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On the great rune-
stone at Jelling, King
Harald Bluetooth (r.
c. 958-87) mentions
among his deeds
that he had ‘won the

whole of Denmark



for himself’ (sar

uan tanmaurk ala;
Moltke 1985: 207).
This is sometimes
understood today

as meaning that he
unified the kingdom.
However, in concrete
terms the inscrip-
tion tells us that he
took power in all of
Denmark, which im-
plies that ‘Denmark’
signified a polity
that was already
recognised. It is not
known exactly when
Denmark became

unified. For the early

Danish chroniclers of
the 1100s, this had
already happened in
the remote age of sto-
ries, when their tales
began. No historically
known king was
famed for having uni-
fied the country that
from the second half
of the tenth century
clearly appears as one
realm under a single
monarch.

It comprised the
southernmost part of
Scandinavia (Figure
48.1): the Jutland

peninsula as far as



the Ejder River (in
what 1s now north-
ern Germany), the
islands of Fyn and
Sjeelland with nearby
islets, together with
Skane and Halland
(in modern south
Sweden). Apart from
areas of Blekinge
(now also in south-
ern Sweden) and the
1sland of Bornholm,
which both became
part of the kingdom
after the Viking
period, and Viken

(the area around the
Oslo fjord) which

at times was also
included, this region
marked the limits of
Denmark throughout
the Middle Ages. The
kingdom was bound
together by the sea,
and good ships were
a prerequisite for

its unity. The sea

also opened up the
potential for contact
—both hostile and
friendly—with many
neighbouring coun-
tries and peoples to
the north, east and
west. The marine

link between western



Europe and the Baltic
region also passed
through the Danish
belts and sounds:
Denmark was the
gateway, and could
control access.

To the east the great
forests and bogs of
Smaland formed
a natural border
between Skane and
the Swedish lands.
To the south, at the
foot of Jutland, was
a narrow connection
to the European
mainland. Around

the year 700 an im-

pressive boundary
wall was erected here,
the Danevirke (Figure
48.2), that was later
rebuilt many times
(Andersen 1998)

and also marked a
cultural and linguis-
tic border. South of

it lived the Saxons
and Frisians, who
during the eighth
century found them-
selves incorporated
into the Carolingian
Empire, along with
the Slavic Obodrites
whose lands lay in the

western Baltic. Over



time there were many of Christianity.
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region first, seen for
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cation of the country

and the introduction



Figure 48.2 Aenal
photo of the ‘Main
Wall’ of the Danevirke,
which marked the
Danish border with

Germany. Seen from
the west where it meets
the ‘Crooked Wall’.
In the foreground is
a fortification from
1864. In the far

background Schleswig
town. (Photo:
Thorkild Balslev.)

But when did
Denmark come into
being? (The ques-
tion is discussed in,
among other works,
Christensen 1969:
25-32; Skovgaard-
Petersen 1977: 23—
44, 88-96; Albrect-
sen 1994; Nasman
1999: Olsen 1999:
23-37; cf. Sawyer
1988:11-48; Lund
1991). The matter

can be illuminated



from written sources,
but today archaeol-
ogy also provides us
with considerable
information, not least
because of the precise
dendrochronological
dating of the great
military and politi-
cally loaded engineer-
ing projects that can
help us understand
these developments
(Roesdahl 1994).

The oldest mention
of Denmark (De-
nameark) as the name
of a geographic area

comes from around

890 and can be found
in two accounts
given to Alfred the
Great, king of the
southern English
realm of Wessex.
Among other things,
the north Norwegian
chieftain Ohthere
provided him with a
short description of
his sailing route from
Kaupang in southern
Norway to Hedeby at
the southern Danish
border. Jutland and
possibly also Sjeelland
are mentioned. The
merchant Wulfstan,



who sailed from

Hedeby to the eastern

Baltic region, men-
tions the southern
Danish islands of
Langeland, Lolland
and Falster, together

with Skéne, as part of

Denmark.

