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Orri Vésteinsson

Introduction

Although major excavations in Myvatnssveit wound to a close in 2006 fieldwork has
continued there every season since. The largest single component has been the midden
excavation at Skutustadir from 2008 and in 2010 excavation of the Christian cemetery in
Hofstadir resumed after a break of several years. In 2007 a number of sites were targeted
for minor interventions both to identify midden deposits suitable for further investigation
but also in order to obtain dating for the settlements.” The results confirmed earlier
indications that a very large number of farm sites in Myvatnssveit were abandoned in the
12™ and 13™ centuries,’ but they also brought to light clear evidence of very early — pre
~940 — occupation of a surprisingly high number of sites. The fieldwork in 2010 was
planned to follow up on these indications; to increase the sample size by obtaining dates
from more sites in Myvatnssveit and to extend the survey area by including sites in the
upper reaches of Reykjadalur, which adjoins Myvatnssveit on the western side. Seven
sites, four in Myvatnssveit and three in Reykjadalur were investigated by trenching but in
addition Viking age dates were obtained for a boundary wall in Sellond at the SE margins
of Myvatnssveit and a probable farm in Svartarkot. The latter site is in the highland
interior some 27 km south of Lake Myvatn and belongs to the district of Bardardalur. It
was targeted partly on rescue grounds, to assess the rate of erosion from lake Svartarvatn,
but also to see if sufficient midden deposits remained for further investigation.

Also reported here are trenches dug at four shieling sites as a part of a research

project directed by Professor Ian A. Simpson of the University of Stirling into grazing

! Agtista Edwald ed. 2009, Oskuhaugsrannsoknir & Skatustédum i Myvatnssveit 2008.
Framvinduskyrsla I, FS419, Reykjavik. Agusta Edwald ed. 2010, Oskuhaugsrannsoknir &
Skdtustodum i Myvatnssveit 2009. Framvinduskyrsla I, FS447, Reykjavik. Report on
2010 season in prep.

% Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2008, Archaeological investigations in Myvatnssveit 2007, FS386,
Reykjavik.

3 Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2003, Landscapes of settlement 2002. Reports on investigations at
five medieval sites in Myvatnssveit, FS218, Reykjavik.
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Fig. 1. Sites in Myvatnssveit and Reykjadalur discussed in this report. The unlabelled points mark
other Viking age sites known in the area.

impacts of shielings in NE-Iceland. The aim here was primarily to build a chronological
dimension to the soil analyses already carried out but this trenching also complements the
settlement history data obtained from the farm sites in interesting ways.

Alongside the trenching most of the sites were mapped with a GPS station as were
three of the sites trenched in 2007 for which only sketch maps had existed previously.

In addition to the fieldwork reported here, and the excavations at Hofstadir and

Skutustadir, the 2010 season in Myvatnssveit saw a preliminary excavation of an alleged



pre-Christian boat burial in Kumlabrekka which will be reported separately although the
tephra analysis is included in Magnus Sigurgeirsson’s report published here. The same
applies to a trench dug in a ruin called Porutoftir in Seljadalur. This investigation was a
part of a project commissioned by Hid pingeyska fornleifafélag but the tephra analysis is

included in Magnus’s report.

The fieldwork was conducted between June 25™ and July 15" 2010. The project was
made possible by financial assistance from NSF (NSF Office of Polar Programs Arctic
Social Sciences Program grant 0732327) and Nyskdpunarsjodur nAmsmanna as well as
the participating institutions: Fornleifastofnun Islands, Haskoli {slands, City University of
New York and the University of Stirling. Most of the trenches were dug and recorded by
Orri Vésteinsson but at the four shieling sites Prof. lan Simpson, Eileen Tisdall and Huw
Smith from Stirling also dug and recorded. CUNY grad students Frank Feeley and
Megan Hicks helped out, Frank with a coring survey in Sellandasel and Megan with
backfilling while Frank and Aaron Kendall took part with Orri Vésteinsson and Thomas
H. McGovern in the fieldwork at Svartarkot. Gisli Palsson carried out the GPS survey of
the sites and produced the site-maps included in this report while Magnus A.
Sigurgeirsson analysed the tephras. Birna Larusdoéttir and Oscar Aldred provided help
with the preparation of this report. The landowners of Maskot, Vidar, Helluvao,
Gautlond, Arnarvatn, Geirastadir and Granavatn kindly gave permission for excavation
and coring and special thanks are due to Finnbogi Stefansson in Geirastadir as well as
Asmundur Jonsson in Hofstadir for their help. As ever Arni Einarsson of the Myvatn

Research Station was a staunch supporter.



Orri Vésteinsson

Results of trenching at seven medieval sites

Pyrilskot
byrilskot is on land belonging to the farm Maskot in Reykjadalshreppur. The site is some
700 m northwest of the modern farm, which is, as far as is known, also the site of the
traditional farm, originally known as Mésvatn and attested first in 1553.* Maskot was
valued at only 5 hundreds which makes it one of the smallest holdings in the region.

byrilskot is first mentioned in a mid-20™ century place name inventory for Maskot
and the site was surveyed by Birna Larusdottir in 2002.° The name is derived from the
hill Pyrill, which towers over the site and is a landmark in an otherwise relatively
featureless hillside. Pyrill occurs as a farm name (in Hvalfjérdur) and it may have been
the name for this site when it was in operation, but it is equally likely that the original
name is lost and that the ruins are simply named from the nearest landmark. The site is in
a line of sites which lies diagonally up the hillside from River Reykjadalsé to Lake
Masvatn, beginning with the traditional farm Hallbjarnarstadir (now abandoned), through
Hallbjarnarstadasel (traditionally shieling from Hallbjarnarstadir, now the site of the
modern farm Brun), and Pyrilskot, Maskot and finally Hallskot which is described below.
The pre-modern ruins at Hallbjarnarstadasel may have been similar to Pyrilskot as the site
is described as having been a farm before it was a shieling, an observation usually based
on the presence of a field-enclosure. These ruins have now been levelled however so this
will remain uncertain.’

The ruins at Pyrilskot consist of a sub-oval enclosure, defining an area of some
0,4 ha. Inside the enclosure there is a natural hill with at least two, rather indistinct ruins

on top. The two rather small ruins may overlie a larger house or enclosure. At the foot of

* Diplomatarium islandicum XII, 642.

> Birna Larusdéttir 2002, Fornleifakénnun. Vegarbatur & Myvatnsheidi, FS176,
Reykjavik, p. 13.

6 Birna Larusdéttir 2002, Fornleifakénnun. Vegarbatur & Myvatnsheidi, p. 14.



Fig. 2. byrilskot from the air, looking southeast. Photo by Arni Einarsson

the hill there is a small rectangular structure, much better preserved but judging from the
condition of the walls and the vegetation of the same age as the enclosure. It is 7x5 m
with a doorway at the SW-corner. There is a distinct gateway on the south-side of the
enclosure and inside this, west of the gateway, a small weaning fold has been built
against the enclosure wall. This structure is clearly more recent than the others at this
site. 30 m east of the enclosure there is a 15 m long ruin, divided in at least two rooms
and in between it and the enclosure a small hillock which may contain archaeological
features.

The site is situated below a hill, Pyrill, now eroded on top, at the border between
what is now dry open pasture, but likely originally to have been dominated by shrub if it
was not wooded, and wetlands which slope gradually down to the river Reykjadalsa.
Such sloping wetlands are believed to have been covered in shrub too at the beginning of

settlement’ and it may be that the significance of the location of the site at this border has

7 prostur Eysteinsson pers. comm.
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Fig. 3. byrilskot. Plan by Gisli Palsson.

more to do with the springs of groundwater that emerge along it. There are several
springs in the bog south and east of the site.

None of the ruins visible on the surface has the look of a dwelling and the small
size of the enclosure more or less definitely precludes that this place ever was a farm. It
seems rather to belong to the group of sites, referred to as the intermediate type in an
earlier report,8 along with Geldingataettur north of Hofstadir and vid Vidiker north of
Reykjahlid.” The question remains whether such sites represent shielings or outstations
of some other sort or whether they should be seen as farms-to-be, sites where cultivation
and building activity had started in preparation for the establishment of a fully-fledged

farm. This issue will be reviewed in greater detail in the Discussion below.

¥ Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2008, Archaeological investigations in Myvatnssveit 2007, p. 5.

? Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2008, Archaeological investigations in Myvatnssveit 2007, p. 12-
15. Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2003, Landscapes of settlement. Reports on investigations at six
medieval sites in Myvatnssveit, p. 80-83.
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A small trench was dug into the
enclosure wall on the outside of its SE-
side. This revealed a turf wall (4),
unusually built of kldmbruhnaus, with
the dark tephras of the LNS embedded in
¢ the turf. H-1300 and V-1477 are on top
of the wall, suggesting that it had been
reduced to a height of less than 0,3 m
before the 13™ century. A chunk of H3

in the otherwise purely acolian layer (7)
Fig. 4. KIsmbruhnaus in the wall at Pyrilskot. ~ t this site in the late middle ages. In the
Looking NNW. g the wall on the outside (5) both the H-

1104 and V-1159 were found in situ suggesting that the wall had been built well before

the end of the 11™ century. The wall, associated with a cut (2) on the outside, is built on

top of a cultural layer (3), made up of thin lenses of light brown organic silt with some
charcoal. Towards the bottom of this layer the V~940 tephra is in situ, sealing a I cm
thick cultural layer made of upcast (specks of H3) lying on the natural.

This shows that some digging had occurred at this site before ~940 and that a
cultural layer had
accumulated before the
wall was built, which
however must have been

well before 1104.

Fig. 5. West facing
section of the test
trench in byrilskot.
1: Natural. 2: cut.
3. cultural layer w.
V~940 in situ. 4.
Turfwall. 5. Turf

1 / debris. 6. Aeolian
| S N— .' mixed w. upcast. 7.
H3 b e s e / Aeolian. 7b. Single

- o o, - -

chunk of upcast. 8.
Top soil.

Im
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Fig. 6. Hallskot from the air, looking west. Photo by Arni Einarsson

Hallskot

Hallskot is on the property of the farm Vidar and is mentioned as a long-abandoned farm
in the 1712 land register, where it is added that people thought the home-field too small
to have supported a settlement.'® The site was originally surveyed by Birna Larusdottir in
2002."

The site is on the southern side of Maslakur, the brook that drains Lake Masvatn.
Hallskot is some 300 m west of Lake Masvatn, 1 km south of Maskot and 2 km east of
the site of Vidar farm, which is on much lower land down by Reykjadalsa. The brook is
the present boundary between the farms Vidar and Maskot, but Hallskot is much closer to
the lake than Méskot, originally called Masvatn, from the lake. This suggests that
Hallskot is unlikely to have been in occupation at the time when the name Masvatn

applied to the other farm, i.e. in the 16" century. Indeed both Hallskot and Vidatoft

10 Jardabok Arna MagnUssonar og Pals Vidalin XI, 188-89.
"' Birna Larusdéttir 2002, Fornleifakénnun. Vegarbatur & Myvatnsheidi, p. 8-9.

12



Maslzkur stream

B0 0 o 0 0 0, 02>

leletekeiekeishesele

oM 20M 40M 60M

e ™ ™ —

Fig. 7. Hallskot. Plan by Gisli Palsson

(discussed below) would — on account of their greater proximity to the lake — have been

more aptly named Mdsvatn than the farm which had that name in the 16" century. Itis

possible that Masvatn/kot was named from the lake because of seniority, that it was

13



Fig. 8. Trench 3 in the inner omefield boundary, looking est. B

occupied before the other two. The fact that it outlasted them by hundreds of years also
suggests that is on better land, supporting the idea of seniority. But it is also possible that
the name was transferred after Hallskot and Vidatoft had been abandoned, and even that
Maskot is a later foundation.

The ruins at Hallskot consist of a sub-rectangular enclosure, some 0,9 ha in size.
Within this there are two main ruin mounds, one close to the north side of the enclosure
and a larger one on a slight rise nearer its centre. The latter has two elongated multi-
cellular structures, but the former one. These three structures visible on the surface are,
judging by the vegetation, more recent than the enclosures and other structures at this site
and may represent reuse of the site after abandonment, e.g. as a shieling. They clearly
cap earlier phases but in neither mound is the accumulation very great, 0,5-1 m, which is
consistent with the view that this site was not used for very long. The only other
structure visible inside the homefield is a pen which abuts the eastern side of the
enclosure. This eastern side continues to the south where it joins a larger earthwork

which curves around the homefield enclosure on the south and west. Although this larger

14
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Fig. 9. Prehistoric charcoal layer below the black bands of the LNS. Trench 2, north side.

earthwork is more sunken and swollen than the homefield boundary, and has therefore
been considered earlier, the fact that it swings around the site surely suggests the
opposite. The difference in appearance more likely has to do with different construction,
with the larger wall probably constructed in the same way as other great earthworks on
the heaths of Sudur bingeyjarsysla, mostly made of loose material, while the homefield
enclosure is more solidly constructed. Inside the area between the earthwork and the
homefield there is a ridge with an E-W direction with a indistinct multi-celled structure
on top. This is adjacent to a short stretch of boundary wall which may have subdivided
the space between homefield and the larger earthwork even further, but the western
extension of this, which would have closed the gap, is not visible on the surface. West of
the homefield wall there is an elongated structure, divided in 2-3 rooms with a door on
the western gable facing down-slope, a structure with the characteristics and location of a
byre. An irrigation channel has been built in the gully which Maslakur runs through
north of the site. It has received water from the brook and channelled it westwards onto

the bog on the slope downwards from the site. This structure appears to be later than the

15
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Fig. 10. Sections from trenches 2 (right) and 3 (left) at Hallskot. Trench 3: 1: Natural. 2.
Cultural layer w. H-1300 in situ. 3. Turf wall. 4. Turf debris. 5. Aeolian. 6. Top soil. Trench 2:
1. Natural. 2-4. Cultural layers. 5. Aeolian. 6. Top soil.

other earthworks at this site and may be contemporary with the later ruins on top of the
two mounds, although it may also be much more recent.

Hallskot is situated similarly to Pyrilskot and Méskot in that it is on the border
between dry pastures, which will have been wooded at the time of settlement, and
wetlands sloping down to Reykjadalsa. At Hallskot this is unlikely to have to do with a
water source as the site is on the bank of a brook which is unlikely to run dry as it is the
outlet of Lake Masvatn.

Three trenches were dug at Hallskot in 2010. Trench 1 is 10 m WSW of the SW
corner of the more southerly ruin on top of the central mound. In this there were no
unequivocal cultural layers, only the LNS without the two olive-green 9™-10" century
tephras — suggesting that they have been stripped off — and a 5-8 cm thick layer of light
yellow organic silt between the upper black tephra and the V-1477. The organic silt may
be indicative of wet conditions and may relate to home-field improvements. It is at any
rate not ordinary aeolian soil.

Trench 2 is 1 m west of the SW corner of the more southerly ruin on top of the
central mound, i.e. in the edge of the mound. Also here the olive-green tephras are
missing from the LNS. Intriguingly there is a charcoal layer below the lowest black

tephra (“c”) in the sequence in the north side of the trench. This must be from before c.

16



500 AD and likely represents a natural fire. On top of the LNS there are two thin cultural
layers (2) and (3), both inside 1 cm in thickness, differently brown organic silt with
specks of H3 suggesting upcast. On top of this there is a thicker laminated cultural layer
(4) with turf debris, ash and charcoal, interspersed with lenses of aeolian accumulation.
About a third of the way up this layer the H-1158 tephra lies in situ. This layer has an
indistinct border with the acolian accumulation (5) above in which the H-1300 tephra is
found. This suggests that occupation had started well before 1158 but had ceased well
before 1300. Although this trench was only 1 m away from the structure visible on the
surface no traces which could be associated with its use could be seen in the trench.

Trench 3 is in the northern side of the homefield boundary, SSW of Trench 2.
Here the LNS with the 87142 tephra (1) has been cut (7) on the inside of the wall, On top
of this there is a cultural layer, turf debris with specks of H3 indicating upcast (2). This is
sealed by a tephra which Magnus Sigurgeirsson has identified on the basis of microscopic
analysis as H-1300. On top of this there is a turf wall (3) built of strengur with H-1300
embedded in it. The V-1477 tephra seals this and an aeolian accumulation (5) on top of
turf collapse from the wall (4). These results do not chime with those from Trench 2 and
would make Hallskot something of an anomaly, but they suggest that although some
homefield improvement had taken place before 1300 the homefield boundary was built
after that. It is possible that this issue would repay re-examination.

As it stands however the evidence seems to suggest that Hallskot was occupied at

least from the 11™ century to the 14", possibly with a hiatus in the 13" century.

17



Fig. 11. Vidatoft from the air, looking south. Photo by Arni Einarsson.

Vidatoft
A second site on land belonging to the farm Vidar is by the SW-corner of Mésvatn, some
2 k m south of Hallskot. This site is first mentioned in a mid-20" century place name
registry where it is also reported that one informant had heard that the site had been
called Einarsstadir. This could conceivably be an echo of some proprietorial interest of
the major farm Einarsstadir in Reykjadalur in this area, but duplications of the names of
major lowland farm on highland settlements is a recurring phenomenon — if a poorly
understood one. The name by which the site is now commonly known, Vidatoft, is on the
other hand with little doubt coined long after the site was abandoned and may signal
assertions by the farm Vidar to ownership of this area.

