Archaeological investigations in
Myvatnssveit 2007

Orri Vésteinsson ed.

With contributions from Thomas H. McGovern & Magnus A.
Sigurgeirsson

Fornleifastofnun islands
FS386-02263
Reykjavik 2008



© Fornleifastofnun islands 2008

Front page: Trenching at bPorleifsstadir, looking north. June 16™ 2007.



Contents

Orri Vésteinsson:
Introduction
Orri Vésteinsson:
Results of trenching at five medieval sites
Beinisstadir
Geldingataettur
Litlu-Gautlénd

porleifsstadir
Selholt

Thomas H. McGovern

Results of coring surveys at six modern farm sites
Hofstadir

Greenavatn
Geirastadir
Baldursheimur
Grimsstadir
Skutustadir
Appendix: Finds lists

Magnus A. Sigurgeirsson
Gjoskulagagreining
Orri Vésteinsson
Vidbeatur og leidréttingar vid fornleifaskra Skatustadahrepps
Orri Vésteinsson
Discussion
Orri Vésteinsson

Samantekt

12
16
20
25

30
30
34
36
38
40
41
42

46

50

64

75



Orri Vésteinsson

Introduction

In 2006 a campaign of major archaeological excavations in Myvatnssveit — the area
around Lake Myvatn in NE-Iceland — wound to a close with the completion of
fieldwork at Hrisheimar and Sveigakot. Together with the excavation of Hofstadir,
which was completed in 2002, these formed the backbone of extensive archaeological
fieldwork focused on the Myvatn area which had begun in 1991, and which became
subsequently known as the Landscapes of Settlements project. In addition to the three
large scale excavations an archaeological survey for Skatustadahreppur (the district of
the Myvatn community) was carried out in 1996-1999 followed by a number of
smaller scale excavations aimed at dating (Brenna, Oddastadir, Stong, vid Vidiker)
and retrieval of faunal assemblages (Steinbogi, Selhagi) in 2001-2002. Alongside the
conventional archaeological investigations an extensive programme of palaeo-
environmental research has been conducted as a part of the Landscapes of Settlement
project. Since 2002 the project has extended its geographical range to include the
eastern part of the region of Sudur-pingeyjarsysla and various off-shoot projects have
developed, building on the experience and extensive data sets generated by the
Myvatn investigations. These include a survey of a complex system of earthworks, a
programme of identification of pagan burial sites resulting in successful excavation of
grave-fields in Dadastadir, Litlu-Nupar and Saltvik, intensive surveying of abandoned
valleys in begjandadalur and Krokdalur, and investigations of assembly sites in
Pingey and Skuldapingsey. Many of these latter projects have been made possible
because of support from Hid pingeyska fornleifafélag, the local archaeological
association, but the bulk of the funding for the Myvatn investigations was provided by
Rannis, The Icelandic Centre for Research, and the National Science Foundation.

All this research activity has generated enormous quantities of data which are
currently being analysed with a series of monographs and papers in the pipelines. The
project is therefore entering a stage of reflection and debate, although several avenues
for future research have already been identified. There were however a few loose
ends which could be tidied up with minimum effort and it was primarily with the aim

to do this that further fieldwork was planned for 2007. The loose ends were twofold:



On the one hand a number of indications and tips had been recieved in
previous years about sites which had slipped through the net when the whole region
was surveyed in 1996-1999. Following up on these was a small but important
component of the fieldwork in 2007.

On the other hand test-trenching of several abandoned farms in 2001-2002 had
revealed that they all had medieval dates, some abandoned before 1300 and others
even before 1158. The question remained whether this reflected a general pattern of
farm-abandonment in the late- or immediately post-Viking age periods. Myvatnssveit
has an unusually high number of abandoned farms, identifiable as such by visible
ruins and field-boundaries, in several cases confirmed by archaeofauna, and of those
medieval dates had been obtained for eight (Hrisheimar, Sveigakot, Selhagi, Steinbogi,
Oddastadir, Brenna, Sténg, Hali). An intermediate type of site, too small to be
confidently regarded as a farm, had one representative (vid Vidiker) also with a
medieval date. While one of these sites (Oddastadir) was briefly re-occupied in the
late 17th century — and the historical record contains information of several short-
lived foundations in that period — the archaeological results so far had not produced
any indications of post-medieval changes in settlement patterns (i.e. before the 19th
century), contrasting sharply with the medieval scene of extensive change. To obtain
a fuller data set test trenching was therefore planned for the four remaining abandoned
farm-sites with extensive visible archaeological features (Beinistadir, Litlu-Gautlond,
porleifsstadir, Selholt) as well as one of two remaing sites of the intermediate type
(Geldingateettur — the other site is breelagerdi).