The terms ‘Danes’
and ‘king of the
Danes’ (rex danorum)
are in fact known
from as far back as
the sixth century,
and at that time the
Danes must have
been a leading tribe

1n what later became

the kingdom. From
the end of the eighth
century, when the
Carolingians’ north-
ern expansion and
the Danish Viking
raids on the empire
resulted in mutual
political and military
confrontation, the
‘king of the Danes’

1s often mentioned
—and named—in
Frankish sources.
Among them was
Charlemagne’s oppo-
nent Godfred, about
whom is written

among other things



thatin 808 he ordered
a wall to be raised
across the border at
the base of Jutland.
This must have been
an expansion of the
Danevirke, but this
phase has not yet
been archaeologi-
cally identified. Even
though no other
king than that of the
‘Danes’ 1s mentioned
in the Frankish
sources, it has been
debated whether he
and many of his suc-
cessors reigned over

the area that we now

know as Denmark, or
perhaps only Jutland.
However, archae-
ological analyses
of developmentsin
the eighth century
strongly suggest that
Denmark was a single
kingdom at this time,
under the ‘king of
the Danes’ (especially
Olsen 1999:23-
37; Nasman 1999,
2000). Among these
developments were
increased production
and major new trad-
ing networks, making

possible greater ex-



change and surplus.
Impressive building
projects around the
year 700 and in the
decades following
enabled the control

of large areas of land
(the oldest phases of
the Danevirke) and of
the inner Danish wa-
terways (the Kanhave
canal built on Samse
In 726), 1n addition to
the seventh-eighth-
century development
of sailing vessels that
made possible the
efficient control of the

sea and a kingdom

with many islands.
The unification
of the kingdom was
undoubtedly a long
process (Nasman
1999, 2000), which
probably followed a
pattern from orig-
inally independent
tribes through to
growing tribal feder-
ations with an overk-
ing from the leading
tribe, and finally to
a single kingdom
with a single ruler.
This took place under
pressure from the

south in connection



with decisive socio-
economic changes,
and also through
war. The process was
almost certainly un-
even and dramatic,
accelerating in the
later Roman Iron
Age and resulting—
prior to the Viking
Age, perhaps around
700-1n the unifica-
tion of a number of
‘lands’ (lande) within
the Denmark that
we now recognise.
During and after

the Viking period
the nature of royal

power, its duties and
prerogatives, and the
governance of the
kingdom changed
many times. There are
instances of several
kings reigning simul-
taneously, and also
cases when the king-
dom was periodically
divided between a
number of kKings and
then subsequently re-
united again.

There were still
many very con-
siderable regional
differences that were

politically centred



on the ‘lands’. In

the twelfth century,
when we have writ-
ten sources, the larger
‘lands’ of Jutland,
Sjeelland and Skane
each had their assem-
bly at which kings
would be elected and
important decisions
and laws made. The
interaction between
kings and magnates
was of decisive
importance. Through
the earliest surviving
literature and his-
torical writings we

glimpse the power-

brokers’ construction
of traditions around
the kingdom as a
legitimate unit of
great antiquity and
with an identity
linked to a royal line
that led back far into
the past. These tra-
ditions are probably
very old. Great pains
and expense were
taken to visually
mark the power and
success of kings—
prestige banquets,
halls and decoration
together with large

public monuments



and memorials. The
latter reached their
zenith under Harald
Bluetooth.

Over the course of
the ninth and the be-
ginning of the tenth
century the Danish
kings and conditions
in Denmark can be
followed sporadically
through written
sources, especially
in their relation to
the Frankish and
German empires (e.g.
Christensen 1969:
115-222; Skovgaard-
Petersen 1977: 148-

64; Sawyer 1988:
103-30,213-19).

By their nature these
frequently discuss
confrontations, but
also several missions,
normally at the
behest of the Carolin-
gian and German em-
perors and kings. The
Frankish missionary
Ansgar thus visited
the country around
830 and 850, and on
the latter occasion
was given permission
from King Horik to
build churches and

ring bells in Hedeby



and Ribe. These were
international market
towns with a great
many foreign visi-
tors, places that were
particularly suitable
for mission work.
Ansgar’s mission was
hardly significant at
the time, but laid a
modest foundation
for the conversion a
century later. This
took place after
Danes had become
gradually acquainted
with Christianity
abroad over a 150-

year period, about 30

years after the Danish
king Gnupa had been
forcibly converted fol-
lowing defeat at the
hands of the German
king, and about 20
years after we hear of
German bishops in-
stalled in the towns of
Schleswig (Hedeby),
Ribe and Arhus.

