Warfare and weaponry

CHAPTER FOURTEEN

RAIDING AND WARFARE

— "

Gareth Williams

aiding and warfare are central to our understanding of the Viking Age. For many

years the only popular image of che Vikings was the Viking warrior, brutal and
terrifying, raping and pillaging, burning monasteries, commitring a variety of arrocities
and demanding Danegeld. This image has been increasingly downplayed since the
1960s and 19705, as scholars have rightly pointed out that there were many other
important aspects to Scandinavian society in the Viking Age, and thar only a small
proportion of the population were warriors, while also noting that, since the surviving
historical accounts were wricten by the Vikings” Chriscian victims, they may give an
exaggerated piceure of both the impact and the barbarity of raids by the pagan Vikings.
Nevertheless, although the term Viking has come to be used for the whole society of the
period, it s raiding and warfare that define ‘Viking' activity — a Viking (OE wicmyg,
ON wikingr) was a raider or pirate, and although teading, crafts, seafaring and settlement
and many other aspects of Viking society may be equally important, it is the raiding
which gives us the concepr of a Viking Age. It is increasingly clear from archacological
evidence chat there was contact between Scandinavia and the rest of northern Europe
before the late eighth century, and historical sources show the Scandinavian kingdoms
increasingly becoming part of the Furopean mainstream from the eleventh century, if
noc earlier, It is only the visible military expansion from the late eighth century to che
eleventh that makes the Viking Age a meaningful concepe.

The mocivation behind che earliest raids remains the subject of debate. According to
one school of thoughe, the early raids on monasteries represented a pagan political/
religious response to the aggressive Frankish Christian mission against the Saxons and
the Danes (Myhre 1998). However, this interpretation has not been widely accepeed, not
least because the earliest raids seem to have been launched from western Norway, not
Denmark, and against the British Isles and Ireland, not against the Franks (Wamers
1998). It is clear thar later raids were primarily motivated by the desire to gain wealch,
and it seems likely thae this was the main morivation for raiding and external warfare
throughout the Viking Age. This leaves aside internal warfare within and berween the
emerging Scandinavian kingdoms, which was apparently motivated by the desire for
political power, but the raids against western Europe are characterised by a desire to
gain wealth abroad. This might then be translated into political power eirher abroad,
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as in the formation of new Viking kingdoms and earldoms in Bricain, Ireland and
Normandy, or ar home, where successful Viking leaders such as Oléfr Tryggvason and
Oliifr Haraldsson used their success in England to press their claims ro kingship in
Norway.

The resules of raiding brought wealth in different foems. Conquest broughe landed
wealth abroad, and the fact that the military expansion of che Viking Age coincided
with the more peaceful setcdement of the North Atlantic serves as a reminder of the
importance of landed wealth, however it could be acquired. However, raiding which fell
shorr of conquest could also generare porrable wealth, which mighe chen be converted
into land and status ar home or elsewhere, This could be acquired directly chrough
plunder, or through the ransoming of captured people or precious objects, such as the
Codex Aureus (an ornate Gospel book from Canterbury) (Webster and Backhouse 1991:
199-201), or through the impaosition of tribute. Although the payment of ‘Danegeld’ is
particularly associated with the later Viking Age, and especially the reign of Athelred
11, large payments to the Vikings for peace are recorded in Frankish sources from the
ninth century, and even Alfred the Grear was forced to ‘make peace’ with the Vikings
on oceasion (Coupland 1999; Abels 1998: 79, 105—14, 140-2). Archaeological finds of
Insular marerial in Scandinavia provide clear evidence of looting in the early Viking
Age, while the vast number of late Anglo-Saxon coins found in Denmark and Sweden
(more survive there chan in England) must in pare reflece che success of the later Vikings
in taking gelds (Wamers 1998; Blackburn 1991: 156-69; Metcalf 1989: 178-89; 1990:
165~76; Gillingham 1989, 1990; Lawson 1984, 1089),

