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Introduction

Thel loriginal istimulus_ forf Ithis_ papet fwas_ the almost_simultaneousl reading of threel project
proposals_that all had as 4 ¢entral themel thel Christianization ofl one orlmore countrieslin/what'in
the[ 10" 11" ¢entury could bellabelled as  thel periphery of Christian Europe.

However/let uis_startl by taking/ 4 longer' and, perhaps,[ simplified ¥iew ofl thel Christianization of
Europel Basicallyl wel_mayl bperatel with[ atl least’ threel methods b1 iwayslin whichl Christianity
spread:

)byt diffusion/ either  intentionallyl by missionary Wworkl orless intentionally, fromlindividual to
individual inl $omething wel ¢could ¢all ¢ultural mission. This.method wasloperativel froml thelvery
beginning of Christianity;

2)Lthel Fcaesaropapistic’l spread_ofl Christianity, whichl waslintroduced whenl Constantinel the
Greatlin 325[made. Christianity! thelstate  teligion of thel RomanEmpire LAl method that was later
operativelat several stages, bothl beforeland after thel Reformation;

3)aterl camel mission by thel sword,[where conquest waslaccompanied byl forced baptism. Here
thelWwish to $pread thel Christianl faith' could be  thelmoving factor o1l the forced ¢onversion could
primarilylbelintendedlas d tnean! tolsecure conquest.

At_thel beginning ofl thel Middle[ Ages_ Christianl Europelconsisted of’ thel countries_and peoples
that'had formed part of thel Roman Empire. Byt thelénd ofl the Middlel Ages, however, almostiall
peoples_ofl svhatlswel geographicallyl considert Europelhad becomel Christian.[This_periodin the
Christianization_bfl Europel mayl bel dividedlintol 4 humber of distinctl stages.. Relevant for the



process_ofl Christianization,[ asl farl as/it_ concerns. Europe's_nhorthern andl eastern periphery, are
threel suchlstages,linlwhichlonelor anotherl of the'abovel mentioned methods dominated,

Dlthelmore ortless forced Christianization from( thel énd of thel 8thl ¢entury tolthe énd of the 9th
century_ ofl thelimmediatel heighbours_ofl thel Carolingianl Empirel by’ thel Empire, involving both

Germanicdland Slavonidtribes/nations;

2) the’ more or less voluntary Christianization from! thel $econd half of thel 10" tol thel beginning
of Ithel 111" Icentury lof Jalmostl Jall Jtribes/nations in thel ‘periphery Jsurrounding fwhat Inow
constituted Christian Europe! (Kievan )Rus’/Hungary, Bohemia,/Poland,/Denmark/Norway and

Sweden;

3)_thel third stagel wasl tola largel éxtent shaped by thelappearancelofl thel ¢rusading movement and
its implementationlin the. periphery.[This led ¢ither! tol thel conquestiand forced Christianization
ofl_ithel remaining nations’ by existing| Christian states, turned crusader states, and by hewly
founded military ordert state(s),Lor, in[thel caselof Lithuania, tol thel tisel ofl a pagan led empire.

With! thesel preliminaryt temarks/Ilshall turnl tol thelthree projectslori project proposals, mentioned
above[The first onel I got acquainted with[was a “Proposal fort al Centrel for thel Christianization
of Denmark/ c.700-1300""_that_a__groupl_ofl scholarsl with Professot Brianl Patrickl McGuire! as
initiator! submitted tol thel Danishl National Researchl Foundation[which, infortunately,decided
not tolsupport the proposal Because Ilwas intended tol takel part in' thel project I got tol tead an
earlyt sketchl of thel proposal. [ This, however, I found inadequatelin’ certain conceptual tespects.
Inadequaciesl bften_shared byl scholarsl withl 4" background in thel study_ofl Western Europe,
especiallylwhenl they approach! earlierl stages of medieval Europeanlhistory.

Readingf thel proposal Ilswas_tirst of all strucki byl thel fact! that it hardly. tooklintolconsideration
that'a_humber ofl emergingf states_inlwhat! could bel called thel¢astern’and horthernl periphery of
thel then Christian| Europel adopted Christianityl indet! much! thel samel conditions as' Denmark
and_more ot lless_simultaneous_with[ [Denmark.[In[Jadditiontol IDenmark [ that[ las wel lsaw,
concerns_Rus’ Hungary, Bohemia, Poland,/ Norway, andl Sweden/ Therefore[in" order fully to
understandwhat tookl placelin Denmark, thelentire. process_ofl Christianizationlin this periphery
hasltolbelstudied onl4d ¢comparative basis.
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Whilelsworking with| thel Danishl proposal 1 also_ got acquainted with twol othetf fecently ¢reated
Centreslandl theitl projects_ot project proposals, in whichl thel Christianization_ ofl thel European
periphery, during what I abovellabelled thel 2d(stage plays almajorl part.

Thel Centreslin  questionlare. thel Centrel for Medieval Studies (CMS), éstablished atl the University
of Bergen (Norway)linder! thelauspices ofl Sverrel Baggeland Lars BojelMortensenand d project
“Christianizationl_andl Statel formationl inl Northern and Central Europe, ¢.900_¢.1200Lat_the
Centre forl Researchlin thel Arts, Social Sciencesland Humanitiesl(CRASSH), based att Cambridge
Universityl (UK) L and led byl Noral Berend.[ Bothl Centres_arel sol_farl bestl knownl throughl their

. . 1
respectivelinternet presentations.

Of theselthel Cambridge. project according tolits internet presentationldoeslexplicitly involve

a comparativel studyLofl thel $preadlofl Christianityland thel emergence of polities inl Scandinavia and Central
Europe.Thelunderlying ¢auses_ofl thel successLofl the/ Latin forml ofl Christianity willlbelanalysed) as will the
linkl between ¢onversion and consolidationl ofl power, Ymported institutions from Western Europeadaptation,and
local specificities. (izalics/ JHL).?

and further'inl4 detailed project descriptionl thelscope of thel comparationlis spelled out,

Scandinavia and ¢entral Europe/including Denmark/Norway/Sweden/Bohemia/Hungaryland Poland [have
muchlin common. Christianityl tookl hold in thel $amelperiod, roughlyt thel tenth and ¢leventh ¢enturies; and
this_period waslalsolthelonelduringlwhich princes_¢onsolidated theirl power dver theseldreas.”

