
In view of the topic of the conference held in Aachen 
and published in this volume, »Frankish Seats of 
Power and the North  – Centres between Diploma-
cy and Confrontation, Transfer of Knowledge and 
Economy«, the focus within Scandinavia inevitably 
falls on Hedeby/Slesvig, probably the most impor-
tant trading centre of the Viking Age in the whole of 
Scandinavia. Situated at the inner end of the Schlei, 
an approximately 40 km long Baltic Sea inlet, not 
far from the former southern border of the King-
dom of Denmark and thus at the southern edge of 
the Scandinavian cultural area, the city was unpar-
alleled in its contact and exchange with continental 
Europe. This concerned not only trade goods that 
arrived here and were traded on to the hinterland 
or more distant regions, but also technologies, ideas 
and cultural values. Furthermore, no other place in 
Viking Age Scandinavia is mentioned so frequently 

in Frankish and Saxon sources, which further em-
phasises the importance of the site in the eyes of its 
southern neighbours.

The driving force behind the contacts between 
the North and the places of power in the Frankish re-
gions was trans-regional trade (e. g. Sawyer/Sawyer 
2002, 103–117; Hilberg 2014). Nevertheless, it will not 
be the subject of this article. Rather, the focus will be 
on the particular geographical region as a whole, in 
which the trading town was established and through 
which the trade routes ran. Various aspects will be 
discussed that reveal the great interest of the Danish 
and, at times, East-Frankish royal power in the trad-
ing centre and its hinterland. Taking into account 
archaeological and historical sources, runic inscrip-
tions and place names, this is  the  first  time  that 
extensive evidence of the presence of kings, their 
power-political and economic activities, their mili-
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tary retinues and royal estates in this region will be 
compiled. In this way, the regions north and south 
of the Schlei can be depicted as a landscape of roy-

al power that was important for centuries, with the 
trading town of Hedeby/Slesvig at its centre, con-
trolled by a royal governor from the early 9th century.

The Geographical Situation

Four ethnic groups settled in the area that is now 
Schleswig-Holstein in the early Middle Ages: The 
Danes in the north, the Frisians along the North 
Frisian west coast and on the islands, the Saxons 
and later the Franks in the southwest and the Slavic 
Obodrites in eastern Holstein. In the middle of this 
large contact zone, the trading centre of Hedeby/
Slesvig emerged in the early 9th century, which was 
integrated into a European network of trade routes 
and represented the most important hub between 
the North and Baltic Seas as well as Scandinavia and 
the Continent (e. g. Jankuhn 1986; Kalmring 2010, 
27–40; Maixner 2010, 12–22. 132–188; Hilberg 2022, 
92–96). The trading centre could be reached by ship 
from the Baltic Sea via the Schlei inlet; coming from 
the North Sea, the rivers Eider and Treene were navi
gable up to the village of Hollingstedt. From there, 
the goods were transported to Hedeby/Slesvig with 
the help of wagons and carts across the 16 km wide 
Schleswig Isthmus. Here, the so-called Ox Road or 
Army Road ran north-south through the narrowest 
part of the Jutland Peninsula, which connected Aal-
borg in the North with the River Elbe in the south 
and thus the world of Scandinavia with continental 
Europe. From a strategic point of view, the narrowest 
point of Jutland also offered the best conditions for 
the military defence of the peninsula. It is therefore 
not surprising that the Danevirke – a defensive com-
plex of various ramparts – was built exactly in the 
area of the Schleswig Isthmus in order to seal off the 
Jutish Peninsula against enemies from the south.

In the second half of the 11th century, the Viking 
Age trading centre at Haddeby Bay (Germ. Hadde-
byer Noor) was relocated to the northern shore of 
the Schlei in the area of today’s city of Schleswig. 
However, »Viking Age Hedeby« and »high-medieval 

Schleswig« must be regarded as one and the same 
trading place, which in the 1060s was merely relo-
cated from its position south of the Schlei inlet to 
the northern shore. This is underlined by the double 
name of the trading town, which is a rather com-
mon trait for a settlement within a border region 
(Schlesinger 1972, 75):

During the Viking Age, the place was denoted as 
Haiðabýr, Heðabýr in Old-Westnorse on rune stones 
(DR 1, U 1048, DR 3, DR 63) 1 and Sliesthorp, Sliaswich, 
Sliaswig, Heidiba, Sleswich in contemporary Frank-
ish and East-Frankish written sources (ARF 804, 808; 
Rimbert, ch. 31; Adam von Bremen II, 79; III, 76). In 
the late 10th century, the Anglo-Saxon Æthelweard 
in his Chronicon de rebus Anglicis (p. 122) informs us 
about the fact that the town was called Sleswic in the 
Saxon tongue, but was known as Haithaby among 
the Danes (Laur 2001, 64). The names used for the 
relocated town on the northern shore were Hethæby, 
Slésvík, Heiðabýr, Haiðabýr, Heiðabæjar, Sleswic in 
late medieval Danish and Icelandic written sourc-
es (King Valdemar’s survey, Aakjær 1926–1943a, 27; 
Magnússona saga, ch. 13; Knýtlinga saga, ch. 79, 91; 
Saxo Grammaticus 11,13,1, pp. 322,26. 365,36). The 
town remained integrated into a Europe-wide trad-
ing network, and the Danish king’s interest in and 
presence at the town continued as well, as written 
sources and archaeological finds indicate. It was 
not until the 13th century, with the flourishing of 
the Hanseatic city of Lübeck and the relocation of 
the trade route between the North and Baltic Seas 
to the southeast via the rivers Elbe, Delvenau and 
Stecknitz, that the trading town of Schleswig lost its 
importance and from then on was only of signifi
cance as a ducal residence town (Unverhau 1990, 44; 
Jahnke 2006, 258–264).

kununglef and patrimonium

In order to emphasise the special character and im-
portance of Scandinavia’s southernmost region it 
makes sense, however, not to start in the Viking Age or 
even earlier, but in the High Middle Ages, in the time 

of King Valdemar II (* May/June 1170, † 28th March 
1241, r. 1202–1241), who initiated a cadastre of all the 
royal property in his country. This is preserved in 
the Liber census Daniae, which is usually referred to 

1  The abbreviations and numbering of the runestones used in this paper 
are taken from the standard works on runic inscriptions for different regi­

ons, which can be accessed in the Samnordisk runtextdatabas, Institutio­
nen för nordiska språk, Uppsala universitet: https://app.raa.se/open/runor.
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as »King Valdemar’s survey« (Dan. Kong Valdemars 
Jordebog; Aakjær 1926–1943a). Among other things, 
it contains a conglomerate of lists and overviews of 
royal rights and income, crown estates and admin-
istrative units during the first half of the 13th cen-
tury. The central fiscal parts in the survey (the so-
called main part, the kununglef list and the Halland 
list) can be dated to 1231 and around 1230. In these 
parts, the book distinguishes consistently between 
the king’s paternal lands (patrimonium), which he, 
as one landlord among many, could acquire and dis-
pose of, and the crown lands (kununglef), which he 
could not manage freely (Aakjær 1926–1943a; An-
drén 1983, 33; Leegaard Knudsen 1988; Unverhau 
1990, 11; Bjørkvik 1992, 9; Hybel/Poulsen 2007, 168; 
Rasmussen 2011, 239–241).

The kununglef comprised two opposite kinds 
of property (H. N. A. Jensen 1834, 570; Steenstrup 
1873–1874, 366–379): marginal property and plac-
es of centrality. The former included naturally con-
fined areas – mainly forests, islands, peninsulas and 
promontories – whereas the latter comprised villag-
es and places of centrality in the well-established 
areas of the realm, of which about a dozen lent their 
names to administrative units, such as the hun-
dreds (Dan. herreder) or the sysler in Jutland. The 
survey lists a number of royal manors and castles, 

some twenty large-scale properties that were towns, 
or which developed into towns, including many of 
the most important ones, and more than 50 villages, 
most of which represented parish centres (Andrén 
1983, 34; Rasmussen 2011, 242–243). The kununglef 
was to remain the property of the crown, i. e. an in-
stitution, regardless of the change of rulers. On his 
accession to the throne, the new king had to take 
an oath not to diminish the royal rights and above 
all not to reduce the crown estate (Steenstrup 1873–
1874, 368).

The geographical distribution of King Valde-
mar’s kununglef and patrimonium across medieval 
Denmark varied greatly around 1230 (fig. 1B). Jud-
ging from the survey, the kununglef was distributed 
relatively evenly over almost the entire realm, but 
with a numerical preponderance in the east. The 
numerically predominant patrimonium, consisting 
mostly of smaller estates and less of large manors, 
on the other hand, was completely absent in Scania 
and in the northern and eastern parts of Zealand. 
Denser distributions of patrimonium were recorded 
in northern Jutland, eastern South Jutland, eastern 
South Schleswig and on the islands of Funen, Lol-
land and Falster as well as in the southwest and south 
of Zealand (Andrén 1983, 34–35; Iversen 2011, 232; 
Rasmussen 2011, 248. 250; Lemm in prep. b). In spite 

Fig. 1  The area of South-Schleswig formerly belonging to the Kingdom of Denmark. A 13th century royal property and the Danevirke’s Main Rampart, 
which was reinforced with a brick wall by King Valdemar I in the second half of the 12th century. While the rest of medieval Denmark was administra-
tively divided into herreder (hundreds), the area between the Schlei and the Eider, comprising Fræzlæt, Jarnwith and Swansø, represented a district of 
its own with a special status. – B Although the distribution of kununglef and patrimonium differs considerably across Old-Denmark, both kinds of royal 
property display a strong connection with the medieval roads and waterways. – (Graphics T. Lemm; A basedata by LVermGeoSH, roads reconstructed 
by T. Lemm; B basedata by ESRI 2010, roads provided by Holtermann et al. 2022).
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of gaps in the survey’s main section on certain regi-
ons and the omitting of minor property, Rasmussen 
(2011, 255) estimates the overall picture provided by 
the lists to be reasonably reliable. Unfortunately, it 
is not known how far back in time this picture goes.

As the great-great-grandson of King Sven Estrid-
sen (r. 1047–1076), Valdemar II was a descendant of 
the so-called Jelling dynasty, which can be traced 
back to the time of King Gorm († 963 at the latest) 
(Sawyer/Sawyer 2002, 417 tab. 1; Lund 2020, fig. on 
the inside of the binding), so it seems at least theo-
retically possible that some of the later manors and 
estates owned by the royal family could be traced 
back to the first half of the 10th century. However, 
there may of course also have been major changes, 
for land-ownership was not permanent, as a lot of 
land was passed from one owner to the next. These 
changes in property situations during the previous 
two centuries are not accounted for in King Valde-
mar’s survey (Rasmussen 2011, 256; Roesdahl 2016, 
178). It is difficult to determine how far back in time 
a definite distinction was made in Denmark between 
the property of the crown and the royal family’s pri-
vate property.  However, different sources suggest, 

and the logical conclusion is, that at least from the 
1020s onwards a certain number of royal seats and 
strongholds were linked to the office of king, because 
otherwise there would have been very little conti-
nuity in the exercise of royal power, and a Danish 
kingship without them would have been very weak 
indeed (Andrén 1983, 35–37. 38 fig. 3; 43. 45–50; Ras-
mussen 2011, 257–258; Lemm in prep. b).

A look at the old road network shows that most 
kununglef sites had good connections in terms of 
transport and geography. Thanks to their primari-
ly agricultural revenues, the numerous royal estates 
provided accommodation and sustenance for the 
king and his retinue as they travelled through the 
kingdom. They were also home to officials, who col-
lected taxes from the neighbouring inhabitants and 
were probably also entrusted with other adminis-
trative tasks (Unverhau 1990, 43; Lemm in prep. b). 
One of the places most frequently visited by the 
travelling king was the city of Schleswig (Riis 1981; 
Lemm in prep. b), which is referred to as Hethæby 
in King Valdemar’s survey, three-quarters of which 
belonged to the kununglef and one-quarter to the 
duchy in around 1230 (Aakjær 1926–1943a, 27. 117).

Fræzlæt – inter Slæ et Eydær

With Schleswig or Hedeby/Slesvig respectively at its 
centre, a special situation existed in the southern-
most part of Old-Denmark with regard to kununglef 
and patrimonium (fig. 1A). Particularly noteworthy 
in this context is the region between the Schlei and 
the Eider, the river that bordered the Frankish, later 
East-Frankish realm, which has been documented 
since 811 (ARF 811). This area is referred to in Valde-
mar’s survey as Fræzlæt (Aakjær 1926–1943a, 10, 
100) and constituted a self-contained district which, 
unlike the rest of Old-Denmark, was not divided into 
administrative hundreds (Unverhau 1990, 11). The 
easternmost part, Jarnwith (»the Iron Forest«), was 
explicitly designated as a crown estate (kununglef) 
(Aakjær 1926–1943a, 26. 116). It is also mentioned 
that the king owned 420 hides (houæ) of land be-
tween the Schlei and the Eider (inter Slæ et Eydær) 
and a further 26 ½ ploughs (aratra) of land on the 
Schwansen Peninsula (Swansø) (Aakjær 1926–1943a, 
10. 100) 2.

It is not possible to determine on the basis of the 
survey alone which lands were involved and wheth-
er they were kununglef or patrimonium. With the 
help of somewhat younger documents, however, Un-
verhau (1990, 44–51 and map 4) was able to identify 
the farms in Schwansen and some of the farms in 
the rest of Fræzlæt 3. The 420 hides mentioned can 
be localised within the Schlei-Eider district in the 
area where the villages largely bear German names. 
There, the German Hufe was used as the measure of 
land instead of the Danish bol (Unverhau 1990, 49). 
Assuming that one hide belonged to each farmstead 
and that 10 families lived in each village, the king 
could have owned up to 40 villages (Sach 1896–1907, 
20). Another estimate assumes 50 to 70 villages 
(Hvidtfeldt 1950, 167). However, as the land register 
only mentions Hufen, this is probably mainly prop-
erty in scattered locations, which was spread over a 
correspondingly large number of settlements. The 
villages were certainly also located in the crown es-

2  The Hufe (houæ, Engl. hide) is a German measure of land, whereas the 
survey otherwise only uses Danish bol or ploughs (aratra) (Unverhau 1990, 
11). The hide as a measure of land is also known from the English Domes­
day book (cf. Darby 1977; Roffe 2007).
3  Farms in Fræzlæt: Haddeby, Casute, Hollingstedt, Kropp, Hamdorf, Holt­
see, Warleberg, Selmersdorf, Bülk. Possessions in Schwansen: Olpenitz, 

Nonis, Klintberg (Klinteby) with forests and meadows, the forest Booknis 
(Bokniss) with the meadows beyond the Schwastrumer Au (or beyond 
Schwastrum), and four marks of gold land in Dörp belonged to the crown 
estate in 1285/1286 (DD 2:3, no. 139, 170).
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tate districts, for example in Kamp 4 or Jarnwith, so 
the various legal and inheritance relationships over-
lapped here (Unverhau 1990, 50).

According to Unverhau (1990, 51–52), an exami-
nation of the ownership structure indicates the ex-
istence of a legal, administrative and ecclesiastical 
district south of the Schlei-Danevirke line with the 
name »between Schlei and Eider«, whose roots go 
back to well before the 13th century (see below). Nev-
ertheless, within this area a distinction was made 
between individual geographic landscapes, such as 
Stapelholm, Schwansen, and the Iron Forest/Danish 
Forest, from which the crown districts of the same 
name such as Swansø and Jarnwith, as well as Kamp, 
and perhaps Hollingstedt, Kropp and Haddeby, are 
to be separated. At least some of them consisted of 
several villages belonging to the kununglef. In ad-
dition, there were also royal patrimonium, ecclesi-
astical property and probably also freehold peasant 
property. Individual royal estates, from which taxes 
were collected or the military contingent was assem-
bled, probably formed the centres of these districts. 
The surrounding population was assigned to these 
districts or estates (Unverhau 1990, 52).

The fact that the inter Slæ et Eydær district was 
not part of the herred division is widely believed 
to be due to an alleged late colonisation of the area 
during the medieval period. However, in this mat-
ter Unverhau (1990, 38, 51) is correct in that the ad-
ministration over the crown estate – and with it the 

exemption from the herred division – could just as 
well be an expression of ancient conditions that go 
back to the (early) Viking Age. Otherwise it would 
be strange and difficult to explain why the admin-
istrative organisation of the herreder, which had 
long been customary elsewhere in Denmark 5 was 
not established between the Schlei and the Eider in 
the course of an alleged late colonisation of this area. 
The special status of the district, probably due to its 
border location, came to an end with the establish-
ment of the Duchy of Schleswig (Unverhau 1990, 51). 
The crown estate in the duchy was finally ceded by 
the king to the duke in 1313 in the Treaty of Horsens 
(DD 2:7, no. 82), whose power of disposal over it was 
now unlimited (Unverhau 1990, 44). It was not un-
til the Late Middle Ages that the area between the 
Schlei and the Eider was also divided into herreder, 
as they had long existed north of the Danevirke (Un-
verhau 1990, 51).

On the basis of King Valdemar’s survey and the 
other documents mentioned, the special character of 
the border region in the 13th century becomes quite 
clear. But how far back in time can the special status 
of this region and at the same time the crown estate 
and royal possessions there generally be traced? To 
answer this question, it is possible to gather some 
evidence that a strong royal presence in Hedeby/
Slesvig and its hinterland on both sides of the Schlei 
and in the border district between the Schlei and the 
Eider can be supposed well before the 13th century.

Sleswicensis praefectura

The importance of the Schleswig Isthmus from an 
economic point of view is most impressively demon-
strated by the establishment and boom of the trading 
town of Hedeby/Slesvig in the early 9th century and 
its integration into the Europe-wide flows of goods 
until its final decline in the course of the 13th century. 
The extraordinary importance of the region from a 
military point of view can be seen even earlier. Due to 
the geographical conditions, the Schleswig Isthmus, 
which is only 16 km wide, offered the possibility of 
blocking and controlling access to the Jutland Pen-
insula and thus to an area of dominion that is likely 
to have been part of the Danish kingdom from the 
8th century at the latest. This was precisely the func-
tion of the Danevirke defence system (fig. 2). With all 

its segments measuring a total length of around 30 km, 
the Danevirke is the largest prehistoric architectural 
monument in northern Europe. Its various ramparts 
were built, enlarged, supplemented, abandoned and 
reactivated in different phases between the Ger-
manic Iron Age and the medieval period. Some ram-
parts were even redesigned in the context of 19th and 
20th century military conflicts (Andersen 1998).

The Oldest Danevirke

Only recently, excavations at the Main Rampart 
(fig. 2, 1) yielded new insights into the oldest phas-
es of the Danevirke 6. Five sediment samples from 

4  Kamp or Kampen was a parish and church village on the northern shore 
of the River Eider in an area later known as the Kronwerk district of mod­
ern-day Rendsborg (Aakjær 1926–1943b, 93; Hoop 1989; Laur 1992, 374).
5  The existence of the herreder is documented for the first time in King 
Cnut IV’s deed of donation to the chapter of Lund in 1085 (DD 1:2, no. 21). 