Clearly the Viking raids were significant enough to be recorded as major events
by their victims, bue how important were che raids, and how distincrive was Viking
warfare? Scholarly interprecations on these points differ, especially on the scale and
importance of che raids, not least because Viking raiding followed different paceerns in
differenc areas. In England, Ireland and the kingdom of the western Franks, there is an
apparent progression from small-scale seasonal raiding at the end of the eighth century
through larger seasonal raids, then over-wintering, then conquest and permanent secele-
ment in the ninth century. However, it is clear from historical sources thac the pattern in
Frisia was different, with a series of Danish chieftains settling in Frisia in the early ninth
century, under Frankish overlordship, as part of an ongoing dynamic of political rela-
tions beeween Danish and Frankish rulers (Coupland 1998). Similarly, archacological
evidence suggests that Norwegian secclement in the Northern Isles of Scotland may
have begun as early as the firse half of the ninth century (Crawford 1987; Graham-
Campbell and Batey 1998; Hunter ¢t @/. 1993; Ballin Smith 2007), It would also appear
that alchough there was relative peace from Viking raids in England in beeween 954 and
the reign of Achelred 11 (978-1016), this gap in England saw extensive Viking acuvity
in northern Scotland and around the Irish Sea (Crawford 1987; Williams 2004). The
idea of a First Viking Age and Second Viking Age, found in the works of some English
historians, thus represents a narrowly English perspective on Viking raiding.

The carliest raids seem all to have been on a small scale, Where numbers are given,
only very small numbers of ships or men are cited, such as the three ships thar accacked
Portland in what may have been the earliest recorded Viking raid, in the reign of
Beorhtric of Wessex (786-802). Where numbers are not given, the choice of wealthy
but exposed coastal monasteries such as Lindisfarne and lona rather than lacger targets
also suggests relatively small forces. Such small raids were probably undertaken by
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local groups under their own leaders. The raiders at Portland apparently came from
Hordaland in western Norway, while Frankish sources identify arracks by men from
Vestfold in southern Norway (ASC E-F. swb 787 [789); Nelson 1991: 55 n. 2). Raiding
on a small scale continued throughout the Viking Age. A battle off che coast of Wessex
in 896, described in unusual detail by the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle (ASC A, sub 897
[896)) involved only six shiploads of Vikings, and much of the raiding around Scotland
and che Irish Sea apparently continued to involve small fleets as late as che eleventh and
twelfth centuries.

However, the ninth century cerrainly saw an increase in the scale of Viking forces.
The size of fleecs mentioned in English, Irish and Frankish sources increased, often
numbered in hundreds of ships by the mid-ninth century, and led by named kings
or earls. These ricles probably refiect personal starus and lineage, and do not necessarily
mean thar such leaders ruled major terricories in che Viking homelands, These were not
vet fully unified into the modern Scandinavian kingdoms, which begin to emerge fully
only towards the end of the Viking Age. Nevertheless, such citles indicate thar the
leaders of Viking raids now came from the highese levels of Scandinavian society,
although lesser chieftains no doubt also continued to play a major parr.

While there is no doubr thar the scale of the raids increased in this period, historians
have disagreed over the extent of the increase, and on the impact of these lasger forces.
Peter Sawyer, in his influential book The Age of rhe Vikings, argued that while the smaller
numbers such as three and six ships seemed o be exacr, the larger fleers were always in
suspiciously round numbers, and were therefore unreliable. He questioned whether any
Viking leader could realistically have mustered fleets of hundreds of ships, and suggested
that the figures in the sources are much exaggerated, wich even the largest Viking armies
numbering only several hundred men (Sawyer 1962: 117-28). However, Nicholas
Brooks (1979} noted that there is close agreement berween independent Anglo-Saxon,
Irish and Frankish sources on the size of fleers, and argued thar the figures cited in the
various chronicles were more reliable than Sawyer had suggested, and that the larger
armies probably numbered in the low thousands. More recent thinking has rended to
fall berween these two positions. Interprecations of early medieval warfare generally
since the mid-1980s have tended towards relatively small armies, but it does seem hard
to reconcile contemporary accounts of the largest Viking forces with numbers below the
low thousands,

This 15 not least because of the scale of the achievement of the Vikings in war. It may
be true, as Janet Nelson (1997) has argued, thac Frankish chronicles suggest that
internal conflicts berween the nival successors ro the Carolingian Empire were seen as
more importane than the Vikiog raids in che late ninth cencury, and that the Vikings
suffered a number of major defeats. Raids on Bricain and Ireland also need to be seen in
the context of the recurrent warfare berween the petry kingdoms there — Viking raids
did nor take place in a peaceful vacuum, However, the Vikings in turn inflicted major
defeats on the Franks and succeeded in extorting large amounts of silver as the price of
peace. In England, three of the four grear kingdoms of the late ninth century were
conquered, while the fourth came close. In the second wave of large-scale accacks on
England, vast quantities of coin were paid for shore-lived peace, and evenrually the
whole kingdom was brought under Danish rule for more chan a generation. In Scotland,
Vikings successfully conquered the Northern and Western Isles, and large parts of the
northern and western mainland, and probably contributed subsranrially to the collapse

195



— Gareth Williamsy —

of both the Pictish kingdom and the kingdom of 124l Riata and o the emergence of a
new kingdom of che Scots. Terricorial conquest was more limited in Ireland, bur the
Vikings did succeed in establishing a number of defended rrading centres on the coases
from which they were never permanenely expelled. Ie is hard to see how any of chis could
have been achieved if the Vikings had been quite as insignificant in numbers and
military prowess as some modern historians seem to suggest.

