Heiding&risia in the First
Millennium An Outling ed. J. Bazelmans and D. Gerrets (Utrecht: Matt§97), 29.

31 ). Bazelman®By Weapons Made WortHyords, Retainers and Their Relationship in Beow@msterdam:
Amsterdam University Press, 1999), 13-17.

%2 M. MaussThe Gift: Forms and Functions of Exchange in ArctdcietiegLondon: Routledge, 1990), 33.
Bazelmans, 24.

% Heidinga, 45.

% «Culture Contact” inEncyclopaedia BritannicaRetrieved April 05, 2010, frofncyclopaedidritannica
Online http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/1515/#3®ure-contact. M. J. Herskovit&cculturation
The Study of Culture Conta@ilew York: Augustin, 1938), 11.
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culture’ at this time? Close relationships betw@&arich Frisia, northern Germany, Anglo-
Saxon England and Scandinavia in the Migrationd@efup to at latest the eighth century)
have led to elite connections and cultural sintilesi the latter which are described using the
term ‘North Sea Culture®® This is especially evident in Anglo-Saxon and iiriscultures at
this time, which have similarities in the field obins, language, the runic alphabet and
material culture, but is not completely insignifitain Frisian-Scandinavian cultural
relationships eithef® For instance in the northern Netherlands, it isiezato discern an
assimilated Frisian-Scandinavian material culturant to discern specific ‘Viking finds’
(which a lot of the scholars dealing with the VigiAge in the Netherlands nevertheless are
keen on finding). However, in most cases the spbéiafluence can be deduced from the
physical and contextual features, as find studéee Ishowr?’ In addition, we must remember
that even though we see great cultural similariied sometimes find it hard to discern the
different cultures, this does not necessarily mian this was the case for the Viking Age
people as well. On the contrary, they must have la@eare of the differences, for instance by
different use of language. As psychologist StepBeohner observes in his work on cross-
cultural interaction, many studies have shown #wan relatively small differences between
groups are usually very noticeable to the membktheogroups involved. These noticeable
differences, then, often are exaggerated and testdry both groups, to stigmatise and create
a mutually negative stereotype. This is an int@rggtrocess that can hold true for the Viking
Age as well, or perhaps, in particufér.

Changes in cultural identity mostly happen whentact occurs? They are manifested in
changing views and identities, but also in exchamhgehe discourse on the Viking Age in
England, one therefore speaks of new (culturahtities that incorporate all sorts of different
aspects, rather than of a Scandinavian-Anglo-Sdiaiotomy?® | suggest that we follow this

example of a new definition to a certain extent] arew the Frisian-Scandinavian contacts

% Heidinga, 18. See also: P. Pentz etiihgs of the North Sea, AD250-854. E. Kramer et al. (Leeuwarden
etc.: Fries Museum etc., 2000).

% Heidinga, 18, 24.

37 A. Willemsen, “Scattered across the Watersideingkinds from the Netherlands,” \fikings on the Rhine:
Recent Research on Early Medieval Relations betwreeRhinelands and Scandinavéal. R. Simek and U.
Engel (Wien: Fassbaender, 2004), 68. See for iosteiH. van Regteren Altena and J.C. Besteman, [2es
Vikingen in de Lage Landen, getoetst aan de Dan@amsterdam: Universiteit van Amsterdam, 1971).

% S. Bochner, “The Social Psychology of Cross-Calt&elations,” inCultures in Contact: Studies in Cross-
Cultural Interaction ed. S. Bochner (Oxford etc.: Pergamon Press,)1983

%9 J.D. Richards, “Identifying Anglo-Scandinavian tBehents,” inCultures in ContactScandinavian Settlement
in England in the Ninth and Tenth Centuried. D. M. Hadley and J. D. Richards (Turnhougfgs, 2000),
303. Heidinga, 45.

“0Richards, 303. R.A. Hall, “Anglo-Scandinavian Aitles: Archaeological Ambiguities in Late Ninth-Ntid-
Eleventh-Century York,” irfCultures in ContactScandinavian Settlement in England in the Ninth &edth
Centuriesed. D. M. Hadley and J. D. Richards (Turnhouggis, 2000), 313.
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not simply as contacts between two set separatggr@s has been the standard, but rather as
a dynamic process of changing views, perspectimdscaltural identities. Or, in ‘Gadameric’
terms, to look at the merging of old and the coratf new horizons. However, we must bear
in mind that the Anglo-Saxon-Scandinavian contaegspened on a different scale and had a
different outcome than the Frisian-Scandinaviantacs. For the latter, | use the definition
by the Russian scholar Michael Bakhtin quoted &t bleginning of this chapter: “In an
encounter through dialogue two cultures do not mengd blend; each keeps its uniqueness
and open integrity, but both are enriché&t.”

Moreover, in this thesis, the aim is to createubef image and understanding of the
different forms of contacts between the two peofiesughout the Viking Age. Whether or
not someone was actually an ‘ethnic’ Frisian, oarflinavian for that matter, or only
happened to come from what, according to the héstbsources, was a Frisian sphere of
influence is therefore not as relevant as in otsteidies. More important is who were
identified as Frisians and Scandinavians, and bymvHt is not about our modern definitions
and perspectives of Frisian and Scandinavian, boutathe Early Medieval ones. Each
perspective will start with and result in a diffieteimage of the contact situation, its
participants and its outcome.

Point of view and perspective not only concerngheple that are involved in contact, it
also concerns the writers of the sources that refat. As shall become apparent in the
analysis, this often is an outsider’s perspectineaddition, the written sources that we have
for the Viking Age all more or less have a distatw¢he events they describe, either in time,
space or both. When looking at the written souilicesrder to shed light on the Frisian-
Scandinavian relations, the perspective and agehtle writer, as well as the distance from
the events, must first be established. This issaemial part of critical analysis of the texts, as
it influences the accuracy of the representatféns.

When it comes to material evidence, one shoul# kEtocontact in a reverse way, as the
objects that tell something about contact usuatly the end-stops of the process (i.e. the
consequences of the contact). | will therefore aramvhat the object itself and where it is
found can tell us about the process of contact isa@utcome. Here, also, a historical-

anthropological or perhaps contextual approaclsésiyas we look at the context of the

*L Gurevich, 6.
42 M. Lezenberg and G. de Vrié&/etenschapfilsofie voor de geesteswetenscha@pasterdam: Amsterdam
University Press, 2007 (2001)), 134-136.
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objects and the indications for social relationgfiip

Since the focus of this thesis is on the changiiechronic contacts between the Frisians
and Scandinavians in a period of more and moredaorts of contact than before, the whole
period that is traditionally regarded as the VikiAge, namely late eighth to the eleventh

century, will be taken into account.

1.2 Vikings and the Viking Age

[...] classem ducentarum navium de Nordmannia Frisiapubgse totasque Frisiaco litori
adiacentes insulas esse vastatas iamque exercltum in continenti esse ternaque proelia
cum Frisonibug...]. *

Annales Regni FrancoruilO

[[...] a fleet of two hundred ships from Denmark Hadded in Frisia, [that] all the
islands off the coast of Frisia had been ravagedf][an army had already landed and
fought three battles against the Frisians [**]].

Royal Frankish Annal810

This image of a Viking raid can be seen as thesgdamage of the Viking Age, to which raids
are intrinsic. But the period is more than thate Miking Age (c. 793-1050 A.D.), which is
defined from an Anglo-Saxon perspective and thet state of which was set by what is
usually taken as the first recorded Viking raid Wrestern Europe at the monastery of
Lindisfarne in 793 A.D., is an age of travel, trated and, thereforeontact Indeed, the age
named after the Scandinavian pirates is definedwyat specific cultural or political event or
development, but by the first recordedntac{situation) between the Vikings and others, in
this case Anglo-Saxon monks. Nevertheless, someyfears prior to the Lindisfarne raid,
Scandinavian Vikings were already visiting the Estgicoast. According to th&nglo-Saxon
Chronicle,in 789 A.D. a number of Scandinavian ships weensaf the coast of England.
As the English did not know who they were, the ksnggeve rode to them. According to
writer Athelward, they were thought to be tradather than enemies. But the Scandinavians
were no merchants, they were Vikings and killed réixeve of the king® This story echoes

“3Heidinga, 45-46. According to Heidinga the pressohaeology of the Middle Ages has a clear hisabri
anthropological character.

“ Rau (1977), 94.

4> B.W. ScholzCarolingian ChroniclesRoyal Frankish Annaland Nithard’sHistories (Ann Arbor: The
University of Michigan Press, 1970), 91.

46 ASC789. D. Whitelock trans., “The Anglo-Saxon Chrdajtin English Historical Documents c. 500-1Q42
ed. D. Whitelock (London: Routledge, 1996), 180.
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that (peaceful) trade contacts existed at that,tiared that it was not always easy to
distinguish between merchants and Vikings, espgaiak in the early days of the attacks.

Initially, the Viking attacks were surprise raidahere the Vikings disappeared as
suddenly as they had arrived. But over the couffséinee, Viking activity and Viking
presence changed. Three different phases, of whihnitial raids constitute the first, are
usually discerned. During what is seen as the sepbase, which historian and numismatist
Simon Coupland places between the years 841 andt®@5umber and scale of the raids
increased’ Not only did the Vikings attack more and in a wideea, their armies grew as
well and their tactics changed. Instead of surprasés, they now stayed on foreign soil for
short periods of time: they stayed over witifeFhe Vikings seem to have gotten the hang of
this, because in the third phase, they startedpteasl over Europe and penetrate the
hinterlands. They now settled for a number of yearsin some cases, permanerfiyAll
these different phases mean different forms of amintand, different reactions and
consequences. One deals differently with a foreggeher who sacks and leaves, than with an
invader who becomes your neighbour. The first dusshave to be accommodated at all, the
last certainly has, and this requires differentwtes and measures. And, it brings changes to
the indigenous people. Contact in the second pbasée seen as an intermediary between
these two, a transition-period that is both impari@nd interesting. A question that arises is
whether or not all these people were Vikings, dnitiey still can be seen as Vikings when
they settle and start to integrate.

The term Viking often is taken as a term for arfsitaavian people, but means in a narrow
sense a sea-travelling pirate, raider and occa$yoseitler from either (what we now call)
Danish, Norwegian or Swedish desc&hthis is thought to be the original meaning of the
West Norse wordrikingr, denoting the person by his activities. Moreovbe activity of
fighting or harrying at/over sea was also callglling® In contemporary sources from
outside Scandinavia, different terms were used/fkings. Some of the most common ones
are Anglo-Saxorpirata andwicing,>? both used by amongst others the Anglo-Saxon scribe

47'S. Coupland, “The Vikings in Francia and Anglo-8aEngland to 911,” i€ambridge Histories Online
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008), 198-

“8 Coupland, 193-194.

9 Coupland, 195-201.

0 F. Hednebg, “Viking,” irfkulturhistorisk Leksikon for Nordisk Middelalddind XX(Kgbenhavn, Rosenkilde
og Bagger, 1976), 20-25.

>l Hgdnebg, 20. E. Roesdafhe Vikings. Revised Editi¢hondon: Penguin Books, 1998), 9.

*2Hgdnebg, 20-21.
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Alfric (c. 955-1010§3 In Latin nordmannior northmannj pagani and pyratae are very
frequent”® and in Old Frisiamord mon, noerd manrendwitsing It is thought that this last
word too meant ‘Viking’, or pirate in general pepsasince the adjective®rd- or northesk
sometimes proceed 3. The medieval cleric and chronicler Adam of Brenesplains in his
famous History of the Archbishops of Hamburg-Bremiirat what the Scandinavians call
wicingos they would callAscomannr’

Although it is now agreed thatking meant pirate, there have been different theories
about the origin and meaning of the term. It ispmged that the term is a compound of the
nominal or possibly verbal elemenwik- and the suffix #1g, which was a very common one
indicating a person (or thing) who takes the charistics of the first element.Over time,
*wik- has been interpreted as coming from Old Neikemeaning ‘bay’ or ‘inlet’, or more
specifically theVik that is the Oslo fjord, as coming frorfka meaning ‘seamile’, as coming
from the verbvik meaning ‘to fight', or fromwika meaning ‘to give way®’ In addition, *wik-
has been interpreted as identical to Old Enghat) meaning ‘village, town, dwelling place,
house, street’, also used as the name for earlyiewaddtrading centres, and Duteijk
meaning ‘district in a town’. Herejking is interpreted as inhabitant ofaak and therefore a
merchant or merchant/sailor and might later hawesld@ed to pirat&? The primary activity
of the Vikings then seems to have been trade, wichetimes changed into taking without
payment. Although the above-mentioned etymologresn® longer accepted, they do show
that the Vikings activities were not limited to gy, but also included trade, and that on the

basis of these activities Vikings could also benssemerchants.

1.3 Frisia and Frisians

Whereas the start of the Viking Age in England u$ at the Lindisfarne raid in 793, on the
continent its start is really pinpointed by an eittan the northern coastland nant&ikia in
810, as is read in the quotation from tReyal Frankish Annalén the beginning of this

chapter. During this attack, the Vikings came imtntact with the Frisians. The Early

%3 J. Kriiger, Wikinger” im Mittelalter. die Rezeption vowikingr m.undviking f. in altnordische literatur
(Berlijn etc.: De Gruyter, 2008), 3.

>4y, Ustvedt,Verre enn sitt rykte: vikingene slik ofrene s& d@mslo: Cappellen, 2004), 26. Kriiger, 3.

*> Hgdnebg, 20-21.

6 Kruger, 4.

" Kruger, 3. F. MeierGefiirchtet unde Bestaunt: Vom Umgang mit dem FrardeMittelalter(Ostfildern: Jan
Thorbecke, 2007), 33.

8 T, Hofstra, “Changing views on VikingsTijdschrift voor Scandinavistiek4:2 (2003):152.

% Hofstra, 153-155.

% Hofstra, 152.
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Medieval homeland of the Frisians calledsia or Fresiain contemporary sources, should
not be confused with the present homeland of theelDErisians, the province of Friesland in
the Netherlands, which was only part of it. Frisauld be best defined, not as a region with
set borders, but rather as a Frisian sphere afienfie and power that both expanded and
shrank throughout the Early Middle Ag®s.

The original heartland of Frisia seems to havenltbe coastal zone between the waters
Vlie and Lauwer§? The landscape in which the Frisians originally ewas thus a
maritime cultural landscape, directed towards tha and waterways. The history and
archaeology ofrisia and the Frisians from Roman to Early Medieval sngevery complex.
This, and the question of continuity, will not hddaessed, since these are outside the scope of
this thesi€* In the middle of the seventh century, the Frisiphere of influence must have
expanded southwards, incorporating the former ksénRhine, Scheldt and Meuse delta, in
what is calledFrisia Citerior.®® The southward expansion meant that both the eastesl
centre of Utrecht and the rising trading centreBoffestad and Walcheren were now situated
in Frisia. These were very important, especially when cargid contact. Dorestad, and
probably Walcheren as well, were trading centrethatheart of an important network of
trading places on the continent and in the n¥ttBoth therefore are obvious places for
different forms of contact to occur. During the eth and eighth century, the Frisian sphere
of influence not only expanded southwards, but alsth-eastwards as far as to Jutland. It is
to this expansion that Frisian language and mateukiure along the North Sea coast are
attributed®’

Due to the Frankish offensives by Pippin Il (c56414 A.D.) and Charles Martel (688-
741 A.D.), perhaps helped by the Anglo-Saxon mismi@s who were eager to convert the
heathen Frisians, the areas up to the Vlie (688A&2M)°® and later to the Lauwers (734

*'HA., 8-12.

62 E. Knol, “Frisia in Carolingian times,” iWiking Trade and Settlement in Continental WesEarrope ed. I.
Kleesge Skibsted (Kopenhagen: Museum Tusculanuntagz@010), 43-59.

% Heidinga, 13-14.

® For a good overviews over these issues, see heramaFrieslands oudheicHet rijk van de Friese
koningen, opkomst en ondergafurecht: Matrijs, 2000), 14-44, Heidinga, 9-32d S.H. Westra, “Frisians,
Saxona and Franks,” insignis Sophiae Arcator. Medieval Latin Studiesionour of Michael Herren on his
65th Birthday ed. G.R. Wieland, C. Ruff and R.G Arthur (Trunhdrepols, 2006), 28-44

% pP.C.J.A. Boelegrriesland tot de elfde eeufls-Gravenhage: Martinus Nijhoff, 1951), 269-276.

S. LebecgMarchands et Navigateurs Frisons du Haut Moyen Ag@g. 1 (Lille: Presses Universitaire de Lille,
1983a), 101-105.

% A. Willemsen,Dorestad: een Wereldstad in de Middeleeu#utphen: Walburg Pers, 2009), 154-157. S.
Lebecq, “The Frisian trade in the Dark Ages; aignior a Frankish/Frisian trade?,”Rotterdam Papers VI
ed. A. Carmiggelt, (Rotterdam: 1992), 10-14.

" Heidinga, 10.

®® Boeles, 270-271.
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A.D.) were subdued to Frankish rifeThe Frisians and Frisia did not disapp@aas is
attested by the fact that the great Frankish rGlearlemagne had the common laws of the
Frisians as a group written down in thex Frisionum— the Law Code of the Frisians —
around 800 A.O! This text — preserved only in an edition by JoarBasilius Heroldrom
1557 A.D/? — describes the area in which the law is validttes area betweeBincfal
(generally agreed to be the Zwin where the Scheddtary is situated, and according to
Lebecq just down to Zeelandic FlandérsindWisara(or Uuisara, identified as the Weser in
modern north-west German{)lt is not stated how far south the Frisian aredenrrrankish
rule stretched apart from in the west, but as amsathers historian P.J.C. Boeles pointed
out, other texts indicate that it was to the Rhimdich separated it from ‘Batua’, the
Betuwe’® In the Frankish law text from c. 800 callEda, quae se ad Amorem halie area

of the “Amor”, which can be identified as the pneisémer, is described as the border zone

between the Franks, Frisians and Saxons. It coadbmarea near Teisterbant including the

Betuwe and the area between the rivers Meuse
and Waal just south of ff. According to J.F.
Niermeyer, it was Frankish territory, but with a
presence of groups of Frisian and Saxon
merchants!

The Frisian area seems to have been
divided into three different regions, in which
some variations of the law were current. These
are the western regioninter Flehi et

Sincfalanf® [between what is identified as the

Vlie and the Zwin or the border of Zeelandic

fig. 1 Frisia around 800 A.D. (Salomon, 2000, 6). Flanders], the middle painter Laubachi et

®*Boeles, 382-383.

O Halbertsma, 48.

" Lebecq (1983a), 101-102.

"2H. SiemsStudien zur Lex FrisionuifEbelsbach: Verlag Rolf Gremer, 1980), 44. SeeHeredition the
facsimile in Siems and Joannis Basilius Her@dginum ac Germanicarum antiquitatum liiBasel: Heinrich
Peters, 1557).

3 Lebecq (1983a), 102.

"LF, for exampld:I11-XI1II:11.

> Boeles, 383. See for a discussion also A. Russtt®m Light on Dark Age FrisigDrachten: Laverman,
1967), 9-12.

® Halberstma., 210-211. The area might once havereled further land inwards.

""Halbertsma, 211. J.F. Niermeyer, “Het Midden-Né&atedse rivierengebied in de Frankische tijd op drean
de Ewa quae se ad amora habe€ijdschrift voor geschieden6 (1953), 146-169.

BLF 11:LXXII.
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inter Flehi’® [between the water identified as Lauwers and the]\dnd to the east the area
inter Laubachi et Wisaraffi [from the Lauwers to the Weser]. The Vlie and theulers
form natural borders (or ways of access, if onakhiin terms of a maritime culture), and
presumably therefore coincide with the bordershefearlier Frankish conquests. A good part
of the laws are nevertheless currgahs Laubachf* bearing witness to the broader entity of
Frisia.

The Frankish conquest of 695 A.D. meant that Datesame into Frankish hands, but it
is agreed that only after the death of the Frigiaig Radboud in 719 A.D. it was no longer
situated in the direct Frisian sphere of influenidais did not mean that Frisians stopped using
Dorestad as their main trading centre and portcan8inavid? Because of the fact that the
Frisian sphere of influence probably still stretfeom Flanders up to Jutland, at least in
certain areas, and people there presumably wowld tegarded themselves as Frifathis
thesis will look at this entire coastal area in Yhiking Age, including sites such as Dorestad
and Walacria. But it will also look beyond it. Nonly the Vikings were namely known for
their overseas-travelling in the Early MedievaliB@y the Frisians too were famous for their
seafaring and their long-distance trade. Especia#yf known was their (trade in) textile,
calledpallia fresonica— cloth either made in Frisia or at least comméesd and traded by
Frisian merchant®! It is not only in Frisia, then, that the Vikingsther Scandinavians and
Frisians met, but also in other parts of Franciean8inavia, the Anglo-Saxon world and
ltaly.®®> They were in contact in the whole North Sea abebecause Frisia functioned as a
buffer-zone between the North Sea and Scandinaviane end and the heartland of the
Frankish empire on the other, it is neverthelesgpthce where most of the contacts occurred.

A good example of Frisian-Scandinavian contactidet Frisia that is attested by both
archaeology and textual references comes from tigdidh city of York. According to the

Vita Liudgeriby the Frisian Altfrid, a colony of Frisian merctia was based in the city and

LF Additio Il1:LXXVIII.

SOLF 1.

8L LF 11:VII for example.

8 | ebecq (1992), 10-14.

S. Lebecq, “On the use of the word ‘Frisian’ in 8th-10th centuries written sources: some integpiats,” in
Maritime Celts, Frisians and Saxarfs. McGrail (London: Council for British Archaeaiy, 1990), 87.

8 Heidinga, 28.

8 |ebecq (1983a), 15, 21, 97.

8 Attested by both textual and material evidenee by references iBeowulf Historia Ecclesiasticathe poems
and letters of Alcuinyita Liudgeri, runic inscriptions and finds from trading centrastsas York and Kaupang.
See Lebecq (1983b) and N.L. IJssennagger, “FrisraBarly Medieval York: an Interdisciplinary Peespive”,
essay Medieval Studies University of York (York,18) unpublished. D. Skre “From Dorestad to Kaupang.
Frankish Traders and Settlers in"ac@ntury Scandinavian Town,” Dorestad in an International Framewaqrk
ed. A. Willemsen and H. Kik (Turnhout: Brepols, 2qin print] ).
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had to flee in the 7708.This reference is often cited as the only eviddncé&risians in York

in the Early Middle Ages, but my own research Hasas that there is more evidence for a
Frisian presence also after the 770s, together Satndinavians. An analysis of references in
prose and poetry indicates that Frisians wereqgddife in Anglo-Saxon trading centef5and
this is confirmed by archaeolo§yWell into the ninth century, a third of the pottet the
Anglo-Saxon trading site Fishergate was importednfiFrisia, and some quern stones may
have been traded via Dorestad to York by Frisfar@ombs and textile finds point to more
trading links between York and Frisia or the Frisi& According to archaeologist R.A. Hall,
the fact that there is trade between ScandinawnhYeork from the ninth to the eleventh
century is indisputable. In this trade, Frisianaldovery well have functioned as middlemen,
Hall suggest§! Frisians and/or Frisian trade were present in Ybrk also in Scandinavia,
and had trade links with Scandinavians in othecgsa This shows that when thinking of
Scandinavian-Frisian contact, one should also loatside Frisia and Scandinavia. Frisians
not only traded with Scandinavians, but also withecs.

The name ‘Frisian’ is not unproblematic eithereTHrench historian Stéphane Lebecq has
argued that Frisian became synonymous with ‘international trader’ tve £arly Medieval
period”®? but it might be more accurate to say that tratbexsame labelled as Frisians and
were consequently identified as such. It is trua th a lot of trade towns around the North
Sea most traders were Frisian, as in York. It$e atue that the name of one group of people
could come to denote a larger group in the Earlgdié Ages, as we saw with Danes or, later,
Vikings. If the labelling of tradesmen as Frisiamn$rue, then we see a reversed etymology as
with Vikings. Wheread/iking originally referred to a certain activity (tradedapiracy), and
secondly to a peoplé&risian originally denoted a certain people (ethnonymy] aacondary
people with a certain activity (international trad@/hen looking at the Frisians, one has to
bear this in mind, as well as the fact that thei&n sphere of influence also stretched over
former parts of for instance Francia, meaning thhabitants of Frisia could be Frankish-

Frisian®®

8 W. Diekamp, Die Vitae Sancti Liudgeri (Miinster:éi$singischen Buchhandlung, 1881), 17.
87 |Jssennagger, 2-4.

8 |Jssennagger, 6-10.

89 R.L. Kemp,Anglian Settlement at 46-54 Fishergate. The Arolamy of York Anglian York
7/1 (London: Council for British Archaeology, 19968.

% |Jssennagger, 9-15.

L Hall, 315.

%2 ebecq (1990), 87.

% Ibid., 86.
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Chapter 2

Present state of research

Over the course of many centuries, books and estichve been written on the Viking Age in
general and the Viking Age in the Netherlands,udaig, in particular, Frisia. A well-known
and much-discussed example, particularly becausieecduthor’s later political sympathi&s,
is Jan de VriesVikingen in de Lage Landen bij de Z@®23). It is one of the most complete
and thorough overviews of the Viking Age in the L&@wuntries, and is therefore still used.
However, De Vries's sympathies for the ‘Vikings’ doene apparent already in the

introduction, where he states that:

Wie kennis genomen heeft van de uitermate rijkditiea ons bewaard in gedichten en
prozaverhalen, die hoopt, dat er ook voor onze lgedenis winst uit te halen zal
zijn.