Vidatoft was first surveyed in 2002 by Birna Larusdottir,'> but in 1989 the ruins

were noted in conjunction with the discovery of a human burial closer to the lake, just

12 Birna Larusdoéttir 2002, Fornleifakénnun. Vegarbatur & Myvatnsheidi, p. 10.
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Fig. 12. Vidatoft. Plan by Gisli Palsson
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Fig. 1. Trench 3 left

outside the outer boundary belonging to the farm. The burial was aligned north-south and
only traces of iron and wood might imply gravegoods."> A radiocarbon date of 430-650
AD (20)'* suggests that it is very old although the high age no doubt needs to be seen in
light of recent research on freshwater reservoir effects on radiocarbon dates from the
Myvatn area.”” This adult male was born in Iceland according to strontium isotope
analyses.'®

The site has been damaged, firstly by a track along its eastern side, secondly by
the highway curving around the corner of Lake Mésvatn and thirdly by a gravel quarry
which has destroyed the northern side of the outer boundary. Nevertheless it seems that

most of the site is still intact and a good idea can be had of its original extent.

1 Kristjan Eldjarn 2000, Kuml og haugfé ar heidnum sid & islandi, Reykjavik, p. 203-
204.

" Hildur Gestsdottir pers. comm.

'S Ascough et al. 2010, ‘Temporal and spatial variations in freshwater 14C reservoir
effects: Lake Myvatn, Northern Iceland.” Radiocarbon 52, 1098-1112.

' Hildur Gestsdottir & T. Douglas Price 2003, The settlement of Iceland. A preliminary
analysis of strontium isotopes in human remains, FS202, Reykjavik p. 16.
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Fig. 14. Trench 1. North facing section. 1. Natural. 2-4. Cuts. 5. Turf wall. 6. Upcast. 7-8. Turf
debris. 9. Aeolian. 10. Top soil.

The site consists of two more or less concentric enclosures. The inner one
encloses an area less than 0,4 ha, but the outer one ca. 3,3 ha. There are hints of a third
boundary on the west and south sides, but where this is most obviously a man-made
feature it looks more like a dam across a waterway with an associated channel leading
water away from the homefield. This makes sense because the inner boundary encloses
what is now a very wet bog created by a brook draining into a depression. The damming
of this brook upstream would have diverted most of the water downhill south of the site,
draining the 20-30 m wide boggy channel which makes up a large proportion of the
homefield. Both enclosures would have acted as further obstacles for water running
down the channel. Although the bog is mostly fed water from upslope to the southwest
there is also at least one spring in the bog, just south of the inner enclosure, ca. 7 m east
of the hall-like structure. This may have served as the settlements water source.

There are no structures inside the inner enclosure except a cluster of small cells
built on to the western side of the wall on a small rise. It is virtually the only dry spot
within this smaller enclosure. The centre of the site is just a few metres further south, a
small but deep structure with the characteristics of a SFB and south of that a very small
hall-like building, only 10 m long, but with curved long walls and a doorway towards the
northern end of the eastern long wall. A structure, possibly two rooms side by side, is on
a small ledge in the hillside above this central cluster, and a collection of very small
house-forms is at the foot of the same slope as it curves northeastwards around the bog,

some 40 m north of the central cluster.

21



I I Fig. 15. Trench 2. 1. Natural. 2. Cultural layer. 3-5.

Aeolian. 6. Top soil.

Trench 1 represents a cleaning of
the section where the gravel quarry had cut
through the outer enclosure at the
northwestern end of the site. Here the LNS
had been cut in at least two steps (2 and 4),
while the turf wall (5) with two parallel
rows of strengur turf had specks of H3

inbetween indicating that there was upcast

in the soil where the turf was cut. The H-

0,5m 1300 may be in situ on top of the turf
collapse (8) on the east side of the wall but the whole sequence is capped by a thick layer
of V-1477.

Trench 2 is 2 m east of the doorway of the hall-like structure. Here the olive-
green tephras of the LNS are missing, presumably stripped away, but above the black
tephras (1) there is a 5-6 cm thick cultural layer (2), light brown organic silt with ash and
charcoal. A thin layer of acolian accumulation (3) separates the ccultural layer from the
H-1104/H-1158 tephra which in turn is capped by the V-1159, H-1300 and V-1477 with
no further sign of human activity above H-1104/H-1158.

Trench 3 was dug into the outside of the south wall of the sunken featured
building north of the hall-like structure. Here a thick layer of upcast (2) is on top of the
LNS (with the olive-green tephras missing). On top of this there is a layer of more
compact turf (7) with the H-1300 on top, just below V-1477.

In Trench 2 there are 0,5-1 cm of aeolian accumulation between the white tephra
H-1104/H-1158 and V-1159 suggesting that although the Hekla tephras could not be
distinguished in the field it is more likely to be the earlier one, H-1104, as there would
hardly have been time for such an accumulation in only one year. If this is true it can be

suggested that this site was abandoned already by the mid- to late-11" century.
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Fig. 16. Trench 3. West (left) and north (right) sides of the trench. 1. Natural. 2. Upcast. 3. Cultural
layer. 4. Turd debris. 5. Aeolian. 6. Top soil. 7. Turf.

Beinisstadir

This site, across the river Laxa from Hofstadir, was surveyed in 1996'” and a small trench
was dug there and a coring programme undertaken in 2007 (to which reports the reader is
referred for descriptions of landscape context, structures and earlier research).'® The
coring failed to find any significant midden concentrations and the trench only revealed a
building, probably a sunken feature, older than 1300.

In order to get a clearer idea about the occupation of this site another trench was
dug here in 2010. This was placed 20 m due east of the entrance to the modern sheep
house which sits on top of what presumably is the farm mound. The trench is some 3 m
downslope and was placed so as to find the edge of the farm mound. This was successful
in that ash and turf debris deposits were found between the V-871 and V~940 and
between the latter and H-1300 when occupation seems to have been over. If these

identifications are correct Beinisstadir is the fifth site in Myvatnssveit with confirmed

7 Orri Vésteinsson 1996, Fornleifaskraning i Skitustadahreppi I. Fornleifar &
Hofst6dum, Helluvadi, Gautlondum og i Horgsdal, FS022, Reykjavik, p. 30-31.

' Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2008, Archaeological investigations in Myvatnssveit 2007, pp. 8-
11.
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Fig. 17. The 2010 trench at Beinisstadir, looking west, up-slope towards the ruin of the sheep house
on top of the medieval farm mound.

" Fig. 18. East facing
7 ] section of trench in
| Beinisstadir. 1. Natural.
! 2-4. Cultural layers. 5-6.
6 ] Aeolian. 7. top soil.
|
I V-1477
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i-------------------__,--------‘I H-1300
[}
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' il D T TSeesesead V940
L 1 bl T X TS

0,5m

occupation before ~940. The trench also suggests that occupation was continuous, or at
least without lengthy hiatuses, down to 1300, when farming ceased. This suggests that

Beinisstadir has a comparable time-frame to borleifsstadir and was contemporary to the
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occupation of Steinbogi which is only a kilometre further south, making this part of the

Laxa valley very densely settled indeed.

Girdingar
In 2007 a site called Girdingar, on land belonging to Gautlond, was surveyed for this first
time."” The name is first recorded in a mid-20™ century place name inventory but in the
2007 report it was speculated that this might be the site of the abandoned farm
Bjarnastadir mentioned in 1712, and that the 19" century new farm of the same name had
just borrowed the name, not the site of the earlier farm. Girdingar is at any rate not likely
to be the original name of this settlement.

The structures at Girdingar were described in the previous report and more careful

field survey in 2010 did not reveal any further structures or features to this site. The sub-

rhomboidal enclosure is little less than 1,1 ha in size and thus on a par with the home-

field at Hallskot.

Im

Fig. 19. North facing section of trench at Girdingar. 1. Natural. 2. Turf wall. 3. Cultural layer. 4. Turf
debris. 5. Turf wall. 6-7. Turf debris. 8. Aeolian. 9. Top soil.

A single trench was dug into the outside of the eastern long wall of the hall, just
north of what looks like a porch (forskali). In fact it seems to nip the north wall of the

porch. In this trench the whole LNS is preserved with the V~940 on top. Directly on this

¥ Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2008, Archaeological investigations in Myvatnssveit 2007, pp. 53-
54
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Fig. 20. Girdingar. Plan by Gisli Palsson.

there is a thin (<0,5 cm) cultural layer of organic silt below a turf wall (2). This has
continuous Strengur turve at the bottom with the V~940 reversed, but smaller stacks of
strengur turves are on top of this with lenses of upcast (specks of H3) in the turves,
suggesting that this wall was not the first building activity on this site. Abutting the wall
on the outside are cultural layers; (3) which is laminated with turf debris, upcast and ash,

while (4) is turf debris mixed with ash. On top of this there is another turf wall (5), with
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the LNS (including V~940) embedded in the turves. This later wall is presumably the

northern side of the porch which has then clearly been added later to the hall proper.
Identical turf debris layers (6) and (7) seem to represent the collapse of this structure and
they are capped by Aeolian accumulation (8) with minor turf debris inclusions. This
layer has the H-1104/H-1158 tephra in situ, below the H-1300 and V-1477.

At Girdingar therefore a tight timeframe for the hall can be suggested, between
~940 and the mid- to late 11" century. Although the hall is clearly built after the mid 10*
century the traces of upcast in the turves suggest the possibility that yet earlier structures

may be found at this site.

Mynesas
Despite several visits by archaeologists, by Brynjulfur Jonsson in 1901, Kristjan Eldjarn
in the late 1940s or early 1950s*° and Orri Vésteinsson in 1998, and being a scheduled

% Finnbogi Stefansson pers. comm. 30 June 2010.
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Fig. 22. Mynesas. Plan by Gisli Palsson. Note that the riverbank is schematic.

monument, the principal features of this site were only revealed in 2007 — and then only
incompletely.”’

This site is on land belonging to Arnarvatn, on the south bank of the southernmost
channel of River Laxd where it drains from Lake Myvatn but fed mainly by water from
River Kraka which drains into this channel just east of the site. It is at the northern end of
a low ridge, Mynesas (from which the site takes its name), now dry pasture but
presumably covered in wood at the time of settlement. The banks of Laxa are made of the
Laxé lava which spreads over the flatlands west of Mynesés. In contrast to the present
day vegetation of the ridge the lava along the river bank is covered in thick grass,
benefiting from the fertilization of billions of flies which live and die around the river

course. Mynesas is one of three early settlements around the Laxa drainage, the other

21 Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2008, Archaeological investigations in Myvatnssveit 2007, pp.55-
56.
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Fig. 23. T elongatd depressions in th northern tip of Mynesas (in the foreground), looking west.

being Selhagi, where excavations took place in 2001,%* and vid Kleifarh6lma, discussed
below. Selhagi was abandoned before 1300 and it has been speculated that these three
sites may represent either a particularly early stage of settlement in the Myvatn region or
some specialised utilisation of this biomass-rich area. The three sites have in common
direct access to a spot unsurpassed in Iceland in terms of richness of freshwater fish and
birdlife. But they also share a localisation on lava, which despite the fertilization effects
of the flies, is not all that desirable for cultivation or farming in general. Of the three
sites Mynesas would seem to have had the greatest farming potential, with its location on
the ridge-end where there was potential for cultivating hay-fields and with a short
distance to potential wet meadows around Smidjutjorn 500 m to the south.

The site as such does not have a name. Rather Mynesés is a reference to the ridge
on which it is located. Mynesds in turn takes its name from Mynes, a small peninsula

extending northwards from the ridge, across the direction of the flow of Laxa. Brynjulfur

22 Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2002, Archaeological investigations at Sveigakot 2001. With
reports on preliminary investigations at Hrisheimar, Selhagi and Ytri Tunga, FS173,
Reykjavik, pp. 77-106.
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Fig. 24. North facing section of trench at Mynesas. 1. Natural with LNS incl. V~940. 2. Turf
wall. 3. Turf (repair?). 4. Turf debris and Aeolian. 5. Aeolian. 6. Top soil.

Jonsson suggested that this was the site of Hraunsis, a minor farm in this part of
Myvatnssveit mentioned in Reykdzla saga.”” Hraunsas would be an apt name for this
place but the suggestion is unprovable. If true it would only suggest that in the 13"
century, when the saga was written, people knew of this site as a probable saga-age farm.

The site is enclosed on the south-eastern and south-western sides by a turf wall,
stretching from the bank of Krék4 in the east, in a 300 m long curve across the ridge to
the southwest and then turning 90° to the north, first following the base of the ridge for
some 100 m, but then turning west onto the lava closing the remaining 150 m to the bank
of Laxa with several bends. The area thus enclosed is ca. 6,5 ha, half of which is on the
ridge and half of which is lava. At the very northern tip of the ridge, a few metres south
of the lava edge are two ruins, appearing as elongated depressions. One is c. 12x6 m
(inside measurements) and the other, adjacent to the north, is 8 x 6 m (also inside
measurements). These seem the likeliest candidates for habitation structures at this site,
but the lava to the north of them is uncharacteristically grassy and has several knolls
which may contain structural remains. In addition there is a cave, Asendahellir, known as
a shelter for sheep, which is likely to have been utilised when the site was occupied.

A trench was dug through the homefield enclosure on its western side, X m south
of where it turns west onto the lava field. Here the LNS — including the V~940 — has

been cut (7 and 8) on either side of a turf wall (2) with strengur turves with the Hverfjall

3 Brynjulfur Jonsson 1901, ‘Rannsoknir 4 Nordurlandi sumarid 1900.’ Arbok hins
islenzka fornleifafélags 1901, pp. 7-27, here p. 11. Islensk fornrit X, p. 165, 168 — on the
map included at the back of this edition Hraunsas is marked on the site of Mynesas..
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tephra embedded. On top of the wall there is a separate layer of turf (3) which may

represent a repair, but to either side are layers of turf collapse mixed with slope wash and

increasingly aeolian towards its upper part (4a and b). This is sealed by an unmixed

aeolian accumulation (5) with the H-1104/H-1158 tephra in situ on the western side and

the H-1300 in situ on the eastern, on top of the wall. This in turn is sealed by the V-1477.
This wall is built after V~940 but well before 1104/1158.

vid Kleifarholma

A ruin on the west bank of river Lax4 was shown to the author by Asmundur Jénsson
from Hofstadir in 2007. It was surveyed then and described as 18x13 m divided in three
rooms, two of which had entrances to the east (facing the river).**

This ruin has no known name; it is not mentioned in the place-name survey of
Geirastadir on which property it is (for which reason it was not surveyed with the rest of
the farm in 1998) and no traditions survive about its function. It is referred to here as
‘vid Kleifarholma’ as this is the way it is identified by the most knowledgeable locals,
Asmundur Jénsson and Finnbogi Stefansson. Kleifarholmi is a small island in Lax4, but
the Kleif from which it is named refers to the narrowing of the rivercourse where
lavablocks have piled up on both sides. The name Kleifarnes is mentioned in the place
name inventory of Arnarvatn (south of the river) referring to the grassland on the
riverbank east of the ruin, but this name is not used on the northern side.

At vi0 Kleifarhdlma there is a natural meadow along the riverbank, c. 70 m wide
and 220 m long, equalling 1,5 hectares. It could have supported a milch-cow or two but
there is more hay-making potential along the riverbank further north and on the opposing
side in the island Geldingaey. It is possible that some anthropogenic hayfield
development has taken place on the lava ridge on which the ruin sits, but this is limited to
the area immediately around the ruin.

Further observations of the ruin at vid Kleifarh6lma suggest that the room in the
northwestern corner may be built on top of the earlier and larger ruin. It has no entrance

and is up to a metre higher than the other rooms. It may conceal a western part of the

* Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2008, Archaeological investigations in Myvatnssveit 2007, pp. 62-
63.
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Fig. 25. Plan of the ruins at vid Kleifarh6lma showing the approximate location of the trenches. Not

based on accurate measurements.

more northerly of the two rooms in the eastern part of the ruin. The other room, to the

south may also have another door to the west and it is possible that it opens into another
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ig.26. The ruin at vid Kleifarhdlma, looking west. The spoil-heap from Trench 2 is the dak pot
left of centre. Note the spread of buttercups on the slope in front of the ruin, possibly denoting
midden deposits.

back-room. Here however there is a partially overgrown crevice which may make this
improbable, although other parts of this structure are clearly built on top of it.

6 m NNE of the northeastern corner of the ruin there is a midden on the edge of
the same lava bank as the structure sits on. It is sub-circular, 5x5 m in extent. Trench 1,
a test pit close to the centre revealed midden layers between the V~940 and V-1477, with
a particularly rich layer, 12 cm thick, 9 cm above the V~940 and 17 cm below the V-
1477. This produced a small collection of well preserved animal bone (from a test pit not
more than 30x20 cm) including cattle, sheep and a cod cleithrum. A thin cultural layer of
organic silt is between the V~940 tephra and the midden layer. Apart from this discrete
midden a spread of buttercups on the slope in front of the structure indicates that midden
material may have been dumped over the edge along the whole 30+ m eastern side of the
site.

Trench 2, was 4,6 x 0,8 m, dug through the eastern wall of the larger, more

southerly room of the structure. This revealed a turf wall (2), built of strengur with the
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Fig. 27. Section and plan of trench 2 at vid Kleifarh6lma. 1. Natural. 2. Turf wall (a and c:
strengur turf. b: turf debris with ash and charcoal). 3. Cultural layer (3b: material identical to
2b). 4. Turf debris with charcoal lense. 5. Lump of turf. 6. Aeolian. 7. VV-1477. 8. Top soil. 9. Turf
debris. 10. Floor. 11. Fatty organic layer on top of floor.