Judging from settlement historical analyses based on archaeological data 
and place names, Hansen (2019, 75 with further references) even consid­
ers an origin of the herred division in the time around AD 600 possible.
6  The designation of the phases in this paper follows the classification 
according to Tummuscheit/Witte (2018).
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heath sods and one sample of charred remains of 
heather plants all belonging to the second phase – 
the so-called Turf Rampart – were radiocarbon dat-
ed to the periods AD 130 and 333 (2σ; two samples) 
and AD 382 and 570 (2σ; four samples). Even if a 
precise or unambiguous dating of the second ram-
part phase of the Danevirke is not yet possible on 
this basis, it becomes clear that it dates back to at 
least the 5th or 6th century AD – respectively the time 
around AD 500. Nevertheless, it could even have 
been built much earlier (Tummuscheit/Witte 2014, 
156–157; 2018, 70; 2019, 121–122). The first rampart 
phase still eludes a precise chronological classifi-
cation due to a lack of datable material; based on 
stratigraphic observations, however, it is assumed 
to have been built not long before the second phase – 
thus, in the (late) 5th century (Tummuscheit/Witte 
2018, 70; 2019, 122–124). Nevertheless, judging from 
the two older dating samples, theoretically the first 
phase might even have already been erected in the 
Roman Iron Age (cf. Axboe 1995, 222; Harck 1998, 
131–134). The early dating raises questions regard-
ing an early central power and the society behind 
the Danevirke (cf. Axboe 1995). Unfortunately, the 
latter remains a mystery up to the present day, as a 

relatively low number of archaeological sites 7 and 
the few pollen analyses and ancient place names 
suggest only a sparse population (Lemm 2024 with 
further references). This picture, however, is con-
tradicted by the concentration of gold bracteates 
around the inner Schlei inlet from the decades 
around AD 500, which as symbols of an elite stra-
tum of society also presuppose broader lower stra-
ta of society (cf. Axboe 1995, 231; Fabech/Ringtved 
1995; Hines 2001, 41).

An early central power that controlled the terri-
tory and initiated the construction of the Danevirke 
is difficult to deduce from the sources. Based on ar-
chaeological observations, it has been suggested that 
from the 3rd century a group from central and north-
ern Jutland, potentially the Jutes or the Danes, ex-
panded their territory in a southward direction and 
built the first phase of the Danevirke in the 5th cen-
tury (Ethelberg 2017, 26–27; Witte 2017, 5) – and as 
a consequence presumably also the second phase 
around AD 500. According to Axboe (1995, 218), it is 
debatable whether the Danes ruled all of later Den-
mark or only parts of it in the 6th century. The same 
is true for the central power that initiated the first 
two phases of the Danevirke 8.

7  Presumably, this number will change with an intensified use of metal 
detectors in the region (cf. Lemm 2024).
8  For the sake of completeness, it should be mentioned that the so-called 
Crooked Rampart (fig. 2, 2) between the southern end of the Main Rampart 

and the village of Hollingstedt on the Treene in the west, which to all ap­
pearances has only one phase, was built roughly around AD 700 (Andersen 
1998, 94–95; Bordemann 2008, 81–82).

Fig. 2  The Schleswig Isthmus and the immediate hinterland of Hedeby/Slesvig. Viking Age finds and sites as well as the defensive complex of the 
Danevirke. 1 Main Rampart. – 2 Crooked Rampart. – 3 North Rampart. – 4 Sea barrage at Reesholm. – 5 East Rampart. – 6 Connection Rampart. – 7 Ko-
virke. – (Graphics T. Lemm, basedata by LVermGeoSH, roads reconstructed by T. Lemm).
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The 8th Century Danevirke

Huge enlargements of the existing Main Rampart 
(the »Palisade«; phase 3) and the building of new 
sections of the Danevirke  – the North and East 
Ramparts and the offshore work at Reesholm (fig. 2, 
3–5) – took place in the 730s (Kramer 1992; 1995; An-
dersen 1998, 49; Tummuscheit/Witte 2018, 71; 2019, 
124–127; Auer et al. 2016, 78). Extrapolations for the 
construction of the 9 km long Palisade Rampart in 
737 and the 1.6 km long sea barrage in the winters of 
730/731, 733/734 and 737/738 underline the huge 
material expenditure and the total magnitude of 
labour that must have been available to the initia-
tor (Lemm in prep.  a). Moreover, a major construc-
tion site such as this would have required extensive 
logistics concerning food supplies, accommodation, 
firewood, clothing, tools and presumably several 
other aspects. It is therefore rather astonishing that 
archaeological finds have not revealed a population 
that could have provided all these things (Lemm 
2024). However, such a population must be assumed 
not only for the construction but also for the time 
after, since the defensive structures had to be main-
tained, guarded and occasionally defended (Axboe 
1995, 222; Eisenschmidt 2004, 319; Dobat 2008, 27–
28; Auer et al. 2016).

Based on its dimensions and its significance as 
a military fortification, this early 8th century Dane
virke is considered by researchers to be a clear indi-
cation of a pre-Viking Age »Danish« Kingdom (e. g. 
Unverhau 1990, 15–16; Näsman 1991, 165. 173; Ax-
boe 1995, 221–222. 232; J. Jensen 2004, 244; opposite 
view: Dobat 2008, 56–57), even if the actual extent of 
this realm in the 8th century is still unclear and open 
to debate (cf. Axboe 1995; Hines 2001, 47; Sindbæk 
2008, 170–171 with further references; Søvsø 2018, 
83–85 fig. 9). Written references to this area are al-
most non-existent but, according to the Vita Willi­
brordi (Alcuin, ch. 9), the Anglo-Saxon missionary 
Willibrord (* 657/658, † 739) made a brief attempt to 
carry out missionary work in Denmark, which was 
ruled at that time by a savage man named Ongen-
dus. Whether this ruler or a successor of his had the 
Danevirke reactivated and enlarged, we will never 
know, but it must have been someone with access 
to military knowledge, who could mobilise a large 
enough workforce and make the population in the 
region support them in different ways.

Since the corridor between the Schlei and the 
Treene was the gateway to Jutland, control over this 
area was imperative for any attempt at state-for-

mation of any significance in Old-Denmark (Axboe 
1995, 222). Such a control had been established with 
the construction of the Main and the Crooked Ram-
parts prior to the 8th century. However, a look at the 
rampart sections of the third phase in relation to the 
reconstructed roads in the area clearly shows that 
the builders of the Danevirke in the 730s were even 
more capable of reading the landscape strategical-
ly and identifying the weak spots (cf. fig. 2). For not 
only was the Army Road once again blocked by an 
enlargement of the Main Rampart and the construc-
tion of the North Rampart, but also the East Rampart 
controlled the access to the Schwansen Peninsula, 
from where an enemy army could have advanced 
northwards across the narrows of the Schlei. The 
only accessible narrows between the rampart sec-
tions in the east and the west were fortified by a 
rampart on the Reesholm Peninsula, which contin-
ued into the Schlei as an offshore work in the form 
of a huge wooden wall (Kramer 1992, 89; Auer et al. 
2016, 76–78).

The motive(s) behind the construction of these 
major fortifications securing the entrance to the 
Old-Danish territory may be deduced from socio-po-
litical changes occuring further to the south and 
southeast. On the one hand, in the early 700s the 
Slavic Obodrites immigrated into the area of today’s 
eastern Holstein 9, which may have been a cause of 
concern for the central power and population in Jut-
land. On the other hand, Frankish campaigns into 
the Frisian and Saxon areas in the 720s and 730s 
(Hardt 2019, 276) may have posed a severe threat 
even to the Danes much further north. Their fears 
could have concerned the possibility that Frankish 
armies themselves could march north, that Saxons 
could be forced to migrate or that, due to Frankish 
military superiority, Saxon groups would have to re-
direct their military operations in search of booty to 
the North (Unverhau 1990, 16; Andersen 1998, 206; 
Bachrach 2001, 34–35; Dobat 2008, 49–50).

The Eider as a Political Border  
in the Written Sources

Concrete statements on the region under discussion 
here can only be found in the written sources from 
the 9th century onwards (cf. Unverhau 1990, 15–22; 
Lemm 2013, 263–267):

After Charlemagne had subjugated the Nord-
albingian Saxons in 804 and placed their territory 
under the control of the Obodrites, the King of the 

9  The earliest dendrochronological datings indicate an immigration of 
Slavs into the area in the 720/730s (Dulinicz 2006, 46 tab. 5).
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Danes, Godfred, came with his fleet and the entire 
cavalry of his kingdom to the place called Sliesthorp, 
in the border area between his kingdom and Saxonia 
(ARF 804) 10. He had come to hold a parley with the 
emperor, whose display of power must have seemed 
to him a threat or at least an intrusion into his sphere 
of interest. His men, however, advised him against 
riding further towards Charlemagne, who was en-
camped in Hollenstedt not far south of the Elbe. Due 
to the fact that in those days a meeting such as the 
one intended took place at the border of two domains 
and that Godfred did not visit this place, Unverhau 
(1990, 15) concludes convincingly that the border of 
his kingdom could not have been located at Slies­
thorp, but only further south. In his opinion, the use 
of the term confinium, which can mean both »terri-
tory« and »border area«, also speaks against a po-
litical border at the Danevirke. The latter meaning 
is generally supported by the mention of two coun-
tries/territories, as in this case in confinio regni sui et 
Saxoniae (Unverhau 1990, 17).

In 808, Godfred invaded the territory of the Obod-
rites, who were allied with the Franks, conquered 
some of their fortresses, destroyed Reric 11 and made 
a large part of them tributary to himself (ARF 808; 
Einhard, ch. 14). A year later, Godfred asked for a par-
ley with the emperor because of what had happened 
and »requested that a meeting between his counts 
and the emperor’s should take place beyond the Elbe 
near the borders of his kingdom [terminos regni sui]« 
(ARF 809). This inconclusive meeting was held at a 
place called Badenfliot, today’s Beidenfleth on the 
Stör. At this time, the Frankish kingdom extended as 
far as the Elbe and, judging from the location of the 
negotiations, Godfred had also briefly extended his 
sphere of power as far as the Elbe with the campaign 
of 808. Enraged by the Danish king’s insolence and 
arrogance, and realising that the allied Obodrites 
were not able to defend Nordalbingia against the 
Danes, Charlemagne now decided to take control of 
the territory himself and to have the fortress of Eses-
felth built north of the Elbe in 810 (ARF 809; Lemm 
2021b, 64–65 with further references). Not long after-
wards, the Danish king fell victim to an assassination 
attempt. A year later, a peace treaty between Charle-
magne and King Hemming, Godfred’s successor on 
the Danish throne, followed, which was confirmed 
by twelve noble men from both sides meeting at the 
Eider and taking oaths from each other (Einhard, 
ch. 14; ARF 811; Adam I, 14). From now on, the Eider 
was considered the political border of both kingdoms.

After another change of power in the Danish 
kingdom, in 813 »several Frankish and Saxon nobles 
were sent beyond the Elbe to the borders [better: to 
the border area] of the Norsemen [ad confinia Nord­
mannorum]. They came to make peace, at the request 
of the Danish kings« (ARF 813). Whether this meet-
ing once again took place on the Eider cannot be in-
ferred from the source. In 825, new Danish rulers ap-
pear again in the Annales regni Francorum, two sons 
of Godfred, who asked for peace, which was conclud-
ed with them »in their march [in marca eorum]« 
(ARF 825). Three years later, this peace was negotiat-
ed again within the Danish border area (in confinibus 
Nordmannorum), but Harald Klak  – a pretender to 
the throne, supported by Emperor Louis the Pious 
(cf. Helten 2011, 91–124) – broke the truce and plun-
dered Danish settlements. Thereupon the sons of 
Godfred »immediately gathered troops«, »advanced 
toward the march [ad marcam], crossed the river, 
and attacked the Franks« (ARF 828). After this, they 
submitted a peace offer to Emperor Louis (Anonymi 
Vita Hludowici imperatoris, p. 631). In 873, according 
to the Annales Fuldenses, the East-Frankish-Danish 
peace was reaffirmed, once again at the Eider, to al-
low an exchange of goods between the two kingdoms 
(AF 873).

Jarls of Hedeby/Slesvig

At the end of the 11th century, the Danish kings ap-
pointed governors for the South Jutish region, who 
held the title of jarl. The office was preferably given 
to members of the royal family (Windmann 1954, 23). 
According to Saxo Grammaticus (Saxo 11,13,1), King 
Cnut IV the Holy (r. 1080–1086) appointed his broth-
er Olaf jarl over the Schleswig region around 1080. 
Around 1100, his brother Bjørn is said to have suc-
ceeded him in office (Windmann 1954, 23; Unverhau 
1990, 36). The jarl’s duties, however, only become 
clearer in the written sources under King Níkulás/
Niels (r. 1104–1134) (Unverhau 1990, 36):

When the Obodrite prince, Henry, devastated all 
of Nordalbingia up to the district of Schleswig, King 
Niels landed with his fleet at Lütjenburg (1113). Be-
forehand, he had ordered Jarl Eilífr to meet him 
with the cavalry. However, the jarl, who had been 
bribed by Henry, stayed at home and the battle was 
lost for the Danes and, because of this betrayal, Eilífr 
forfeited the office of jarl and his family property 
(Saxo 13,2,1–7). The episode of the battle of Lütjen-

10  Eodem tempore Godofridus rex Danorum venit cum classe sua necnon 
et omni equitatu regni sui ad locum, qui dicitur Sliesthorp, in confinio regni 
sui et Saxoniae (ARF 804).

11  The historic Reric is nowadays identified with the archaeologically 
excavated trading site of Groß-Strömkendorf near Wismar in Mecklen­
burg-Vorpommern, Germany (cf. Jöns 2000; Müller-Wille 2002, 327–328).
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burg highlights three points for Unverhau (1990, 36): 
Eilífr was removed by the king and must therefore 
have been appointed by him (or his predecessor) and 
had to obey his orders. He commanded the cavalry, 
so he presumably had the right to muster, and he 
was a landlord. The territorial extent of his area of 
authority, the Sleswicensis praefectura, is not pre-
cisely defined, but its centre was certainly Hedeby/
Slesvig; possibly, he already resided in the now de-
serted Jurisborgh castle on an island in the Schlei off 
Hedeby/Slesvig (Rösch et al. 2014, 120).

Around 1115, by royal delegation, Cnut Lavard 
received the jarldom in southern Jutland, in the 
Knýtlinga saga (ch. 79, p. 232) retrospectively al-
ready designated as a duchy (hertogadóm), as well 
as Heiðabý ok þat ríki, er þar fylgir (»Hedeby and the 
dominion associated with it«, Marold 2001a, 96). For 
this he presumably acquired the German ducal title 
(Dux Daciae = Duke of Denmark) (Windmann 1954, 
49). Still, the extent of the jarl’s domain is only rudi-
mentarily discernible (Unverhau 1990, 36; Riis 2001, 
56–57): The centre of his power was clearly Hedeby/
Slesvig (Windmann 1954, 25–35), but the area be-
tween the Schlei and the Eider must also have played 
a special role (cf.  Windmann 1954, 35–40). Here, 
Cnut resolutely worked for the security of the land 
and the traffic routes running through it by fighting 
off enemies and apprehending bandits. In all like-
lihood, Cnut possessed the customs regal, the right 
to build fortifications and presumably also the pow-
er of disposal over the Danevirke as well as at least 
the dominium utile over the royal estates. In addition, 
like Jarl Eilífr before him, he will have relied on his 
paternal inheritance (Unverhau 1990, 36–37). Based 
on what has been said, the office and jurisdiction of 
the jarls in southern Jutland can be summarised as 
follows:
	� They were appointed by the king and could like

wise be dismissed in the case of failure or mis
conduct.

	� The personal seat and centre of their jurisdiction, 
the Sleswicensis praefectura, was the city of He-
deby/Slesvig; the area between the Schlei and the 
Eider played a special role in their activities.

	� The jarls were responsible for the defence of the 
country, the coast, and the borders, for which 
they had the right to fortify and raise troops. 
This could include the construction of fortifica-
tions on the Schlei and the defence against ene-
my attacks on Danish territory, but also military 
operations in the enemy’s hinterland. To ensure 
internal security in their own territory, they also 
performed police duties.

Analogies to the tasks and responsibilities of the 
jarls in the 12th century are already present in the 
sporadic sources of the early 9th century: In AD 808, 
Godfred »decided to fortify the border of his king-
dom against Saxony with a rampart« and returned 
home »[a]fter dividing the work among the leaders 
of his troops [inter duces copiarum]« (ARF 808) 12. 
Hence, according to Unverhau (1990, 20), to guard 
the Danevirke – and apparently also to build, extend 
or maintain it – there was a fighting group that had a 
contingent of foot soldiers at its disposal. A leader of 
this troop is mentioned a little later, in the context of 
the Danish-Obodritic siege of Esesfelth in 817, when 
Gluomi – commander on the Norse frontier (custos 
Nordmannici limitis) – led his foot soldiers (pedestres 
copias) overland to the Frankish fortress (ARF 817).

An important reference to royal governorship 
in Hedeby/Slesvig is found in the Vita Anskarii for 
the year 854 (Rimbert, ch. 31, 32). Because he had 
the church closed and forbade the observance of the 
Christian faith there, King Horik  II expelled Hovi, 
the count of the town of Sliaswich (comes praefati 
vici, Sliaswich videlicet, nomine Hovi); he virtually 
removed him from office. According to Schlesing-
er (1972, 79), there can be no doubt that Hovi was 
a king-appointed steward of the place (cf. Kalmring 
2024, 100–101 with further references).

Three years later, the Northman, Roric (Roric 
Nordmannus), who ruled in Dorestad, led a fleet into 
the border region of the Danes (in fines Danorum) and, 
with the consent of King Horik II (Horico Danorum 
rege), took possession of that part of the kingdom 
(partem regni) between the sea and the Eider (inter 
mare et Egidoram) (AF 857). It is very likely that the 

12  Despite numerous excavations at the Danevirke, the rampart of King 
Godfred has not yet been definitely identified (Andersen 1998, 169); per­
haps it never even existed. Since Godfred was king of Denmark at the time 
when the Danevirke was first noticed by the Franks as a major fortification, 
its construction could have been wrongly attributed to him by the annalists. 
On the other hand, he may very well have undertaken minimal restorations 
or improvements of older structures that have hardly been recorded ar­
chaeologically so far (cf. Dobat 2008, 41). According to Andersen (1998, 
169), phase 6 – documented at sconce 18 – could be such a case. Moreover, 
in line with Andersen’s (1998, 49–51. 77. 183) relative chronological inter­

pretation, Tummuscheit and Witte (2018, 71–72; 2019, 125–127) conclude 
that the so-called Fieldstone Wall was built a few decades after the Palisade 
Rampart (phase 3, AD 737). They even consider it possible that this phase 
may be Godfred’s Danevirke, even though the enormous amount of mate­
rial and labour instead speaks against a speedily executed construction in 
a time of crisis (Andersen 1998, 169). However, the debate whether the 
Fieldstone Wall was built in connection with the Palisade Rampart (Kramer 
1984, 346–348) or as a later subsequent rampart phase still does not seem 
to be finally resolved.
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part of the kingdom in question was again the dis-
trict between the Schlei and the Eider, where Hede-
by/Slesvig certainly comprised the centre of Roric’s 
dominion 13.

