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SUMMARY

Advances in our understanding of the nature ofyeaddieval trade and the development
of rural regions in the Vlith to IXth centuries England have made it necessary to re-
examine our perceptions of emporia-hinterland adgons during in this period. It is
argued that previous attempts to reconstruct gi&ionship, concentrating on the
analysis of patterns of traded items, can only evevide a partial understanding with
strong caveats for interpretation. A new themapigraach is suggested using evidence
from within the emporium alongside that from thedater region in order to provide a
more nuanced understanding of hinterlands andiaeging relationships between these
early urban sites and the countryside.

1. INTRODUCTION

The emergence of the town-like trading and artsartres, often called emporia, in Vlith
and VIlith-century North-West Europe has long bkeld to herald the intensification of
post-Roman economic systems around the North $hase places mostly emerge in the
VIith century as small settlements, with evidenmerégional and long-distance contacts
before expansion and increasing activity duringfits¢ half of the VIIith century into the
classic trading ports of pre-Viking Europe. Howevesearch over the last decade has
seriously challenged the prevailing paradigms madgtio the monopolisation of trade by
elites and based upon substantivist economic gmtwgy? Alongside this, rural
archaeology, especially in England, has illustraktedcomplex internal networks of trade
and high levels of economic activity taking platengside the emergence of a tiered
settlement hierarchy from the early Vlith centuryvards® Given such new findings and
the shift in thinking among many medieval archagisis and historians towards an
acceptance of some levels of freelance tradingimvttie early medieval economic
systems, there is a growing need to explore anewntbractions and relationships
between these large, urbanised trading ports andutll regions around them, what may
be broadly termed their hinterlands. This papexceatrates on the English evidence to
draw out some broad themes related to the studynpbria and their hinterlands,
although it is relevant to the European emporiganeral. England forms a most useful
area of study (Fig. 1) in this particular case o the levels of data now available
from rural areas. The data from excavations, iiselfeased greatly in recent years
through the funding of excavations by the privagetsr prior to development, has been
greatly supplemented by the increased reportirggra¥ finds of coinage and metalwork,
known as ‘portable antiquities’, to organisationstsas the Portable Antiquities Scheme
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or Early Medieval Corpus of Coin Findhese amount to thousands of finds and are
now making a real contribution to research in Engfa

2. PREVIOUS WORK: SETTLEMENT, ECONOMY AND HINTERLADS

The body of literature on emporia-hinterland relas remains small. Much work has
been undertaken in the last 15 years exploringnagiand international economies, and
our understanding of internal networks of tradeanly medieval England are now much
better informed. However, attempts to trace hinterlands themsedvesgar more limited.
For example, Newman in his exploration of Ipswick &ast Anglia, warned of the
complexities of hinterland studies and argued tioat-economic factors such as social or
religious obligations needed to be taken into antdaut through distributions of Ipswich
Ware pottery and coins likely minted in Ipswich @ed that the town must have had
hinterlands stretching across East Anglia and beyoithe eastern MidlandsHowever,

he was unable to define anything more than Ipswipl'ssible zone of influence rather
than the discussion of the nature of the town’sdniands themselves. Palmer took these
ideas further exploring traded items, likely to davriginated in the emporia, such as
imported pottery, in relation to communication netks and evidence for the evolution
of settlement hierarchies. With these ideas in medargued that concentrations of
Ipswich Ware in north-west Norfolk, for exampleutmbbe reflected in archaeological
evidence for specialist beef-rearing and salt pctduo in this area which, in turn, may
have been of importance for the population of lgéwHe also noted the presence of
imported wares west of London in the Thames Vaheglation to the evolution of

estate centres and monastic settlements, most bkelmportant source of raw materials
and provisions for LondohWork | undertook on material from an area centedork,
whilst focused towards regional economies, was atde to illustrate that York and some
other settlements in the area had wide-rangingactstaicross northern England and into
southern Scotland and | argued that much of thidaubt went through York before
reaching other settlemeri(s.

However, in many respects all of these articleseatrate on the evolution of settlement
hierarchy and economy in Vlith- to IXth-century Hawgd rather than on hinterlands per
se and in this way fit in well with much of the ¢cemporary literature and interpretative
frameworks. There are problems with this in a nundfevays which hinder the
exploration of hinterlands. Firstly, there was agyal assumption that imported material
entered the country via an emporium, following Heslg notion of emporia as
monopolistic ports-of-trade, whereas it now app#aasthis is not necessarily the case
and that there would have been numerous smalley paints for goods and tradersin
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addition, the perception that the emporia provitteddriving force behind economic
changes in the countryside has been seriouslyertgEt to the extent that it seems more
probable that changes in the organisation of metilement and economy began prior to
the initial activity at the emporia and well befaheir most active phases in the Vllith
century*? Whilst these provide some serious caveats, thebviterature on the
economy of early medieval England does illustragedomplexity of the economy and
networks of trade, and the work tracing hinterlatieugh the analysis of traded goods
has been extremely useful.