While getting dates for abandoned farm sites is relatively simple it is much
more difficult to obtain dating evidence for sites which have been occupied
permanently since medieval times. While documentary evidence for most of these
stretches back to the 14th-15th centuries it remains uncertain how many of them were
occupied in the Viking age. If all or most of them were established in the Viking age,
the abandonment of the other sites would suggest a reduction in farm numbers, but it
is also possible that the farms occupied in later centuries were later establishments,
replacing the abandoned farms in some process of reorganisation. Of the permanently
occupied farms only Hofstadir has firm archaeological proof of Viking age
occupation. Baldursheimur, Gautlond and Grimsstadir are directly associated with
pagan burials and can therefore be assumed to have been occupied in the 10th century,

whereas Arnarvatn, Vindbelgur and Neslond are less securely associated with pagan



burials or stray finds of Viking age date. An even more tenuous association
suggesting early establishment is the presence of a chapel or a church on a farm, but a
general argument exists placing the establishment of the majority of these in the 11th
century. That would add farms like Geirastadir, Skatustadir, Graenavatn and
Reykjahlid to the tally of likely Viking age establishments. It is a cause for worry
that farms in this group are mostly in prime locations and can be considered high
status in the Myvatnssveit context, whereas the permanently occupied farms with no
dating evidence belong mostly to the lower status category. It is precisely farms like
Neslénd, Fagranes, Grof, Geiteyjarstrond, Kalfastrond, Brjansnes, Gardur, Alftagerdi,
Sveinsstrond and Litlastrond which, on account of their less ideal locations, might be
suspected to be later establishments, possibly re-locations from the abandoned farms.
This possibility remains to be investigated but a first stab at looking at
archaeologcical deposits on the permanently occupied farms was made in 2007
although the primary aim of those investigations was to locate sites for future
investigation of post-Viking age remains.

While the Myvatn investigations have been firmly focused on the earliest
period of settlement in Iceland, the broadening geographcial scope of the project has
also been accompanied by a broadening temporal scope with new research questions
forming about developments in the late medieval and early modern periods.
Understanding long-term process has emerged as an important issue and this is the
goal of the project Human and Social Dynamics in Myvatnssveit, Iceland, from the
Settlement to the Present, directed by Astrid Ogilvie. As a part of this project a coring
survey was carried out on several sites of permanently occupied farms (Grimsstadir,
Geirastadir, Hofstadir, Baldursheimur, Graenavatn and Skutustadir) in order to locate
stratified midden deposits and assess their archaeological potential.

In addition a visit was made to Hrisheimar where four artefacts were picked
up, three rivets close to the midden and a stone with three man-made grooves found at
the foot of the hill some 50 m NW of the excavation area.

This report describes the results of the survey, trenching and coring, but results
of surveys for pagan burials carried out concomitantly by Adolf Fridriksson and of
soil accumulation directed by lan Simpson will be reported separately. The 2007
fieldwork was unsuccessful in one aspect in that the GPS station brought to map the

sites broke down. New maps were produced for Geldingataettur and Selholt using



tapes and hand-held GPS, but for the others the maps generated for the 1996-97

survey report remain the only ones available.

The fieldwork was conducted between June 10" and 22" 2007. Thomas H.
McGovern directed the coring surveys, assisted by graduate students George
Hambrecht, Ramona Harrison, Konrad Smiarowski and Albina Palsdéttir. The group
also dug exploratory trenches at Geirastadir and Porleifsstadir. Orri Vésteinsson
carried out the survey and dug the dating trenches, assisted by Adolf Fridriksson and
Konrad Smiarowski. Magnus A. Sigurgeirsson analysed tephras in the profiles. The
whole team was lodged and fed at Narfastadir courtesy of the Human and Social
Dynamics project. Elins Osk Hreidarsdottir and Oscar Aldred kindly assisted with the
creation of this report. As always the people of Myvatnssveit showed their
enthusiasm and support for the project. The landowners kindly gave permission for
excavation and coring and special thanks are due to Asmundur Jonsson and
Gudmundur Jénsson in Hofstadir, Bodvar Jonsson and Sigurdur Bodvarsson in
Gautlond, Finnbogi Stefansson in Geirastadir and Helgi Jonasson in Granavatn who
were all generous with their time and assistance. As ever Arni Einarsson of the

Myvatn Research Station provided tremendous help and encouragement.



Orri Vésteinsson

Results of trenching at five medieval sites

Beinisstadir

Beinisstadir is an abandoned farm in the upper Laxa valley, 1 km north of another
abandoned farm, Steinbogi, both within the boundaries of the modern farm Helluvag,
which lies another 1,25 km further south. Beinisstadir is on the western side of the
river, sitting high on a steep slope diagonally across from, and over-looking, Hofstadir.
The site is dominated by a large modern ruin of a winter-house for sheep which was
in use to about 1940 and presumably built in the late 19" century. It sits on top of a
broad farm mound, measuring approximately 30x20 m. The mound is at the top end
of a steep L-shaped home-field which is some 0,75 ha in size. The home-field is
uneven and probably has not been worked by modern machinery but it was mowed in
living memory and should be regarded as a modern artefact although its size and
shape may have been influenced by an earlier field. Several of the bumps in the
home-field may be remains of buildings but there are two further ruins in the home-
field, both of which look considerably older than the winter-house. One, in the
northwest corner of the home-field, looks like a large sheep-house, and the other one,
some 30 m down-slope is probably an animal stable too. Some 10 m down-slope
from this, in the corner of the L, there is a natural spring, but there is also a natural
brook that runs down-hill some 40 m north of the home-field edge. To the north of
this there is a modern hay-field and at the south-western corner of this there is a badly
damaged but clearly visible ruin, probably a sheep-house of uncertain age. It is 150 m
north of the winter-house. A mid-20™ century areal photograph suggests that there
was at least one further ruin surrounded by an enclosure some 50 m further north but
this has now been completely levelled. There are no traces of a home-field boundary
visible around this site but there are indications that it was located within a larger
boundary, enclosing an area of at least 18 ha. This enclosure is on a par with the large
enclosure around Hofstadir and another slightly smaller around the site
Geldingataettur some 1,2 km north of Beinisstadir (not to be confused with the site of