Herel thel omission ofl Rus® inl thel territoryt that isl tol belincluded inl thel comparativel study_is
striking. Not_onlywas_ Rus™_Christianized during thel samel period_and experienced asimilar
consolidationl lofl_princely_power, but during thel samel period_and up_throughl thel kleventh
centurylitl formed humerous_and closel commercial [ political andl dynasticllinks with! eachl And
everyLofl thelother ¢countries'in thel peripherytin addition tol somelof the “old L Christian powers
inDiheBX/est.[[tﬁwas,[ﬂn@act,ﬂﬂheﬁﬂme@]otaﬂy[ﬂntegrated@)arﬁ])ﬂ?hristian[lEurope.4

Anladditional quotationl furtherldownl the project descriptionlwill émphasizelthe problemland [at
thelsameltimel togetherl withla hotionlinl the first quotation, highlight'another problem,

Whatlfwas_ thel folelofl local rulers?. Howl was_conversionand_ thel consolidation_ of powerl inl internal and
external powert struggeles linked? What! canlswel find_ outl about thel telativelimportance of hativel fulers_and
eliteslin importing Christianity[and that of German Emperors and thd papacy in_éxcporting if? (italies| JHL).

Inl talkingl about importing ¥institutions from  Western Europe’’and. singling’ outl the ¥German
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Emperors_and thel papacy’las agentsiwholexported Christianity tol thel periphery, thelauthor of
thel projectthas already froml thel start éxcluded otherl sources of Christianlinfluencel and madelit
intolal project_notl reallyl about Christianization| at_thel timel that tookl place, but rather about
Europeanizationl inderstood as_ Westernization. But is_that  teallyl 4 televant proposition for the
period, whenthesel ¢ountries turned Christianl during thelabovel mentioned 2d stage?’

Thel Bergen projectis_less_explicitl bothl onl comparativity and_its’ scope, but! a reading ofl its
Internet presentationl teveals_ that! it does hold similar viewsltol thoselexpressed inl thelCambridge
project This_applies_tol thel hotionl off viewing the! Christianizationl process_inl thel peripherylas
part ofl thel Thel Europeanization/ of Europe” o1l {The Formation of Western/ Christendom’ two
themes thel Centrelsees_as Tanlappropriatelheadlinel forl thel period betweenl the 9thland thel14th
century.” It alsolapplies/tol thelnotion dfl exporting/importing fromlal ¢centreltold periphery. Thus
thel Bergen Centrel asks whetherl Fthel new! regions__of Europe received Fwholesalel fcultural
packages’? Orl did they import selected items.” Likewisel thel Centre! talkslof “Europeanizationin
thelsenselof exportl froml thel centreltolthe periphery.”

Furthermore/ whenl thel Bergenl Centrel maintains_ that! faced with thel fclear! evidencel ofl the
superiorityl of thel centre”

the countries bordering thelGerman Empirelwere from thel10th ¢enturylonwards faced with theldlternatives:
adaptioriperish,®

it does.seeml clear! that! thel Centrel does_ not intend. tolincludel RusTinlits area of study. Besides
thisl¢laimlisthardlyl tenablel atlleast as tegards thel decision 0l thesel countries toladopt Christianity
—and thatlvas, afterl all[ whatl mainlyl tookl placelinl thel 1 0™ and e arlyl 11 thD{:enturies.D‘Xlthough
pressurel_from! thel Empirel$vas, at times,[ definitely felt among thel neighbouring countries, that
did nhot stoplthel oncel Christianized Slavonicl Wendsl froml teverting tol paganismlinl theltevolt of
983 and stayl paganluntil they wereloncelmorelincorporatediinto Christianitylduring thel 3dlstage
of Ithel ICrusades/ JAnd Jif Itheyl Jcould Ichoosel lin Ithe 110" Icentury Inot Jtol 1“adapt™ Jwithout
“perishing,Tsol¢ould presumablylboth' Poland andDenmark.[H Returning forf & moment to Rus’,
it could,"ofl course, bel maintained that, evenlifl it didl hot experiencel anyl sort_ ofl political or
religious! pressurel from/ thel German Empire [itthad beenl éxposed told comparable pressure from
anotherlémpire, the Byzantinel Empire/when it underwent a similar process_aslits_neighbourslin
thel fwest. Suchl 4 claimlwould, however, bel just another reason tolincludel RusTinlhl genuine

comparativel study.
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Inlits presentation’ thel Bergenl Centrel alsolexpresses_thel swish' ‘tol challengel thel morel b1l less
implicit assumption ofl most medievalists. that. medieval Europelforl most purposes was_confined
tol_thel area south’ ofl Jutland andliwest_ofl thel Oder.” That is' commendable However, both
Centresl would havel done well by further challenging somel assumptions implicit’ in theirl own
presentations. Sincel bothl Centres_ wishl tol_extend theirl study backl tol thel hinth| centuryl and
beyond, what éxactly inl their View! constituted Europelin the 911" ¢entury; and, in’ ¢ase  they do
operate with alborderl within Europe between! the. Oderland thel Urals/wherel éxactly is'it located
and by which ¢riteria islitl ¢haracterized? Another assumptions| that needs to bel ¢challenged'is the
notionthatl Jall linfluence, lespeciallyl lwhenl lit Jcomes[tol|Christianization| lin[ thel Jperiphery,
necessarilyl came froml4d centrelandl that this ¢entrelwvas located inl the[West.

Inlwhat! follows I will discuss somelof these notions, using Varangian Tactivitylas'anl éxample.

