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existence of many of the events described in the 
Heimskringla compiled by Snorri can be 
corroborated by other sources, there is no reason 
to disbelieve his account of the attack on London 
Bridge. It has a very plausible context within the 
turbulent history of this period, if Howard’s 
revised chronology is accepted.40 Certainly there 
was a bridge standing at this time for Æthelred’s 
forces to attack. Dredging and redevelopment 
near the site of the medieval bridge has produced 
a number of spearheads, battles axes and a 
grappling iron of 9th- to 11th-century date, some 
of which may be of Scandinavian origin. 
However, it has been suggested that some of the 
axes may have been lost by carpenters during 
bridge construction, not dropped in battle ( Fig. 
2).41 The extent of the damage inflicted on the 
timber bridge may well have been exaggerated as 
Ottarr’s life apparently depended on Óláfr’s 
approval of his composition (discussed earlier). 
The attack by ship-borne forces on a defended 

bridge during the 11th century was clearly a very 
bold undertaking, so Óláfr’s success in 1014 
could be favourably contrasted with his enemy 
Cnut’s failure in 1016.
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index.
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This book consists mainly, but not entirely, of pa-
pers given at the conference Archaeology in Sur-
rey 2001: Towards a Research Agenda for the 
21st century. Eighteen chapters deal with aspects 
of Surrey’s past from the Palaeolithic to WWII, 

and bring the reader up to date on the latest dis-
coveries and ideas. Since the arrival of PPG 16, 
archaeological interventions in Surrey have multi-
plied and many new sites, particularly prehistoric 
ones, have come to light. At the same time, this 
increasing knowledge focuses attention on what 
we still don’t know, which is considerable, and on 
where further work is needed. London readers 
may be particularly interested in John Schofield’s 
‘What did London do for us?’, which examines the 
impact of London on its hinterland from 1450 to 
1700, drawing on sources that may not be famil-
iar to most archaeologists. Also welcome in such 
a volume 
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