THE REIGN
OF HARALD
BLUETOOTH

The mid- to late
tenth century formed



In many ways an end
of one era and the
beginning of another,
especially after the
official shift of re-
ligion around 965.
But it was also a time
of upheaval in eco-
nomic, cultural, social
and political terms,

as Denmark was
increasingly affected
by Christian Europe.
Among the examples
of this is the introduc-
tion of special cargo
ships in contrast

to warships and

personal transport

vessels, undoubtedly
as a result of in-
creased trade; towns
grew and others were
established; compar-
atively cheap wares
were paid for in silver
by weight, in the form
of coins or parts of
them—most often
foreign issues, but
Danish mints became
more frequent and
increased production;
the traditional Nordic
female dress with its
particular jewellery
was abandoned; a

new decorative form,



the Mammen style,
developed; large
royal monuments
were built as never
before, with a focus
on the king himself;
the erection of rune-
stones underwent
a boom, and so on
(summarised with
references in Roes-
dahl 2002). All this
took place or began
in the time of Harald
Bluetooth, and the
change of religion is a
part of this.

The image of
Harald and his

policies can today be
illuminated through a
combination of differ-
ent sources. His reign
was a shifting one,
and questions of con-
tinuity and schism,
traditions and in-
novation are central
(Christensen 1969:
223-40; Skovgaard-
Petersen 1977: 164-
78; Sawyer 1988:
221-45: Albrectsen
1994: Roesdahl
2002). He succeeded
his father Gorm,

who probably died in
958/9 and who was



one of the first kings
in a new dynasty. For
about twenty years
Harald was the great-
est king in the north,
who apart from rul-
ing over Denmark
also held power over
part of Norway. From
there he gained both
troops and tribute,
undoubtedly in the
form of typical Nor-
wegian products such
as furs, falcons, iron,
soapstone vessels
and whetstones, all

of which were sought
after and could

be redistributed.
Through successful
politics he secured
the country against
the German Empire,
with the help of an
expanded Danevirke
and alliances with
Slavic princes. He
also married Tove,
the daughter of

the Obodrite ruler
Mistivoj. The raising
or enlargement of
the defensive walls
around the three
Jutland townsis also

part of this picture.



The conversion
was one of Harald’s
great achievements.
He ‘made the Danes
Christian’, as it says
on the great Jelling
stone, though as in
Iceland in the year
1000 this undoubt-
edly occurred with
the assent of the king-
dom’s magnates, the
acceptance of the re-
gional assemblies and
with a few exceptions
made to Christian
rules. The new reli-
gion was no stranger

to the country. Its

teachings would have
appealed to many, its
hierarchical structure
could support a cen-
tral power and the
real transition took
place gradually. Ac-
cording to the Saxon
Widukind, who also
described Harald as
‘eager to listen but
late to speak’, the
cleric Poppo played

a decisive role by
proving the truth of
the Christian faith
through an ordeal

of iron. However,

the conversion was



probably also a coun-
termeasure against
the emperor Otto I's
expansionist mission
policy (cf. Wamers
2000: 156 ff.). There
seem to have been ear-
lier pagan reactions
against Christianity’s
inroads, and a focus
on the reinforcement
of Nordic cultural
traditions (Roesdahl
2005), expressed in
various ways. These
included aristocratic
burial ritual and a
revived monumental-

1sation of memorials

and other sites of a re-
ligious character from
earlier times, such as
mounds and ship set-
tings, together with
the practical reuse of
ancient monuments.
Many of these tra-
ditions, including
those relating to
mortuary behaviour,
continued for a time
after the conversion,
though probably in

a moderated form.
These soon died out,
however, and around
the year 1000 we

find for example that



Christian crosses have
completely replaced
pagan borr’s ham-
mers as personal reli-
gious symbols.

In 974 Harald
was defeated at the
Danevirke by the Ger-
man emperor Otto
II, and Schleswig/
Hedeby was taken.
At the same time
dominion in Norway
was lost together
with its concomitant
soldiery and income.
At around this period

economic conditions
also shifted in that

the traditional flow
of silver from the
Orient to the north,
via Russia, suddenly
ceased due to a chang-
ing situation out east.
Silver and honour
were prerequisites for
a king’s success, and
this loss of military
and political prestige
(and not least income,
including the profits
from Hedeby) must
have altered the con-
figuration of power
in Denmark. In 983

a combined Slavic-

Danish force made a



successful attack on
northern Germany,
laying waste Ham-
burg among other
places, butonly a
few years later in
987 King Harald was
driven out and killed
in a rebellion led by
his son and heir, Svein
Forkbeard.