Varangians@nd[Christianity

Inl thel hugelliteraturel onl thel activity_ofl Scandinavians_ during thel Vikingl Agel it has' long been
almost axiomaticallyl accepted. that, whilel Scandinavians_inl largel humbers_settled onl thel British
Isles andelsewherelinl thel swest, therel twas_hol corresponding settlement ot colonizationinl the
East.[As_ result! therelswas_anl apparent_gap_ betweenl that fact_ and[ the_ ostensiblyl omnipresent
Scandinavians/in’ thel East, according to writtenl sources, + at least_ according tol interpretations
generallyl accepted byt Western scholars_ofl termsl likel RusTand its[subsequent replacement as’a
designation forl Scandinavians,[ Varangians. This_gaplis, however,/ now_being bridged. Thus,
according Ito_lonellofl ithe_ foremostl lauthorities_lon_ RussolScandinavian larchaeology, Ingmar
Jansson/ early.Scandinavian activity_inl thel territory. thatl camel tol beRuswas_indeed followed by
al Isignificant |Scandinavian | colonization.’ | Archaeological | excavations/ Jtherefore, Jnow  fully
confirmlJthelpicturelIsuggested | byl thel Jwritten Isources_ of Jal Imobile Igroupl]ofl Imigrating
Scandinavians(in thel éastern and northern periphery,sholduring a period éxtending from/ the 8"
tol thel 11" ot éven 12 ¢enturylin[Varying degreeslinked all thel countries in the periphery.

Theléxtremelmobility o fl thesel Varangians fromlone end of thelperipheryltol theldther/é¢xtending

as_it did intolsuchl Christian centres_as_the Byzantinel Empirelinl thel southl easttand Englandlin
thel northlswestllis in’ thel higher social lstratum, jpersonified by Harald Hardrade. That! this
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mobility, lhowever, Imustl havel Ibeenl Ishared by 'numerousl llesset! |Scandinavians lis' levident.
Otherwisel literary’ themesl soaked uplinl oral tradition/ inl Byzantium would neverl havel travelled
throughl Rus™ to Scandinavia/ wherel theylinl related form were dropped inlliterary works suchlas
Russian’ Chronicles_and Norsel sagas. Al theme! thatl fwasl later! tol bel extensivelyl studied in[ Ad.
Stender Petersen’s | now! |almost | forgotten! ] dissertation.” ] The | Varangian | mobilityl ] was | so
outspokenl W featurel that thel early 12" ¢entury  thel compiler! of the *The Talel 6f thel Bygone
Years|(Povest™ vremennykhl llet, Jc.[11110) " lcould still lseel his ‘countryl lessentiallyas’ having
functioned as_ ¥Thel Passagel froml the Varangians| tol thel Greeks™ (Put’liz Variag v Greki).[What's
more, thel samel compiler was_justl as_awarel off thel VarangiansT Anglo Saxonl linksl as_hel was of
theitl linksl tol Byzantium.[ Therefore/ when, in| thel FTalel of thel Invitation ofl Riurik and his
Brothers_ tol Rulelin Rus™’ [ heltvished tolexplain who! thesel Varangians were, hel explicitly wrote
thatl the[Finnicd Baltid_SlavonicL.confederates_behind thelinvitation,

went overseas_tol thel Varangian/ Rus’theselparticular Varangiansiwere known as Rus’just as'someldrel called
Swedes, and dtherstNormans, English[and Gotlanders, for! theyl werel thus named.!!

Whilelthe! process_ofl Christianizationis difficult_tolmonitor ¢lsewherelbecause of thelscarcitylof
sources, thel samel compilerl of “Thel Talelofl thel Bygonel Years lincorporated.in his Chroniclela
corpus_bf_texts,| whichl allows_us__to_doljust that! with[ regard to the. Varangians.[Thel textslin
questionl Jare_ threel lorl ffourl treatiesthat! werel lconcluded betweenl princes_lofl RusTland  the
Byzantinel Empirel between 907 and 971.[Originally thel texts_mustl havelbeen written inl Greek
but theylwere tecordedlin thel chroniclelin Russian translation.

Thel text tepresenting thel 907 Treaty is_verylbrief.[ 1t mentions thel five. envoys_from! thel Kievan
prince, Oleg/| whosel names_despitel being channelled through! Greek and Russian[all clearly
appear tol be Scandinavian - *Karl[ Farulf] Vermund, Hrollafand Steinvith. TObviouslyl they are
alsol pagan becauselswhilel thel Greeks takel theirl 0ath onl thel treaties byl kissing thel ¢ross, these
RusTenvoys swear by theit eapons 1 bt by theirl gods Perun and Volos (presumably Fennol|
Baltol Slavic tenditions| ofl Scandinavian gods in’ connectionlWvithl the! translation from Greek)."

Thel911[Treaty is quoted atl greateri lengthl thanlits predecessor.ltlis teciprocal inl natureland ¢an
beldivided intol15larticles in additionl tolanlintroduction and alnote onlits tatification. The copy
translated inthe  ¢chroniclelseems tolbe thelone issued by the Russian part. ‘T Again all envoys sent
byl Prince Oleg, now 15[ inl lnumber, lappearl tobel Scandinavians! - “Karl, Ingjald Farulf,
Vermund, Hrollaf] Gunnar, Harold,/ Kami, Frithleif/ Hroarr, Angantyr,/ Throand, Leithulf, Fast,
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and Steinvith.”Thel text contains 4 humberl ofl stipulations.where  thel Byzantinel part isl referred
tol as__kither! Greeks_ or Christians almostl aslifl thel twolwords werel synonymous/ whereas_the
Russians! arel simply' teferred tol as Rus’.' Oncel morel thel Russians arel presented as exclusively
pagan, whichlis clearlyl reflected bothlinl thel openingl article/ where! thel “firm| 0ath sworn upon
outl iweapons__according to_out! religion’ and our law’’is_mentioned and_in| the hotel bnl the

ratification,

Asla convention and anl inviolablel pledgel bindingf equallyl ipon you Greeks  andl ipon sl Rus’/ wel have
caused thel present treaty! tol bel transcribed in vermillion script ipon parchment in duplicate [ In the hamel df
the HolylCrossland thelHolyl and Indivisible[ Ttinity of your: dne true God, yourt Emperotihas confirmedit bythis
signaturel and handed it to_burl envoys. According td_our bwin_jaith_-and the_tustond of dut nation|welhavel sworn to
youtrl Emperor/Wwholtuleslovert you byl thelgrace ofl God/ that wel will neitheriviolateLourselves, norldllowtany
ofl our_ subjects_ tol¥iolatel thel peacel and amityl assured by thel articles_thus_concluded between us.,].[thus
concluded betweenlus_this_ secondlbfl September, in thel year of Creationl 6420(911),fifteenth of the
indiction (#Zakics| JHL).16