LNS and cultural layers — ash and charcoal — in the turves, built on the LNS with the
V~940 on top. The wall, which is about 1 m in width, has what appears to be secondary
stone facing both on the outside and the inside. On the outside ash and organic rich
layers, finely laminated (3), have accumulated up against the wall to a thickness of 30 cm
but on top of this there is more regular turf collapse (4) with some ash and charcoal
inclusions, i.a. a charcoal patch and a couple of well preserved animal bones towards the
bottom as well as a single lump of turf (5) on top. The ash and organic accumulation is
not ordinary midden and it is not apparent what it represents. On the inside there are
large flat lava slabs next to the wall. They may be collapsed from it but they may also be
supports for wall posts or a floor beam. An earthen floor, hard-packed and fatty but with
minimal charcoal content (10), extends upto 1 m from the wall but it is covered by a fatty
organic layer (11), similar to layers observed in abandonment levels of buildings in
Sveigakot and elsewhere. 1,4 m from the wall there are flat lava stones which may be a
part of the floor. The floor layer is thin, 0,5-1,5 cm and sits directly on top of the bedrock

which here is the Laxa lava. The floor and the fatty organic layer are covered by turf
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debris (9) which in turn is sealed by aeolian accumulation (6) below the V-1477.
Towards the base of (6), inside the ruin, the H-1104/H-1158 is in situ, 3 cm above layer
9)

The accumulation of cultural layers on the outside of this building may relate to
some activity within or it may be the result of intentional soil formation. The trench did
not give clear indications abbout the function of the room. It may be a habitation, but it
could also be an animal stall, e.g. if the stones on the floor are the remains of a central
paving.

It seems clear however that this site is a farm. The midden indicates this strongly
as does the presence both of cattle and cod. This farm was in operation between ~940
and 1104/1158, probably the earlier part of that period and while the midden no doubt
relates to the structure the presence of earlier cultural layers within the turf from which it

is built, suggests that it is not the earliest phase of occupation at this site.

Note on a boundary wall in Heidarspordslaut

90 m southwest of the ruin at vid Kleifarholma there is a possible dyke, some 15 m long

closing a gap between a crevice and a lava hill. This could indicate the southern limit of
an intended homefield, i.e. if it really is a dyke and if it really did continue on the eastern
side of the hill to close the gap between it and the river.

An unequivocal dyke, however, encloses a much larger area around the site and
can be plausibly associated with it. A section survives 900 m west of the ruin, close to
the junction of the main road and the drive to Hofstadir. This has a northeasterly
direction and can be traced on old areal photographs taken before the fields were made
east of the road.”” Another 290 m long section survives in the lava field NNW of the site
but it is not clear where exactly it joined River Lax4, althoug the general area can be
surmised from the direction of the surviving parts. This dyke enlcosed an area of at least
35 ha, at least 12 of which are lava field. The western limit of the area enclosed by this

dyke is unclear. There are no fields in this area and other development has been limited

%> This structure (SP-214:055) is on land belonging to Hofstadir and was surveyed in
1996 — Orri Vésteinsson 1996, Fornleifaskraning i Skutustadahreppi I, p. 88.
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Fig. 28. The location of the two boundaries (unbroken lines) and the possible connection between
them (broken line). Also indicated is the course of the brook Pollaleekur giving shape to the
hypothesis about the land belonging to the property of vid Kleifarhdlma mentioned in the main text.

so if there had been a dyke with a southerly or southwesterly direction its remains would
be likely to have survived. The fact that they do not may indicate that the dyke really
ended where it does towards the southwest and that the brook by which it ends
(Pollalaekur) defines the limit of the farm’s home-pastures (if this is what the function of
the dyke was). If this is so another 50 ha or so of useful meadow and pasture would be
added to vid Kleifarh6lma’s land, creating a banana-shaped property in what is now the
southeastern corner of the Hofstadir property and a slice of the southern extremety of the

Geirastadir property.
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Gisli Palsson

Mapping of three medieval sites

Selholt

Early modern featutes

B Pre - modem features

Fig. 29. Selholt. The dark stripe in the upper and right side of the map is an earthwork which
continues eastward for more than 800 m (SP-209:082). The number ‘1’ indicates the location of the
2007 test trench.
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Fig. 30. borleifsstadir. The numbers (1, 2 and 3) indicate the locations of the 2007 test trenches.
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Litlu Gautlond

Arnarvatn

Early modern features
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Fig. 31. Litlu Gautlénd. The figure ‘1’ indicates the location of the 2007 test trench.
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Orri Vésteinsson

Investigations at four shieling sites

The research lead by Professor lan A. Simpson of Stirling University into the grazing
impacts of shielings in NE-Iceland prompted the trenching of four such sites in
Myvatnssveit in 2010. The grazing impact studies will be reported separately but here a
brief summary of the fieldwork will be presented, to provide context for the tephra
analyses reported by Magniis A. Sigurgeirsson below and for the assessment of the
significance of these sites for shieling studies in general and the discussion on settlement
patterns and their development in the NE in particular.

All four sites were selected because they have clearly visible ruins and are known
to have been used in early modern times. They are all associated with extensive pastures
in wet and dry grassland, and represent only one of two distinct groups of shielings in
Myvatnssveit, the other being shielings in lava fields, often with much more limited

survival of structures.

Arnarvatnssel
Arnarvatnssel is on land belonging to Helluvad, 2,4 km south of Mdasvatn, on the opposite
(southeastern) side of the bog Keefumyri to Vidatoft (above) on the northwestern side.
Arnarvatnssel was used as a shieling until shortly after 1890. It is also known as
Ytrasel, contrasting with Sydrasel, a shieling site ca. 1 km further south also on the
property of Helluvad. The name Arnarvatnssel implies that it was used from the farm
Arnarvatn, which is Helluvad’s neighbour to the east, but in 1712 Arnarvatn rented land
in Horgsdalur for its shieling® so the permanence of this arrangement is uncertain.
Unlike the other shieling sites Arnarvatnssel has a homefield enclosure and this is
probably the reason it is identified as an early farm site in the mid-20™ century place-
name inventory of Helluvad. Local antiquarian Jon Sigurgeirsson visited the site and

may have dug a test-pit there, probably in the late 1970s. A sketch map by him is dated to

26 Jardabok Arna MagnUssonar XI, 227.
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Fig. 32. Arnarvatnssel. Plan by Gisli Palsson. ‘Prufuskurdir’ = test trenches. The numbers refer to
the trenches dug in 2010 but “‘JS og SP?’ is an earlier trench, possibly dug by Jon Sigurgeirsson and
Sigurdur Porarinsson around 1980.

c. 1980. In his description of the site he mentions that geologist Sigurdur Pérarinsson
had obtained a radiocarbon determination with the result ¢c. 900 AD from one of the early
farm sites on the heath, but it is unclear whether this refers to this site. It may be a
reference to the dating of a site identified as Holt, in Laxardalur some 7 kms further

north, reported by Porarinsson in 1977.%

*7 Sigurdur Porarinsson 1977, ‘Gjoskuldg og gamlar rustir. Brot ur islenzkri byggdasogu.’
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Fig. 33. Arnarvatnssel, looking WSW. The mound with recent ruins on top dominates the sound
but close inspection of the photograph will reveal numerous features around it.

The site is enclosed by a double boundary, with only 1-3 m between the walls. In
parts only one wall is visible (e.g. the south side) and even that is not completely
continuous. The enclosed area is little less than 0,5 ha which makes it doubtful if this
was ever a fully fledged farm. Rather the size indicates that this site belongs with the
likes of Pyrilskot.. The site is dominated by a large mound with recent shieling ruins on
top but this is surrounded by earlier structures, some built on to the enclosure wall. Only
one ruin is outside the enclosure, 30 m to the west.?

Four trenches were dug at Arnarvatnssel in 2010. Trench 1 is at the western edge
of the shieling mound, 14 m west of the entrance to the most recent ruin. In this no
historic tephras were to be seen in situ, only a mixed layer at a depth of 51-73 cm made

of upcast and turf-debris including the LNS. Below this was H3 in situ although the top

Arbok hins islenzka fornleifafélags 1976, pp. 5-38, here p. 26.
8 A more detailed description in Orri Vésteinsson 1996, Fornleifaskraning
Skatustadahreppi I, pp. 38-39.
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of it may have been dug into. Trench 2 was at the southern edge of the same mound, 9 m
south of the entrance to the most recent ruin. This had no in situ tephras either. At 11-16
cms there was a layer of dark-grey ash with charcoal flecks, below that a layer of upcast
with traces of turf debris and some charcoal, and at 24-29 cms an accumulation of aeolian
with traces of turf debris and some charcoal. Below this was undisturbed with H3 at -35
cm. Trench 3 was 8m southwest of Trench 1, 14 m east of the enclosure at Trench 4.
Here there are traces of charcoal in the topsoil down to 12 cm where there is a black
tephra, possibly V-1717. Below that there are 10 cm of turf debris above another black
tephra, up to 1 cm thick in places but not quite continuous. This may be V-1477. Below
that there is more turf debris mixed with upcast, down to 31 cm. Below that is
undisturbed with H3 at -39 cm.

Trench 4 was dug into the western side of the western boundary wall. As in the
other trenches the original topsoil had been stripped down to H3 and in parts of the trench
this tephra (2) was churned by human action. Above this were thin layers of silt mixed
with ash (3 and 4) and on top of those a thicker accumulation of upcast with ash (5). This
had been used as a core for a wall visible in the south side of the trench, but in the north
side (the recorded section) it had been levelled before the building a later wall (8). It
seems therefore to represent the first generation of the enclosure. The second generation
is represented by a turf wall (6), less than 0,5 further west than the original one. This is
built of strengur turf with the LNS embedded. A layer of turf collapse (7) post-dates this
wall but has been cut to level for a new wall (8) built on top of the initial one (5). This
third generation wall is also built of strengur. On top of this is a layer of upcast (9) and
on top of that another layer of turf (10), more collapsed than the lower section but
probably strengur also. It is possible that these three layers represent one wall but it is
also possible that each one represents a separate repair/rebuilding event. Above the turf
walls there is a layer of aeolian (11) with no traces of human activity. This is capped by
the V-1477 but above that the aeolian accumulation includes some turf debris, both below
and above a black tephra which may be V-1717 in situ (unconfirmed).

Despite digging four trenches an unequivocal picture of the length and continuity
of use of this site could not be established. It is clear that the site was occupied long

before 1477, and three to five generations of turf wall before that date suggest that this
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Fig. 34. South facing section of Trench 4 at Arnarvatnssel. 1. Natural with H3 on top. 2. H3 churned
by cutting. 3-4. Silt with ash. 5. Mixed accumulation, partly used as a core of a wall visible in the
south side of the trench. 6. Turf wall. 7. Turf collapse. 8. Turf wall. 9. Upcast. 10. Turf wall. 11.
Aeolian. 12. Aeolian with some turf debris. 13. Top soil.

was a matter of several centuries. Activity was also noted above the V-1477, and
possibly above the V-1717 as well. The evidence is consistent with more or less
continued use at least from the high middle ages, but a Viking age start date can only be
assumed at this point on the grounds that practically all other enclosed sites in this region
were established in that period.

Judging from Trench 4 the outer enclosure is later than the original inner one —
although that one was rebuilt still later. Stratigraphically it is quite possible that both
walls were in use at the same time but it is difficult to see what the point would be with
such an arrangement. At Litlu Gautlond the other wall was the earlier of two similarly
adjacent walls™ so there does not seem to be any systematic chronological significance to
the positions of the walls; outer walls are just as likely to be earlier than later. It seems

rather, at least in those cases where walls are built within a few metres of each other that

% Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2008, Archaeological investigations in Myvatnssveit 2007, p. 18.
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this has to do with constructional preferences, i.e. that it was considered easier or better to
build a new wall on fresh ground rather than build on top of an earlier one. The fact that
there are many cases also of rebuilding on top of earlier walls suggests however that this
was not a universal preference, or, perhaps, that it is a practice that is limited to the early
period when wall-construction was a more regular, accepted, and perhaps cheaper,

activity than later.

Gautlandasel

Gautlandasel is the largest of three shieling sites along the brook Selgrof on the north side
of Sandfell on the property of Gautlond, 4,2 km west of the farm. Selgréf now marks the
boundary between Gautlond and Stong, but the latter is a new farm, established in 1857
and so the shieling would have been strategically placed to make use of the pastures and
meadows in the western part of the large original property of Gautlond.

Gautlandasel was used until about 1900. The name implies that this was the main
shieling of Gautlond, rather than Sandvatnssel where however the structural remains are
equal in size if not more substantial. In 1712 it is reported that the farm Alftagerdi rented
a sheiling from Gautlénd® and it may be that this was one of the smaller shieling sites up
the brook (Holssel and Nollssel). If these were rented out to other farms then the name of
the larger, home-farm shieling makes more sense.

Gautlandasel was surveyed in 1996 and described as consisting of two main
ruins.®’ In 2010 a third ruin inbetween the two was detected. There are no signs of an
enclosing wall at this site which has excellent water sources, the brook which runs on the
west sitde of it and a spring on the east side of the northwestern ruin. Two trenches were
dug at this site. Trench 1 is about midway between the two structures originally
surveyed. This had a sequence of very peaty layers down to the H3 at 63 cm below the
surface. There is cultural material in the top 28 cm of the section but it was not possible
to securely identify any of the tephras in this trench.

Trench 2 was dug into the eastern side of the largest, most southeasterly structure.

Here the whole LNS is preserved, including the V~940. 12 cm above the 87142 tephra

%% Jardabok Arna MagnUssonar XI, 228.
31 Orri Vésteinsson 1996, Fornleifaskraning i Skatustadahreppi I, p. 55-56.
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Fig. 35. Plan of Gautlandasel showing the location of the trenches dug in 2010. This is a modified
version of the plan published in the 1996 survey report and is not based on new measurements or
analysis.

there is a distinct change in colour of the peaty soil. At this junction there is a thin
cultural layer below what looks like the V~940 in situ. On top of this is turf, probably in
a wall construction, with the V~940 embedded in the turves. This was capped by the H-
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1300 tephra (not reported by Magnus Sigurgeirsson below), and there was more turf
debris between that and the V-1477 as well as above it.

It is possible that Gautlandasel had been built shortly before ~940, but the
considerable distance between that and the LNL makes this questionable and further
research is needed to confirm this. What can be said with certainty is that use of this site
had begun well before 1300 and that it continues without any noticeable hiatus until the

modern period.

Sandvatnssel

Sandvatnssel is the other main shieling site on the property of Gautlond, on the southern
side of Sandfell, on the shore of Lake Sandvatn, 5,2 km southwest of the farm. It too is
on the boundary with a new farm, Bjarnastadir, now Heidi, established in 1850, but
would before its establishment have been central to the extensive pastures and meadows
in the southwest part of the property of Gautlond. Unusually the location was also clearly
chosen to make use of fishing for Arctic charr in Lake Sandvatn with a small inlet just
south of the site where boats are to this day taken ashore.

It is not known when Sandvatnssel was last used but it will have been in the 19"
century when the facility was rented out to neighbours of Gautlond. The site was
surveyed in 1996°% and not much can be added to the description given then except that it
is possible that a wall extends southwards from the hillside overlooking the site from the
north, some 20 m east of the main ruin mound. It can be seen as a hump where the track
passes over it but then quickly disappears into the bog south and east of the site.

Trench 1 was dug into the southwest side of the main ruin mound — the mound
closest to the track with the most recent ruin on top. The trench is 5 m southwest of the
southwest corner of the stone built structure. Here the LNS is at the base without the
olive green tephras and the whole section is very disturbed without any in situ tephras.
Towards the top there is turf with the V-1477 embedded.

Trench 2 is 6 m northeast of the so called weening-fold (Stekkur) on the bank of
the lake. It was dug into a slight rise at the foot of the hill which overlooks the site. Here

also the LNS lies in situ without the olive-green tephras. There is disturbance of cultural

32 Orri Vésteinsson 1996, Fornleifaskraning i Skatustadahreppi L, p.
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Fig. 36. Plan of Sandvatnssel showing the location of the trenches dug in 2010. This is a modified
(and composite) version of the plans published in the 1996 survey report and is not based on new
measurements or analysis.
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origin below the H-1300 which is 21 ¢cm below the surface, down to 29 cm. Above H-
1300 and V-1477 (at -17 cm) there is however not unequivocal human presence.

Use of this site began well before 1300 and was probably continuous down to
modern times although human presence between H-1300 and V-1477 cannot be

demonstrated at present.

Sellandasel

Sellandasel is on the property of Graenavatn, named from the area Sellond, lit. “shieling
lands”. It is one of two shieling sites along the brook Sellandagrof (the other being
Héllusel), in addition to the pre-1300 farm site Oddastadir, investigated in 2002.%
Sellandasel, also known as Sellandahus, was used down to 1904 and was definitely the
principal shieling site of Granavatn in later centuries. It is 10 km southwest of
Grenavatn. The site was used for most of the 20™ century as a base for the autumn
round-up of sheep. From this final phase of activity there is a horse-stall adjacent to a fold
still partly standing and an A-frame hut where the shepherds could sleep.

The site was surveyed in 1998** when four principal ruin mounds were recorded
but in 2010 a fifth was added at the northwestern edge of the site. In addition to
trenching a coring survey was conducted by Frank Feeley, reported in a separate chapter
below. This revealed no midden concentrations but some cultural layers in the slope east
of the horse-stall and a possible charcoal pit close to the break of slope. Two trenches
were dug on either side of the most northeasterly of the ruins. Trench 1 is on the southern
side. Here H3 is at a depth of 1,3 m with a thick layer of mottled organic silt (1) with
small lumps of iron and much iron panning. This natural layer has an abrupt border with
another natural layer (2), more banded grey-brown to pale brown silt, with lenses of very
organic matter. The black tephras of the LNS lie in situ towards the top of this layer but
the 871£2 could not be found. On top of this, again with an abrupt border, is a layer (3)

similar in composition to (1), but more churned and without any of the lumps of iron.