[A person who has acquainted himself with the ewely rich tradition, preserved in
poetry and prose, hopes that our history can gam ft too.f®

Wanneer mij desniettegenstaande de verleiding tehtigais geworden, om een min of
meer samenhangend beeld te teekenen van den Nowntgesh dan is dat
grootendeels het gevolg van mijn bewondering eregemheid voor het krachtige,
schoone geestesleven, dat de oude Skandinaviénsniditeratuur tot uiting hebben
gebracht..]¥’

[If, nevertheless, the temptation has become toongtto create a more or less
coherent picture of the Viking Age, then it is tbhe most part the consequence of my
admiration and affection for the strong and beaultdultural life, that the ancient
Scandinavians expressed in their literature [...]]

Not doubting his scholarly qualities or even hisaeeness of his own sympathies, his works
should be read with these sympathies in mind. Wbiés Vries’ work was merely a historical
and literary study, Dirk P. Blok published a lingic analysis in 1947, especially focusing on

the province of Friesland, showing that there isleli linguistic evidence pointing to

%K. Logghe.Dr. Jan de Vries. Nederlands bekendste germanisbiskundige(Wijnegem, Monnickendam:
Stichting Deltapers, 1996). M. Eickhoff, B. Henlke®l F. van Vree, edlolkseigen. Ras, cultuur en wetenschap
in Nederland 1900-195@Zutphen: Walburgpers, 2000).

% ). De VriesPe Wikingen in de Lage Landen bij de gdaarlem: Tjeenk Willink, 1923), 1.

% Unless stated otherwise, translations are by tkteoa.

" De Vries, 2.
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Scandinavian settlement in the Netherlatid#rchaeological studies have traditionally
focused on certain aspects of the Viking Age in Negherlands, such as individual finds or
find categorieS® Special attention has been paid to the trade eemif mainly Dorestad,
Walacria, Deventer, Zutphen and Tiel in this cotitard especially archaeological finds that
might be called ‘Viking’ from these and other plackave been published, and because
Zutphen has provided the only clear evidence ofngldevastation in the form of charcoal
layers and remains of slaughtered people. Thedxeshple, and still a useful overview, is the
1971 publication of the results of a research sam@alledDe Vikingen in de Lage Landen,
getoetst aan de Danelawhis overview comprises a critical discussionfinfls that have
been interpreted as ‘Viking®® But, since this publication, new finds such as fés®ous
Westerklief hoards have been made, which have dgain subject to stud§*

More recently, some broader, more interdiscipynsiudies have been published on the
subject. The publicatiowikings on the RhindRecent Research on Early Medieval Relations
between the Rhinelands and Scanding21204), which contains an overview and discussion
of Viking finds from the river area by AnnemarieWéllemsen, is a good example of th?S.
Another example, one of different approach, Meoeg-Middeleeuwse ringwalburgen in
Zeeland This 1995 study of the ring- fortresses in Zeelmsnidelpful because it shows that the
fortresses are connected to the Viking activityZeeland, which was regarded as part of
Frisia in the early medieval period. But, it alsoydes new insights for other ring-fortresses
along the Dutch coast that might as well have tmsl against the Vikings®® This not only
confirms the picture of Viking activity in Zeelarad we know it from the written sources, it
also sheds light on how people reacted to it. Nwaless, these studies all concentrate on the
Viking presence and its material remains in thettsenn Low Countries, leaving a lacuna for

the Viking Age history of (the rest of) former RasInterestingly, it is this area that can be

% D.P. Blok “De Wikingen in FrieslandKaamkundé.0 (1978): 26-47.

9 For example A. Roegone and Antler Objects from the Frisian Terp-Masiftdaarlem: Willink, 1963), and
the titles in note 77, 78 and 79.

1% H H. van Regteren Altena and J.C. BestemanMkingen in de Lage Landen, getoetst aan de Danelaw
(Amsterdam: University of Amsterdam, 1971).

101 3.C. Besteman, “Nieuwe Vikingvondsten van Wierimgge zilverschat Westerklief I1,” in

Middeleeuwese toestanden: Archeologie, geschiegenisonumentenzorg, Aangeboden aan

Herbert Rafatij bij zijn 65e verjaardag (Hilversuxferloren, 2000). J.C. Bestemafikingen in Noord-
Holland? : de zilverschat van Wieringen in het tighn de Noormanneninvall¢Rrovincie Noord-Holland,
1996). J.C. Besteman, “Viking Silver on Wierindgen, In Discussion with the Pasfrchaeological Studies
presented to W.A. van E3arfatij et al. ed. (Amersfoort: ROB, 1999), 25862

192 A, Willemsen, “Scattered accross the Watersid&ing Finds from the Netherlands,” \fikings on the
Rhine: Recent Research on Early Medieval betwesRttinelands and Scandinayed. R. Simek and U. Engel
(Wien: Fassbaender, 2004), 65-82.

103 R.M. van Heeringen, P.A. Henderikx and A. Mars, ¥doeg-Middeleeuwse ringwalburgen in Zeeland
(Goes etc: De Koperen Tuin, 1995).
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seen as an important link between Scandinaviahtneelands of the Vikings, and the rest of
the continent. Studies that do focus on Frisigherriorthern coastlands in general, especially
considering the Early Middle Ages, usually onlydahkto consideration Dutch Frisia. A good
example of this was the Frisia-project (1997) ahfanstitutes which is outlined in H.A.
Heidinga’'sFrisia in the First Millennium An exception to this is the extensive and inggiri
work of Stéphane Lebecq on the Frisians and thgnifcance in Early Medieval Europe
Marchands et Navigateurs Frisons du Haut Moyen Ab@83). Lebecq looks at various
aspects of the expansion of Frisian culture antectsl references to them from both the
Anglo-Saxon and Scandinavian world, which makesswek an important secondary source.
This thesis takes a new point of departure witlictviit hopes to contribute to the study of
the Viking Age, and link up with the enlisted lidgure. The main novelty about this study is
that it not only incorporates artefacts found int@uFrisia, but will look at artefacts from all
around the North Sea that can tell us somethingitabasian-Scandinavian relations. In
addition, it will not only look at written materidlom the continent, but from the whole North
Sea region. This will provide the best and most giete picture of the relations.
Developments in Viking Age and Early Medieval @m®t have provided the possibility
to ask new questions. The interdisciplinary appndaas become more widely used. This can
especially be seen in the discourse on the Vikimg An England, which seems to have
always been an example for the study of the Vilkkgg in the Netherlands. The publication
Cultures in ContactScandinavian Settlement in England in the Nintd &enth Centuries
(2000) is significant in this development. Its gessence is that new insights can be obtained
by re-evaluating the available evidence, asking gewstions and looking at it from new
perspectives. According to the editors, archaestsgDawn M. Hadley and Julian D.
Richards, the historical framework used had beéfosgears, resulting in always asking the
same questions, such as ‘How big was the Scandinaséttlement and its influencé?.
Also in the Netherlands, the academic discoursensebave been dominated by the
interlinked questions ‘Was there a Scandinaviatteseént in the Low Countries?’, ‘Is there a
Scandinavian heritage from the Viking Age of sorod3, and ‘What Viking finds are there
in our regions?’. In their introduction, Hadley aRtchards state that the evidence can bring
to light more information about diversity, but alabout identity and changes over time,
themes that have become more important in Vikingli®s in recent years. To study them, a

more historical-anthropological approach is requiffé This connects with the view of the

194 Hadley and Richards, 4-13.
1951pid. See also the indicidual articles in this publimat
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historians ofmentalité as made clear above, and Russian historian Aawwavich, who was
an expert on Scandinavia, in particular. Their maiew is that one cannot understand
historical and especially social processes in hystib one does not take the participators’
views into account®®

In the Dutch academic discourse these approacttedevelopments have been picked up
to some extent, especially the historical-anthrogisial approacti’” and the question of
identity}°® Even in archaeology these changes seem to penetsatieidinga for the Frisia-
project stated that ‘present archaeology of thdyBeliddle Ages has a clearly historical-
anthropological charactet® It seems that the different disciplines are ggttitoser to each
other, which is a fruitful development. The Frigigject was designed to fill in some of the
‘blind spots’ on the map of Frisian history, andl dio by focussing on main themes. The
Frisian-North-West-European relationships are noe ®f them, yet according to the
researchers this is an area that needs more wa®kth@y themselves point out, these
relationships, such as the Frisian-Scandinavian bage been generally studied from an
economic perspective’ The question of Scandinavian-Frisian contacts fimcader, cultural

perspective still needs attention.

1% Gurevich, 3-49.

197 For instance the work of J. Bazelmans and Hidij.
19 Heidinga, 45.
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Chapter 3

Contact and context: Contact situations in textuakources

In this chapter, we will take a look at the repréagon of contact situations in the different
written sources. Of importance for understandirgatact situation are the nature of contact,
on whose territory it took place, what the timersjpa frequency was, what the number of
people involved on both sides was and whether corecurs between two groups from
different societies or two different groups wittarsociety and what their relative status was.
All of these elements form some of the major vdeslof cross-cultural contact and are
essential for the contacts’ outcortéHere, we will also look at the images of both grein
the different contact situations, according to$barces. We will pay attention to the purpose
of the contact and the characteristics attribudbdth groups, in order to establish the

respective attitudes more precisely. To do thisywlefirst take a closer look at the sources.

3.1 The textual sources: source criticism

As has been pointed out briefly in the introductiave are dealing with several Early
Medieval written sources that all come from a dgarsphere of influence and are written from

a certain point of view and scope. They can fotanse be religious, poetic, heroic or
political. Essentially, Early Medieval sources afgen far in time or place from the what they
describe, making it difficult to assess how acauthe information presented is. This is even
more a problem because they often borrow materaah feach other. Moreover, original
copies of the texts usually do not survive, so veedaling with texts that were transmitted in
different copies over a long period of tifté.These sources can be fragmentary, but as we

only have a limited amount of sources availabletlierperiod, they all have to be used.

3.1.1 The Frankish Annals

The early medieval Frankish annals are a produchinth-century religious- and court-
culture. They were one of the main media for histeriting in the Frankish empirg?
According to historians Rosamond McKitterick and ttMaw Innes, the annals are the

collective memories, written down in narrative forhemory of the lords is recorded by their

1 Bochner, 8.
1127 Reuter transThe Annals of FuldéManchester: Manchester University Press, 1998), 1
113 |4;

Ibid., 1.

24



followers, sometimes in exchange for patronagé&ijiimthe authors to the rulef¥:

3.1.1.1 TheRoyal Frankish Annals

The Frankish Annals incorporating some of the estlireferences to contact between
Scandinavians and Frisian are tReyal Frankish AnnalgsubsequentRFA), the Annales
Regni FrancorumComprising the period from 741 A.D., the yeaiGifarles Martel’s death,
to 829 A.D.,RFA seem to have been written by several chroniclethe Frankish empire.
The first part, covering the years between 741 Aamd 795 A.D., is generally agreed to have
been written by one author, who started writingabout 787 A.D"*® The second part, by a
next author, would include the years 795 to 807.Adnd the third part the period of 808-829
A.D.*® According to some scholars, it is possible thatlést part from 818 to 829 A.D. was
written by abbot Hildvin of the monastery of St.riein modern day Francé’ In general,
the authors remain unknown and the names that tangetioned remain suggestions. It is
clear though that they all are high clerics froma tircle around the Royal Frankish court, and
the oldest surviving manuscript &tFA seems to have been written th&f&The author
namely knows so much inside information that coxdtthave been obtained whilst living in a
monastery in the country. The writing of tiRRFA may even have been encouraged by
Charlemagne himself, whom was interested in histaiting and keeping records?

That the authors of tHRFA must be sought in the circles around the Fransasht, gives
the annals an official character, which has somdigations. It implies that the annals were
written by people who were close to the emperoig wbuld therefore write positively about
the emperor, and not his opponents. Also, the writeaght have chosen to leave out facts that
were negative for the emperor and empire. As soisterfans have noted, the writer of the
first part of the annals has the tendency to leAsasters and internal problems unmentioned.
We must therefore remember that if something isrecdrded in the annals, it does not mean
it did not happen. Moreover, the purpose of theamight even have been to actively
influence public opinion, by adding, changing, eaving out information, making it a text
with a to a certain extent propagandic charactat #is is exactly why we have to be careful

with the sources and keep in mind that it is wnitheom a Frankish perspective. As translator

14M. Innes and R. McKitterick, “The Writing of Histg” in Carolingian culture: emulation and innovatign
R. McKitterick ed. (Cambridge: Cambridge Univerdityess 2004), 201-202.

115 35cholz, 4-6.

18 pid., 5-6.

1 Rau (1977), 2-3.

18 Scholz, 2, 6.

19 1bid., 4.
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and editor Bernhard Scholz expresses nicely, ithis Carolingian version of Carolingian

120 and ‘a picture of the Carolingian world as vievi®da particular class of mett®

history
A later and revised version of tHRFA does mention the disasters and fills in some
information about the earlier period, which oridipavas left out. Yet, this version is farther
removed from the events in tim&.In the edition of theRFA by Reinhold Rau that will be
used here, both are therefore mentioned and slbeutshmbined. At the same time, we must
not forget that the writers were clerics, men o tthurch who gave the annals a clear
Christian character.

Because the annals are written in the court-caslefficial documents, they are restricted
in scope and primarily focus on the political, diplatic and military, sometimes combined
with the religious. As they are written for a canfgorary audience, many details that they
would have been familiar with but we do not knowweell as motives or explanatory remarks
are left out®® Therefore, the events described by Al are always being interpreted. Albeit
the fact that the propagandistic and politicallgtfseed character of the annals are somewhat
of a hurdle if one is interested in establishing tiistorical reality (of which this reality is one
version), they also provides a great insight in weey the Franks reacted to and used the

Viking attacks on Frisia from the Frankish, propagjat point of view.

3.1.1.2 ThéAnnals of StBertin
After 829 A.D., the history of the Frankish Empigecontinued in both thénnals of St
Bertin (hereafter AB) the Annals of Fulda(henceforthAF) and theAnnals of Xanten
(henceforthAX), which should best be combined to get the bestview of events. All of
these annals focus on a different part of the Rstin&mpire; theAB on the western empire,
the AF on the eastern empire and tAX on the central part of the empire, reflecting the
political situation. From 830 A.D., the power iretkrankish empire is nhamely undermined
and eventually divided because of problems betvii@eperor Louis and his three sons.
TheAB, transmitted in several manuscriptsseem to have a broad political scope similar
to the RFA and are probably also written down by palacegglé? They deal with the

political events and the deeds of the Frankishrsuleom a West-Frankish perspective, and

2%1bid. ,5.

?!bid., 19.

22 bid, 7-8.

123M.L. W. Laistner,Thought and Letters in Western Europe A.D. 500®(Qondon: Methuen, 1957), 264.
124 Rau (1972a), 4-5.

125 3. Nelson, transThe Annals of St-Bertin. Ninth-Century Histories)ine I(Manchester: Manchester
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are particularly well informed about the West-Friahksphere of Charles the Bald. Yet the
focus is more on public events and individual resgs to them, and less on the ‘official
history’ that theRFA focused on. They are not propagandistic like Riv\ as they are not
written at initiative of a ruler or as official h&®y or annals, even though they can be positive
about the kindg?® Again, subsequent writers are postulated for keuthals. The first part
comprising the period from 830 to 835 A.D. is froome unidentified author, who is
sympathetic towards the Frankish ruler Louis theuBi Partly therefore, it is suggested that
this part of the annals was written by scribes auis’ court and palace. From 835 up to 859
A.D. the supposed writer is the Spanish Prudemtitigoyes (d. 861 A.D.). He seems to have
been followed up by Hildvin’s student Hincmar of d¥ns (806-882 A.D.), who was
archbishop of Rheims and a close friend and adws@harles the Bald. Both authors wrote
very personal accounts, which makes clear whyABé&s so well informed and positive about
Charles and, as in tHRFA sometimes leaves unpleasant things*ouit therefore provides
some interesting Frankish key-hole views on thei&n-Scandinavian relations. Because of
the fact that thé\B are more interested in public events and indiVideactions, they are a
useful source for finding the attitudes towards tomtacts between the Frisians and the

Scandinavians. And these, especially the Vikingckis, are often mentioned.

3.1.1.3 ThéAnnals of Fulda

The AF are similar to théBto a certain extent, but focus upon the East-Feimiealm. They
are again transmitted in several compilations ffedBnt manuscripts, and several authors of
the text can be discerned. The first part, up t8 83D. is by some scholars attributed to
Einhard (c. 775-840 A.D.), who was a faithful caerat the time of Charlemagne and his son
Louis de Pious. The second part up to 863 A.Dyisdme ascribed to the cleric Rudolf of
Fulda (d. 865 A.D.), who was a friend of Louis, dhd part after 863 A.D. to Rudolf's pupil
Meginhard (d. 888 A.D.), as their names are mestiom the margins. But, they do not
necessarily have to be the names of the authag,cdin also be the names of the copyists in
Fulda. TheAF, a product of the East-Frankish royal chapel, ke lihe other annals very
selective in the presentation of material. The $oisuon political affairs, but also on natural
disasters and on the miraculous, providing a dffeapproach to the events than @A and
AB.}?® The AF therefore seem to provide an interesting view lmm $candinavian-Frisian

126 hid., 2.
127bid., 6-12.
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contact from an Eastern-Frankish viewpoint. Buythkso show the Viking attacks in a more
miraculous or religious light, and are thus a gsodplement to the other written sources.

3.1.1.4 ThéAnnals of Xanteandthe Annals of StVaast
The AX are also contemporary accounts of Frankish histotty focus on the central part of
the Frankish empire, includingrisia. What is most interesting about this source ig tha
includes a description of the Viking attack on Xamtof which the annals take their name,
written by someone who actually withnessed the kittlicis generally accepted amongst
scholars that the first part of the annals, fron® 78 860 A.D., is written by the cleric
Gerward (of Gendt, first half of the ninth centyrgho was connected to the monastery of
Lorsch. He was close to the emperor Lothar andspadial attention for the faith of Frisia in
the Viking Age. The continuer of the annals up @ &\.D. is believed to be a cleric who
commended himself to Louis the Gernf&hlt is interesting to note that Gerward moved in
the same circles as Einhard, who had part in thngrof the AF. Not only did they become
friends, Gerward also followed up Einhard as that&rankish librariart®® This indicates, as
does the information above, that many of annafistsed in the same circles, which implies
that the annals are closely related, that theitengicould influence each other and that they
come from the same, Christian, Frankish background.

The AF are continued by thénnals of StVaast (henceforthAV), named after the
monastery of St. Vaast near Arras in modern Nontfreance where the annals were written.
They incorporate the period from 874 to 900 A:B.and are preserved in two manuscripts.

The writer(s) of the annals remain anonymous.

3.1.2 The Frisian Sources

3.1.2.1Walfrid of Bedum

The vita of Saint Walfrid and his son Radfrid (subsequemiid), has been handed down
in four separate fifteenth-century manuscripts. ddiinately, no original manuscript of the
text survives. Many copies must have existed betwdne original and the surviving
manuscripts, all of which could have varied fromne thistorical story and could have

contained mistakes. Consequently, the questionghof wrote down the story, where, when

129 Rau (1972b), 8-9.

130 hitp://www.biografischwoordenboekgelderland.nl/BicGerward_van_Gendt.

1313, Walther, “The Vikings in the Rhineland accorto Latin sources,” ivikings on the Rhine. Recent
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and for what reason remain an enighifalt is generally accepted that the story was
transmitted orally for some centuries, before findbeing committed to parchmeht
Because of the Viking attacks, the cultivationarid and the age of the churches that figure
in this story, historian Remi van Schaik who stddike vita believes that it was written
somewhere around 116 The four remaining editions can be divided intm@rthern’ and
a ‘southern’ group?® attesting that the story of Walfrid was also knowiside the Bedum
area, where the saint lived and died.

Because of the nature of the text, it is assurhatlit stands halfway between history and
a biography, in which the main aim is to stresspheagonists’ sanctity. A few aspects are
required for this sort of text, such as the projhabilities of the saint and the performance of
miracles before or after dealtif.It is thus a text with a very specific goal, whittust be kept
in mind when reading it. As van Schaik points aiuis also important to remember that the
story was transmitted over a long period in an dhed was largely protestant, which is
uncommor>’ The story must therefore have appealed to thelpaBedum in a way that
preserved it, and we might wonder what causedappeal. Was it the fact that Walfrid and
Radfrid were locals, whereas most other saintsllysaee foreign or from farther away and
therefore less easy to identify with? Was it thet taat Walfrid was an important man for the
Bedum-area and initiated the reclaiming of landw@s it the fearless, brutal deeds of the
Vikings that appealed to them? We cannot be certaim the story might give us some

indications.

3.1.2.2Seventeen Statutelventy-four Constitutiong€onstitutions of Magnus

The range of codices preserving the Frisian lavistexiginated in different Frisian aress.
This not only reflects the widespread Frisian sphef influence, it also shows some
differentiation between the areas, since even thauscripts containing the same laws all
have variations. Although the laws together doesent the whole Frisian area, they do not
necessarily represent all Frisians. In his vergmesive and thorough study of the Vikings in
the east, Omeljan Pritsak rightly stresses thatRhisian laws are clearly the laws of the

pacified, Christian Frisians who where were alliedrrancia and Rome, which is reflected in
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some of the law texts. And they should be distisged from the independent Frisians who
travelled north and east on their trading campatgtishey therefore provide the view of the
Christian Frisians on their contact with Scandinasi

According to law historian N.E. Algra, the quirdeace of the Frisian laws is the Frisian
freedom. This is clearly expressed in t@enstitutes of Magnuswhich according to a
professor in Old Frisian, Oebele Vries, actuallynist as much a law text as a text of
freedom**® The Frisian freedom was, according to a numbenedieval texts, granted to the
Frisians by Charlemagne, and the Frisians in @l Rhsian lands have referred to it ever
since. It meant that overlords could not mingleFiisian politics and law!* which was a
matter for free Frisian men. It is against thiskgmound these laws came into existence and
were used?? The idea of Frisian freedom is thus connected withideology of the Frisians
and signifies continuity from the early medievatipé to now. However, it is likely that the
Frisian freedom that is proclaimed in the textsialty dates back to the Later Middle Ages,
when writers suddenly come up with the storieeffteedom granted by Charlemagne.

In the law texts the Old Frisian jurisprudence amorals are codified, and interestingly
the Northmen are explicitly mentioned in it. Thigams that the laws must have originated in
the period that Frisia was stricken by their namtheeighbours, or the aftermath when the
events were still fresh in mind. In addition, agwa notes, the laws concern greater Frisia, so
they must come from a time that the greater Frigiaa already existed® All together, it
points to the writing down of the laws in the eletleto thirteenth century at the earliest,
whilst the laws most probably already existed lori§& The general rule is that the texts
themselves are older than the manuscfipt€onsidering the fact that the Viking attacks are
mentioned in them, | believe it is safe to say #Htdeast some of the rules came into existence
no later than the tenth or eleventh century. Hawag that, it remains somewhat of an
enigma why the laws concerning the Vikings weresereed to the fifteenth century when
they were written down, as they were no longer ededfter the twelfth century at all.
Perhaps outdated laws were not discarded, whichdwvoeake a great case for the authenticity

of the preserved laws.
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The Seventeen Statutese regarded as the oldest and most common afighreed Old
Frisian law texts (apart from theex Frisonum and is probably dating back to a tenth-century
version'*® The laws were probably not all coined at once, éaw, but rather developed and
collected over time, of which the end product is S'eventeen Statut€¥ They were current
from the Zuiderzee to the Weser. Together with Thenty-four Constitutionst forms the
core of the Old Frisian laW? It is interesting to see that, as Algra putshigytclearly contain
the message that overlords should not think they ltave power over the Frisians; the
Frisians are free. Algra places this in the contekttwelfth and thirteenth century
developments within the law systéfi.This period is called ‘the period of the countada
later, when the first counts were put in place #ralfirst benefice holders came on to the
stage™® But, | think we also should consider the posdipilhat this is a message connected
with the Danish overlords who got Frisian beneficasd the Frankish rulers who granted
them.

The Twenty-four Constitutiormmprise an eclectic collection of twenty-four laaisout
amongst other things land and landownership. Theyr@garded younger than the statutes,
but some laws are very similar or in accordancén\wdme of the statutes. This is the case
when it concerns a reference to the Vikings, asshal see below. Nevertheless, there are
also some major differences. Again, this seemsetalxollection of laws that has been
accumulated over timg?!

Another set of law texts that seems to be closehnected to th&eventeen Statutese
the Statutes of Magnud'hese are of a different kind than the aforenoerd law texts, for
they tell the saga of Magnus; the story of Magnim® won freedom for the Frisians. This
legendary story is also connected to the Northmaeder whose authority the Frisians are said

to have been earliér?

3.1.3 Scandinavian Sources
3.1.3.1Egil’s saga
The saga of the Icelandic Viking and poet Egil 8gimsson was probably composed in the

first half of the thirteenth century, and is wnitten the vernacular. It was thus written down
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some three hundred years after the events it descrBut, the information that led to the
composition of this saga must have come from eadlbieuments and, more importantly, oral
tradition. The name of the composer of the sagandidsurvive, but some scholars have
argued that it is very possible that Snorri Stwotusvas the man who crafted the s&tja.
Snorri Sturluson (1179-1241) was an Icelandic ecistt, who made career as writer, law
speaker and historian. Although he was Christianyas not a cleric. He lived at a time when
the Vikings made way for a Christianised and moeslieval society> We cannot be sure
that it was Snorri who composed the story, yet wdmbw that it must have been someone as
skilled at history and narrative as fi2 The saga can be classified as an Icelanders’ saga,

of the types of sagas that deal with differentdoélers and Icelandic families. This type of
saga is often seen as more historical sagas, vdtiists are seen as more invented. Debates
about the historicity of sagas has long charaadri®©ld Icelandic Studies, and have
traditionally been between two theories and theipperters. The so-called "bookprose’-
theory was based on the idea that sagas shouledre as stories composed, written like
books, some time after the events they describelerdfore are of little historical value. The
‘freeprose’-theory, on the other hand, expresseddia that the sagas were composed in the
Viking Age and been transmitted orally over timatiuthey were written down in a later
period. Here, the sagas are ascribed a greatihitoalue’*® The truth may be somewhere in
between. In the Egil's saga, poetry that is saitidee been composed by the protagonist is
recorded, and has proven to be one of the maimagts for scholars to attribute a certain

amount of historical value to it. Yet, it is a pumd of the Christian, thirteenth century as well.