3. THE EMPORIA AND ‘ARCHAEOLOGIES OF CHANGE’

Alongside our increasing understanding of the dgwalent and economy in VIith to
IXth-century England is the recognition that theam be continual change within
settlements relating to their nature and functidmese changes can bring about
fundamental shifts in their identity during thewodution. McCormick has highlighted the
potential for such a phenomenon at the emporisstaatly adapting to situations as they
appear, their nature possibly changing at a fundéahkevel over their lifespatt. This
idea of change is important when considering enapamid their hinterlands, as the
interactions between the two may have been vefgrdiiit at different times.

In London, for example, the excavations at the ROera House, in a central part of
Lundenwig provided one of the most complete sequencesaipation we have for any
emporium® The earliest levels, dated c.675-730, showed imgjfdwithin large yards.
There was little indication of any alignment withuteways or each other, and it was not
until the early VIlith-century that the more ‘clasgrid-like pattern emerged with
buildings in small yards aligned to roads, andrtuest intense phase of activity did not
take place until c.730-770 before a long periodexline exhibiting a steady decrease in
building density and evidence for a major cont@tin the overall size of the port until
abandonment ¢.850. Although the settlement obwodustl wide-ranging contacts,
including internationally, these excavations artteod withinLundenwicsuggest that the
overall early settlement was probably of quite $msiak, with little indication of planning
or deliberate foundation. The late Vll-century patrLondon was certainly known to
kings and bishops, and we know that churchmen btgahbtain land in the area, on both
sides of the River Thames. We also know from daxlycodes that property in the port
could be bought and sotdTaken together, this evidence does suggest thet-véntury
London was an important place, and attracted tteedat of a range of elites, including
from relatively far-afield such as Mercia. Howevieis also clear that the settlement in
the later VIIth century was of a different natuoethe VIlith century town which, again,
was different to that seen in the IXth century. §d#uctuations will undoubtedly have
had an effect on its interactions with the surrongdegions.

Ipswich is another useful example, where the edades of a different nature, providing
for more regionally-based interpretations. Excawadiin the town, albeit only available
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in summary form, show that whilst the VIII and Xértury settlement covered a large
area, probably about 50 hectares, its VlI-centueglpcessor was much smaller, at only
around 6 hectares in siZ&lnterestingly, this is about the same size asmabmu of

nearby settlements, also with evidence for longadise contacts and communication,
including Barham, Coddenham and Rendlesham alirwitBkm of Ipswich the latter a
documented royal palace in the pertdds such, this combined evidence does not
indicate that early Ipswich was any different togonporary, surrounding settlements.
The coin evidence is also useful. Unlike in theli¥-century phases, the early phases at
the emporia are not coin-rich with gold coins, ikerovingian tremisses and Anglo-
Saxon thrymsas virtually unknown and the subsegBegntary phase of silver sceattas
found only in small numbers, including two of 84attas at Ipswich, 14 of 124 from
Hamwic and 5 from 19 atundenwic'® Given that these are all from relatively limited
excavations, unlike rural finds which now tend &ftom large-scale metal-detector
surveys, these numbers can, a little subjectivethaps, be considered comparable with
rural sites such as Coddenham or RendlesAansuch, the overall evidence does not sit
comfortably with the idea that one of these sigswich, was a royal entrep6t, founded
to monopolise trade. Rather, early Ipswich may é& mterpreted within the remits of a
coastal zone and identity. They were well locatedatch sea-borne trade, and its
position in relation to internal networks of commneation meant it was an ideal stopping
point for merchants.