This does not mean, however, char historians have been wrong to question some
clements of the Viking reputacion as warriors, In particular, their reputation for atrocity
seems to hiave been exaggerated. Certainly they showed lirtle respect for churches and
churchmen, and inevieably this provided material for religious polemic by monastic
chroniclers. However, attacks on churches by Christian rulers were not unknown, while
Charlemagne notably treated the pagan Saxons extremely harshly (Foor 1991; Halsall
1992). The one specifically 'Viking' atrocity, the so-called blood-eagle (in which a
victim'’s ribs were splic, and his lungs pulled out behind him like wings), does nor
appear in contemporary sources, and may well be a larer literary invention (Frank 1984,
1988, 1990; Bjarni Einarsson 1988, 1990). Vikings were cerrainly capable of brutality
by modern scandards, bur it 15 hard to azgue that they were much more unpleasant than
chetr Christian contemporaries,

Nor was the emphasis on raiding and plunder particularly unusual. Raiding in order
to plunder portable wealch is typical of the warfare between the petty kingdoms of pre-
Viking Britain and Ireland, and survived long after across medieval Europe, with the
chevanché: continuing to play an important role even in the era of more obviously
‘national’ warfare in the later Middle Ages. Similarly, taking tribute seems to have been
a central pare of the relationship between greater and lesser kings in early medieval
Britain (Charles-Edwards 198¢g; Dumville 1997), and although Anglo-Saxon sources
tend nor 1o equate payment of geld to the Vikings in return for temporary peace wich
the payment of ‘legitimate’ tribute to overkings, it is hard to see much difference in
substance, and successful Viking leaders may well have regarded thase who paid chem
gelds as rribucaries. Frankish sources explicitly refer to such payments as tribure, and
often imply that it was demeaning for the Franks to be in that sicuation (Coupland
1990).

Timothy Reuter (1985) argued persuasively that even the campaigns of a grear Euro-
pean ruler like Charlemagne were largely carried our on the basis of a combination of
raids against neighbouring kingdoms in pursuit of conquest where this was feasible,
tribute where long-term dominance could be established thar fell shore of full conquest,
and plunder when Charlemagne had the resources o raid bur not to escablish lasting
domination. This provides a useful paradigm for much of early medieval warfare,
and the Vikings are only unusual in that their expeditions were often led by ‘privarte’
warlords rather chan by national leaders, and even this distinction becomes blurred in
the eleventh century, when one looks ar the campaigns of figures such as Sveinn
Forkbeard and Cnur the Grear of Denmark, and Harald Hardruler and Magnds Barelegs
of Norway.

If the Vikings were not markedly more atrocious than others, and campaigns based
around the combinarion of plunder and tribute were not unusual, it is probably also fair
to say cthar their reputation on the battlefield has also been exaggerated. An important
pare of cheir campaign strategy often seems to have been ro avoid bartle unless they fele
confident of victory. For example, although Viking raids continued in southern England
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following Alfred’s vicrory ar Edingron in 878, the various Viking forces seem to have
done their best 1o avoid being brought to battle, and although the Anglo-Saxon
Chronicle for this pericd is dominated by the activities of the Vikings, it presents a
picture of Alfred and Edward repeatedly pursuing the Vikings as they moved from one
temporary base to another, racher than a series of glorious battles, Viking armies did
have notable viceories, but they also had notable defeats. The limited evidence available
suggests thar Viking battle techniques were broadly similar to those of their enemies,
based around the shield wall, wich some use of missile weapons (Williams forthcoming:
ch. 5). Although the sources indicate char Viking forces often moved on horseback,
and emphasise the acquisition or loss of horses on more than one occasion, they seem to
have fought primarily as mounred infancry, dismounting for battle, and rarely foughe on
horseback, unlike the Franks, who regularly used horses on the bartlefield (Davis 1989).
As discussed elsewhere in this volume, cheir weapons and armour were also very similar
to those of their enemies, and many of their finest weapons and armour were of Frankish
manufacture (Pedersen, ch. 15, below; Williams forthcoming: ch. 2).