The Border District

At least until the High Middle Ages, territories were 
not separated from each other by linear borders, but 
as a rule by border areas or frontiers that were fre-
quently forested and less densely populated. The 
only exceptions were wide rivers, which are occa-
sionally documented as boundaries in the sources 
(Hardt 2000). On the basis of the Danevirke as an 
obvious military fortification and the repeated men-
tion of the Eider as a border river from 811 onwards, 
the character of a sparsely populated frontier en-
closed by two linear structures – a border region be-
tween the Schlei in the northeast, the Treene in the 
northwest and the Eider in the south – can also be 
clearly observed in the case of the Danish southern 
border (Lemm 2013, 356–362). This areal character is 
also clearly expressed by the terms confinium (ARF 
804), limes Nordmannicus (ARF 817), limes Danicus 
(AF 852), and marca (ARF 828) used in various writ-
ten sources, as well as the plural forms termini (ARF 
809; AF 873), confinia Nordmannorum (ARF 813, 825) 
and hiis finibus (Thietmar of Merseburg III, 6 for the 
year 974; see below).

For Unverhau, the border district inter Slæ et Ey­
dær discussed above has already taken shape in the 
first relevant written sources at the beginning of the 
9th century. »It lies between two borders: a political 
one on the Eider and a military one on the Dane
virke« (Unverhau 1990, 16). However, the term »bor-
der« – even in the sense of Unverhau’s interpretation 
of the contexts, which is undoubtedly to be agreed 
with – should not be used for the Danevirke, not even 
in the functional limitation to »military«, since the 
term »border« alone could again lead to misunder-
standings or misinterpretations. A better formula-
tion seems to be the one used by Maluck (2017, 614) 
when he speaks of »the Eider as a negotiated actual 
border and the Danevirke [as] a military line«. He 
also refers to Anglo-Saxon examples that show that 
the constellation between actual political border and 

defence line(s) in the hinterland of the frontier was 
not a unique feature of the Danish southern border 
(Maluck 2017, 614 with further references).

To reiterate: Although the early Danevirke 
(phases 1–3) will also have served the purposes of 
demarcation and representation, it is likely to have 
been primarily a military structure that served mil-
itary purposes and was consequently placed in the 
landscape from military strategic and tactical points 
of view. It was intended to secure the southern 
border of a dominion in Jutland, and the narrow-
est point of Jutland between the Treene river and 
the Schlei inlet provided the optimal position for 
this  – regardless of the actual political border fur-
ther south (cf. fig. 1). Here, despite a large distance of 
16 km, there was the opportunity to build and defend 
the shortest possible course of the rampart, from 
both an economic and a military-logistical point of 
view. All later Danevirke phases also followed this 
strategic concept (see below). An alternative to this 
line of Danevirke fortifications c. 25 km north of the 
political border would have been the military con-
trol of all the crossings over the Eider and the routes 
around it. Such a defence would have extended over 
a significantly greater distance overall 14 and would 
have been much more difficult to accomplish. Thus, 
the geographical discrepancy between the military 
defence line in the area of the Schleswig Isthmus 
and the political border on the River Eider can be 
explained from a military-strategic point of view.

Consequently, this also means that the border re-
gion was part of a sphere of power from, at the latest, 
the 9th century of the Danish kingdom, whose border 
extended not only to the Danevirke but, since the 
first peace negotiation documented in writing in 811, 
probably decades, if not centuries earlier to the Eider.

The information provided by the written sources 
in connection with Godfred, Gluomi, Hovi and Ror-
ic in relation to military defence and expeditionary 
forces, governorship and border region matters also 
strongly suggests that the border district of the 12th 

and 13th centuries may have already existed in the 
early 9th century. Even then, it was probably per-
ceived by the Danish as a territorial area in its own 
right, closely connected to the royal governorship 
(Unverhau 1990, 38; Wamers 1994, 40). The parallel-
ism between Gluomi, the custos Nordmannici limitis 

13  The specification of the area inter mare et Egidoram is too imprecise 
to determine the extent of Roric’s domain. North Frisia between the Treene 
and the North Sea, the land between the Eider, the North Sea and the ex­
tended Schlei, the entire later Duchy of Schleswig, and today’s Eiderstedt 
Peninsula have been discussed in the research (Unverhau 1990, 21 with 
further references).
14  It would have been a distance of about 35 km from the ford Grönsfurt 
near Fockbek and the crossing at Rendsburg over the Eider Island in the 

west to the village of Landwehr between the Eider and the Levensau stream 
and the ford through the Levensau between Altwittenbek and Suchsdorf in 
the east. Of course, it would not have been necessary to protect the whole 
distance with a continuous rampart, as it would have been sufficient to 
block the passages and crossings. However, the entire area would have had 
to be monitored and defended militarily, and this would have made commu­
nication and the exchange of troops between the individual sections to be 
controlled much more difficult.
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of 817, and Eilífr, the praefectus Sleswicensis in 1113 
is remarkable. They were stationed in Hedeby/Sles-
vig, were responsible for the protection of the bor-
der, commanded the infantry or cavalry, and carried 
out operations outside their own country (Unverhau 
1990, 38).

Due to the distance between the military defence 
line and the political border, Unverhau (1990, 39) as-
sumes that the border region represented a closed 
deployment district for the defence and mainte-
nance of the Danevirke, dating back to the early days 
of the defence system (at least phase 3, 730s) and 
later closely linked to Hedeby/Slesvig. The designa-
tion »between Schlei and Eider« used in 1231, i. e. 

the naming according to natural boundaries, also 
indicates a high age (Unverhau 1990, 39). Howev-
er, according to Unverhau, it is difficult to decide 
whether this is exclusively a territorial or landscape 
designation or perhaps also, since the construction 
of the Danevirke (phase 3), an administrative district 
that has taken over the older name. Despite a lower 
settlement density than, for example, north of the 
Schlei (Lemm 2024), the border district did not rep-
resent a wasteland (Lemm 2013, 360–361). Here, too, 
there were villages and lands over which the kings or 
their governors – such as the comes vici Hovi (Rim-
bert, ch. 31) – ruled from Hedeby/Slesvig (Unverhau 
1990, 21).

Kings in Hedeby/Slesvig in the 9th Century

The expansion of the Danevirke (phase 3 and prob-
ably also phase 4) clearly shows the importance of 
the region for the Danish kingdom as early as the 
8th century. The increased royal interest in the region 
will certainly also have led to a temporary presence 
of the king in the area – at least in the course of the 
construction work on the Danevirke. At the inner 
end of the Schlei, more precisely at Haddeby Bay, 
however, there is no evidence of a settlement with a 
corresponding special status at that time. Meanwhile, 
older finds from the 6th–8th centuries have been dis-
covered there (Hilberg 2018, 135–139 figs  8–9) and, 
in the excavated so-called Südsiedlung of Haithabu, 
a settlement area from as early as the 8th century is 
known (Steuer 1974), but nothing implies a royal 
presence at the site or royal influence on the devel-
opment of the settlement. This was to change only in 
the early 9th century.

… ad portum, qui Sliesthorp dicitur …

Since the area north of the Elbe also came into the 
focus of the Franks in the course of Charlemagne’s 
Saxon wars (772–804), the first information about 
the Old-Danish area can also be found in the sourc-
es. There are reports of a King Sigifred who, in the 
absence of more precise information, cannot be geo
graphically located (ARF 777. 782. 798). It is only 
about King Godfred, who is portrayed in the An­
nales regni Francorum as a kind of local opponent of 
Charlemagne in the North, that we learn more. As 
mentioned above, in 804 the king of the Danes, God-
fred, came with his fleet and the entire cavalry of his 
kingdom to the place called Sliesthorp, in the border 
area between his kingdom and Saxonia (in confinio 
regni sui et Saxoniae, ARF 804). Etymologically, this 

place name may be interpreted as »village on the 
Schlei« (Laur 1992, 575). More precisely »-þorp is an 
Old-Saxon term for a small group of houses, proba-
bly surrounded by a fence« (Laur 2001, 63; Marold 
2001b, 15).

Four years after this event, Godfred undertook a 
campaign against the Obodrites, destroyed the trad-
ing place of Reric and transferred the merchants 
from there to the harbour of Sliesthorp (ad portum, 
qui Sliesthorp dicitur; ARF 808). This is generally 
regarded as the beginning of the trading town of 
Hedeby/Slesvig (e. g. Schlesinger 1972, 77; Jankuhn 
1986, 64. 125–126; Marold 2001b, 14–15; von Car-
nap-Bornheim/Hilberg 2007, 201; Schietzel 2014, 
34). Recently, Dobat (2022) has proposed an alterna-
tive localisation of Sliesthorp at the site he discovered 
north of the Reesholm Peninsula in Füsing (cf. fig. 2). 
Against the background of the royal presence in the 
Schlei region discussed here, two things need to be 
distinguished when assessing the settlement site at 
Füsing: First, could the site have represented a royal 
manor in the immediate vicinity of Hedeby/Slesvig? 
Secondly, can the site be identified as the historically 
documented Sliesthorp?

The settlement site at Füsing is characterised by 
a large number of pit houses, 52 of which were doc-
umented during archaeological excavations, while 
more than 100 further pit houses are assumed on the 
basis of growth- and geomagnetic anomalies (Dobat 
2022, 5–6): They are interpreted as seasonal dwellings 
(Dobat 2022, 7). In addition, 24 post-built houses of 
different shapes and sizes were recorded, including 
the largest longhouse of 28–31.25 m in length and 
8 m maximum width (Dobat 2022, 6). Besides var-
ious copper-alloy dress accessories of mainly com-
mon (South-)Scandinavian types, there are a few 
exclusive artefacts of better quality, some of which 
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have a Frankish origin (Dobat 2022, 8). Among the 
many iron objects discovered during the excavations, 
there is a comparably large number of arrowheads, 
axes or axe fragments and a single sword pommel 
which, according to Dobat (2022, 9–10), highlight 
the military character of the place. Complete or frag-
mented dirhams, hacksilver, weights and glass beads 
indicate commerce at the site. The high social sta-
tus of the settlement is further accentuated by c. 30 
glass shards from at least 15 individual drinking ves-
sels (Dobat 2022, 10). Judging from the find materi-
al and radiocarbon dating, the site existed from the 
second half of the 7th century until the years around 
AD 1000 (Dobat 2022, 11). Due to its position, the site 
may be seen in connection with the central element 
of the 8th century Danevirke complex at Reesholm 
(Dobat 2022, 14).

Dobat (2022, 15–16) mentions a few points to jus-
tify why he challenges the traditional identification 
of Sliesthorp with Hedeby/Slesvig at Haddeby Bay 
and instead proposes the Füsing site as an alterna-
tive. However, all the aspects mentioned by Dobat 
that in his opinion support the equating of Sliesthorp 
with Füsing can be refuted or are equally applicable 
to Hedeby/Slesvig 15. Two points that clearly speak 
in favour of an identification with Hedeby/Slesvig 
are as follows: Firstly, Sliesthorp was not situated 
»at the border«, as it is usually incorrectly translat-
ed from the Latin source and referred to by Dobat 
(2022, 15), but »in the border area« between God-
fred’s kingdom and Saxonia (in confinio regni sui et 
Saxoniae, ARF 804). As mentioned above, this area – 
later known as the inter Slæ et Eydær district – was 
confined by the political border at the Eider and 
the Danevirke military line (Unverhau 1990, 15–17; 
Maluck 2017, 614). Whereas Füsing is situated north 
of the Schlei, Hedeby/Slesvig is located south of 
both the Danevirke and the inlet within the defined 
border area. Secondly, Dobat himself points out that  
»[o]nly with the reference to the site as ›portus‹ in 
808 would the name have been understood as denot-
ing a coastal trading site«, which is an important ob-
servation. Prior to his arrival at Sliesthorp, Godfred 
had destroyed Reric, which the Annales regni Fran­
corum (ARF 808) describe as a trading place on the 
Baltic seashore that »because of the taxes paid, was 
of great advantage to his [Godfred’s] kingdom«. So, 
logically, Godfred’s transferring of the merchants 
from there to Sliesthorp (Hedeby/Slesvig) should 
most definitely mean that he planned to establish a 

new trading place – potentially with Reric as a role 
model – which likewise would be of great economic 
advantage to his kingdom (cf. Schlesinger 1972, 76–
77; McCormick 2005). Admittedly, the Annales regni 
Francorum do not explicitly state that the merchants 
were set ashore precisely at Sliesthorp. Thus, this al-
lows us, at least in theory, to speculate on whether 
the trading place was established at a different loca-
tion. However, it is at Hedeby/Slesvig that a »mer-
chant settlement« was established in the first quar-
ter of the 9th century (see below).

Moreover, Dobat (2022, 16) himself emphasises 
»that the available 14C data for building structures 
(longhouses and pit houses) clearly point at the 7th 

and 8th as well as the 10th century as the main peri-
od of activity at Füsing«, whereas »[t]he 9th century 
remains somewhat elusive, at least in the 14C data«. 
Hence, the traditional identification of Sliesthorp 
with Hedeby/Slesvig at the inner end of the Schlei 
inlet should be maintained (cf. Kalmring 2024, 56). 
After 808, the name used for Hedeby/Slesvig in the 
(East-)Frankish sources is Sliaswich (Rimbert, ch. 24, 
31; Adam III, 76: Sleswich). It is uncertain whether 
the ending -wich or -wik represents a loanword de-
riving from the Latin vicus or an indigenous word of 
the Germanic language but, anyhow, wik-names are 
connected with trading places. Hence, it may be as-
sumed that the change of the place name from Slies­
thorp to Sliaswich may be rooted in the development 
from an ordinary settlement to a trading place (Laur 
2001, 63; Marold 2001b, 15; Hilberg 2014, 159).

Nevertheless, the significance of the settlement 
in Füsing does not stand or fall with the name that 
was used for the place. Indeed, judging from the find 
material, the character of the post-buildings and es-
pecially the number of pit-houses as well as the early 
dating, the site stands out from all other contempo-
rary settlements in the region (except for Hedeby/
Slesvig from the 9th century onwards) 16. So, Dobat’s 
(2022, 2. 12) interpretation of the site as a »resi-
dential ›farm-like‹ complex with various auxiliary 
buildings« associated with »the upper strata of the 
social hierarchy of Viking Age society« holds (cf. Do-
bat 2010, 203). It is therefore possible that, especially 
in the 8th and 10th centuries, the site – known by a 
different name than Sliesthorp – represented an elite 
settlement, where a royal representative or even the 
Danish king himself and his retinue temporarily re-
sided, and which thereby »signalled royal presence 
and responsibility in the area« (Dobat 2022, 14). This 

15  The relevant aspects and the pro and con arguments will be discussed 
in detail and published elsewhere.
16  Naturally, the state of research also plays a role in this assessment, 
because almost all of the settlements discovered in the meantime with the 

help of metal detectors have not yet been excavated. In the future, one set­
tlement site or another might potentially yield similar results when being 
excavated. Husby in the north of Angeln is certainly a candidate for this 
(cf. Lemm 2018).
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should most likely be true for the 730s, when the huge 
sea barrage at the Reesholm Peninsula was under 
construction and in active usage. It is also conceiva-
ble that Füsing – comparable with other aristocrat-
ic residences in the direct vicinity of Scandinavian 
emporia, such as Adelsö/Hovgården close to Birka 
and Huseby/Skíringssalr near Kaupang – served the 
purpose of a residence from where the market peace 
in Hedeby/Slesvig could be secured and a share in 
the economic transactions at the latter could be de-
manded (Dobat 2022, 13–14 with further references). 
Hence, in conclusion, the Füsing site may potentially 
serve as another example of a royal presence and its 
associated activities in the southernmost region of 
the Danish kingdom.

The latter applies even more to the accounts in 
the Annales regni Francorum for the years 804 and 
808, which undoubtedly locate the then reigning 
King Godfred in the region and even precisely at 
Sliesthorp which, according to the discussion above, 
should continue to be identified with Hedeby/Slesvig. 
By all appearances, the latter developed from a farm 
located at the »Südsiedlung«, which had already ex-
isted since the younger Germanic Iron Age, into a 
trading town from 808 (Hilberg 2018, 142). While the 
indigenous name of the site used by Scandinavians 
was Haiðabýr (see above), both Sliesthorp and later 
Sliaswich (or similar forms of it) were names used by 
Franks and Saxons to address the site – apparently 
with different terms to fit the changing character of 
the settlement.

Power Struggles in Denmark

Throughout the 9th century, the struggles for the 
throne in Old-Denmark continued between differ-
ent royal dynasties or even just members of a single 
stirps regia. Usually, several kings ruled: Whether 
they ruled together over the whole country or only 
over individual parts is unknown (Unverhau 1990, 
21; Lund 2020, 52). From 814 until 828, Emperor 
Louis supported a man known as Harald Klak in his 
struggle for the Danish throne (ARF 814. 815. 817. 819. 
823. 825–828; Anonymi Vita Hludowici imperatoris, 
p. 631), which was held by the sons of King Godfred, 
of whom Horik I features most prominantly in the 
written sources (ARF 827, 847; Annales Bertiniani 
[AB] 836. 838. 839; Rimbert, ch. 24, 31; Ex Miracu-
lis S. Germani, ch. 14). Only in a few cases, however, 
can the kings mentioned by name or events linked 
to them be directly connected with the region dis-
cussed here or even with Hedeby/Slesvig itself.

Around 849, the missionary Ansgar came to Horik 
bringing wealthy gifts, whereupon the latter allowed 

him to build a church in Sliaswich and moreover pro-
vided him with a dwelling place (Rimbert, ch. 24). It 
is not clear whether Ansgar met the king in Hede-
by/Slesvig or in its immediate vicinity or elsewhere. 
Whatever the case, this source shows that King Horik 
had the authority to decide on such matters in the 
trading town and must have owned property there 
(cf. Schlesinger 1972, 79; Jankuhn 1986, 139). In 854, 
the Nordmanni (Danes) returned to their homeland 
in large numbers because a fight had arisen there be-
tween Horik and his nephew Gudurm, who had re-
turned from viking raids. The number of those killed 
in the decisive battle was so great that only one boy 
remained from the royal family, Horik the Child or 
Horik the Younger (AF 854; AB 854; cf. Helten 2011, 
222–223).

As already mentioned above, Horik  II’s removal 
of his steward, Count Hovi, from office and his ex-
pulsion after he had the church there closed is also 
a concrete reference to Hedeby/Slesvig (Rimbert, 
ch. 31, 32). Although not clearly documented, it is 
obvious that the king was personally in the trading 
town for this official act. In any case, this is again 
evidence of the town’s close ties to royal power (Ax-
boe 1995, 222). Also mentioned above was that in 857 
the Northman Roric, as the king’s kinsman, claimed 
a part of the realm. With the consent of Horik II, he 
»took possession of the part of the land between the 
sea and the Eider« (AF 857) and henceforth presum-
ably resided as royal steward in Hedeby/Slesvig (Un-
verhau 1990, 27).

Although the territory between the Schlei and 
the Eider was no longer a no-man’s land from 811 at 
the latest, its forests continued to serve as a shelter 
for bandits (Unverhau 1990, 21). At the royal court 
assembly in Bürstadt, opposite to Worms, Germany, 
in the spring of 873, envoys of the Danish King Sig-
fred therefore spoke with King Louis II about secur-
ing peace in the Danish-Saxon border area so that 
merchants from both sides could safely pass through 
(AF 873). To reaffirm this, messengers from Sigfred’s 
brother, King Halfdan, also appeared at the assembly 
in Metz in Lorraine, France, in August of the same 
year with an identical request (AF 873). This could 
indirectly speak for a close relationship between the 
two brothers and the trading town at the inner end 
of the Schlei (Schlesinger 1972, 78–79; Jankuhn 1986, 
138; Unverhau 1990, 27; Kalmring 2024, 107).