As a result | would argue that these Vlith-centsitgs would have had relatively simple
hinterlands and interactions with local regions:. &mample, material imported via
Ipswich may have found its way perhaps to Barhacdh@oddenham which are on a
direct line of communication from Ipswich but it wld seem more realistic that
Rendlesham, 16km away and also at the head oftaargswas as involved in
international networks as Ipswich. Quite what thlesistence base of late Vlith-century
was remains unclear, at least in the publishechiiee, but it may well have procured
what was required from near by. If Ipswich wasitien entry point in this small area,
foreign traders may have ventured inland and thal lpopulations may have travelled to
Ipswich. However, the overall evidence suggesttiraly simple interactions and only a
limited effect on the surrounding region. It seeh®t the emerging VIith-century coastal
identity will have allowed for much interactiontinis zone with fluidity and high levels
of communication up and down the sea lanes, aschird to know what, if any, control
there may have been in some ar€dsondon was no doubt different in some ways,
located slightly further inland albeit again at tiresad of an estuary. It obviously had an
important role in providing Mercian elites with &ss to the North Sea, and this may be
related to salt from Drotiwich, the main Englislinersprings, located in the heart of
Mercia?® But it also appears that these elites were takth@ntage of pre-existing
conditions in London, not creating them.
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What does seem to set the emporia apart from e#tdements is that all were well
located at good portage sites, with good inlandroamications. London controlled
access upstream into the River Thames, a gatewaiercia. Ipswich was better
located than Rendlesham, closer to the extant Rocshnetwork, and at the head of the
Gipping valley which runs north-west towards theldéd of Cambridgeshire and west
Norfolk, with rich pasture and potential for salb@uction, and Hamwic was well located
on the Solent, and for communication with the rgg@lver base at Winchester. York is
possibly slightly different being over 40km inlareljen though along a navigable river
but in many respects it does not fit with the gepdwy of the other emporia, and may be
more related to ecclesiastical pover.

Such notions that Ipswich, London and Hamwic wesseatially in the right place at the
right time echoes McCormick’s suggestions for Verand some of the other North Sea
settlements in that these sites were simply in @ilimecations and existed in ideal local
conditions* Trading may have only been one part of their efamgtion, but in the early
VIllith century these sites had started to expardlaaneconomic life became their raison
d’etre, highlighting the importance of the consatem of the archaeology of change.

What happens in the early VIlith century is in fagtremely interesting regarding their
regions. Based on the finds of coinage, | haveedglsewhere that the expansion of the
emporia coincides with a curtailment of coin losthu about 15km of them, equivalent
to about a day’s return travel to market in predistdal societie$® This is at a time when
coin use in general was expanding greatly, witlelewf coin loss increasing markedly
after c. 710.

Such regional evidence may be interpreted as aties®of trade, perhaps due to
controlled access to that trade, but the evideaoebe read differently. Taking Ipswich
as an example, the fact that this change appedes ¢tonfined to a small area equivalent
to a days’ return travel indicates that the chasgeerhaps related to the expansion of
Ipswich, the beginnings of the Ipswich Ware indystnd the expansion of international
trade. This could have two effects locally. Ongp®swvich’s local economic dominance,
becoming the main market place. The other is thelt &n expansion may also result in
substantial population movement from the localeagnto Ipswich. Outside of this
15km zone there appears to be little differendeefore- the pattern of coin loss is not
markedly changed. Also, we are still finding imgatimaterial, especially ceramics, up
and down the coastal zone indicating a high nurabentry points. Essentially, these
patterns do not sit comfortably with any authoréarattempts to monopolise trade,
although the evidence relating to tolls makesatackhat there was certainly royal interest
in taking advantage of tradé.
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This period of expansion is important to brieflypee further as it will undoubtedly
affect the nature of an emporium’s hinterland antirepresent fundamental change
compared to that relating to the Vlith and earlyittitcentury phases. The expanded
emporia were up to about ten times the area ahitial settlements, had substantially
increased populations and their nature now appedrave included a substantial
productive element. As a result, they requiretbfgger and more complex hinterlands
than their VlIth-century predecessors. Alongsids ihithe expansion of international
networks. The emporia all show high levels of impdmpottery and large numbers of
Frisian coins are known across the country indiggdin increase in the levels of material
being traded around the North Sea littoral. It rhaythat the expansion coincides with
technological changes in boat design with the dhiobion of wider boats able to carry
larger cargoes. This is, however, somewhat specelgiven the lack of evidence
regarding Vllith-century vessefd Regardless, we can assume more material or produce
was leaving England during this period too whicl also affect the size and nature of
the hinterlands required by the emporia.