3.1.3.2 Saxo Grammaticudistory of the Danes

This Danish source was written by historian Sax@nm®@naticus, probably in the period
between 1208 and 1218 ADY. He wrote it in Latin, which indicates that he veaseducated
man. In his preface, he stresses that the taskithg the HD was imposed on him by the
Archbishop of Lund, his patron. The intentionsloé book are also made clear, to ‘glorify the

fatherland'**® This, we might expect, usually seems the purpdsbeonational histories of
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people drawn up in medieval times, but we do netgs find that the writer is so clear about
it. The HD comprises a total of sixteen books, starting \pitBhistory and ending in the late
twelfth century.

It is clear that because of the intentions of bloek, it has a very clear scope on the
glorious events in Danish history and its protagtmiWhat is also clear, is that Saxo was a
thirteenth-century Christian writer. He wrote thékiig Age history of his country from
much later and Christian perspective, which agaakes it difficult to assess how accurate
his information is. Nevertheless, this view on évents provides an interesting perspective of

the Scandinavian-Frisian contacts.

3.1.3.30lafsdrapa

Olafsdapais a skaldic, panegyric poem composed for the Mgian king Olaf Tryggvason.

It probably dates back to the early eleventh centamd was composed by Sighvat the Skald.
The poem is preserved in the Saga of Olaf Tryggvasdsnorri Sturluson’#istory of the
Kings of Norwaywhich was written around 1225 A.D. Again we aralohg with a source
that has a distance from its subject in time aratspbut as with the Egil's saga the poems
here are also thought to be original and contenmasmnas.

This skaldic poem tells of Viking raids on the tinant; in Saxony, Frisia, including
Walcheren, and Flanders. This stanza lists Olaéisyrvictories and victims there, but funny
enough it also characterises him as a peace-magparently, those two activities were not
mutually exclusive. This sounds very strange to lhug, from a Viking Age or Medieval
Scandinavian perspective it might not be so stratrge¢he Viking Age, going on ‘Viking’
was part of the job of being a Norwegian ro¥8IThe Olafsdrapais a panegyric poem, a
poem in praise of the king. This was a very comiimom of poetry, which was composed by
professional skalds, who in exchange for their 8aok praise were given patronage. Strict
rules of form and style existed for the poetry, apecific style figures liki&kenningswere
used. Kennings are a form of circumlocution, bycehkha thing or person is described by two
or more words or terms. The form of this poem & tf a battle list. This is a very common
technique in panegyric poetry, as it lists the @gonist’s successes in battle, by which he is
honoured. It is presented as a sortwofriculum vitag in which imposing battles cannot be
missing. This is the context in which we find aareihce to a raid on Frisia.

139 This becomes apparent, for instance, from theoHjsif the Kings of Norway by Snorri.
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3.1.3.4 Runic inscriptions

Runic inscriptions provide important evidence fakiWg Age Scandinavia and the actions
and thoughts of Scandinavians, as they are thetgpéyof textual evidence from this part of
Europe that is contemporary. When it comes to eefegs to Viking-Frisian contact, it can be
established with certainty that it occurred and wea®rded in that period, as with a number
of the Frankish sources.

Three runic inscriptions are known to refer toskms in a
Scandinavian context. These are the inscriptiorthenSenja neck-
ring (cat. nr. 24) referred to above, and two imns from rune
stones (U 379 and U 391, cat. nr.25) in Sigtunagd®m. The
inscription of Senja can be read as half a po¢#ioza written in the
metre fornyrdislag. This metre with alliteration was one of the
standard metres for skaldic poetfy All three inscriptions are on the
basis of their style and language, dated to theealé century and
have been studied by different scholars, who hawe fprward

different readings, that will be examined belf Either they are

fig. 2 The Sigtuna rune-stones, _ iNterpreted as attesting to raids or as attestingade-relations or
(Lebecq 1983b, 452).

joint activities. In any case, they provide a Sc¢aadan
representation of Frisian-Scandinavian contactsext. The archaeological aspects of the

necklace will be discussed in chapter 4.

3.2 The Contact Situations

3.2.1 Frankish-Frisian-Scandinavian contacts beforéhe Viking Age

With the first raid on Frisia a new phase of cotddmzegan. But Viking Age contacts started
some years earlier with contact situations othanttaids, and the events of 810 A.D. and
onwards cannot be understood outside the contetktese preceding events. In the year 777
A.D. the Frankish king Charlemagne held an asserablyhich the Franks and the Saxons,
except for the Saxon Widukind and his men, gathevédiukind had revolted against the
Frankish ruler with some others, and together theg fled to the ‘Nordmanniae’, the
Northmen in modern Denmatk We can imagine this was not appreciated by thaksta

and the Danes must have figured this too, for theigh King Sigfred sent his ambassador

180 Jesch (1997), 7-12.
161 pid., 9.
162 ARF777.
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Halfdan and his companions to Charlemagne’s asseftiblt seems very plausible that this
was done to show goodwill, perhaps out of fearcesi@harlemagne managed to subdue the
Saxons. Especially since this Halfdan is takenegdhe same Halfdan, who according to the
unknown Saxon writePoeta Saxpwas taken into the Frankish kingdom by Charlensagn
together with his retainers in 807 AMf. The fact that later emissaries were sent between
Charlemagne and Sigfred also supports the assumgited they were trying to keep good
relations®®®

The next Danish king Godfrid came into conflictttwiCharlemagne’s son Pippin, since
the latter feared he might want to attack Saxonydf@d left Saxony alone, but destroyed
Slavic territory and the specifically mentioneddiray site of Reric. He sent some of the
traders he took captive from Reric to Pippin, tglihim that he heard the king was angry
about his actions and that he was willing to ma&ace. Despite efforts from both sides, no
peace was establish&d.One of the reasons for the problems between thee®and the
Franks might actually have been the area of Fngiach was at this time under Frankish rule
but which Godfrid claimed belonged to him, togetwith Saxony:®’ The conflict might have
become so bad, that it evoked the Viking raid di 81D.

3.2.2 Hostile contacts: the Viking raids

The period from 810 A.D. up to the end of the VikiAge is characterised by Viking raids
and by Danish internal problems, as well as Dam@fals getting involved in Frankish
politics. In the written sources, hostile Vikingds are most frequently recorded as contact
situations between Scandinavians and Frisians. ©heyr from the year 810 A.D.— the first
Viking raid on the continent recorded in tREA— to probably the eleventh century — attested
by the runic inscriptions. Especially the Frank&sinals record numerous Viking attacks on
Frisia, which is not so strange if one thinks ttit scope of the annals was mainly political
and military, from a court point of view in whichikings are the enemies. But the Frisian — as
has been pointed out were mainly Christian — arah&oavian sources also describe Viking
activity. It is interesting to see that althougltieaf these sources have their own agenda and
a focus on particular aspects, the general pictiir®/iking raids that emerges from the

sources is largely similar in all of them.

103 ARF782.

1843, Coupland, “From Poachers to Gamekeepers. Swandn Warlords and Carolingian Kings,” Barly
Medieval Europe/:1 (1998): 87.

1% ARF798.

1°6 ARF808 and 809.

67| C. Rau (1977b), 182.
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3.2.1.1 Raids on Frisia in the Frankish annals

A range of Viking attacks on Frisia are recordeticl are presented as following:
810 First Viking attack on the continent, instigated @pdfrid, who is said to have
regarded Frisia as his province. 200 ships aretedidve been involved. Vikings ravaged
the islands of the coast of Frisia, landed and iotigree battles with Frisians, which they
won. A hundred pounds of silver was extracted fribia surviving Frisians as tribute
(RFA810).
834 Vikings sailed to Frisia, moored and travelled tor@stad via Utrechf? Vikings
killed and took captive people, after which theyriad everythingAB 834,AX 834).
835Dorestad and Frisia attacked again, this time tbetaagely. As a reaction to this, the
emperor instigated effective coastal defencesisid-(AB 835,AF 835,AX 835).
836 Dorestad and Frisia are attacked. The coastal de$emere not yet in placAB 836,
AF 836,AX 836).
837 The coastal defences were in place, and ships gleagainst the NorthmemAF
838). Frisia is attacked ‘as usual’, this time aldfieren. Frisians refused to be part of the
defence. The Christian, Danislux Hemming died whilst defending Walcheren against
the Vikings. The Vikings plundered, slaughtered atayed to extract tributes for a while,
before travelling on to Dorestad to plunder andaztttribute there. The Frankish emperor
travelled to Nijmegen, which scared the Vikings a{&B 837,AF 837,AX 837).
839 Frisia is attacked by the Vikings after it had soéid a flood that wiped away all
houses, animals and peoph3(839).
845 Vikings came to Frisia and fought three battlbég, second and third of which they
won, killing many Frisians AF 845,AX 845).
846 Vikings fought and won another battle in Frisia amghosed tributes as large as they
wanted. It resulted in the Danes taking controlrdfie entire province. Frisia then had to
cope with northern winds, wolves and other plaghasravaged their country. According
to theAX, the Vikings came upon Westergo, Oostergo and Dextg&B 846,AX 846).
847 Dorestad was again laid to waste and occupieddneB. Frisia was raidedB 847,
AF 847).
850Dorestad was plundered and/or occupied by DaA&8%0,AF 850).
851 Frisia was attacked (as well as Betuw& 851).

%8 The route is identified as having been via themwecht and Kromme Rijn.
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852 Frisia was visited by Vikings, who are said to éi@ome with 252 ships. After the
payment of the amount they demanded, they AdBt&52).

854 The part of Frisia bordering to Saxony, which them must be Rustringen, was
visited by Vikings.

863 Dorestad was attacked by Vikings who were on thaiy to Cologne. The Vikings
also attacked dilla where the Frisians had retreated. Many Frisiarchaats were killed,
others taken captivé\B 863).

868 Vikings devastated FrisiaA¥K 868).

873 The Danish Viking leader Rudolf took his force infddbag’s country’, which is
identified as the Oostergo region in Frisia, ndwr town of Dokkunt®® He demanded
tribute, which the Frisians refused to pay. Rudoérefore started a war against them, in
which he and a number of his mekB(speaks of 500AX of 800) fell. ‘They left with
shame and heavy losses, without tlaeix back to their country’. The Frisian resistance is
led by a converted Dane living amongst the Fris{@is873,AF 873,AX 873).

876 Roric, who had held a benefice in Frisia was drieeh by the locals, and returned
with a force. The Frisians of Westergo fought thkings and were victorious.

884 Frisia north of the Scheldt was plundered and stewed as usual by the Vikings.
Norden in Ostfriesland was attacked by the Vikinglee Frisians here defeated the
Vikings, many of which get killed AF 884,AV 884).

885 Vikings — sent by Godfrid — were battling the Frankvhen the Frisians called
‘Destaberzont’® suddenly appeared in their little ships, ‘as $8n6God’, and defeated the
Northmen. They attacked their ships and took anidleld the bootyAF 885).

887Vikings under the command of Sigfrid came uponi&yiSigfrid was killed AV 887).

Considering the intentions of the raids, two aspstand out: the seizing of goods and people,

and the establishment of power. This is connectethé question, why did the Vikings

actually went on raids abroad. This question hag lbeen debated, and is difficult if not

impossible to answer. Theories that have beengrutaird vary from external forces, such as

the Frankish expansion and the fear of Christiandtynternal forces such as scarcity of food

in Scandinavia, overpopulation and the wish or neegain wealth, power and status. Most

189 AF 837 (footnote 16).

10 The exact meaning of this is debated. Some schslaygest that this is Teisterbant. A possibiktyently
raised by Dick de Boer in connection with this thess that it denotes people from Stavoren. Caatah of
linguist Tette Hofstra and the sources he suggestedss that this is indeed an interesting possibilvhich
needs to be researched further.
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recently, archaeologist James H. Barrett of Cangleridniversity has studied the different
sources that can shed a light on this. Barrett sB®do focus not on one specific aspect, but
on a combination of aspects.Close reading of the selected sources revealshbee indeed
might not be one single push or pull factor forth# raids, but that each raid to a large extent
had its own reasons. We can distinguish betweels rastigated by Danish kings for political
reasons, raids by individual war bands looking\aluables, raids by members of the exiled
royal Danish family in order to establish powertle Frankish empire and raids by ‘hired’
Vikings who worked by order of a Frankish royal. &xample of the last is the case of Louis
the Pious. According to th&B Lothar had acted against his father Louis by gasing Viking
attacks on his kingdom. The Vikings, working in hats service, were a man named Harald
and some other Danes, who over the course of fearimposed suffering on Frisi&.

Numbers of Vikings involved in raids accordingthe annalists can be extracted from the
texts. In 810 A.D., 200 ships are said to have hiegolved. At this time, Scandinavian
warships probably were of the typdtugsessar pritugsessameaning a ‘twenty-seater’ or a
‘thirty-seater’!”® The numbers refer to the pairs of oars, so thessivbuld have been able to
carry a crew of between 40 and 60 rowers, plustbersman’* This would mean that in the
case of 200 ships, between 8000 and 12000 Vikiregs wvolved in the raid on Frisia, which
must have created an impressive sight. If the d¢blemspeaks the truth, that is, and this we
can question. Numbers seem to have been exaggexaetforce the dramatic of the stdfy,
and in many cases the different Frankish sourcaage different numbers.

The Frisians increasingly seem to be able to repel Vikings, something that is
specifically the case according to tA® and AF. The general idea one gets is that Frisia
happened to be in between Scandinavia and Frandighair political struggles, into which it
became involved. This also becomes clear in thergé®n of the 830s, when Horic was
king of the Danes. He was eager to let the Franksvk- or believe - that the Viking attacks
were not supported by him in any way, and offenreehtiship and obedience. At the royal
court, his envoys claimed that Horic had captured &illed the Vikings that recently
attacked the coasts of the Frankish empire twit®&34 and 838 A.D. On the first occasion,
Horic wanted payment as reward. The sources agatsin whether or not payment was

granted. The second time Horic asked the empergivio the Frisians and the Obodrites to

1713, Barrett, “What caused the Viking AgeAitiquity 82:317 (2008): 671-685.

12 AB 841.

130. Crumlin-Pedersen, “Skibstyper,“Kulturhistorisk leksikon for nordisk middelaldera®d XV
(Kgbenhavn: Rosenkilde og Bagger, 1970), 482.

174 3. Graham-Campbell and D. Kidbhe VikinggLondon: British Museum Publications Ltd., 1989§-29.
75 Nelson, 61.
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him. The emperor found this very inappropriate, ambred it. In 839 A.D. Horic and the
Frankish emperor consolidated peace and alliamceHaric then makes an official complaint
about the Frisians, the reason or nature of wiseimknown.

The abovementioned raids all take place in Frisigi,Frisians were also victim of Viking
raids in areas outside Frisia. Likely as early @8 8.D., Frisians were victim of Godfrid’s
actions in Reric. According to tHeFA the Danish king — in war with the Franks and the
Saxons — laid waste the trading centre of ReriG@mmany, and had the tradesmen shipped
off to Sliesthorp (Hedeby). A year later, in 809DA. some of the traders were sent to king
Pippin with a message of ped¢@As has been pointed out in the second chaptefribians
had made a name for themselves as tradesmen iBatihe Middle Ages. Hence, they were
found all over Europe during the Viking Age. Mosgitably, they formed Frisian quarters or
colonies in trading centres. Archaeological eviggenghich we will take a closer look at in
the fifth chapter, has made a strong case fordfripresence in Reric in the Viking Age. This
means that they might have been located in Rer @dony, been replaced to Hedeby and
used as messengers between Pippin and Horic. i¥igiare often used as messengers, and
according to Lebecq it is likely this happened heseavell*’’

More certain are Viking attacks on Frisian colsnia Xanten and Birtel? Vikings
travelled up the Rhine and plundered towns like t&¥an Duisburg, Cologne, Bonn and
Koblenz!" According to eye-witness accounts, Xanten waslkethin 864 (or 863) A.B*°
After having destroyed Dorestad, the Vikings sailgdthe Rhine at high water levels in
January, killed Frisians who had retreated in aspanified villa nearby, and devastated
Xanten and the churches on the Wlyin 880 A.D., Birten, close to Xanten was plundered
and it is specifically mentioned that there waseagnumber of Frisian inhabitants hé&te.

The Frankish sources describe the Viking raidsnftbe perspective of the victim, the
Christian Frankish Self. Naturally, they place emmib on the devastation and suffering
imposed by the heathen intruders. According to éabdoeck, whose work was referred to in
chapter 1, the universal oppositions between tifea8d the Other can be brought back to:

1® RFA809.

17| ebecq (1992), 13.

78| ebecq (1983a), 33, 40, 149.

19T, Himstedt, “How the Vikings got to the Rhine historical-geographical survey over the Rhinelaindse
Early Middle Ages,” invikings on the Rhine. Recent Research on Early étetiRelations between the
Rhinelands and Scandinayied. R. Simek and U. Engel (Wien: Fasshaender)2Q04

¥ walther, 172.
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Self Other

hierarchy lacking hierarchy/ arde
constructive destructive
virtuous, decent criminal
honouring women raping women
self-control expanding rapidly/uncontrolled
human beast-like
civilised wild
rational mad
right order reversed world

In the case of the Frankish sources describingngilactivity in Frisia, we can replace Self
with Frankish and Other with Viking. The Frisiamsthis case are described as belonging to
the Frankish side. This has to do with two charssties that stand out as the most important
ones for Self-Other distinction and that do notusda Vandenbroeck’s scheme: Christianity
versus paganism and the active role of attackirdpéending. The heathenness of the Vikings
is stressed in the annals and is exemplified byntleeciless activities of the Vikings as the
annals portray them. Attacking, looting, imposingute on Christian people and capturing,
raping an killing them makes them stand out asi@ lieathen enemy, the Other. The Frisians,
on the other hand, are much closer to the Fran&h according to the depiction of the
Frisians in the annals. They are Christians, defendf the Frankish/Frisian area and are the
victims of the heathen pirates.

An illustrative depiction of the Vikings can beuftd in the entry of the year 846. Here,
the attack of the Vikings is placed in line withhet misfortune that came upon the Frisians:
northern winds, wolves and other plagues. Liningalipthese negativities creates a very
strong image. One can read it as if the Vikings(kke) the northern winds, (like) the wolves
and (like) a plague. The imagery of Danes as wobresther animals is not an unfamiliar
one. It is found in the Anglo-Saxon sources abbeat\tiking raids on England, in for instance
the reaction of Symeon of Durham (around 1070-1429) on the Viking attacks. In his text
on the history of the church of Durham, Vikings a@mpared to wolves, attacking and
killing not only animals, but even cleri¢® The Northumbrian cleric Alcuin (c. 735-804

A.D), who spent most of his life in the Frankishudp also depicted the Vikings as animals,

8 p_ Cauvill,Vikings. Fear and Faith in Anglo-Saxon Englaféndon: HarperCollinsPublishers, 2001), 249-
250.
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ravaging God’s properties. In his reaction to thedisfarne raid in 793 A.D., he calls them
foxes that plunder God’s chosen viney&tt.

The opposition Frankish/Frisian Self — Viking Othleowever, is not a static one even in
the Frankish sources and can be due too changese Tanges show that the distinction is
not based on an opposition of ethnicity Frankiski&n — Scandinavian, but on an oppaosition
of religion and activity. A case in point is thesdaption of the 837 A.D. raid on Walcheren,
where a Dane is found amongst the defending Franlisthe Frisians refuse to work in the
defences against the Vikings.

In theVita Hludowici the life of Louis the Pious by an anonymous aythas claimed
that in the attack both the local count Eggihard #re Danish and Christian Hemming who
fought at the Franks side. The latter is descrémetex stripe Danorum, dux christianissimus’
and is named as the son of Halfdan. The questisesarif this is the same Halfdan that
commended to the Frankish emperor before. Cougdiadd this very likely, and stresses the
fact that Hemming could have joined his fathertte Frankish court and could have returned
to it in 813 A.D., after the sons of Godfrid hadven him and his brothers Harald and
Reginfrid out and he disappeared from the soufteEhree hypotheses about how Hemming
came to be on Walcheren are forwarded by Coupland;is that Hemming had been given
Walcheren as a benefice, supported by the facMiatheren was given to some other Danes
in benefice later. If this is the case, one als® thaconsider the possibility that it was already
granted to his father for his loyalty to the Frankke second suggestion is that Hemming, as
aduxheld his sway over a neighbouring area and carhelfothe local count Eggihard when
the Vikings arrived. The last possibility is thdtetDane stayed in the circles around the
emperor, until he was dispatched to Walcheren #sopahe coastal defencé® the ones in
which the Frisians refused to participate during Wiking raid. Here, the Danish Hemming is
in the eyes of the Franks closer to the Self, wiiie Frisians no longer function as victims
and defenders but as actively attributing to thieifa of defence. Therefore, they are closer
the Other. We can question if this process of fagmihe Self and the Other may actually
have been one of the reasons for the Frisiansakefliee Frisians, some of whom were not
Christian, do not necessarily identify themselvéth\the Franks. As we shall see below, the
Frisian sources point to some Frisians joining Nikraids. Thinking of the complaint that
Horic — who likes to present himself as a VikingHier for the Frankish rulers — about the

% bid., 4-5.
185 Coupland (1998), 87-88.
1% |pbid., 88.
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behaviour of the Frisians, the possibility thaisitbecause some of them join the Vikings
rather than fight against them seems attractiverebher, the Frisian laws stress that the
Frisians do not have to fight for the Franks owdditeir own Frisian area. Hemming could by
the Frisians have been viewed as a Frankish caadtthey might therefore have objected to
fighting for him in this area.

Another case in point of an altered Self-Otherision can be found in the raid of 873
A.D. by Rodulf and his men on Oostergo. After mahyhe Vikings died, the survivors seek
shelter in a building which the Frisians laid siede Northman who had converted to
Christianity, had lived amongst the Frisians fonuamber of years and functioned as their
leader in this battle. He claimed that it was ragit power, but the power of God that had
brought them so many victories. The Northman preddas take some hostages and let the
other Vikings go to their ships to get the bootyteAthey had returned all treasure, and the
Vikings had sworn not to attack Louis’ realm agaihey released the hostads.The
Northman — we cannot be sure if he was a Danehsitis likely — thus lived among the
Frisians as a good Christian, which is emphasizeti dealing with the Viking enemies.
The Frisians and their Scandinavian leader are glase to the Frankish Self in this case,
whilst the Vikings are the Other, and the Christorthman stands out as most positive. This
Is the first time that we really are dealing witlt@ntact situation between two people living
in the same society, and we can question if moen@pavian chose to live a Christian or
pagan life in Frisia. It is also striking that thésent, according to the annals, marks the
beginning of the period of Frisian success agdimest/ikings.

Considering this emphasis on Christianity, theadists often mention the devastation of
churches, which no doubt happened. By doing thisy show how significant this was for
them as Christians, and again stress the negatiilye heathens. The Christian perspective
of the annalists is also seen in the descripticim®frelics of saints that were miraculously and

with fear for their own lives saved by clerics unttee protection of sainf$®

3.1.1.2 Raids in the Frisian sources

A description of a Viking raid from a Frisian peespive is presented by thWgB. Walfrid and
his son Radfrid were religious men from the townBafdum, in the peat land area in the
vicinity of the town of Groningen. At one point tie&ings came upon Frisia and attacked the

defenders of the area, who had not expected sd®aster although Walfrid had foreseen the

187 AF 873.
188 This is for instance the case in XantAix,864.
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raid. The Frisians stood together and forced themeges to back off, but since they were
outnumbered by the Vikings they could not hold tHefence. The attackers managed to
defeat the Frisians, but, it is claimed, only wéihcere trouble. Subsequently, the defeated
fled and the Vikings broke through all the defenicethe area, torturing and mutilating every
person they met. After destroying this part of ierishey went to the town of Groningen,
which was claimed to be a very rich and populoustdl he Vikings are said to have created
an ambush, surrounded the town and attacked #iaRrimen came to fight the Vikings, and
‘boldly offered resistance.” Women and childrendfleand the men were beaten by the
Vikings. A lot of the Frisians were killed, the sivors fled. The Vikings, who had already
destroyed most of the town, burned down the St.ridaachurct?®®

On their way back to their ships, they encountéi&lfrid who was praying. According
to the surviving text, the Vikings decided to tdkm back to their ships when they heard that
he was a Christian. He was tortured and finallyekilon December thitf° His relatives,
collected money and bought the ‘most holy’ corps&Valfrid back from the Vikings, after
which they bury him in his cell in his houS&.Not much later, Radfrid is also found dead by
his house, killed by the Northmen on the same dais fathef?® The vita of the two holy
men concludes by telling a number of the miradhey preformed® A church was built on
the spot of the grave of Walfridus.

According to this source the contact situationhethier or not it actually happened — took
place on Frisian ground in the area of Bedum arahi@gen. From the story, it becomes clear
that the Vikings outnumbered the Frisians. Whahieresting, in the light of the Frankish
annals, is the fact that coastal defences figuthisistory as well. Therefore, there seems to
be a historical basis for the story. But, it hasrbgiven its own, very Christian twist. On the
basis of the excavations of the church of St. Whlénd historical evidence, Van Schaik
concludes that the story dates to the early el&évesntury. The coastal defences that figure in
the story also provide indications. From the Frahlannals we know that the earliest coastal
defences were put in place in 800 A.D., so theckttannot have happened before it. The
time of the attack in the year, namely in Decemisomewhat odd. Most Viking attacks
occurred in spring or summer, although in later ienl times battles in winter are known to

have taken place because land was easier accebshld_ater in the Viking Age, war bands

89 van Schaik, 145.

