
Exam guidelines, spring 2021, HIS2128. 

 

The course has been conducted in the form of lectures and seminars: the former 

surveyed specific topics and relevant secondary literature, the latter were dedicated to group 

discussions of selected primary sources, including those selected for the exam. This 

assignment will test students’ ability to analyze critically a primary source in order to answer 

basic questions of Viking Age history.  

The discussion of the first primary source should evolve around the question of early 

Christianization and its connection to ninth-century Hamburg-Bremen and the social 

organization of Viking Age society. The critical assessment should also relate to relevant 

literature from pensum. For the topic of Christianization: 

 Anders Winroth, The Conversion of Scandinavia: Vikings, Merchants, and 

Missionaries in the Remaking of Northern Europe (New Haven: Yale University 

Press, 2012), 102–20 and 145–60. 

 Andrén, Anders 2013, “The Significance of Places: the Christianization of 

Scandinavia from a Spatial Point of View,” World Archaeology, 45, 27-45; 

 Maria Vretemark and Tony Axelsson, “The Varnhem Archaeological Research 

Project: A New Insight into the Christianization of Västergötland,” Viking and 

Medieval Scandinavia 4 (2008), 209–18 (10 pp.). 

 Haki Antonsson, “Saints and Relics in Early Christian 

Scandinavia,” Mediaeval Scandinavia 15 (2005), 51–80 (30 pp.). 

For social organization: 

 Christer Westerdahl, “Society and Sail: On Symbols as Specific Social Values and 

Ships as Catalysts of Social Units,” in The Ship as Symbol in Prehistoric and 

Medieval Scandinavia, 41-50;  

 Varenius, Björn 2002, “Maritime Warfare as an Organizing Principle in Scandinavian 

Society 1000-1300 AD,” in Maritime Warfare in Northern Europe: Technology, 

Organisation, Logistics and Administration 500 BC-1500 AD, ed. Anne Nørgård 

Jørgensen (Copenhagen: National Museum), 249–56; 

 Ben Raffield, “Bands of Brothers: a Re-appraisal of the Viking Great Army and its 

Implications for the Scandinavian Colonization of England,” in Early Medieval 

Europe 24 (2016), 308–37; 

 Somerville, Angus A. and R. Andrew McDonald 2013, The Vikings And Their Age. 

Companions to Medieval Studies. Toronto: University of Toronto Press), pp. 39-45. 

The discussion of Ibn Fadlan’s text can bring in all three topics or focus on some of them. The 

discussion of ethnicity should emphasize the ethnic fluidity of the Rus; that of religion should 

focus on various ways of intepreting the burial of a Rus chieftan; that of social organization 

should center on the social hierarchies within the Rus group observed by Ibn Fadlan. This 

critical assessment should also relate to relevant literature from pensum, namely: 

https://www.brepolsonline.net/doi/epdf/10.1484/J.VMS.1.100311
https://www.brepolsonline.net/doi/epdf/10.1484/J.VMS.1.100311
https://www.academia.edu/8109117/Saints_and_Relics_in_Early_Christian_Scandinavia
https://www.academia.edu/8109117/Saints_and_Relics_in_Early_Christian_Scandinavia
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdfdirect/10.1111/emed.12154
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdfdirect/10.1111/emed.12154


 Montgomery, James E. 2000, “Ibn Fadlan and the Rusiyyah,” Journal of Arabic and 

Islamic Studies 3, 1–25; 

 Thorir Jonsson Hraundal 2014, “New Perspectives on Eastern Viking/Rus in Arabic 

Sources,” Viking and Medieval Scandinavia 10, 65–97; 

 Price, Neil 2008, “Dying and the Dead: Viking Age Mortuary Behaviour,” in The 

Viking World. Ed. Stefan Brink and Neil Price (Routledge), 257–73; 

 Pedersen, Ole Crumlin and Birgitte Munch Thye (eds.) 1995, The Ship as Symbol in 

Prehistoric and Medieval Scandinavia: Papers from an International Research 

Seminar at the Danish National Museum, Copenhagen, 5th-7th May 

1994 (Copenhagen: The National Museum), 131–37. 

A very good exam essay (A & B) will have a good structure and writing style; it will also 

consequently use a proper reference style in its list of bibliography and references. It will 

show a good knowledge and a nuanced understanding of the chosen topic, and will present an 

independent argument combining the discussion of a chosen primary source with that of 

relevant literature. A good exam essay (C) will show a correct discussion of a chosen primary 

source, to a certain degree place it in its historical context, and give a reasonably orderly 

narrative. It will to a lesser degree place its discussion of the source in the context of relevant 

academic literature. A satisfactory essay (D) will demonstrate some important and relevant 

facts deriving from a primary source, but will to a small degree place them into a historical 

context. It will not show an independent discussion or the knowledge of a broader 

historiographic context.  A sufficient essay (E) will show some relevant knowledge which 

will demonstrate a minimum of what may be expected based on the reading list for this 

course. It will lack insight into important connections within a primary source and its various 

contexts.  

 