Kings and Commerce

As mentioned above, Godfred’s transfer of the mer-
chants from Reric to Sliesthorp (Hedeby/Slesvig) in 
808 should most definitely mean that he planned to 
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establish a new trading place that would be of great 
economic advantage to his kingdom. For him, royal 
control of the trading place meant prosperity for his 
realm and consequently a personal income for him-
self. The same may have been true of his successors, 
some of whom may have been responsible for the 
planned establishment of a »merchant settlement« 
in Hedeby/Slesvig in the first quarter of the 9th cen-
tury, by which the land along the shore was par-
celled out into long narrow plots. Five construction 
phases can already be assigned to the period before 
the first dendrochronological dating to the year 826 
(Schultze 2017). Such parcelling is considered a fun-
damental feature of an early urban maritime trad-
ing place (Hilberg 2018, 143 with further references). 
Subsequently, a significant increase in finds can be 
observed at Hedeby/Slesvig, especially in the second 
half of the 9th century, the heyday of the emporium 
(Hilberg 2018, 143. 150).

When, in around 849, King Horik I allowed the 
missionary, Ansgar, to build a church at the place 
»where merchants from all parts congregated« 
(Rimbert, ch. 24), he probably did not do so without 
expecting a personal advantage (cf. Moesgaard 2018, 
169). And so it is not surprising that Rimbert (ch. 24) 
reports in detail in the Vita Anskarii about the ben-
efit that the building of the church brought to trade: 
»There was, moreover, great joy in that place, as the 
men of this place could now do what was before for-
bidden, and traders both from here [Hammaburg] 
and from Dorestad freely sought to visit this place, 
[so that an abundance of goods converged there]« 17. 
Consequently, the king had an economic benefit 
from the building of the church.

The efforts of kings Sigfred and Halfdan, who 
each sent envoys to King Louis  II in 873 to nego-
tiate measures to secure safe passage for traders of 
both sides through the Danish-Saxon border area 
(AF 873), may also indicate a personal interest on 
the part of the kings in the exchange of goods via 
Hedeby/Slesvig. Whether or not this was causally 
connected with these negotiations remains undecid-
ed, but in any case Hedeby/Slesvig experienced an 
enormous economic boom shortly afterwards with 
the strong expansion of its harbour in the 880s and 
890s. Large wooden jetties were built, which served 
as a docking place for ships and at the same time 
as a market place (Kalmring 2010, 448–450. 452–453 
fig. 324; Hilberg 2014, 181. 188). Although it is not 

clear whether these building measures were initiat-
ed at a royal level, the silver coins minted locally are 
a solid indication of royal control of, and influence 
on, the trade. Coinage, tolls and markets were closely 
related to and promoted the handling of goods and 
the conduct of trade; on the other hand, they meant 
benefits and profit for the kingdom. Since the opera-
tion of a mint required a high degree of organisation 
and infrastructure, it is doubtful that any group of 
people other than the king and his officials would 
have been able to do this (Hilberg 2014, 138. 172. 182–
183 with further references; Moesgaard 2018, 169). In 
the early 9th century, probably around 820/825, the 
reigning kings, Godfred’s sons and Harald Klak, es-
tablished a coinage system and a new weight system 
in Hedeby/Slesvig. The coin motif was an imitation 
of Charlemagne’s particularly common and accept-
ed coins from the important emporium of Dorestad 
in the Rhine delta, or their imitations. These so-
called Hedeby-coins were minted nearly continuous-
ly until the late 10th century (Hilberg 2011, 204–215; 
2014, 183–185 with further references; Moesgaard 
2018, 130–131). In Hedeby/Slesvig and its further 
hinterland, coins of Malmer’s (1966) Dorestad imita-
tion types KG 3, KG 7, KG 8 and KG 9a–d dominate 
the find material (Hilberg 2011, 205 fig. 10, 1). This 
area may, according to Hilberg (2014, 184), hence be 
described as a »local currency region« (Germ. lokale 
Währungsregion), where the coins had the status of 
»official currency« (Dan. officiel valuta) in Hedeby/
Slesvig (Moesgaard 2018, 143).

One of the few archaeological finds from Hede-
by/Slesvig that presumably may point to very 
high-level diplomatic contacts is a Byzantine seal 
by a man named Theodosios dating to the middle of 
the 9th century, possibly to the period between c. 820 
and 860. According to Wassiliou-Seibt and Hilberg 
(2022), Theodosios was an official in charge of an 
important financial department of the state  – the 
imperial Bestiarion – where valuable items such as 
metals and coins and also materials for the fleet were 
kept. Two further bulls of the same bulloterion have 
been found at two other important Danish centres 
of power – in Ribe and Tissø. Potentially, the seals 
were originally attached to letters that described the 
value of objects or coins sent by Theodosios’ finan-
cial department in more detail and confirmed their 
origin from the imperial treasury (Wassiliou-Seibt/
Hilberg 2022 with further references).

17  The English translation of the original passage et hac occasione facul-
tas totius boni inibi exuberant by Robinson from 1921 as »and opportunity 
was afforded for doing much good there« is misleading and differs greatly 

from the German translation by Trillmich from 1961 as »so daß dadurch 
eine Fülle von Gütern aller Art dort zusammenströmte«.
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The Boat Chamber Grave –  
a Burial for a King

More concrete archaeological evidence for the pres-
ence of a king or a royal family exists in the so-called 
boat chamber grave of Hedeby/Slesvig. This is an 
extraordinary burial consisting of a 4.5 m × 2.5 m 
wooden burial chamber, which was divided by a low 
plank into two minor chambers (A & B) of unequal 
size, a pit for three horses and a c. 20 m long ship 
positioned above it, which was finally covered by a 
burial mound c. 40 m in diameter (fig. 3A–B; Müller-
Wille 1976, 17–30 figs 8. 13).

Both the grave construction and the grave fur-
nishings are special because almost all of them are 
precious Frankish objects (fig. 3C). Among other 
things, grave chamber B contained a very precious or-
namented sword, silver belt mounts, two shield boss-
es, a bundle of arrows, a pair of spurs, and a funnel 
beaker made of light-green glass, as well as a strik-
ingly splendid horse harness. The eastern chamber 
A contained, besides other objects, two swords, two 
shield bosses, a pair of stirrups and two horse har-
nesses (Müller-Wille 1976, 30–111 figs 14–22. 24–47; 
Maixner 2010, 91–93 figs  104–109). Wamers (1994, 
23–24. 26–30. 32) dates the grave goods to the period 
from the end of the 8th to the first third or the middle 
of the 9th century, i. e. the period c. 800–830/850.

Judging by the elaborate grave construction, the 
size of the ship and the precious grave goods, the bur-
ied must have belonged to the highest social circles 
(Müller-Wille 1976, 143; Ellmers 1980, 125; Vierck 
1984; Wamers 1994, 33; Staecker 2009, 318; Maixner 
2010, 90). With regard to the quality and decora-
tion of the sword and belt from chamber B, Wamers 
(1994, 19) states that both are of very high artistic 
and material value and should be placed qualitative-
ly directly below the imperial/royal sets decorated 
in gold. Due to the fact that the boat chamber grave 
is the only known Viking Age male burial in Scan-
dinavia so far that has both a Frankish sword and 
a Frankish sword belt, it can be assumed that these 
two together may have reached the North and the 
hands of the buried person as one set. This, in turn, 
is most conceivable in the form of a gift, as a pre-
cious present from a Carolingian ruler.

For the identification of the deceased from 
chamber B, Wamers (1994, 34–42) suggests the 
above-mentioned Harald Klak, who first sent envoys 
in 822 and one year later even appeared in person at 
the court assembly in Compiègne. His interpretation 
is based on parallels which, according to him, can be 
established between the grave goods from the boat 
chamber grave and the gifts included in the cere-
monial on the occasion of Harald Klak’s baptism in 

826 in Mainz and Ingelheim by Emperor Louis, as 
described in detail by Ermoldus Nigellus (Wamers 
1994, 35–39; 2005, 165). For the date of the burial, 
Wamers would like to assume at the most the period 
from the end of the first third to the middle of the 
9th century, i. e. about 830–850 (Wamers 1994, 32) or 

Fig. 3  Hedeby boat chamber grave. A Reconstruction sketch of the grave 
construction. – B Original 1908 excavation drawing by F. Knorr of the 
burial chamber with parts B (left) and A (right). – C Selected grave goods 
of Frankish origin. – (A after Müller-Wille 1976, 28 fig. 13; B provided by 
Stiftung Schleswig-Holsteinische Landesmuseen Schloss Gottorf; C pho-
to Stiftung Schleswig-Holsteinische Landesmuseen Schloss Gottorf).

A
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about 840–850 (Wamers 2005, 165), which is appar-
ently related to his assumption that Harald Klak died 
after 842 and before 850 (Wamers 1994, 40). Staecker 
(2009, 318) points out that the last mention in the 
written sources places Harald Klak in his territo-
ries in Frisia (Dorestad and Walcheren), which were 
given to him by King Lothair in 840/841. So why 
would he have been buried in the south of Old-Den-
mark? Lund (2020, 68) also notes that these histor-
ical references cannot be related unambiguously to 
the person of Harald Klak. Moreover, it seems very 
unlikely that a man who had hardly been present 
in Denmark since 827 due to enmity with the ruling 
kings would have received a »state funeral« in the 
kingdom (Lund 2020, 68).

A more likely candidate for one of the dead in the 
boat chamber grave, as also briefly mentioned by 
Staecker (2009, 318), would be Horik I, who gave Ans-
gar permission to build a church in the town. This 
clearly makes him a king with a strong connection 
to Hedeby/Slesvig. There are a number of accounts 
that show King Horik’s intensive indirect contact by 
means of envoys with Emperor Louis and later with 
his sons (AB 831. 836. 838. 839. 845. 847; Ex Mira
culis S. Germani, ch. 14). For the year 839, it is even 
explicitly mentioned that Horik’s envoys were given 
gifts (AB 839). According to Rimbert (ch. 24), around 
the year 849 Horik also received generous gifts from 
Ansgar. However, in none of these cases is the nature 
of the gifts specified (Jankuhn 1986, 136). In the bat-
tle in 854 between Horik and his nephew Gudurm, 
not only the king fell, as mentioned above but also 
all his relatives with the exception of the child Horik 
(Horico iuniore, Rimbert, ch. 31; AF 854; AB 854). As 
successor to the throne, young Horik  II may thus 
have faced a huge domestic challenge, without rela-

tives at his side and surrounded by magnates of the 
kingdom who had not previously been part of the 
royal retinue. According to Rimbert (ch. 31. 32), the 
latter believed that their gods had been angered and 
that all their misfortune had come from adopting the 
worship of the new god. Thereupon the comes vici 
Hovi – apparently on his own authority – closed the 
church (see above). In order to master this crisis at 
the beginning of his reign and to underpin his claim 
to power under hereditary law, Horik II had to assert 
his position in terms of power politics, and this was 
best done at the place where the conflict seemed to 
manifest most clearly. This could have been the so-
cio-political background, threatening to the young 
king, which prompted Horik II to bury his ancestor 
and predecessor in office in such an elaborate and 
ostentatious manner at this exact place. Accordingly, 
King Horik I seems to be the most likely candidate 
for the identification of the deceased in chamber B 
of the boat chamber grave at Hedeby/Slesvig (dis-
cussed in detail in Lemm in print) 18.

Regardless of who actually was buried there, due 
to the elaborate grave construction, the ship, and the 
precious grave goods, the monument may certainly 
be regarded as a royal burial. At the same time, how-
ever, the magnificent burial was not only a domestic 
political statement: The positioning of the grave out-
side Hedeby/Slesvig directly on the access road lead-
ing into the town from the south was also »a clear 
marking of territorial ownership« (Staecker 2009, 
318). The first thing that people coming overland 
from the Frankish, Saxon and Slavic territories no-
ticed visually was the massive burial mound, c. 40 m 
in diameter, and to them it must have symbolised 
a strong royal power ruling over Hedeby/Slesvig (cf. 
fig. 8, 7).

Kings in Hedeby/Slesvig in the 10th Century

In the Battle of Louvain on the Dyle in November 
891, the East-Frankish King Arnulf defeated a Dan-
ish viking army (AF 891). The two leaders, Sigifri-
dus and Gotafridus, who are referred to as kings in 
the source (duo reges eorum), perished in the process. 
Although they were certainly »viking kings« rath-
er than actual kings of Denmark, Adam of Bremen 
(I, 48) links their defeat to the subsequent kingship 
of a man named Helgi (Heiligo) in Denmark (Unver-
hau 1990, 24; Lund 2020, 86. 90).

Olaf, Gnúpa and Sigtryggr

Furthermore, Adam (I, 48), citing his informant, the 
Danish king, Sven Estridsen (r. 1047–1074), relates 
that, eventually, a certain Olaf came from Sweden 
(veniens a Sueonia) and conquered Denmark by force. 
Adam places these events under the episcopate of 
Archbishop Adalgar (889–909) in his Church History 
(Unverhau 1990, 24). The fact that Adam refers to 
Olaf as »prince of the Swedes [sueonum princeps]« 

18  The one or two persons indicated by the grave goods in chamber A 
may be interpreted as high ranking retainers or even relatives of the king, 
who had fallen together with him in the battle of 854 (Lemm in print).
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has led to the much-discussed assumption of a so-
called Swedish dominion over Hedeby/Slesvig and 
the surrounding area which, however, cannot be 
sustained (Lund 1980; 2020, 95–101; Hoffmann 1984, 
107–108; Unverhau 1990, 22–28; all with further ref-
erences). Rather, it must be assumed that Olaf was 
a Danish chieftain, perhaps even a member of a 
branch of the Danish royal lineage (Steenstrup 1900, 
80–81), who had gone into exile in Sweden and now 
returned to Denmark (Lund 2020, 95), as did the sons 
of Godfred in 813 (ARF 813; Unverhau 1990, 23).

Moreover, Adam (I, 48) states that this Olaf had 
numerous sons, of whom Gurd and Chnob assumed 
the kingship after their father’s death (Unverhau 
1990, 22; Lund 2020, 86). By the time of Archbish-
op Hoger (909–916), a man named Sigerich is then 
said to have ruled (Adam I, 52; Unverhau 1990, 24; 
Lund 2020, 91. 93). Chnob (Gnúpa) and Sigerich (Sig-
tryggr) are also mentioned on two runestones from 
the vicinity of Hedeby/Slesvig. The first rune stone 
(DR 2/Sl 2) was found in 1797 near the ford between 
Haddeby and Selk Bay, southeast of Hedeby/Slesvig 

(cf. fig. 8, 11; Jacobsen/Moltke 1942, 10–14). The in-
scription reads 19:

»§A Ásfríðr made these monuments in memory 
of Sigtryggr, §B her son and Gnúpa’s.«

The inscription on the second rune stone (DR 4/
Sl 4), which was discovered walled up in a bastion of 
Gottorf Castle in 1887 (Jacobsen/Moltke 1942, 14–16), 
conveys a similar content (fig. 4a):

»§A Ásfríðr, Óðinkárr’s daughter, made these 
monuments in memory of King Sigtryggr, §B her 
son and Gnúpa’s. §C Gormr carved the runes.«

According to the inscriptions, it was Gnúpa’s wife 
Asfriðr who had both stones erected for her son, 
King Sigtryggr. Sigerich/Sigtryggr was therefore 
the son of Chnob/Gnúpa (Unverhau 1990, 24). The 
name Óðinkárr was common in leading families of 
West Jutland in the early Middle Ages, so Ásfríðr 
was probably a prince’s daughter from that area 
(Steinnes 1955, 126–128; Laur 2006, 33; Imer 2016, 
158). King Gnúpa is also known from Saxon and 

Fig. 4  Rune stones from the vicinity of Hedeby/Slesvig directly referring to kings. a DR 4/Sl 4 was raised for King Sigtryggr by his mother, Ásfríðr. – 
b DR 3/Sl 3 was raised by King Sveinn for his retainer, Skarði. – (Photos Stiftung Schleswig-Holsteinische Landesmuseen Schloss Gottorf).

19  All runic inscriptions in this paper are cited from the Samnordisk  
runtextdatabas, Institutionen för nordiska språk, Uppsala universitet:  
https://app.raa.se/open/runor.
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East-Frankish sources. While the Corvey Annals 
(Annales Corbeienses, p. 4) only briefly mention a 
victory of the East-Frankish King Henry over the 
Danes in 934 (Henricus rex Danos subeit), Widukind 
of Corvey (I, 40) reports about it in more detail in 
his »History of the Saxons« from 968/969 (Unver-
hau 1990, 24; Lund 2020, 133–134. 196): »Now that 
he [Henry] had subdued all the peoples around 
him, he went with an army against the Danes, who 
were plaguing the Frisians with piracy, and defeat-
ed them; he made them pay tribute and made their 
king, named Chnuba, receive baptism.« Based on the 
Annales Augienses (p. 69) and Liudprand of Cremona 
(III, 21), Riis (2001, 54 fn. 8) argues convincingly in 
favour of dating Henry’s victory over Gnupa to as 
early as 931, contrary to the conventional approach.

According to Adam (I, 52), however, Sigerich/Sig-
tryggr only ruled for a short time and was then alleg-
edly driven out by a man named Hardegon from Nort­
mannia 20, the son of a certain Sven (Hoffmann 1984, 
109; Unverhau 1990, 24; Riis 2001, 54; Lund 2020, 91. 
93). This is said to have happened during the episco-
pate of Archbishop Hoger (905–915). For the time of 
Archbishop Unni (918–936), Adam mentions a King 
Hardecnudth Vurm, whom he incorrectly connects 
with King Henry’s attack on Denmark in 931/934 (I, 
55. 57). This has led to debate among scholars as to 
whether Hardecnudth Vurm was Hardegon’s son or 
whether both were one and the same person, who 
could even be identified with the later King Gorm. In 
any case, there are serious discrepancies between the 
royal successions in Adam’s and in Widukind’s texts 
(cf. Unverhau 1990, 24; Lund 2020, 134) 21.

From the partly contradictory information in 
the written sources and the runic inscriptions, Lund 
(2020, 93) reconstructs the following royal succes-
sion: Heiligo – Olaph – Gnúpa/Chnob & Gurd – Sig-
tryggr/Sigerich. If King Gnúpa was attacked by the 
East-Frankish king in 931/934, and Archbishop Unni 
was already visiting King Gorm and his son Harald 
on a missionary journey around 936 (Adam I, 59), 
the short reign of King Sigerich/Sigtryggr can only 
have lasted from c. 931/934 to 936 at best (cf.  Un-
verhau 1990, 25; Lund 2020, 135) 22. As confusing as 
the royal sequence may seem, the two rune stones, 
which very likely served as territorial markers along 
roads (Lerche Nielsen 2002, 63–64), are in any case 
concrete evidence of the presence of a royal dynasty 
at or near Hedeby/Slesvig in the early 10th century 
(cf. Schlesinger 1972, 80; cf. Unverhau 1990, 27).