JELLING

Harald Bluetooth
also raised a remark-
able series of large,
innovative buildings

and memorials, and

he is the first Nordic
king whose name
can with certainty be
associated with sur-
viving monuments.
The most spectacular
and important are
situated at Jelling
(Figures 48.3 and
48.4). They mark the
zenith of his power
and at the same time
give us an insight
into his political and
cultural programme,
as well as the period’s
architecture and art
of power. These are

large, dynastic monu-



ments with a focus on
power, identity, tra-
dition and continuity
spanning the change
of religion, as well as
on Harald himself, his
deeds and his parents.
At the same time

they are the central
monuments of the
conversion itself, in
that a major pagan
site was developed
into an even bigger
and more complex
Christian memorial.
It is notable that all

of these things had

Nordic roots, apart

from the Church, and
that everything was
done on a royal scale.
Together with an un-
doubtedly impressive
royal manor, whose
location and appear-
ance are unknown,
the monuments
provided the physical
framework for the
exercising of power,
religion and (proba-
bly) law.

The monuments
are connected to Har-
ald and his parents
by the inscriptions on

two runestones. The



text on the older and
smaller stone, whose
original position is
unknown, reads:
‘King Gorm made
this monument in
memory of Thorvi
[Thyre], his wife, Den-
mark’s adornment.’
The inscription on
the larger runestone
(Figure 48.4), which

stands on its original

spot exactly between
two great mounds,
reads: ‘King Harald
commanded this
monument to be

made in memory of

Gorm, his father, and
in memory of Thorvi
[Thyre], his mother
—that Harald who
won the whole of
Denmark for him-
self, and Norway

and made the Danes
Christian.” Apart from
the inscription the
stone is decorated
with large pictures of
an animal interlaced
with a snake, and an
image of Christ. On
both stones we find
the word kubl, in the
plural form. This has

been interpreted as



meaning a monu-
ment, of a kind that
could have multiple
component parts
(Moltke 1985: 206-
16).

Figure 48.3 Jelling in

the late nineteenth
century, seen from the
south-west. The stone

church, which was

built around 1100

and is the successor of

earlier stave-churches,
is seen between the two
huge mounds. King
Harald Bluetooth’s
large runestone
(Figure 48.4), which

forms the centre of his

composite monument,
is seen to the left of
the church porch. The
North Mound (right)
was the burial place
of his pagan father,
King Gorm, who was
presumably moved
to a grave in the first
church at Jelling after
Harald’s introduction

of Christianity in c.



965. The South Mound
(left) had no grave; it
was built a few years

after the conversion
and was probably
a memorial and a

thing mound (after
Kornerup 1875).

The Jelling monu-
ments were probably
constructed over
three decades and in
three phases, from
the 940s to the 970s.
They are situated
prominently in the
landscape and in each

phase form a coher-

ent, planned whole
built along the same
axis. This 1s monu-
mental architecture
of turf, stone and
wood and must have
demanded an extra-
ordinary investment
of labour, probably
carried out by men
seconded to do so. All
the most important
monument types

of the Viking Age

are found here writ
large. Today the siteis
bounded by the two
great mounds around
the church and the



runestones (Kornerup
1875; Krogh 1982,
1993; Krogh and
Olsen 1993; Roesdahl
2005).

The first phase
originally took the
form of a stone
alignmentc. 170 m
long, probably a ship
setting (the largest in
the north), which at
its northern end ad-
joined a small Bronze
Age mound. It was
a pagan monument,
whose real function
is unknown—per-

haps the ship setting

formed the stage for
cultic performances.
It was probably built
by King Gorm, per-
haps as a memorial to
Queen Thyre. We do
not know where she

was buried.

Figure 48.4 King

Harald’s great

runestone in Jelling, c.



970. Height: c. 245 cm
above ground level. It
has text and ornament
on one side. The two
other sides each have
a text line and a large
picture of, respectively,
a prancing animal
and Christ. The idea
of the large pictures
was probably inspired
by Christian book
illustrations, while the
organisation of the
rune-lines in horizon-
tal bands must have
been inspired by lines
in @ book. But the style

used is unmistakably

the Viking Mammen
style. In the foreground
King Gorm’s runestone
raised for his queen;
its original position
is unknown. (Photo:
Else Roesdahl 1996.)

