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A similar point can be made about Chnstlamty “The Christianiza-
| tion of first the Mediterranean world, then of the broader reaches of
central, eastern and northern Burope in the first millennium, is
| sometimes seen as a transformation entirely unaffected by the collapse

of Rome. There is some truth to this notion, but it can also mislead.
- The Christian religion has always evolved, certainly institutionally,
| according to contemporary contexts. As we saw in Chapter 3, the
 Romanization of Christianity was as important an historical phenom-
| enon as the Christianization of the Empire. Thanks to the emperor
- uonstantme and his successors, imperially funded meetings of Christian
~ leaders were able to define most of the religion’s doctrines from the
- carly fourth century onwards. The Church also developed a very
- particular hierarchy of bishops, archbishops and patriarchs whose
geographical locations largely reflected the Empire’s administrative
structure of local and regional capitals. Nor did Christian Roman
emperors step back one iota from the claim made by their pagan
predecessors that they had been appointed by the Divinity — they
simply re-identified that Divinity as the Christian God. So they had
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every right, as they saw it, to involve themselves in the operation of
the Church at all levels. And they duly did so, calling councils, making
laws, and interfering in senior appointments.
Christianity as it evolved within the structures of the Empire was
thus very different from what it had been before Constantine’s
conversiod: and the disappearance of the Roman state profoundly
changed it yet again. For one thing, the boundaries of the new
kingdoms failed in some cases to respect the hierarchies of late Roman
administration. Bishops thus sometimes found themselves in one
kingdom, and their archbishops in another. Successive-archbishops. of
Arles,-which-was-part-of the Visigothic kingdom but whose metropoli-
tan _control extended into-the Burgundian; fell foul of their kings-who,
suspicious -of “their-cross-border contacts;-removed them from- their
<posts-There was change, too, of an intellectual kind. In the Roman
world, leading laymen — who were as well if not better educated than
the clergy — often contributed to religious debate. But with the
disappearance of widespread literacy, laymen soon ceased to be able to
do so, and the intellectual world of the early medieval Church became
a solidly clerical one. This would not have happened, had laymen
remained as educated as clerics. Equally important, post-Roman kings
inherited from their predecessors the claim to religious authority, and
took it upon themselves to appoint bishops and call councils. As a
result, Christianity operated at this time in what Peter Brown has
called ‘Christian microcosms’. There was no single, unified Church;
rather, the boundaries of post-Roman kingdoms defined working
regional subgroupings, and these Church communities within the
different kingdoms had relatively little to do with one another,?
Above all, the rise of the medieval papacy as an overarching

authority for the whole of western Christendom is inconceivable
without the collapse of the Roman Empire. In the Middle Ages, popes
came to play many of the roles within the Church that Christian
Roman emperors had appropriated to themselves — making laws,
calling councils, making or influencing important appointments. Had
western emperors of the Roman type still existed, it is inconceivable
that popes would have been able to carve out for themselves a position
of such independence. In the east, where emperors still ruled, succes-
sive Patriarchs of "Constantinople, whose legal and administrative
position was modelled on that of the Roman papacy, found it imposs-
ible to act other than as imperial yes-men. Appointed by the emperors
SV tonded to Lo ok im Vw‘mﬁ

buweQucrats lf@“\f ng(:é?hvt P }W\b,m{aﬂ peders -