19 According to thevita, he received ‘death penalty’ (capitalem sentencian

91van Schaik, 145.

92 hid., 147.

193 The author or copyist of théta claims that the author only recorded the most i@ of the miracles, as he
did not wish to bore the readers with all the me&ac¢hat had occurred.
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started to stay in Frisia over winter an it is plolesthat we have to see this attack in the light
of these developments. Perhaps it was a Viking aitogted in a different part of Frisia? We
can only guess. Clearly, the Viking attack is uasd striking background for the deeds of a
martyr and saint. In order to stress the holy menrftue’s, ‘good’ (Christian) and ‘bad’
(heathen) are being juxtaposed. The saint natupddlys the part of the good, and the violent,
heathen Vikings play the part of the bad.

The Frisian laws show that Viking raids indeed geped in Frisia, that it had its
consequences and that the Christian Frisians vidhisdViking activity as very negative.
According to the third and fourth of th8eventeen Statutemnd Statutes of Magnus
confiscating someone’s possessions (with violemcevéthout trial), which was exactly what
the Vikings did time after time to the Frisians,smMarbidden. Even if one felt one was the
rightful owner*®* There was, however, an exception to this rule thataken up in the
fourteenth Statute and in the twentieth of Tiveenty-four Constitutiondf a person had been
captured and taken hostage by Northmen (or in soases others), he would get his
belongings back on his return. He could take baskamd without any trial, here described in

the fourteenth statute?

ief dae / noerdmanne enen man nymat / iefta wr w@nth ende hy / vter need komme
iefta of hereferd komme In zyn ayn land binnagaiierum en hi moege / bikanna zyn
ayn eckererende zyn eedele / ende zyn fadirs staten

[If the Northmenn take a man / or was sent away lam / comes without violence or
comes from expedition (or captivity) in his own dawithin thirty years he may / take
back his own acre and his ancestors and his faldueds. ]
The twentieth constitution not only speaks of a&ign returning from Viking captivity, but of
a free Frisian that participates in their raid$-nsia, being forced to do so. If the Frisian is
forced, then he will not be punished, not eveneifblurned down houses and churches, raped
women and killed fellow Frisians to the point whéee cannot pay the fine for it. If the man
managed to escape or his freedom was bought, Hd ceturn home and declare what had
happened, who his relatives were and what his pesses were, and could take them back

without a trial.

1% Third and fourth Statutes. Algra, 293-300, J. HiekDie Gemeinfriesischen siebzehn Kii(&ssen: Van
Gorcum & Comp. N.V., 1940), 84-86.

19 Fourteenth Statute, Algra, 297-298. Hoekstra, 113-

1% Fourteenth Statute, manuscript W2, Hoekstra, O1%/. RobinsonQId English and Its Closest Relativés
Survey of the Earliest Germanic Languaglesndon etc.: Routledge, 1992), 185-189.
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Being taken hostage by Northmen was thus a setioest in those days. Furthermore,
returning home after capture was reality for thegbe as well, for the fact that this is
specifically mentioned in the law, means that pgened and that the Frisians had to find a
way to deal with it. According to the text, thislpmappened if the person escaped or was
ransomed. As both Gosses and Samplonius have rib&etext not only is an indication that
people were taken captive by the Northmen agaimest will, the statement also implies that
some people joined them by chof¢é Evidence for seafaring- and piracy-minded Frisians
may also be found in other texts, such as the sibRrisians’ travel to the far north where
they confiscate goods from exotic creatures, whichecorded by Adam of Bremért
Together, this provides an important clue aboutRhsian-Scandinavian relationships, and
could be one of the reasons for the Frisians réfosdefend Walcheren as seen above. Here,
the Frisian Self defines the Viking Other by thagtivities of piracy and violence against the
Self.

Statute number ten speaks of Viking activity irskrin connection to the Frisian freedom
that is claimed to have been granted by Charlemafne statute claims that Frisians only
had the duty to fight between the Vlie and the Weke. Frisia, and not in other parts of
Francia. According to some text editions, Frisifiret were used by the emperor to defend
the larger coastal region, but because of the dasfgéiking attacks they were released from
the task and only had the defences in their owm &weput in ordet®® which might be
connected to the Frisian refusal of defence in Waden. It is striking that both the Frisian
freedom and the Frisian services to the Frankispirenare connected to the Viking attacks in
this source. The threat of the Scandinavians apggre&as enough to create military services
and be released from it at the same time. Howexeqrding to Algra, this story is dismissed
as unhistorical. All in all, it is generally agretitht the Viking attacks are not necessarily the
reason for the fact that the Frisians only tooktloe defence of their own lands. Then, it is
even more striking that the Viking attacks wereduses an excuse or background for
something that is so true to the Frisians as tisdfrfreedom. This says something about the
way they perceived the raids.

In the seventh statute it is stated that all freisians were entitled to a free chair (in
lawspeaking), free speech and answers; a righhgiwghem by Charlemagne according to
the law. The Frisians had refused to any longergipgcelda— a form of northern taxes — to

197 Samplonius, 98.

198 C. Borchling, “Die Friesen und der Skandinavistloeden,” inDe lepening fen de Fryske AkadefAgsen:
Van Gorcum & comp., 1938), 56-57.

9 vries, 86-88.
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the people across the sea to the north (i.e. theditavians), where all were heathen. Instead,
they turned to the Frankish rulers and had to paynthuslotha— taxes™® This way, they
bought their freedom from the Franks. One of thenusaripts directly mentions that the
freedom is granted to the Frisians ‘so that thewldide inclined to the south, all Frisians
belonged to the north, to the terrible corrf@t'In the texts, this event is usually connected to
the Frisian king Redbad, who figures as a Frisignad the Danes. According to Algra, this
law could well date back to the time when Godfraddhhis Frisian benefice (between 882 and
885) and imposed taxes on the Frisians, after wtiiehFranks took oveéf? Here, there is
also a clear reference to the north (Danish, bad)ta the south (Frankish, good). We must
remember that this representation is from a Clanssind pro-Frankish point of view, whereas
some Frisians, especially earlier, must have beam positive about the Scandinavians. This
is also shown by the ambiguous positions of songafs who refused to defend against the
Vikings or who joined the Scandinaviaffs Historian and expert of Old Frisian society Han
Nijdam has noted in his article on the Frisian di@®, the transition from Scandinavian taxes
to Frankish taxes expressed in some of the lawsateimportant dichotomies between
‘before’ and ‘after’ and ‘negative’ and ‘positiveThese include the pairs of concepts
slave/free, honourless/honour, north/south, heé#tieistian®® Nijdam has recently
explained theclipsceldaor klipskelda in a very clear manner and pointed out that tlaeee
two traditions of this story. The younger traditimtis the story of Frisians conquering Rome
in favour of Charlemagne, receiving their freedsraaeward. The older tradition is the one
that is taken up in the seventh statute, wheré&tisgans buy their freedom from Charlemagne
by abandoning the paymentdipsceldato the Scandinavians, and paying theslothato the
Franks instead’ clipsceldaliterally means ‘sounding/ringing’ (Ofriklippa) ‘debth/taxes’
(Ofri. skeld@.?°® As both Nijdam and, before him historian Izaak §&ss have pointed out
and discussed, there is some evidence attestingaiymment of this tax to the Danes in a

Danish sourcé®’

3.1.1.3 The Scandinavian Sources

20 geventh Statute.

21 pritsak, 492.

292 Algra, 311-313.

2% pritsak, 492-496.

204 Nijdam, 62.

2% |bid., 55-56.

2% |hid., 56.

27|, H. Gosses, “Deensche heerschappijen in Friegieddrende den Noormannentijd, \lerspreide
geschriften(Groningen: Wolters, 1946), 147-148. Nijdam, 56-61
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The HD relates the story of the Danish king Godfrid, wias most powerful and generous,
characterised by courage and by gentlefif¥4de extended his fame by extending his wars to
outside the borders of his kingdom, according teoS&axony was subdued by the Frankish
emperor Charlemagne who made it Christian, andrdogpto Saxo the people were much
happier under Frankish than Danish rule. But Gddfoiok the area back and also subdued
North-Frisia with his sea-force. Here, he instaklethx-system. He had a couple of buildings
built of 240 feet in length, which were divided anwelve sections of twenty feet each. At
one end of the building sat Godfrid’s treasurerthat other end lay a shield. In this shield,
Frisians had to throw the coins that functioneghagment for the taxes. Only the coins that
the treasurer could hear were counted, resultirglan of loss of coins for the Frisiaffs.

The tax system resembles ttigpsceldathat was in existence in Westerlauwers Frisia as
early as the beginning of the ninth century. Thiel@vce might be too scarce to conclude that
the Danish overlord imposed this form of tax payttbroughout their Frisian benefices, but
the possibility is there, if we bear in mind aletreferences to the extraction of payment that
the Vikings and Scandinavian overlords executderisia.

Even though this source is Scandinavian, it isuace with a very clear Christian agenda.
Yet he shows some sympathy for the Frisians. Adogrdo Saxo, the taxes put upon the
Frisians by the overambitious Godefrid is ‘not sacm harsh as it was strange’, and many
Frisians have lost useless money by it. Also, herd that the Frisians were ‘freed from this
burden’ by Charles.

Viking raids on are described by the Egil's sagawhich two episodes tell of Egil's
journeys to Frisia. The first time with his friefdorolf:

[...] pa fara peir til Frislands ok dveljask ghj lengi um sumarit, en pa halda peir enn
aptr til Danmerkr|[...]*°

[Then they went to Frisia and dwelled there fdorzg time in the summer, and then they
went to Denmark.]
It is impossible to mistake what the Icelanders €&amdo in Frisia, as the saga adds that they
were going to fara i vikind.?** But nothing is said of what they exactly did théale
summer in Frisia. The saga is silent on where dtayed, how they were received by the

Frisians, if they at all were received by Frisiaasd on their business in the area. Yet it is

208 1D VIII, 247.
209pid., 248-249.
20Eg chap. 49, 126.
211 pid., 126.
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interesting that Egil’s trip to Frisia is depictasl one of many of his travels, and is not marked
as anything special. No explanation is given feisland either, which indicates that people
in thirteenth century Iceland were familiar witlethrea and its location in the Viking Age.

Fortunately for us, Egil went on yet another Vikiexpedition to Frisia*? This time, we
get quite an elaborate, Scandinavian descriptioa \diking raid. Arinbjorn, a friend of Egil,
felt the need to go on Viking one spring, so he Bgd prepared their ships and sailed off to
Frisia. After having raided in Saxony in the sumptbey finally went to raid further north
and moored their ships off Frisia in autumn. Whtrey moored is described as a large
estuary, since places to harbour were scarcesratiea and the tide was out. They saw great,
flat plains, wet by the rain, and a forest in thgtahce. This gives us a great impression of
how the saga writer imagined, knew or had heard Rhisian coast looked like. Eqgil,
Arinbjorn and part of the crew went to land, whilst thieeos took care of the ships. It is said
that the Vikings followed a riverbank, until thegme to a village where the fields were all
separated by small ditches with water, some of whizuld be crossed by log bridgé3The
farmers of the village fled, the Vikings pursuedl dound two more villages, of which all the
farmers that could flee fled as well. They all wemthe forest, and when they had gathered
more than three hundred men, they attacked thenyskiho had come quite deep inland. But
after the battle, the Frisians fled and were putdnethe Vikings once more.

So far, the story seems very realistic and id tola very direct manner. In the next
episode, the more fictional side of the saga semmsome to light, which stresses the

protagonists’ extraordinary abilities and the febthe Frisians:

Egill sétti pa hart eptir peim ok fair menn theonum, en ngk margir féru undan; komu
Frisir par at, er diki var fyrir peim, ok féru jpa/fir; sidgan téku peir af bryggjuna. pa
koma peir Egill atodrum megin; r& Egill pegar til ok hljép yfir dikit, en pat var kk
annarra manna hlaup, endad®k engi til. Ok er Frisir sa pat, pa soekja peirhanum,
en hangllyaiisk pé sottu at honum ellifu menn, en sva lauk pdigakiptum, at han felldi
ba alla

[Egil then pursued them, a large group of mencély, together with some of his men.
The Frisians came to where a ditch was situateftont of them and crossed it, after
which they removed the bridge. Then Egil arritedre at the other side, he took a run
and jumped over the ditch, and no other man juhipecause it was too far for them.
When the Frisians saw this, they attacked him ledlefended himself. Eleven men
attacked him, but he killed them all eventually.]

2121hid., 216-219.
213|pid., 217.
214|pid., 218.
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Egil made his way back to the ships. The Vikingd teken a lot of booty, including cattle,
which was slaughtered there whilst other Vikingsifed a wall of shields and protected them
from the Frisian crowd, which was shooting arrowtham. Egil, so the saga compiler wants
us to believe, broke through the crowd of Frisiand arrived at the ship where all the men
were surprised to see him, as they thought he wag?f

It is not clear exactly where these events shbakk taken place, but the description of
the area is a very accurate one for the Frisiadslah is, however, clear that the raid is done
from somewhere near the area, and not directly f@randinavia. The saga does give
numbers of the Vikings involved. Arindojp prepared three longships and had a crevprjd *
hundruf manna three hundred men. Apparently, each of theigkinps carried a crew of a
hundred men. These were men from Arinbjorn’s hookgHegil's band of men and many
local farmers’ sons, both Icelanders and Norwegianticating that not only Danes ventured
to Frisia as is often thought. All in all, over éerhundred men were involved, but only two-
third of them actually went to land in Frisia, ttest are said to have stayed on bdatdhe
Vikings do not seem to outnumber the Frisians is shga.

The story is somewhat reminiscent of the storyMailfrid. One point of agreement is the
time when the attack happened: in winter. But iis g8tory, the Frisians initially fled, later
they kept attacking the Vikings until their shig sff. Egil's saga is mostly about portraying
the brave deeds of the Viking, stressing the caueagl strength of the typical anti-hero that
Eqil is and reflecting heroic society and idealdjickh could explain the portrayal of the
contact. The Viking Self is heroic and brave inguiing, the Frisian Other cowardice in their
fleeing. The agenda of the saga composer, as welieahistorical background of the society
should thus not be forgotten. Yet the differenaesadso clear and plentiful; the saga does not
tell of women and children, nor of houses beingnkdr or people being mutilated and
slaughtered, neither of coastal defences.

The Frisians fled from the Vikings as soon as teaw them, which means that the
Frisians were well aware of the threat these nomthésitors imposed, and what they were
after. Either they had seen Vikings before, or texdrattacks of these Scandinavians and did
not doubt for a second when they saw them comtragst suggests that Vikings could easily
be recognized as Vikings by the Frisian farmersnetbing that also the story of Walfrid
would make us believe.
3.1.1.4 Exchange?

215 | pid.
218 |pid., 217.

49



Considering the nature of the hostile contact, wenot speak of ‘exchange’ other than the
exchange of violence. It cannot be said that geodiseven less: ideas — are exchanged, as we
see a one-way stream of confiscation. It mostly WasVikings who managed to take the
valuables from the Frisians, although the Frisiaometimes managed to take them back.
What we do see, and what might or might not be idensd exchange, is the taking of
hostages. On one occasion, the Frisians take sokmeg¥ captive, in order to force them to
give back all the booty and promise not to retdrne Vikings take people captive on more
occasions and this seems to an integral be pdheaf raiding-tactics. Some of the captured
probably were taken back to Scandinavia and kepblar as slaves. Others seem to have been
forced to join the attacks, and were able to rehame afterwards.

3.2.2 Benefices: Frankish sources

The practice of granting benefices in Frisia to Baroverlords was a specific one that led to
another form of contact situations between DandsFaisians. The purpose of the granting of
benefice might be seen as two-fold: on the one liands a way to seal the ties between the
Frankish rulers and this one particular Danish fgmvhose members were willing to convert
to Christianity and be loyal vassals to the Fraikkey stood out in a positive way. On the
other, it was a measure against further Vikingckita because the benefice-holders got the
duty of defending the area against their fellowritaavians.

The first benefice was endowed to the Danish Hdakdhkk in 826 A.D., after trouble
with the sons of former king Godfrid, on his comrmation to Emperor Charles. The area was
Ristringen in Ostfriesland. In Mainz — where thalso was an attestable Frisian cofdhy-
Harald, his family and 400 followers are said teéaeen baptizet® In 827 A.D. Harald is
driven out of Denmark, and likely retreated in Ritsfen®*® The conversion of the large
group of Danes must have been very significanttfie Christian Franks and Frisians in
Mainz and RuUstringen. They now hold the same faitiking it easier to include the Danes in
the Self. Moreover, it is a symbolic deed, showtingt the Danes are willing to adapt to the
Frankish lifestyle, and a sign that these Danesleyal to the Frankish emperor. The

importance can thus hardly be overestimated. Tésthat were reinforced with the baptism

27| ebecq (1983a), 33, 94-9AF 886.

218 AX 826.

ZI9RFA827. Some scholars have suggested that a rictbbdat from the first half of the ninth century in
Hedeby might be the burial of Harald Klakk, sinbe grave goods that accompanied the buried wenegbf
status, Frankish origin, but this is debated.
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were sealed by gift-exchan®, which according to Coupland clearly show the it
significance of the eveft! Nevertheless, a Dane, one of the same peoplatiaaked their
coast some sixteen years earlier, now was madeoled a part of the area of the Frisians.
This must have had an impact, if not physical, theteast in the minds of people. It also
provides a possible background for converted Noetiiving amongst the Frisians, and we
can question if the earlier mentioned Northman ost®rgo who functioned as the Frisians
leader possibly can be viewed in the same way.

The later Harald who had preformed Viking servifmsLothar was granted a benefice in
841 A.D. as payment for his services. This wasatiea of Walcheren, which may have been a
benefice in hands of Hemming before, and neighbgureégions, according to t#B.%%* The
AF mention the benefice of Harald as well, when iststed that he earlier held a benefice
around Dorestad with his brother RoffR.According to theAB, Roric raided in Frisia and
Lothar was unable to stop him, so he was forcagtaat Roric with the benefice Dorest&d.
Lothar once again decided to work with the Vikimgther than against them. The years 845
and 846 A.D. saw such devastating Viking activityFrisia that the area had come into
Danish hands. After Harald’s death, Rorik fled terimark?> somewhere in the 846% In
contrast to the earlier Harald who appears to teeen his unclé?’ this Harald clearly was a
Viking who got hold of the area he earlier raided.

The older Harald had a son called Godfrid, who alas baptized in Mainz in 826 A.D.
and likely stayed in the Frankish empire until beurned to Denmark in the 840s. He joined
forces with his cousin Roric in the late 840s whiesy raided Frisia and gained control over
Dorestad. In 855 A.D., both left Frisia for Denmait return later and retake greater Frisia,
including Dorestad®® In 857 A.D. Roric occupied the area between tlea ‘and the Eider’
with the Danish king’s permission. This area isniifeed as ‘North-Frisia’ by ScholZ® Yet
another Frisian area thus seems to be in the haind<Dane from the Halfdan clan. At the
time when the Vikings sailed up the Rhine and #iltke Frisians that had retreated to the
villa, Roric had to perform his role as benefice-hol@er.his advice, the Vikings left’

220 RpFA827.

221 Coupland (1998), 90.
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In 864 A.D. we hear of a Danish Rodulf, who witls imen is said to have preformed
services, for which Lothar was granting paymentctERlanse the house of a Christian
minister, in Lothar’s realm was asked by to givarfdenarii. These, and a great amount of
cattle, flour, wine and cider were given to Rodarid his followers. We can only guess what
the services were, possibly defensive servicemagtie attacking Vikings or the holding of
a benefice in Frisia. As Coupland has put forwdng, very possible that Rodulf took after his
father Harald®! The idea of being granted payment in money, gawdsenefice must have
appealed to the pragmatic Vikings.

The granting of benefices to Danes must, in soases; have been hard to cope with.
Especially in the case of Harald and Rorik, whommeandikings and heathens. The writer of
the AB, a religious man suspicious of heathens, fourahiutterly detestable crime, to put
those who had put suffering on Christians in thaner in power over those same Christians,
their lands and churches. According to his stargjatds completely wrong that Christians
now had to serve a heathen 16¥8 Albeit the fact that we must read this statemeith \&
pinch of salt, it being a propagandist statememtire not only the Danes but also Lothar,
what does become apparent in this statement, idH@ld and Rorik were not converted to
Christianity. This is remarkable, since the othenBs that we have encountered at Frisian
and Frankish side were explicitly mentioned as €lams. It makes us believe that Lothar
was perhaps not so interested in having the Daapszled, but more in gaining power and
consolidating it. That Rorik was not too popularcagst the Frisian population is attested by
the fact that he was driven out of his beneficeFbigians in 867 A.3>* Rorik, who stayed
pagan and did not perform all his duties, was séiin as an outsider and as the Viking Other,
and did not come close to the Christian Self asesother benefice-holders did.

The last of the benefice-holdersdax Godfrid, leader of the Great Heathen Army and
most likely relative of all former benefice-holdef3harles the Fat made peace with Godfrid
and his fellow leader Sigfrid, despite the facttttieey had betrayed the Franks and killed
some of them. Godfrid was baptized and given theéo counties of Roric — which included
Kennemerland, a strip of Dutch coastal land inwlest of the Netherlands, and according to
the editor, even mof& — for him and his men to live in. Sigfrid was baugff with

tribute?® Godfrid eventually is killed by Frankish rulers, @vent in which two of Godfrid’s

21 Coupland (1998), 102.
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Frisian counts — Gerulf and Gardulf also figure.

This information about the benefices all comesnfferankish sources, and it is uncertain
how the practice of endowing fiefs in Frisia to Banwvas received by the Frisians. But a
number of reactions might be suspected on the basie sources. The Frisian laws make it
very clear that Frisians are free men, not foraede under the rule of any overlord, even
though they are under Frankish rule. Thereforey theght have rejected the idea of Danish
overlords, especially if they extracted tributessame stories want us to believe. But not in
all cases would Danish benefice-holders have begative. The case of the later Godfrid
makes clear that he worked together with Frisiannt® We can also imagine that where
benefices were given in harmony, such as Rustringieth where the overlords kept their side
of the bargain (i.e. becoming Christian, keepingapirates) it was not at all a bad practice
for the locals. Here, the benefice-holders aredegias part of the Christian Self defending

the Frankish realm against the heathen Viking Other

3.2.2.1 Exchange?

The granting of benefices in exchange for loyaftg anti-Viking services — or in the case of
Lothar and Harald Viking services — can be seea wasry important form of exchange, with
consequences for the Frisians. In a number ofdkes; the exchange is done out of free will.
Harald is given Rustringen in exchange for his, hisdfollowers, conversion and loyalty. In
other cases the granting is a payment, as in tee o& the younger Harald. But, some
benefices are given as a result of pressure by#rmes, who promise to stop attacking the
area if it is granted to them: a benefice in exgeafor peace. The same can be said for the
tribute-payments, where great amounts of moneyttdmk paid by the Frisians, in order for
the Vikings to leave the area and its inhabitamtgdace. This is a negative form of exchange,
where the involved parties are not on the samel,ldug where one party (Viking) is

controlling the other (Frisians).

3.2.3 Friendly contacts in Frankish and Scandinavia sources

The contact between some benefice-holders and &ranét Frisians appears peaceful and
friendly, and have already seen the case of theddtavian among the Frisians. But there
also is a case of a Frisian among the Danes.
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When covering the battle between Harald Wartoathegendary eighth-ninth century
Scandinavian king, and his nephew Rifijthe HD speaks of the troops that Harald had
gathered which include Scandinavians, an Englishm&iav andUbbo Frescicus Ubbi the
Frisian®®’ It is said that he was the ablest of Harald's isofd and also the physically most
excelling. He was able to wound eleven men in d&a#thd kill twenty-five Swedish
champions. Ubbi also attacked the front-line oféghemy and, according to Saxo, drove them
to every side, in fear of his spear and sword. fwtlly, Ubbi was defeated by the Swedes
and the Danes had to cope with a great1¥54.Frisian playing such an important part on the
Danish side in the war is an interesting countermethe Scandinavian on Frisian side. In this
case, as in the other Scandinavian sources, wagsee a tendency to stress the heroic ideal
which Ubbi clearly lives up to. Ubbi can be seempad of the heroic Self, fighting the Other.
Nevertheless, thEID is not a contemporary source and is Christianaaae to question the
accuracy of the story. Nevertheless, the idea &fisian fighting on Danish side is very
plausible. Possibly more Frisians fought on theiSfaside, something that the Frisian laws

and the runic texts might indicate, and more Damethe Frisian side.

3.2.4 Raid or trade? The ambiguous runic inscriptios
The runic inscriptions provide evidence of ScandiaaFrisian contacts, but whether they
point to hostile or friendly contact is a questarinterpretation.