Thel hext! treaty, containing/ 1 6Larticles, 3vas_concluded in 944 This time_ thel text appears_tolbe
thelversionlissued in' namel ofl thel Byzantine part, but how! thelchronicle text reveals_that another
copyLwas_issued_in thel hamel of thel Russianl part. Thel treaty_ hames 49 o1 B0_Rus’envoys/ The
tirst. 23 arel said__eachl tol represent_onel Kievanl potentatel from[ Princel Igorl downwards thus
providing lus Jwith 123 ladditional Jnames." "Thel remaining 126 ot 127 Jenvoys larel lsaid ltol be
merchants. Thuslthe treaty altogether contains[72L o1l 73 names by whomlor onlwhoselbehalf itlis
concludedlonl thelpart of thelRussians.. Againlalmost all hames_arel ¢learlylScandinavian/with only
a few! that may belinterpreted onl thel basis of alternativel ethnicity. " Inl contrast tol thel previous
treaties, thel 944 treaty/wheneverlit’s televant, distinguishes between Russians_ thatt arelstill pagan
and Russians[wholhavelbecome Christian [ $tarting/ with  thel first article,

I anylinhabitant’ of thelland ofl RusTthinks tol¥iolatel this amity mayl suchlofl thesel transgressorsias have
adopted the Christian faith incutl condign punishment from Almightyl Godlin thel $hapel ofl damnation and
destruction bothlin thisworld and thelnext. If anyl of these  transgressors_be not baptized[ maylthey teceive
helplfieither from God hor from Perunmayt they fiot belprotected byl theirf ownlshields, but maylthey tather
belslain byl theirl ownl $words, Taid Towt byl theit ownlarrows ot byl anylof their ownlweapons, dAnd may they be
inbondagelforever.

And wherel hecessaryl the treatyl stipulates_inl separatelarticles §‘the. Christianl RusT shall sol swear
accordingf tol theitl faith [and the nonl Christianslafter theirl ¢custom”.[Thel treaty text itself éndslby
statingf that,

Uponl teceiptl of this'document/ theylJthe[Russians| shall then[bind themselves byl oathl tolbbservel the truth
aslagreedluponbetween tisland inscribed iponl this parchment/wherein dur nameslarelwritten.
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Then, quoting the! treatyl copy_issued in the. hamel off thel Russians/ thel text stipulates_that the
ratification[was_tol consist_off twol separate, parallel acts. First, onel performed. by thel Christian
Rus’

bl

Those of uslwholare baptized havel sworn in the Cathedral[ byt thel ¢hurch of St Elias,/ ipon the Holy Cross
set beforel s/ and ipon this_ parchment/ to abidel byl alll that is $written herein/ and not tol violatel any! of its
stipulations. MaylWwhosoevetl 6f outl compatriots, Princel ot common, baptized o1 unl baptized, wholdoes o
violatel themhave ol succout from God, but may helbelslave in this lifeland in thellifel tol¢ome,and may he
perishl by his own arms.”

Next follows anlactl performed byt theirl pagan compatriots,

“Thel lun baptized. Rusl shall layl down their shields, theitl naked swords, theitl armlets, and theitl bther
weapons, and( shall sweatl tol alll that isl inscribed upon! this_parchment/ to_bel faithfullyl 6bserved forever by
Igor’[all his' boyars, and all thel peoplel from! thelland ofl Rus’ [ 1fl anyl ofl thel princes ot anyl Russian $ubject,
whethet! Christian ol hon Christian Violates_thel terms 6f this instrument/ hel $hall merit death byl hisl own
weapons, and belaccursed of God and of Perunlbecause helviolated his bath.

Thel ¢hronicler thenl describesthowt thel Russianl énvoysl teturnl tol Kievi together withl theirl Greek
counterparts. Thesel reported.tol Princel Igor’ thatl his_envoys_had received_ thel pledgel ofl the
Greekl lemperors,[ whol had now! Fsentlus__tol receivel your _oath’ and thatl bfl yourl followers.”
Accordingly,

inl thelmorning Tgor summoned. thel énvoys, andxent to 4 hill onlwhich therel¥vas alstatue 6f Perun.[The
Rus’laid down their weapons, their shields,and their gold ornaments, and Igorland his people took dathl (at
least| suchlas.werel pagans),twhile the. Christian Rus® tookl oathlin thel ¢hurch ofl St/ Elias/whichlisabove the
creek,inl thelvicinity ofl thel Pasyncha squareland thel quarterl ofl thel KKhazars. Thisiwas, in fact) thel cathedral
church/sincelmanyl ofl the[Varangianswere Christians.!”

Itlis_obvious_that! & significant humber! ofl Varangianslin’ RusTbetween 911 and[ 944 must_have
chosenltolbelbaptized and that Christianity by thel fime,whenl the[944Treaty was.concluded, had
alreadyt obtained 4 semi official status.Tolsomelextent this is_ reminiscent of Birka and Hedeby
inl |Ansgar’s time.. Butlin[ lcontrastl to_ Birka and Hedeby wel know! that_in| Kievi Christianity
continued tol exist until the official adoptionl of Christianity in988/89.[ Thus a decade after the
conclusionl ofl thel treaty, thelsvidowt ofl PrincelIgor’[ Princess Olga, at thel timel still fulingin’ the
namel of her young son, Sviatoslav, agreed to/ bel baptised inl Constantinople. Soonlafterl Olga,
presumablylinl lorder’ itol lessen Byzantinel influence/ linvited missionaries froml lthel Western

Church/Jtol | Kiev.['This Ibrought ! thel llaterl larchbishopllofl IMagdeburg, | Adalbert, Itol | Kiev
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approximately in 960, Despitel thel pagan backlashl indet Sviatoslav, Christianityl continued to
developl] afterl |his | earlyl I death.[] Already! | beforel ! Vladimitl ] Sviatoslavich! | decided | tolladopt
Christianity, his_oldet! brotherl Taropolk Sviatoslavich' had begun! to build onl thellinks_ Olga had
formed, éxpanding telations tol thel West.”[ 1t islagainst this background we haveltol see thel figure
of 400 churchesl inl Kiev onlyl al generation after! Vladimir’s_ official baptism,[ asl reported by
Thietmar ofl Merseburg (11018)..INo doubtl thel figure!is'inflated. Still[itlis[based onlanl¢yewitness
report.”’ Inl thel samel context Thietmar! tefet tol thel seeminglyl abundant presencel of Danes in
Kiev, herelpresumably usedlasla collectivé nonn for $candinavians.