In the second phase
the site was enlarged
by the construction
of the North Mound,
Denmark’s largest
barrow. It covered the
Bronze Age mound
and the northern
point of the ship
setting. The runic in-

scriptions, the dating



of the burial chamber
(958/9), the remains
of the funerary ob-
jects found inside and
the scale of the work
in itself all combine
to suggest that the
mound was the grave
and memorial for
King Gorm, raised in
a pagan country for a
pagan king, by his son
and heir, King Harald.
It was a royal ver-
sion of the magnate
graves of the time

and a dramatic pagan

manifestation.
The third and

last phase was the
major expansion in
association with the
change of religion,
which took place five
to seven years after
Gorm'’s death, around
965. There was
clearly a coordinated
plan for the whole
site, but the construc-
tion of the South
Mound was begun c.
970 at the earliest.
The work thus prob-
ably continued in
stages over ten years
or so, most likely with

the larger runestone



and the great wooden
church (under the
present stone one) as
its first elements. The
church was probably
a baptismal foun-
dation dedicated to
John the Baptist. At
the same time King
Gorm was probably
‘Christianised’ by the
translation of his re-
mains from the North
Mound to a chamber
grave in the church,
for here lay the re-
buried bones of a
man, packed in gold-
threaded textiles with

costly mounts in the
same style as objects
found in the North
Mound. The South
Mound, which is even
bigger than its north-
ern counterpart,
covered the south-
ern end of the ship
setting and thereby
destroyed this pagan
monument. The
South Mound did not
contain a grave, and
its real function has
been debated. Perhaps
it was a memorial for
King Harald himself,

or maybe for his



mother. It may also
have been built as an
assembly mound—on
its flat summit legal
proceedings could be
publicly conducted

in a prominent space
connected to religion,
as we find in many
other places.

The Jelling memo-
rials were in every
phase a national
monument focusing
on royal power, legit-
imacy, religion and
the kings themselves,
Gorm and Harald. In
the final, Christian

phase we might also
see a message that,
despite the new reli-
gion, Harald wished
to follow custom and
respect tradition. At
the same time his
success as a politician
and warrior was
underlined, an im-
portant demarcation
in relation to the
German Empire that
generated the main
political, cultural and
religious movements
of the age.

The location of

the monuments in



Jelling may partly be
explained by its prox-
imity to the Hervej
(literally ‘army-road’),
the great communi-
cation route through
Jutland, not far from
the southern border
of the kingdom that
was then the political
focus. It may also be
understood through
the presenceof a
large royal manor,
where the leading
people of the realm
could be gathered for
important meetings

and councils, conflict

resolutions or great
banquets—a context
which undoubtedly
suits the monuments.
But Jelling’s golden
age was short-lived
and no noteworthy
memorials were
raised here after Har-
ald’s time. The centre
of power shifted,
which 1s why so much
has survived intact.
The monuments
have, however, always
been known and
admired. The larger
runestone also pro-

vided inspiration to



the images on several
of the following gen-
erations’ runestones,
and the great beast
of the stone, whose
exact symbolism is
unknown, became
the prototype for half
a century of similar
images (Wilson and
Klindt-Jensen 1966:
119-22 and passim).

THE
RAVNING
ENGE
BRIDGE AND

THE
TRELLE-
BORGS

The Ravning Enge
bridge and the four
Trelleborgs (Figures
48.1 and 48.5) dateto
a few years after the
Jelling monuments
but share many of
their characteris-
tics: they are large,
resource-intensive,
prestige-oriented,
innovative and very
short-lived. The

Trelleborgs were con-



structed ¢c. 980 and
the bridge is either
contemporary with
them or perhapsa
few years later. They
must have been built
by Harald Bluetooth
in the last years of his
monarchy, both for a
specific purpose and
also as national mon-
uments and memori-
als. Their use-life does
not extend much, if at

all, beyond the end of

his reign.
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Fikure 48.5 Recon-

structed plans of
three of King Harald
Bluetooth’s circular
fortresses: Aggersborg,
Fyrkat and Trelleborg.
Their inner diameter
was 240 m, 136 m and
120 m respectively.
The building materials
were timber, turf and
earth. All had a circu-



lar rampart with gates
at the four points of
the compass linked by
roads. The inner space
was divided into four
quarters, each with
four buildings, c. 30
m long (at Aggersborg
there were twelve
buildings in each quar-
ter). Trelleborg had
an outer ward with
fifteen buildings and a
cemetery. A cemetery
was also excavated
at Fyrkat, while none
has been identified
at Aggersborg and
Nonnebacken. All

fortresses were built c.
980, undoubtedly as
a response to a specific
political situation.
They lasted only a
few years. (Drawing:
Holger Schmidt.)

