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has, until now, not been a concerted argument about the 
use of translation and its relationship to the shaping of the 
identity of Rus’. Thus, this book will attempt to make what 
seems like a complex argument: that the ruler of Rus’ 

be called a kingdom, not a principality.
The process of overturning literally centuries of usage 
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rulers, and what titles Rusian sources used for their own 
and other rulers. All this combines to establish a baseline 
understanding of the rulers, their functions, and how they 
are referred to throughout medi eval Europe. Finally, in the 
conclusion, we come back to one of the basic questions 
that historians ask, and which should be asked of histori-
ans: “So what?” The impact and consequences of making 
a kingdom of Rus’ are seen in a couple of small examples 
that demonstrate the impact of even small changes on our 
perception and understanding of the past. All of this com-
bines to articulate the larger idea that we need to not just 







Europe is a place. It is a continent, though with only impre-
cise divisions from Asia, and one that schoolchildren are 
required to learn about as part of elementary geography 
lessons. Europe is also an idea. This can be seen most 
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Harald next travelled to Byzantium, where he served in 





18

riage, Evpraksia left her husband and began to speak out 
against him, in favour of Pope Urban II (d. 1099), Henry IV’s 
opponent. Evpraksia spoke at multiple gatherings of bish-
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example, as it is told throughout textbooks on medieval 
history and yet Rus’ never gets a mention, despite the 
enormous role played by Evpraksia. Incorporating Rus’, and 
elsewhere, is an essential component to understanding 
what medieval Europe was, what happened there, and why.

Rus’ was part of medieval Europe, even beyond the 
reli  gious and marital connections illustrated here. The 
domi  nant trade routes in which they participated were 