Varangians(dsl(darriers(of([Christianihfluences

Thel IRussol Byzantinel treatiesl showl that Varangians lin lconsiderablel lnumbers_ladopted. Ithe
Christian' faithllong beforelanyt ofl thel tulers_of thel countries.in’ thel periphery decided. tol follow
suit. Therefore thel Varangians werel also potential ¢arriers ofl Christian' influences.[ But_ did they

inl fact functionlas such?

Onlthis question wel dolnot have sources on pariwith  thel treaties. Butlwe may well askliflit' is' not
exactly_aslal result_ ofl thel Varangian activity_ that! el seel 4_significant. AnglolSaxonlinfluence on
thelearly Scandinavianl ¢churches/ despitel thelinfluence from thel German Empireland despite the
fact! thatl thel Scandinavianl ¢hurcheslafter thel adoption_ ofl Christianityl becamel subordinated. to
thel Hamburg Bremenl Church.lIAnd fis_ it not alsol thisl activity that! isl reflected_in| the  early
influence from! the ¢ast wel findlinboth[ Finland and perhapsievenlinl Sweden?

Inl Finland! thislisimost noticeablelin theladoption. ofl 4 humber of central Christian concepts_in
thel Finnishl languagel ofl ChurchlSlavonic_origin: thel Finnishl ivords_for cross, priest, pagan,
biblel (7isti|_pappi_pakana/ raamattu) and perhapslal fewt others.[This can onlyl bel seenl as_anl early
Christian| presencelinl thel Iregion, significantlyl predating! the solcalled |Agel lofl thel Crusades,
withl Wwhichl conversion_ of! thel Finns_ tol Christianity. andl theitl integration_ intol Swedenland the
Western Church'isl otherwise linked.”

Inl Swedenl possiblelinfluencel froml thel east is linked tol twol controversial persons_or perhaps

rather! controversial theories_.¢oncerning twol persons that mayshow influences fromlthe[Eastern
Churchlin[the 11" ¢entury.
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Onel concerns thel mysterious_bishop. Osmund swhol plays_suchla prominent,if hegative, rolelin
Adaml bfl Bremen’s_history_ofl the. Hamburg Bremenl Church.[/Adam[ presents. Osmund[ asl a
vagrant, selfl promoted andl morel orlless illegitimatel bishop, whol hadl presumablylinl the 1050
60s_functioned_asl bishoplatl thel royal_courtl in Sweden, thus_ violating thel postulated_exclusive
right ofl thel Archbishoplof Hamburgl Bremenl tolappoint and ¢onsecratelbishopslin $weden.

According/ tol AdamlOsmundlhad foundlit difficult tol find anyone swholould ¢onsecrate him/as
bishop, beforel hel finallyl managed tol bel consecrated byl al *‘certain Archbishop_bf Polania.’ This
expressionhas givenl tisel tolmuch'speculation as tolwholthel Archbishoplwvas and where Polania
was_located._As_tol thellocation there! seemsl tol bel twol possibilities. Polania could be Poland, as
for instancel Henrik ] ansonDhasDargued.Z4DO smund_is/ however, justllaslikelyl tol havel been
consecrated_iin Kiev.[ Therel lthel Swedishllinked iprince, Taroslavi thel Wise hadl without! the
consent_ofl IConstantinoplel imanaged in 11051 Jtolhavel thel lfirst’ [Russian born/ lonel Ilarion,
appointed! to_thel metropolitan see.. And Kievi wasl afterl all thel centrel off thel Slavonid tribel the
Polianians [ Furthermorel the positionl thel twolbishops'had at theirf tespectiveLcourtswas to a large
extent! similatt and_couldlinl both! places_beseen as anl expressionl ofl similarl princelylaspirations
towards ¢reating independent. ¢hurchiprovinces Hindependent ofi Constantinopleland Hamburg |

Bremenltespectively.

Judged onl the basis of his latet career, Osmundivas probably anl Anglol Saxon,[and as such his
presencelinl Swedenl canl bel seen as_part_ bfl thel AnglolSaxonl influencelin thel Scandinavian
churches. Considering further that Englandwas Tocated at thelnorthl¥western ¢énd oflwhat welcan
call thel Varangianl axis| where Scandinavia_and Rus™ twerelinl thel middlelandl Byzantiuml at the
southl eastern end, Osmund would as_an' Anglo Saxonl also belmorellikely! tol belassociated swith
thel Varangian' entouragel ofl Swedishl linked Kievt than[Poland.

Thel bther fcontroversial’l theoryl concerns! thel possiblelidentification bfl 4 priest, present. in
Novgorodlin 1047/ xwhenl Princel Taroslav’s_Swedishl queenwith! their! son, Vladimiras Princelof
Novgorod, held courtl thereIn that year thelpriest éntered a colophonlinlalmanuscript ofl the
Bookl Jof IPsalmsl_hel lhad Jtranscribed, presumablyt froml |Glagoliticllinto |Cyrillic. lIn[Ithe
colophonl hel gavel his hamelas Pop (Priest) Upit likhyi.’ The hame! is  inusual hot least! for 4
priestl becausel in Russianl it could meanl something likel Fthel Foul Vampire. Thereforel this
name/ according tol the Swedishl Slavicist,, Anders §j6berg| could hardlylhavelbeenl his teal hame.
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Consequentlyt Sjoberg tried tol findl an alternativel explanation for! the. name. Considering the
presencelofl al Swedishl court inl Novgorod_atl thel time §joberg suggested that! Upir was hotlin
fact 4 Russian hamel but| a' Russianl transcription” bf thel Swedish hame, Opir. Futhermorel the
second part of Upir’s_name,/likhyi| could semanticallyl correspond tol the Swedish/word “ofeigt”.
Preciselyl Opirl Ofeigr!isl thel hame with whichl bnel 6f Sweden’s ost prolific/ tune earvers'in the
second halflofl the[11 thE:entury,@ﬂ pir, signed his stones, of whichl therelarel perhaps 100.[ Thatlled
Sieberg tol suggest thatl thel two, Upit inl Novgorod and Opir in’ Sweden, had inl fact been one
and the/samel person.