The Jelling Dynasty and the South

With King Gorm at the top, a new dynasty was thus 
in power in Denmark from 936 onwards, which is 
known as the Jelling dynasty after their main seat in 
Middle Jutland. Although it is not explicitly stated 
in the source (Lund 2020, 136), it is quite possible 
that Gorm ruled over those Danes (Danos) whom 
Widukind (II, 20) lists among the enemies the Sax-
ons had to suffer at the end of the 930s. Hoffmann 
(1984, 110) suspects that around 939 Gorm exploited 
the internal disputes of King Otto I (r. 936–973) with 
the tribal dukes to attack the East-Frankish king-
dom. The comment by Dudo of St Quentin (p. 97) 
that Hermann Billung, the Saxon princeps militiae, 
who was apparently also charged with securing the 
East-Frankish-Danish border, was temporarily im-
prisoned by the Danes during the early years of Otto 
the Great, is probably to be seen in this context of 
border conflicts (Hoffmann 1984, 110. 115).

When the priest Poppo visited Denmark in the 
960s (Widukind III, 65), Gorm had already been suc-
ceeded as king by his son Harald Bluetooth (* before 
936, † 985/987; r. 958–985/987) (Lund 2020, 136. 147). 
In 968, the Saxon nobles did not comply with a writ-
ten request from the emperor, who was in Italy, to 
resume the fight with the Slavic Redarii, which had 
just ended, because »a war with the Danes was im-
minent [bellum adversum Danos urgeret]« at the time 
and they wanted to avoid a simultaneous war on two 
sides (Widukind III, 70; Hoffmann 1984, 111). The 
only written source that places Harald in Hedeby/
Slesvig is Brennu-Njáls saga (ch. 31, p. 82). Here, it 
is told that a man named Gunnar of Hlíðarendi re-
turned from a viking raid in the Baltic with plenty 
of booty and steered his ten ships to Heiðabœj í Dan­
mǫrk, where Harald Gormsson was staying. Invited 
by him, Gunnar stayed for half a month with the 
king, who offered him a wife and a large dominion. 
Gunnar refused, however, because he wanted to re-
turn to his relatives (Marold 2001a, 83).

In AD 973, Otto I held his last royal assembly 
at Easter in the Quedlinburg palace (Althoff 2006, 
3–4). According to a combination of various sources 
(Thietmar of Merseburg II, 31; Annales Hildeshei-
menses, p. 23; Lamperti monarchi Hersfeldensis 
opera, p. 42), this assembly was attended by many 
delegations and representatives from all over Eu-
rope. Among them were Danish emissaries, who also 
presented gifts to the emperor. Beyond that, only the 

20  In Adam’s work Nortmannia can denote either Normandy or Norway 
(Lund 2020, 131).
21  Lund (2020, 131–136) discusses these discrepancies in detail and 
gives reasons why he considers Widukind’s accounts more credible.

22  A pagan king Setricus/Setrich, who is presumed – though not beyond 
question – to be Sigtryggr (Storm 1895, 359–362), fell in battle with the 
West-Frankish King Louis IV in Normandy in 943 (Flodoardi annales, p. 390; 
Richeri historiarum libri 3, 2, 35; Unverhau 1990, 24).
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Annales Altahenses maiores (p. 787), the source val-
ue of which is disputed in many regards (Hoffmann 
1984, 121; Lund 2020, 207), recount that the Danes 
sent by King Harald submitted their whole country 
to Otto’s dominion by paying the fixed tribute.

In 974, after Otto I had died in May 973 and his 
military commander Hermann Billung had died two 
months earlier, warlike conflicts flared up again in 
the Saxon-Danish border region. Apparently, Harald 
Bluetooth took advantage of the temporary weakness 
after the change of rule in the East-Frankish kingdom 
to invade Nordalbingia (Annales Altahenses maiores, 
p. 788). As a consequence, Emperor Otto II and Duke 
Bernhard I, son of Hermann Billung, moved north 
and overwhelmed the »rebellious Danes [Danos sibi 
rebelles]« at the Danevirke (Thietmar III, 6), who had 
received support from Norwegians led by Jarl Håkon 
of Lade (Lund 2020, 207). Thietmar (III, 6) further re-
ports that, after the victory over the Danes, Emperor 
Otto  II built a fortress in hiis finibus (»within these 
borders«), and secured it with a garrison. Unverhau 
(1990, 30) speculates that the emperor may have fo-
cused on the profitable possession of the town. In ad-
dition, the tasks of border protection could be carried 
out more effectively from an advanced fortress. For 
Hilberg (2014, 188), access to the Baltic Sea and, above 
all, participation in the Islamic silver flows coming 
from Samanid Central Asia may have influenced the 
East-Frankish interest in Hedeby/Slesvig and the 
southern Danish border area, which became evident 
after 931/934. Again, Thietmar (III, 24) describes for 
the year 983 that Duke Bernhard I could not appear 
at a meeting of the emperor in Verona, because »one 
of his [fortresses], which the Emperor had secured 
against the Danes with a [rampart] and garrison, had 
been recaptured by them through treachery and 
burned to the ground following the murder of all its 
defenders« 23. Once again, the Danes took advantage of 
a weakening of the East-Frankish kingdom, this time 
Otto  II’s failed Italian campaign in 982 (Hoffmann 
1984, 122). However, there was no East-Frankish mil-
itary reaction to the Danish attack in view of the si-
multaneous uprising of Slavic tribes on the northeast-
ern border of the kingdom (Hoffmann 1984, 112. 122).

A few years later, Harald Bluetooth lost his influ-
ence in Denmark. After a battle against the troops of 
his son, Sven Forkbeard, he had to flee and died of 
his injuries shortly afterwards (c. 985/987) (Adam II, 
27–28; Hoffmann 1984, 122–123; Lund 2020, 219–220. 

229). From 994 onwards, King Sven (r. c. 986–1014) 
undertook several viking raids on England, each of 
which brought him substantial danegeld payments 
(Lund 2020, 229–230). Sven’s rule in Denmark must 
have been so stable and unchallenged that he was 
the first Danish king who could lead his army abroad 
and even let it overwinter there without needing to 
fear for his power at home (Lund 2020, 242–243). 
Nevertheless, there seems to have been unrest in the 
south of the Danish Kingdom during Sven’s reign, 
as two rune stones found in the vicinity of Hedeby/
Slesvig reveal (cf. fig. 8, 9–10).

The inscription on the runestone found west of 
Hedeby/Slesvig in Busdorf (DR 3/Sl 3) reads (fig. 4b):

»§A King Sveinn [Sveinn konungr] placed the stone 
in memory of Skarði, his retainer [sinn heimþega], 
who travelled to the west, but who then §B died at 
Hedeby [Heiðabý].«

The inscription on the rune stone found southwest of 
Hedeby/Slesvig near Wedelspang (DR 1/Sl 1) states:

»§A Þórulfr raised this stone, Sveinn’s retainer 
[heimþegi Sveins], in memory of Eiríkr, his part-
ner, who §B died when valiant men besieged 
Hedeby [þá drengjar sátu um Heiðabý]; and he 
was a captain [stýrimaðr], a very good valiant 
man [drengr harða góðr].«

The inscriptions indicate that both stones are asso-
ciated with retainers of a certain Sveinn, who in one 
case refers to himself as king. Furthermore, the two 
commemorated men, Skarði and Eiríkr, fell in a bat-
tle for Hedeby/Slesvig. The former »had gone west 
[var farinn vestr]« before his death, suggesting that 
he was involved in viking raids on England (Jacob-
sen/Moltke 1942, 5–10; Laur 2006, 36). Meanwhile, 
there seems to be a consensus among researchers 
that Sveinn konungr does not refer to Sven Estridsen 
(† 1074/1076), but to Sven Forkbeard († 1014). Howev-
er, there is still uncertainty about the actual event re-
ferred to by the inscriptions (Jacobsen/Moltke 1942, 
8–9; Lerche Nielsen 2002, 61–62; both with further 
references; Lund 2020, 243–244; Imer 2016, 206). We 
will probably have to accept the fact that the battle 
for Hedeby/Slesvig mentioned on the rune stones 
has, strangely enough, not been mentioned either in 
contemporary continental sources or in more recent 
Old Icelandic literature (Marold 2001a, 92; Lerche 
Nielsen 2002, 62–63). In any case, however, the in-

23  Both entries, concerning the construction and destruction of the for­
tress, can be found in Thietmar’s original codex of the chronicle, former­
ly Msc. Dresd. R 147, which, due to its destruction in the Second World 
War, is now only available as a facsimile; http://digital.slub-dresden.de/
id430061099. Holtzmann’s edition (1935, 104. 128) and Trillmich’s trans­
lation (1970, 90. 112. cf. p. XXXII) indicate that in both cases the passages 

were written by Thietmar himself and not by one of his scribes. Unfortu­
nately, Thietmar omitted the name of the fortress in question, leaving a gap 
in the text of about eight letters: Solus dux Bernhardus in media revertitur 
via; namque una ex urbibus suis [. . . . . . . .], quam imperator contra Danos 
opere ac presidio firmavit, dolo ab hiis denuo capta cesis defensoribus eius-
dem incensa est (Thietmar III, 24).
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scriptions on the two rune stones very likely attest 
to the presence of King Sven Forkbeard in Hedeby/
Slesvig in the late 10th century.

Royal Retainers in the Hinterland

Royal retainers comparable to Skarði and Eiríkr on 
the aforementioned rune stones are also known 
from the surroundings of Hedeby/Slesvig in a differ-
ent context. King Henry’s victory over King Gnúpa 
makes it clear that the political and military pressure 
of the East-Frankish kingdom on Denmark began 
at that time. During this period, the cavalry played 
a special role within the East-Frankish military in 
the context of the Magyar incursions (cf. Bachrach/
Bachrach 2007). The East-Frankish cavalry and the 
mounted nobility also seem to have made a great im-
pression on the Danish elite as, interestingly, a new 
burial custom emerged in western Denmark at this 
very time. Members of the elite were buried in large 
burial chambers with weapons and riding equipment 
and were thus staged as mounted fighters (Pedersen 
2014, 225. 228–231. 243. 266; Lemm 2021a, 292–294). 
Among the grave goods, there are objects with clear 
parallels to artefacts from the former East-Frankish 
territory. This applies in particular to stirrups, spurs, 
winged lances, occasional swords and probably even 

shields (Lemm 2021a, 287–292 with further refer-
ences). The influence from the South can also be seen 
particularly well in the fact that the earliest burials 
furnished with weapons and riding equipment were 
located in southern Jutland, and hence in the region 
closest to the East-Frankish realm (Pedersen 2012, 
63; 2014, 225). In contrast to the rest of Old-Denmark, 
there is an even earlier horizon of chamber graves 
with weapons in Hedeby/Slesvig, which indicate an 
upper class and/or royal retinue at the site in the 
9th century. Unlike the later equestrian graves, how-
ever, the grave goods do not include riding equip-
ment (Arents/Eisenschmidt 2010, 228–231. 303).

The graves may probably be seen in connection 
with a military background of the deceased and cer-
tain rights of their families in their society (Peder
sen 2014, 264–267). Moreover, the equestrian graves 
in particular are uniform, almost stereotypical, in 
their presentation, which must be an expression of 
close connections within the elite of the time and 
the presence of some form of military structure con-
nected with a central power (Pedersen 2012, 63; Do-
bat 2008, 58). Against this background, it is interest-
ing to see that sets of very similar or even identical 
cross-shaped bridle fittings were found in graves in 
the Schlei region (fig. 5). These gilded bronze items 
should be regarded as serial products and there-
fore do not represent outstanding precious objects. 

Fig. 5  Equestrian and weapon graves as well as look-out posts (vǫrðr/warth-) and beacons (bākæn/bavn/barn-) indicated by field names in the hinter-
land of Hedeby/Slesvig. A certain type of cross-shaped bridle mount featuring both the Borre and Jelling styles is known from the equestrian graves in 
Quern, Langballigau and Thumby-Bienebek, from a settlement in Ellingstedt, and from the town of Hedeby/Slesvig. At the town, a press die was also 
found of the exact same type that was used to make the strap fittings from Quern-Scheersberg. – (Graphics T. Lemm, basedata by LVermGeoSH, photos 
Stiftung Schleswig-Holsteinische Landesmuseen Schloss Gottorf, photo Ellingstedt, Archäologisches Landesamt Schleswig-Holstein).
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Nevertheless, they could indicate some early kind 
of uniform or insignia of the equestrian fighters. A 
very similar piece was found at a settlement site in 
Ellingstedt, situated on the road between Holling
stedt and Hedeby/Slesvig almost halfway across the 
Schleswig Isthmus. One and a half objects of this 
type from Hedeby/Slesvig might suggest that these 
mounts were centrally produced there in a workshop 
and then given out to retainers on behalf of the king 
(Lemm 2016, 106–107). This assumption is supported 
by the fact that a press die is also known from the site 
(Hilberg 2022, 234–236 fig. 151, 3) that was used to 
make exactly such fittings, three examples of which 
are to be found together with a cross-shaped fitting 
on a preserved leather strap of the bridle from Quern. 
Outside of the South Schleswig region, several exem-
plars of the type of cross-shaped bridle fittings are 
meanwhile known from numerous locations all over 
Denmark (Eisenschmidt 2021, 150–152 fig. 7).

The custom of depositing riding equipment and 
weapons in graves came into practice around AD 925 
and was carried out until approximately the end of 
the century (Pedersen 2014, 173). Thus it had come 
into practice before the rise of the Jelling dynasty 
and was probably still carried out after King Ha
rald had died in c. AD 985/987. The phenomenon 
of richly furnished equestrian graves therefore can-
not directly, or rather not exclusively, be explained 
through impulses of the Jelling dynasty: at least not 
in the form of fighters of the elite being stationed 
on the borders of a mid-10th century Jelling pet-
ty kingdom (cf. Randsborg 1980, 127). Nevertheless, 
these individuals at the top of a locally defined social 
and possibly military hierarchy with supraregional 
contacts most definitely played an important role as 
royal retainers in the formation of the Danish king-
dom under Harald Bluetooth (Pedersen 2011, 46. 61).

Presumably, these men also had important tasks 
to carry out in relation to the control and defence of 
the Schlei inlet. On the basis of field names and ar-
chaeological find sites, and by conducting viewshed 
analyses that used the names indicating beacon sites 
as observer points, it was possible to reconstruct a 
maritime defense system based on visual commu-
nication. It appears that a chain of beacons existed 
via which it would have been possible to transport 
an alarm signal from the mouth of the Schlei to the 
hinterland on either side and all the way to the inner 
end of the inlet where Hedeby/Slesvig was situat-
ed (cf. fig. 5; Lemm 2019, 101–109). The fire signals 
would have been visible from the immediate sur-
roundings of almost all the equestrian and weapon 
graves. In general, the distance between Viking Age 
graves and the related settlements usually com-
prised of only a few hundred meters. Hence, it may 

be assumed that in many cases, if not all of them, 
the settlement sites were also included within the 
viewsheds (Lemm 2019, 108–109 fig. 6). This combi-
nation not only suggests a dating of the system to 
the late Viking Age, but also that the buried fight-
ers were involved in the protection of the waterway 
leading to Hedeby/Slesvig during their lifetimes.

The 10th Century Danevirke and the 
Semicircular Rampart

The political tensions and military conflicts between 
the Danish and East-Frankish kingdoms in the 
10th century mentioned in the written sources are re-
flected in a large number of fortification measures 
in the area of the Schleswig Isthmus – on the Dane
virke and at Hedeby/Slesvig (cf. fig. 2). As with the 
massive expansion of the Danevirke in the 8th centu-
ry, a central power – the Danish kingdom – is to be 
expected as the initiator of these measures.

The Main Rampart was reinforced around the 
middle of the 10th century: Dendrochronological dat-
ing of timbers at the so-called Thyraburg Damm in-
dicates construction work towards the end of the 940s 
or in the 950s (Andersen 1998, 47). It can be assumed 
that this extension was ordered by the reigning king, 
Gorm († 958; r.  c. 936–958/963), who was probably 
also personally present in this context. It is more dif-
ficult to determine whether he was also the builder 
of the Semicircular Rampart around Hedeby/Slesvig 
(cf. fig. 8, 2), as it has not yet been possible to date this 
fortification absolutely. Archaeological excavation 
sections through the rampart reveal a complicated 
structure (e. g. Jankuhn 1937, 205 fig. 137; fig 144 af-
ter p. 218), in which it is very difficult to distinguish 
between construction stages within a construction 
process, independent construction phases and local 
repairs (cf. Schietzel 1968, 171). In the northern area 
of the Semicircular Rampart, up to nine construction 
phases are assumed, although these are contrasted 
with only four phases in the north gate (Jankuhn 
1986, 67–68; Andersen 1998, 136–138). According 
to Jankuhn (1986, 68), the rampart in the north-
east rests on settlement layers from the 10th century, 
which is why he concludes that it could belong to 
this century at the earliest. In any case, the Semicir-
cular Rampart existed in an advanced stage of de-
velopment in the 960s when it was connected to the 
main line of the Danevirke by means of the so-called 
Connection Rampart. According to Andersen (1998, 
132), the third phase of the Semicircular Rampart re-
sembles the first phase of the Connection Rampart 
in terms of dimensions and front type, which may 
indicate a certain temporal proximity.
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The Connection Rampart (fig. 2, 6), with a length 
of 3.300 m, begins in the east at the Semicircular 
Rampart of Hedeby/Slesvig and ends at the former 
Lake Dannewerk. It appears that preparations for 
the construction began in the winter of 964/965 and 
were completed in 968 or shortly thereafter (Ander
sen 1998, 115. 131). The construction of the Connec-
tion Rampart probably went hand in hand with 
building work on the Main Rampart. At least Ander
sen (1998, 90) would like to interpret phase 7 of the 
Main Rampart in this context.

There are further fortifications in the south-
ern foreland of Hedeby/Slesvig  – a trough-shaped 
and a V-shaped ditch at distances of 40–50 m and 
c. 140 m from the Semicircular Rampart, to which 
they run in parallel lines (cf. fig. 8, 6; Steuer 1974, 
23). Intersections with burials in that area suggest 
termini post quem for constructions after 900 and 
after 965–985 (Arents/Eisenschmidt 2010, 316–318). 
Furthermore, at a distance of c. 270–400 m from the 
Semicircular Rampart is the so-called Outer Ram-
part (Vorwall) with a moat in front of it, which has 
now been removed and runs in an arc from a depres-
sion west of Haddeby and Selk Bay to the Connection 
Rampart and must therefore be contemporary with 
or younger than the latter (cf. fig. 8, 8; Andersen 
1998, 144–146 with further references). Hence, in the 
10th century there were three fortifications – perhaps 
merely demarcation lines – in the southern foreland 
of Hedeby/Slesvig, two of which were most probably 
only built in the last third of the century. Based on 
these dates, King Harald Bluetooth may have been 
responsible for the construction of the Connection 
Rampart and possibly the extension of the Main 
Rampart, as well as potentially for a later phase of 
the Semicircular Rampart and the fortifications in 
front of it (cf. Axboe 1995, 219).

The same is probably true for the approximately 
6.6 km long so-called Kovirke (fig. 2, 7). This c. 7 m 
wide rampart with a 3 m deep moat with a V-shaped 
profile in front runs in a dead straight line from Selk 
Bay (Germ. Selker Noor) in the east to the lowlands 
of the Rheider Au stream in the west (Andersen 
1998, 153–168). The special wooden construction of 
the rampart is typologically associated with that of 
the so-called Trelleborg fortresses, which were ap-
parently built after 975 and were only in use for a 
short time (Andersen 1998, 168; Sindbæk 2020, 531; 
both with further references). Radiocarbon dating of 
Kovirke, which has only one construction phase, in-

dicates that the fortification was built in the 10th cen-
tury, with an emphasis on the second half (Erlenke-
user 1998, 193–194. 200 fig. 5d).

