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Hans Andersson

Outland, centre, periphery 

and world system theories
Some remarks from a Swedish perspective

Symposium in Torsby

Wemet late in September 1996 in Torsby, a small township 

in a region with vast and rich pine woods, in the Central 

Swedish province of Värmland Sweden: several researchers 

who had a mutual interest in the people who lived outside 

the political and economic centres and also outside the 

main rural districts in the Middle Ages. The weather was 

misty, grey and rather cold. The circumstances surroun- 

ding the meeting fitted very well emotionally with the the- 

me that was to be discussed: Outland use in Preindustrial 

Europe. One of the participants was Professor Werner 

Meyer. Not least thanks to his studies of settlements in the 

Alps, he was a very important person at the symposium.

When we were making preparations for the seminar, 

we had great difficulties in defining the settlements that we 

wanted to be studied and discussed. The starting point was 

the Swedish word utmark (approximately outland), which 

means land belonging to a more centrally situated farm or 

village but also independent farms lying outside the central 

countryside. In the invitation to the meeting the intention 

was presented in this way:

"A symposium on archaeological and historical Pro­

blems concerning outland use, with the emphasis on the 

Middle Ages and later. Archaeological research and the ma- 

nagement of cultural environments today often concern 

the cultural landscape as a concept and an object for analy- 

sis. There is also an aspiration to study man in the landsca­

pe: how people co-vary with, influence, and are influenced 

by the landscape. It is important to point out that a cultural 

landscape is not synonymous with a tilled and farmed 

landscape; in principle, all settings have been influenced 

by and have exerted an influence on man. There is some 

awareness of this fact, but the knowledge of other forms of 

cultural environments is limited. The studies that have 

been conducted on land outside farms and fields have of­

ten focused on individual categories of remains or single 

objects. In recent years, however, there has been a decisive 

change, and in several disciplines and several countries one 

can see a greatly increased interest in cultural environments 

beyond the cultivated and settled landscape. The word

'outland' (Swedish utmark) can be used as an umbrella term 

for these settings, and the activities/livelihoods carried out 

there can be called «outland use>, a combination of various 

livelihoods in different ecological settings pursued outside 

the infields by a permanently settled population, but with 

the important quantitative aspect that these livelihoods 

must be of considerable importance for the carrying capa- 

city of the farm. This should be qualitatively reflected in 

cultural patterns and social organisations."1

In this paper I want very briefly to do two things. 

The first is to discuss the different perspectives we have to 

deal with when we are engaged in research on the utmark 

problem. I shall concentrate here on the centre-periphery 

problems on different scales. This will be done in a some- 

what crooked and tentative way, with the intention of 

seeing whether it is possible to use the same theoretical 

framework for different scale levels, from the world per­

spective to the local. The second aim is to present some 

new Swedish research in medieval archaeology which gives 

example of this type of problems. Hopefully there is some 

kind of cohesion between the two parts.

Marginal areas and medieval archaeology

Most medieval archaeologists are not used to working with 

these problems. When we look at medieval archaeology as 

an academic discipline it is evident that the medieval class 

society and especially its physical manifestations are still 

the starting point for many research programmes. We work 

with churches, castles, cities and towns, and the most im­

portant villages in the central districts, but very little with 

peripheral regions.

Medieval archaeology owes its origin to the archae­

ology of monuments. In Scandinavia the churches were in- 

vestigated quite early in the nineteenth century. The mona- 

steries followed and so did the castles. Some urban 

archaeology was done already at the end of the nineteenth 

century, but it took along time until the great wave came in 

the final years of the 1960s and the beginning of the 1970s. 

Few excavations of villages were undertaken during that 

time, but the situation changed in the 1990s.2
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Yet it is clear that medieval archaeologists have ex- 

ploited few of the districts outside the regions where the 

greatest development has taken place. At least for Sweden 

the reason is that rescue excavations have totally domina- 

ted the archaeological scene, and that type of archaeology 

has been the biggest employer for archaeologists. Rescue 

archaeology has of course been concentrated in the most 

expansive regions in the country. This has in practice 

strengthened the picture of a medieval archaeology that is 

primarily an archaeology working with the history of the 

well-to-do classes in society.

Perhaps this explanation is not sufficient, however. 

Many archaeologists have probably felt that the problems 

which are current in marginal areas have not been very 

interesting to work with. They have also believed that there 

is very scarce archaeological source material to be obtained. 