the same name on the eastern side of the river discussed below).



Fig. 1. Beinisstadir from the SSW. The Fig. 2. Beinisstadir from the northeast, from
modern winter-house for sheep left of across river Laxa, just south of Hofstadir.
centre and the location of the trench is Photo by Tom McGovern.
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Fig. 3. Plan of Beinisstadir

Beinisstadir is mentioned along with Steinbogi in the Land register of 1712
and had clearly been uninhabited for a long time then." That is the earliest record of

! Jardabok Arna MagnUssonar og Pals Vidalin XI. bingeyjarsyslur, Kaupmannahofn 1943, p. 223.



Tm
Fig. 4. East facing section of trench in Beinisstadir farm mound.

the name, a variant of which is Beitisstadir. Both forms are obscure although they
could conceivably be seen to contain the personal names Beinir or Beitir. Whatever
the original meaning of the name it can be considered to be, or at least be derived
from the original name of the farm. A mid 20" century antiquarian description of
the site mentions charcoal and a floor layer observed at a depth of 2 feet on the farm
mound, south of the winter-house.

In the absence of any field-boundary it was decided to place a trench in a
shallow depression 4,5 m southeast of the southeast corner of the winter-house. The
trench was 2 m long and 0,5 m wide and was dug to a depth of 0,65 m. At the base
there was a 2-3 cm thick, laminated blueish-black floor layer, (7) which seemed to be
sitting in a shallow cut, the edge of which was observed in the trench. The floor was
capped by a thin layer of up-cast, possibly trampled (6), and this in turn by a layer of
aeolian silt highly mixed with ash (5). Above this was a less mixed layer with
colourful turf debris and some charcoal (4). A lens of white tephra, presumably H-
1158, was probably embedded in the turf rather than in situ. Above this were natural
aeolian deposits (1-3) including the H-1300 and V-1477 tephras in situ.

% This description is mainly based on the 1996 survey record (Orri Vésteinsson, Fornleifaskraning i
Skdtustadahreppi . Fornleifar a Hofstodum, Helluvadi, Gautlondum og i Horgsdal, Reykjavik 1996,
pp. 30-31), augmented by observations made in the field in 2007.
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Systematic and judgmental coring within the home-field suggested that both
ruins north of the winter-house predated the V-1717 tephra. Thomas H. McGovern
who directed the coring survey describes the results thus:

An initial transect running down slope from the [winter-house] was set out and
cores were taken approximately 2-5 meters apart down the slope. The coring
transect immediately suggested major disturbance had taken place over wide
areas of Beinisstadir as whole sets of tephra layers were missing in many
cores. The dark V-1717 tephra was present ca 15-20 cm below the modern
surface in nearly every core taken, but below this tephra often the next intact
tephra encountered was the prehistoric H3 — no V-1477, no V~940, no LNS
present in many cores. In only one core was a probable 1477 tephra observed
below the 1717. However, in several cores, the clear local manifestation of
the LNS was observed, twice in near association with cultural layers
containing charcoal and peat ash flecks. Given the apparent damage to the
stratigraphy by probable turf cutting, it is not possible to firmly state that
Beinisstadir was a Landnam farm, and in the observed cases it would appear
that the first cultural deposits were slightly above the LNS. No V~940 was
observed in any core, so it seems that these early layers were probably laid
down sometime in the early to mid 10" century - probably a Viking age
foundation if not a first settler. In three cores outside of the ... visible
structures the cores encountered what appeared to be black, compact, charcoal
rich floor layers. In two cases these cores showed some cultural material
(charcoal, calcined bone flecks, peat ash) below the apparent floor layer, but
further disturbance beneath which removed V~940 and the rest of LNS. As
the cores moved down slope, the amount of cultural material in the samples
declined, in some cases simply resembling jumbled turf fragments rather than
anything resembling a midden.