Thel teasonl forl thisl priestt Upir, tolmovel to. Sweden and becomel the tunel carver! (and perhaps
priest) Opitl3was hot difficult tol find. In 10500 Queenl Ingegerd died in' Novgorod followed two
years latetl byl hetrl son | Vladimir. Thel Swedish' ¢ourt must soon  aftet have beendissolved,[svhen
Prince laroslavi instead 6f his dead sonl placed thel Byzantine! linked Ostromir” as governor in
Novgorod. 'Thisl lcould bel ithe Ireason for Upir Opir, Jpresumably with a_number lof other
members of the Swedishl colonylin Novgorod, to movelback to Sweden.* 1 Sjoberg’s  theorylis
correctitlis easilylexplained how! Christian ¢lements from/ bothl Easttand Westl ¢ould interchange
andlinfluenceldbneanotherlinl the  region.

However,[bven[ﬂfﬂwe[ﬂo]not[hccepﬂ:Bjéberg’s[theory,zg[the[evidence])f[theDRunic[btones[in
eleventh! century. Swedenl arelinl themselves_of greatl interest inl connection twithl thel spread of
Christian impulses_to and from[Sweden.

Alsignificantl proportionl of thel stones_mention travels_out of Swedenl of onelkind o1 another.
Earlyl Stonesl (priot to_c.[1030s)Larel almostl equally. distributed betweenljourneysl tol thel east, to
RusTand beyond, and journeys_tol the west, primarily. England.[In[ laterl stones_journeys_tol the
East dominate.”"As  such thesel stones providel Further evidence of Varangian mobility, In' this
particularl | context, JThowever, lit lisl | ofl | greater! |interest ] to|observelJthat! I stones_ I madellin
commemoration ofl peoplelshol travelled outside. Swedenl ¢contain'morel Christianl ¢elements_ than
dolotherlstones. Inl fact thel frequencylof Christianl ¢lements onltravellersstonesiare nearly twice
as_highl as”in honl travellers stones.” This is 4 fact| that suggests that thosel whol travelled did
indeed becomel majori carriersLof Christianity.
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Varangians[CAnd[the[schism[between[the[ Eastern[and[Western

Churches

If [Varangians, Itravelling lalong Ithel laxis_ from[ Byzantium through! [Rus landl IScandinavia lto
England/3verel indeed significant carriers.ofl Christianl influences, it is, 0f course, unfortunatel to
exclude theirlmainlarea ofl activity, Rus’[ fromlal comparativel study. ofl thel Christianization o f the
periphery in the 10111 century. That it has been done, just thel same,is possibly! thel tesult of
somelof thelimplicitassumptions mentioned above.

It isLalwell known! fact that! thel relations betweenl the ¢hurches off Romeland Constantinoplelin
general deteriorated from! at least the 9 centuryl onwards, Wwith! thel famous| ¢ulmination/in 1054.
And it is alsola factl that this_ eventuallylled tolal divided Europe/whenl all off Europe hadbeen
Christianized byt andlintegratedlintol onelor thel otherl of thesel¢hurches.[Whatl s/ less. ¢lear s/ the
speed with[whichl thisldivision manifested itself in[various  tegions.

Wel havel seenl thatt Russian rulersalready’ in thel learlyl stages ofl Christianization| despitel the
geographicallylnatural links tol Byzantiumlandlthe. Greekl Orthodox Churchl tepeatedly sought to
establish/ linksl tol the[ West_ and thel Western Church.[Wel know that thel ruling princelinl Kiev,
Taroslav,[just before thelstrifel between Rome and Constantinoplel teached al first! ¢limax[in[ 1054,
attempted_ tollessenl Greeklinfluencelonl theRussianl ¢hurchibylappointing a Russian bornl tol the
metropolitan seelagainst thelwishes of Constantinople.

Welalso knowt that the Latin| titelin Kievt colexisted withl Orthodox Christianity, at leastt among
thel Varangians/ for al long time.[Thus_according tol thel first: chaptertin’ thel Paterikonl ofl the
Kievan Cavel Monastery! (preserved in 4 version froml the early 13" tentury)/ this later Famous
monastery owesLits foundation,[atleast tnaterially, tolanlévent that tooki placelin[the/late[1060s.br
earlyl 1070s.L /At this_ timel a_ prominent Varangian inl Kievi by’ thel hamel Shimon, said tol bel 4
nephewl ofl that' Hakonl (Iakun)perhapslof thel Norwegian Ladejar/ dynasty[wholin 1024 hadled
a.detachment ofl Varangianslin[PrincelIaroslav’siarmy [ decided together withlhisthouseholdloflno
lessl than BOOO_souls, including hisl priests, tol stop being 4 *“Varangian’’ and instead_ becomela
“Christian” byl exchanging hisl Latin| ritel for thel Orthodox."As_thel Paterikon describeslit, this
decision wwasl hot thel result ofl anyl external pressure. tol changel ritel but thel result of & vision
Shimon had had, after surviving & defeat at the hands of thel Polovtsy.” Until thenl it had
obviously beenl entirelyl possiblel forhimlbothl toladherel tol thelLatinl tite’and at the samel timel to
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occupyld prominent positionlin/ Kievan society.

Thatl this $hould bel solis_ notl surprising. Afterl all it wasl still felt_ possiblelinl the[ Russian Church
towards(theltniddlel of the[12™ ¢entury! tol adopt the veneration o f Scandinavian and Anglol Saxon
(in_shortl Varangian)_ saints_suchlas_ Canute, Benedikt (Canute’s_brother), Alban] Magnus {of
Orkney),_ Olafl_ and Botulph. Thesel F*Varangian’ saints_werel thus_includedl among Orthodox
martyrs/in thellitany of a prayer tol the Trinity.”