In the first case there is an estimation by the archaeologists 

of what is worth studying. This means that the priorities 

have not favoured the ancient/medieval remains in the fo- 

rests and the outland.

We can find confirmation of this situation when we 

look at the nationwide inventory of ancient monuments, 

which started in the second part of the 1930s, connected 

with the surveys for the Swedish national maps. For a very 

long time only prehistoric monuments, especially graves 

but also other types, were registered, with only some excep- 

tions. Medieval ruins of churches and castles were among 

these exceptions. It is not until the last decade that the regi- 

sters have been broadened, now also including monu­

ments in the forests and woods. But still there may be 

discussion as to whether they can be viewed as ancient mo­

numents within the intentions of the Act concerning 

Ancient Monuments. As a result, many of the historical 

monuments in the forests and marginal areas have been rat- 

her unknown and therefore have not been scientifically in- 

vestigated up to now.

periods of the settlement history of the countryside. It has 

always something to do with colonisation, claiming for 

new land for cultivation. The original meaning oftorp is di- 

sputed, but the original torp did in fact move out from a 

primary farm and in that way shaped a new layer of farms. 

These settlements thus represent a phase of new reclaimed 

land that can be dated to late prehistoric and early medie­

val times (tenth-thirteenth centuries). In later periods (the 

sixteenth and seventeenth centuries) the term is used for 

small farms that were founded in the outlying lands of the 

village. Later on they were assessed for taxes. A new coloni­

sation period occurred at the end ofthe eighteenth centu- 

ry and especially during the demographic explosion of the 

nineteenth century, when lots of crofts (in Swedish often 

called torp) were established, not least in forest regions. 

They were built outside the central parts of the village and 

often belonged to a bigger farm. Because of the emigration 

of the nineteenth century and the exodus to cities and 

towns, they were reduced and today it is possible to find 

only a fraction of them with houses (mostly used as sum- 

mer cottages). Yet it is still possible to discern the founda- 

tions of the houses and the small fields. The inventories 

that were mentioned above deal with these late torp (croft) 

settlements. There is no total overview of this important 

material and it has not been used in research, with the ex- 

ception of some rare cases. It is true that it is late material, 

but to get the most out of it probably archaeological exca­

vations are necessary. It is good material in the sense that it 

is precisely located and also fairly well settled chronologi- 

cally. There is also information in the parish records about 

persons who have lived on these crofts.

Yet there is another aspect which can be added. It 

may be possible through these inventories to trace medie­

val settlements which were subsequently deserted. 

Hypothetically it is possible to assume that the later colo- 

nisers preferred places where earlier farmers had worked 

and had prepared the soil. Even if the fields had become 

wooded the croft holders were of course able to discern 

whether the places had been cleared and cultivated before. 

It could therefore be possible to try to use these inventories 

for a purpose which was not intended when they were 

compiled.

This was a small digression, but I wanted to call at- 

tention to two things. Even if the scholarly interest has 

been rather low, as I have pointed out, the local people 

have been very interested in their own history and also ta­

ken the consequences of this and gathered a lot of materi­

al. Now when the academic interest has risen there is alrea-

The croft inventories

At the same time, it is quite clear that people in general in 

the countryside are quite interested in these remains. This 

is quite natural. It is connected with a concern for their own 

local district and its history. Many local societies and other 

interested persons have tried in different ways to document 

the remains which have been found in their own parish or 

village, dating from earlier times, particularly from histori­

cal periods, and often situated in the woods.

There are many inventories of crofters' holdings (in 

Swedish torp).The word torp has been used during various
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dy material which can give a good basis for further studies 

of these marginal settlements. The researchers whom I 

shall discuss later in this paper have had the opportunity to 

gain access to such data.

world system theory as Wallerstein formulated it, there are 

many who consider that there must have been internal de- 

velopment in the marginal regions which also provided 

scope for their own decision making.

Distances in ancient times cannot be left out of ac- 

count. The transport of great quantities of bulk cargoes 

and people, for example, military troops, was extraordina- 

rily troublesome. This made it nearly impossible to gain 

total control of regions located far away. The only raw ma- 

terials that could be transported were luxury wares. But 

such trade commodities alone could not lead to control 

and dominance over remote regions. Communications 

were slow.