No significant midden deposits were found and the absence of tephra layers over
much of the home-field may suggest that it was used for turf-cutting, probably after
the farm had been abandoned. This post-abandonment activity complicates
interpretation of the site, but the number of structures and the number of floor-layers
indicate that this was a farm rather than a shieling. The alleged farm mound, while
extensive, is not deep and seems to contain fairly simple stratigraphy. The limited
build-up of anthropogenic deposits at this site may suggest that it was occupied only
briefly. It seems to have been abandoned well before 1300, although presumably

after 1158 if the lens of that tephra is correctly identified as embedded in turf.
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Geldingateettur

On the eastern side of River Laxa, some 2,25 km downriver from Hofstadir there is a
site called Geldingataettur. It is 130 m from the river bank at the base of the valley-
side in grassy shrubland. The site consists of a single ruin, possibly a weaning fold,
which sits on a slight rise, possibly earlier building remains, enclosed by a boundary,
which is double on the south-western and eastern sides. The inner boundary is shaped
like an open 8 but the outer boundary seems to have enclosed an area almost sub-
rectangular in shape although its north-western parts are missing. The ruin is at the
base of the valley-side, but the enclosure is built onto the slope, including a small but
steep hill which protrudes from the slope. This hill would seem like an ideal location
for a building, but its top is notable mainly for its flatness although there is a shallow
regular depression on its northwest side which may be the remains of a structure. The
vegetation on and around the ruin is dominated by grass whereas the enclosure is
covered by low shrub (willow and dwarf-birch). This may suggest that the ruin is
more recent, or at least that it has been in use long after the enclosure ceased to
function. There are no pre-20™ century sources about this site.’

Geldingatattur is not interpreted as a farm site. Rather it belongs to a small
group of intermediate sites, of which there are at least two other examples in
Myvatnssveit; vid Vidiker and bralagerdi. Like farms these sites are characterized by
an enclosure — indicating hay making — but these are very small, typically 0,2-0,4 ha,
and the number of ruins is also smaller than would be expected even at the meanest
farm, typically 1-2. There is currently not enough information available to theorize
about the function of these sites. All that can be said is that they share some of the
attributes of farms but do not seem to have been farms. That stalling of domestic
animals was an important part of their function seems likely. The name of this site
(and confusingly another similar one across the river) seems to have been coined after
it ceased to function as the second element (- teettur) means ruins. Geldingur
normally refers to young wethers although it can be used also of any castrated animal,

including

® Orri Vésteinsson, Fornleifaskraning i Skatustadahreppi I. p. 79.
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Fig. 5. Plan of Geldingateettur.

Fig. 6. The trench after excavation, facing Fig. 7. Konrad Smiarowski coring at the side
southeast. of the ruin, looking west.
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Fig 8. West facing section through the enclosure at Geldingateettur. The left hand side is
inside the enclosure.

men. The name therefore indicates that in later centuries at least people thought that
the site had been used for stabling wethers — a likely hypothesis on all accounts.
There is however no obvious water source at this site, i.e. closer than the river, 130 m
away.

A 3 m by 0,7 m trench was dug through the enclosure on the southern side, to
the depth of little less than a metre. It revealed that a culture layer (10), yellow-brown
silt with peatash, had formed more or less directly on top of the V~940 tephra. This
had then been cut (9) on the inside of the enclosure and a turf wall of strengur (7)
built on top. The core of this wall was clearly visible with three rows of turf with the
landnam sequence of tephras as well as the same material as in layer 10 embedded in
it. Collapse from this wall was visible on both sides and on the northern (in)side it
capped a homogeneous mid-brown aeolian silt fill which had accumulated against the
cut (9) and the base of the turf wall. Another, slightly paler aeolian accumulation (6)
capped this and the wall on the inside, but on top of that another turf wall (5) had been
built. Collapse (3) from this wall had trickled down on the inside of the enclosure but
on the outside there was a thick aeolian accumulation (4), no doubt representing a
lengthy period of time. On top of these deposits (3, 4 and 5) there was a thick band of
the VV-1477 tephra in situ (2). No traces of either the H-1158 nor the H-1300 tephras
were found in the trench so the date-bracket for this site must remain wide (i.e. 940-
1477). Tephrochronologist Magnus A. Sigurgeirsson is however of the considered

opinion (see his report below) that the H-1300 tephra would be found overlying the
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Fig. 9. The southern side of the enclosure at Geldingatettur showing the location of the
trench, looking west towards river Laxa. Konrad Smiarowski is standing on the wall.

cultural layers if further cuttings were made into the enclosure.

The cultural layer at the base of the sequence is interesting as it suggests that
some activity had been taking place at the site before the enclosure was built. 1t is
tempting to conclude from the fact that this layer formed on top of the V~940 tephra
that the site was initially occupied in the mid to late 10" century, but soil
accumulation rates in this region are too slow to make such a deduction safe. It is
however quite possible. The second phase of the wall suggests that this site was
maintained for some period of time, at least decades if not centuries.

Konrad Smiarowski conducted an arbitrary soil coring survey in and around
the ruin inside the enclosure. He found no traces of anthropogenic activity in any of
the cores, not even inside the structure. While the cultural layer under the wall
suggests that burning took place at this site in the beginning, the absence of ash,
charcoal and bones in the cores supports the idea that this was not a site permanently

inhabited by humans.
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Fig. 10. Areal photograph of Litlu Gautlénd, looking west. Photo by Arni Einarsson.