33 Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2003, Landscapes of settlement. Reports on investigations at six
medieval sites in Myvatnssveit, p. 58-69

% Elin Osk Hreidarsdottir & Orri Vésteinsson 1999, Fornleifaskraning i
Skutustadahreppi III. Fornleifar vid sunnanvert Myvatn, milli Haganess og Garas,
FS086, Reykjavik, pp. 72-73
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Fig. 37. Plan of Sellandasel showing the location of the trenches
dug in 2010. This is a modified version of the plan published in
the 1998 survey report and is only partly based on new
measurements and analysis.
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Fig. 38. East facing section of Trench 1 in Sellandasel. 1. Natural. 2. Natural with LNS towards top. 3.

Natural? Red loose silty sand with V~940 in situ on top. Same material as 2 but churned or
disturbed. 4. Turf debris. 5. Lens of ash and charcoal. 6. Turf debris. 7. Aeolian with some
disturbance. 8. Lens of ash and charcoal. 9. Turf collapse. 10. Turf wall. 11. Aeolian with

considerable disturbance. 12. Top soil.

The soil matrix however is red, loose silty sand. There are signs of disturbance in this
layer which may be the result of digging into similar, but more homogenous, matter as
represented by (1). This layer is capped by the V~940 tephra in situ. On top of this there
is a layer of turf debris (4) with some aeolian accumulation under H-1105/H-1158. At
the other side of the trench there is a single course of strengur turf in this position in the
stratigraphic sequence. Directly on top of this there is a lens of ash and charcoal (5) but
above that there is another turf debris layer (6) similar to (4). H-1300 is in situ in this
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Fig. 39. Sellandsel looking southwest. Trench 2 can be seen on the far left, Trench 1 just glimpsed
left of centre while Frank Feeley is coring by the brook in the centre of the photograph.

layer which is capped by V-1477. On top of that there is a layer of Aeolian accumulation
with traces of disturbance (7) capped by a lens of ash and charcoal (8). On top of this
there is a layer of turf collapse (9) under a more substantial lump of turf (10), possibly a
wall. An aeolian layer (11) on top of this also has clear signs of disturbance.

Trench 2 was dug on the northern side of the same ruin mound and gave quite
different results. Also here H3 was at a great depth, -146 cm, with 56 cm of natural
between it and the V~940 in situ. Between that and V-1477 there were however only 6
cm which suggests stripping although the remaining material is quite natural.
Immediately above the V-1477 there is a cultural layer, below a sheet midden (with poor
bone preservation) which in turn is capped by a series of turf collapse layers under a turf
wall which has the H-1104/H-1158 tephra in the turf.

Depending on the nature of layer (3) in Trench 1 it is conceivable that the use of
this site started already in the early 10" century. If not it clearly pre-dates 1158 and
shows every sign of continuous use down to modern time. The very unusual iron rich

layer (1), its possible mining represented by layer (3) and the possible charcoal pit
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reported by Frank Feeley below may suggest that this site was associated with

ironmaking at the outset, but further research is needed to confirm this.

Note on a boundary wall in Grasaskard
When Sellond were first surveyed in 1998 two sites were recorded that could possibly be
identified with the place-name Héllusel reported for that area.”> One was a small ruin
inside a boundary in a half-circle, some 550 m north of Sellandasel, and the other a
couple of ruins on the east bank of Sellandagréf, some 1250 m north of the shieling but
400 m south of Oddastadir. Both sites were visited again in 2010 and at the former it was
found that what had looked like a half-circle built up against a low bank (which can be
seen as a straight side closing the circle) is in fact a continuation of a much longer
boundary. This boundary can be traced some 400 m west of the site in the gap in the
ridge between Sellond and Kraké known as Grasaskard. The boundary wall extends as
far as the vegetation in the gap but along Kréka erosion has stripped away the soil
(although closest to the river vegetation has re-established itself). Presumably the
boundary extended all the way to the river. On the eastern side however it ends in a loop,
the half-circle recorded in 1998, and has not apparently extended all the way to the brook
Sellandagrof, although in antiquity its course may have been closer to the site than it is
now. Even so there will have been at least a 10 m wide gap between the furthest
eastward bend of the loop and the edge of slope above the brook, which makes it difficult
to believe that this monument would have been useful for managing the traffic of
livestock.

In 1998 a single ruin was reported in association with the half-circle but this could
not be identified again in 2010. It may be a part of the eastern side of the wall where there
is a dense thicket of birch and willow. There is a building however built in the corner

where the loop closes on the northern side with the low bank. The building is 5x2 m

3% §p-203:062 and 069 in Elin Osk Hreidarsdottir & Orri Vésteinsson 1999,
Fornleifaskraning i Skutustadahreppi III, pp. 74 and 78.
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Fig. 40. Selldénd, showing the locations of known archaeological sites in the area between Sellandasel
and Oddastadir. ‘gardur og toéft’ refers to the boundary wall discussed in this chapter.

internally with a doorway facing east. The loop is some 45 m from north to south and
there are 35 m from its greatest eastward extent to the low bank that seems to make up
the western edge of this feature. The area thus enclosed is ca 0,1 ha in size. Along the
edge of the low bank there are deep tracks which may obscure a turf wall and one 10 m
stretch, some 5 m west of the edge could be discerned as a possible wall, but this is
uncertain.

A trench was dug into the outside of the south side of the loop, 11 m east of the
low bank. This had the LNS in situ with the V~940 underlying a wall (2) with 3 courses
of strengur turf with the V~940 embedded. A small layer of turf collapse with Aeolian
had accumulated on the outside (3) but on top of this there was only Aeolian
accumulation (4). In this, 13 cm above the wall there is a white tephra, presumably

H1104/H-1158 and above that H-1300 and V-1477.
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Fig. 41. Plan of the eastern end of the boundary in Grasaskard, showing the location of the trench
dug in 2010.

This wall was built shortly after ~940 but was not maintained and had become little less
than a foot high long before 1104/1158. This, along with the fact that it cannot have been
an effective block to the traffic of livestock suggests that it had a primarily symbolic
function, perhaps as a property boundary. If that was so it served its purpose as long as it
was visible — which it is to this day if one knows where to look for it. It is possible that
the boundary marked the southern extent of the property of Oddastadir, if it was an
independent farm, or Sveigakot, if that was an independent farm or Greenavatn itself. The
region to the south of it the boundary will then either have been commons or sheiling

land or pasture (afréttur) belonging to a particular farm. The solution with fewest
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conflicts is that the boundary marks the
southern extent of the property of either
Oddastadir or Sveigakot (which may not
have been occupied
contemporaneously*®)

which had been carved out of the more
original and larger property of
Graenavatn which then would have been

the owner of the land south of the

boundary.

Helgi Hallgrimsson who first

0,5m surveyed archaeological sites in

Fig. 42. West facing section of the trench in the Myvatnssveit in the early 1970s

boundary in Grasaskard. 1. Natural, LNS with identified this site with Hollusel and his
V~940 in situ on top. 2. Turf wall. 3. Turf
collapse. 4.-5. Agolian. 6. Top soil. lead was followed in the 1998 survey.

However further examination and discussion with Hjorleifur Sigurdarson, farmer at
Granavatn, leads to the conclusion that Hollusel is rather the two more recent looking
ruins on the east bank of Sellandagrof further north. That site may well have been a
minor shieling, of the type that farms with extensive summer pastures like Granavatn
rented out to smaller farms in the region. For instance both Brjansnes and Kéalfastrond

rented shielings from Graenavatn in 1712.

3% Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2003, Landscapes of settlement. Reports on investigations at six
medieval site§ in Myvatnssveit, p. 68
37 Jardabok Arna Magnussonar XI, p. 234.

56



Frank Feeley

Report on coring survey at Sellandasel

Summary

This report presents the results of the coring of the ruins and possible midden locations
around the Sellandsel shieling in the north of Iceland on the 9th of July, 2010. An
Oakfield tube-type corer was used to prospect transects across three areas which either
cut across ruins or were likely midden areas. Transect Alpha has layers flecked with
charcoal and possible floor deposits, Transect Beta has clear indications of a repeatedly
used charcoal pit and Transect Gamma uncovered no cultural deposits. Using material
from a nearby trench dug by geomorphologists it was determined that bone preservation
was very poor at the site. Soil Ph tests were not performed but this poor preservation may

be due to the drainage patterns of the site.

Methods

All cores were taken with a 12” (30.5cm) Oakfield tube corer. Three transects (Alpha,
Beta and Gamma) were placed across areas deemed likely to yield cultural layers. Cores
were taken at intervals of five meters. Another area was further cored at 1 and 2m
intervals for further investigation. Changes in stratigraphic layers were noted and
digitally compiled (see end of report). Cores were taken until natural soils were reached.
Each core was geo-located via a handheld Garmin GPSmap 60CSx GPS unit which is
accurate within = 3 meters. This variance is responsible for the slight offset of some of

the core's locations on the map below.
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Fig. 43. Google Earth generated map of the area along with the transects cored (as per the GPS
locations taken at each core hole) as well as outlines of the standing structures on the site. The red
points represent Transect Alpha, the blue Transect Beta and the green Transect Gamma. Other
points were taken which cluster around some ash deposits in Transect Beta.

Transect Alpha

Transect Alpha was chosen because it cut across two ruins, the space between these ruins
and down the slope towards the stream where midden material may have been deposited.
It runs roughly NW to SE. The cores indicate that there are some cultural layers with
flecks of charcoal and Core018 (see raw data below) contains some rather compact and
dark layers which may indicate a floor layer. Core018 is associated with the second
proposed ruin (see sketch plan of Transect Alpha below). Charcoal flecks continued to
come up until Core021 but disappear completely as the deposited layers become more

alluvial in nature.
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Fig. 44. Sketch map of Transect Alpha. The
ground features are not completely to scale and
may be illustrated larger than they truly are. The
two hash-marked boxes at either side of the middle
mound represent the general location of Dr. lan
Simpson's geomorphology trenches. Each core
location is noted with a C and the corresponding
waypoint number from the GPS unit.Cores 010
through 019 had evidence of brown organic soils
with charcoal flecks as well as structural turf
collapse. At a depth of 75cm Core 15 had a dark
colored, compact layer with flecks of charcoal
which was interpreted as a floor layer. Cores 020
through 022 had no obvious cultural layers.

Transect Beta

Fig. 45. Photo of the middle area of Transect
Alpha from roughly Core018 and downslope
to Core022.

Transect Beta was chosen as it is downslope from the standing turf structure as well as

the more modern A-Frame style cabin on the site. There was a particular depression in

the ground (see photo of charcoal pit) as well as a mound on the lower slope which were

targets of this core.
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Fig. 47. Photo of the center portion of Transect
Alpha with Sellandafjall in the background.

Fig. 46. The sketch map is not to scale and Transect
Beta is represented by the downslope line. All of the
cores turned up layers of brown soil with charcoal
flecks in them. Core 24, which was over the depression
in the ground along the slope, revealed a layer of grey
ash and charcoal at 36-76cm. Cores 026 and 027 were
abandoned due to the muddy conditions of soil.

Fig. 48. Charcoal pit depression.
Scale is 50cm long. Extra cores were
taken near C024, 1m to the south
west (to the left of this photo), 2m
further and finally 4m further to the
south west. Each core had clear
episodes of ash and charcoal
interspersed with layers of wind-
blown, fine light brown soil. The pit
was dug down to the level of the H3
tephra. Core 035 contains no ash or
charcoal and is 2 meters out from
Core 034, effectively delineating its
south-western boundary.
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Fig. 49. This graph below shows the
-n  terminal depth, in centimeters, of
the ash layers and suggests a pit shape
rather than a sheet deposit.
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Fig. 50. A tyical core from the ash pit ar. Note the layers of brown soil bewenlayrs ash.

Transect Gamma

This transect was run along the top of the slope to the north of the modern A-Frame
cabin and to the east of the standing turf structure and enclosure. Only Core 031
uncovered any obvious cultural layers with a deep 41cm layer of brown soil mixed with
flecks of charcoal resting on natural deposits. This core was close enough to the modern
A-Frame building that this thick layer may have been fill from somewhere else used to

level the ground around this A-Frame building.
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Fig. 51. Transect Gamma, looking south Fig. 52. Sketch map showing the location of transect
Gamma along the break of slope, and its intersection
with transect Beta, running downslope.

Note about bone preservation

Concurrent with this investigation, Dr. Ian Simpson, Dr. Eileen Tisdall and Mr. Hew
Smith, researchers with the School of Biological and Environmental Sciences at Sterling
University, UK, placed two trenches to take samples of the build up of cultural sediments
around the shieling. During the course excavating their north trench a small layer of ash
was uncovered which contained small (<1cm) fragments of white burnt bone as well as a
single fragment of a scapula about 10cm below the turf surface. The scapula was badly
decomposed with the proximal and distal ends completely gone but it most likely came
from a sheep or goat. From this evidence and considering the drainage patterns evident at

the site it would seem that is unlikely that there is any well preserved bone.
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Orri Vésteinsson

Field investigations in Svartarkot

In 1897 a farm site on the southern side of Svartarvatn, 800 m SE of the present farm
Svartarkot, was reported by Daniel Bruun. He says that wind erosion has stripped the
soil off an old midden with much bone debris and from this he deduced that this was an
old farm site.*® He does not mention the ruin mounds, although they must have been
quite visible then as now, so it is not entirely certain that this is the same site. The land
south of the present ruins on the lake shore has been denuded and it is conceivable that
there were other ruins there now completely disappeared. Bruun’s midden cannot
however have been far away from the extant ruins and it is safe to regard it as a part of
the same site. An arrow-head with a Viking age date (Rygh 539) originates most likely
in the same place as Bruun describes: “old eroded ruins where the farm stood
formerly.”’

By the mid 20th century this earlier farm site had begun to be eroded by the
lake.*® This was most likely caused by the raising of the lake-level, when the outlet was
dammed in order to generate electricity for the farm.

The site was visited by Andrew Dugmore and Anthony Newton in 2003. They
noted that the lake was eroding a soil profile with turf and bones, rreporting clearly
visible turf between H-1104 and H-1158 and evidence of disturbance between LNS and
1104. They also saw animal bone in a collapsed bank (in the lake). Following up on this
Orri Vésteinsson visited the site in 2004 and described the three mounds, defining the one
in the middle (2) as a farm mound, and the lower two on either side of it as the sites of
animal stalls. He found cultural layers above a white tephra (O-1362 or H-1158) in the
easternmost mound (1) and the farm-mound (2) while in the westernmost mound (3)

there were both early modern layers and a cultural layer just above the LNS. He reported

%% Daniel Bruun, Arbok 1898, Fylgirit, 52, 69.
39 KEKH, 349.
40 -Svartarkot, 5
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Fig. 53. Plan of the Svartarkot site.

animal bones sticking out of the section in farm mound (2), and photographs from both
2003 and 2004 show this clearly.*!

In 2010 the site was visited again primarily to assess its potential for
zooarchaeological investigations. This time hardly any bones were found (see Tom
McGovern’s report below) and it seems that whatever midden layers used to be on the
northern edge of the farm mound (2) have now been completely washed away by the

lake.

*1 Orri Vésteinsson 2004, Krokdalur. Fornleifaskraning 2004, FS258, Reykjavik, pp. 53-
55.
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Fig. 54. The site looking northwest. The site of the modern farm on the other side of the lake.

Cleaning of the sections allowed some further observations about the stratigraphy of the
site, although specialist analysis of the tephras and more detailed recording of the
eroding sections is recommended as this will definetely result in a fuller understanding of
this site.

In mound 1 the ruins of an animal stall, visible on the surface, can be seen in the
section on a 10 m stretch. This building has been cut through the historical sequence of
tephras (esp. on the east side) but it is clearly younger than the 1477 tephra. 15-20 sm
below the 1477 tephra there is a single white tephra layer (presumably either O-1362 or
H-1158) and below this a cultural layer, up to 5 cm thick turf debris, some 4 sm above
V~940.

In mound 2 the section is quite different on the northwestern and southwestern
sides. In the former there are building remains sitting in a cut younger than V-1477.
There are lava stones on both sides (some 4 m between them) as well as in the lake,

where they have dropped from the section. In this part of the section three white tephra
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layers are clearly visible (O-1362, H-1158 and H-1104) with a cultural layer below the
lowest of these. This is very compact turf. The LNS is missing in this part of the section.

On the southwestern side the LNS is all there, with 15-18 sm between it and H-
1104. There is some charcoal and disturbance in this layer, but also bone sitting on top of
H-1158 (which is 0,5 cm above H-1104) but 20 cm above this there are further cultural
layers, probably sitting in an early modern cut as the V-1477 is missing here.

In mound 3 there are remains of an early modern animal stall post-V1477. From
the surface remains it seems that a substantial part of this building has already been lost
to the lake. Just below the 1477 there are lava slabs which probably indicate a building.
Just below them is a coarse tephra (or sand?) layer (1410 if tephra?). In this section there
is only one of the white tephras and this has been cut some time before the supposed
1410 tephra was deposited. The white tephra is above a substantial and complex
sequence of cultural layers (20+ cm), including upcast and fatty organic layers (floor?).
This sequence starts some 5 cm above V~940. The lower cultural layers in mound 3 are
just above the present water table, showing that this mound is entirely anthropogenic.

The location of the site may have been influenced by a water source just to the
east of it, where water springs from under the lava field into a channel which leads into

the lake, close by mound 3.

It is clear that while there does not seem to have been continuous occupation of this site it
has been occupied sporadically from at least the late Viking age and into early modern
times. The farm was deserted 1784-1823 but was moved to its present location in
1863.* Tt is likely that mound 2 was always the centre of the settlement but it is also
possible that remains of habitation may be found in the earlier levels in mound 3. A
sherd of a earthenware cooking pot found on the southern side of mound 2 is post-1600

and may well be from the 18th century.*

*2 Elin Baldvinsdottir pers. comm. 28 June 2010.
* Gavin Lucas pers. comm. July 2010.
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Thomas H. McGovern

Report on midden investigations at Svartarkot

On June 28" our team (project leader Orri Vesteinsson Aaron Kendall, Frank Feeley,
Tom McGovern) visited the ruin of Svartarkot to investigate reports of midden deposits
weathering into the lake Svartarvatn. The site had been visited in the late 19" ¢ by Daniel
Bruun, who collected a Viking age arrowhead from deposits weathering into the lake, and
subsequent visitors reported cultural materials and well defined volcanic tephra visible
along a substantial erosion face. Our team mission was to locate bone bearing midden
deposits in the erosion face or other
farm area, and if possible to make small
collections suitable for C14 and initial
quantification work.