Another point is worth stressing. Very few, if any, 

talk about the extent to which the periphery has influen- 

ced the centre. Some researchers are inclined to see a kind 

of core/core relation that was held together in some kind 

of network instead of core/periphery relations. How we 

look upon all this is, of course, also a result of how we defi- 

ne power and consider the power relations between the 

different players.

Like many fruitful research models, Wallerstein's 

world system theory has given the impetus for an inspiring 

discussion. As Thomas D. Hall has written, there are today 

so many variations when it comes to world system analysis 

that it is no longer relevant to refer to it as one theory. 

According to Hall, it ought rather to be called a perspecti­

ve or in Kuhn's spirit a paradigm, which contains many 

theories that are contradictory.6

Apart from the fact that there are different opinions 

of Wallerstein's theses, there is still unanimity that there 

are more or less pronounced interactions on different sca- 

le levels and perhaps also dependencies between centres of 

different kinds and also between these and regions lying 

outside them. They may be political, economic, ideologi- 

cal and cultural. A region, district or place can be a centre 

in one or more respects, in others a periphery. It is impor­

tant to realise that both centre and periphery can be active 

and set the agenda.

The world system theories imply a very great scale. 

But the centre-periphery ideas which are retrieved from 

world system thinking can be used absolutely. They can 

give an input to discussion on every scale level, from the 

world level to the local. But we then have to define more 

exactly what centre and periphery mean in different situa- 

tions. Otherwise one can end up in an unclear situation 

and also indicate a world-view that perhaps (hopefully) 

was not the intention.

The question of centre and periphery

We can include studies of the outland or marginal areas in 

another research perspective: the discussion of centre-peri­

phery questions. The debate on the connection between 

centre and periphery that Immanuel Wallerstein initiated 

in 1974 with his work "The Modern World System"3 has 

also involved archaeologists, especially prehistorians, alt- 

hough not medieval archaeologists to the same extent.4 

Wallerstein emphasised the symbiotic relations that exist 

between the centre and the periphery, where the periphery 

provides the centre with the raw materials and the centre 

monopolises the processing and takes the profits ofthe ad- 

ded value. This of course meant the incorporation of the 

Periphery under the domination of the centre.

The opinions of archaeologists ranged from almost 

entire acceptance to complete rejection of Wallerstein's 

theses. The debate nevertheless followed his priorities, 

which meant that most debaters accepted the economic 

and political basis of the discussion, even if many maintai- 

ned that it was not possible to transfer Wallerstein's view of 

economy to earlier periods without reservations. 

Irrespective of the criticism that his theses aroused, how- 

ever, they encouraged extensive research. They had a very 

great impact on archaeological thinking.5

A major criticism in the discussion was that the pe­

riphery a priori was looked upon as dependent on others 

and therefore was imitative. Peripheral settlements could 

rise in the hierarchy, but as periphery they had no inde­

pendent role of their own. This is a problem. There is a risk 

of getting a very prejudiced concept of the periphery that 

takes only some aspects into account, but not others. In 

this way of thinking the periphery has no dynamics of its 

own. This kind of view can result in a special understan­

ding of the people and their actions, even if that was not 

the intention. The individuals and their lives likewise be- 

come peripheral. The periphery is furthermore located 

geographically in particular regions. In this way we get a 

geographical division whereby someone decide which re­

gions are central and which are peripheral. An approach 

like this also has serious consequences for what is conside- 

red important and central to do research on.

But the situation is not as simple as that. Even 

among researchers who are fundamentally positive to the
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Utmark or outland

When we discuss the utmark (outland) we must bear in 

mind that centre-periphery thinking lies implicit in the 

word. When we define it we must do so in the light of what 

the outland was outside of. Then it is important to beware, 

as has been said before about world systems: we should not 

talk about an active centre and a passive periphery. Perhaps 

we should always start our research by studying the margi­

nal areas and from that viewpoint cautiously approach the 

other regions that are called more central.

The word utmark can be used in three different ways. 

In the report from Torsby it has been formulated in this 

way:

"1. Some have viewed the utmark as part of an economic, 

social and cultural system, which also includes the cen­

tre, the "inland". Inland and outland are parts of a re- 

source area, where they play different roles but are di- 

rectly dependent on each other.