4. TRACING HINTERLANDS I: TRADED GOODS AND COINAGE

The simplest way to try to measure these hintedasitb map traded material originating
at the emporia as Palmer dftalthough a few words of caution are warrantedeeisfly
relating to pottery distributions. As Newman poiatg this can be affected by various
economic or social factors which remain invisibletmeologically’’ Like any form of
material culture, ceramics can covey notions ofiidg which may not be acceptable to
some groups, or their form and function may simm@y add anything to the repertoire
already available in another af&dor instance, the distribution of Ipswich Ware is
extremely useful in exhibitingomeof the areas which may have been important
hinterlands for Ipswich. However, virtually noneshaeen found in Essex, just south-west
of Ipswich, roughly equating to the East Saxon #omg. Whether traders working from
Ipswich were visitors here is unclear at preseut jtimay be that Ipswich Ware would
not have been an acceptable commaodity in thisqueati area, and so its use in
identifying hinterland areas, whilst extremely ugefannot be used alone.

Instead of using these traded items on their owralt@rnative method is to map the
distributions of different types of coinage. Thenbfits of this is that they can be
considered and index of trade rather than beimgdet good?® Coinage was produced in
Anglo-Saxon England from the early Vllth-centurpdahe silverlsceattasof the later
VIlith to mid-VIlith centuries are now fairly commdimds with over 3,000 stray finds
now recorded in the UK and these provide a verjulsxample®® Although no mint
places have been identified with complete certaiaty there are numerous different
types, numismatists have identified a range ofsaiost likely produced in the emporia,
notably Series R in Ipswich , Series H in Hamwieti&s L in London and Series Y in
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York.?' The distributions of these (Fig. 2) illustratesitipotential usefulness in
determining the geographical extent of each emjsogi@onomic zone of influence.
Series R, like many coin types, is relatively wiglesd attesting to the general mixing of
currency but has a broadly East Anglian distributiath a line of finds then spreading
out into eastern central England around the edgieeofenland. Within East Anglia, there
is a cluster of finds in the Ipswich area and aeoth north-west Norfolk with a line of
finds along the Gipping Valley in-between. Thisyides an interesting juxtaposition
against the Ipswich Ware distribution which shovegsnailar basic pattern. Series H is
very tightly bound to Wessex, especially the ameaad Hamwic and Winchester and to
the west. The gap in the distribution can be attgtl to the presence of the New Forest
where little metal-detecting or fieldwork takesqdaand is likely to be a modern
constraint rather than an indication of ancientgyas in this cas& Like Series H, Series
Y is very tightly bound to a defined area, the oegirom the River Humber to River Tees
west of the Pennines, although there is a notadpeagound York. Series L is the most
widely distributed type examined here, perhaps yom&ing given London’s pre-eminent
role as the trading port for the Mercian kingdorhefe is a distinct distribution of Series
L along the Thames Valley and into the southernlafids (the counties of
Gloucestershire and Warwickshire), and also aragbhedouthern edge of the fenland,
similar to that seen for Series R.

Such distributions and closer examination of thaisributions are extremely useful, and
certainly appear to show a definable zone of imftgethat the emporia held. The
comparison of Ipswich Ware and Series R sceattas isformative case. The
concentration of both in a similar area (north-westfolk) illustrates that this was
undoubtedly an important hinterland for tradersrfripswich, the archaeology of the area
suggestive of valuable meat and salt econdt#yround London the distribution of
Series L sceattas is also worth some attentiors ifildicates two important hinterlands,
one involving communities to the north around teldnd of Cambridgeshire, the other
westwards along the Thames Valley, the rich farchian doubt being of importance. In
addition, it also provides support for the docuraentvidence of the importance of
London and its control to the Mercian elites, b&tloular and ecclesiastical.

However, using these relatively simple distributaaralyses are also not without their
problems. They do, of course, provide an easy Wagsessing the essence of aspects of
an emporium’s hinterland but there are some impbtaveats to be taken into account.
Levels of monetization are an important considerategarding the interpretation of any
numismatic data, and the evolution of coin-use mgld-Saxon England shows a high
degree of variability even in what would otherwssem very similar ared$ For

example, we are lucky to have the documentary ssushich show London’s

importance to Merci& This illustrates that salt from Droitwich (Worcesthire) was an
extremely important commodity, and two Series Lnsare known from what appears to
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be an important salt transhipment point at thegél of Bidford-on-Avon
(Warwickshire)* It appears also that elites from this area andcadjt parts of the
central Midlands sought connections and propertyoimdon, yet the London-minted
coins only reach the southern-most areas, thetlhedr of Mercia having far less
developed levels of monetization. Similarly, the@centration of Series Y sceattas,
seemingly minted in York, partly reflected traditad locations for research and metal-
detecting such as the Yorkshire Wolds, but it soddeavily constrained by levels of
coin-use in the period. Very few Vllith-century nsiare known from west of the
Pennines nor north of the River Tees either frooaeations or other methods of
recovery, and documentary sources for Northumbristory alongside other
archaeological sources are indicative of greaial$éeof connectedness than the
numismatic data would impf/.