Litlu-Gautlénd

Roughly midway between Helluvad and Gautlénd (2,25 km south of the former and
1,75 km north of the latter) lies the site Litlu-Gautlond, on the western bank of the
lake Arnarvatn. The site is first mentioned in the 1712 land register and had then
been long abandoned.* A cottage was built there shortly before 1820 and occupied
for a few years and the ruin of this building is now the most obvious monument at this
site, other parts of which are largely covered in dense shrub (willow and dwarf-birch)
obscuring a large number of ruins and earthworks. An electric fence has been built
across the southernmost part of the site and in that section grazing animals have
gnawed away much of the shrub leaving a grassy surface. A hay-field has been made
south of the site reaching just short of the southernmost boundary wall. The map of
the site produced for the 1996 survey report is wholly inadequate and only shows
some of the buildings visible at this site.> Unfortunately a new plan could not be
made in 2007 on account of faulty equipment and a full reconnaissance of the

structural remains was aborted after a couple of days of particularly bad fly-swarms.

* Jardabok Arna Magnussonar og Pals Vidalin XI. bingeyjarsyslur, Kaupmannahéfn 1943, p. 224.
® Orri Vésteinsson, Fornleifaskraning i Skatustadahreppi I. p. 47.
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Fig. 11. The trench at Litlu-Gautldnd, looking south. Representatives of the Nematocera
suborder posing in front of the lens.

A full account of the surface archaeology at Litlu-Gautlond must therefore wait a later
opportunity but briefly it can be said to consist of an enclosure, in places two parallel
walls, describing two sides (south and west) of an oblong home-field at least 2 ha in
size. The wall peters out to the north, but the eastern side is fairly well defined by the
lake to the south and a marsh to the north. Inside the enclosure there are three hills or
mounds with structural remains on top. The 1820s cottage is below the gap between
the two more northerly mounds. There are several small ruins in this central portion
of the site, at least four associated with the 19" century occupation and two earlier
ones connected to the enclosure. On the southernmost mound there is a ruin which
from its shape and position might be considered as a byre and another one down by
the lake-side. An L-shaped inner boundary wall runs from the lake just south of the
lake-side structure up to the southernmost mound and from there northwards
connecting the other two mounds.

The name of the site was first recorded in 1712 and is made by adding the
diminutive ‘lesser’ to the name of the farm on the land of which it is found. It is quite

possible that there were originally two farms called Gautlond, and one was considered
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Fig 12. South facing section through double field boundary at Litlu-Gautlénd.

lesser than the other, but in general it seems that such ranking names are an early
modern feature and it is equally likely that the name was made after the original name
of the farm had been forgotten on the assumption that it had been a cottage from
Gautlond proper. The significant archaeological remains at Litlu-Gautlénd suggest
that this was not a particularly small farm, certainly larger by an order of magnitude
than both Steinbogi and Beinisstadir further north.

A trench was dug through the double boundary 30 m south of the fence, just
north of the bend on the enclosure. The trench was 4 m long and 0,5 m wide,
extending from the middle of the outer wall over the whole of the inner wall. The
outer wall turned out not to be much of a construction. It was clearly the earlier of the
two, represented by a cut (15) which had been made on the inside, but the only thing
remaining of the wall was a layer of turf debris interspersed with specks of H3 (17).
This earlier wall seems to have been demolished when the later wall was built, partly
by the cutting (16) of a substantial ditch on the outside of the more recent wall (11).
This turf wall was made of strengur (6 layers were visible), and collapse from it (8
and 9) sealed three layers of fill in the ditch, two small ones of up-cast at the top and
bottom (10 and 14 respectively) and a more substantial layer (12) slightly mixed
aeolian silt. On top of the turf collapse (8) a second phase of the wall (7) had been
built and it is possible that the compact turfy layer 6 represents a third phase although
it did not have clear stripes. Layers 13, 4 and 5 are natural aeolian accumulation, the
last mentioned containing the H-1300 tephra in situ. Layer 3, sealing 4 and 13, had
occasional charcoal but it is possible that this is natural as there was nothing else
anthropogenic about this deposit. The whole sequence is then sealed by the VV-1477
tephra (2). The natural (18) contained the landnam sequence (LNS), including the
V~940 tephra, surviving under the later turf wall which has clearly been built some

considerable time after the deposition of that tephra as there were up to 10 cm of
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aeolian accumulation between them. Below what remained of the earlier wall the
whole landnam sequence was however missing.

Despite harrowing conditions Tom McGovern and his team conducted a
coring survey with the following results:

Coring around the 19" ¢ ruins produced little or no cultural deposits, with only
a few patches of turf and peat ash appearing in the cores. Perhaps
significantly, the widespread V-1477 tephra (very thick in other parts of the
site) is largely absent in cores around the later structures, suggesting
disturbance by turf cutting and other activities. Coring by the lakeside also
produced only isolated flecks of cultural material, with very little evidence for
any prolonged 19" ¢ occupation.