The bridge lay not
far to the south of
Jelling. It was made of
wood, c. 760 m long
and over 5 m wide
(Schou Jergensen
1997: for exact dat-
ing see Christensen
2003). It is the oldest
known bridge in

Denmark and by far



the largest from the
Nordic Viking Age.
There is no doubt of
its practical function
in providing a
comfortable passage
across the wide Vejle
river valley and there-
with a good approach
to Jelling from the
south. If this impres-
sive bridge is seen in
relation to Jelling asa
slightly later follow-
up to those kumler
that, according to the
runestone, King Har-

ald had made for his

mother and father,

then it may have been
viewed as a ‘bridge of
souls’ that could ease
the way to Paradise
for the pagan spirits
of his parents. Bridges
of this kind are
mentioned on several
slightly later Swedish
and a couple of Nor-
wegian runestones
(Roesdahl 1990; cf.
Graslund 1989; Peter-
son 1991).

The Trelleborgs are
distributed around
the country: Trelle-
borg in western Sjael-

land, Nonnebakken



on Fyn, Fyrkat in
north-east Jutland
and Aggersborg in
northern Jutland by
the Limfjord (Olsen
and Schmidt 1977;
Roesdahl 1977, 1987,
1996; Olsen 1999:
ch. 6). They have the
same unique ground
plan and are Den-
mark’s oldest royal
fortresses. Borgeby
in Skane, north of
Malmo, might also
belong to the group
(Svanberg and
Soderberg 1999). The
Trelleborgs undoubt-

edly had practical
military functions as
permanent strong-
points for the king
and as royal manors
in stressful times.
With their special,
consistent layout and
the large numbers

of major structures
(that must have been
rather impractical

to live and work in),
they were clearly
also prestige foun-
dations and symbols
of power. The de-
sign with a circular

rampart pierced by



gates at the cardinal
points was probably
inspired by earlier
Flemish fortresses,
and details may have
been adopted from
Ottonian imperial
residences. But the
location of the houses
within the fortified
space is unique, and
both the structural
types and the build-
ing materials (princi-
pally timber and turf)
are of a domestic
nature. This type of
fortressis known

only from Denmark

and must have
originated there. It
combines both inno-
vation and tradition,
but was ultimately a
failure.

For comparison
(Roesdahl 2002) we
can consider Sigtuna
in central Sweden,
founded at the same
time as the Trelle-
borgs by the Svear
king Erik Segersal but
along quite different
lines—it developed
into a bishop’s seat
and into a town.

Other royal manors



from the late 900s
also became towns
and ecclesiastical
centres around 1000,
such as Roskilde and
Lund in Denmark and
Trondheim in Nor-
way. At the same time
important former
pagan cult centres
and royal manors
declined in signifi-
cance, as was the case
with Tiss@ in western
Sjeelland, Lejre near
Roskilde and Uppakra
near Lund.

Harald Bluetooth’s

religious conversion,

politics and great
engineering projects
have a firm place
among the major
achievements of

the Viking Age. The
former was success-
ful but the building
works had only a
short lifespan—they
were created under
special conditions
and as expressions of
his new concepts of
royal power, but did
not succeed, perhaps
not least due to the
burdens that they
placed on his people.



With Svein Forkbeard
came different times.
There appears to have
been a militarisation
of society, and after
the consolidation

of his power the
king’s energies were
directed outward,
concentrating on
Viking expeditions
against England
which was conquered
in 1013. Svein died
the following year,
and two years after
that the country was
retaken by his young

son Knut, who both

in England and Den-
mark was known as
‘the Great’. He too
focused his powers on
England. Probably de-
terred by precedent,
neither Svein nor
Knut challenged the
traditional division
of power in Denmark
or raised major royal

memorials there.
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