5. TRACING HINTERLANDS II: AN ALTERNATIVE APPROACH

Therefore, whilst they are a vital tool of analysisl some notions of hinterlands are
definable through the examination of markers sicbognage or pottery they must be
treated carefully otherwise we are at risk of dregypoorly constructed conclusions from
the data, and misreading their meaning. Thereneseal for a more nuanced approach to
the idea of hinterlands if we are to more fully argtand the interactions between
emporia and hinterland and assess how these ch#amgegh time. Key to such an
approach is assessing the broad themes which nd®ylienthe nature of any particular
interaction. This alternative, thematic methoda#idor a range of potential hinterlands
to be examined, from which broader discussions®iature of settlement, trade and
production may come. The following categories arteptial hinterland types, all in some
way inter-related, which distinguish different asgseof an emporium’s nature and
function, and could form a framework for the dissioa of a range of factors. Each
involves examination of a range of material fouaedionally and within the emporia
themselves, as well as making use of any textudeace. These are:

» the ‘impact hinterland’: the zone where the Vllidnd IXth-century emporia had
an immediate and profound impact in terms of past@f settlement and the
nature of its economy which may become more foctrsedrds the local
emporium. From the analysis of changes in pattenmnsoin loss this appears to
extend around 15km, equivalent to one day’s ret@vel by non-mechanised
means’®

» ‘productive hinterlands’: the areas from where raaterials and other related
products, such as fuel or sharpening stones, weraiped to be used in
production located within the emporia. The disttibas of coins and pottery
shown previously certainly form important aspedtassessing ‘productive
hinterlands’, but tracing these would also be wefived through exploring the
provenance of materials found within emporia. Bameple, the Fishergate, York
excavations showed that sharpening stones werengeérom as far away as the
Scottish Borders, and animal skins including piretm were most likely from
areas such as the North Yorkshire Moors, 40-50kialyaand some of the stone
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used in craftworking from Hamwic was from the Boisarea®® Likewise,
sharpening stones found at the Royal Opera Hous&d(in) have provenance
south of the Thames in Kent and Surrey, which nisgy lae an area from where
London was most likely to obtain iron, with majapbsits in the Weald and
contemporary evidence from smelting both therear@anterbury® The land
around London was also known to have been heawdbyded at the time of
Domesday in 1086 which may indicate that Londoners were able tongeth of
their wood locally. Much of this would not be indted through the distributions
of coinage or non-local pottery.

» ‘subsistence hinterlands’: the areas from wheresadfs were procured, which
could obviously vary greatly by the nature of thedduce, from meat and fish to
cereals and other plants. It does seem likelyahbkgast some would have come
from farms in the region, some perhaps very logalduced given the
appearance of neonates in some zooarchaeologssghhtages implying farms
close by to emporia, as at the Royal Opera Houskeeld, excavations on what is
considered the edge of the London emporium at titeoNal Gallery site are
suggestive of a semi-rural environméhThere is also extensive evidence,
especially from Hamwic, that animals arrived on-tto®f or as processed cuts
and so it is entirely possible these animal proslocdiginated at some distanite.
As Hamerow has rightly argued, the subsistencéioambetween the emporia
and the countryside remain poorly understood andk tewgeting these problems
is needed? In addition, the documentary evidence may be efalthough it is
difficult to know how representative sources citfibgd rent in the period are, or
how they could be related to the emporia. Laterces) such as Domesday, may
also be useful, as it may highlight trends in thielence which could be followed,
such as the extensive use of the saltmarsh fopgteesture along the Thames
estuary®” This, though, could only be used in conjunctiothwillth to IXth-
century evidence. Alongside animal bone data, tiseace from fish and
shellfish can be an important source of informatieor both Hamwic and
London the bulk of this indicates local sourcety@lgh oysters from the Royal
Opera House excavations appear to have come frerwotst north of the
Thames as far up as Suffolk illustrating sourcemffurther afield were utilised
where appropriat&®

» ‘social hinterlands’: the effect that the empariauld have had upon different
sections of society. These could take differentfgrboth geographical and
virtual. For example, high status aspects of thareaand function of the emporia
would no doubt have been more far-reaching thasethelating to the peasantry.
We also cannot ignore the changes that these $atjements would have had on
local social dynamics, which could be many andedrincluding the

39 NAYLOR 2004a, p. 117 ; RDREWS 1997, p. 241.

0 GOFFIN 2003 ; NM\YLOR 2004, p. 84-86.

“1 GALLOWAY , KEENE 1996, p. 450.