The farm ruin is clearly visible
as a series of green mounds along the

southeastern corner of the lake today.

The highest is a central mounded ruin

with lush green grass (GPS Farm Ruin

Mound top N 65 20.183 W 017 14.105 towards eroding cultural deposits in the southernmost
’ ' mound at Svartarkot.

elevation ca 400 m accuracy ca +/- 3 m).

In at least three localities along the current erosion face multiple historic and prehistoric
tephra and some cultural deposits were clearly visible among the slumping deposits
which are still being undercut by wave action from the lake Svartarvatn (figure 53). The
central erosion face was just below what appears to be the main farm ruin and is GPS
located (=/- 2m) at N 65 20.189, W 017 14.120. This central erosion face extended for
about 20 meters of continuous profile, and the smaller northern and southern exposures
extended about 10-15 meters. For most of these profiles, a wide range of tephra were
visible as continuous bands, and we cleared about 18 m of the central erosion face for
observation. These deposits held multiple tephra, including many prehistoric tephra and

the thick creamy band of H3 near the base of the deposit. The historic tephra include the
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local Landndm Sequence (LNS), a thick band of the V~940 tephra above, and what
appeared to be a full set of 1104, 1158, 1262, 1300, 1410, 1477 (unusually thin here) and
1717 (others may well be present and some identifications will need correction). A
series of pH readings (bipolar soil pH meter) produced a narrow range of values from
6.25-6.5, similar to other values for Myvatnssveit and suitable for bone preservation. A
few fragments of well preserved bone were observed both in the erosion slump and in
situ in the erosion face, but these amounted to 3-5 fragments widely scattered across the
exposure. We did not observe any concentration of bone, fire damaged rock, ash,
charcoal or artifacts in any of the currently exposed erosion profiles, but cultural material
including turf and stone walling was clearly visible in profile (see photo set below). It is
entirely possible that midden deposits do exist deeper into the profile on the inland side,
but it seems more likely that the bone rich deposits were on the lake (Western) side of the
deposit (as at Graenavatn at Myvatn) and have washed away since Bruun’s visit a century
ago. At present the lake is being maintained by a dam at a significantly higher level
(probably ca 1 m +)
than its natural level,
and this has probably
contributed to the
accelerated erosion of
the lakeside deposits.
We carried out a 10 m
coring transect (at 1
and 2 m spacing) back
from the central

erosion face

(westwards  towards

the farm mound) and ) )

Figure 56. SAK test pit 1 N65 20.176 W 017 14.062 el 413m (+/-3 m)
encountered  multiple
tephras but no definite midden deposits. Investigation of the erosion face of the lake up
to a km northwards produced no additional cultural deposits in the erosion face. We also

sampled some of the recently collapsed soil that had fallen into the lake but recovered

68



Figure 57. Collapsing cultural deposits along the SE shore of Svartarvatn

only a few chips of bone from these displaced deposits. While additional bone-rich
midden deposits may exist in this area, there was no sign of them during our visit. This
said, the exposed long profiles at SKU have huge potential for better understanding
settlement and potentially erosion events in this area, and need intensive analysis by the
soil science, tephra, and geomorphology teams. This will also be an excellent place to
introduce students to tephra and landscape reconstruction.

We also investigated an area to the east (away from the lake shore) of the central
farm mound ruin, as some weathered animal bones (including caprine, sheep, cattle, and
horse, see report below) were visible on the surface scattered around small erosion
features. We cleared three of these small profiles to investigate stratigraphy and find any
intact midden on this side of the structure. In every case we saw only layers of natural
wind deposited sand and silt overlying heavily reduced natural deposits- all historic

tephra were missing and in most cases the deposit was cut down below the H3 prehistoric
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horizon. This area seems to have been subjected to intense erosion and re-deposition and

probably has only islands of intact stratigraphy at best.

Overall Assessment: The Svartarkot site has great potential for tephra, geomorphology,
and geoarchaeology, and can shed considerable light upon the sequence of human
occupation of this far interior high altitude site. However at present there are no good
targets for intensive zooarchaeological investigation and the site appears to have only
limited survival of midden deposits. We suggest intensive geoarchaeological work with a
zooarchaeological “watching brief” in the event that bone rich deposits do turn up in the

future.

Fig. 58. Cleared profile in central erosion area. H3 prehistoric tephra is highly visible at base,
above are a set of later prehistoric tephra . These are closely space and appear to have been
deposited in a highly organic marshy/peaty environment. The LNS is visible in mid-profile, and
closely above follows an unusually thick V~940 tephra. Above this tephra there is an abrupt
transition to much less organic deposits dominated by silts and sand and with tephra far more
widely spaced. This transition was visible across the whole profile and merits further
investigation.

70



Fig. 59. Close-up of transition zone above the VV~ 940 tephra.

Appendix: Surface Collected Animal Bones

A very small collection of very weathered animal bones was made to the West (inland)of
the main farm mound ruin near GPS coordinates N 65 20.175, W 017 14.063. Table 1
presents identification of these remains. Note the presence of cattle and horse bones as
well as sheep and “caprines” (probably also sheep). These are all heavily weathered and
may have been exposed for some time. One sheep metacarpal has evidence of

biperforation; a method of marrow extraction normally not seen in Iceland before ca.

1100 AD.

Table 1. Svartarkot 2010 Surface

Species NISP Count
Cattle 2
Horse
Sheep 11
Caprine 20
Large Terr. Mammal 2
Medium Terr. Mammal 5
total 42
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Magniis A. Sigurgeirsson

Gjoskulagarannsokn

Inngangur

Dagana 13.-15. juli 2010 var farin vettvangsferd 4 alls fjortan minjastadi i Sudur-
bingeyjarsyslu. Heimsott voru forn sel og bajarstedi vid Masvatn (Pyrilskot, Hallskot og
Vidatoft), i Seljadal (Porutoftir), sudur af Myvatni (Arnavatnssel, Gautlandasel,
Girdingar og Sandvatnssel) og vid Laxa (Beinisstadir, Mynesas og vid Vidarholma).
Kumlateigur var skodadur i Kumlabrekku sudur af Vagnbrekku. Einnig voru
kirkjugardsminjar skodadar & Hofstddum i Laxardal og fornir sorphaugar & Skutustooum.
Tilgangur ferdarinnar var ad aldursgreina fornminjar med hjalp gjoskulaga. Skodud voru
jarovegssnid 4 6llum ofangreindum stodum, afstada gjoskulaga til fornminja konnud og
gjoskusyni tekin til frekari skodunar.

Rannsoknir hafa synt ad talsvert er af gjoskulogum 1 jardvegi 4 Nordausturlandi
sem koma ad notum vid aldursakvardanir fornminja. Pau gjoskuldg sem mest hefur verid
studst vid eru, Landnamslagid (LNL) frd pvi um 870, V~940, H-1104, H-1158, V-1159,
K-1262, H-1300, V-1410, V-1477 og V-1717. i Myvatnssveit er svokollud
Landnamssyrpa (LNS) skyr en i henni koma fyrir allt ad sex dokk gjoskulog sem
myndudust 4 ramlega 200 ara timabili. Yngsta lagio i LNS er V~940. bykkt LNS er 4
bilinu 6-10 cm (Sigurdur Porarinsson 1968, Gudrin Larsen 1982; 1984; 1992, Arni
Einarsson et al. 1988, Karl Gronvold et al. 1995, Magnus A. Sigurgeirsson 1998,
Magnus A. Sigurgeirsson et al. 2002; 2008).
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Mynd 1. Minjastadir vestan og sunnan Myvatns skodadir 13.-15. juli 2010 (gps-punktar).

Nidurstoour

Pyrilskot (13.7.2010)

Snid var melt 1 vesturprofil skurdar (mynd 2). Yfir torfi er H-1300, V-1477 og liklega V-
1717. 1 torfi er LNS med V~940 gjoskunni. Undir torfi er LNS in situ, vel vardveitt.
Mannvistarlag er 4 milli LNL og V~940. { hlidarbokkum skurdarins sast H-1104 liggja
yfir torthrun og einnig gratt (stalgratt) lag nokkru ofar, mogulega V-1159, 8-10 cm eru &
milli laganna (torthrun). Ba0i pessi 16g liggja yfir nidurgroft, sem pvi er eldri. Elstu
merki um mannvist i Pyrilskoti eru pvi fra upphafi 10. aldar en veggurinn er hladinn a

seinni hluta 10. aldar eda 11. old.
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Hallskot
Snid var meelt i skurdi-3 1 innri tungardi (mynd 2). Nest yfir torfi er gjoskulagid V-1477.
Tvo punn dokk gjoskuldg liggja 1 gegnum allt snidid i torfi/torfblendingi. Samkvamt
smasjarskodun eru um H-1300 ad reda i badum tilvikum. Telja ma vist ad nedra lagid sé
In situ en pad efra i torfstreng. Undir peim er torfblendingur. Undir mannvistarlogum er
LNS med premur gjoskulogum. Ekki er haegt ad sja V~940 gjoskuna i LNS. Elsti hluti
gardsins er fra 10.-13. 61d en yngsti hluti hans fra 14.-15. 6ld.

Tvo syni voru tekin Ur skurdi-2 (bajarholl), ar meintu H-1104/1158 og svo ur
mogulegu H-1300 lagi ofarlega yfir torfi. Smasjarskodun stadfestir ad pessi 16g eru til

stadar.

Vidatoft
Snid er meelt 1 skurdi-2 nordan i skélatéft (mynd 2). Y fir mannvistarlagi eru V-1477 og
mogulega V-1159 og H-1104/1158. Undir mannvistarlogum er LNS in situ, ekki er hagt
ad greina V~940 med vissu. Um 0,5 cm pykkur jardvegur er & milli V-1159 og H-
1104/1158. Mannvistarlogin eru ad 6llum likindum fr4 10.-11. 6ld.

[ skurdi-3 (jardhus) eru V-1477 og H-1300 yfir torfi og LNS undir uppmokstri.
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Pyrilskot
10
. I \-1477
20 H-1300
30 Torf med LNS og V~940
40
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=70 ) " SSS—
Torf med mannvistarlégum
V~940
70 o .
LNS (med 4 gjoskulogum)
80
20 Hekla-3 (2900 BP)
100

Mynd 2. Snid vio Méasvatn.

Arnarvatnssel

Hallskot
Skurdur-3

I \-1477

Torfblendingur/uppmokstur

H-1300

ee—
_ LNS (med 3 gjoskulégum)

Steril mold

Hekla-3 (2000 BP)

Vidatoft
Skurdur-2

I 1477

S A4EO/ 4468
V-11080n-1050

e Mannvistarlag/rét

- LNS (med 2 gjoskulogum)

Steril mold

Skoda snid 1 gard vestan rastahols (skurdur-4). Um 1,4 m eru nidur 4 svart 15 cm pykkt

gjoskulag, liklega Heklu-5. Gjoskulagid V-1477 liggur yfir gardinn. I veggnum, 4 50-95

cm dypi, er torf med Heklu-3 og LNS, blandad kolum. A 95-110 cm dypi er uppmokstur

med Heklu-3 og LNS. Par undir er steril mold. Fremur erfitt er ad sja t aldur gardsins

par sem litid er af gjoskulogum til ad stydjast vid. Ljost er p6 ad hann er fra pvi fyrir

1477. Kjarni gardsins gaeti verid mjog gamall.

Gautlandasel

Snid var meelt 1 skurdi-2, utan i unglegri toft. Undir unglegu torfi er V-1477, 4 26 cm dypi

(mynd 3). Nedar tekur vid 16 cm pykkur gjoskurikur mér sem liklega er torf. Mor er i

snidinu nidur ad Heklu-3, sem er 4 98 cm dypi. Undir torfinu er gragraent mispykkt

gjoskulag, 4 51 cm dypi (geeti verid V~940 samkvamt smasjarathugun). Litaskil eru 4 54

cm dypi, par sem morinn nedar dokknar. brji dokk gjoskuldg ur LNS eru nedan

litaskilanna. Liklega er um mannvistarlag ad reda & milli V~940 og litaskilanna. Elstu
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merki um mannvist i snidinu eru fra fyrri hluta 10. aldar. Torfveggurinn (sé elsti) er

liklega fra seinni hlutal0. aldar eda 11. 61d.

Beinisstadir

Snid var melt austan undir baejarhdl (mynd 3). Yfir mannvistarlagi, blandad kolum, eru
V-1477 og H-1300. Nedarlega i mannvistarlaginu er liklega V~940 gjoskan. bunnt
mannvistarlag er undir gjoskunni, nidur undir LNL. Elstu mannvistarlog 4 Beinisstodum

eru fréa fyrri hluta 10. aldar eda jafnvel lokum 9. aldar.

Gautlandasel Beinisstadir Sandvatnssel
Skurdur-2 Austan vid bagjarhdl Skurdur-2
Graleitt torf
10 (tilh. yngstu taft) V1TAT
V-1717
20
I \-1477
% —\-1477 H1300
T X b eg e lagin i LNS
Gjoskublandadur mor, | Mannvistarlag e s
40 liklega torf (med V~940) } G-lag/Sn-1 (1800 BP)
0 V~g40
—F=—===4 = Litaskil (dekkra nedar)
— H\crfjallsgjoska Hekla-3 (2900 BP)
60
i Landnamslag, 871 AD Hekla-3 (2900 BP) Hekla-4 (4500 BP)
80
90
100
Hekla-3 (2900 BP)

Mynd 3. Snid vido Gautlandasel, Beinisstadi og Sandvatnssel.

Sandvatnssel (14.7.2010)

Snid var meelt i skurdi-2, nordan vid rastahdl (mynd 3). Gjoskulégin V-1717, V-1477 og
H-1300 eru yfir meintu mannvistarlagi (sem er 6skyrt lag). Undir pvi er nedri hluti LNS
vardveittur, en eftri 10g syrpunnar (V~940 og LNL) vantar (rofin burtu). Litid er haegt ad

fullyrda um aldur meints mannvistarlags annad en ad pad er fra pvi fyrir 1300.

76



[ skurdi-1 er mikid rask strax ofan vid nedsta lag LNS, sums stadar vantar LNS alveg.

Efst eru merki um torf med V-1477. Jardlog eru verulega roskud i snidinu.

Mynesas

Skurodur i gardlag var skodadur. Torthledsla liggur naest ofan & V~940 og gjoskuldgin V-
1477 og H-1300 liggja yfir gardinn. Um 3-4 c¢m af ljosleitri mold er undir H-1300 nidur
ad torfi. { torfinu eru LNS og Hverfjallsgjoskan en litid af Heklu-3. [ vesturenda skurdar
er mogulegt ad H-1104/1158 liggi yfir torfhruni (slitrott og punnt). Gardlagio er fra pvi
talsvert fyrir 1300 og liklega einnig 1104/1158. Likast til er pad fra 10.-11. dld.

Girdingar

Snid vid skalatoft (mynd 4). Yfir torfi eru gjoskuldgin V-1717, V-1477, H-1300 og
mogulega lj6sa Heklulagio H-1104/H-1158. Ljosa lagid er 2 cm nedan H-1300 og um 2
cm ofan vid torf. { torfinu er V~940 gjoskan dberandi 4samt punnu mannvistarlagi nzest
ofan a gjoskunni. Undir torfinu er V~940 in situ. Punnt ljosleitt mannvistarlag er ofan a

pvi. LNS, med fimm gjoskuldgum, er vardveitt undir torfinu. Rustin er fra seinni hluta

10. aldar eda 11. 61d.

Vid Kleifarholma vid vesturbakka Laxar

Skurdur 1 toft. Veggur er Ur allstorum steinum og um 20 cm pykkum torfstabba par undir.
Ofan 4 grjotinu eru V-1477 og H-1300. Torf liggur alveg nidur ad V~940 gjéskunni.
Torfid er med LNS. 1 innanverdri toftinni er H-1104/H-1158 um 3 cm yfir smagrjoti (sem
liggur i golflagi) og torfi med LNS. I prufuholu i ruslahaug um 20 m nordar er V~1477
yfir sorplagi og V~940 undir pvi. Punnt torfblandad lag er neest ofan & V~940 gjoéskunni,

undir sorplaginu. Rustin er fra seinni hluta 10. aldar eda 11. 6ld.

Kumlabrekka

Skoda meint batskuml i Kumlabrekku. Uppmokstur liggur nast ofan 4 lifreenu lagi, en
undir pvi er graenleit punn gjoska, liklega LNL. Svo virdist sem V~940 gjoskuna vanti
LNS, en LNS er annars vel vardveitt undir uppmokstrinum. V~940 gati pvi hafa fallid
eftir ad kumlio var grafid og lent i roti/raski sem fylgdi greftrinum. V-1477 liggur yfir
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kumlinu. Kumlid er liklega fra fyrri hluta 10. aldar, sé gengid ut fra pvi ad V~940 hafi

fallid um sama leyti eda skommu eftir ad kumlid var grafid.

Porutoftir i Seljadal

Y fir torfvegginn liggja V-1477 og H-1300 (sunnan megin i skurdi). Torfid er med LNS
og dalitid af Heklu-3. Torfveggur virdist sitja naest ofan 4 V~940 gjéskunni. Slitrur af H-
1104/1158 liggja yfir torthruni um 0,5 m vestan veggs inni i toéftinni. Toftin er fra seinni

hluta 10. aldar eda 11. old.