About 100 m to the south of the main 19™ century structures and
apparent activity area are ruins which seem to relate to the earlier medieval
occupation (GPS N65.56573 WO017.14272). These ruins did show more
consistent tephras, with the V-1717 and the locally thick V-1477 very clear
above the cultural deposits in all cores. Perhaps due to medieval disturbance,
the LNS was not generally present. Cores running down hill from these ruins
produced what appeared to be substantial cultural deposits below the V-1477
tephra.

A small shovel test pit (GPS N65.56573 W017.14272) was opened on
this coring, producing about 50 cm of natural and cultural deposit above sterile
subsoil. All the cultural materials were below both the V-1717 and the V-1477
tephras. The cultural deposit appeared to be a short segment of turf wall
construction above a sheet midden about 10-15 cm thick. The sheet midden
contained ash and charcoal and a few flecks of bone and bird egg shell.

Further down hill, a larger ruin lies near the shore of the lake (GPS
N65.56584 W01714184). This appears to be a multi-room structure, and might
represent a dwelling house. Coring along the edge of the structure facing the
lake produced very little in the way of cultural deposits, and no clear
indication of an associated midden (the midden material may well in fact have
been thrown in the lake). A core in the center of a room depression produced a
floor layer well below the V-1477 tephra, some cultural deposits below, and
then subsoil followed by the H3 tephra (LNS apparently removed). This would
appear to date this lake side structure to the medieval occupation.

The high number of ruins, the wide distribution of occupational deposits and the
replacement of the original enclosure with another one, which in turn was repaired at
least once, all suggest that Litlu-Gautlénd was a substantial farm occupied for a
considerable period of time, possibly from the 10" to the 13" centuries, although at

present the start date must remain conjectural.
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porleifsstadir

Baldursheimur is presently the southernmost farm in Myvatnssveit but on its farmland
there are two major archaeological sites; Hrisheimar where excavations took place in
2002-2006, and borleifsstadir, which has hitherto not been investigated, bar a brief
survey report made in 1997.° porleifsstadir lies 2,4 km southwest of Baldursheimur
and 2,3 km southeast of Hrisheimar, at the southern end of the same wetland which
Hrisheimar is adjacent to. The site is 1,3 km west of river Kraka in the middle of a
semi-dry shrub-moor in between undulating hills, the tops of which are now denuded
by erosion. The wetland, now probably considerably less marshy than it was in
antiquity, extends up to the home-field boundary on the western side and inside it in
the south-western corner. There is no obvious water source apart from bog-water and
the river, 1,3 km away. In its relationship with the wetland the location of this site is
very reminiscent of Hrisheimar.

Porleifsstadir is first mentioned in the 1712 land register, which records it as a
long abandoned farm where the people of Baldursheimur had occasionally, but not for
a long time, operated a shieling.” There are no other records of subsequent use of this
site and in the 18™ and 19" centuries other shieling sites, further south, were in use,
presumably in preference to borleifsstadir. The place-name, with the common
personal name Porleifur, may well be original. As at Litlu-Gautlénd the 1997 survey
plan of this is inadequate but attempts at producing a new plan had to be aborted in
2007 on account of faulty equipment. However, because the shrub is considerably
lower than at Litlu-Gautlénd the main characteristics of porleifsstadir can be
described with confidence. The site consists of an elongated enclosure, measuring
some 270x170 m, or 4,5 ha, with an extension to the east, making the home-field
almost twice as wide, or 330 m, bringing the area inside the enclosures to little less
than 9 ha. The area within the eastern extension is relatively flat and featureless with
no discernable archaeological remains apart from the enclosure wall. Within the
original enclosure, in the western half of the home-field, there are four natural hills,
three of which have archaeological remains. On the northern side there are two low

but wide hills with shrub-less grassy tops and what appear to be relatively recent ruins,

® Elin Osk Hreidarsdéttir, Orri Vésteinsson & Sadis Gunnarsdéttir, Fornleifaskraning i
Skatustadahreppi Il. Fornleifar i Baldursheimi, & Litlu-Strénd, Sveinsstrond, Arnarvatni, Neslondum,
Vindbelg og Geirastdoum, Reykjavik 1998, p. 15.

7 Jardabok Arna Magnussonar og Pals Vidalin XI. bingeyjarsyslur, Kaupmannahdfn 1943, p. X.
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Fig. 13. Plan of porleifsstadir.
presumably of a shieling used after the abandonment of the farm. The more easterly
of the two has a complex ruin with at least five rooms, and its upper part at least
seems to be made entirely of archaeological deposits. Two test trenches were dug
into the southern slope of this mound. The southern side of the enclosure lies across
the southernmost hill and on this there are at least two ancient looking ruins, one
elongated with three rooms.