By no means did the position of Hedeby/Sles-
vig »in the southern foreland of Danevirke« put 
the town in a »marginal position« that excluded it 
»from the cultural milieu in the northern hinter-
land«, as proposed by Dobat (2008, 48). Nor should 
the Danevirke be seen as »an economic and religious 
demarcation« (Dobat 2008, 59) or the area south of 
it as a »political no-man’s land between Scandina-
via and Continental Europe« (Kalmring 2024, 165). 
Such interpretations seem to be strongly influenced 
by the common misinterpretation of the Danevirke 
as a political border. The Danevirke fortifications 
were military structures. Consequently, the respec-
tive constructions of ramparts in certain positions 
and with certain functions should first and foremost 
be interpreted from a military point of view. Built in 
response to external threats, the Danevirke protected 
the Jutish Peninsula and, clearly, in its later phases 
also the trading town of Hedeby/Slesvig (cf. Dobat 
2008, 58). There is no question that there was a clear 
mismatch in terms of population density between 
the border area confined by the Schlei and the Ei-
der and the area north of it (Lemm 2013, 360–361; 
2024); however, fundamental social, economic and 
religious differences in the areas north and south of 
the military line cannot be deduced from this. Such 
differences are more likely to be attributed to a polit-
ical border, which was located along the Eider, and it 
can be strongly presumed that this had not changed 
since 811 (see above). Accordingly, during all of its 
existence Hedeby/Slesvig was situated within the 
Danish kingdom, and hence within the control and 
jurisdiction of the Danish kings.

It is true that merchants from abroad needed »a 
place where they could safely transact their busi-
ness« (Bäck 1997, 151). However, that required nei-
ther a »neutral space« (Bäck 1997, 151) within Hede-
by/Slesvig – or other emporia such as Birka, Ribe or 
Kaupang  – nor »a neutral socio-political environ-
ment« (Dobat 2008, 46) with regard to their sur-
roundings, nor the status of an »exterritorial site« 
»deliberately placed in a no-man’s land« (Kalmring 
2024, 60. 98. 123. 165). In very simplified form, argu-
ably all it required was a market peace within the 
town granted by the king (cf.  Kalmring 2016, 16), 
and thus the protection of domestic and especially 
foreign merchants there 24. This, however, could be 

24  This would have been accompanied by special rules and regulations 
concerning the conduct of trade, the taxes to be paid and the modalities 
of the merchants’ stay in the town (cf. Kalmring 2024, 84–104 with further 
references). However, such a special jurisdiction for the place, which nat­

urally set the trading town apart from the surrounding area, did not mean 
that it did not belong politically to the territory that surrounded it. Espe­
cially as this special jurisdiction was also enforced in the name of the king.
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enforced convincingly and effectively only by means 
of an administrator who, as logic dictates, had a »po-
lice force« at his disposal – a royal steward with a 
military retinue on site. Hence, these towns were 
definitely not »administratively detached from the 
power structures of the surrounding countryside« 
(Kalmring 2016, 15–16). On the contrary, it was the 
same central powers in charge of the surroundings 
that also controlled coinage, demanded tolls and se-
cured peaceful commerce in the towns, because that 
meant benefit and profit for the kingship (cf. Hilberg 
2014, 172). For early Hedeby/Slesvig, the presence 
and influence of Danish kings and their governors – 
such as the comes vici Hovi and possibly others – has 
already been discussed in detail above. For early Bir-
ka, the Vita Anskarii (Rimbert, ch. 11. 14. 19. 28) also 
contains several indications that the trading centre 
was under royal control and was administered by a 
governor on behalf of the king. The Vita Anskarii also 
provides an indication of royal control of the town of 
Ribe, as King Horik II not only authorised Ansgar to 
reopen the church in Hedeby/Slesvig in 854, but also 
to build a church in Ribe (Rimbert, ch. 32). All in all, 
there are numerous indications that the early towns 
were part of the kingdoms surrounding them.

Coinage and Taxation

Evidence suggests that Harald Bluetooth controlled 
the minting of coins in Hedeby/Slesvig, which, like 
those from the 9th century, were still based on Caro-
lus Dorestad imitations: During the later period of 
Harald’s reign, from the 970s, these were quite com-
mon in Denmark. At that time, the so-called cross-
coins (KG 10 and 11) were introduced, which date 
from the 980s, possibly as early as the second half 
of the 970s (c. 975/980–990). The typological term is 
based on the cross depicted on the reverse. On the 
obverse, they bear a motif of curves and triangles 
and, in a slightly later phase of the coinage, there is 
a face on the obverse. The obverse design is inspired 
by the Carolus Dorestad coins, without being a true 
continuation (Moesgaard 2018, 143. 145 fig. 3, 30; 146 
with further references).

In Hedeby/Slesvig, cross-coins have been found 
in several different locations within the Semicircular 
Rampart and must have been lost individually. This 
indicates that they were used as a widespread means 
of payment in the 980s and presumably even repre-
sented the dominant coin type. Due to the fact that 
Hedeby/Slesvig had previously had a well-organised 
mint and, due to the number of finds from there, it is 
reasonable to suggest that the cross-coins were mint-
ed in the trading town, too (Hilberg/Moesgaard 2010; 

Moesgaard 2018, 146). Although the cross-coins do 
not feature an inscription, there is no doubt that the 
Danish king was behind their minting, as he used 
them to pay his men (Moesgaard 2018, 143). 

Judging from its wide and even distribution, this 
was arguably the first Danish coinage to be used for 
the entire country, and it forced out all other types of 
coins (Moesgaard 2018, 143). Hence, Harald seems to 
have been able to establish a monopoly for his coin-
age, which also very likely presupposes some form 
of general taxation, which would have been collect-
ed mainly in towns. However, if taxation existed in 
this period, it did not outlast his death in 985/987 
(Poulsen 2011, 285). For, after Harald Bluetooth had 
been overthrown by the rebellion led by his son, the 
minting of cross-coins quickly ceased (Moesgaard 
2018, 147 with further references), and King Sven 
re-established an economy based on tributes – first 
and foremost the English danegeld (Poulsen 2011, 
285 with further references).

In addition to the already-mentioned seal of The-
odosios from the middle of the 9th century, two other 
Byzantine lead seals were found in Hedeby/Slesvig. 
These belong to the first half and later part of the 
10th century and indicate that official contacts be-
tween Denmark and Byzantium still existed during 
that period. The first one is a seal of Paulos Monom-
achatos (or Monomachos), who was the head of a fi-
nancial department known as the Genikon (Logothe­
sion). One of his duties was the control of the export 
of certain goods. Hence, the seal may be interpreted 
as evidence of trade relations or activities between 
Byzantium and Denmark. The second seal was issued 
by Nikephoros, who was head of a financial depart-
ment (ἰδικόν/εἰδικόν) of the imperial treasury, where 
coins, valuable metals such as gold, luxury items 
and military material were stored. His department 
provided funds for the purchase of equipment for 
the military and ensured the financial maintenance 
of the army and fleet during campaigns. Nikephoros’ 
seal from Hedeby/Slesvig could potentially indicate 
the sending of resources of the εἰδικόν to the Danish 
king in the hope of his support in the struggles with 
the Arabs, which began again in 972 (Wassiliou-Sei-
bt/Hilberg 2022).

An East-Frankish Overlordship?

The still ongoing discussion of a potential East-Frank-
ish hegemony over Hedeby/Slesvig and the border 
region in the 10th and early 11th centuries is mainly 
based on the three military events mentioned above: 
King Henry I’s victory over King Gnúpa in 931/934, 
Emperor Otto II’s victory over King Harald and the 
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building of an East-Frankish fortress in 974, and the 
Danish »uprising« and destruction of the fortress 
in 983. In contrast to the contemporary sources (cit-
ed above), Adam of Bremen, who wrote his Gesta in 
1073/1076 (Radtke 2017, 8; Fried 2022, 24), provides 
additional »information« on these events. Accord-
ing to him, after his victory over Gnúpa (over King 
Vurm/Gorm?, as Adam erroneously writes) Henry al-
legedly moved the borders of his kingdom (regni ter­
minos) »to Slesvig, which is now called Hedeby [apud 
Sliaswich, quae nunc Heidiba dicitur]«, appointed a 
margrave there and settled a Saxon colony (Adam 
I, 57). With regard to the events of 974, Adam (II, 3) 
mentions that a margrave was slain and a Saxon set-
tlement destroyed in Heidiba. It must be noted that 
Adam reports all of this as the sole source. The trib-
ute imposed on Gnúpa (Widukind I, 40) and Adam’s 
accounts have led to a discussion about the existence 
of an East-Frankish controlled March of Schleswig 
from 931/934 (cf. Hoffmann 1984, 113–122; Unverhau 
1990, 28–34; Riis 2001, 54–55; Lund 2020, 192–212; all 
with further references). However, this is now con-
sidered unlikely – at least for the period 931/934–974. 
Several indications – such as the building measures 
at the Danevirke in the 940s/950s and 964/965–968 
described above as well as references to military con-
flicts around 939 and in 968 in the written sources 
(Widukind II, 20. 70; Dudo of St Quentin, p. 97)  – 
speak against it (cf. Hoffmann 1984, 116–118; Ander
sen 1998, 147; Lund 2012, 15–16; 2020, 198–199. 203).

The assumption of East-Frankish control after 
974 stands or falls with the fortress built by Emperor 
Otto II, which has not yet been identified 25. If it was 
placed south of the Eider, for example, there was no 
East-Frankish rule over Hedeby/Slesvig and Danish 
territory (cf. Unverhau 1990, 29). Based on Thietmar’s 
(III, 6) geographical indication in hiis finibus, how-
ever, the fortress would probably have been located 
within the border district, in which Hedeby/Slesvig 
was also situated (Hoffmann 1984, 121; Unverhau 
1990, 30). Should this be the case, then the region 
between the Schlei and the Eider would presuma-
bly also have represented an East-Frankish zone of 
influence, possibly connected with a dependence of 
the Danish Kingdom on Otto II for tribute during the 
short period 974–983 (Hofmann 1984, 121; cf. Unver-
hau 1990, 30). Meanwhile, even this interpretation 

of the sources is being argued against, namely based 
on King Harald’s coinage. Moesgaard (2018, 146) 
concludes that, if Harald was the master of the mint, 
and the cross-coins were issued in Hedeby/Slesvig, 
then he must have ruled over the town at that time, 
i. e. in the late 970s or at least in the 980s (Hilberg/
Moesgaard 2010). This would rather suggest that his 
control over the day-to-day affairs of the town and 
the area was intact (Moesgaard 2018, 146), and it 
presents a strong argument against any notion that 
the Danish king’s authority in Hedeby/Slesvig was 
challenged (Lund 2020, 211). Moesgaard (2018, 146), 
however, remarks that whether there was some form 
of East-Frankish supremacy or Danish tribute to the 
emperor cannot be determined from the coins.

The discussion of a potential East-Frankish over-
lordship naturally depends on how the latter is de-
fined or understood. A distinction must be made, for 
example, as to whether an overlordship could have 
been exclusively direct or also indirect. In case of the 
latter, more or less regular tribute payments are con-
ceivable, which may have gone hand in hand with 
the relative independence of the Danish king – in-
cluding the minting of coins in Hedeby/Slesvig. The 
final localisation of the fortress built in 974 and de-
stroyed in 983 is therefore of the highest importance 
for this debate. Unlike Dobat (2008, 58. 60), who plac-
es the construction of the Kovirke around 980/981 26 
and speaks of a »lack of any indication for a military 
threat«, King Harald is very likely to have anticipat-
ed a military counter-reaction after the destruction 
of the East-Frankish fortress. Hence, an imminent 
military threat did exist. It is therefore highly prob-
able that as a preventive measure he had the ram-
part known as Kovirke, which can only be roughly 
14C-dated to the second half of the 10th century, erect-
ed in 983 (cf. Erlenkeuser 1998, 194). There was, how-
ever, no East-Frankish reaction to this in view of the 
simultaneous uprising of the Slavic Obodrites and 
Liutizes (Hoffmann 1984, 122).

Nevertheless, according to the prevailing re-
search opinion, the official recognition of the Eider 
border supposedly took place much later, in 1025, 
1027 or 1035 at the latest 27. A detailed study of the 
relevant literature, however, makes it abundant-
ly clear that there is only one primary source both 
for a presumed peace treaty between Conrad II and 

25  Various suggestions have been made for the localisation of the for­
tress, but only a few of them – e. g. the Semicircular Rampart (Schlesinger 
1972, 82–84), the Hochburg (hillfort) of Hedeby/Slesvig (Sach 1896–1907, 
54; Hoffmann 1984, 121) or the hitherto undated ring fortress in Hütten 
approximately 12 km southeast of Hedeby/Slesvig (Lemm 2013, 361–362 
figs  151–152) – correspond to Thietmar’s geographical indication in the 
narrower sense. Also under debate are Rendsburg on an island in the Eider 
(Steenstrup 1900, 65), Old-Gottorf (Unverhau 1990, 30) and Thyraburg on 

the Danevirke (Biereye 1909, 108). Andersen (1978, 117; 1980, 78–79) 
even introduced the fortress of Itzehoe into the discussion.
26  At another point, Dobat (2008, 42) assumes that the Kovirke was built 
at the »end of the 980s«.
27  Breßlau 1870, 612; 1879, 102–104; May 1937, 45 no. 184; Trillmich 
1961, 296 fn. 223; Schlesinger 1972, 84; Hoffmann 1984, 125–126; Un­
verhau 1990, 30. 33; Fried 2022, 26.
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Cnut and for a presumed official cession of a March 
of Schleswig by the East-Frankish Kingdom to Den-
mark: Adam of Bremen (II, 56) 28. Adam is also the 
only source to report on a shift of the border of the 
East-Frankish kingdom to Hedeby/Slesvig, the ap-
pointment of a margrave there and the establish-
ment of a Saxon settlement in 931/934, and he is 
also the only one who mentions the slaying of a mar-
grave and the destruction of the Saxon settlement in 
974 (Adam I, 57; II, 3; cf. Hoffmann 1984, 116). This 
constellation gives cause for concern and reason to 
agree with Lund’s opinion that Adam must be treat-
ed with the utmost caution. Lund emphasises that 
Adam’s work was a political tract, commissioned by 
the Archbishop of Bremen in a specific situation and 
part of the struggle on behalf of the Archdiocese of 
Hamburg-Bremen that was waged with forged di-
plomas and similar unsavoury methods (Lund 2020, 
205). In this particular scenario, it is the case that 
Bishop Unwan († 1029) who, according to Adam’s (II, 
56) narrative, engineered the peace treaty, the mar-
riage between Cnut’s daughter Gunhild and Con-
rad II’s son Henry as well as the cession of Hedeby/
Slesvig and the march beyond the Eider, had very 
likely already died, before Gunhild was ever consid-
ered as a potential bride. Thus, for Lund (2020, 199) it 
seems that Adam deliberately »established« a mar-
graviate or march so that he could later let Conrad 
have something to bargain with.

There must have been peace between Conrad II 
and Cnut in 1026, as the latter would hardly other-

wise have travelled to the emperor’s coronation in 
Rome in March 1027 or even been invited to do so. 
Whether such a peace was actually only concluded 
through the mediation of Archbishop Unwan in the 
years immediately before, or had already existed for 
some time, must remain an open question. In any 
case, the written sources did not record any conflicts 
or military confrontations between 983 and 1026. If 
one assumes that a march established by Henry I, 
solely according to Adam, in 931/934 did not exist, 
as discussed above, then there is also no reason to as-
sume that Conrad II would have ceded such a march 
to King Cnut of Denmark in the 1020/1030s. This 
does not necessarily rule out an indirect East-Frank-
ish overlordship over the border region and Hedeby/
Slesvig in the period 974–983. After all, Thietmar 
of Merseburg’s mention of the construction of Em-
peror Otto  II’s fortress in hiis finibus in 974 (III, 6) 
and its destruction nine years later (III, 24), which 
must have fulfilled some kind of political or military 
purpose, cannot be dismissed out of hand. Howev-
er, there is no specific mention of an East-Frankish 
march anywhere in the contemporary sources for 
this period. Consequently, it is probably best to as-
sume that the events of 983 restored the status quo 
of early 974 with regard to the border area and the 
political border on the Eider (cf.  Biereye 1916, 38; 
cf. Hoffmann 1984, 126), and that this was accepted, 
for better or worse, in view of the lack of capacity for 
a military response on the part of the East-Frankish 
kingdom.

Kings in Hedeby/Slesvig in the 11th Century

There is no reason to follow Adam’s (II, 27) narrative 
and assume that Sven Forkbeard was carried to the 
throne by a wave of pagan countermovement. On the 
contrary, there is much to suggest that the Christ-
ianisation of Denmark also progressed slowly under 
his reign (Hoffmann 1984, 122–123; Lund 2020, 254–
255). The danegeld he repeatedly extorted during the 
viking campaigns in England enabled him to raise a 
large military retinue, conquer England towards the 
end of his life and make himself lord of the land in 
1013 in place of the Anglo-Saxon king Æthelred, who 
had been driven out of the country (Hoffmann 1984, 
123; Lund 2020, 229–230. 249).

Þíngamannalið and Hedeby Wreck 1

According to the Jómsvíkingasaga (ch. 50), after his 
victory Sven is said to have divided his military re-
tinue  – the Þíngamannalið. He supposedly placed 
60 ships in Lundúnaborg (London) and another 60 
ships in the North, in Sléssvík: Jarl Hemingr had 
supreme command of the latter (Marold 2001a, 92 
fn. 58). Even if it cannot be ruled out that Sléssvík in 
this case could refer not to the town but to the Schlei 
inlet, it can in any case be assumed that the troops 
were stationed in or near Hedeby/Slesvig. For a time, 
the town was therefore not only a trading centre and 

28  This had already been explicitly pointed out by von Liliencron (1914, 
40) and Biereye (1916, 40). All other (primary and secondary) sources 
cited by later historians either refer directly to Adam’s text passage (May 
1937, 45 no. 184; RI 3, 1 no. 48b & 225c), have copied from him (Annal­
ista Saxo, p. 677; Annales Magdeburgenses, p. 169), have interpreted the 

information provided by him (Breßlau 1870; 1879) or describe certain con­
textual events without confirming Adam’s statements (Florentius Wigor­
nensis, p. 126; Wipo, ch. 16, p. 36; ch. 35, p. 54; Diplomatarium Danicum 
1:1, no. 422; Annales Hildesheimenses, p. 39).
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an important bishopric, but also something of a gar-
rison town, at least temporarily (Marold 2001a, 92). 
The question of whether Hemingr may have been 
jarl of Hedeby/Slesvig and the surrounding border 
area must remain unanswered.