Girdingar Hofstadir-kirkjugardur
Snid vid skalatoft Snid | vesturbakka (vid gryfju)

10 V-1717
I 177
20 H-1300
H-1104/1158
30 V-1717
Torf med LNS (mikid af Mannvistarldg (torf/méaska)
V~940)
40 |— /1477
50 — H-1300

’ ) | Mannvistarlag m/raudum yrjum
/Ljést mannvistarlag naest ofan V~940 o

60 V~840 | Nanast hrein méaska
b og c légin | LNS

70
G-lag/Sn-1 (1800 BP)

80

90
Hekla-3 (2900 BP)

100%

Mynd 4. Snid fra Girdingum og Hofst6dum i Laxardal.

Hofstadir — kirkjugardur (15.7.2010)
Melt er snid 1 vesturbakka uppgraftarins, um 0,5 sunnan unglegrar sorpgryfju (mynd 4).
Gjéskulogin V-1717, V-1477 og H-1300 eru allskyr i snidinu. A milli V-1717 og V-1477

eru tvd punn gjéskuldg. Undir H-1300 er raudleitt mannvistarlag og méaska. I gryfjunni
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sést torflag (veggur) med LNS sem situr & um 5 cm pykku mannvistarlagi. Undir pvi er
LNS in situ. H-1300 er um 25 cm yfir torfinu. Svo virdist sem gryfjan sé grafin eftir ad
V-1717 gjoskan féll, en lagid slitnar vid gryfjubarminn. i holu-D sést mégulega H-
1104/1158 um 16 cm nedan V-1477 og 9 cm ofan LNS.

Skutustadir — sorphaugur

Skoda einkum snid i SK-E3, nalaegt nordvesturhorni (par sem leegd er i hrauninu). {
snidinu koma fram allnokkur skyr gjoskuldg, s.s. V-1717, V-1477, V-1410, H-1300 og
K-1262 (mynd 5). Tvo punn gjoskuldg eru a milli V-1717 og V-1477. Ljosu gjoskulogin
H-1104/1158 sjast ekki. Mannvistarlog na a.m.k. 95 cm undir H-1300, en ekki var grafid
dypra. Moéoskublandadur jardvegur er i 6llu snidinu. Nedan H-1300 er dberandi mikid af
gjalli 1 bland vid jardveginn.

A sydra uppgraftarsvedinu, SK-H, er V-1717 allaberandi ofarlega i snidinu og einnig sést
V-1477. bunnt gjoskulag er um 1,5 cm ofan V-1477. Allskorp litaskil eru vid V-1477, ur

dokkgrarri mold fyrir ofan 1 raudbriina mold fyrir nedan (med beinum).

Skutustadir-sorphaugur

Skurdur E3 (snid mat vestri)

Rotarlag
VATIT

10

20

30

40 [ -14TT

V-1410
50

60

H-1300
K-1262

70

Mannvistarldg (moaska, bein og sit)

80 bléndud gjalli na 95 cm undir H-1300
(ekki grafid dypra).

a0

100

Mynd 5. Snid fra Skatustéoum.
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Orri Vésteinsson

Vidbeetur og leidréttingar vid fornleifaskra Skutustadahrepps

[ skyrslu um fornleifarannsoknir i Myvatnssveit sumarid 2007 var kafli med vidbotum og
leioréttingum vid fornleifaskra Skutustadahrepps sem tekin var saman 4 a&runum 1996 til
1999. Hér verdur med sama heetti getid stada sem komu 1 1j6s vid vettvangsathugun
2010, sem borist hafa abendingar um og sem umtalsverdar breytingar hafa verid gerdar 4

skraningu 4. Minnihattar breytinga 4 fornleifaskranni, mest uppferslur 4 hnitum, er ekki

getio hér.

Fig. 60. Toft vid Keefumyri. A ljésmyndinni er horft til oraurs.

Helluvad

Sh-193:058  toft 65°36.63IN  17°13.887V
1,07 km nordur af Arnarvatnsseli 043 er toft fast nedan vid gétuna sem liggur nedst i
moéanum medfram bran Kefumyrar. Toftin er milli gétunnar og myrarinnar, 1,3 km
sudur af SA horni Mésvatns.

Toftin er nedst 1 geil sem skerst upp 1 moéana fra Kefumyri og eru adeins 3 m fra
toftinni ad storinni i myrinni. Geilin hefur sennilega myndast af leysingavatni pvi hiin
virdist ekki vera regluleg vatnsras. Vidattumiklir lyngmoar eru ofan vid og fara hekkandi
til austurs. Keefumyri vestan vid er marflot, teygist um 2 km sudur fra Masvatni.

Alveg hringlega toft, 8x8 m ad utan en 4x4 m ad innan. Veggir standa gronir, um
1,2 m hair en t6ftin er engu ad sidur fornleg, med apekkum grédri og i méanum i kring.
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b6 er heldur meira gras i botninum og par vex gulvidir, en fjalldrapi, lyng og mosi &
veggjunum. Dyr eru til VNV,
Haettumat: engin hatta

Fig. 61. Gardlag i Grasaskardi. Horft til Fig. 62. Skurdur i sudurhlid gerdisins, horft til
vesturs fra gerdinu vid Sellandagrof. austurs.

Greaenavatn

SP-203:062  toft+gardlag  opekkt 65°27.999N  17°05.413V

Rumlega 500 m nordan vid Sellandahts 061, heldur nordar en beint austur af
Grasaskardi, a vesturbakka Sellandagrofar er gardlag og 0ljos toft, sem getur att vio
lysingu Helga Hallgrimssonar & Holluseli, en pad a skv. lysingu stadkunnugra 4 ad vera
sudaustan vid Sellandarétt (sja 076). Gardurinn er eina augljosa mannvirkid en toftin er 4
kafi i vioi og pvi illgreinileg.

Storpyfd valllendisflot milli Sellandaéss og Sellandagréfar og er hun vidast komin
a kaf 1 vidikjarr & pessum stad en nordar er meira af fjalldrapa og birki. Flotin er adeins
um 100 m breid 4 pessum stad, ofan vid eru lyngmoar og svo blasinn &sinn, en um 150 m
nordar vikka flatirnar mikid og hefur par verid mikid graslendi 40ur en kjarrid tok ad
dafna.

bessi vegsummerki eru alls ekki 6tvired en petta er po eini stadurinn sem hagt er
ad koma heim vid lysingu Helga Hallgrimssonar. Nordar, ner Sellandarétt, gaetu vida
leynst toftir & kjarri voxnum flotunum. Toéftin er 10x4 m og snyr N-S en gardlagid hefst
10 m nordan vid hana og sést greinilega 4 5 m parti sem sveigir til NNV. Pbar er um I m
vik og nast kemur greinilegur 13 m langur kafli sem liggur beint i vestur. P4 er annad
vik og sidan kemur 6 m kafli sem liggur til VSV. Padan ma rekja gardinn i sveig til
sudurs um 20 m en mjog er hann pd ogreinilegur og hverfur sidan alveg i lyngmodann.
bad er pvi adeins nyrdri hluti gerdisins sem sést og hefur pad verid um 35 m breitt og
varla minna en 40 m langt. 2010: Gerdid kemur nu fyrir sjonir eins og samfelldur
halfhringur ut fra stalli, par sem einnig gati hafa verid gardur en nu trodinn nidur i
fjargdtur. Ein greinileg toft er vid pennan stall nordantil og snyr A-V, grafin inn i
brekkuna. Um 40 m eru innan gards par sem lengst er, N-S. Sudurhlid gardsins heldur
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afram til vesturs i méanum og ma rekja hana 4 um 400 m kafla (po stor eyoda i kringum
sl60ann). bessi gardur hefur ndd a milli Sellandagréfar og Krakar ef ad likum latur.
Einnig er mogulega 4 15 m kafla gardur sem gaeti verid vesturhlidin & pessu gerdi en pad
er ekki skyrt. Gerdid er hladid milli 940 og 1104/58.

Haettumat: engin hatta

Heimildir:AFSkat e HH

Sja ennfremur bls. 53-56 1 pessari skyrslu.

Fig. 63. Hollusel i rigningu, horft i sudaustur.

SP-203:076  Hollusel 2 toftir  opekkt 65°28.312N  17°04.971V
"Hollusel. Pad er eitt af seltottum Graenavatns sudur i Sellondum. Oljosar byggdasagnir
eru vid0 Hollusel tengdar." segir i Ornefnalysingu. "Hollusel er skammt fyrir innan
Oddastadi "Holl med kofaristum" (Ornefnalysing). Halda menn ad par hafi buaid
einsetukona med pessu nafni en trulega er petta gamalt sel (ekki skodad) ... Toftir vid
Sellandagrof. Rustir og gardur um 5 - 700 m nordan vid Sellandahus." segir i
soguminjaskra. Beint austur af sudurenda Sellandaréttar, eda heldur sunnar er graenn holl
med hundapufu fast 4 austurbakka Sellandagrofar. Grynnri farvegur grofarinnar er austan
vi0 toftarhol pennan og er hann pvi eins og & eyju i grofinni.

A valllendishél sem nt er ad mestu kominn a kaf i fjalldrapa og vidi.

Nyrori toftin er aflong, 4x2 m og skiptist 1 tvd holf. Hun er austan vid hundapufu
en undir henni grillir i annad holf. Pessar mannvirkjaleifar eru 4 eldri ristum. Hin toftin
er 3 m sunnar, 2,5x1,5 m ad innanmali, og er nordausturhornid alveg ogreinilegt. Ekki er
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ohugsandi ad pessar rustir séu af Holluseli. 2010: Ein téft 4 rustahdl um 30 m austan vid
Sellandagrof. Toftin snyr N-S, 7x4 m og er austanmegin 4 rastah6l sem er 12x10 m og
gaeti Onnur toft verid samhlida hinni vestanmegin. bar er hundaptfa. Hledsluhad toftar
er 0,5 m en rustahollinn sem hin er 4 er um 1 m 4 had. Kjarr og lyngmoar allt 1 kring.
85 m NNA vid er stor natturulegur holl, laus frd hlidinni, um 4 m har. Hann er flatur ad
ofan og par & er grasflot, ad mestu slétt en po deeldir austan og nordan i. Ekki er skyrt
toftalag 4 neinu en rustalegt engu ad sidur.

Heettumat: engin heetta

Heimildir:O-Granavatn, 253; AFSkat e HH

Fig. 64. Hellukofi, horft i vestur. Birkir Fanndal tok myndina sumarid 2010.

Sp-203:077 has  opekkt
Hellukofi er i hrauninu um 1 km austan vid Sveigakot.

[ grodurlausu helluhrauni.
Kofinn er hladinn & hraungardi. Birkir Fanndal tok mynd af honum sumarid 2010 en af
henni ad dema stendur hann enn, en er mjog lagur (um 1,5 m), med op vid jordu a
austurhlio.

Geirastadir
Sh-213:036  vid Kleifarhdlma  toft 65°35.409N  17°06.709V
Geirastadamegin 4 mots vid par sem SyOstakvisl og Midkvisl koma saman, um 100 m

vestan vid arbakkann og um 50 m vestan vid (Efra) Kleifarholma, er toft
50-100 m breida grasengisrema milli arbakkans og hraunsins. Vel gr6id hraun en mjog
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sprungid og eru toftirnar byggdar ofan 4 a.m.k. einni mjorri sprungu en ein sterri er
austan vid.

Toftin skiptist 1 prji stor holf. Pad vestasta stendur heaest og hefur greinilegasta
veggi. Ur eystri holfunum tveimur er gengid at til austurs, ad arbakkanum en ekki sjast
merki um dyr 4 vestasta holfinu. Grafid var i pessa toft 2010 og reyndist hiin vera byggd
eftir 940 en vera fallin fyrir 1104/58. Einnig fannst 6skuhaugur vid nordausturhorn
hennar med vel vardveittum dyrabeinum.

Heettumat: engin heetta

Sja ennfremur bls. 35-36 1 pessari skyrslu.

Fig. 65. Varda fra midoldum |'Ini ofa orft ti NV. B
Hofstadir

Sb-214:069 varda 65°37.336N  17°09.576V
660 m sudur af Geldingatettum 021 er varda 4 dalitlum hol. Hun er 30 m nordan vid
vatnsfarveg, fast ofan (austan) vid gétuna milli Hofstada og Geldingatotta. Vardan er i
hvarfi fra Hofstooum.

f lyngmoa, efst { brekkunni ofan vid Laxa. Vardan er 4 aflangri pufu, nattarulegri,
um 4 m ofan vid gotu og 25 m nordan vid purran farveg, nedst i hvammi sem lokast
sunnan vid af leiti sem ber fyrir baejarholinn & Hofstooum.

Vardan er ofan 4 pufu sem er 7 m frd nordri til sudurs (snyr eins og gatan nedan
vid) og 3-4 m breid fra austri til vesturs. Hun er um 1,5 m héa en i vordunni eru 2 umfor
og hefur hun aldrei verid stor um sig. 12.7.2010 var grafid i pifua sem vardan er 4 til ad
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ganga ur skugga um hvers edlis hin er. Hn reyndist vera nattiruleg. 1 skurdi sem
grafinn var 20 sm vestan vid nordurhluta vordunnar sast ad botn hennar var a 30 sm dypi
og eru 1-2 umfor alveg sokkin. V-1477 leggst yfir nedstu steinarddina en H-1104/58 er
undir (og undir pvi LNS &n grenu laganna. Af vordunni sjast nu fjorir steinar og er
grunnflotur hennar 60x45 sm en undir sverdi eru adrir 80 sm til vesturs pannig ad samtals
er vordubotninn 125x80 sm. Lengri hlidin er A-V, pvert 4 hlidina.

Haettumat: engin hatta

Fig. 66. Gardlagio pvert yfir Heidarspordslaut. Horft i austur

SP-214:070 gardlag  vorslugardur 65°35.560N  17°07.003V
Grjothladid gardlag er i hrauninu nordnordvestan vid téftina SP-213:036 vid
Kleifarholma

{ ufnu apalhrauni.

GarOurinn byrjar ad sjast i hraunbruninni austan vid tunin sem eru austan vid
pjodveginn nordur med Myvatni. Sa stadur mun vera i Hofstadalandi en austurendi
gardisins er i landi Geirastada. Fyrst ma rekja gardinn um 80 m i nordur en sidan 173 m
til vidbotar i austur. A beirri leid liggur hann yfir Heidarspordslaut sem er groin geil i
hraunid en annars er garQurinn hladinn 4 hrauninu og notast vida vid nibbur og
nattarulega kanta. Hann er mjég hlykkjottur 1 hrauninu en svo til beinn yfir lautina. Ekki
tokst ad rekja hann lengra til austurs en ad girdingarundirstodu sem liggur nordur-sudur
austarlega i hrauninu. Af stefnu og samhengi ad deema er pessi gardur framhald af 055
Haettumat: engin hatta

Sja ennfremur bls. 35-36 1 pessari skyrslu.
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Orri Vésteinsson

Discussion

The new data collected in 2010 brings greater resolution to the picture that has been
emerging of the development of settlement in Myvatnssveit for the last decade. There are
now seven sites with evidence for occupation before ~940 and 18 sites which had been
abandoned before 1300. Among the latter there is great variation in the length of
occupation/use. At least seven sites had been abandoned before 1104/1158 — and of
those at least three had been abandoned before 1104 — while a few sites show evidence of
occupation throughout the 12th and 13th centuries and two (Steinbogi and Hallskot) a
short period into the 14th. At present it is not possible to say whether there were waves
of abandonment in particular periods or whether the abandonments were happening
gradually in this 400 year period. Tentatively it can be argued that it was a bit of both.
There is a sizeable group of sites with very short occupation. All seem to have 9th-10th
century start dates but many do not seem to have been used for more than a few decades,
few years even. A high proportion of these sites are not farms, sites like vid Vidatoft and
byrilskot, but there are also sites which clearly were farms, or were intended to be farms,
which did not outlast the 11th century. Girdingar is an example of a site with only a
single construction phase which looks like an experiment abandoned almost before it
began. On the other hand there is a large number of sites with much longer occupation
histories, some of which seem to have thrived for a while. Sveigakot had its heyday in
the 9th-10th centuries but lasted, possibly with a lengthy hiatus, down to the second half
of the 12th century. Selhagi, Beinisstadir and Porleifsstadir all seem to have been in
occupation down to the final years of the 13th century, and Porleifsstadir in particular
seems to represent a substantial operation.

Among the very early sites, those with evidence for occupation before ~940 the
whole range of site types and social status is represented. There is Gautlandasel which
does not have an enclosure and may always simply have been a shieling. There is
byrilskot which can hardly have been a farm and fell out of use very quickly. There is

Sveigakot which was definetely a low status farm and lasted into the 12th century. There
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is Beinisstadir which was also probably a low stauts farm and lasted down to 1300. Then
there is Hrisheimar which seems to have been a higher status site but was abandoned,
possibly as early as the 11th century although the end date of this site has not been firmly
established, and Porleifsstadir which was also a substantial farm but abandoned between
1262 and 1300. Finally there is Skutustadir, the farm that was to become the centre of
the southern part of Myvatnssveit and from its location can be argued to have been a high
status site from the outset. Considering that only at Hofstadir is there firm evidence that
occupation began after ~940 (and that only applies to the site of the monumental hall — it
is still possible that the farm mound 100 m away has earlier roots) and that at some of the
sites which have evidence for construction work shortly after ~940 there is also evidence
for earlier activity (e.g. at Girdingar, vid Kleifarholma and Geldingatattur), and
considering also how often the V~940 has been stripped away making determination of
the start date of the earliest archaeological layers impossible; considering all this it
appears more likely than not that practically all these sites started before ~940.