2. The word utmark has also been used to describe settle- 

ments in region or contexts which lie outside the central 

farming areas, often in the forests, where they have sha- 

ped their own economy and also acquired their own cul­

tural identity. We talk of small marginal farms, often 

established after relatively late clearances.

3. The third meaning of the word utmark was presented by 

Jette Arneborg in her paper on Greenland. The depen- 

dence of Greenland on Europe and Europe's use of 

Greenland implies that Greenland can be seen as a kind 

ofutmark."7

The economy is irrespective of which of the three 

perspectives we choose. It is a highly mixed one with cattle 

breeding, iron production, hunting, and many other 

things important for people living in these areas.

The archaeological traces are often quite different 

than in other areas. They can be remains of settlements and 

cultivation at the shielings and on the crofts, bloomery si- 

tes with charcoal pits and furnaces, pitfalls for elk, tar pro­

duction sites, mills, fish trapping structures and much 

more which is still unidentified. There are a great many ar­

chaeological problems associated with these monuments, 

but I must leave it at that except for a reminder: many of 

them are still badly dated or even hardly dated at all.

it is observable in a number of doctoral dissertations and in 

various papers. The dissertations have mostly been sub- 

mitted in Medieval Archaeology at the Institute of 

Archaeology at Lund University (from 1 January 2002 the 

Department of Archaeology and Ancient History) in the 

last few years. Because they deal with geographically diffe­

rent regions lying outside the political centres of Sweden 

and Denmark they have had various focuses, but they also 

discuss their material from centre-periphery perspectives.

Eva Svensson analyses in the first place the internal 

development in marginal areas in the province of 

Värmland in Central Sweden near the border with 

Norway.8 Thomas Wallerström discusses how the Swedish 

state established its power in the northernmost part of 

Sweden, Norrbotten, during the Late Middle Ages.9 It is 

true that Mats Mogren focuses on a castle, Faxeholm, now- 

adays within the borders of the town of Söderhamn in the 

province of Hälsingland in Northern Sweden, but when 

he analyses how the castle affected the countryside around 

the castle, even in more distant parts of the province, he 

also touches upon the relations between centre and peri­

phery.10

But it is not only Northern Sweden that has been an 

object of studies of these problems. Anders Ödman has 

treated the South Swedish region of Göinge in Northern 

Scania from various angles, showing that this region too 

can be used for a discussion of utmark, of centre and peri­

phery. He has especially focused on the production ofiron 

and tar but also on the connection between iron produc­

tion and the castles in the area.11

As one last example I would mention Karin 

Altenberg's dissertation, which she submitted this year at 

the University of Reading in England. She has studied 

some marginal areas in England and in Scania, making so­

cial interpretations oflandscapes in a way that is very rare 

within medieval archaeology. She has worked very skilful- 

ly with theoretical frames, which results in a study that will 

be important for how marginal areas can be analysed. The 

dissertation has been approved but is not yet published, so 

I shall confine myself for now to this notice.12

From a centre-periphery perspective, Wallerström, 

Mogren and Ödman deal with the power of the Swedish 

and the Danish state and the efforts of the central govern- 

ments to take control over the natural resources in margi­

nal areas. But the means are different and the reality that 

met the invaders was quite diverse.

Let us first have a look at Wallerström’s investiga- 

tions. In northern Scandinavia there were many groups of

Studies in Sweden

As I have already mentioned, studies of medieval marginal 

areas are something quite new in Swedish archaeological 

research as well. But the situation is slowly changing. The 

meeting in Torsby of course emphasised this, but above all
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people who were not sedentary. They spoke different 

languages and had different cultural traditions but to a 

certain degree they influenced each other. The contacts 

and movements were primarily east-west and west-east, 

from the Atlantic coast to the interior of Russia. From the 

twelfth century to the fourteenth century three states - 

Novgorod, Norway and Sweden - were keenly interested 

in gaining control over this vast area. They introduced 

taxes and sent tax collectors through the area. Sometimes 

the people had to pay to the agents of two or three states. 

For Sweden’s part this policy is apparent from the four­

teenth century. Yet it is interesting to see that the control 

was not based on military force but on more subtle 

methods. No castle was built in the Swedish-controlled 

area. It is known in at least one case that rights and land 

were conferred on a nobleman, Nils Abjörnson Sparre, in 

1335 ("for colonisation has given ... Nils Abjörnsson a ri- 

ver called Pitu, ... and islands and waters and all areas 

which are connected with them"). It was evidently a kind 

of colonisation policy. This important colonisation was 

combined with church building and parish formation, 

especially in the river valleys near the coast. This arrange- 

ment was also supplemented with special tax collectors in 

inner parts.