A trench was dug through the inner (earlier) enclosure on its northern side, 35
m east of the vehicle track that transects the site. The earliest phase of construction is
represented by a ditch cut (16) on the outside of the wall. If there was a wall
associated with this ditch it is perhaps represented by a thin layer of upcast (9) below
the second phase wall (8). The original ditch was filled upcast material with specks of
H3 (14). The second phase is represented by another cut (15) which seems to have
widened the original ditch and is associated with a turf wall (8) built on the edge.
This turf wall was built of strengur turf, and had at least three stripes with the LNS
(including V~940) in them. Collapse from this wall (7) was visible on the southern

(in)side of the wall and against this there was an aeolian accumulation (5), including a
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Fig 14. East facing section through enclosure at borleifsstadir.

stripe of H-1158 in situ. A third phase of construction, preceded by the infilling of the
ditch, is represented by the building of a stone facing (6) on the outer (northern) side
of the wall and a ‘topping’ on the wall (4) made of upcast rather than turf, although
this material did include H-1158. The ditch had filled first with turf debris (13 and
12), some of which included both the LNS and H-1158, then a layer of aeolian sand
(11), perhaps indicating a spate of erosion, and finally more commonplace aeolian silt
with some turf debris (10). Collapse from the third and final phase of the boundary (3)
had stripes of both K-1262 and H-1300 in situ.

The second phase of this boundary was built after ~940 but well before 1158.
The final phase was built after 1158 but had gone into disrepair before 1262.

Tom McGovern and his team conducted a coring survey concentrating on the
two northerly hills where most of the structures are found and dug two parallel
trenches in the southern slope of the more easterly of the two hills. Tom describes the
results thus:

The upper structures were below the VV-1717 tephra but had obliterated the V-
1477 tephra. The visible earlier buildings and wall lines were below intact V-
1717, V-1477, and probably H-1300 tephras, and as we discovered were
probably above the V~940 and LNS tephra horizons. The later (early modern?)
buildings were inserted into the older structures, as was commonly done on
many re-occupied sites. The outlines of the earlier buildings were far less clear,
but the structures on the eastern hill appear to be the main dwelling house,
which may well have been a long-hall in form, possibly with associated out-
shot rooms to the north and east. This structure seems to have had two small

ca 50 x 50 cm pits dug into it quite some time ago, possibly by an earlier
archaeological visitor.
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Fig. 15. Structure wall on the eastern hill seen from the southeast corner, with the original wall line
to the photo left (southeast) and the cut of the inserted later structure in photo center. Flag marks
core in early wall which showed intact V-1717 and V-1477 tephra. Photo by Tom McGovern.

South of this was a grassy slope stretching approximately 15-20 meters
to the south-east from the apparent walls of the main structure. This slope was
tested with two coring transects running approximately N-S and E-W. Cores
struck intact V-1717 and V-1477 tephra consistently and at base hit what
appeared to be both V~940 and the LNS (with apparent cultural material
between). These initial results showing cultural deposits in association with
early tephras prompted two test trenches along the two coring transects (1 and
2), one (2) approximately 1 x 3 meters, the other (1) approximately 1.5 x 3
meters (with long axis running across the slope). The test trenches were
intended to provide a better view of potentially complex midden stratigraphy
and to test for bone preservation and abundance. The two test trenches were
shovel excavated through the upper culturally sterile layers and trowel
excavated in the cultural layers. Test trench 1 was carried to sterile subsoil in a
0.50 x 3 m sondage but otherwise left just above the cultural layers, while test
trench 2 was halted before reaching sterile subsoil to avoid damaging
emerging stratigraphy. The test trenches both showed regular stratigraphy with
bedding angles generally following the modern slope, but at the base of both
test trenches upcast soil with flecks of the distinctive H3 tephra were
encountered. This sort of deposit is so closely associated with early sunken
featured structures (pit houses) that we halted work and carefully cleaned up to
be able to document the relationships of tephra, upcast, and fill.

In the upper (north) end of test trench 1 it became clear that we had
clipped into the outside corner of a pit house that had cut through the LNS,
and which had both intact walling of turf blocks holding substantial amounts
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of grey-green tephra and the upcast subsoil mixed with H3. Running above
these in situ structural elements but below some turf and soil “melt” from the
pit house weathering was the grey green VV~940 tephra. This pit house had
been constructed soon after landnam (and making use of turf blocks holding
substantial amounts of LNS) and had been abandoned and stood roofless when
the V~940 tephra fell. This sequence is strongly reminiscent of the
stratigraphic situation at Hrisheimar a few kilometers away, where pit houses
were dug directly into the Landnam ash horizon and in-filled before the fall of
the V~940 tephra.

In the south end of the same test trench 1, more patches of mixed
subsoil and flecks of H3 were encountered, above the LNS but below the
V~940 tephra. This second upcast deposit cannot be the same as the structure
cut into in the north side of the unit, so this must represent another pit house
with a similar occupational sequence. In the base of test trench 2, patches of
the same sort of mixed subsoil and H3 tephra were encountered, possibly
deriving from a third pit house in this area. All of these three (?) pit houses
are stratigraphically below the wall fall deposits apparently associated with the
long rectilinear structure just to the north at the top of what now appears to be
a small farm mound. Given the clear indication of multiple structural phases
and pit houses just outside the limits of the 2007 test trenches, we decided to
cease excavations before damaging any key stratigraphic connections.