Evenl asllatel as_ .. 1200 recent! archaeological finds suggest both! that' Scandinavians werel still
activelin Russian’ serviceland that they could still adherel tol thel Latinl tite. Thuslamong thel finds
onl & Russianl fortress_hill in[ thel border region betweenl thel Polotski principalityl and[ thel hew
crusaderi states, in layers_ dated tol thel twelfth—thirteenthl centuries were alsolheaps_ofl gnawed
bones fromldomesticlanimals. Of thesel bones morel thanl 2 hundred turned out tolbeladorned
withl various kinds ofl graffiti and inscriptions.. Among| thellatter werel bothlinscriptionslinl Cyrillic
and iwhat hasl beenl characterized as' Scandinavian f‘everyday’ + as_ opposed_tol monumental +
runes[Somel ofl theselsuggest! thatl adherents_ofl the Latinl tite[werel present among thel Orthodox

majority.”*

Seenl against ithis' background it would seem! that_ thel collaborationl betweenl thel Byzantine
Churchland thel papacyt father! thanl thel Western Churchl as_such, whichlhadl ¢haracterized the
earlier! CyrillolMethodianl mission, swas_still operating’ inl RusT atl least_ tintil ¢..1200. Inl fact it is
onlylinlthel third ofl thelabove.mentioned stages, thelstagelofl thel ¢crusades,/that d tupturelbetween
thel |Eastern land /Western |ChurcheslIcanl Ibellobserved lin[ Irelations |betweenl [Rus™ andlits

: 35
neighbours.

Thislleads_mel to_ concludeltwithl thel following observations.pertainingf tol thel East. West $chism
and thd question of export/importbetween d centrelin thelwest and the periphery.

Whenl Christianityl towards thel end of thel hinthl century! first took holdlin Central Europe_in
whatl was thenl Greatl Moravia, twol missionaryl movements_¢amel tol competel withl onelanother.
Anlalready activel Latinl mission tepresenting thel Frankishl ot Carolingian Churchland 4 mission
for whichl a hewt liturgical languagel hadl beenl created,. Churchl Slavonic.This_ Churchl Slavonic
missionl tepresented aljointl ¢ffort byl Byzantiumland Rome. [t failed first ofl all becausel thelLatin
missionl of the Frankishl churchprotesting against thelhisel ofl 4 hew! liturgical language[<was able
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toLapply political pressurelagainst! thisjoint Venturel by thel twololdl Europeanl church centres,a
pressure._these were unablel to bppose/ Somel laterl popes_exposed_tol thel same. pressurelalso
occasionallylhad tolline upwithl thel Frankishl Church.

Stillfatl that timel thel division[betweenl thel thurches was hotl $ol tnuchl between Eastl and West as
it was between Northland South [ éspeciallylin Western Europe [Andlit isimy contentionl that' the
latert East West conflict withinl thel churchesl heverl camel tol playl 4 significant! partl inl Europe’s
northern landl easternl Iperipherytlduring Ithel Iperiod, 1c..195001050, lonl Iwhich[ /Il Thavel Ibeen
concentrating. Infact it waslonly duringf thel teforml papacy,/whichlsignified 4 virtual takel over of
thel papacyl by thel Frankishl Churchl (Cluny), that thel last vestiges_ ofl thel CyrillolMethodian
mission was_eradicated inl thel Westi with! thel abolition ofl Churchl Slavonid liturgylin thel Bazava
Monastery in Bohemia.”

Therefore, Il thinkl it is true tol $ayl that it twas_only’ thenl thel schisma between Northland South,
between! thel papacyland the Frankish' Church,was ¢liminated, tolal ¢ertainl extent to belteplaced
bylthelantagonisml betweenl thel papacy and thel German Reichskirche Until thenl therel<vas hardly
anylonel¢entrelin thelwest, which/monopolized teligious éxport tol thelperiphery and from/swhich
thelperipherylhad to ot was_evenl forced to import. During this_period Varangians travelled the
wholel periphery,/ liftingl Christian andl other influences_onl theltwayl andl depositing theml3vhere
they could take toot.” Thereforelany comparative study ofl Christianization o f the periphery has
toltake Varangianl activitylintolaccountland, consequently,[alsolincludelRus™inl the. comparison.
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Notes

I After! this paperthad been given at the Dies Medievales 2004 (Helsinkif13th to15thl August),/ I ¥vas informed by
Professot Bagge! bothl that thel projects df thel twol centres werelnow. oneland thel samel project dnd that d specialist in
Russian studies had nowbeenllinked tol thelproject. Onl neitherlpoint, however, was therelanyt tracelin theltespective
internet presentations, whenl theylwerelaccessed again immediatelyl after thel ¢onclusionl ofl thel ¢onference.
ACEhttp:/ /www.crassh.cam.ac.uk/projects/ christianization.html[accessed 150804 and preservedLin teproducible
form.

ACE http:/ /www.crassh.cam.ac.uk/projects/ christianization/ projectdesctiption.html [accessed 150804Land
preservedlinl reproduciblel form.

4 Thisparticulart point has_¢arlier been tadelinl 4 paper tead at onel ofl the seminars ofl thel Swedishl $ponsored Baltic
project, Culture| Clash or Compromise, formed_onl thelbasis ofl similarl ¢oncepts_¢oncerning! Christianization'and
Europeanization as the. CRASSHLand CMS[projects, ¢/ Lind 2004a, pp. 41[44.
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Y1t haslofl coursel tolbel kept in mind both that Christianization was an  ongoingf process, ot limited tol thel datelofla
country’s_official adoptionl of Christianity, and that it s’ dpenl tol debatel what éxactly. Christianizationl 6f al ¢country
and its peoplelinvolved.

L CE http:/ /www.uib.no/cms/research/general.htm[accessed 150804 and preservediin tepreducable form.
TEnglishl Varangianl (cf[ Greek Varangos/Old Rus. Variag/ Old Norse Iaring) will belhsed in thel present ¢ontext,
althoughlit sSeemslonlyl to havel teplaced thel older designation ofl Scandinavians, Rus’[duringl thel 10%and[ 11t
centuries,/ when RusThad ¢comeltolsignifyl Russians in general, that is Slavs and,inl thelnorth [ their Balticland Finnic
confederates/ Onltheltermlseel¢.g[Schramm.

8Jansson1997.

I Stenderl Petersen 1934..On Varangians/inl Byzantium,[see/Benedikz 1969 and Bléndal 1978.

O ften hinsatisfactorilyllabelled ¥ The Nestot! Chronicle’ ot worse,[“Primary  Chronicle” [ in thelswork teferred fo
inl following note [ This title/however, dught to bel teserved for the predecessor of Povestl¥remennykhllet,
Nachal’nyil $vod.(literally[ Primaryl Chronicle) [ preserved aspart ofl the First Novgorod Chronicle/Younger Version.
W Thé Russian Primary Chronicle p.59{ the[Russianl original, Po/nod sobranié russkikh letopised 1, ¢ols 190 20.