The inscription on the silver neck ring that wastpf a hoard found on the island of
Senja in Northern Norway had already been mentiane¢de introduction of this thesis. The
original transcription of the text by the Danish dvhas Olsen is as follows:

‘furu* trikia frislats a uit auk uiks fotum uinsftum’
which corresponds to Old Norse:
Férum drengja Frislands & vit, ok vigs fétum vépskm#3°
[We paid a visit to the lads of Frisia, and we &smvho split the spoils of battf§

As has been put forward, the text can be seen las hpoetic stanza written in the metre

fornyrdislag. This metre was one of the standard, alliteratiegres for skaldic poet?/! The

2% Fisher and Davidson, 235.
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interpretation presented above was made in 1908evA interpretation was made by Judith
Jesch, based on the semantics of the text and Gornenstantial evidence:

‘We visited our trading-partners in Frisia and boag$old or exchanged?) war-gear

According to Jesch, the reading of the wal@ngja is namely suspicious, and might be
changed. The wordrengjawas by Olsen taken to mean “quick, young man” youhg
warrior”. But, Jesch argues, this is surprising wlieis applied to the Frisian enemy. The
word namely implies what she calls “the intimacyaofin-group”. It is a term appropriate for
a group of warriors then, but usually the groupsatfeis a member of. Only on one occasion,
Jesch found the group of warriors the term refetoedo be the enemy. Usually, it refers to
the own war-band* But if we follow the traditional reading of thextethis is not the case.
So either it is a positive representation of thesi&n Other or of the Scandinavian Self.
Moreover, Jesch found evidence on the rune stoh&lgtuna that thedrengir Frislands
actually could be merchants in the Frisian trdd&he U 379 and U391 hold the quite similar

Inscriptions:

frisa kilter letu reisa stein pensa eftiR pur( Ja kup hialbi ant hans purbiurn rigi*

[The (members of the) guild of Frisians had thine raised after (i.e. in memory of) Tor(
), their comrade. That the lord may help hisispiiorbjorn carved]

frisa kilter lety rista runar pesar eftiR albop &ka slopa kristthin helgi hialba ant hans
burbiurn rist?*®

[The (members of the) guild of Frisians had thesees carved after (i.e. in memory of)
Albod, the associate of Slod. That Christ theyhmhe should help his spirit. Torbjorn
carved]
Here, Frisian-Scandinavian guilds seem to be atlesind as these inscriptions are of the
same date as the Senja one, Jesch sees a goddraasemilar interpretation here.

As a reaction to this interpretation, Samploniusfprward yet another:

Wij zochten de jongens/krijgers [= drengjar] v&niesland op en (tezamen) deelden wij
krijgsbuit?4°

241 Jesch (1997), 7-12.
42 1bid., 8.

243 1bid., 9.

244 | ebecq (1983b), 451.
245 bid., 451.

246 samplonius, 98.
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[We paid a visit to the guys/warriors of Frisiadatogether) we split the booty]

The translation of Samplonius does take into accthenpossibility odrengjar meaning men
or warriors, and that it refers to a group that iinee carver himself is part of. But, he does
not find it correct to interpret the text as reifegr to trading relations between the
Scandinavians and Frisians. He rather sees ittestiag to Viking activities in which both
Scandinavians and the lads from Frisia participatecdsomething that also the earlier
discussed Frisian laws, the complaint by Horic Hredepisode of Frisians refusing to defend
might point to.

On the basis of the Senja runic inscription itsallfinterpretations remain possibf& The
Sigtuna inscriptions, however, provide evidence fjoint Frisian-Scandinavian trading
activities. In any case, the inscriptions show twttact between Frisians and Scandinavians
not only occurred in the first half of the Vikingga, but also in the late Viking Age, and that

both joint trading and raiding very likely were oemt.

Conclusion
From the written sources it is possible to abstsaldt of information about when, where and
how often there was contact between Scandinaviadg-asians. It even gives clues about
who actually were involved, especially on Danistlesiwhat numbers we must think of, and
how the groups are described by the different ssyrall of which are important for
understanding the contact, the perception of tiambd and the participants, and the outcome.

What becomes apparent from the sources is thamaialy are dealing with contact
situations throughout the whole Frisian area, lbatetimes also in places outside this region
where there are Frisian colonies. The bulk of tetact situations can be classified as short,
surprise attacks, mainly raids, and short occupatib certain areas. Nevertheless, some
contact situations go far beyond this time spanaamdbe considered as longer contacts. This
concerns the granting of Frisian benefices to Danisbles, but also the accommodation of
some Danes into the Frisian society, the naturehach we will look at in the next chapter.

As for the questions, how many people and who texaere involved, we receive most
information about the Scandinavians. It appearstti@Viking war bands were considerably
large, comprising of some hundreds or perhaps thamsands of Vikings. Here we must be

247 Samplonius, 89-101.
248 | would like to thank Judith Jesch and James Erkdor the opportunity to consult them on the iptestation
of the runic inscription.
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careful, since numbers are generally an aspecetmsly can be adapted and exaggerated for
the purpose of the story. The numbers of Frisiamslved remain more of an enigma, yet we
can imagine that it considers mostly the inhab#asft Frisian towns that were under attack
and sometimes Frisian ‘counts’ and soldiers thaewsit in charge of the coastal defences.
Considering the successes of Vikings and the nansabf the impossibility of repel them, the
possibility that the Frisians on several occasiese outnumbered by the Vikings seems a
realistic one. But we must not forget that somesirttee Frisians actually resisted a Viking
attack and were increasingly victorious in the sewf the ninth and tenth century.

The Scandinavian sources give us some insightidorwegian-Frisian contacts in the
Viking Age, which apparently did occur even thougbst scholars do not acknowledge this
and only focus on the role of the Danes, who bypfay the largest part in the sources. As has
been stressed before, most Danes that we know iine @a&d that were given some part to
play in Frisia all appear to be members of one Irdgaily. This family had been
consolidating its ties with the Frankish rulers,eewsince Halfdan first commended to
Charlemagne in 807 A.D. Harald the older was giRéistringen as a benefice in 826 A.D.
and seems to have been staying there since 827 wHhere after he disappears from the
sources. Harald the younger was given charge othéatn and the areas around it by Lothar
the German, as a reward for the Viking raids heosag on his father’s kingdom. In addition,
Harald and his brother Roric seem to have beemddaestad and neighbouring counties in
benefice by Lothar. We hear of a Christian Danm¢\amongst the Frisians and leading them
in their battle against the Vikings, when they @corious. During the attack of 837 A.D. on
Walcheren, the Christian, Danigslaix Hemming fought on Frankish-Frisian side and ded f
their cause against the invading Vikings, in whileé Frisians refused to do their work in the
defences. And in 863 A.D. Roric played his part kesefice-holder of Dorestad, and
prevented the Vikings from doing more damage theeady done.

The different sources all have their own way oftiaying the Self and the Other, which
mutually define each other. In Frankish and somsidfr sources the Vikings provide a
background to which the Frisians and Franks can asek present themselves as good,
Christian people. For Walfridus, it provides thecegsary background against which to be
portrayed a saint. In the Scandinavian sourcesStiandinavian Self is described along the
same lines as the Frankish and Frisian sourcesjidwed in a positive light. The reason for
this seems to be the heroic ideal that was cuimneBtandinavian society.

What becomes apparent from the analysis of thétemrisources, is that the moral

distinction between the Self and the Other is tlustnstressed one. These mainly focus on
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terms of religion and the perception of heroism kxyalty. In addition, this is connected to a
geographical division between the north and thahsdaut only secondarily. Strikingly, no
attention is paid to the physical appearances,btaily, apart from the case of Ubbi the
Frisian in theHD. The distinction is subject to changes, dependerthe moral, religion and
actions of the individual, and especially on thespective of the authors of the sources.
These aspects seem to be more important than doigotefining the Self and the Other. The
difference between the Self and the Other be stdessd diminished simultaneously,
according to the circumstances and the scope aatl @fothe sources. Not one image
predominates, multiple images existed side by side.

All in all, this provides us with a picture of Bian-Scandinavian contacts, in which both
Frisians and Scandinavians play a somewhat ambsgyaut. Moreover, very different

contact situations, hostile and friendly, existedwtaneously.
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Chapter 4
Contact in the archaeological record

Il

These are trial pieces,
the craft's mystery
improvised on bone:
foliage, bestiaries,

interlacing elaborate
as the netted routes
of ancestry and trade.

[..]

Viking Dublin Trial Pieces Seamus Heaney

This poetic interpretation of Viking archaeologieatefacts by the Nobel-prize winning Irish
poet Seamus Heaney connects interlacing patteatsatie characteristic of Scandinavian
Viking Age art with patterns of ancestry and trad#,important features of Viking Age
archaeology. The textual sources have given us gosidht into the Viking raids, the
granting of Frisian benefices to Danish royals anchmendation of Danes to Franks and
Frisians. Only one type of source, namely the rimscriptions, has given us a hint of another
form of contact throughout the Viking Age: traderchAaeological remains can provide us
with more insight into this. It can help to furtiferm the picture of the contact situations and
the attitudes of the participants that was disalssehapter 3, and can give important clues
about identity and perception. Also, it offers altfor assessing the measure of exchange in
material and also immaterial sense that occurred.

We will take a look at archaeological remains frohe Netherlands, Germany and
Scandinavia. These will be examined in their ecanpsymbolic and cultural context. Most
material comes from Dutch soil, only little matéria known from Germany. During the
research for this thesis, | have been in contatht winumber of German scholf8all of
whom have given me their best effort, but couldyopmtovide me with little information.
Discussed artefacts can be found in the concisdocate in the appendix, where catalogue

numbers are given in bold.

2491 would like to thank Jan Kegler, Hajo van Leng&erd Kronsweide, Hauke Jéns and Florian Preifhfer
assistance.
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4.1 Hostile contacts: the Viking raids

The Viking raids on Frisia did not leave a largeshaeologically recognizable imprint on
Frisia or the places outside Frisia where Frisiaveye attacked. Yet there are some
archaeological finds that attest to the hostilet@ois between Viking and Frisian.

4.1.1 Swords

A number of swords were found alongside the riv@rsvhen dredging the rivers and in the
Northern provinces, which are referred to as “Vgkswords”. Even though it is uncertain that
they were actually used by Vikings in the Nethedgnit is possible that this type of sword
was brought from Scandinavia by Scandinavians, tepiesenting contact, either in a violent
context, or by trade. But, the swords of the Sasnans on the one hand and the Frisians
and Franks on the other were very similar, andaim®st impossible to distinguish’ Swords

or part of swords were bought from one to the gthspecially by Scandinavians who liked
the good-quality Frankish blades, making it everdéato speak of ‘Viking’ and ‘Frankish’
swords?®* Annemarieke Willemsen made an inventory of “Vikiagords” found in the River
delta of the Netherlands, and lists nine of thentotal. Of these, fourl(4) are found in
regions of interest for us in connection with thesians, near Dorestad and Utret#t.
Another one can be found in the collection of thenttaal Museum Utrech6) Northern
counterparts are given from Saaxumhuizen, Maarhyi2&ierhuizen, Antum (2x) in
Groningen, and from Stiens in the province of Leaxden 6-11).>>* As Willemsen has
noted, it is striking that of weapons only swordwd been found, making it likely that they
were deposited either by the Vikings or by theieraies®®* This would indicate the swords’
symbolic as well as functional meaning. Unfortuhat@ Scandinavian character of these
swords cannot at all be established with certaipéy,the possibility remairfS> Supporting
this thesis is the distribution pattern of the stgmvhich largely coincides with the areas that

saw Viking activity as it is known from the writtesources.

4.1.2 Defence works
In the marshy, coastal area of former Frisia, wifiiom time to time was flooded and that has

20 willemsen (2004), 65.

%! |bid., 65.

*52bid., 66-67.

#3H H. van Regteren Altena and J.C. Besteman, 91-29.

4 Willemsen (2004), 67.

%5 N.L. IJssennaggeXikingen in noordelijk Nederland:handel, hakzileer handgemeeinventory made
during internship at the National Museum of Antigps in Leiden, 2009. Unpublished.
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partly disappeared into the sea, not many trac&skirig attacks can be found. An exception,
located in the Dutch part of Frisia, form the tacé defence against the Vikings, that can
still be seen in the landscape. Along the coadowher Frisia, from Texel to Flanders, and
along some of the rivers and estuaries, tracesraidlar fortresses or ring-fortresses can be
found. These defence works were built up of clay, sand and wood. From south to north,
ring-fortresses in former Frisia occur in Oostbu@mst-Souburg, Middelburg, Domburg and
Burgh in the province of Zeelaritf in Rijnsburg and in Den Burg on the island of Tiexe
both in North-Holland®’ In a number of places ring-fortresses are expestqubssible, but
not yet proven, and these are from south to ndl#aldwijk and Maasland in South-Holland,
and Velzerburg and Oudsburg in North-Holl#At.Westwards as far as Zutphen and
Deventer, towns that saw Viking activity in a latage, ring-fortresses can be fodr.
Thanks to extensive archaeological research il &8s, much is known about the circular
fortresses in Zeeland, with the exception of thesgae fortress in Kloetinge that will not be
discussed here. In Zeeland, the age of the fodsess according to Van Heeringen, still
recognizable in the place-names, almost all of Wwhigcorporate the toponym ‘burg’,
meaning ‘burcht’; a fortress or stronghold in gehesense, not only early-medieval oA%s.
But most of the five or six fortresses in this prme are also still recognizable in the
landscape, although mostly heavily restored, araldan even be visited. Most of them have
approximately the same size (usually 220 m. but H@@ m. in diam. but the fortress of
Domburg is bigger (265 m. in diam.). They havebaen partly excavated, and some finds
(mainly organic material such as animal bones, dsb construction wood) have been
radiocarbon dated to the ninth or tenth centfifhe construction of the defensive fortresses
is dated to the last quarter of the ninth centand they are therefore contemporary with the

Viking activity in this area. On the basis of tk#gidence, it is agreed amongst scholars that

256 R.M. van Heeringen, “Voorwoord,” in R.M. van Heggen, P.A.Henderikx and A. Mars edé¢rpeg-
Middeleeuwse ringwalburgen in Zeelaf@®oes/Amersfoort: De Koperen Tuin/Rijksdienst vhet
Oudheidkundig Bodemonderzoek, 1995a), 9.
%" R.M. van Heeringen, with contributions by Arent Biod Janneke Buurman, “Kolonisatie en bewoninkgn
mondingsgebied van de Schelde in de vroege Middelee vanuit archeologisch perspectief,” in R.M. van
Heeringen, P.A.Henderikx and A. Mars ed&geg-Middeleeuwse ringwalburgen in Zeeld@bes/Amersfoort:
2I358e Koperen Tuin/Rijksdienst voor het OudheidkunBagiemonderzoek, 1995d), 51.

Ibid.
%9 M. Groothedde, “The Vikings in Zutphen (Netherlaptlin Vikings on the Rhine. Recent Research on Early
Medieval Relations between the Rhinelands and $tavid, ed. R. Simek and U. Engel (Wien: Fassbaender,
2004), 123-129.
260 R M. van Heeringen, “Inleiding. De burgterreinaerhun huidige gedaante, ” in R.M. van Heeringen,
P.A.Henderikx and A. Mars ed&/roeg-Middeleeuwse ringwalburgen in Zeeld@bes/Amersfoort: De
Koperen Tuin/Rijksdienst voor het Oudheidkundig Bownderzoek, 1995b), 15.
61 R M. van Heeringen, “De resultaten van het aratgisthe onderzoek van de Zeeuwse ringwalburgen,” in
R.M. van Heeringen, P.A.Henderikx and A. Mars edsoeg-Middeleeuwse ringwalburgen in Zeeland
(Goes/Amersfoort: De Koperen Tuin/Rijksdienst vbet Oudheidkundig Bodemonderzoek, 1995c), 36-39.
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the fortresses have been constructed as part ebtstal defences against the Vikings, where
people and cattle could flee in times of dangersMigely, they were predominantly used to
store and protect mobile goods like sheep and fesgecially since sheep remains were
widely found within the fortressé8?

The fact that the Zealand fortresses are conneotdite Viking raids as defence works,
makes it very likely that the other ring-fortressdang the coast of former Frisia and along
the rivers are connected to the attacks of thehdweh. As the fortresses are different in size
and shape, this brings one to question if they voeiik by separate initiatives, with separate
goals or for different amounts of animals (and ppehpeople). More ‘burg’-place names can
be found along the Dutch coast, raising the quesfidhese too attest to former, circular
fortresses. However, one must be careful withittestification, as burg-names might just as
well indicate earlier (e.g. Roman) or later fod#tions.

Although the German mainland coast has not yieldgdfortresses as far as | am aware,
they can be found on the Northern-Frisian Islarfdsdhr and Sylt, where there was a Frisian
and a Scandinavian population (see § 4.2.4). Om, & ring-fortress Lembecksburg is still
visible, just as the ring-fortress Tinnumburg ort8% Here, the onomastics are again linked
to the structures. At Archsum on Sylt there mighwédnexisted another one. As with the Dutch
‘burgen’, they seem to have been built to accomredaimals, goods and perhaps people in
times of danger. All of these fortresses have lmasstructed in the first half or the middle of
the ninth century® so slightly before the Zeeland fortresses. Degpite difference in age,
they are, according to Herbert Jankuhn, also cdedem Viking activity, and to the other
defence works along the former Frisian cGast.

4.1.3 Evidence from (t)ra(i)ding centres

As has been pointed out, the circular fortress@nburg is bigger in diameter than the other
fortresse$°® which is probably due to the fact that a royal oraand a trading centre were
present in this area in the Early Medieval periblde villa Walachrium— indicating a rural
estate — was part of a royal estate that stretchuedover the whole of Walcheren. Here,
thousands of sheep are presumed to have been hgrddthps as part of specialized

production of wool and cloth — which happens tothe Frisians most famous trades ware.

%2 \/an Heeringen (1995d), 50.

2631, JankuhnDie Frithgeschichte vom Ausgang der Vélkerwandesisgum Ende der Wikingerzeit
Geschichte Schleswig-Holsteins, dritter baxdPauls. (Neuminster: Karl Wachholtz Verlag, 1793.76.
%4 |pid., 176.

285 |pid., 177-178.

66 \/an Heeringen (1995d), 50.
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Near thevilla there was a trading centre, to which many coiddifrom the sixth century
onwards have been ascrit@d.The trading centre was part of a network and hitsa of
coastal and riverine settlements that functionedbeal or regional ‘central-market-places’,
and can be classified as regional market with iatéonal links**®

Analysis of the numismatic evidence from Dombues ltlearly shown a decline in the
circulation of Carolingian coins after ca. 840 AAacording to numismatist Arent Pol the
difference between the amount of coins before 84D. Aand after is not explicable on
numismatic grounds, leaving the conclusion thatdéeine is the consequence of the Viking
raid and devastation of 837 AZ There are two possible explanations for the decHither
the trade was disturbed by the attack, causingdiesslation of money, or part of the money
was taken by the Vikings, or a combination of the.tin chapter three, we have seen that the
Vikings took booty in Walcheren, and extracted utés for as long as they wanted. This
makes clear that the Viking attack on Walcherenrsicey
destruction and disadvantage for the people preskat
Franks and the Danish Hemming. This partly becdlse
Frisians refused to do their work in the defences.

The famous brooch from Dorestadl2, an icon of
Dutch archaeology, that was found in a well haseveral
occasions been connected to the Viking raids. Tea i

behind it is that the brooch is too precious arecbjo be

lost or left in every day life, but that could lwest or buried
in the heat of a Viking attack® This raises the question i '
. . fig. 3 The Dorestad brooche. Photo: National
other valuables like brooches or other jewelleryld@lso  Musuem of Antiquities.

be seen as attesting to Viking raids, or that timey have

ended up in the ground for different reasons. Weardy speculate. But Frankish and Frisian
(coin)-hoards of the ninth century from the Netards and Germany are, by some scholars,
interpreted as having been buried out of fearter\tikings?’* It is unclear how many of these

hoards actually have been found, but numbers vaejwden twelve according to

267 D. Tys, “The Schelde estuary as a frameworlefoty Medieval settlement development,” in Dordsta
an International Frameworked. A. Willemsen and H. Kik. Turnhout: Brepol§1® [in print], (164).

2%% |bid., 166.

29 van Heeringen (1995d), 47-48.

2OWwillemsen (2004), 75-76.

21 Knol (2010), 47-56. E. Knol, ‘Bedreigd door No@mmen? De schat van Marsum'3tad en Landé5:1
(2006) 16-20.Amongst the hoards that Knol connecigiking threats are the Tzummarum and the Marsum
hoards.
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archaeologist€? and forty according to numismatists.Some of the hoards contain Arabic
coins or even Scandinavian silVét,but are not likely to be Scandinavian. More likéhe
hoards have been buried by Frisians, who had aratg attitude towards money and silver in
this period. Unlike the Franks, they were not soused on coins and accepted unminted
silver more easily, like the ScandinavidghsScandinavian silver could thus have ended up
amongst the Frisians by means of trade or posgifihgiving. The valuables of Frisians could
consequently have been buried to kept them togettetisafe, possibly out of fear for Viking-
attacks, but could also have ended up in the soibfeerings. These, again, could also be
connected to Viking raidS® The fact that these specific Frankish and Frisiaards almost
only occur in the northern parts of the Netherlarsgead over this part of former Frisia, and
the fact that they specifically occur in the nirglntury at least make a strong case for a
connection with the Viking attacké’ Especially Coupland has very convincingly showat th
the hoards likely have been buried in years wherkmev Viking attacks occurred in Frisia
and that the burying of hoards ceased in the péhatithe Frisians won more battfé8.

Evidence of hostile contact from Germany can lmébin Reric outside Frisia, of which |
suggested earlier, on the basis of the writtencgsyrthat Frisians and Scandinavians met.
Reric is a trading town that we know, from the temt sources, to have been destroyed in 808
A.D. by Godfred, who relocated the tradesmen taesHtiorp/Hedeby within the Danish
kingdom. Since excavations in the 1990s by the &hsity of Kiel, Reric is believed to be at
the site of GroR Stromkenddf The excavations have proven that the trading eentrs
inhabited by Slavic people, Scandinavians and &igsi These are identified mainly on the
basis of the burials that have been excavateilany of the finds from the site — such as iron
and bronze slag, fragments of casting moulds, piefemelted glass and bone and antler
debris — point to production, but equally many &nddicate importation. These are mostly
Frankish-Carolingian, insular and Scandinai#rStrikingly, Reric is the most eastern town

where a pottery type called ‘Muschelgruskeramiks Haeen found, and in considerable

12| 3ssennagger (2010), 15.

213 Coupland (2006), 246.

2’4 Besteman (2004), 35-36.

273 |bid., 35.

7% Knol (2010), 47-56. Knol (2006), 16-20.

2" Knol (2006), 19.

2’8 Coupland (2006), 247-249.

2193, Brather, “Rerik,” irReallexikon der Germanische Altertumskunde. Bh@Berlin/New York: Walter de

Gruyter, 2003), 514-515.

280 M.Miiller-Wille, Friihstadtische Zentren der Wikingerzeit und ihrteitand. Die Beispiele Ribe, Hedeby

gsqd Reric(Mainz/Stuttgart: Akademie der Wissenschaften dedLiteratur/Franz Steiner Verlag, 2002), 31-33.
Ibid., 29-32.
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guantity. This type of pottery primarily occurs adpthe northwest-German and the Dutch
coast® i.e the coast oFrisia, and is regarded as a Frisian type, used by maeled” It is
very plausible that this pottery was brought toi®by Frisian traders who had their business
in the town. From the archaeology, it has beconearcthat Reric declined around &£.
Altogether, this allows us to suggest that Frisigaeed were victim of the violent actions of
Godfred in 808 A.D., as suggested in chapter 3 ramibved to Hedeby.

4.1.4 Scandinavian evidence
From Scandinavian soil comes the very interestieigjésneck-ring13) whose textual aspects
have already been discussed in earlier chaptetswhich can also be considered in an
archaeological respect. Traditionally the find nserpreted as evidence of a Viking raid on
Frisia, where the original reading of the runiccimgtion says they went and subsequently
split the booty?®> We know from textual sources that Viking raids fenisia were frequent.
Analysis of the necklace has shown that it mosbabty is manufactured in Scandinavia, but
it might also have been made from Frisian silvezt ome interpretations indicate that it is
not necessarily an item from Frisia, as few paiahave been found hef&

The necklace with runic inscription is often asselson its own, but was actually found in
a hoard 13) that contained another twisted neck-ring and thains with pendants, one a
crucifix, the other hammer-shaped with small rimgghe bottont®’ The neck-rings are of a
type dated to the ninth century, the rest of thgeab are dated to the late tenth century,
giving a date for the hoard in the tenth cenfiifyAlthough the second neck-ring is classified
as Scandinavian, the other items all have an emstigin?®® The objects might have been
acquired in different places, possibly Frisia. Neckys like the ones in the hoard most likely
were kept or exchanged as gifts by Scandinaviarssiply Scandinavian tradesmen or rulers
in Frisia, or even by Frisian tradesmen who hadiabd them here, in Scandinavia or even

from the Baltic, where they encountered Scandimsvidhe difference in the dating of the

*%2|pid., 33.

283 J. Hoops, “Slawische Keramik, " Reallexikon der Germanische Altertumskunde. B2h@Berlin/New
York: Walter de Gruyter, 2005), 80.

284 Muller-Wille, 35-36.

85 Samplonius, 89-101.

286 spangen, MEdelmetalldepotene i Nord-Norg€omplekse identiteter i vikingtid og tidlig middieler.
(Tromsg: hovedfagsoppgave, institutt for arkeolagiyersitet i Tromsg, 2005). Unpublished, 57-5&ould
like to thank Marte Spangen and Jarn Erik Henriksemproviding the document and answering my qoesti
87 3. Graham-CampbeN/iking Artefacts. A Select Catalog(ieondon: British Museum, 1980), 87.

88 gspangen, 57-58.

289 E, Roesdahl edWwikinger, Warager und Normannen. Die Skandinaviet Europa 800-120qMainz:
Philipp von Zabern, 1992), 317.
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objects suggest a hoard accumulated through tihee different origin of the objects an

accumulation throughout a larger geographical a#dlatogether, the image that the hoard
provides us with is of a Scandinavian owner well/élled, with links to both the Baltic and

Frisia, or of Scandinavian owners who all put satems into the hoard after a successful
raid *° It therefore opens up the discussion for possislilike trading contacts in the Baltic,

which will be discussed below.

Most scholarly attention has been given to theécrimscription, which has been discussed
in chapter three, but the ring holds another enggathat has been discovered by Spangen
and that is not taken up in any other studiesastlbeen interpreted by Spangen as a ‘woman’s
figure’; a carving of a dress-shaped (triangulaguife with arms in the side (round) and a
neck, but no legs or head. She connects this figutee symbolic identity of the neck-ring,
i.e. a religious deposition in connection to a gestd® She only sees parallels to this figure
in southern Sweden and the Baltic. My search foalfs has only confirmed this image, but
the parallels are male figures.