What is clear is that the building of enclosures and boundaries only started after
~940. It also seems likely that the building of halls belongs to the mid- to late 10th
century. Much fewer halls than boundaries have been dated but in addition to the well
known Sveigakot case, small halls at Girdingar and vid Kleifarholma clearly post-date
~940. This of course begs the question what sort of activity took place at these sites
before ~940 and what sort of structures they had. So far the pre ~940 evidence consists
of middens (Hrisheimar, Skutustadir), traces of cultivation (Pyrilskot and Beinisstadir)
and midden and SFBs (Sveigakot). At borleifsstadir the pre~940 cultural layers consist
of upcast plausibly interpreted as the result of digging for SFBs. The hypothesis to be
tested by further work is therefore that the earliest phase of activy at these sites is
charactrerized by sunken-featured buildings and cultivation but little or no positive
architecture of any kind. If this is proven to be true it opens the possibility that there may
be sites which were abandoned before the construction of enclosures and other positive
features, the visibility of which is therefore liable to be extremely limited. Sites with

halls but not enclosures, like Hali, Saltvik and possibly Raufarh6ll, may on these grounds
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be suggested to belong the the middle of the 10th century before the building of
enclosures became commonplace.*

The hypothesis that the three sites (or four if Geirastadir is included) around the
river channels where Laxa drains from Lake Myvatn represent a particularly early stage
in the settlement of Myvatnssveit is so far not supported by the results of the trenching.
For one thing it has emerged that these sites are much less ephemeral than originally
thought. Mynesas in particular has turned out to be more like the numerous enclosed
farms with substantial hay-making potential and the boundary associated with vid
Kleifarhdlma suggests that this site owned not only some of the best fishing and fowling
locations in Iceland but also had considerable meadows. It is still possible that these sites
had particularly early roots but it is also clear that they were operating at least in the
second half of the 10th century and possibly considerably longer. Vid Kleifarh6lma
seems to have been the first to be abandoned, probably in the 11th century, while Selhagi
may have been used until the 13th. If the reconstruction of the property of vid
Kleifarh6lma is correct (and there are several ifs and buts in this) it is clear that it will
have commanded some of the best lands later belonging to Hofstadir and Geirastadir. It
is tempting to associate the demise of vid Kleifarholma (and possibly Brenna by
Sandvatn further north*’) with the rise of Hofstadir as a centre in tha late 10th century.
The fact that the structure at vid Kleifarholma is built after ~940, like the great hall at
Hofstadir, suggests that the reorganisation of the land holdings belongs to a later stage
than the building of the hall. This may support notions that Hofstadir was, originally at
least, not a farm and that it only became one as a result of being a community centre. All

this is of course based on the assumption that the three sites really were farms. The

* Bjarni F. Einarsson & Magniis A. Sigurgeirsson 1996, Forkannanir & fornbylinu Hala i
Hlidardal i bingeyjarsyslu 1994-95, Fornleifafradistofan, Reykjavik. Two hall-like
structures at Saltvik post-date the V~940 tephra. Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2004,
Fornleifarannsoknir i Saltvik 2003, FS246, Reykjavik, pp. 11-13. A hall-like structure at
Raufarholl, on the property of Vindbelgur, is associated with a pagan burial nearby, but
has not been dated: Elin Osk Hreidarsdottir, Orri Vésteinsson & Sadis Gunnarsdottir
1998, Fornleifaskraning i Skutustadahreppi II. Fornleifar i Baldursheimi, a Litlu-Strénd,
Sveinsstrond, Arnarvatni, Neslondum, Vindbelg og Geirastodum, FS049, Reykjavik, pp.
63-64.

* Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2003, Landscapes of settlement 2002. Reports on investigations at
five medieval sites in Myvatnssveit, pp. 53-54.
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animal bone assemblages from Selhagi and vid Kleifarh6lma do suggest this, depsite the
lack of practically all other features normally associated with farms (enclosed home-field,
outbuildings) as do the more substantial structures as Mynesas. Nevertheless there are
good reasons to wonder about the nature of these sites, which only further research can
throw light on.

The relatively late appearance of the home-field enclosures raises some
interesting questions about their nature and about the development of home-fields in the
first decades of settlement. Interestingly a mid- to late 10th century date coincides with
the calculation that home-field productivity increased rapidly for c. 80 years after the
beginning of systematic manuring but levelled off after that.** In other words, if
manuring started at these sites at the beginning of settlement in the late 9th century, a
scenario supported by evidence for pre~940 cultivation at Beinisstadir and byrill, then
enclosure only happened once peak productivity had been reached. In this light it is
possible to see the enclosures primarily as measures to preserve investment already made,
and they may as such reflect an awareness of this change; that people noticed that the
year on year increases in productivity were not happening any more and that they reacted
by fencing in the manured areas. This can be seen as a conservation measure but it can at
the same time have been associated with further expansion and the starting of manuring
of larger areas. It is possible that the difference between small and larger enclosures has
not so much to do with the size of the operation but the intensity of manuring, i.e. that
there were different strategies where some preferred to intensively manure small areas
while others spread their manure thinly over larger areas. It seems likly that the latter
strategy was the more successful in the long run, and that the appearance of outer
enclosures, like at Vidatoft, represents attempts to adjust to an extensive strategy once
the intensive strategy had been shown to be the poorer bet. If this line of reasoning is not
entirely off the mark then it opens up the possibility that the smallest sites, the likes of
byrilskot and Geldingatattur, were in fact farms and that the absence of any hall like

46 Adderley, Paul W., Simpson, lan A. & Orri Vésteinsson 2008, ‘Local-scale
adaptations: A modeled assessment of soil, landscape, microclimatic, and management
factors in Norse home-field productivities.” Geoarchaeology. An International Journal
23/4, 500-27.
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structures only suggests that they are very early farms where people lieved in SFBs. The
small size of the enclosed homefield then only reflects that an intensive manuring
strategy was followed. The pitfall in determining site type from the size of these
enclosures is that all sites would have had to start off with an unimproved home-field, i.e.
no home-field at all. For the first years or decades they would have had to rely on
meadows hay for much of their fodder and only gradually would the improved areas
around the settlements have started to become important for the fodder provision. One
issue is that at the outset it would not have been possible to know, at least with any
accuracy, how large an area would be needed, i.e. whether half a hectare would be
enough for a cow-fodder or whether a whole hectare would be needed. It might well
have looked like a reasonable bet that a quarter or half a hectare, intensively manured,
would be enough or, more likely, that it would yield the greatest returns in the shortest
time. That may even have been the case and the exponential increase in the size of the
homefield seen at sites like Vidatoft may relfect the success of such a strategy. There is
much here to investigate.

If the conclusion is right that most or all the sites with medieval dates as well as
the sites which were occupied in later times have a pre~940 start date then this has
significant implications for our understanding of the settlement process. It means that
there were about twice as many potential farm sites in the Myvatn region in the 10™
century as there were in the 14™, Most or all these sites were farms, or sites that were
intended to become farms. A few of them may have been short-lived and could then be
explained in terms of experimentation in a new land (Girdingar would be the prime
candidate) but most of the sites that were eventually abandoned had life-spans of 150-400
years which suggests that in the 10™ century context at least they can be considered as
permanent fixtures in the landscape. It is possible that all these sites represent separate
households and in fact it is difficult not to see sites like Hrisheimar, Porleifsstadir or
Brenna as such. There is really only doubt about the intermediate types of sites,
Geldingataettur, vid Vidiker and Pyrilskot, which may not represent separate households.
To that group may be added Arnarvatnssel, and the sites Praelagerdi and Geldingatattur
on the boundary between Helluvad and Brettingsstadir which have not been trenched so

far. Because of their small size these sites are more likely to be underrepresented and
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they may therefore have been something like 1/5 of the total (#10?).*” However, even
when they are disregarded there are nearly twice as many abandoned farm sites (18) as
historic farms (22). It is possible that there really were 40 separate household/farm units
and the fact that in 1703 there were 37 households in this area supports this.** It may
suggest that the abandonment of nearly half the sites reflects not so much population
decline and less intensive use of the land but rather a reorganisation involving nucleation
of households on fewer sites and probably changes in the use of the outfields. The
evidence from the shieling sites is equivocal but it may be that the decrease in the number
of farm sites coincided with an intensification of shieling activity. It is certainly likely
that the home-fields of the abandoned farms would have been used for decades or
centuries afterwards and in shielings were in fact established on a high number of these
sites, although it is at present not possible to say whether this followed directly upon the
abandonement or was a much later development. At least 10 of the 18 sites have later
reuse as shieling or winter-house for sheep and this is reflected in name-changes like
Selholt and Selhagi.

At the very least it is possible to say that in the 10™ century a much more
extensive system of settlement was in place than in the 14™ and that a high proportion of
those early farms were very small, probably single family households like at Sveigakot.
Although some of the farms, both those that were later abandoned and those who
continued in operation down to later centuries, probably had larger, more complex,
households, it seems that the 10" century system was characterised by a high number of
very small units. It is possible that many or all of the smallest units, of the Sveigakot,
type were not independent farms, but outstations or cottages from mpre substantial farms
but such relationships will be difficult to demonstrate archaeologically. Rather it can be
suggested that this extensive pattern reflects two related concerns which had currency

when the settlement was planned. On the one hand the high number of sites can be seen

*7 Place names ending in —gerdi might indicate this type of site, i.e. Alftagerdi and
Roéfugerdi, as well as Gradungagerdi also known as Hoskuldsstadasel. Other sites of
uncertain original status, like Litlastrond, Sy0ri Neslond, Arnarbeli and Puridarnes also
may have belonged to this group.

* Manntal & islandi 1703. There were 28 in 1712 after the small-pox epidemic —
Jardabok Arna Magnussonar XI, 188-89, 222-44.
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as a measure to assert ownership of land. This might be a particular concern in
landscapes where large areas of pasture and meadow were need to support each unit and
where resources where unevenly distributed. The sites that later became superfluous can
then be seen primarily as place-holders, as assertions of ownership and/or use-right to
land and resources. I have suggested such a scenario for Sveigakot* but it can be argued
for most of the 18 sites except, perhaps, the very largest, like Brenna and Porleifsstadir.
In particular such an explanation may be useful to understand the sites around the Laxa
drainage. They may have been outstations from the farms slightly further away, Selhagi
for Haganes, Mynesas for Arnarvatn and vid Kleifarh6lma for Geirastadir, but they can
also be seen as access points to the riches of the lake for substantial farms further off,
farms which did not themselves have direct access to it. The much later arrangement
whereby Hofstadir had a landing site on the property of Geirastadir’® may be a remnant
of such a system. In this scenario the abandoned farms are seen as apertures to their
neighbours, subject in one way or another and possibly not even separate properties. It is
also possible to see all 40 sites as independent, at least of one another; as separate
holdings with separate and divided use-rights but possibly nevertheless subject to a more
distant landowner, either within the region or without. Deciding between the two
scenarios will be difficult (and others can be imagined) but what they both reflect is ideas
about the carrying-capacity of the land and the ideal sie of a farm unit. It may be that the
people who first came to Myvatnssveit and organised its colonistaion overestimated the
carrying-capacity of the land, probably by just a fraction, and that they under-estimated
the size of the optimal household unit. The overall settlement pattern seems to reflect a
desire to place as many small units on the land as possible. This may reflect the private
desires of individual families but it is more likely to reflect the calculations of the people
who intended to set themselves up as landowners and who wanted to get as much revenue
from the land as quickly as possible and who wanted to make sure their claim to the land

was indisputable. It is important to consider that what may have been a mis-calculation

* Orri Vésteinsson 2010, “Ethnicity and class in settlement period Iceland.” The Viking
Age: Ireland and the West. Papers from the Proceedings of the Fifteenth Viking
Congress, Cork, 18-27 August 2005, eds. John Sheehan & Donnachadh o) Corrain,
Dublin: Four Courts Press, pp. 494-510.

>0 Diplomatarium islandicum VI, p. 110.
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in the long run may have been entirely reasonable and spot-on at the time the calculation
was made. It may well be that before the improvement of hay fields for instance this was
a highly effective way of utilising and controlling the land. Hopefully the analysis of
artefact and animal bone assemblages from Sveigakot, Hrisheimar and Skutustadir will
throw light on these issues, but it also seems likely that further excavation will be needed
to clarify them.

As already mentioned the results from the shielings are equivocal. At
Gautlandasel and possibly Sellandasel there are indications of occupation before ~940
but at Arnarvatnssel and Sandvatnssel it can only be said at present that they were used in
the middle ages, Sandvatnssel definitely before 1300. Unlike the abandoned sites these
sites were more or less continuously occupied down to c. 1900 and later activity therefore
is more likely to have disturbed the early contexts. This was particularly apparent at
Arnarvatnssel where there was clearly considerable activity in the middle ages but where
early tephras could not be found in situ. On balance therefore it seems that the shielings
should also be considered among the 10™ century sites. As the evidence from Sellandasel
suggests it may be that they may initially have served other functions and Arnarvatnssel
may originally have been a site of the same type as Pyrilskot (which may of course have
had some sort of shieling function). The absence of enclosures at the other sites suggests
that by the late 10™ century at least home-fields had not developed at these sites or were
not thought worth protecting, and on the whole it seems safe to interpret Gautlandasel,
Sandvatnssel and Sellandasel as shielings from the outset. The relationship between
Sellandasel and the 10™ century boundary just north of it supports this. If it had been a
farm it is more likely that the boundary would have been closer to mid-way between
Sellandasel and Oddastadir, or whichever farm further north it served, but a location just
on the other side of a boundary is typical and logical for a shieling.

On aspect that still needs clarification is how representative the data from
Myvatnssveit is. There are now 34 sites with confirmed or probable Viking age dates in
the area which makes it by far the most densely covered in the country. Myvatnssveit is
however atypical in many respects, in particular its high altitude and open landscape
which can easily be seen as reasons for a particular, and peculiar, settlement structure.

There is however data emerging from other regions which indicates that the picture of

94



much greater settlement density in the 9™-10" century with a gradual decrease in the
number of farm sites until the 13™-14™ centuries is not particular to Myvatnssveit and
holds at least for the whole of the Northeast of the country.

The well known pattern of early highland margin settlement’' may or may not be
a part of this story. In Krokdalur six sites with Viking age dates are known and all but
one seem to have been occupied for a very short period. None of those sites however
seem to have been occupied particularly early. The sites that can be dated with higher
resolution than just Viking age, Helgastadir and undir Sandmula, seem to have been
established after c. 950°* and so was Svartarkot. It is interesting that the earliest evidence
for occupation in the highland area of Holsfj6l1 also postdates the ~940 tephra.” It seems
that apart from Svartarkot all the sites in the Krokdalur region were abandoned before the
end of the 11" century. The difference between this area and Myvatnssveit is that the
inland region was completely abandoned and the land can no longer have been used for
farming in the same way as the abandoned farms in Myvatnssveit. Krokdalur became
summer pasture, and may have been used for charcoal and iron making, but its
abandonment was essentially absolute compared with the more complex goings-on in the
still fully inhabited area of Myvatnssveit. Although the inland areas seem to have been
established later their occupation can be seen as a part of the initial colonisation process,
evidencing assessments of carrying-capacity and concerns for place-holding, but their
abandonment, much more swift and complete, is likely to have a more particular and
context-specific explanation.

More useful comparisons to the Myvatn data are to be had from other, still
inhabited, regions. Similar patterns of settlement, with high numbers of abandoned farms

interspersed between continuously occupied farms have been recorded in Reykjahverfi

> Gudran Sveinbjarnardottir 1992, Farm Abandonment in Medieval and Post-Medieval
Iceland: an Interdisciplinary Study, (Oxbow Monograph 17), Oxford. Sveinbjérn
Rafnsson 1990, Byggdaleifar i Hrafnkelsdal og & Bruardélum, (Rit hins islenska
fornleifafélags 1), Reykjavik.

52 Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2005, Archaeological investigations in Krokdalur 2005, FS387,
Reykjavik.

33 Uggi Zvarsson 2009, Fornleifakénnun & Hélsfjéllum — Bakkastadir og breelagerdi,
FS410, Reykjavik.

95



and Kelduhverfi.’* The patterns and the characteristics of the abandoned farms are
entirely comparable to Myvatnssveit but so far dating evidence has been obtained from
only one site in Reykjahverfi, Saltvik,”” and one in Kelduhverfi, Marfugerdi. Both have
late 10" to 11" century dates and seem to be comparable to the sites with the shortest
occupation in Myvatnssveit. In Pegjandadalur a contiguous area of 5-10 abandoned
farms has been recorded. Some of these farms were quite substantial and were occupied
for several centuries but the whole valley seems to have been deserted before 1300.°° In
other parts of Adaldalur two separate sites conform to the pattern: Hofdagerdi, also a
substantial farm abandoned between 1300 and 1477, and Litlu-Nupar where occupation
had long ceased in 1477 although it can at present not be narrowed down more
preceisely.” In Seljadalur west of Reykjadalur, a valley of comparable altitude to
Myvatnssveit, three sites have been dated. Holakot, was abandoned before 1300,59 a
single structure (not a farm) referred to as Porutoftir was in ruins before 1104/58 while
Narfastadasel had been established before 1300.%

Further afield recent field-work in Horgardalur in the Eyjafjordur region has

uncovered evidence of a small farm, Skuggi, occupied in the 10™-12" centuries,”' and a

3% Birna Larusdottir 2007, “Settlement organization and farm abandonment: The curious
landscape of Reykjahverfi, North-East Iceland.” ed. Wendy Davies, Guy Halsall &
Andrew Reynolds: People and Space in the Middle Ages, 300-1300 (Studies in the Early
Middle Ages 15), Brepols, Turnhout, pp. 45-63. Stefan Olafsson ed. 2008,
Fornleifaskraning i Kelduneshreppi I-1I, FS392, Reykjavik.