There are, however, some distuncrive features of Viking warfare. Closely related ro
each other, these are the use of ships in war, the effective use of mobility in their
campaigns and a strong awareness of the importance of supplying themselves when on
campaign. The use of ships 1n warfare was not unique to the Vikings, and both Anglo-
Saxons and Franks had a history of seafaring before the Viking Age (Haywood 1991),
while the Scors of Dil Riatz appear 10 have had a comparatively sophisticated levy
system based on boats (Bannerman 1974; Williams 2002). However, technological
developments in the ecarly Viking Age meant that the Vikings had access to vessels
which were suitable for use at sea, and which were also of sufficiently shallow draft to
be used on at least the larger inland rivers, and large enough to carry significant numbers
of men. They could also be used ro carry both supplies and loot, and ships and boats were
far more effective than any form of land transport for transporting bulk goods through-
out the Middle Ages and beyond.

These ships are most commonly associated with the ability to arrive suddenly on a
hostile coastling, attack a vulnerable target and leave again before local forces could be
raised against them — the archetypal Viking park-and-raid approach. This was the
strategy of all of cheir early raids, and a recurrent strategy throughout the period.
However, ships also played a vital role in the large-scale campaigns of the mid- to late
ninth century. The carrying capacity of the ships allowed Viking forces to transporr borh
their accumulated wealth and scores, withour the necessity for slow and cumbersome
baggage trains, which would have made it much easier for their enemies to launch
accacks on them, The shallow ships were able to penctrace far inland, and thus we hear
of fleets, not just land forces, descending on completely landlocked targets such as Paris
or Repron (Williams forthcoming: ch. 6). On occasion, the Vikings also divided their
forces, sending one force overland and another by sea, to rendezvous ar an agreed rarger,
as with Exeter in 876 (ASC A and E, sub 877 {876]). This meant that the land
force could rravel unencumbered, moving quickly with the advancage of surprise, while
the supplies moved in the ships, safe from counter-artack, although vulnerable to the
weather, especially since they presumably sailed with reduced crews, since some crew-
members would have served in the land force,

As mentioned above, the Vikings sought to equip themselves wich horses on land
whenever possible, which also provided additional carrying capacicy as well as speed
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{Clapham 1910; Davis 1989; Williams forthcoming: ¢h. 6). Horses provided a similar
mobility on land to that provided by the ships along the rivers and the coast, and
allowed the Vikings to extend the idea of the surprise arrack in areas withour access by
water.

This emphasis on mobility was coupled with a shrewd sense of where to raid.
Familiarity with western Europe prior to the ourbreak of Viking raids enabled chem o
target wealthy and isolated monasteries for the early raids, as well as major coastal
trading centres such as Dorestad in Frisia, which was raided repeatedly (Coupland
1088), However, the choice of targets became even more important with the shift
towards larger-scale raiding, especially once the Vikings began to overwinter, rather
than simply raiding seasonally. This overwintering is again one of the most distinctive
aspects of Viking warfare, with a significance chat has largely been underrated. The
carly Viking raids tended to be seasonal, of necessity, since their ships were not well
suited to winter sailing. However, it is easy to ignore che face that land-based warfare
was normally seasonal in chis period as well. Even Charlemagne, despite his impressive
record for conquest and tribure-taking, rarely campaigned over wineer, alchough he
tended to campaign in mose years (Reuter 1985). Although Alfred the Great eventually
recognised the importance of maintaining a standing army to counter the Viking threar,
this was not easy to maintain, and on one occasion & besieged Viking force was able to
escape because the besicgers were forced to withdraw before their relief arrived (ASC A,
iwb Bg4 [893]). When even major kingdoms struggled ro maintain permanent ficld
armies, the face that the Vikings managed to campaign for years on end, often in hostile
territory, s perhaps a more impressive achievement than any success they may have
enjoyed on the bacclefield.

They managed to do this by careful selection of overwincering places, descending on
monascerics, towns and royal escares early in the winter. That meant chac they arnived in
places where supplies had already been gathered, which they could rake over for their
own use, while the onset of winter made ¢ difficule for anyone to raise and supply an
army to remove them before the spring. The Vikings then probably spread out over
the surrounding arex, making it easier to supply the smaller groups, bur recaining che
centre as a rallying point and defence in case they were attacked, and there is growing
evidence for secondary Viking activity close ro Viking overwincering centres such as
Repton, London and York (Brooks and Graham-Campbell 2000: 69-92; Richards
2001: 97-104; Blackburn 2002: 89-101; Williams forthcoming: c¢h. 6). Some sites
already had defences, such as Roman forts and fortified towns, but where they did not,
the Vikings simply created their own fortificacions, as ar Repron, and the many fortified
centres in Ireland known as fomgphorys (Price 1991; Kelly and Maas 1995; Docherty
1998; Kelly and O'Donovan 1998; O Floinn 1998; Biddle and Kjslbye-Biddle 2001;
Gibbons 2004, 2005: McKeown 2005; OFBrien #f al 2006; Williams forthcoming:
ch. 4, 6).