Unfortunately, |1 have not been able to study ti
object and its carvings in their original, only rimo
pictures. Looking at the picture above, m
interpretation of the figure would nevertheless |
different than Spangen’s. | see a figure with teqgsl|
rather than a skirt, especially based on the ddiker

stretching from just above the ‘merkje’ down to th

left, hands on the hips and something that migha b -~ i i
head. -
Here we have a reference to the Frisians ant fig. 4 The ‘graffiti on the Senja neck-

ring as interpreted by Spangen. Photo: Marte

drawing of what appears to be a human figure on Spangen, Tromss Museum.

same Scandinavian, Viking Age necklace. It leads 10

the question if they were carved at the same tbye,

the same person, and should be interpreted togatkey likely, this is not the case. But if it
would turn out to be from the same date, then tnestion if they are connected should be
considered. If so, could this figure then represard of the drengir Frislands, the lads of
Frisia? Or could it be the depiction of one of ®eandinavians, who belonged to the ‘we’

who went to pay a visit to the Frisians? Theseadreourse only speculations. According to

290 would like to thank A. Willemsen for this useftbmment.
21 Spangen, 105-106.
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runologists, the interpretation of the runic inption would not change if it was connected to

the human figure, if it is a human figure at&fl.

4.2 Peaceful contact: Vassals and benefice holders

The scholarly discussion on the Viking Age in thetierlands has long revolved around the
question of whether there ever were any Danes détdlied in this area. From the written
sources, it became clear that at least benefiagel®imust have stayed in some parts of the
Netherlands and other parts of former Frisia sugtRastringen, and that they had winter
camps on Dutch soil. But because of the lack oh lamthaeological and linguistic proof, the
general agreement had long been that there wasinisiDsettlemerft> The discovery of two

Viking hoards have changed this image, and schalarsagree on a Danish presence.

4.2.1 The Westerklief hoards

In 1996 a silver hoard was found at Westerklieth@ municipality of Wieringen, province of
North-Holland (4). It consisted of one silver neck ring made of lsiaided silver threads,
one twisted silver arm-ring, six flat stamped arngs, three coins made into jewellery, a
strap end, sixteen silver ingdtsand 78 Carolingiadenarii, and had been found with sherds
of Badorf pottery and some grass. It seemed to bha&es put in the Badorf container and
covered with the grass when burf@dThe youngest coins in the hoard are from arourfj 85
providing aterminus post querfor the burying of the hoard, which is interpret@sl once
belonging to a Danish owner. The majority of tHeesiis from Scandinavia and we know the
Danes were active in this area, but the coins anst itikely to stem from the Frankish and
Frisian area and may have been added to the siblierction last®® They could have been
obtained either by raid or by trade, and the witoleposition of the hoard points to it being
the accumulated wealth of a Scandinavian merchant999 and in 2001 more silver was

found close to the first hoard, and together thiasds form a second silver hoard of

292| would like to thank Judith Jesch and James Erk<or their remarks.

293 3.P. Blok, “De Wikingen in Friesland,” iaamkundel0 (1978): 26-47.

24 |n some publications, Besteman states that theré aingots, but | have only counted 16, the numtiet is
also mentioned on the website of the National MaosefiAntiquities (www.rmo.nl).

2% Information from The Museum System, National Musexf Antiquities, Leiden.

J.C. Besteman, “De vondst van Westerklief, Gene@/ieringen. Een zilverschat uit de Vikingperiode,”
Oudheidkundige mededelingen uit het RijksmuseunDuaifieden te Leideri (1997): 199-226.

2% 3. Coupland, “Between the devil and the deep &h#” inCoinage and history in the North Sea world, c.
AD 500-1250essays in honour of Marion Archibaled. B. Cook and G. Williams (Leiden/Boston: BraD06),
242.
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Scandinavian character: Westerklief 15(.°” This time the hoard consisted of one silver
ingot, one coin ornament, 24 pieces of hack-sil@érArabic coins and imitations (mostly
fragmented) and 39 Carolingian coins. The find frd@01 also contained some sherds of
Badorf pottery’*® so presumably this hoard was buried in a vessel&gain, the silver seems
to have its origin in Denmark, apart from the coiBsth the youngest Arabic coins and the
youngest Carolingian coins are from the late 8¢dang a date for the deposition of the
hoard from around 880 A.E5?

In Scandinavia’s early Viking Age, it was the sihitself that was important as currency,
not coins. According to archaeologist James GraBampbell, there were three types of
economies current, in subsequent order. FirstBrethvas a display economy that is reflected
in hoards by ornaments, jewellery and so on. Sdgphdllion economy consisted of the use
of hack-silver, ingots and coins by their weightchuse the weight and quality of silver is
more important here. Therefore, silver is choppgedand tested for its quality. Lastly, a
money economy in the way we know it became curianin the rest of Europe. The types of
economy can overlap, as is known from several ®94PdOn the basis of Graham-
Campbell’s criteria, Westerklief | is a point inseaas it displays both display economy and
the start of bullion economy. According to Bestepduring the ninth and tenth centuries the
weight of silver was becoming increasingly impotfasignalling thus the transition to a
bullion economy. Westerklief 1l reflects this demeiment, as it shows both fragmentation and
traces of the testing of the silver quafity.

Strikingly, the period covered by the two hoards eatly within the period in which this
part of Frisia was in hands of Danish overlordsi®Rand Godfrid as a benefice. The finds
have therefore been interpreted as having beempdbgessions of two Danes who came to
Frisia to settle for an undetermined period, takyagt of their wealth with them from home
and hiding their accumulated wealth from trading eaiding in the groundf® The reason for

the burying and never retrieving of the treasureai@s uncertain, but some suggestions have

297 J.C. Besteman, “Nieuwe Vikingvondsten van Wierimgge zilverschat van Westerklief I1,” Middeleeuwse
ToestandenArcheologie, geschiedenis en monumentenzatg P.J. Woltering. W.J.H. Verwers and G.H.
Scheepstra (Hilversum: Verloren, 2002), 65.

2% |bid., 67.

299 bid.

390 ecture by James Graham-Campbell, “Treasure,” Mgr&B.08.2010. Summer School Viking Age
Scandinavia — Transformation and Expansion, Unitsee$ Arhus. See also B. HardBjlver in the Viking Age.
A Regional-economic Survéiyund: Almquist & Wiksell, 1996), 23.

3013.C. Besteman, “Scandinavisch gewichtsgeld in Naderin de Vikingperiode,” in E.H.P. Cordfunke ad
Sarfatij ed.Van Solidus tot EurdGeld in Nederland in economisch-historisch perspédiHilversum:
Verloren, 2004), 24-33.
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been made and some more can be added. AccordiGgattam-Campbell, there are three
possible reasons for burying a hoard, namely theglie bury them in times of threat, the
safekeeping of money you do not immediately ne&sb (@mily treasure) and as offerings to
the gods’® Analysis of the grass-sample has shown that tisé libard was buried in early
spring. Viking raids usually were carried out irrisg and summer, because of the weather
conditions and because it was trading season. @aeusd rivers were namely better sailable
and because of that there were more goods in ggadimns. It seems plausible that a Viking
who had established himself in Frisia (presumabkiygorarily) and was going on a raid
buried his silver to keep it safe. If this is trese, then the find not only attests to settlement,
but also to raiding. But, there are more framewank&hich the hoard can be placed besides
the economical framework Besteman uses, that asd {p Danish settlement.

It was common practice in Viking Age Scandinaviarbury possessions. According to
Snorri Sturluson, Odin made some laws for bothQle Norse gods and the humans. One of
these laws was that the possessions that a decéasesdlf had buried in soil, would
accompany him in the afterlife in Valhafi¥ If this was common belief in Viking Age
Scandinavia, then burying your treasures was aldenting to do, even if it was abroad.
Burying silver to secure the afterlife could beaternative explanation for the fact that we
find Viking hoards such as in Wieringen. This expalon that is used in Scandinavian
studied® has not been picked up in Dutch research until.Hbwould also well be seen in
combination with the idea of going on a journeyguwseg your wealth for safe-keeping or for
the afterlife. In any case, it indicates once ntbet¢ the hoards were owned by Scandinavians.

Yet another argument, also overlooked in Dutchistias far as | am aware, can be given
for the hoards attesting to settlement. Archaestogiorun Zachrisson has studied
Scandinavian hoards in connection to landscape paoderties. Her conclusions are that
Viking Age silver hoards can be connected to priypéoundaries and even houses and
graves within the property. They could have beerduas markers of newly created
properties. This argument is reinforced by a sdgeyswhich tells of the taking of land in
Iceland by the burying of silvéP® Possibly, the hoards in former Frisia could alecsben in
this context, and then they would definitely attést settlement. If one accepts this

explanation, they could be interpreted as markete@ boundaries of newly settled territory.

393 Graham-Campbell, “Treasure.”

394 Snorre De farste kongenérans. A. Holtsmark and D. Arup Seip, ed. F. Hzml( Oslo: Jan Stenersens
forlag, 2007). 12.

3% See for example Spangen, 28 and Hardh 26.

%% Spangen, 31.
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The settling of Danish immigrants in a beneficdeatst provides the right setting for this

interpretation.

4.2.2 More Wieringen silver

The area of Wieringen has yielded even more Scawmtin silver that seems to have gone
partly unnoticed in the discussion of “Viking fifdsThe database of the Dutch money
museum in Utrecht lists a round, silver ingot friévieringen, dated to the ninth centufy6.

It most probably is of Scandinavian character, Whias raised the question whether it
belongs to one of the Westeklief finds. Unfortuhgté is a single find that was made by a
detectorist, and the exact location is unkndrif the ingot did not belong to the Westerklief
finds, it would reinforce the image of a Scandimavpresence in this part of former Frisia.
Also some coin finds that were made in the lastadecseem to attest the presence of
Scandinavians on Wieringen. In this municipalityjuanber of Arabiadirhamswere namely
recovered besides the hoards.

Together, these finds represent the contact nsmthat occurred with the granting of
benefices in Western-Frisia. It might also be wautiinting out that deposits like hoards do
not necessarily have to consist of several itemgnea single piece of jewelry can be
deposited in the same way and with the same cotimusaas hoard®® So even single finds
(discussed below) might point to the practice ofymg possessions, and consequently to

Scandinavian settlement, although it is hard to@ro

4.2.3. Other ‘Scandinavian’ coin finds

Also elsewhere in the Netherlands, Arabic coins fatend. According to Besteman some
were used as jewellery, others had traces of tgsBoth of these are typical for a Viking
character, considering their bullion economy. Bseathe Scandinavians cared more about
the weight and quality of the silver than about toéns, old, outdated coins could easily be
transferred to therfi® At least 25% of the coins found in the Netherlaads fragmented
(hack-silver), 25% have testing traces and 25%naade into jewelry. This all points to a
Scandinavian origin. As Besteman has noted, gnsarkable that only two coins are found in
the river area, and that most are found in thetabaseas and northern provinces (i.e. the
Frisian and neighboring areas). Apparently, hentdaithe distribution of the Arabic coins did

397 http://www.geldmuseum.nl/museum/content/zoekeniauNuminsnr. 1032997.
%98 Besteman 2004, 31.

%9 35pangen, 13.

%19 Besteman 2004, 31.
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not occur at Dorestad or later trading towns in the
area>'! But one could also argue that they did occur at
Dorestad, but did not remain there and were
distributed to the Frisian parts of the countrye ulk

occurs in areas that are known to have seen

Scandinavian activity in this period in the form of

fig. 5 cut-upditham NUMISHT. benefice-holders and their followers, and could

1035493. convincingly be connected to this Scandinavian-
http://www.geldmuseum.nl/museum/c
ontent/zoekennumis Frisian contact. Else Roesdahl confirmed that the

Arabic coins on the European continent are few and
far in between, and that they only occur in Vikimgards as the Carolingians have their own
mint and do not accept Arabic coins as curretieyAccording to Besteman, the coins are
another form of evidence for ‘Scandinavian settleth®® but more accurately it points to
Scandinavian presence, which can be either ineéhgshort or in the longer term.

4.2.4 The German evidence

Thanks to the textual sources, we know that theatogrgq of a benefice to a Dane also
happened in Rustringen. Unfortunately, no archagodb evidence attests to this. From other
parts of Frisia there are some finds pointing totact.

One of the obvious places to look for traces ofemmeaceful contact is Nordfriesland, the
part of Frisia that bordered Denmark in the Viki~hge. Here, there is an attestable Frisian
population from the seventh or eighth century omsarAt the same time there is also a
Scandinavian presence on the islands, and frofiG A.D. also on the mainland. Just below
the border of modern Denmark, a couple of Scandamafinds have been made. They date
from the year 1000 and shortly after, so well itite Viking Age. | have not been able to
identify all the finds, but the most well-known @nare a pair of stirrups from Karlum with
close parallels in Denmark, and part of a bronzéléifrom Leck®* Herbert Jankuhn sees
another piece of evidence in wooden beams from lawerth-century church, that are
decorated in a specific northern style.

In the study of history and archaeology of Schigstolstein, Jankuhn argues that these

311 Besteman (2004), 33.

312 personal comment by Else Roesdahl during the SurBof®ol Viking Age Scandinavia — Transformation
and Expansion, University of Arhus.

%13 Besteman (2004), 33.

%14 Jankuhn, 173-174.
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single finds in combination with onomastic data @&édence of the presence of the
Scandinavians as part of the Frisian people liviege. This is perhaps not very surprising in
a border region. The Frisian-Scandinavian cohabitatan predominantly be seen on the
Frisian islands, to which Frisians first immigrateohd shortly after Danes from northern-
Jutland. According to Jankuhn, dialect studies esagghat the Frisian dialect here is
substantially different from that on the mainlandost likely, the Danish and Frisian

population lived together, mixing their dialedts.Unfortunately, Jankuhn does not list the
finds and only presents one drawing, making it liarckitically consider his theory.

However, the evidence may be linked with evideinoen the written sources. In theF,
we can read that in 857 A.D. the Danish king graimésland (indicating it was his property)
between the Eider and the sea to a Scandinaviarcdinge from Frisia, on behalf of Roric.
Could this be another Scandinavian-Frisian ben@fitke might then wonder if the mixing of
people — either peaceful or not — that Jankuhrebe$ occured, also happened in other Frisian
benefices as well. The textual sources shed lightthos, as they tell of the case of a
Scandinavian living amongst Frisians and leadirgptlin a battle against the Vikings and of
Hemming on Walcheren.

Evidence from the earlier discussed site of Reoes not provide clues about benefices,
but it does show that cohabitation of Scandinaviamd Frisians was very well possible in
trading towns. In Reric, both a Frisian and a Sgawan population were present. This is
not necessarily attested to by the tradeware asopat possessions, but mostly by grave
finds. Burials identified as Frisian and burialentified as Scandinavian were both found at
the site. The latter are very interesting, beingtdmrials in Scandinavian style with
Scandinavian, i.e. clinker built, bodf§.The fact that the graves from these people anedfou
side by side indicates that people from differeatkgrounds died and were buried in the

same period at this site. There appears to havedmagact in Reric, whether peaceful or not.

4.3 Peaceful contacts: Trade

A considerable amount of the ‘Viking finds’ in thidetherlands can be linked to trade or
related forms of peaceful contact (such as Scawmidinapresence in trading towns), as
Frisian/Frankish artefacts in Scandinavia can. iaén sites for these finds are the site of the

former trading centers such as Dorestad.

313 | pid.
318 Muller-Wille, 34-35.
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4.3.1 Dorestad

From the toll-inventories and other documents wevkrthat there was a substantial trade
between Scandinavian and Frisian and Frankish saideDorestad’’ Most of the trades
ware, like natural products, animals and slavesnofbe found in the archaeological record.
Finds are therefore of the more lasting kind, saslpottery, utensils, jewellery and perhaps
(parts of) the swords. From Dorestad, the find¢ tan be identified as Scandinavian or
influenced by Scandinavian style are a braided tansted gold braceletl{), two silver
bracelets with geometrical patterri8(19 and a golden fingering stamped with triangles all
dated to ca. 800-85@(@). Dated to the ninth century in general are th{eze a half) silver
needles with spherical ends that are decoratedfiligtee (hair- or cloth pins21,22,23'9), a
silver pennanular brooch with interwoven animaltgrais 24), a silver buckle with animal

319 a silver strap-mount with interwoven animal patse6) a silver spiral-

patterns 25),
formed bracelet with abstract animal patte2i) (and a silver tortoise-brooc28).3%° All of
these could have ended up here as personal betgngirScandinavian traders. They would
then be indicative of the presence of Scandinamiates and females, as the tortoise brooch
was an item for women. Another possibility is ttiety were brought by Scandinavian traders
as trades ware and sold to local Franks and Fsissariradesmen from other places, or that
they had been bought in Scandinavia by FrisianetsadA third possible explanation of the
presence of these objects is that they were giwgrebple in Dorestad as gifts, indicating a
practice of gift-exchange, which will be discusdmlow. The two latter possibilities mean
that Frankish, and perhaps Frisian people, hadditavian artefacts in their possession and
might even have worn them. This could say somethbygut their attitudes towards the other
and the self, about identity and about the corgigation.

If the objects were brought by the Scandinavianpasonal possessions, they could have
ended up in the soil as deposits in the same waklieadVesterklief hoards. However, most
objects were found in layers of debris within te&tlement, apart from the two bracelets with
geometrical patternsl8,19 that come from grave contexts,which according to Hardh is
somewhat uncommoti? Very few Scandinavian silver arm-rings like thésere been found

in graves in Scandinavia, but it was also uncommatme Frankish world. Traditionally, all

317 Willemsen (2009), 127.

318 | would like to thank Museum Dorestad for proviglime with information and pictures of this pin.

19 Willemsen (2004), 75.

320 |nformation from The Museum System, the Nationaiselum of Antiquities.

21 willemsen (2004), 75. L.J.F. Jansséudheidkundige Mededeelinge(Leyden: 1842), 39, 60. According to
Janssen, the first arm-ring was found by a ske]etod that a second, identical arm-ring was fousat the
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these “Viking finds” have been interpreted as enaefor trade contact, but, as made clear
above, the possibility that they attest to Scandarapresence in the context of Scandinavian

benefices should not be omitted. After all, Dordsteas in the hands of Danish princes.

4.3.2 Domburg/Walacrias

The second trading centre that has yielded arcbgeal proof of Scandinavian-Frisian
contact in the form of raids and of trade is Wataaear present-day Dombuid. The range
of finds is somewhat the same as in Dorestad, ibat much smaller scale.

Like in Dorestad, some silver needles with spla¢mends that are decorated with filigree
were found. One is part of a ‘toilet-sefdj that also includes an ear-spd6hlit usually is
interpreted as Viking, or possibly a local copy\dking toilet-sets®* It seems to point to
trade with Scandinavia, but what makes this tradetnvisible is the presence of Arabic
dirhamsat the same site. As we have seen, Walcherere-Dldtestad — had been subject to
several incursions and Domburg had a large circtdatress, indicating that there was
something the Vikings were interested in, which tmatbe protected. Most likely, these were
the sheep and their wool that were present atvila Walichrum nominethat is known from

textual sources and discussed in the previous en&pt

4.3.3 Kaupang and Ribe

Scandinavian trading towns have also yielded ewidenf contact. Archaeologist Dagfinn
Skre has studied the trade relations between Kaupad Dorestad. Kaupang was a Viking
Age trading centre situated on the south-east adgstesent-day Norway, which was in the
same trading network as Dorestad, along with Ritegleby and Birka. On the basis of both
the trades ware and what can be classified as medrpossessions, Skre is able to show a
clear link with Frisia and a Frisian presence ia finst half of the ninth century. Although he
considers the possibility of goods ending up in gang as loot, he concludes that most of the
items have come by two other means of exchangeglyanade or as personal belongirgs.
For some of the imports, Frisian traders are sugghass intermediaries. These are, for

example, glass beads from the Calipfalegmber and glass-vessét.Moreover, Lebecq

323 | ebecq (1983a), 78.

324 R.M. van Heeringen, “Een zilveren toiletgarnitjemit de Vikingtijd,” Walacria, een kroniek van Walcheren
3 (1990): 51-60.
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lists finds of Frankish coins and Frisian clothnfré&kaupang, all likely to have been imported
by Frisians®*°

Almost one-third of the Kaupang pottery was of rikiah/Frisian origin, which is the
same percentage as we have seen in York (8 1.8)was imported up to ca. 860 to 880
A.D., when import from our area suddenly stoppelke Ppottery mainly consists of cooking
pots and some containers, which could have beamtak Kaupang as personal possessions
or as containers for trade goods. Skre thinks istniikely that they were brought by
Frisian/Frankish traders from their homelands, leeret were almost no ceramic pots in
Norway at that time. And they are domestic or peatatems, indicating Frakish/Frisian
people stayed in Kaupang for some titffeOther evidence pointing to the presence of Frisian
traders are some pieces of not very high-statuslmetk, part of which come from Frisia.
They are all dress-accessories and fittings forpeea or riding gear and have not been
reworked, something that Scandinavian owners pigbabuld do. Most likely they were
worn by Frisian trades- or craftsmen during thstfar second half of the ninth centdrg.

Skre is convinced he has found a Frisian tradkamise. One building in Kaupang
(building A301) that is dated to the second quanfethe ninth century — in the period that
Frisians were probably present in Kaupang and dfrismports came through — and was
abandoned around 840/850, contained a concentrafioRrankish metalwork. As three
female dress accessories were found, it is condltiti at least one Frankish/Frisian woman
lived there, possibly a whole household. But thék kaf the pottery in the building was
Frisian, about twice as much as average in theofeite settlement, and much more glass
vessels had been found in this house than elsevBesa&les, this house does not show any
traces of a workshop, whilst all other buildingsre&vecombined residential houses and
workshops. So according to Skre, the inhabitanthisfhouse did not come to Kaupang for
production, but more likely for trade. This is soped by the fact that more imports than in
other houses were found, and by the fact that sde&r and weights were found. Probably,
these people were the first to use money-weigkiesiin Kaupang>® The researcher
concludes that it appears as if the inhabitantthisf house were Frisian/Frankish. But the

heading of one of the paragraphs of Skre’s artitl@hich this is discussed is called ‘What
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brought Frisians to Kaupang?’, indicating that ksuanes they were Frisidff. According to
Skre, they came to exchange their wares for iraur Eimes more iron was found in the
‘Frisian house’ than in others, and seem to hawn Istored on one side of the buildiig.
This could have been the product that was shippeBrisia and Francia in exchange for
pottery and other products.

Skre does speak of the particular “ Frisian” hoasea possible storing place for people
who had trading connections with the Frankish ansidh lands>® This seems more attested
by the archaeological evidence than a Frisian catbmup. Only one-third of the pottery in
Kaupang is actually Frankish/Frisian, which is naoich if there was no pottery produced
locally. Moreover, only three Frankish dress acoees were found. These might have been
exchanged with Franks or Frisians in Kaupand avetere, and do not necessarily point to a
Frankish/Frisian household. What is most strikitgpwt the whole set of data, is that the
imports and Frisian presence occurred in the fiast of the ninth century to around 850-880
A.D. As Skre points out, this final date of theel@00s is exactly the period when Dorestad
declined, a decline that traditionally is partlg@ised to the impact of the Viking attacks. It is
assumed that because of the fact that productpesiopoming to Scandinavia via Dorestad,
Scandinavian trading centers also started to declihis seems to be attested in the material
from Ribe, Birka and Hedeby as w&ll. Most likely, we are thus seeing a trading link
between Dorestad and Kaupang as well as other Beamah towns, where Frisian, Frankish
and Scandinavian traders performed their trade.

According to archaeologist Sgren Sindbaek, bothpag, Ribe, Birka and Hedeby are
classified as nodal points in a broader tradingvagk and are classified by their many
imports and specialized production. These imporitsgrily consist of Frankish and Frisian
goods, for which Dorestad was the main distributtentre. Especially Ribe shows a close
connection to the Frisian-Frankish area on thesbaskits imports>® Considering its close
proximity to Frisia, this might not surprise us.Afisian merchants or craftsmen are expected
to have resided in Kaupang, than they most likebul have been present in Ribe too,
especially since many of the imported vessels beRire interpreted as personal containers

for the merchant’s provisioft’
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4.3.4 Sliesthorp/Hedeby

When discussing Reric, we have seen that accotditigeAF and the excavations of Jankuhn
Sliesthorp/Hedeby (subsequently Hedeby) had a ptpal of Frisian merchants after 808
A.D. But there is more evidence for Frisian preseincthis Danish trading town.

The lay-out of Dorestad — the long road along#i#eriver at which the buildings and the
trade were situated, is recognized as typicallgi&n. Hedeby had a lay-out reminiscent of
this, possibly showing the hand of the Frisi&fisAccording to Lebecq, coins, ceramics, glass
and Rhenish products point to trade with Frisiamsby Frisians** but according to
Willemsen it points to direct links with Frank€. At least, there is a strong connection with
Frisia, so claims Lebecq, and this is also evidenihe selectd historical sources. Lebecq
argues that the evidence clearly shows that atirtiee of establishment in the eighth century,
Frisians were already present with their persomdbrigings and goods. And in the ninth

century, the Frisians again occupied the town withir trade®*®

This indicates that the story

of Godfrid and his replacement of people from Resi@ very plausible one, and that the
messengers between Dorestad and Hedeby could \ahhave been Frisian traders. This
idea is also reinforced by the fact that Charleneapimself used Frisian merchants as

messengers whom he sent to Godfffd.

4.3.5 Single finds
In addition to finds from trading centers, somegknfinds can contribute to the image of
Scandinavian-Frisian trade and contacts. More amoiguous single finds will be discussed
in paragraph 4.4.