> Orri Vésteinsson ed. 2004, Fornleifarannsoknir i Saltvik 2003. Lilja Bjork Palsdottir et
al. 2010, Fornleifauppgroéftur a fornu byli i Kelduhverfi. Framkvaemdarannsokn vegna
fyrirhugads Dettifossvegar, FS443, Reykjavik.

*% Elin Osk Hreidarsdottir & Howell Roberts 2009, ‘P6gnin rofin. Fyrstu nidurstddur
fornleifarannsokna 4 eydibyggd 4 begjandadal.” Arbok Pingeyinga 2008, pp. 5-24.

>7 Oscar Aldred 2004, Archaeological investigations, Héfdagerdi, Nupar 2003, FS227,
Reykjavik, p. 36.

> Lilja Bjork Palsdottir & Runar Leifsson 2010, Fornleifarannsoknir & Litlu-Napum i
Adaldal 2008 og 2009, FS453, Reykjavik.

*? Solveig Gudmundsdottir Beck 2010, Fornleifakdnnun i Holakoti, Seljadal, FS441,
Reykjavik.

% bora Pétursdéttir 2009, Frumrannsokn menningarminja i Narfastadaseli, FS418,
Reykjavik.

%! Harrison, Ramona 2010, ‘Small holder farming in early medieval Iceland. Skuggi in
Horgardalur.” Archaeologia islandica 8, 51-76
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probably larger farm, Oddstadir, occupied into the 13™-14" centuries.®” In Pistilifjérour
what looks like like a substantial farm on the coast, Hjalmarvik, had been abandoned
before 1300 and incorporated into the estate of Svalbard, perhaps in a similar
development as took place in Pegjandadalur where the major church centres Muli and
Grenjadarstadur took over the fields and pastures of the deserted farms. There are a
number of farms from around the country with late-Viking age to late medieval
abandonment dates which cannot be related to natural causes or short-distance
relocations, e.g. Godatzttur in Papey (12™), Herjélfsdalur in Vestmannaeyjar (11™),
bjotandi in Floi (12™), Hvitarholt in Hrunamannahreppur (1 1"™), Skallakot (11™) and
Snjaleifartottir (12™) in Pjorsardalur, Hals in Halsasveit (14™), Reydarfell in
Borgarfjordur (16™) and Forna-L4 in Eyrarsveit (15"-16™),% but to what extent these
sites may reflect comparable processes as seen in the Northeast is difficult to judge as
information about the landscape and settlement context at each site is as a rule limited.
It is at least a possibility that similar processes as have been documented for
Myvatnssveit were underway throughout the country from the 11" to the 14 century.
There are clearly areas like Reykjahverfi and Kelduhverfi where the abandonment rates
were comparable to or greater than in Myvatnssveit but judging from comprehensive
survey work in regions like Eyjafjorur, Fljotsdalshérad and the southern plains most areas

witnessed farm-site reduction on a significantly more limited scale than Myvatnssveit.

%2 Unpublished radiocarbon dates, SUERC-27385, 27389-27393.

63 See references in Table 1, pp. 74-75 in Orri Vésteinsson 2004, ‘Icelandic farmhouse
excavations. Field methods and site choices.” Archaeologia islandica 3, pp. 71-100. Also
Bjarni F. Einarsson & Sandra Sif Einarsdottir 2009, Pjotandi vid bjorsa.
Fornleifarannsoknir 2008, Fornleifafraedistofan, Reykjavik.
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Orri Vésteinsson

Samantekt

Sumarid 2010 var i pridja sinn gerd atlaga ad pvi ad timasetja fornbyli i Myvatnssveit og
nagrenni. Grafid var i fjogur fornbyli i Myvatnssveit og prju efst i Reykjadal, 1 landi
Maskots og Vida. ba var grafio i fjogur sel og fornan gard i Myvatnssveit og geroar
athuganir 1 Svartarkoti i Bardardal. Pessar athuganir fylla mjog pa mynd sem rannsdknir
sidustu 15 ara hafa smatt og smatt dregid upp af upphafi og préun byggdar 4 pessu svadi.

Prir stadir battust i flokk peirra sem nit mé fullyrda ad séu eldri en ~940. Pad eru
byrilskot, Beinisstadir og Gautlandasel. Pvi er nu vitad um sj0 stadi & pessu svadi par
sem mannvist hafoi hafist fyrir ~940. Medal peirra eru badi bolstadir og sel, og medal
bolstadanna baedi drreytiskot og storbyli. Fyrir utan Hofstadi er hvergi hagt ad fullyrda
ad byggo hafi ekki verid komin & fyrir ~940. bvi veldur ad mjog er tilviljun had hvort
V~940 gjoéskan hafi vardveist einmitt & peim stodum par sem skurdirnr eru teknir og
mjog vida hefur jardvegur verid stunginn upp i 6ndverdu pannig ad gjoéskulogum er ekki
lengur til ad dreifa. Pad ma pvi alykta ad flestir ef ekki allir pekktir bolstadir 4 svedinu
hafi verid komnir 1 byggd fyrir ~940. Pad eru alls 40 stadir sem vitad er um (fyrir utan
selin) en par sem @tla ma ad einhverjir stadir hafi ordid eydileggingu ad brad hefur pessi
tala verio heldur heerri. Pad leidir af pessu ad & 10. 6ld hafi verid tvofalt fleiri bolstadir i
Myvatnssveit heldur en & 14. 61d og sidar. Athygli vekur um pessa elstu stadi ad
gardlogin (sem flestir skurdirnir eru 1) eru @vinlega yngri en ~940 og par sem grafio
hefur verid i skéalalegar rustir pa eru par lika yngri en gjoskan st. Petta gaeti styrkt pa
hugmynd ad préun mala i Sveigakoti, par sem fyrstu 2-3 kynslodirnar bjuggu i jardhusum
adur en litill skali var byggdur, s¢é ef til vill demigerd fyrir svaedid allt. Ef gardlog voru
ekki hladin og ekki heldur skalar fyrr en 4 seinni hluta 10. aldar pa pydir pad ad elstu
boélstadir eru pa pvi adeins synilegir ad peir hafi haldist 1 byggd svo lengi. Bolstadi, par
sem hvorki skalar né gardar voru hladnir, myndi vera mjog erfitt ad finna.

Margir af pessum stodum voru i notkun i mjog skamma hrid, nokkur ar eda
aratugi og allmargir voru komnir i ey0i fyrir 1104/58. Adrir voru hinsvegar i byggd mun

lengur, margir fram & 13. 61d og ad minnsta kosti tveir fram 4 pa 14. Pbad er 1jost ad

98



eydingu pessara bolstada er ekki haegt ad skyra med tilvisun i tilraunamennsku
landnamskynslédanna. Flestir stadanna voru i byggd i 150 til 400 ar og verdur pvi ad
leita annarra skyringa a eydingu peirra. Flest bendir til ad bolstadirnir hafi lagst i eydi
smatt og smatt; pad er ekki haegt ad benda a dkvedin timabil par sem faekkun bolstada var
meiri en 4 60rum. Eyding allra pessara stada virdist pvi tengjast heegfara
endurskipulagningu 4 landnytingu 4 pessu svadi en mogulegt er ad samskonar
endurskipulagning hafi einnig att sér stad vidar a4 Nordausturland, t.d. i Reykjahverfi og
Kelduhverfi par sem mikill fjoldi eydibyla hefur verid skradur. I Myvatnssveit og
nagrenni er greinileg tilhneyging 1 pa att ad peir baeir sem fjerst eru vatninu leggjast
fremur 1 ey0di og virdist pad ekki fara eftir steerd heldur hafa storbyli 4 bord vid Brennu og
borleifsstadi verid jafnlikleg til ad leggjast i eydi eins og midlungsbair & bord vid Litlu
Gautlond og Selholt eda smabyli eins og Beinisstadir og Hallskot. Pad er mogulegt ad
pessi fekkun bolstada stafi af folksfaeekkun en athyglisvert er ad fjoldi bolstada 4 10.-11.
61d hefur verid svipadur og fjéldi heimila var 4 sveedinu i byrjun 18. aldar. A seinni
Oldum var fleirbylt 4 flestum jordum i Myvatnssveit og ma vera ad breytingin 4
midoldum hafi snliist meira um ad folk hafi feert buskap sinn a farri stadi en ad heimilum
hafi faekkad.

Ein hugmynd sem kdnnud var nanar sumarid 2010 var ad i kringum affall
Myvatns geeti snemma hafa verid byggt enda er par gnaego veidiskapar. Veri ad mogu
leyti rokrétt ad pad folk sem fyrst hefoi komid i Myvatnssveit hefdi sest par a0 til ad geta
lifad af veidum & medan pad var ad koma sér upp bustofni. Til pessa gati bent ad vitad
er um prja minjastadi i kringum affallid sem allir eru & bokkum Laxéar, byggoir i hrauni
par sem skilyroi til reektunar eru afar takmorkud. Af pessum var Slehagi kannadur 2001
en par virdist hafa verid buid fram undir 1300 en ekki hafa fundist par skyrar
visbendingar um upphaf byggdarinnar. Tveir stadir til vidbotar voru kannadir sumarid
2010. Annar er Mynesas en par er steedilegur gardur sem girdir af allstort sveedi med
nokkrum 6ljésum rustum. Gardur s er byggour eftir 940 en 16ngu fyrir 1158. Hinn er
vi0 Kleifarhdlma en par er litil tviskipt toft sem gaeti verid skali og hefur hann lika verid
byggour eftir 940 en verid fallinn fyrir 1158. Fjorda stadinn meetti flokka med pessum en
pad eru Geirastadir par sem btid hefur verid samfleytt fra landnamsdld. Stadfesting & pvi

ad kuml eru i Kumlabrekku nordaustan vid bainn fékkst einmitt sumarid 2010. bessar
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nidurstodur benda ekki til pess ad pessir prir eda fjorir stadir séu endilega eldri en adrir i
Myvatnssveit en par afsanna pad ekki heldur og ma pvi halda peim mdguleika opnum.
En per syna ad pessir stadir hafa verid i notkun 4 sama tima og flestir adrir i sveitinni og
er pvi einsett ad tilka pa sem hluta af pvi kerfi, hver svo sem uppruni peirra kann ad hafa
verid. Einn moguleiki er ad pessir stadir hafi aldrei verid sjalfstaed byli, enda vantar &
peim ollum sitthvad af pvi sem peim fylgir yfirleitt, t.d. tin i Selhaga og sannfzerandi
byggingar & Mynesasi, heldur einhverskonar ttstodvar til ad tryggja adgang ad veidi i
Laxa. Petta er p6 langt i frd ad vera leyst mal og parf frekari rannsoknir til ad fa géda
skyringu 4 pessum stodum. Eitt sem gati bent til ad vid Kleifarholma hafi verid sjalfsteett
byli er gardlag i hrauninu nordvestan vid rustina. bad hefur i adalatrioum austur-vestur
stefnu og virdist hafa legid fra Lax4 til vesturs yfir hraunid en sveigt sidan til sudvesturs
og endad vid Pollalek. Vestasti hluti pess sést enn og var skradur 1996 en af gdbmlum
loftmyndum ma sja framhald pess undir nyrektartinunum austan vid pjéoveginn. Ef
petta er einn og sami gardurinn pa ma lita & hann sem nordurmork pess lands sem
tilheyrdi peim sem bjuggu vid Kleifarholma. Pbad land hefur pa nad yfir sydstu totuna af
Geirastadalandi en einnig allstora spildu i sudausturhorni Hofstadalands.

Hluti af rannsoknunum 2010 beindist ad seljum en paer midudu ad pvi ad timsetja
notkun selja { Myvatnssveit. A Gautlandaseli og mogulega Sellandaseli fundust ummerki
um mannvist undir gjéskunni fra 940. M4 vera ad Sellandasel hafi upphaflega fremur
verid jarnvinnslustadur en sel en par fannst toluverdur raudi og einnig visbending um
kolagrof. A Sandvatnsseli var komin mannvist alllongu fyrir 1300 og 4 Arnarvatnsseli
16ngu fyrir 1477 en 4 sidastnefnda stadnum er tveefalt gardlag i kringum selid og auk pess
fleiri rastir en & hinum stédunum og verdur ad telja liklegt ad Arnarvatnssel sé
upphaflega sambarilegur stadur og Pyrilskot, gerdi med skepnuhusum. b6 ekki hafi
fundist skyr visbending um ad Arnarvatnssel hafi verid byggt 4 10. 61d parf varla ad efa
ad svo hafi verid.

Hér fylgir stutt samantekt um stadina sem grafi var i sumarid 2010.
Pyrilskot: Ummerki um mannvist (reektun) undir V~940 en ofan a henni er gardur

byggdur ur klémbrunhaus sem hefur verid fallinn fyrir 1104. Auk rustanna inni i gerdinu

eru toftir nordaustan vio pad og ma vera ad par s¢ liklegra ad finna hibyli manna.
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Hallskot: [ einum skurdanna var vidarkolalag undir s.k. landnamssyrpu, p.e. fra fyrstu
Oldum eftir Kristburd og mun fremur vera eftir nattarulegan skogarbruna en mannvist.
Ljost er ad Hallskot hefur byggst fyrir 1104 og virdist innri tingardurinn hafa veriod
endurhladinn eftir 1300 pannig ad byggdin getur hafa varad fram & 14. 61d.

Vidatoft: A pessum stad er tvofalt gardlag en pad sem litur Gt eins og mogulegur pridji
gardur ad sunnan er i raun stifla og frarennsliskurdur og mun petta vera eitt elsta demid
um framraeslu sem pekkt er 4 fslandi. Mannabein hafa fundist vid Mésvatn og er s4
stadur rétt utan vid tingard eins og hann hefur verid 4dur en pjodvegurinn og malarnam
honum tengt eydil6gdu hann. Beinin er pvi einsatt ad tengja vid busetu & pessum stad a
vikingadld. Byggo hefur verid komin 4 1 Vidatoft 4 seinni hluta 10. aldar en beerinn

kominn i eydi fyrir 1104.

Beinisstadir: A Beinisstodum var grafid 2007 en pa kom ekki annad i 1j6s en
mannvistarlog undir H-1300. Sumarid 2010 var grafid i tininu nedan vid bajarhdlonn og
par komu 1 ljos mannvistarlog undir V~940 gjoskunni, en einnig sast ad byggdin hefur

varad fram undir 1300.

Girdingar: A Girdingum er skyr rust af skdla med afhysum og hefur hann verid byggdur
a seinni hluta 10. aldar en fallinn fyrir 1104/58. Skalinn er ekki elsta htisid 4 pessum stad

en hversu miklu eldri eda hvar pau hus eru verdur ekki sagt ad svo stoddu.

Mynesas. Tungardurinn er byggdur eftir 940 en alllongu fyrir 1104/58 og ma vera ad
hann hafi pa pegar verid fallinn. Tvear dokkir nyrst 4 4snum koma helst til greina sem

iveruhus 4 pessum stad.

vid Kleifarhdlma. Toftin, sem liklega er litill skali, er byggo eftir 940 en fallin fyrir
1104/58. Vid hlid hennar er litill 6skuhaugur sem stydur ad parna hafi verid
heilsarsbyggd um skeid. Pridja holfid i toftinni, nordvestan 4, virdist vera yngra en

skalinn og holfid nordan vio hann, og geeti verio litil rétt eda heystadi. Teplega 300 m
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nordan vid toftina hefur gardlag legid fra Laxa og til vesturs yfir hraunid en sidan sveigt
til sudvesturs og enda vid hné sem er & Pollalek skammt vestan vid par sem heimreidin

ad Hofstodum hefst. Ma vera a0 petta gardlag afmarki landareign pessa bajar ad nordan.

Arnarvatnssel: Ekki fundust adrar gjoskur en V-1477 sem heegt var ad mida vid en
mikid rask hefur verid 4 pessum stad og er tingardurinn margendurbyggour fyrir lok 15.
aldar. M4 af pvi rada a0 byggd a pessum stad s¢ ekki sidur forn en 4 6drum sem kannadir

hafa veri0 en mannvist hefur verid parna samfelld fram undir lok 19. aldar.

Gautlandasel: Ummerki um mannvist sjast undir V~940 og hefur stadurinn verid i

notkun i naerri 1000 ar.

Sandvatnssel: Elstu ummerki um mannvist eru undir H-1300 gjéskunni en stadurinn

hefur sidan verid i stodugri notkun fram undir 1900.

Sellandasel: V~940 liggur ofan a lagi sem er mogulega hreyft af ménnum en pad hefur
ekki fangist stadfest. Orugg mannvist er hinsvegar fyrir H-1104/58 og sidan samfellt
fram undir 1900. Mogulegt er ad i ndverdu hafi verid jarnvinnsla 4 pessum stad en lagid
undir 940 gjéskunni geeti tengst vinnslu & myrarrauda en auk pess fundust visbendingar
um kolagrof.

Taepum 600 m nordan vid selid er gardlag sem liggur pvert yfir Grasaskard og
hefur n4d milli Krakar og Sellandagrofar. Grofarmegin endar gardlagid i lykkju og par
vaer grafinn skurdur sem syndi ad pad er byggt eftir 940 en fallid vid jord fyrir 1104/58.
Mogulega hefur pessi gardur verid 4 morkum Oddastadalands og sellanda eda afréttar par

sunnan vio.

Svartarkot: Svartarvatn virdist ni hafa brotid alveg 6skuhauga sem saust fyrir nokkrum
arum i snidunum vid vatnid. Konnun peirra syndi ad buid hefur verid a pessum stad a
ymsum timum, einhverntima 4 timabilinu milli 940 og 1104/58, aftur 4 seinni hluta

midalda, 4 14. og 15. 6ld og sidan aftur frd 17. 61d fram 4 pa 19.
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