All this meant that the contacts partly changed 

from east-west to north-south. In this subtle way the 

Swedish state - at least to a certain extent - took control 

over these vast areas. One of the results was that more defi­

nite boundaries were established with other countries in 

the north, but also internal changes in the region occurred. 

Wallerström has interpreted this course of events in a fron- 

tier perspective inspired by F. J. Turner and with Michel 

Foucault’s analysis of power as an instrument for the inter- 

pretation of Swedish policy.13

If we move a bit south of Wallerström’s region we 

reach the core of the medieval province of Hälsingland. 

Mogren depicts a situation where the powers from outside, 

the church and especially the king, had great problems in 

establishing their control of the province. The church was 

first. The local elites were Christians already in the ele- 

venth century but parish formation came much later, in 

the thirteenth century. At that time it was still difficult to 

collect the tithes. It was not until the end of that century 

that the church, that is to say, the archbishop of Uppsala, 

had some kind of control of that part of the diocese.

The central political power had even greater pro­

blems. The first sign of some kind of presence is seen much 

later. Not until after 1320 are there serious attempts to gain
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control over Hälsingland. The castle of Faxeholm, which 

the crown captured in 1398, became after that the focus for 

the definitive integration of Hälsingland into the Swedish 

realm.

What is important and makes the story so inter­

esting is that there was evidently a very strong local elite 

who formed a strong opposition to the efforts from outsi­

de. It is possible to follow a part of this process in the ar- 

chaeological material. This elite had its strongholds near 

the coast and in the region just inland from the coast. It 

was here the "battle" was fought. There was a conflict in 

which resistance in different forms played a major role.
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There are, as we can see, great differences between 

Norrbotten and Hälsingland. The political power tried dif­

ferent models for integrating the provinces. That can be ex- 

plained by the different kinds of population, economic 

and cultural contexts. In Norrbotten it is a part ofa coloni- 

sation project, which of course causes problems and resi- 

stance from the native population. In comparison with the 

elite of Hälsingland the population in Norrbotten must 

have been rather weak economically. The elite in 

Hälsingland was not isolated but had their outside contacts 

especially towards the south and the region around Lake 

Mälaren in Central Sweden. The contact pattern was thus 

quite different than in Norrbotten. In Hälsingland the 

crown in the end had to display military force in the form 

of castles to achieve its goal.

It is still very questionable whether that control rea- 

ched very far. Let us have a look at the other end of the 

landscape on the medieval border with Norway. There 

have been archaeological investigations of a village called 

Ängersjö, lying in the real utmark. The results show that the 

village is medieval but the question is whether that kind of 

village in reality was affected at all by what was happening 

on the coast with the castles. Can the fact that people sett- 

led so far away from the centres of power - whether this was 

represented by the local rulers or by the king or magnates 

from outside - be interpreted as an act ofresistance?14 Mats 

Mogren considers Faxeholm and Ängersjö as two antipo- 

des representing two social political arenas. "Faxeholm re- 

presents there a political intention to control others, per- 

haps also an insufficient ability to implement this will. The 

people of Ängersjö represent a wish to take care of themsel- 

ves, to avoid power."15

Anders Ödman has done a lot of work on medieval 

iron production in northern Scania.16 Scania was a provin- 

ce of Denmark before it became Swedish in 1658. During 

the Middle Ages the province was very important to 

Denmark, not only as the seat of the Danish archbishop 

and for the rich agrarian landscape but also - which not 

very many know - as the location of the most important 

Danish ironworks. It was based on bog ore and there were 

good opportunities to process it because of the vast woods 

in the area.

What Ödman has done is to make an inventory and 

archaeological excavations of different sites with relations 

to iron production. The region was politically on the peri­

phery but must have played a certain role in the Danish 

economy. Especially the archbishop had major interests 

here. On the outskirts of the iron production area the ol-

dest Danish brick church can still be seen: Gumlösa. 

Archbishop Absalon inaugurated it on 23 October 1192.