The silver ingots from Wieringen point to econoraativities. Ingots were used as a sort
of Viking-Age wallet; they contained a concentrataf silver for payment. Besides the ingots
from Wieringen, another Scandinavian ingot was tban the mound Kloosterwierden in the
vicinity of Warffum, province of Groningen3().3*> According to Besteman, the ingot's
weight of about 26 grams is approximatelyear the standard quantity for the Scandinavian
Viking Age economic system. Therefore, he concluttest it attests to a Scandinavian

character. Also interpreted as attesting to thestae several testing tracé8.In the same
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manner, the Carolingian and Arabic coins pointrémlé activities, but as Carolingian coins
are common in Francia, ontlirhamscan be used to trace Scandinavian activity, sinela
Besteman. We have seen that part of the secondg/lkoard of Wieringen, and some single
finds existed of Arabiclirhams The spread of both Scandinavian ingots and Ardioiams

is striking®*’ It is restricted to the coastal area and the af€orestad. Finds are centered on
Walcheren, Wieringen and around Den Burg on treea$lTexel, the Westergo and Oostergo
region and some spread finds in the provinces ai&gen and Drenthe. According to
Besteman, they can be connected to the areas ofiBeaian activity’*® They may have
been used for trade in, for example, Dorestad oladvia. There are several finds of coins
throughout the northern Netherlands that are iné¢ed as Frisian but incorporate hack-silver,
which also point to trading activities.

A Scandinavian silver arm-ring with five smalléngs attached to it3() has been found
near at the beach near Callantsoog, along the Dugtakt, in sand that had been taken from
Schulpengat near the isle of Texel. The find idab c. 900/950 A.B* and could have
functioned as a form of currency, because the smalgs could be taken off and used as
payment. It is the only find of this type of ringiteide Scandinavia, but similar ones are
known from both Denmark (gold§? Norway** and Sweder>? Here, one arm-ring has five
smaller rings as well, but other have only one anyn This is due to the fact that the arm-
ring functioned like a wallet, and could have anyoant of rings. We can question how the
arm-ring came to the Dutch coast. Was the indiMigreo owned it on the way to Dorestad or
Walacria when he lost it? Or was it perhaps pa# lboard he buried in the coastal zone that

has been flushed away?

4.4 Exchange

There is a number of single finds from Frisia teaéms to point to exchange, but it is not
always clear to what kind of exchange exactly. Vieehalready looked at finds connected to
raid and trade, both means of exchange, but theres@me other forms of exchange that
should also be considered. Objects can have enal@uthe Frisian soil by gift-exchange or
as personal belongings of Scandinavians. This oatezpn also include some of the objects

*7pid., 31.

% pid., 31.

39 Information from The Museum System, Rijksmuseum @aidheden.
¥0Roesdahl ed., 264 (catalogue nr. 144).

%1bid., 263 (catalogue nr. 141).

%52 Graham-Campbell, 87, 263 (catalogue nr. 302).
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from Dorestad discussed above. Also, immateriaharge, such as the exchange of ideas

that is very common in contact situations, can sones be traced.

4.4.1 Gift-exchange or personal possessions?

Gift-exchange, as has been pointed out in chaptead a common practice in Scandinavian,
Viking Age society. The written sources, give saVedescriptions of Franks and

Scandinavians exchanging gifts, but in none ofd@hesre Frisians involved. Nevertheless,
gift-exchange between Scandinavians and Frisiang likely happened as well, and may

perhaps especially be expected where Scandinawants and Frisian counts were to
cooperate. We will now take a look at the objebtst tvould be suitable as gifts or personal
possessions, and that might have been exchangeedretScandinavians and Franks or
Frisians. Also some finds that are ambiguous vélhientioned.

As Egge Knol has pointed out, Scandinavian sithet was accepted by Frisians and
ended up in the Frisian hoards could very well haamme into the possessions of Frisians by
means of gift-exchang®® It usually concerns silver or gold jewelry likenarings, neck-
rings and finger-rings, but also sword$Precious metals and other objects of prestigeahad
important social significanc€” From Scandinavian prose and poetry, we know abiott
these practices. In poetry, it is often usedlenningswhich was a style figure by which poets
could describe a single noun by two or more compedrones. A leader of a war-band or a
royal person is for instance usually denoted asng-giver’. In the Eddic poem Sayings of
the High One ilfdvamd), which presents rules of conduct for Old Norseiedy, it is stated
that “With weapons and gifts friends should gladdee another”, and “mutual givers and
receivers are friends longest® In her article on the Senja neck-ring, Jesch Hesady
pointed out that the war-gear the runic text spedksas not only important in trade, but also
in gift-giving. This might be an explanation forethink between Frisia and Norway, and
could also explain Jesch’s reading of the ‘ladshe&sown group.

In Ostfriesland, three gold Viking rings have béeund, dating from the eighth to tenth

357

century. One is a twisted ring of two gold threddsnd in Larrelt 82),”" the second a

%3 Knol, 47-56.

%% Gurevich, 177-189.

355 Besteman (2004), 24-25.

$6«Havamal, ” inEdda trans and ed C. Larrington (Oxford: Oxford Unaigy Press, 1995), 20.

%7H. Stierling,Der Silberschmuck der Nordseekiiste - hauptsachli@chleswig-Holstein. I. Band:
Geschichtliche Entwicklung seit dem Mittelal(Bleumdiinster: Karl Wachholtz 1978), 25-26. | woliité to
thank Jan Kegler and Gerd Kronsweide for providhmginformation.
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%8 and the third a twisted ring with the

twisted ring of six gold threads from Auric83),
depiction of a dog on it3d). Being gold, the objects are very valuable anfthdely objects

of prestige®™® These are the kinds of objects that people woxth@nge as gifts or use as
offerings, and not normally as currency. The arbare they have been found is characterized
by settlements from the ninth century onwattisproviding a possible background for the
exchange and for Scandinavian presence.

Somewhat similar to the Larrelt ring is a goldgriitom Gaasterland in Frieslan@5].
This ring, discovered in 2009, is made from foursted gold threads. This too is a Viking
ring, as it has numerous parallels in Scandin®Vialnfortunately, research on this ring had
not yet been published at time of writing. A golaigr from Den Burg, Texel 36) is
unpublished as well, except for a reference by &iert®? This ring, which is in a private
collection, consist of six gold threads that arcpld on top of each other but twisted together
in one end, under a single round piece of gold. Tokdhe six threads are ribbed. It is
interesting that it is found at Den Burg, wherekmew there was a ring-fortress.

More stray finds are known from Frisia, but alsoni areas in the Netherlands outside
Frisia. Most of these finds are jewellery like arimgs and brooches. Like the Gaasterland
ring above, a number of these finds are made cteist, and unfortunately this sometimes
makes it hard to study the context. From the madgedwerd in the province of Groningen,
an open-worked, circular Viking brooch is knownidtdecorated with animals in Jellinge-
style 37).3°* From north-east Groningen, another round Vikingosh @8) is published, this
time in Borre-style according to the authors. Agaime decoration shows a pattern of
interwoven animals, but this brooch is not openkedr®*

From Pingjum stems a silver, spiraled braceléghwiwo fragments39). A similar one
from Groningen is currently being studied. The Ring bracelet is a peculiar object that
seems to have been reassembled, possibly the wwayg Originally, what is now the
Pingjum bracelet might actually have been two Hedse especially because of the
accompanying fragments that have not been reassdmiblis dated to c. 850/900 A.D. and
shows stamped decorations of lines and #6tdhe lines are placed horizontally and

diagonally along the bracelet. They are very rest@nt of decorations on the respective

8 http://www.ostfriesischelandschaft.de/af/

%9 gtierling, 25-26.

30 http://www.ostfriesischelandschaft.de/af/. Seeifistance ‘fundberichte’ 2004, 2006, 2007, 2008 20@9.
%1 3. Besteman, “Een gouden Vikingring uit Gaastetfabetector Magazind07 (2009): 33-34.

%2 Wwillemsen, 70.

363 . Zijlstra, “Een bijzondere vondst uit GroningeBetector Magazin&9 (2001): 10-11. Knol (2006), 16-20.
%4R.A. Regtop, “Viking fibula,"Detector Magazin@4 (1996): 8-9.

%5 Information from The Museum System, Rijksmuseum @adheden.
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Westerklief bracelets and Scandinavian counterp&tiso the form on the outside is very
similar, where the middle is thicker or stands imatre than the edges. The object thus seems
to be Scandinavian or influenced by Scandinavigiestand possibly came to Frisia as a gift
or a personal belonging, or even as currency abréelet was fragmented. But because the
shape of the bracelet on the inside is slightlyedent — hollow whereas the other bracelets
are flat inside — it might even be a local copyd@candinavian arm-rifj’ A bracelet that is
very similar to this one in form is a bracelet fravidlaren in Drenthe, which is currently
being studied by Pieter den Hengst at the Universit Groningert®® However, the
decorations on this bracelet are completely diffend do not resemble the Viking ones,
which may reinforce the idea that the Pingjum fisc hybrid object, combining both local

tradition and Scandinavian-style decoration.

4.4.3 Exchange of ideas

People in international trade centres might hay@etbeach others’ fashion and exchanged
ideas, as possibly is the case with the Pingjurodbes®®® This likely happened in Dorestad,
where jewellery and other items of several styl@gehbeen found. One of the Dorestad finds
has been interpreted as pointing to the practicecagying. The tortoise brooch29)
mentioned above is slightly different from Scandiaaones, according to Willemsen. Here,
these brooches usually are decorated in a relieéreas the Dorestad one is much simpler
with little relief and a more or less carved paitefhe pattern, however, does resemble
Scandinavian ones. As Willemsen suggested, thiscbres a local interpretation or copy of a
Scandinavian broocH? Clearly, Frisians and Scandinavians came intoamnend so did
their material culture. Although this is a verydik scenario, it must be stressed that on
Scandinavian brooches patterns with little relisbaare known. It may be style of decoration,
but it can also be a matter of production. Tortdiseoches became mass-produced in the

Viking Age by the use of moulds that were used @red over again. Over time, the relief of

%6 See bracelets g1996/11.244,

%7 . Amkreutz, and A. Willemsen, “Nieuwe voetsporever oude. Naar een nieuwe opstelling ‘Archeologie
van Nederland’ in het RMO Archeologie Magazing (2010): 56-59.

358 | would like to thank Pieter den Hengst for prarigime with information on the bracelet and forcdissing

this find and the Pingjum find with me.

9 Willemsen (2009), 165-167.

370bid., 165. The other object — a silver ring-pin — théllemsen suggest is a local copy, probably is Aot
identical pin is found in the British museum. | bastudied the ring-pin that is in the collectiorttod NMA, and

do believe it could have functioned. On the badksifithe pin, there is a silver piece sticking @gfainst which
the pin could rest.
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the mould and therefore the brooches could becommn vand less pronouncéd. It is
striking that the brooch is found singly, as theally are found in pairs (in grave contexts).
If only one is found, this possibly points to rewdehe brooch, for instance as a single brooch
used on the garment close to the n&éRhe possibility that this was a Scandinavian bhooc
of lesser quality that was reused must thus nainbigted.

This process of copying styles can also be seg¢herother direction. During the Viking
Age, elements of Carolingian art were introduce takeén up into the indigenous art styles.
Plant ornaments that were typical for the Carolingart were introduced in the time of the
Jellinge- and Mammen-styles (c. 880s-1030s), an@ &bkso used during the Ringerike-style
up to the Urnes-style (c. 980s — 1150¢).

More mixing of style must have occurred, but in@ always traceable. In Nordfriesland
we have already seen that people and dialects mi@dwvhy not other ideas? A very
interesting and traceable exchange, or rather gaindeas, can be seen in connection with
the coastal defences. In Denmark, four circulatrésses are known, namely Aggersborg,
Fyrkat, Nonnebakken and Trelleborg. What is intimgsis that these were built some
hundred years later than the Dutch fortresses, whithout doubt had been encountered by
the Danish Vikings. It is thought by a number oft€buand Danish scholars, that the Viking
Age Danes imported the idea from Fri&iaThis would mean that the Danes came upon these
fortresses, saw how well they worked, and triedstime at home. The Danes, however, did
not apply the idea without adapting it to their omeeds, which can be seen by the internal

lay-out of the fortresses that is specific for Demkz >

Conclusion

It has long been said that it is striking that isitel Viking archaeology is left in an area that
has been so marked by Scandinavian activity asafFasd it is still said. But, this image is

slowly changing, thanks primarily to the Westerkleards. There is even more evidence to

be considered from Frisia and beyond attestingrddet raid, cohabitation, benefices and

371 D.M. Wilson, “The development of Viking Age ariri The Viking Worlded. S. Brink and N. Price (London:
Routledge, 2008), 324.

372 personal comment by James Graham-Campbell dimen§ummer School Viking Age Scandinavia —
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373 Lecture by James Graham-Campbell, “Art and Ornasheriday 20.08.2010. Summer School Viking Age
Scandinavia — Transformation and Expansion, Unitiea$ Arhus.

37 van Heeringen (1995d), 54.

37> Else Roesdahl, personal comment during the SurSetesol Viking Age Scandinavia — Transformation and
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exchange of ideas. Furthermore, more interpretatmnthe known finds are possible, that
shed new light on the evidence. Good examplesisfatte in fact the Westerklief hoards, but
also the Senja neck-ring. Many of the finds, sded data would probably reveal more of
their secrets when subjected to closer scrutiny. ist also bear in mind that traces of
contact and exchange seem to be mostly of thetkiaidis not always found in archaeology:
the personal, immaterial and perishable.

It is striking that the image of the German Fms&rea very much coincides with the
image of the Dutch Frisian area, both when congigethe archaeological material and the
historical sources. What furthermore becomes appavben combining the archaeological
with the written sources is that on many occasitires peaceful contacts and the hostile
contacts such as trade and raid occurred on the gdae. Moreover, a lot of the details
known from the textual evidence can be backed uprblgaeology, and vice versa. It is clear
that the different types of sources have diffeamphasis; the texts mainly speak of raids and
benefices, whilst most of the archaeological matepoints to trade and gift-exchange.
Clearly, all these different types of contacts #dsside by side. This once again stresses that
the textual sources have a very clear politicapsc@nd shows that combing text and object

is a valuable method by which the limitations af thdividual sources can be diminished.
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Chapter 5
Consequences of the contacts

The contacts between Frisians and Scandinaviansatigthave had consequences, some of
which we have already encountered, on the invojweaples and their homelands. A lot of
these consequences will have been limited to tilg, geersonal life of people, which cannot
be (easily) studied or reconstructed. Hence, natagsequences will be equally traceable. A
number of the consequences of the different typesmtact, both in the short and in the long

term, ranging from the beginning of the Viking Agetil now, will be set out in this chapter.

5.2 The short term

5.2.1 Economical consequences

In Domburg, the archaeological evidence clearlywsftban economic decline at the time of
the Viking Age, as a consequence of the VikinggalMost of the short term consequences
probably should be sought in this economic fielde Taking of loot and tributes, must have
meant a considerable economic loss for FrisiansFaadks, even though they might have
been able to hide some of their valuables or nexddithem.

According to historian and numismatist Simon Canpl, Dorestad was most prosperous
in the 820s and 830s, after which it declined rigpid the 840s"° The decline of Dorestad
was traditionally described to the Viking activityut this image has somewhat altered and a
combination of causes now is accept€dOne of the most important ones is the gradual
silting of the Rhiné’® But also political circumstances must have beerinfifience, for
instance the fact that the Carolingian empire becapiintered and Dorestad was given as a
benefice to Danes when it already was on its wak.bd The idea of Vikings destroying
Dorestad, however, still is appealing to people.

The decline of Dorestad had its effect on Frissmandinavian trade, as is attested by
archaeological evidence from the Viking Age, Scaadian trading centres. From around 850
A.D. a strong decline in import of Frisian and Fdigh wares that usually are connected to
Frisian trade can be seen, as was the case in Kguypa4.3.3) However, despite the Viking

attacks and the devastation of a number of trademgres, Frisian-Scandinavian trade did

3763, Coupland, “Dorestad in the Ninth Century: Therismatic Evidence Jaarboek voor Munt- en
Penningkund&5 (1988): 5-26.

377 Willemsen (2009), 171.

3783, Coupland, “Trading places: Dorestad and QuénteassessedEarly Medieval Europ&:3 (2002): 226.
379 Coupland (2002), 226.
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continue and seems to have found other channels,irdgicated by the case study of York (8
1.3). A shift in blooming trading centres can berseluring and after the Viking Age, and
although this cannot totally be ascribed to Viknagds, these must have contributed to the
development. Frisia in particular was hit by Vikiatiacks and suffered from it. After 850
A.D. when Dorestad had declined, a shortage oésily recognizable in the area. This must
have meant poverty. Frisian merchants, who hacdeabtrading centre in the vicinity at this
point, most likely moved to new plac&8 such as Mainz of which it is said in 886 A.D. that

it's best quarters were Frisidft. This, again, would have led to impoverishment rigig 382

5.2.2 Christianization and integration
Viking activity gave a number of Danes a foothaid=rankish-Frisian politics in the form of
fiefs. Although some were given when the Danes cendad themselves to Frankish rulers,
some also were given because the rulers saw no optien. They were forced to grant the
Danes benefices, because they caused too much eam#y their raids. As they could
demand of the benefice-holders to keep out othkings, this sometimes led to a temporary
decrease of Viking attacks on the area. In mosés;athe Danes also had to convert to
Christianity, be it sincerely or only symbolicallyhich led to a line of royal Danes from one
family to become Christian. As we have seen indage of Harald the older, his followers
also converted. This was an important step forGhestianization of Denmark: Harald is
known to have accompanied the missionary Ansgahisrfirst attempt to Christianize the
Danes. But also the sheer fact that Danes camecaritact with Christianity and that some
royals converted paved the way for conversion, Wwinappened in 965 in Denmark and later
in the other Scandinavian countries. With the epsion, also other aspects from continental
Europe were introduced into Viking Age Scandinavibese are a new language and crave
for literacy, new art styles, centralization of pawbut also different social attitudes and
rules. Viking Age Scandinavia became closer tocthrtinental, Christian socief$?

The Danes who had converted to Christianity seerhatve been able to integrate into
Frankish-Frisian society. Examples are the Daraslaér of the Frisians and the Danes who
commended themselves to Frankish rulers. As has p@@ated out, this particular concerned

one family. The case of Godfrid is special in tbentext, as it is known that he married a

380 Coupland (2006), 262-263.
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Frankish lady, the sister of count Hugh. This wayhad strong ties to Frankish society and
politics. According to some scholars, Godfrid amlvaife had a daughter Reginhild, who was
the mother of Queen Mathilda, the wife of King Hknlr Mathilda is claimed to be partly
Danish and partly Frisiaft" If this is the case, then Danish and Frisian bioed were still
involved in the rule of the Netherlands. Otherr ri@taavians could have ‘mixed’ with
Frisians and Franks as well, leading to people iaethdescent in both the short and the long

term.

5.3 The long term

5.2.1 The Captured

The Frankish annals tell us of Vikings taking peopaptive on their raids. This way, Franks
and Frisians alike ended up in hands of Scandinawdaring the Viking Agé®® The captured
were either put to slavery in Scandinavia or on¢hefr settlements overseas, sold as slaves
elsewhere, or they were released after paymentrafisom and thus converted into silver as
well.*®’ Slaves were one of the most important trading codities of the Scandinavians, and
the purpose of many Viking expeditions was no ddobtapture slaves. So what exactly
happened to the Frankish and Frisian ones?

Very few traces of slaves remain, because ofdbethat they were poor and did not have
any influence in the political sense. Hence, theyeausually not buried properly, but ended
up in a pit in the ground. Written records tellstéves and their duties, and sometimes they
are found buried with their master. In Viking AgeaBidinavia, slaves qureelar were subject
to a master, but they could have some status agnl redrieve their freedom, as is attested by
for instance rune-stones. Both males and females gaptured and used as slaves on the land
and in houses. But they did not own any land, uguadt even after obtaining freedom.
Females were also used for sexual services, atesteal by the famous description of the
Arabic Ibn Fadlan of the Vikings in Russf&.

Stefan Brink has argued that in Viking Age Scaadian society, freedom was defined
more by the identification of a person with a famdroup and society and therefore the right
to belong to a fellowship. This is cut off when plowere taken captive and enslaved.

%% Halbertsma, 104.

3¢ See chapter 3

%7 Graham-Campbell, J. and D. Kidd, 33.
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Because of the fact strangers were usually seememies, the enslavement of Frisians and
Franks could be justifietf®
TheAXtells us of the 837 raid, when Walacria was ursiege, that Vikings took captive

many women, whose faith likely was the same:

[...] et pagani vastaverunt Walicrum multasque feminake iabduxerunt captivas cum
infinita diversi generis pecuni’

[[...] and the heathens (i.e. Vikings) devastateddieren and abducted many women
they captivated as well as an immense amounradws goods.]

If we believe the Frankish annals describing th#edint Viking raids, a considerable
population of Frisian and Frankish slaves must hbeen forced into a new life in
Scandinavia and the colonies. This would have plexvia whole new contact situation or
relation between the peoples, a relation of maater servant, of indigenous and immigrant
and of Self and Other. Since female slaves coulek Is@xual relationships with their male
masters, it probably also would mean that a mixedufation came into existence, with
children of Scandinavian-Frisian/Frankish parefisis provides a shift in Self and Other
again, when Frisian becomes part of the Scandingyelf. Perhaps DNA-research, a method
increasingly used in Viking studies, can providerenmsight into this in the future, although
it might proof hard to identify Frisians and Scaraliians because of their supposed earlier

contacts, mixing and descent.

5.2.3 The counts of Holland

The Frisian benefices were very significant for fhesian-Scandinavian contacts in the
Viking Age, providing a base of power for Danistyats. The last benefice holder who is
known from the written sources is Godfrid, presulmabmember of the same royal Danish
family as his predecessofs.Godfrid was leader of the Great Heathen Army tieat come
over from England. Emperor Charles came to ternth Wodfrid and his fellow leader
Sigfrid, by granting Godfrid Rorik’s former benedién Frisia and paying Sigfrid a tribute to
leave. In return, Godfrid was baptized and tookankish wife3* by which he adapted to the

local way of life. Besides, his wife was an illegiate daughter of Lothar Il, so Godfrid also

393, Brink, “Slavery in the Viking Age,” iThe Viking Worlded. S. Brink and N. Price (London: Routledge,
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commended to the Frankish royal famif§.This is not seen as a positive move by some of
the chroniclers, since the Fulda annalist states ithwas an insult that Charles made the
former greatest enemy of the empire its fellow md%&What perhaps might have contributed
to this negative attitude towards the commendaéind conversion of Godfrid, is that this
tactic earlier failed to stop Viking attacks. Altihgh the Dane was converted, he was still not
trusted by the locals.

The mistrusted Godfrid had, according to the astsalentered into a conspiracy with
count the Frankish count Hugh who was his brothelaw. The latter wanted Godfrid to
attack the empire of Charles in exchange for Hadf kingdom. Godfrid, however, sent his
Frisian counts Gerulf and Gardulf to Charles, tohien know that if he wanted Godfrid to
remain faithful to him, he would have to give hinoma land. He wanted areas in Germany
that produced wine, since it was not availableigswdenefice. Subsequently, Godfrid and his
wife were summoned by Duke Henry and the Bisho@abgne in the Betuwe. Here, Gisela
was lured off and Count Everhard, one of Henry'sintered Godfrid into a quarrel. Godfrid
and his men were killed by Henry’s men, Hugh wasdgd and banisheti®

With the death of Godfrid, not only his benefiGare to an end, but the line of Danish
benefice-holders in Frisia in general. This freleel way for the counts of Holland that would

play a significant role in Dutch history.

5.3.2 The image of the Scandinavians
The image of Scandinavians, and Vikings in paréicuhas been formed in this period of
Viking activity. The stories of their sea-voyagesdaheir successful raiding and battling
remained known. Even to this day the image of thidngs is effectively used. In films,
literature and in re-enactment, Vikings are verpylar still. As in the Viking Age and the
image of Vikings as brave, brutal, pragmatic anctessful people prevails. There has been a
certain fascination for these Scandinavian pedpeéntisited Frisia, even perhaps a longing to
find traces of their presence and influence onid&risspecially in the period of the National-
Socialism. A good example showcasing this “longif”the Viking past is the false Viking
hoard of Winsum.

The Winsum hoard was bought by the Frisian Museuitreeuwarden in the 1960s from

shipper Romke de J. It was said to be found intéine Bruggeburen, and consist of silver
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Thor’'s hammers, rings, pendants, a warrior stahgeaastrip, 15 objects in total. In addition,
Romke had sold numerous objects from other tenadyding objects with runic inscriptions
and even an Egyptian statuette. These proved falée which made museum staff suspect
the same of the Viking hoard of Winsum, which hapgzeto be one of the main attractions of
the museum. As the hoard was ‘found’ shortly atfiter war by someone with connections to
National-Socialists, a background in these circlekere there is a strong fascination for
Germanic history, was suspected.

The name Viking still bears certain associatidhaf can be traced back to the image of
the Vikings in the Frankish, Frisian and Scandiaavsource. Hence, we have Viking ice-
skates, Viking lawnmowers, Viking pizza and, appragely, a metal detector called ‘Viking
detector’. Let’s hope the latter is as successitha Vikings were at finding precious metals.
Along the Dutch and German rivers, there is a boltate program for water management
called ‘Viking X-Regio program’. It is aimed at ¢aboration in disaster control along the

rivers, and funnily named after the people who areesed problems along these waterways.

Conclusion

All in all, the Vikings and other Scandinavians Bawnade an impact by their way of acting
for which they still are remembered. On the shertt economical and personal changes
must have been amongst the most important consegsteDecline in trade and silver as well
as loss of people and cattle were reality, as ag#xchange of products and ideas. In the long
term, Christianization of the Danes, integratiorFasian slaves in Scandinavia and transition
from benefice-holders to counts of Holland all agortant impact.