While cribute payments provided short-term relief, barcles were rarely decisive
enough to provide a lasting solution to Viking raiding (Coupland 1999: 68—9). and it
was only when the twin issues of mobilicy and supply were tackled thac che Viking raids
could successfully be contained. Charles che Bald introduced tortified bridges o deny
the Vikings access to the Frankish river syscem, making it difficule for chem to penerrate
far inland, although this strategy failed when bridges were not built or maintined
properly. Fortified bridges were also used by Alfred the Grear, who also built ships to
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defend the coastline, and introduced a network of fortified towns across Wessex (Abels
1997; Peddie 1999; Williams forthcoming: ch. 4). These acted not only as refuges, bur
also as supply centres, denying the supplies to Viking raiders, and facilitating the
resupply of his own army (Abels 1997: 257-65; Williams forthcoming). Despite inicial
difficulries, these burbs proved successful in Wessex, and the system was extended acrass
England by his successors as chey gradually conquered the Danelaw from ics Viking
rulers (Hill and Rumble 1996).

The social and organisational scruccures which underpinned Viking raiding and
warfare have been hotly debared, Later laws from Denmark, Norway and Sweden all
record che existence of a form of ship-levy system known as ON leidangr, and although
these laws date from che ewelfth and chirteenth cencuries, many historians have sought
to projece such syscems back to the Viking Age, This view has been questioned since
the 1980s, most notably by Niels Lund (1985, 1994, 1996, 1997; cf. Gelting 1999),
who argued that no form of feidampr existed before the late eleventh century ar cthe
carliest, and thar the Viking raids were basically private ventures, carried our by war-
leaders with whatever followers they were able ro aceract through their own reputations
and the promise of wealch, rather than any sort of national army. even when the leaders
were important Scandinavian kings, This view has received some support for the ninch
century from Richard Abels (2003), who notes thar Anglo-Saxon sources tend to
describe Viking forces as bere (warband) rather than fyrd (army), and argues chat describ-
ing Viking forces as “armies” implies much more seructure than probably exisced.

Lund's views have not been universally accepted, and there is evidence that some
form of fesdangr existed in the tench century, although since the /edangr seems originally
to have been linked to defensive warfare, it is not clear thar this would have much
impact on Viking incursions into western Europe (Malmros 1985, 2002; Crumlin-
Pedersen 1088, 1997, 2002; Williams 2002, torthcoming: chs. 7-g). There is certainly
a case for arguing rhat some of the conflicts berween Danes and Franks in the ninth
century reflect some form of national warfare (Wamers 2002; Williams 2002, forch-
coming: ch, 7), and it is difficult to separate encirely the roles of ‘king' and ‘viking
leader’ for figures such as Svein Forkbeard and Harald Hardruler. Nevertheless, it is fair
to say that the majority of Viking raiding and warfare was carried out by individual
warbands. These might band rogecher into larger groups, and their leaders might be
kings or earls, or lesser chicftains. Occasionally, with the 'greac’ warbands of the lare
ninth century we see several kings or earls jointly leading their forces, again implying a
merging of smaller independent forces. This apparent lack of formal structure makes
their achievements in long-term campaigning and strategic and logistical planning even
more impressive,

To conclude, raiding and warfare were typical features of the Viking Age, not just for
the Vikings but for the whole of norrhern Europe. In many ways, Viking warfare is litele
different from their contemporaries’, and the only really distinctive features are the
tmphasis on ships, and the strong emphasis on strategic mobility and logistics, which
allowed Viking forces to campaign for years at a rime. However, it is important not to
underplay the significance of Viking raids, in terms of either their perceived impact by
contemporaries, or the lasting effects of their conquests. Other 'Viking" achievemenrs
may be more impressive, and cerrainly more positive, but many of these rest in part on
their military success, and without Viking raiding and warfare, we would have no
‘Vikings'.

199



— Gareth Willigam) —

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Abels, R, (1997) ‘English logistics and military administration 87 1-1066: the impact of che
Viking wars’, in A, Norgird Jergensen and B_L. Clausen (eds) (1997).

e (1998) Alfred the Greas. War, Kingship and Cultsre in Anglo-Saxon England, London:
Longman.