It is now assumed that Absalon around 1200 also 

built the castle of Skeingeborg in the region, one of three 

big shell keeps in Denmark. There is archaeological evi- 

dence that the castle, along with some other minor castles 

that have been excavated, was engaged in iron manufactu- 

re. That really emphasises the importance of the area. Iron 

production had to be protected in one way or another. Tar 

also played a role. According to Ödman, there was some 

kind of division of labour between the iron and tar areas in 

northern Scania. It is possible to use a centre-periphery 

model here to discuss what happened. As in the examples 

from Norrland, it is the central state power which had the 

ability to invest in and gain control over the iron and fo- 

rest, district of Scania. But here too there must have been 

some kind of resistance within the area. The castles may 

hint at that. We know also that there was a rather serious re- 

bellion against Absalon owing to his harsh methods when 

he tried to introduce tithes in Scania. Without drawing too 

far-reaching conclusions, it may be noticed that it was pre- 

cisely in this region that the most serious resistance to the 

Swedish conquest of Scania was displayed in the second 

half ofthe seventeenth century.

Whereas all these studies focused on power in the 

landscape, Eva Svensson is more interested in studying the 

people in the marginal zones (Människoriutmark).17 Her 

province is Värmland. She concentrates her studies on 

"outland use within predominantly forested areas, encom- 

passing the period from the Middle Iron Age up to Early 

Modern times in Sweden (c. AD 500-1700)". She has for- 

mulated her starting points in the English summary as 

follows:

"In this case outland use can be best defined as a 

com-bination of various economic activities in different 

ecological settings, conducted beyond the infield areas by 

a permanently settled population. An important quantita­

tive aspect of such economic activities is that they must 

contribute considerably to the overall productivity of the 

farm. This should be qualitatively reflected in cultural pat- 

terns and social organisations. Several problems arise from 

such a de finition. A distinction must be made between the 

use of peripheral areas within the prime agricultural (the 

open plains), and outland use in predominantly fores­

ted, or marginal, areas. It is also necessary to consider that 

the products of outland use not only provided the farmers 

with a subsistence economy, but that some were important 

items of trade. Here it is suggested that the occurrence of
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physical remains representing outland use should be re- 

cognised as the Implementation ofa deliberate strategy.

The inclusion of some categories of archaeological 

sites located within forested areas into the context ofout­

land use contradicts the Scandinavian research tradition of 

cultural dualism. In this tradition the existence of two dif­

ferent cultural systems, that of sedentary farmers and of 

migrating hunters and gatherers, is proposed. Accordingly, 

some of the physical remains here interpreted as evidence 

of outland use would be seen as artefacts of the migrating 

hunter and gatherer society, and subsequently excluded 

from the study. However, the definition of cultural dua­

lism includes ecological adaptation as an integral factor in 

the overall economic strategy of those living in marginal 

areas. Within this context it is important to note that out­

land use developed through the interaction of various fac- 

tors, including social structure, human strategies, Organi­

sation of production and the natural environment. 

Through the mechanisms of outland use and the creation 

of permanent structures a particular relationship was for- 

med between humans and the forest environment"18

The author also points out that "to understand out­

land use it is necessary to recognise the people occupied in 

the process and the society in which outland use was in 

function. It is also necessary to discuss how the physical 

landscape was perceived, which is of vital importance for 

the interpretation of outland use".

Two geographical areas in northern Värmland are 

the focus of her investigation, the parishes of Dalby and 

Gunnarskog. She uses different kinds of archaeological 

materials: among them shielings, pitfalls for elk, bloomery 

sites with charcoal pits and furnaces. She also discusses 

outland agriculture and haymaking, tar production and 

soapstone quarrying. Together with other archaeologists 

she has done archaeological excavations, the most impor­

tant perhaps being of the deserted medieval farm of 

Skramle in Gunnarskog.The results are rather complex but 

give a picture in which the Middle Ages seems to be the 

most diversified period of outland use, with the greatest 

number of sites and categories of outland use. In both 

Parts it seems that there existed agrarian and non-agrarian 

use ofthe outland at the same time, but there are differen- 

ces between the two parishes as regards stability and sensi- 

tivity to change. In Dalby the non-agrarian outland use 

witnessed a boom in the Viking Age and during the first 

half of the Middle Ages, while there was greater stability 

and continuity in Gunnarskog. It is also evident that the 

forest farmers were a relatively socially wealthy group.19

Eva Svensson has shown here that the outland use 

in this type of area is of both economic and social impor­

tance. But it is not a closed world, independent of what is 

going on outside. The development reflects in many re- 

spects what is happening in other parts in the world 

around and adapts to it. Take Dalby as an example. The 

boom from the Viking Age up to thirteenth century could 

be compared with what was happening in other parts of 

Scandinavia and also Europe at the same time. In contrast 

to the other examples, however, Eva Svensson has not app- 

lied the perspective of power from outside. She depicts a si- 

tuation where the political pressure from outside is mainly 

absent. Whether that is the real situation or not is difficult 

to determine, but the picture shows people who have the. 

possibility to decide for themselves, within some limits - 

ecological, cultural, economic.