Albeit the fact that Vikings caused many problambrisia and Francia during the Viking
Age, inhabitants of the former area today seematela more positive fascination for the
Scandinavian visitors. This is an interesting depaient, in which the relation between the
Self and Other changed in a positive sense. A ahanthe relationship between the Self and
Other, in this case Frisian self and Scandinavitiref) can be seen in a direct consequence of
the Viking activity. On their raids, the Vikingsmared many Frisians and Franks — men and
women alike — and took them back to Scandinaviahthe colonies where they were sold or
put to work as slaves. This way, a considerableuasinof Frisians and Franks must have
ended up in Scandinavian society, and mixed wighitkdigenous people. They became partof

a Scandinavian Self, but at the same time weradi@dScandinavian master, the Other.

3% . Verhart, “De ‘Vikingschat van Winsum’,” ihist & Bedrog(Matrijs:Utrecht, 1995), 54-58.
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Conclusion

Over the course of the Viking Age, Scandinaviand &nmisian have faced each other in
various contact situations, both hostile and frigndacross the Frisian, Frankish,
Scandinavian and wider North Sea world. Most welbwn are the Viking raids that still
fascinate people to this day. But, also other foohsontact existed, as is attested by both
historical and archaeological sources, with différ@ms, participants and consequences.

The textual sources have mostly portrayed thesramt the benefices, which comprise
both negative and more positive forms of contadtdisplay of Scandinavian power in Frisia.
Although the Viking raids were devastating and ewmugntly the Scandinavian Vikings
viewed as negative Others, foes or outsiders,avided a background against which other
people could stand out in a positive way at theestime. This not only is the case with the
Christian Frisians and Franks who defended thaintty against the heathen Northmen, but
also for some Scandinavians who chose to live astdagsians and Franks and help them in
their battle against the Scandinavian pirates. Adtfin these sources must be read carefully,
they do provide us with valuable details about dmmtact situations that can help us
understand them.

It has become clear that not all raids can b&ddaupon in the same way, as they may
have been undertaken for different reasons. TkeViiking raid was instigated by the Danish
king, whilst later Viking raids were aimed at calieg silver and slaves or even at gaining
control over a benefice, whilst some Viking raidsres done at the instigation of Frankish
rulers against other Frankish rulers. The Franksl &risians’ reactions to the raids vary
through time and place as well. Whereas the Fssianthe Frankish and Frisian sources
usually are portrayed as the Christian defendeasathe heathen Vikings, at one occasion
they refuse to defend the coastal area for thekBran

From both the Frisian, Frankish and Scandinavamnces, when piecing the information
together, a very strong sense that Frisians sorastaacided to work with the Vikings rather
than against them comes forward. Although the @hansFrisians presumably identified
themselves more with the Franks, other, non-ChnstFrisians might have identified
themselves more with the Vikings or the Scandimawigerchants. As has been shown in this
thesis, a good case for Scandinavian-Frisian cotltton (either in peaceful trade or in raid)
can be made, something that is usually not recegniz the academic literature.

Benefices throughout Frisia were given to Danisyals from mostly one family. The

benefice-holders stand somewhat in between withr tée as protectors from the Viking
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attacks, a role they gained because of the impathe Viking attacks and the Frankish
inability to deal with them, and a role which thdigd not always play according to agreement.
Benefice-holders who converted and kept their paihe deal or were given the benefice
because of their loyalty to the Frankish emperorevweewed in a positive way, whilst those
who first raided the area and then were given cbolrer it certainly were not. The breaking
of oaths by some of the Scandinavians who wereasaincere in Christianity as the Franks
had hoped, led to some form of mistrust againstigbabenefice-holders. This is exemplified
by and culminated in the rule of the later Godfridhom was thought to conspire against the
emperor, and therefore killed. The event led toghd of Danish benefices in Frisia, which
made way for the counts of Holland. It is cleartthlthough the Frankish chroniclers were
very negative about the Vikings, whom are alsoechleathens, Danes and northmen, it was
not so much a division between an Frankish anddfriSelf and a Scandinavian Other, but
more between a Christian, defending Self and ahkeatattacking Other. It appears as if
Frisia stands between Scandinavia and Francia, lliethlly and figuratively speaking, and
that the more the latter dealt with each otherntioee the Frisians got involved in it.

The archaeological sources mainly attest to tnadiee form of imports and exports to and
from Scandinavia. Here, especially Kaupang, Ribe &worestad were important. But
archaeology can also attest to settlement, as pyirttee Westerklief hoards and other silver
has shown. This is agreed upon amongst scholatbedpasis of an economic framework that
mainly is put forward by J.C. Besteman. As has b&®mwn in this these, also a symbolic
framework should not necessarily be omitted forenpteting these finds. Deposits in
connection with Odin’s law or in connection with rkiag the boundaries of one’s property
are possible explanations too, which provide a t@wk upon these finds. Gift-exchange
between Frisians and Scandinavians likely tookegland a number of artefacts that can be
classified as items that would be used in thistmaare present in Frisia. Nevertheless, we
cannot be sure whether these were used as gif@noe to Frisia as personal belongings, for
instance. Although raid is hard to identify througithaeology, a number of perhaps less
obvious finds might give clues about it. Buried @lery and silver hoards across the Frisian
areas that sometimes can be linked to the exaes ddtvViking attacks, which are recorded in
historical sources, may be a case in point.

These different kinds of contacts have generagey different reactions and attitudes held
by the participants. From their religious backgmbuiRrankish annalists give accounts of how
wrong the heathen attackers — the Other — werehamdit was even worse that the same

people were sometimes put in charge over the sdmisti@n people they attacked. Not all the
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Frankish rulers seem to have had problems with #sithey made the arrangements with the
Scandinavians and sometimes even instigated thking/raids. The Frisians — who mostly
were identified with the Christian Self — were fiesxd foremost victim of the Scandinavian
activities, but at the same time some of them semrmrefer the Scandinavians over the
Franks and happily traded and exchanged silver thi#gin. From the analysis of the different
attitudes, it has become apparent that not etgriscit Christianity and the role of attacking or
defending against the heathens were the most iandieatures for defining the Self and the
Other.

What we can conclude from all this is that a numbé very different Frisian-
Scandinavian contacts existed simultaneously and ndit necessarily affect each other.
Despite the Viking raids on Frisia, trade betwekis firea and Scandinavia continued. A
reason for this seems to be that the differentamirdituations and the attitudes they generate
occur to some extent on different levels in socifiye problems between the Franks and
Scandinavians appear to be those of a clash ofiifigrent cultures and world views. Frisia
clearly stands between Francia and Scandinavid, liietally and figuratively speaking, in
this case.

We must conclude that the contact situations tbe¥evere far more complex, varied and
influential than usually is supposed in the acadeliterature. Scandinavians and Frisians
were both friends, vassals and foes and could Iba&f #hese simultaneously. This thesis has
shown that the Viking Age events in Frisia cann®tben within only the Dutch area and the
traditional period of 793 to 1050, but that it mportant to study it in a much wider
geographical and chronological perspective. As p@ated out in the introduction, a focus
on attitudes, changes, identities and contact gesvan interesting framework for the study of
cross-cultural contact. As has been discussed, fiitples exchanged their ideas and styles,
and both their societies were formed by the craggH@l contact, making them more similar
in a Christian, European context in the long rua.cénclude, we can therefore return to the
statement by Michael Bakhtin “In an encounter tigtodialogue two cultures do not merge

and blend; each keeps its uniqueness and opemiigptdyit both are enriched.”
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Appendix 1  Glossary

Sources
RFA Royal Frankish Annals  Annales Regni Francorum
AX  Annals of Xanten Annales Xantensis
AB  Annals of StBertin Annales Bertiniani
AF  Annals of Fulda Annales Fuldenses
AV  Annals of StVaast Annales Vedastini
WB  Walfrid of Bedum Vita walfridi
S Seventeen Statutes Zeventien Keuren
TC  Twenty-four Constitutions  Vierentwintig Landrechten
CM  Constitutes of Magnus Magnuskeuren
LF  The law code of the Frisiansex Frisonum
ES Egil's saga Egills saga Skalla-Grimssonar
OD Olafsdrapa Olafsdrapa
HD  History of the Danes Gesta Danorum
HK  History of the Kings of Heimskringla
Norway
ASC Anglo-Saxon Chronicle
LC  The Life of Charlemagne  Vita Karoli
LL The Lifa of Saint Liudger  Die vitae Sancti Liedg
SH The Sayings of the High One Havamal
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Appendix 2  Concise catalogue

This concise catalogue comprises a number of sifiiglis and hoards that are discussed in
the text in order of appearance (for the discussibsites, see chapter 4). It is aimed at
providing additional information about the findbat could not be taken up in the text. The
finds in the catalogue were selected on the caitefihaving been discussed more thoroughly
in the text, as a result of their importance fa #tory of Scandinavian-Frisian contact. The
information that was found available is presentetehbut this catalogue has no pretence of
completeness.
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nr. Inventory nr. Picture (if possible) Details rderences
1 Centraal Museum Iron sword, dated c. 950-  Willemsen, A. “Scattered across the
Utrecht 1050 A.D. Found in 1941 in Waterside: Viking Finds from the
the river Vecht near/in Netherlands.” In Vikings on the
Inv. nr. 8783 Maarssen. Rhine: Recent Research on Early
Medieval Relations between the
Length 90.5 cm. Rhinelands and Scandinavia, ed. R.
Width 12.1 cm. Simek and U. Engel (Wien:
Height 0.4 cm. Fassbaender, 2004), 65-82.
The blade is marked on bothhttp://mail.centraalmuseum.nl/Adlibe
sides. xt/detailPage.aspx#
Ypey, J. 'Zwaarden’ irpiegel
Historiael, April 1978 inWesterheem
Dorestad27, 254-259.
Ypey, J. 1960-61. 'Een aantal vroeg-
middeleeuwse zwaarden uit
Nederlandse musea’ Berichten
ROB10- 11, 368-394.
2  Archaeologisch Iron sword, dated c. 950-  Willemsen, A. “Scattered across the

Bouwhistorisch
Centrum
Gemeente Utrecht

1050 A.D. Found in 1995 in
the former riverbed in the
city of Utrecht.

Waterside: Viking Finds from the
Netherlands.” In Vikings on the
Rhine: Recent Research on Early
Medieval Relations between the
Rhinelands and Scandinavia, ed. R.
Simek and U. Engel (Wien:
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Fassbaender, 2004), 65-82.

National Museum

of Antiquities - b

Inv. nr. f1940/8.1

Photo: National Museum of Antiquities

Iron sword, dated c. 1000- Ibid.
1040 A.D. Found in Wijk bij
Duurstede, former Dorestad.

Inscription: ‘ATALBALD’
Length 96.8 cm
Width 12.5 cm.

National Museum
of Antiquities

Inv. nr. f1952/2.1

Iron sword dated to the Ibid.
Viking Age. Found in Wijk
bij Duurstede.

Length 93.4 cm.

Centraal Museum
Utrecht

Inv.nr. 12013

Iron sword, dated c. 800 http://mail.centraalmuseum.nl/adlib
A.D. and classifies as xt/detailPage.aspx?page=1&item=1#
‘Viking Sword'.

Found in 1958 in former

riverbed in the city of

Utrecht.

Length 98.5 cm
Width 11 cm.

Groninger
museum

Inv.nr. 1884-1-3

Iron sword, dated to the Ypey, J. 1960-61. 'Een aantal vroeg-
Viking Age. Found in middeleeuwse zwaarden uit
Saaxumhuizen, near human Nederlandse musea’ Berichten
remains. Shows pattern- ROB10- 11, 368-394.
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welding.

Length 97.1 cm.

Regteren Altena, H.H. van en J.C.

Besteman. ede Vikingen in de
Lage Landen, getoetst
aan de DanelawAmsterdam:

Universiteit van Amsterdam, 1971).

Groninger Iron word with short hilt and Ibid.
Museum a pommel with three curves.
Found in Maarhuizen.
Inv.nr. 1936-12-
0001. Length 87.6 cm.
Groninger Iron sword, dated c. 775-825lbid.
Museum A.D. Short hilt and a
pommel with three curves.
Inv.nr. 1911-06-1 Decorated with circles.
Found in Wierhuizen.
Length 93.5 cm.
Groninger Found in Antum. Ibid.
Museum The sword is pattern-welded.

Inv.nr. 1906-1-2a

It was found in a grave-
context with nrl0.

Length 97 cm.

104



10 Groninger
Museum

Inv.nr. 1906-1-2b

Found in Antum. The sword Ibid.
is pattern-welded.

It was found in a grave-

context with nr9.

Length 85.5 cm.

11 Fries Museum

Inv. nr. 167.8

Iron sword, found in Stiens Ibid.
near the remains of two
individuals.

12 National Museum
of Antiquities

f1978/1.1

Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.

Brooch made of gold inlaid Es, W.A. van. ‘De grote gouden
with glass, almandine, pearlsbroche’ inWesterheem Dorestad7

and enamel. (1978), 247-250.

Found in Wijk bij Duurstede, Es, W.A. van. ‘La grande fibule de

at De Heul in 19609. Dorestad’ inFestoen(1976), 249-
266.

Dated c. 775 — 800 A.D.
Peddermors, A. ‘The Carolingian
Diam. 8,5 cm. jewelled brooch from Dorestad’ in
Oudheidkundige meededelingen
RMO62 (1981), 59-92.

http://www.rmo.nl/collectie/zoeken?
object=f+1978%2f1.1

13 Tromsg Museum

Ts. 1649

Senja neck-ring. Roesdahl, E. edwikinger, Warager,
This ring (Ts. 1649) hasa NormannenDie Skandinavier und
runic inscription on the end- Europa 800-120@Mainz: Philip von
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Ts. 1650-1652

plates, as well as a carving oZabern), 317 (cat.nr. 348).

what is interpreted as a
‘human figure’.

Like the other neck-ring in
the hoard it is made of
twisted silver threads.

Weight: 293.2 gr.
Diam: 18 cm.

Graham-Campbell, JViking
Artefacts a Select Catalogue
(London: British Museum, 1980), 87
(cat.nr. 303).

Spangen, MEdelmetalldepotene i
Nord-Norge Komplekse identiteter i
vikingtid og tidlig middelalder

The rest of the hoard consist¢§Tromsg: hovedfagsoppgave, institutt

of another neck-ring (Ts.

for arkeologi, universitet i Tromsg,

Image from J. Graham-Campbell (1980), 87'1650), necklace with crucifix 2005).

The pendants in the hoards. Photo: Marte
Spangen, Tromsg Museum.

(Ts. 1651) and pendants
(axe-shaped (Ts. 1652).

For discussion of the inscription:

Jesch, J., “The Senja Neck-Ring and
Viking Activity,” in Blandade
Runstudier2 (Uppsala: Institutionen
for nordiska sprak Uppsala
universitet, 1997), 7-12.

Samplonius, K. “Friesland en de
Vikingtijd: de ring van Senja en de
Vierentwintig Landrechten [t
Beaken60:2 (1998), 89-101.

Jesch, J., “Vikings on the European
Continent in the Late Viking Age,” in
Scandinavia and Europe 800-1350
Contact, Conflict andoexistence.
Adams, J. and K. Holman eds.
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(Turnhout: Brepols, 2004), 255-268.

14

National Museum
of Antiquities

g 1996/11.1-79

Westerklief |

Found in 1996 at Wieringen
as the first Viking hoard in
the Netherlands.

Dated. c. 850 A.D.

Consists of:

- A silver, twisted neck-ring
- A silver, twisted bracelet
- Six silver arm-sings with
stamped decoration

- A strap end

- Threedirhambrooches

- 16 silver ingots

- 78denarii.

- Sherds of Badorf ware

Besteman, J.C., “De vondst van
Westerklief, Gemeente Wieringen.
Een zilverschat uit de Vikingperiode
in Oudheidkundigenededelingenit
het Rijksmuseum van Oudheden te
Leiden77 (1997).

Besteman, J.C., “Viking Silver on
Wieringen,” inln Discussion with the
Past Archaeological Studies
presented to W.A. van Bd. Sarfatij
etc. eds. (Amersfoort: ROB, 1999),
253- 266.

Besteman, J.G/ikingen in Noord-
Holland? de zilverschat van
Wieringen in het licht van de
Noormanneninvallen(Provincie
Noord-Holland, 1996).
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Photo: Author, National Museum of
Antiquities

g1996/11.4

Phot: tor, National Museum of
Antiquities

End of the necklace. Photo: Author, National

g1996/11.2a Museum of Antiquities.
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01996/11.3 (part

6 of 6)
Photo: Author, National Museum of
Antiquities
15 Municipality of S Found in 1999 and 2001. Besteman, J.C. “Scandinavisch
Wieringen. ol Dated c. 880 A.D. gewichtsgeld in Nederland in de
Vikingperiode.” In ed. E.H.P.
Westerklief Il Consists of: Cordfunke and H. Sarfatij, Van
- 24 pieces of hack silver ~ Solidus tot Euro. Geld in Nederland
- Silver coin brooch in economisch-historisch perspectief.
- 39denarii (Hilversum: Verloren, 2004), 21-42
- 95dirhams(48 cut to
pieces) Besteman, J.C. “Nieuwe

Photo: Amsterdam Archaeological Centre, - SNherds of Badorf ware

University of Amsterdam. In Willemsen
(2004), fig. 10.

Vikingvondsten van Wieringen: de
zilverschat Westerklief I1.” In
Middeleeuwese toestanden:
Archeologie, geschiedenis en
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monumentenzorg, Aangeboden aan
Herbert Rafatij bij zijn 65e
verjaardag. (Hilversum: Verloren,
2000, 65-75.

Willemsen, A. “Scattered across the
Waterside: Viking Finds from the
Netherlands.” In Vikings on the
Rhine: Recent Research on Early
Medieval Relations between the
Rhinelands and Scandinavia, ed. R.
Simek and U. Engel (Wien:
Fassbaender, 2004), 65-82.

16 NUMISnHr.
1032997

Photo: NUMIS, http://www.geldmuseum.nl/
museum/content/zoeken-numis.

Silver ingot found on
Wieringen in 2000. Dated to
c. 850 and possibly of
Scandinavian origin.

http://mwww.geldmuseum.nl/museum/
content/zoeken-numis.Search for
1032997’ or ‘single find’,
‘Wieringen’.

17 National Museum
of Antiquities

Inv.nr. f1928/12.1

Braided and twisted gold
arm-ring, dated c. 800-850
A.D. Found in Wijk bij
Duurstede.

Diam. 8.4 x 6.9 cm.

Willemsen, A. “Scattered across the
Waterside: Viking Finds from the
Netherlands.” In Vikings on the
Rhine: Recent Research on Early
Medieval Relations between the
Rhinelands and Scandinavia, ed. R.
Simek and U. Engel (Wien:
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Fassbaender, 2004), 65-82.

Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.

18 National Museum _ Silver bracelet, decorated Ibid.
of Antiquities with geometrical patterns.

Dated c. 800-850 A.D.

Found in Wijk bij Duurstede,

in a grave.

Inv.nr. WD 680a

Diam. 8.3 cm.
Photo: National Museum of Antiquities. Heigth 1.2 cm.

19 National Museum
of Antiquities

Silver bracelet, decorated Ibid.
with geometrical patterns.

Dated c. 800-850 A.D.

Found in Wijk bij Duurstede,

in a grave.

Inv.nr. WD 680b

Diam. 7.8 cm.
Photo: National Museum of Antiquities. Height 1.2 cm.
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Photo: author, National Museum of
Antiquities.

20 National Museum
of Antiquities

Inv. nr. WD 674

Photo: author, National Museum of
Antiquities.

Gold finger ring, decorated Ibid.

with stamped triangles.
Dated c. 800-850. Found in
Wijk bij Duurstede.

Diam. 2 cm.
Height 0.8 cm.

21 National Museum
of Antiquities

Inv.nr. WD 677
(top one on
photo)

Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.

Silver needle with spherical Ibid.

end. Filigree-decoration.
Dated to the 9th century.
Found in Wijk bij Duurstede.

Length 11.9 cm.
Width 1.6 cm.

22 National Museum Ibid.

Silver needle with spherical
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of Antiquities

Inv.nr. WD 678
(bottom one on
photo)

end. Filigree-decoration.
Dated to the 9th century.

Found in Wijk bij Duurstede.

Length 8.3 cm.
Width 1.6 cm.

23

Museum
Dorestad

Inv.nr. WD
onbekend 60

Silver needle with spherical
end. Filigree-decoration.
Dated to the 9th century.

Photo: Museum Dorestad.

Found in Wijk bij Duurstede.

24

National Museum
of Antiquities

Inv.nr. f1940/12.2

Silver pennanular brooch
decorated with interwoven
animal patterns. Dated c"9
century. Found in Wijk bij
Duurstede.

Phto: author, National Musuem of
Antiquities. Backside.

Willemsen, A. “Scattered across the
Waterside: Viking Finds from the
Netherlands.” In Vikings on the
Rhine: Recent Research on Early
Medieval Relations between the
Rhinelands and Scandinavia, ed. R.
Simek and U. Engel (Wien:
Fassbaender, 2004), 65-82.
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25 National Museum Silver buckle and buckle Ibid.
of Antiquities plate decorated with
interwoven animal patterns.
Inv.nr. 1940/12.1 Dated 9th century. Found in
Wijk bij Duurstede.
Length 9.5 cm.
Width 6.3 cm.
Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.
26 National Museum Silver strap mound decoratedVillemsen, A. Dorestad: een
of Antiquities with interwoven animal Wereldstad in de Middeleeuwen.
patterns. (Zutphen: Walburg Pers, 2009).
Inv.nr. 1940/12.3
Length 8.5 cm.
Width 2.6 cm.
Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.
27 National Museum Twisted, silver bracelet Ibid.
of Antiquities decorated with abstract
animal heads. Found in Wijk
Inv.nr. WD : bij Duurstede.
449.1.30 -
Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.
28 National Museum Bronze tortoise brooch. Ibid.
of Antiquities Found in Wijk bij Duurstede.
Single find.
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Inv.nr. WD
771.2.38

sehildpadiibula

Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.

29 Zeeuws Museum Toilet-set, dated to the 9th Heeringen, R.M. van “Een zilveren
century. Found on the beachtoiletgarnituurtje uit de
Inv.nr. M97-034 near Domburg. Vikingtijd.”"Walacria, een kroniek
van Walcheren 3 (1990): 51-60.
Length 12.6 cm.
Width 2.2 cm.
Photo: Zeeuws Museum.
30 Groninger Complete silver ingot with ~ Knol, E. ‘Zilverbaar uit de
Museum traces of testing. Found in  Vikingentijd’ in Jaarverslag van

Inv. nr. 1999-111-
5.

Photo: Groninger Museum.

the terp Kloosterwierde.

Diam. 0.5-0.7 cm.
Length 9.2 cm.

Weight 24 gr., approx. dire

het Groninger Museum 1998-1999
23.

Besteman, J.C. “Scandinavisch
gewichtsgeld in

Nederland in de Vikingperiode,” in
Van Solidus tot EurdCordfunke,
E.H.P. en H. Sarfatij red.
(Hilversum: verloren, 2004), 21-42.
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31

National Museum
of Antiquities

Inv.nr. g1991/3.1

Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.

Silver arm-ring with five
smaller arm-rings. Dated
€.900-950 A.D.

Diam. 7.1-8.1cm.

32

Museum Emden

33

Badisches
Landesmuseum,
Karlsruhe.

Gold ring from the 8th to
10th century. Found in
Larrelt, Ostfiresland.

Stierling, H. Der Silberschmuck der
Nordseekuste - hauptséachlich in
Schleswig-Holstein. I. Band:
Geschichtliche Entwicklung seit dem
Mittelalter. (Neumunster: Karl
Wachholtz 1978).

Gold ring of six twisted

threads, dated 8th to 10th
century. Found in Aurich,

Ostfriesland.

Ibid.
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34

ScloRmuseum,
Berlin

Photo: Badisches Landesmuseum, Karlsruhe.

Photo: Stierling (1987), 25.

Gold, twisted ring with a dog Ibid.
on it. Dated 8th to 10th

century. Found in

Ostfriesland.

35

Fries Museum

Gold ring from six gold Besteman, J.C. “Een gouden
threads. Found in Vikingring uit Gaasterland.” Detector
Gaasterland. Dated to the 9tiMagazine 107 (2009): 33-34.

to 11th century.

36

Private collection

Gold ring from Den Burg.  Willemsen, A. “Scattered across the

Made of six gold threads, = Waterside: Viking Finds from the

tied together at the front. Netherlands.” In Vikings on the
Rhine: Recent Research on Early
Medieval Relations between the
Rhinelands and Scandinavia, ed. R.
Simek and U. Engel (Wien:
Fassbaender, 2004), 65-82.
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Photos: provided by A. Willemsen. Via F.

Woltering. Owner of the ring: J.P.G. Schoorl.

37 (Private Open-worked fibula in Zijlstra, J. “Een bijzondere vondst uit
collection) Jellinge-style. Dated to the Groningen,’Detector Magazin&9
10th century. (2001): 10-11.
Photo: J. Zijlstra
38 (private Bronze, circular fibula Regtop, R.A. “Viking fibula.”
collection) decorated with interlaced  Detector Magazin@4 (1996): 8-9.
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animal patterns, identified as
Borre-style.

39 National Museum
of Antiquities

Inv. nr. a
1913/11.16a

Photo: National Museum of Antiquities.

Silver, spiral bracelet. Dated Amkreutz, L. and A. Willemsen,
c. 850-900 A.D. Found in  “Nieuwe voetsporen over oude. Naar

Pingjum. een nieuwe opstelling ‘Archeologie
van Nederland’ in het RMO.”

Diam. 5.8 cm. Archeologie Magazine 2 (2010): 56-
59.
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