12001 thelancient Waffeneidlamong Germaniclpeoples, ¢f. Lexikon des Mittelalters Vol 3[¢ol.[1678.

3 Hereland in'thel otherl quotations I havelised Cross & Sherbowitzl Wetzor s translation but havel¢xchanged their
rendition 6l 9Rus™’ [FRusses, [with the by howl more familiat original. Thd Russian Primar Chronicle/ pp. 64-65; Polnoe
sobranid_tusskikli_letopisei ] [ ¢ols 30031 alsolin Russian and English translation’in Thd Laws of Rus' pp.[203.

14 In accordancelwvith Byzantinepractice, presumablyltwolversionsiwerelissued/onelin ¢ach party’sihame.
S.Comparelfor instance, *"Whatsoever Russ kills'a Christian ot whatsoever. Christian killsla Russ, shall die” andno
penaltyl shalllbel ¢xacted forthis'death byl ¢itherl Greeks or Rus’.”

19 Thel treaty inlits entiretylin Thd Russian Primar) Chronicle| pp6569; Polnod sobranie tusskikh letopisei 1 ¢ols 321 B7; The
Laws of Rus' pp 4 T[(Kaisetlinappropriatelyl franslates Russian Vatiag/ Variazi with Viking(s)).

"!Most of thesel23[potentates arel btherwise ot known to us but thelfact that theylare tepresented byl envoys_casts
alsurprising light onl thel structurel ofl Kievan societylat thel time.

18 The Englishl translationin The Russian_Priman| Chroniclidoesinot simply! transcribelthe[Russian original but
attemptsl to identifylal Scandinavianl ¢ounterpart. Thereforelthe list of hames éspeciallylin the 944 Treaty tnay appear
morelScandinavian than it dctuallylis.

19 Thé Russian_Primar) Chronicle[pp T377; Polnod_sobranié_tnsskikh letopiseil [ ¢ols 46.54; The Laws of Rus'[ pp.[812.

20 Sec thel chapter, “Metropolia totius_Sclavorum gentis’ L onlhis mission inl Nazarenko[ 2001, pp.311L38.

2I[See chaptert “Nakanune kreshcheniiaiTaropolk Sviatoslovich 1 Otton11” [in Nazarenko 2001 [ pp.L339L90.

A Thietmar, p. 474 Ct.[Mel’nikoval (ed.) 1999/ pp.L270L74.

2 This  ¢orrespondslto thel presencel ofl both Christianl artefacts andl ¢hanges'in burial customs seenlas Christian,
whichlpredates thel ¢crusades bylat least alcentury.

24 Janson[ 1998 pp.10575.

25 Gustafsson 1960.

20 Franklin[2002,p.[95.

21Ostromir was iarried tolthe Byzantine Theophana,

288joberg 1985..5omelprominent second generation Swedes did, however,stay in Novgorod/where theylds
posadniks] generation after. generation,Wwerelablelto hold the highest ¢ivill officelin Novgorod after it had becomela
city fepublic, ¢f. Molchanovt1997.

29 Thel tunologist Marit Ahlén in'her dissertationl from 1997 onl thel tune earver Opit tejects Sjoberg’s suggestion,
Ahlén1 997 pp.[21[231n  ¢contrast, thelhistorian Henrik[Janson, inhis dissertation from( 1999, inthelsection,
“Milardalen/Novgorod ochBysansvid 1000 taletsiitt” [Targely accepts Sjcberg’slidentification, supportingf it
withladditional ¢videncelon thelbasis of thelpolitical situationlinm Novgorodlafter theldeaths of Ingegerd and
Vladimir[ ¢t Janson 1998 [pp.[152062.

N Mats G.[TLarsson 1990/ p. 64.

3 Mats G.[TLarsson[1990[pp.[8991

32 Published withl ¢commentarylin Biblioteka, p.[300.

33 Lind 1990.

34 Thisds further developedinLind [&[al[2004,[pp. 194198 [And Lind 2004b, pp.[123[26 TheRuniclinscriptionsare
now{published'in'Mel’nikova 2001 [pp. 213[247.

31t has tol belsaid that it is hot difficult to findl polemical treaties against thel Latin titelin Russia, mainly. ¢manating
fromlthe Greekl ¢lergylinKiev.[Stillit is hoteworthy toldbservelthelwholehearted support for FrederickBarbarossa’s
crusadeléxpressed in thelHypatian Chronicle’s’account oflhis defeat, ¢f. Lind 2003, 21011.

3 Seel Pope Gregory'sltefusallin 1080 of thel tequest by Vratislavi 1IL6fl Bohemial for! permissionl tolisel thel Slavonic
liturgy,lin The Correspondencd of Popé Gregon V11 p.[148 [ ¢f[1ind[2001a,/pp.[140[41 [and ¢chapters ISlavial Christiana”,
and “Etnicheskom({ teligioznomlsamosoznanii Nestora letopistsa’lin Zhivovi 2002, pp.[116[69,17086.

ST Alpossiblelindication ofl thelgeographical tangel of Varangian activity_ ayl be provided byl variousJoanwords,
compare forlinstance thelsequence: siking >Rus. vitiaz >[Hung. vitézwith theljoint sSemanticlcontent of herd or
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performertof deeds) ¢t. Etymologisches IW Grterbuch des Ungarischen p1647dnd Vasmer 1953 pp.206.07 The distribution of felated
formd of Vitiaz/vitéZ il Fastern and South Fastern Buropel does makelit difficult tol éstablish thef éxact toute! the loan took[ The
fact that this distribution byt and large! ¢orresponds tol the distribution of d word like 7ezzsi, coined fot thel L atin missionaties,
opposing the Slavonic liturgy] sugeests that its' spread happened during Cyrillo Methodian times and immediatelyt dfter] ¢f/ Tind

2001bLOn thd ¢ommercial links that ¢ould éxplain this tange/ ¢f[Shepard in Franklin & Shepard 1996, pp.[ 88 89;
Mel’nikoval (ed.) 1990, pp.[264.66,29597.
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