Some kind of conclusion

I started with a rather superficial overview of some of the 

problems that medieval archaeologists have to face when 

they try to study marginal areas, marginal in the view of 

those who are living near the political and economic 

power on one level or another.

We can formulate the problems in centre-periphery 

models but we have also discussed some kind of world 

system thinking (which of course is connected to centre- 

periphery thinking). The important point is that the study 

of marginal areas - outland or whatever you wish to call 

them - is not only a study of human conditions in harsh 

areas with a complicated economy for survival, but they 

are also regions with their own resources and the ability to 

form independent ways of living, social and cultural for- 

mation. They are not isolated territories. They were in- 

fluenced from the outside and also sought-after because of 

their natural riches.

The studies presented here have all touched on 

some of these problems. Some of the authors have been 

quite engaged in problems concerning power over the 

landscape and the struggle between exogenous and indige- 

nous powers, how the efforts from outside to take control 

were met by resistance, but also how the exogenous powers 

were quite flexible in their choice of methods for gaining 

control. In that respect the building of a castle has a 

special role, but this option was not always used.

There are also examples of studies which are closer 

to the household level and which have given the possibili­

ty to formulate ideas about the social and economic orga- 

nisation in this kind of region.
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The studies also show the possibility of using ar- 

chaeological material to obtain more varied knowledge of 

regions that are seldom mentioned in the written sources.

The conclusion is that there is an important research 

field to formulate the social, cultural, political and econo- 

mic role of areas called marginal, peripheries and other

such problematic designations. The medieval archaeolo- 

gist has a serious task to carry out here. And it is not impro- 

priate to say in this book that Werner Meyer, with his re­

search on landscape, marginal areas and castles, now has 

younger colleagues in Northern Europe as well.

The English textwas revised by Alan Crozier

Notes

1 Andersson, H., Utmark.

2 Andersson, H., Medieval archaeology in Scandinavia.

3 Wallerstein, I., The Modern World-System 1.

4 For example Rowlands, M. et al., Centre and periphery in the ancient 

world. An important and interesting anthology, which discusses these 

questions especially from the archaeological point of view, is Kardulias, 

P. N., World-Systems Theory in Practice.

5 Hall, T. D., World-Systems and Evolution has produced a very useful 

summary of this debate. It is recommended to all who want orientation on 

this tangled discussion.

6 HALL, T. D., World-Systems and Evolution.

7 Andersson, H., Utmark, 5 f.

8 Svensson, E., Människor iutmark.

9 Wallerström, T., Norrbotten, Sverige och medeltiden.

10 MOGREN, M., Faxeholm i maktens landskap. En historisk arkeologi, The 

Village, the Forest and the Archaeology of Ängersjö.

11 ÖDMAN, A., Järn, Järnskatt och borglän I, Järnskatt och borglän II, 

Kolonisation och järnskatt, Northern Skane.

12 Altenberg, K., Experiencing Landscapes.

13 Wallerström, T., Norrbotten, Sverige och medeltiden, English summary, 

347 ff.

14 Magnusson, G., Medeltida fäbodlämningar i Ängersjö, Mogren, M., 

Faxeholm i maktens landskap. En historisk arkeologi, The Village, the 

Forest and the Archaeology of Ängersjö.

15 Mogren, M., Faxeholm i maktens landskap. En historisk arkeologi, 285.

16 Ödman, A., Feudal Iron, Järn, Northern Skäne.

17 Andersson, H. et al., Outland Use in Preindustrial Europe; Svensson, E., 

Människor iutmark.

18 SVENSSON, E., Människor i utmark ,211. I refer here to the English sum­

mary.

19 Svensson, E., Människor i utmark , 160 ff, 217 f.
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