—— (2003) “Alfred the Great, the micel haden bere and the Viking chreat’, in T. Reuter (ed.)
Alfred the Greas. Papers frome tibe Eleventh-Centenary Conferencys, Aldershoe: Ashgate.

ASC = Swanton, M. (ed. and trans.) (1996), The Anglo-Saxon Chrowicle, London: J.M, Dent,

Ballin Smith, B. (2007) ‘Norwick: Shetland’s fist Viking sectlemenc?’, in B, Ballin Smich,
$. Taylor and G. Williams (eds) Wes over Sea. Stwdies in Scandinavian Sea-Borne Expansion and
Settloment Before 1 300 (The Northern World 31), Leiden: Brill.

Bannerman, J.W.M. (1974) Stadies in the History of Dalriada, Edinburgh: Scottish Academic
Press.

Biddle, M. and Kjplbye-Biddle, B. (z001) ‘Repton and the “great heachen army” 973—4', in
J.A. Graham-Campbell, R. Hall, J. Jesch and DN, Parsons (eds) Vekings and the Danelaw:
Selocy Papers fram the Proceedings of the Thivteenth Viking Congress, Oxford: Oxbow.

Bjarni Einarsson (1988) 'De Normanorum Atrocitate, or on the execution by the Aquiline
method’, Saga-Book of the Viking Society for Norshern Research, 22: 79-82.

—— (1990) ‘The blood eagle once more; A, Blédden — un observation on the omithological
aspect’, Saga-Book of the Viking Society for Northern Research, 23: 8o—1.

Blackburn, M.A.S. (1991} “/Ethelred’s coinage and the payment of cribute’, in D. Scrugg (ed.)
The Bartls of Matdon, AD 991, Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

e {2002) ‘Finds from the Anglo-Scandinavian site of Tocksey, Lincolnshire’, in B, Paskicwicz
(ed.) Mometa Mediavalis: studic swmizmatyczne 1 hitoryczne afiarone Profesorowi Stanislatoon
Suchodolsiemu w 05, roxnicg wrodzin, Warsaw: DiG.

Brooks, N.P. (1979) 'England in the crucible of defeat’, Transactiony of the Royal Historical Suiety,
(5) 29: 1—20.

Brooks, N.P. and Graham-Campbell, J, (2000) Reflections on the Viking-Age silver hoard
from Croydon, Surrey’, in N. Brooks, Communities and Warfare y00-1400, London:
Hambledon.

Charles-Edwards, T. (1989) 'Early medieval kingships in the British Isles’, in . Bassete (ed.) The
Origons of Anglo-Saxon Kingdom, London and New York: Leicester University Press,

Clapham, J.H. (1910) "The horsing of the Danes’, EHR, 25: 287-93.

Clarke, H.B., Ni Mhaonaigh, M. and O Floinn, R. (eds) (1998) Ireland and Scandinavia in the
Eavly Viking Age, Dublin: Four Courts.

Coupland, S. (1988) ‘Dorestad in the ninth century: the numismatic evidence', Jaarboef soor
Muni- en Peaningbunde, 75: 5—25.

—— {1998) ‘From poachers to gamckeepers: Scandinavian warlords and Carolingan kings’,
Eqrly Medressal Exrope, 7(1): 85-114.

—— (1999) "The Frankish cribute payments o the Vikings and their consequences’, Frana,
26(1): 57-75.

Crawford, B.E. (1987) Scorland in the Early Maddle Ages, vol. 2: Scandinavien Scotland, Leicester:
Leicester University Press,

Crumlin-Pedersen, O. (1988) ‘Gensyn med Skuldelev 5 — er ledingsskib?', in A. Andersen & =/,
(eds) Festebrifs til Olaf Ofsen pé Go-dridagen, den 7. Juni 1988, Copenhagen: Kongelige nordiske
oldskrifrselskab.

—— (1997) Large and small warships of the north’, in A. Nprgled Joegensen and B.L, Clausen
(eds) (19G7).

—— (2002) ‘Splendour versus duty — 11ch-centary warships in the lighr of history and archae-
ology’, in A. Neegird Jergensen e 2. eds (2002).

200



— CHAPTER 14: Raiding and warfare —

Davis, R.H.C. (1989) The Medieval Warborse. Origin, Development and Redevolopmens, London:
Thames and Hudson.

Docherty, C. (1998} ‘The Vikings in Ireland: a review', in H.B. Clarke, M. Ni Mhaonaigh and
R. O Floinn (eds) Ireland and Scandinavia in the Early Viking Age, Dublin: Four Courts,

Dumville, D.N. (1997) “The terminology of overkingship in carly Anglo-Saxon England’, in
J- Hines (ed.) The Anglo-Saxons from the Migration Period to the Eighth Centary. An Ethuographuc
Perspective, Woodbridge: Boydell.