The presence of a royal fleet with a representative 
flagship could possibly also be indicated by the dis-
covery of Wreck 1 in Hedeby’s harbour (cf. fig. 8, 3; 
cf.  Kalmring 2024, 185). The vessel had an overall 
length of 30.9 m and a beam of max. 2.7 m (fig. 6; 
Crumlin-Pedersen 1997, 92). Due to the exceptional-
ly fine execution of all the ship’s details and the em-
ployment of large and high-quality planks, Crum-
ling-Pedersen (1997, 93) describes it as »a longship of 
royal standard, designed for high-speed sailing and 
rowing in relatively protected waters«. The ship is 
dendrochronologically dated to around 982 (-0/+7), 
according to which he concludes that the ship was 
constructed – on the order of the Danish king – in 
c. 985. Moreover, he assumes an active lifespan of the 
vessel of 5–25 years, which might indicate that the 
ship sank some time between 990 and 1010 (Crum-
lin-Pedersen 1997, 94).

Of course, a connection between Wreck 1 and 
Sven’s fleet of 1013/1014 should not be made as sim-
ple as that. Nevertheless, the presence of this »luxu-
ry version of a sailing- and rowing machine« (Crum-
lin-Pedersen 1997, 93) in the harbour of Hedeby/
Slesvig also speaks quite clearly for the presence of a 
high-ranking royal retainer, or even King Sven him-
self, in the trading town within the decades around 
the year 1000. Moreover, the placement of a fleet in 
the Schlei or possibly at Hedeby/Slesvig itself, and 
the royal longship in the harbour, are further indica-
tions that the description by our only source, Adam 
of Bremen (II, 56; see above), of an official cession of 
Sliaswich and the march north of the Eider may not 
correspond to reality.

Cnut the Great and His Successors

When Sven Forkbeard died shortly after his acces-
sion to the throne in February 1014, his kingdom 
fell into crisis. His son Harald became king of Den-
mark, while his other son Cnut was recognised as 
king by the Danish army in England, but had to 
fight for the crown with a military campaign in 1016 
(Skovgaard-Petersen 1977, 186–194. 199–200; Chris-
tensen 1969, 260–271; Hoffmann 1984, 123–124; 
Lund 2020, 249). After the death of his brother Ha
rald in 1019, Cnut also became king of Denmark. In 
1028, Cnut was also appointed king of Norway at 
thing-assemblies throughout the country (Krag 1995, 
145), and hence managed to establish his »North Sea 
realm«. Due to his powerful position, Cnut was also 
present on the European political stage. In Rome, for 
example, he had obtained assurances from Emperor 
Conrad  II and King Rudolph  III of Burgundy that 
English and Danish merchants could make their 
trade and pilgrimage journeys to Italy and Rome un-
der the protection of the two rulers and with the as-
surance that they would be exempt from unjustified 
customs duties (Hoffmann 1984, 126).

When Cnut the Great died in England in 1035, 
Magnus the Good Olavsson (* c. 1024, † October  2 
1047, r. 1035–1047 Norway, r. 1042–1047 Denmark) 
became king in Norway. In 1042, he was even elected 
king of Denmark at the Viborg thing, and due to that 
position he had a strong connection to the trading 
town at the inner end of the Schlei (see below). At the 
same time, Sven Estridsen (* c. 1019, † April 2 1076), 
son of Sven Forkbeard’s sister Estrid, joined Magnus 
and became his jarl. Soon after, however, Sven also 
proclaimed himself king. In the fights that followed 
over the next few years, Sven was unable to chal-
lenge Magnus’ position and was defeated in several 
battles. After every defeat, Sven retreated to Scan-
ia, where he had large estates, or he fled to Sweden. 
The Swedish king, Anund Jakob, supported him the 
whole time (Krag 1995, 169–170; Sigurðsson 1999, 73; 
Sawyer/Sawyer 2002, 252–253).

A »Political Wedding« in Sliaswig  
and the Battle of Hlýrskógs heiði

In autumn 1042, King Magnus and Archbishop Beze-
lin Alebrand of Bremen met for negotiations in Hede-
by/Slesvig (ad Sliaswig pro colloquio). The latter was 
accompanied by Duke Bernhard of Saxony, Bishop 
Thietmar of Hildesheim and Bishop Rudolf of Slias­
wig. Another reason for the meeting was the marria-
ge of Bernhard’s son Otto/Ordulf and Magnus’ sister 
Wulfhild (Adam II, 79; Magnús saga ins góða, ch. 26). 

Fig. 6  Reconstruction drawing of Wreck 1 from Hedeby/Slesvig. – (After 
Crumlin-Pedersen 1997, 93 fig. 4, 20).
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The alliance forged between Magnus and Bernhard 
with the help of the »political wedding« (Schlesin-
ger 1972, 72) was to pay off the following year, when 
a Slavic army advanced northwards into Jutland as 
far as the town of Ribe in the autumn of 1043. As 
king of Denmark, Magnus had to react to this attack. 
He sailed with his army to Hedeby/Slesvig (Heidiba, 
Adam II, 79; til Heiðabœjar, Magnús saga ins góða, 
ch. 26) and mobilised all the available Danish troops 
in order to oppose the Slavic army. His brother-
in-law Otto of Saxonia also joined the Norwegian-
Danish army with a large band of men 29. Magnus 
and his troops now marched towards the Slavs and 
camped for the night on Lürschau Heath (Hlýrskógs 
heiði, Magnús saga ins góða, ch. 26), north of Hede-
by/Slesvig (norðan Heiðabœ, st. 1, Skj. IA:396; IB:365; 
nær Heiðabý, st. 6, Skj. IA:362; IB:333). The next day 
they attacked the Slavs in a battle which, according 
to the medieval historiographical works 30, involved 
the heaviest losses since Christianity had spread to 
the northern countries (Unverhau 1990, 36 with fur-
ther references; Marold 2001a, 93–94; 2001b, 18).

Hedeby/Slesvig in Flames

Magnus’ sudden death in 1047 made his uncle Ha
rald the hard-ruler Sigurdsson (* 1015, † September 2 
1066, r. 1047–1066) single king of Norway and Sven 
Estridsen king of Denmark. However, Harald also 
took over Magnus’ claim to the Danish throne. He 
equipped a Norwegian fleet almost every year and 
led military campaigns into Danish waters (Krag 
1995, 172; Sigurðsson 1999, 73). In 1050, Hedeby/
Slesvig was the target of one of his attacks, during 
which the town appears to have been completely en-
gulfed in flames (Haralds saga Sigurðarsonar ch. 26; 
Fagrskinna, ch. 55; Skj. IA:426; IB:396; Skj. IA:398; 
IB:366; Marold 2001a, 94–95; 2001b, 18–19). Whether 
this event can be linked to the burned layer that was 
documented by excavations along the stream run-
ning through Hedeby/Slesvig is currently unclear 
(Jankuhn 1986, 223; Hilberg 2022, 111–113). With re-
gard to the conflict between Harald Sigurdsson and 
Sven Estridsen, the two kings made peace in 1064 
and pledged themselves to refrain from further raid-
ing (Krag 1995, 172; Sigurðsson 1999, 73).

In the winter of 1052/1053, Archbishop Adalbert 
travelled to King Sven in Sliaswig. At a banquet (opu­
lentum convivium) lasting eight days, many ecclesi-
astical issues were decided (Adam III, 18). Whether 
this meeting in Hedeby/Slesvig still took place south 

of the Schlei or had already moved to the northern 
shore cannot be answered at this stage of the re-
search (cf.  Radtke 2017, 85–98; Fried 2022, 28; see 
below). For the year 1066, a scholion inserted after 
the completion of Adam of Bremen’s Church History 
manuscript (Adam III, 51, schol. 81) mentions that 
the civitas Sliaswig was thoroughly destroyed by a 
Slavic raid (funditus excisa est). This is consistent 
with Hilberg’s conclusions regarding the abandon-
ment of the settlement area within the Semicircular 
Rampart, which argue in favour of a relocation of the 
trading centre in the 1060s (Hilberg 2022, 469–480 
tab. 46). All events in Hedeby/Slesvig described in 
the written sources after this event can now be locat-
ed on the north bank of the Schlei.

Royal Presence in Hedeby/Slesvig  
after 1066

Around 1120, the Canterbury monk Ælnoth reports 
in his vita et passio sancti Canuti that in 1085 King 
Cnut IV held a royal assembly with wise and experi-
enced counsellors at the famous place, Hedeby/Sles-
vig (in loco celeberrimo […] Hethebi, Ælnoth, ch. 14). 
Ælnoth (ch. 16–29, here especially 24) also reports on 
a rebellion that broke out north of the Limfjord in 
North Jutland in 1086 and caused the king to flee. He 
first fled to Børglum, then via Viborg to the harbour 
on the river (actually an inlet) called the Schlei (por­
tum fluminis, qui Sle dicitur)  – i. e. to Hedeby/Sles-
vig – and finally to Odense, where he was killed on 
the 10th of July. The holding of the royal assembly 
and in particular the refuge of the king in a dan-
gerous situation required a place that offered appro-
priate accommodation and protection. Hoffmann 
(1974, 548) and Radtke (1977, 30) therefore assume 
that there must have been a fortified royal residence 
in Hedeby/Slesvig at that time. Although such a res-
idence is not explicitly mentioned anywhere for the 
11th century, it does emerge in later sources, which 
also allow retrospective conclusions.

Magnússona saga (ch. 13) and Morkinskinna 
(p. 352) report that King Sigurd of Norway, on his 
return journey from the Holy Land in 1111, met the 
Danish king, Níkulás/Niels, in Heðabý, who organ-
ised a great feast to welcome him (Marold 2001a, 79). 
This event suggests at the least that there were build-
ings suitable for such a celebration. The same applies 
to the year 1130, when Jarl Cnut Lavard had a ban-
quet prepared in Heiðabæjar for King Níkulás and 
his son Magnús (Knýtlinga saga, ch. 91). The most 

29  Kom til hans Otta hertogi af Saxlandi or Brúnsvík; […] hertoginn hafði 
mikla sveit manna (Magnús saga ins góða, ch. 26).

30  Adam II, 79; Magnús saga ins góða, ch. 26–28; Fagrskinna, ch. 49–50; 
Knýtlinga saga, ch. 21.
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important reference, however, is provided by Saxo 
Grammaticus in his Gesta Danorum (XIII, ch. 11.14) 
for the year 1134:

»As soon as he [King Níkulás/Niels] noticed them 
coming through the streets with their banners to 
confront him, despite his friends’ strong suggestion 
that he take refuge in St Peter’s Church, he directed 
his way to the royal residence; he would rather be 
protected by a palace than a shrine […] and said that 
he would meet his end more tranquilly in the hall of 
his ancestors [paterno in lare]. His soldiers were not 
slow in their resolve to defend his life by sacrific-
ing their own. […] First the men of Schleswig [Sles­
wicenses] shed the blood of these supporters, and fi-
nally spilt the king’s too.«

Paterno in lare may be more precisely translated 
as »in the paternal/fatherly house«, meaning »in 
the house of King Sven Estridsen«. From this in-
formation, it can be concluded that there had been 
a (fortified?) royal palace in medieval Schleswig (at 
least) since the time of Sven Estridsen (Radtke 1977, 
30–31). In this context, the Franciscan monastery of 
St Paul – located within Schleswig’s old town on the 
north bank of the Schlei since 1234 – is of particular 
interest. Due to the small dimensions of the old town, 
the monastery was only 50 m away from the medi-
eval market square and yet on the eastern edge of 
the town. To the east and northeast of the monastery 
walls stretches the vast marshland of the Holmer 
Noor, a former bay of the Schlei, the waters of which 
reached right up to the town hill before the appar-
ently rapid silting up. Only a narrow, now filled-in, 
passage separated the town area from the former is-
land of Holm in front of it (Vogel 1983, 27; Radtke 
2003, 7). In the Annales Ryenses, the yearbooks of the 
former Rus regis monastery near Flensburg, there 
is a note on the foundation of the monastery: 1234 
Fratres minores domum accepterunt Sleswik (Annales 
Ryenses, p. 171). The Franciscans can only have re-
ceived the building referred to here through a lordly 
donation (Radtke 2003, 3–4).

In the course of archaeological excavations in the 
early 1980s, older traces of settlement were discov-
ered in the northern area of the monastery. These 
were compressed deposits of dung with humic-sandy 
inclusions containing animal bones, pottery and 
other small artefacts. Some remains of wooden 
structures were also uncovered. The finds also appear 
to contain pottery from the 11th century (Vogel 1983, 
29). Furthermore, the excavations uncovered the re-
mains of a large stone construction. This multi-part 
building ensemble consisted of a representative hall 
building approximately 19 m long and a good 10 m 
wide with a wall thickness of around 1.30 m, a fixed 
tower measuring 8 m × 10 m with 1.80 m thick walls 

on a fieldstone foundation up to 2.60 m wide as well 
as partly heatable annexes and a chapel (fig. 7; Vogel 
1983, 29; Radtke 2003, 4).

For various reasons, the building ensemble is 
interpreted as a 12th century royal palace. On the 
one hand, stratigraphic observations prove that the 
building is older than the oldest documented mon-
astery buildings. However, various signs indicate 
that it cannot be dated to before the middle of the 
12th century (Vogel 1983, 29). Secondly, the building 
is made of stone, a building material that was re-
served for ecclesiastical and secular lordly builders 
in this region in the 12th century and long afterwards. 
As the bishop’s church is located in the far west of 
the city, it can be ruled out that the bishop was also 
able to erect the building on the eastern edge of the 
city. This leaves only the Danish king as the initia-
tor. In addition, the complex, with its ground plan 
consisting of a hall building (palas), a tower-like for-
tified room and a side extension, displays elements 
of European lordly architecture modelled on conti-
nental palaces. The broad and deep foundations were 
intended to support a heavy building, perhaps with 
two or more storeys, which probably had a repre-
sentative room for festive occasions on the first floor, 
which could be reached via an external staircase. 
There are also parallels for this in the East-Frankish/
German region (Vogel 1983, 30; Radtke 2003, 4). In 
addition, some uncovered foundation remains testi-
fy to an earlier building activity at the site which, 
however, could not be investigated in more detail 
due to static difficulties in the medieval building 
(Vogel 1983, 30). According to Vogel (1983, 31), in 
conjunction with historical sources, these older fea-
tures, preserved in remnants, could speak in favour 
of a continuity of the site dating back to the 11th cen-
tury (cf. Radtke 1977, 30–31).

Whether this continuity of location actually goes 
back to the 11th century must remain an open ques-
tion for the time being. However, it seems justified to 
assume that it was precisely this building that was 
used for the royal banquets in 1111 and 1130 (Radt-
ke 1977, 32). Nonetheless, the older, as yet undated 
phase could coincide with the comment that King 
Níkulás took refuge »in the paternal house« (lar 
paternus) in 1134. The older phase may therefore 
be attributed to King Sven Estridsen (Radtke 1977, 
30; 2003, 4). However, the answer to the question of 
whether Sven himself built the royal residence from 
the ground up, or whether a building already existed 
on the site that he merely renovated (cf. Radtke 1977, 
31), remains a matter of speculation without further 
archaeological investigations at the site. In any case, 
Saxo’s mention provides indirect evidence that Sven 
Estridsen resided on the north bank of the Schlei 
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from 1066 at the latest, when he visited the town. In 
1085, King Cnut IV and his prudentes and sapientes 
would also have held their royal assembly in this res-
idence, and they fled there a year later (cf. Schlesing-
er 1972, 74; Radtke 2003, 4).

Coinage, kununglef and husebyer

Although coins were minted in Denmark from the 
early 9th century, it was not until the 11th centu-
ry, under King Cnut the Great and the influence 
of Anglo-Saxon coinage, that the issuing places 
were mentioned on the coins and that some mints 
can therefore be clearly identified (Andrén 1983, 46 
fig. 9; cf. Moesgaard 2018, 156–158. 190–192). A first 
series of coins from about 1020 can be linked to five 
mints – Lund, Roskilde, Ringsted, Viborg and Ribe – 
of which the first four are referred to as kununglef in 
King Valdemar’s survey from c. 1230 (Aakjær 1926–
1943a; Andrén 1983, 67 fn. 73). Another six mints 
appeared at the end of the 1020s, of which Slagelse, 
Odense, Aalborg, Aarhus and Hedeby/Slesvig are lat-
er listed as kununglef (Andrén 1983, 67 fn. 74). With 
the above-mentioned cross-coins minted between 
c. 975/980 and 990, the activity of a corresponding 
mint in Hedeby/Slesvig ended for the time being. 
Coins that could have been issued there after c. 986 
during the reign of King Sven Forkbeard have not 
yet been identified (Hilberg 2022, 376 with further 
references). As far as the 11th century is concerned, 

too little is known about Hedeby/Slesvig as a mint 
due to the current state of numismatic research, but 
it is becoming apparent that coins were minted there 
repeatedly, albeit certainly with interruptions or low 
output until after 1047 (Wiechmann 2013; Hilberg 
2022, 376–381 fig. 223 cat. nos 323–330 pl. 20). Worth 
mentioning are coins by King Harthacnut and King 
Magnus the Good, some of which name a monetar 
Ioli or Iuli, who minted in EIÐEBIINI, which can only 
mean Hedeby/Slesvig (Hilberg 2022, 379 fig. 226b–d). 
From c. 1070, Sven Estridsen then had coins mint-
ed on the north bank of the Schlei – denarii of the 
type Dbg. 1304 with the inscriptions +SVEINREX­
DANORVM on the obverse and +SVIESVVIOH on the 
reverse (Hilberg 2022, 380 fig. 227b).

Andrén (1983, 47) points out that the minting of 
coins was a regalian right (cf. Poulsen 2015, 147), and 
the king had coins struck by authority of his office 
and not because he belonged to one or the other roy-
al dynasty. It therefore seems extremely plausible to 
Andrén that the minting of coins was linked to an in-
stitutional – kununglef – and not to the patrimonial 
property 31. Parallels can be found in England, where 
coins were struck only in »boroughs«. The minting of 
coins was thus, to all appearances, directly linked to 
the royal power apparatus, and the coin was intend-
ed for the royal authorities attached to the kunung­
lef (Andrén 1983, 47). According to Andrén (1983, 47. 
49), the great correspondence between mints and 
kununglef is more than just a coincidence, and the 
many and scattered mints of the 1020s throughout 

Fig. 7  Reconstruction drawing 
of the 12th century royal residence 
in medieval Schleswig, based on 
the excavation results. – (Draw-
ing Stiftung Schleswig-Holstei-
nische Landesmuseen Schloss 
Gottorf).

31  Even in the event that the minting of coins was carried out in a form 
of private direction, e. g. in the case of enfeoffment or a lease, the activity 

would still have been initiated and controlled by the royal power (Andrén 
1983, 47).
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the country presuppose that the crown estate must 
have existed during this decade. Even though An-
drén’s statements are in the field of speculation in 
the absence of concrete written evidence, his con-
clusions, based on the comparison of royal mints of 
the early 11th century and later kununglef, are very 
convincing. Hence, Andrén can be supported in his 
conclusion that the crown estate becomes tangible 
at the latest from the 1020s onwards and that great 
importance may be attributed to it from this period.

Closely connected with the kununglef were the so-
called husebyer. They were probably even part of the 
crown estate, even though they are not listed as such 
in King Valdemar’s survey. In any case, they must 
be understood against a royal background (cf.  e. g. 
Steenstrup 1873–1874, 21; Steinnes 1955, 116–129; 
Andrén 1983, 50–52; Brink 2000, 276; Hybel/Poulsen 
2007, 301; Poulsen/Sindbæk 2011, 21). This is evident 
from a royal charter by King Valdemar II from 1233 
directed at the bishop of Ribe (discussed in detail 
by Lemm in prep. b). With his charter, Valdemar II 
ratified an earlier royal agreement between the king 
and the Church of Ribe saying that the king had full 
jurisdiction – both secular and ecclesiastical – over 
his estates, which were called Huseby (in nostris uillis 
que Huseby dicuntur, DD 1:6, no. 167). Moreover, the 
charter indicates that the huseby-places functioned 
as centres for the administration of the law and the 
collection of secular and ecclesiastical levies and 
fines as well as taxes for the levy fleet – the leding 
(cf.  Steenstrup 1873–1874, 21; Hybel/Poulsen 2007, 
301).