2 MALCOLM, BOWSHER2003, p. 185

43 HAMEROW 2007, p. 221.

*1bid., p. 229-230.

> NAYLOR 2004a, p. 120-121 ;IRPON2007, p. 152.

“6 WINDER 1997 ; MaLCOLM, BOWSHER2003, 186-188.



relationships between producers and consumershandvtels of access different
actors would have had to the networks of intermatidorade. The ownership of
land and property by Mercian elites in London iliages the latter’s importance
to a quite distant aréa.Such evidence also highlights that it is only @iert
members of society who will be affected by thesetacts.

These various hinterlands highlight the complegitéthe emporia and the examples
cited indicate the potential of the approach. Eushthese few examples indicate that
productive hinterlands are likely to have been demmboth through deliberately trying
to procure the most suitable materials, such agpshang stones, whilst still being
constrained by the availability of some raw matsriauch as metals which may have
been at least partially recycl&dSubsistence hinterlands look to have been somewhat
simpler with local produce used as much as possalileough provenancing here is
difficult on current evidence. The potential ofslpproach to assess changing
hinterlands is high but will require in-depth cortteal analysis of evidence by phase,
which remains outside the scope of this short stAdlyngside this there is also a need
for more provenance studies of clay and metal ssundich are sadly lacking in the
early medieval literature but such work would hgweat potential in the definition of the
impact and productive hinterlands especially, altffowould be of use for all defined
hinterland types.

One thing is for sure, that this multi-focal theioa@pproach outlined here has the
potential to illustrate the variety in hinterlandke-up not otherwise easily seen. For
example, based on the distribution of traded itdvtejdicott suggested that London’s
core hinterland was based around the River Tharoas ©xfordshire to its estuary east
of London?® Whilst this seems to be most likely true for itstz subsistence hinterland,
and possibly some supplies of raw materials suchoas just a brief overview of some

of the available data suggests that this core ithamte would also have much variety
within it, but also that London’s ‘productive hineend’ and ‘social hinterland’ was much
wider, drawing stone at the least from the Kent/&uarea and from south-west England,
and the coinage indicating important hinterlandsdyurther west and north.

6. CONCLUSION

This brief exploration of the methods we can usexjlore hinterlands, and my
suggestions for a range of hinterlands types mdihage raised more questions than
answers. Hinterlands are an extremely complex phenon and their study is dependant
on how we perceive the emporia themselves, fundtaihgaffecting the nature of
relationships they would have had with surroundegjons. In addition, they were not
static entities but dynamic and fluid, changing addpting to new situations and
pressures as they arose. Certainly the natureedfittterlands relating to the early phases
of the emporia was very different to those seegneslis later when they had become
urbanised port towns, and it is likely that thessyrhave changed again during the
emporia’s declining years of the IXth century.

4" MADDICOTT 2005, p. 18-19.
8 MALCOLM, BOWSHER2003, 176-190
9 MADDICOTT 2005, p. 14.



Interdisciplinary approaches will, of course, bestastructive and the large datasets of
portable antiquities are also now particularly us&r English sites and regions. This
type of data provides an extremely powerful backgbpicture into which sites can
placed and regions interpreted. Undertaking conmparatudies of both emporia and
rural settlements at the contextual level will unbii@dly help to define the changing
character of the hinterlands over time as will emvinental/geographic assessments to
define the various landscapes suited to differetivities, including animal husbandry,
arable farming, salt production and so on. In stin®emporia of Anglo-Saxon England
can be seen as a product of their time, each explwitheir own way alongside a whole
range of contemporary regional and internationgktigpments in settlement and
economy in the VIith and Vllith centuries. Howevat their most active they provided a
dynamic force with the ability to influence and phaheir regions. Understanding these
interactions and the nature of their various hlateds will allow us to more fully
appreciate how the emporia operated, at both thecsgic and social levels, and how the
early medieval populations engaged with thesedaching networks of trade and
exchange.
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Fig. 1 Location map showing the main sites, rivaerd regions discussed in the text.
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Fig. 2 The distributions of coinage minted at ¢éim@poria. Key: circles- Series R;
triangles- Series H; squares- Series Y (coins minteler King Eadberht); inverted
triangles- Series L.