Foot, 8. (1991) "Vielence sgainst Christians? The Vikings and the Church in ninth-century
England’, Medicval History, 1(3): 3—16.

Frank, R. (1983) 'Viking atrocity and Skaldic verse: the rite of the blood-cagle’, EHR,
3132-43.

~—— (1988) 'The blood-eagle agmn’, Saga-Book of the Viking Society for Norshern Research, 22:
287-8g.

—— (1990) "The blood-eagle once more: B. Omithology and cthe interpresation of skaldic verse',
Saga-Buok of the Viking Society for Novthern Rescarch, 23: B1-3,

Geleing, M.H. (1999} "Dec komparative perspekeiv i dansk hejmiddelalderforskning. Om familia
og familic, 1id, leding og landeviern’, Dansé Hiorisk Tidukrift, 99(1): 146-88.

Gibbons, M. (2004) "The longphore phenomenon in early Christian and Viking Ireland’, Hisrary
Iredand, 12(3): 19-23,

—— (2005) 'Athlunkard (Ach-an-longphort): a re-assessment of the proposed Viking fortress
n Fairyhill, County Clare’, The Otber Clare. Annual Jowrnal of the Shawnon Archaeological and
Historical Sociesy, 29: 22-5.

Gillingham, J. (1989) ' “The most precious jewel in the English Crown": levels of Dancgeld and
Heregeld in the early cleventh century’, EHR, 104: 373-84.

—— {1990) ‘Chronicles and coins as evidence for levels of eribuce and taxation in late tenth- and
eleventh-century Englandd’, EHR, 104: 936-50.

Graham-Campbell, J.A. and Batey, C.E. (1998) Vikings in Scotland. An Archaelagical Survey,
Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press.

Halaall, G. (1992} 'Playing by whose rules? A further look ac Viking arrocity in the ninth
century’, Medernal History, 2(2). 2—12.

Haywood, J. (1991) Dark Age Naval Power. A Re-asrersowent of Frankish and Anglo-Saxon Seafuring
Adtivity, London and New York: Routledge.

Hill, D. and Rumble, A.R. (cds) (1996) The Defemce of Wessex. The Burgha! Hidage and Anglo-Saxon
Fortificatsims, Manchester: Manchester University Press,

Hunzer, J.R., Bond, J.M. and Smith, A.M, (1993) ‘Some aspects of early Viking setelement in
Orkney', in C.E. Batey, J. Jesch and C.D. Morris (eds) The Viking Age in Caithwess, Orkmey and
the North Aslansic, Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press.

Kelly, E.P. and Maas, J. (1993) "Vikings on the Barrow: Dunrally Fort, a possible Viking
longphore in County Laois', Archaeslogy Irelamd, 9(3); 30—2.

Kelly, E.P. and O'Donovan, E. (1998) ‘A Viking longphore near Arhlunkard, Co Clare’, Archae-
ology Irdand, 12(4). 13~16.

Lawson, M.K. (1984) “The collection of Danegeld and Heregeld in che reigns of Aethelred 11 and
Cout’, EHR, 99: 721-38.

—— (1689) ""Those stories look true™ levels of taxation in the reigns of Aethelred 1T and Cnur’,
EHR, 104: 385—4006,

Lund, N. (1985) The armies of Swein Forkbeard and Cout: fadimg oc 137", Anglo-Saxon England,
15! 105~18.

— (1994) If the Vikings knew a Leding — what was it like?', in B. Ambrosiani and H. Clarke
(eds) Developments Avound the Baltic and the North Sea in the Viking Age (Proceedings of
the Twelfth Viking Congress; Birka Studies 3), Stockholm: Birka Project, Raii and Starens
historiska museer.

201



— Gareth Williams —

—— (1996) Lid. leding oy landevern. Har of tamfund § Dammark i aldre middelalder, Roskilde:
Vikingeskibshallen.

—— (1997) 'Is Jeidang 3 Nordic or 5 European phenomenon?’, in A, Nergird Jorgensen and
B.L. Clausen (eds) (1997).

McKeown, M. (2005) "Anagassan, a scudy of a Viking longphoet”, County Lowth Archawoiogical and
Historical Jowrnal, 26: 67-79.

Malmruos, R. (108%) ‘Leding og skaldekvad. Dec ebvte drhundredes nordiske krigsfldder, deres
reknologi og organisation og deres placering i samfunder belyst gennem den samridige fysste-
digening’, Aarduger for Nordisk Oldbyndighet og Historie: 89~139.