The husebyer existed not only in Denmark, where 
only eight of these place names have survived, but 
also in the separate kingdoms of Norway (N = c. 53) 
and Sweden (N = 66), where their royal background 
can be recognised even more clearly (cf. e. g. Brink 
2000, 277; Westerdahl/Stylegar 2004, 114; Eilers-
gaard Christensen et al. 2016). Almost without ex-
ception, the villages are characterised by very good 
connections to the land and waterways or even their 
junctions (Steinnes 1955, 67–78; Hallan 1954–1956, 
258–265; Larsson 1986, 43–50; Brink 2000, 278; 
Westerdahl/Stylegar 2004, 112). Research generally 

assumes that the original settlements  – often fea-
turing outstanding archaeological monuments and 
finds from the younger Germanic Iron Age and Vi-
king Age  – were the seats of petty kings or chief-
tains, whose property passed into royal ownership 
through confiscation in the course of the unification 
of the respective kingdom. However, there are also 
farms and hamlets that at first glance give a rather 
insignificant impression, but go by the same names. 
Hence, in the form of an established appellative and 
place name, the original term *Húsabýr may also 
have been used to designate newly established cen-
tral settlements or farms (Hyenstrand 1974; Brink 
1999, 283. 286–288; 2000, 277–278; Westerdahl/Sty
legar 2004, 101. 109. 119; Lemm in prep. b).

In the hinterland of Hedeby/Slesvig, there is a 
huseby-site that is clearly based on an older centre 
from the younger Germanic Iron Age and Viking 
Age (cf. fig. 1A; presented in detail in Lemm 2018). In 
the High and Late Middle Ages, Husby represented 
the eponymous centre of what was once the largest 
hundred (Dan. herred) in Angeln, which originally 
probably encompassed the whole of northern An-
geln (Laur 1992, 355). In all likelihood, the place was 
important at least at regional level in political, cultic 
and probably also economic terms, and most likely 
became part of the Danish king’s power apparatus 
when it was elevated to the status of huseby. Re-
search now assumes that the husebyer were estab-
lished in the period after 1000 (Andrén 1983, 50–51; 
Lindkvist 1988, 30. 61; Brink 1999, 283; 2000, 276; 
Westerdahl/Stylegar 2004, 116. 119. 125), but it is 
very difficult to date the places more precisely. How-
ever, there are indications that the Danish husebyer 
may have been established before the middle of the 
11th century – presumably during the reign of King 
Cnut the Great. From this time onwards, Husby is 
likely to have been home to a royal official who was 
charged with administrative tasks, above all the col-
lection of taxes and levies. It may also have served as 
a temporary residence for the king and his retinue 
when travelling through the realm, as it was only a 
day’s journey from Hedeby/Slesvig at a distance of 
just over 25 km (Lemm in prep. b).

Thorsten Lemm · A Landscape of Royal Power on the Schlei78



Summary and Conclusion

If Godfred is accepted as the founder of the trad-
ing place in 808, this is also the first written evi-
dence of a royal presence in Hedeby/Slesvig. Even 
though older archaeological finds are now known 
from Hedeby/Slesvig, it seems that it was only in 
the early 9th century that the Danish kingship rec-
ognised the favourable geographic preconditions of 
the Schlei and the narrow Schleswig Isthmus from 
an economic point of view, or at least only then de-
cided to take advantage of them for long-distance 
trade. It is reasonable to assume that in 808 King 
Godfred took the merchants from Reric to Sliesthorp 
to establish a trading place there. Archaeological ev-
idence for this early date is not yet available, but the 
establishment of a parcelled »merchant settlement« 
falls into the first quarter of the 9th century. It was 
probably in around 820/825, i. e. after a certain time 
delay, that a royal mint was established at the site. 
Building measures (e. g. harbour facilities) and the 
flourishing of the exchange of goods at the site must 
inevitably have led to the perception of the site as 
a trading centre among its Frankish-Saxon neigh-
bours, which was probably reflected in the change 
of the name used from Sliesthorp to Sliaswich. The 
building of a church around 849  – expressly with 
royal permission – resulted in a greater presence of 
Christian traders, which had a positive effect on the 
prosperity of the place.

Apart from a brief interruption (812–813), only 
members of one royal lineage sat on the Danish 
throne in the first half of the 9th century – from God-
fred to Horik  II – who consequently also exercised 
control over Hedeby/Slesvig and profited from the 
trading place. In any case, the continuity of power 
under the »Godfred-dynasty« may have positively 
influenced the rise of the emporium at the inner end 
of the Schlei. The most striking visible expression of 
their power is probably to be seen in the magnificent 
boat chamber grave, in which a member of the fam-
ily – very likely Horik I – was buried. Whether the 
kings Sigfred and Halfdan, who are mentioned for 
873, also belonged to this linage cannot be clarified 
in the absence of further sources. Nevertheless, their 
intention to make trade routes through the Dan-
ish-Saxon border area safer must certainly be seen 
as an expression of their interest in the profitable 
trading centre. Thus, for almost the entire 9th centu-
ry, concrete evidence of royal control over and in-
fluence on the place can be gathered, justifying the 
designation of Hedeby/Slesvig as a royal town.

Despite the short, much-discussed episode be-
tween 974 and 983, both written sources and ar-
chaeological evidence, such as rune stones, the con-

struction work on the Semicircular Rampart and the 
Danevirke, the minting of coins, the equestrian and 
weapon graves of royal retainers, and possibly also 
the establishment of a defensive system to protect 
Hedeby/Slesvig, clearly show that Danish kings con-
tinued to exercise control over the trading town and 
its hinterland in the 10th century and were also pres-
ent there.

With the conquest of England by Sven Forkbeard 
in 1013 and again by Cnut the Great in 1016, as well as 
the latter’s overlordship of Norway, the huge »North 
Sea realm« was established. The inevitably intensive 
contacts with England that followed are also reflect-
ed in the finds from Hedeby/Slesvig (Hilberg 2022, 
476–477). In addition, an Anglo-Saxon influence 
on Danish coinage is clearly recognisable. Further-
more, it can be assumed that from the 1020s, at the 
same time as several mints were established across 
the country, the kununglef also began to take con-
crete shape, and this presumably went hand in hand 
with the establishment of the royal huseby-places in 
Denmark. Overall, this gave the itinerant kingship, 
which had certainly already existed before, an even 
broader basis. Due to the position of power that Cnut 
held, he now also appeared on the European political 
stage, which manifested itself, among other ways, in 
direct contact with Emperor Conrad II. As a result, 
there were several marriage alliances between Scan-
dinavian and East-Frankish members of royal and 
noble families and negotiations with high-ranking 
secular and ecclesiastical officials. Hedeby/Slesvig 
was the scene of such events on several occasions.

The attack by the Norwegian King Harald on 
Hedeby/Slesvig in 1050 appears to have resulted in a 
complete destruction of the town, but not its aban-
donment. The following Slavic attack on the trad-
ing centre only 16 years later, however, resulted in 
a drastic decision, which was most likely taken at 
royal level (Hilberg 2022, 470 tab. 46; 480): During 
the reign of Sven Estridsen, the trading town was 
moved to the north bank of the Schlei to the loca-
tion of medieval Schleswig. Further royal visits to 
this place are documented in writing in the late 11th, 
and more frequently in the 12th and 13th centuries. In 
King Valdemar’s survey from c. 1230, three-quar-
ters of Hethæby is still documented as belonging to 
the crown estate (kununglef) and one-quarter to the 
duchy.

The royal presence and control, however, was not 
limited to the trading centre and its northern hinter-
land, but extended far beyond: Hedeby/Slesvig was at 
the same time the centre of the territory to the south, 
which also belonged to the Danish king’s sphere of 
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power. The political border in the south had been 
at the Eider since 811 at the latest, while the Dane
virke in the North represented a withdrawn military 
defence line. In between was the border district be-
tween the Schlei and the Eider which, with the pos-
sible exception of the period 974–983, belonged per-
manently to the Danish Kingdom. It is highly likely 
that, since its early stages, this territory constituted 
a self-contained district closely connected to royal 
governorship, which still existed in the 13th century 
with a high density of crown estate and royal pri-
vate property, and was then denoted as Fræzlæt and 
inter Slæ et Eydær, according to the »main part« of 
King Valdemar’s 1231 survey. This is supported by 
written evidence on King Godfred and the presumed 
royal stewards, Gluomi, Hovi and Roric, in relation 
to military defence and expeditionary forces, gover-
norship and border region matters. Unlike the rest 
of Old-Denmark north of the Danevirke, this district 
was not divided into administrative hundreds (Dan. 
herreder) before the early 14th century, when the en-
tire crown estate in the Duchy of Schleswig was also 
ceded by the king to the duke.

Although there are no written sources for the Vi-
king Age comparable to the records in Valdemar II’s 
survey with regard to royal possessions in the Schlei 
region, one thing should be clear: Both economically 
and militarily, the Schlei region was of paramount 
importance to the Danish kingdom in the Viking 
Age. Consequently, we can assume not only a great 
royal interest, but also a strong royal presence in the 
region, be it in person, through a governor, with the 
help of the military retinue or in the form of repre-
sentative buildings such as the Danevirke or, at cer-
tain times, through all of these at once.

Medieval documents show that the royal pal-
ace (aula regia) in Hedeby/Slesvig was a frequently 
visited place of residence in the course of the Dan-
ish itinerant kingship. A corresponding exercise of 
rulership can probably be assumed as early as the 
Viking Age. The high medieval royal residence on 
the north bank of the Schlei has been proven by ar-
chaeological excavations on the eastern edge of the 
old town of Schleswig. This complex of massive 
stone buildings with echoes of East-Frankish/Ger-
man Pfalz architecture can be dated to the middle 
of the 12th century, but has an older, as yet undat-
ed, construction phase. The latter can probably be 
equated with the »paternal house« (lar paternus) in 
which King Níkulás/Niels sought refuge in 1134. It 
may therefore be assumed that his father, King Sven 
Estridsen, already resided in this building complex 
from 1066 (at the latest). However, written sources, 
the boat chamber grave, archaeological evidence of 
building activities at the Semicircular Rampart and 

at the Danevirke as well as rune stones indicate a 
royal presence in Hedeby/Slesvig or its immediate 
surroundings prior to 1066. An important question 
that arises in this context relates to the location of 
the Viking Age royal residence. So far, this question 
has not been answered.

The question of whether the royal residence 
of Hedeby/Slesvig could have been located on the 
north bank of the Schlei early in the 11th century is 
discussed by historians in close connection with the 
hitherto unknown location of the episcopal church 
at that time. This is based on the historical ensemble 
of royal seat, cathedral, mint, trading town and ad-
ministrative centre, as can also be seen in the Dan-
ish town of Lund in Scania, for example (Hoffmann 
1984, 129). Sliaswig, together with Ribe and Aarhus, 
was elevated to a bishopric by Pope Agapit  II and 
Otto the Great in 948 (Adam II, 4). While Hoffmann 
(1984, 128) and Radtke (1977, 31; 2003, 4; 2017, 85–
98) consider a location of the bishop’s church (in 
combination with a presumed royal palace) on the 
north shore, Schlesinger (1972, 82) and Fried (2022, 
25) conclude that this Sliaswig could only have been 
located at Haddeby Bay. An assessment is made 
more difficult by the double name of the place used 
before and after 1066, and especially in the choice 
of words by Adam of Bremen, which Radtke (2017) 
and Fried (2022) have recently dealt with in detail. 
Based on the written sources, it is not possible to 
clarify beyond doubt, especially for the first half of 
the 11th century, whether the place name Hedeby/
Slesvig still refers exclusively to the settlement at 
Haddeby Bay or likewise to an already-existing set-
tlement on the north bank of the Schlei. However, 
there is no archaeological evidence of settlement ac-
tivity within the old town of Schleswig before 1071 
(Vogel 1983, 21).

Besides King Godfred (804, 808), both King Horik I 
(c. 849) and his successor Horik  II (854) are likely 
to have been present in Hedeby/Slesvig and must 
therefore have resided somewhere. The same applies 
to the members of the Olaf-dynasty and the Jelling 
kings of the 10th century. For the 11th century, events 
such as the colloquium and the »political wedding« 
of 1042 and the opulentum convivium in the winter 
of 1052/53 suggest both an episcopal church and a 
royal residence with opportunities for representative 
banqueting in Hedeby/Slesvig (Schlesinger 1972, 71–
72; Radtke 1977, 29; Hoffmann 1980, 28; 1984, 128; 
opposite view: Fried 2022, 28–30). These events may 
very well still be seen in connection with the town 
within the Semicircular Rampart. This is even more 
true in view of the fact that Hilberg (2022, 469–480) 
can now document craft and trade activities at the 
site up to the 1060s.
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The most prominent position for a royal residence 
in Hedeby/Slesvig would have been the elevation in 
the southwest of the town area, where two burial 
grounds are also situated (fig. 8, 4–5). The short dis-
tance to the merchants’ and craftsmen’s settlement 
need not have been an exclusion criterion, since the 
later royal residence in Schleswig’s old town was also 
only 50 m away from the medieval market square. 
For topographical reasons, a large building on the 
elevation would have towered over all other parts of 
the town and would have been visible from afar, not 
only to travellers reaching the town by ship, but also 
to those approaching by land prior to the construc-
tion of the Semicircular Rampart, probably in the 

10th century. However, this localisation is of course 
still pure speculation, as no archaeological evidence 
of a representative building on this spot has yet been 
found. However, it should not be forgotten that only 
around 5 % of the entire town area of around 25.5 ha 
has been excavated to date (Hilberg 2022, 35) 32.

As there is no previous archaeological evidence 
within the Semicircular Rampart, a location in the 
vicinity of the trading town should also be consid-
ered for the royal seat that was connected to Hede-
by/Slesvig. Due to the close spatial proximity, Do-
bat (2022, 13) proposes the settlement in Füsing as a 
potential royal residence. His consideration is based 
on a possible contextual comparability with the two 

Fig. 8  The trading town of Hedeby/Slesvig and selected Viking Age finds and sites in its immediate vicinity: 1 Find place of two swords decorated 
in the Jelling style. – 2 Semicircular Rampart. – 3 Location of Hedeby Wreck 1. – 4 Inhumation burial ground (Flachgräberfeld). – 5 Chamber-burial 
ground (Kammergräberfeld). – 6 Trough-shaped and V-shaped ditches. – 7 Boat chamber grave on the southern edge of the southern burial ground 
(Südgräberfeld). – 8 Outer Rampart. – 9 DR 3/Sl 3. – 10 DR 1/Sl 1. – 11 DR 2/Sl 2. – The reconstruction of roads in this area – based on prehistoric mon-
uments and Viking Age finds in combination with various historical maps and topography – proved to be much more difficult than in other areas and 
should therefore still be regarded as preliminary. – (Graphics T. Lemm, basedata by LVermGeoSH, reconstruction of roads and buildings within the 
Semicircular Rampart by V. Hilberg 2022, 471 fig. 270).

32  Recently, Kalmring (2024, 185–186 fn. 16–17) put forward a different 
suggestion for the potential position of the (late Viking Age) royal residence 
within the Semicircular Rampart. He speculates whether it may have ex­
isted directly on the shoreline in close proximity to the find location of the 

royal longship Wreck 1; this area has not yet been archaeologically or geo­
physically investigated, since it is heavily water-saturated due to the risen 
water level.
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aristocratic/royal residences of Adelsö/Hovgården 
and Huseby/Skíringssalr, both of which were locat-
ed within a few kilometres of the emporia of Birka 
and Kaupang (Hedenstierna-Jonson 2016; Skre 2007, 
223). As mentioned above, Füsing (still) stands out 
from contemporary settlements in the Schlei re-
gion due to the archaeological finds, the number of 
pit houses and the character of the post buildings. 
A certain number of elite or aristocratic settlements 
from the 8th–10th centuries, several of which can 
certainly be understood as (temporary) royal res-
idences, are now known from Old-Denmark  – e. g. 
Tissø and Lejre on Zealand, Järrestad in Scania and 
now also Erritsø in Jutland (e. g. Jørgensen 2003, 
191–200; Christensen 2015, esp. 133–149; Ravn et al. 
2019, 38–39). These settlements have a more or less 
comparable appearance. They are characterised by a 
large east-west aligned hall building in the centre, 
a small building within a fenced area to the south 
of the hall, various auxiliary buildings and often a 
rectangular fence or palisade enclosing the entire 
complex (cf. Grimm, this volume). The architecture 
in Füsing does not correspond to the layout of these 
settlements; however, this fact should not be seen 
as an exclusion criterion per se in view of the still 

incomplete state of research on Viking Age aristo-
cratic and royal residences (especially in western 
Denmark). It is quite conceivable and even probable 
that not all early Viking Age aristocratic and royal 
manors in Old-Denmark were built according to the 
same scheme. This naturally makes it more difficult 
to identify actual royal residences. The example of 
Jelling (Kähler Holst et al. 2013, 494) also teaches us 
that royal sites should not even be expected to have 
special or high numbers of finds; this also applies 
to Erritsø, which has been interpreted as a poten-
tial royal manor (Ravn et al. 2019, 40). The possibil-
ity that the settlement in Füsing could have served 
as a temporary residence for the king or his steward 
(cf. Dobat 2022, 14) therefore still exists.

Furthermore, a royal residence is also theoretical-
ly conceivable in the immediate vicinity of Hedeby/
Slesvig. The rune stone (DR 3/Sl 3) placed by King 
Sven himself to the west of the town in Busdorf could 
perhaps provide a clue (fig. 8, 9). Moreover, approxi-
mately 800 m north of the rune stone, two splendid 
swords elaborately decorated in the Jelling style were 
discovered, which certainly belonged to an elite  – 
perhaps royal? – social class (figs 8, 1; 9; Müller-Wille 
1973). To date, however, there is no archaeological 

Fig. 9  Two fragmented swords elaborately decorated in the Jelling style found in Busdorf c. 700 m west of Hedeby/Slesvig. – (Photos Stiftung Schles
wig-Holsteinische Landesmuseen Schloss Gottorf).
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evidence of a settlement at either of the two sites 
and, due to the large-scale modern development of 
the area, future discoveries of such are probably no 
longer to be expected. In the recent past, private 
detector surveys southwest of Hedeby/Slesvig have 
uncovered a large number of Viking Age artefacts 
spread over several fields. Geomagnetic surveys and 
minor excavations, however, did not yield any trac-
es of a permanent settlement (Tummuscheit et al. in 
print). Accordingly the human activities in this area 
are considered to be rather seasonal in nature 33.

Hence, clarifying the question of the Viking Age 
royal residence of Hedeby/Slesvig will remain one 
of the more important tasks of future archaeological 
investigations at the site and in its immediate vicin-
ity. This article, however, should sufficiently answer 
the question of whether and why Danish kings had 
a great interest in controlling the important trading 
centre and were therefore temporarily present at 
Hedeby/Slesvig and its surroundings.
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