—— {2002) Leidangr in Old Noese court poetry’, in A. Noegded Jorgensen ef af, (eds) (2002),

Metcalf, D.M. (1989) 'Large danegelds in relation to war and kingship: cheir implications for
monetary history, and some numismaric evidence', in S.C. Hawkes (ed.) Weapons and Warfars
in Anglo-Saxan England (Committee for Archacology, Oxford University. Monograph 21),
Oxford: Oxford University Commiteee foe Archacology.

—— {1990) ‘Can we believe the very large figure of £92,0c0 for the geld levied by Cnur
i 1018, in K. Jonsson (ed.) Sewdies in Late Anglo-Saxon Coimage. In Memory of Bror Emil
Hildebrand, Stockholm: Svenska numismatiska foreningen (= Numimariska Meddelanden,
35: 165—76).

Myhre, B. (1998) The archacology of the early Viking Age in Noeway', in H.B, Clarke e al. {eds)
(1998).

Nelson, J.L. (trans. and ed.} (199 1) The Annals of $t-Bertin (Ninth-century histories 1), Manches-
ter: Manchester University Press.

—— (1997) The Frankish Empire’, in P. Sawyer (ed.) The Oxford Ilustrared History of the Vikings,
London: Oxford University Press.

Norgied Jorgensen, A. and Clausen, B.L. (eds) (1097) Meletary Aspects of Scandimavian Seciety in «
Ewrapean Perspective, AD 1—1500 (Publications from the Narional Museum 2), Copenhagen:
Narional Museum.

Norgdrd Jorgensen, A., Lind, J., Jorgensen, L and Clausen, B. (eds) (2002) Maritime Warfare in
Northern Ewrope. Tahnology, Organisation, Logutics and Adwinistration 500 BC-1500 AD
(Publications from the National Museum. Srudies in Archacology and History 6),
Copenhagen: Narional Museum,

O'Brien, R., Quinney, P. and Russell, 1. (20c6) Preliminary eepore on the archaeological
excavation and finds retrieval strategy of che Hiberno-Scandinavian site of Woodstown 6,
County Waterford', Decres. 0fd Waterford Society, 612 13-107.

O Floinn, R. (1998) “The archacology of the early Viking Age in Ireland’, in H.B. Clarke,
M. Ni Mhaonaigh and R. O Floinn (eds) Irvland and Scandinavia in the Early Viking Age,
Dublin: Four Courts.

Peddie, . (1999} Alfred. Warrior King, Stroud: Sucton,

Price, N.S. (1991) "Viking armies and feets in Brictany: a case study for some general problems’,
in. H. Bekker-Nielson and HLE Niclsen (eds) Timde rearfaglige Vikingesymposium, Hpjbjerg:
Hikuin,

Reurter, T. (1985) ‘Plunder and tribute in the Carolingian Empire’, Tranactions of the Royal
Histarical Sociery, (5) 35! 75-94.

Richards, J.D, (2001) ‘Boundaries and culc cencres: Viking burial in Derbyshire’, in
J.A. Graham-Campbell, R. Hall, J. Jesch and D.N. Parsons (eds) Vikings and the Dawelau,
Select Papers from the Procesdings of rhe Thivreesith Viking Congress, Oxford: Oxbow.

Sawyer, PH. (1962) The Age of the Vikings, London: Edward Amold,

Smyth, A, (1980) Warlwrds and Holy Men. Scotland AD 8o—-r1000, Edinburgh: Edinburgh Uni-
versity Press.

Wamers, E. (1998) 'Insular finds in Viking Age Scandinavia and the state formation of Norway',
in H.B. Clarke ¢f al. {eds) (1998).

202



— CHAPTER 14: Raiding and warfare —

—— (2002} 'The gth century Danish-Norwegtan conflice: maritime warfare and state forma-
tion’, in A. Nergied Jacgensen e af, (eds) (2002).

Webster, L. and Backhouse, |. (eds) (1991} The Making of England. Anglo-Saxor Art and Culture AD
6oo-goo, London: British Museum Press.

Williams, D.G.E. (2002) 'Ship-levies in che Viking Age: che methodology of studying military
insticutions in 4 semi-hiseorical sociery’, in A, Norgard Jorgensen ef o/, (eds) (2002),

—— (2004) 'Land assessment and che silver economy of Norse Scotland’, in G. Williams and
P. Bibire (eds), Sagas, Sasmts and Sertlemonts (The Northern World 11), Leiden: Brill,

——— {forthcoming) Viing Warfarve and Military Ovganisation, London.

203