A small number of bones were recovered (mainly from test trench 2),
but these were well preserved and included an
artifact recovered near the lowest excavated
portion of test trench 2 made from a horse

- metacarpal bone (not an ice skate, but
carefully prepared and showing marks of cord-
binding along the distal end cut into a V-
notch). Bird egg shell was recovered in several
cores, and fragments were present in the
profiles as well.  Soil pH was high, running
6.75- 7.0 and should provide excellent

conditions for organic preservation. Fire
Fig. 16. Worked horse metacarpal. cracked stones were also encountered at the
lower levels, apparently part of a midden

deposit.

To this it may be added that the observation of cultural deposits between the LNL and
the V~940 was confirmed by a subsequent inspection by Magnus Sigurgeirsson (see
his report below) who also noted that the anthropogenic deposits were capped by the

H-1300 tephra, suggesting a late 9" to late 13" century occupation of this site.
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Fig. 17. Selholt and the great earthwork north of th reuins, looking northeast. Photo by Arni
Einarsson.

Selholt

Northwest of lake Myvatn there is a smaller lake, called Sandvatn. There are no
farms on this lake which is in effect a backyard to Myvatnssveit, on the border with
the neighbouring community of Laxardalur. The lake is however rich in both fish and
birdlife and was an important resource for the farms which owned land along its
shores (Hofstadir, Geirastadir and Grimsstadir on the Myvatnssveit side). There are
however two substantial abandoned farm sites on the lake; one is Brenna which was
investigated in 2002, and the other is
Selholt, further northeast, on the
present property of Grimsstadir.
Selholt is not mentioned in any
pre-20" century records and the name
suggests that the site was used as a
shieling. There are indeed recent-
looking ruins in Selholt, presumably of

19" century date, which support this.

Fig. 18. Recent ruin on the southern end of the
main ruin complex in Selholt, looking SSE.

The shieling was however built on
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Fig. 19. Plan of Selholt. The broad stripe across the top of the plan is the western end of the
great wall which stretches some 650 m east from lake Sandvatn. The contour lines are
indicative rather than accurate.

earlier ruins and the substantial field-boundaries at this site suggest that it may have

been a farm. In 1991 a description and plan of this site was published by a local
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Fig 20. Selholt viewed from Selds, looking west. The main ruin-complex is in the paler green
clearing at the centre of the photograph but the extent of the medieval homefield corresponds
anproximately to the area of hiaher shrub.

antiquarian who noted that the boundaries were below the V-1477 tephra.® A 1999
survey of the site concentrated on the complex ruin of the shieling but no plan was
produced of the entire site.® The name Selholt is attached to a small hill on the shore
of Sandvatn, west of a more substantial ridge called Selas (by which name the site
sometimes also goes). The top of the hill is grassy on and around a large complex
ruin, but otherwise the site is covered in dense and high shrub, both willow and birch
growing to 1-2 m height. The dense vegetation has made reconnaissance of the site
difficult and there may well be as yet undiscovered ruins within the enclosure.

The general features of the site are however clear. It consists of an inner
enclosure measuring 140x80 m or 1,1 ha, draped diagonally across a hill. This
boundary disappears under the main ruin complex, elements of which must therefore

post-date it. An outer, and presumably later enclosure is found on all sides except the

8 Eysteinn Tryggvason, ‘Sténg og 6nnur eydibyli vid nordanvert Myvatn.” Arbok bingeyinga 1991, 25-
36, here pp. 29-31.

® Birna Larusdéttir, Elin Osk Hreidarsdéttir, Hildur Gestsdottir, Orri Vésteinsson & Sedis
Gunnarsddttir, Fornleifasrkaning i Myvatnssveit IV. Fornleifar vido nordan- og austanvert Myvatn,
milli Grimsstada og Kélfastrandar auk afréttarlanda, Reykjavik 2000, pp. 117-18.
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Fig. 21. East facing section through inner boundary at Selholt.

western one (the lake-side), measuring 150x120 m or 1,8 ha. Attached to this at the
north-eastern corner are several smaller enclosures but there also two small detached
enclosures outside the home-field, one on the eastern side and another on the western,
with an open side facing the lake. The most prominent feature inside the enclosure is
a ruin complex, measuring 33x14 m, with at least 9 rooms, apparently from different
periods. The southernmost has a neat stone-facing on the inside which looks recent.
This complex sits on a slight rise which can be assumed to be the remains of earlier
building phases. 30 m to the south of this, following the crest of the hill, there is a
cluster of small but regular depressions which are clearly anthropogenic. They are
much to large to be considered as charcoal-pits and may be the remains of sunken
featured buildings. Down-slope on the western side there is a small structure with
two or three compartments, from its size probably a fold rather than a house. As
already mentioned further structures could lurk under the dense vegetation inside the
enclosure.

A trench was dug through the inner boundary some 15 m west of the main ruin
complex. It was 3x0,7 m and 0,8 m deep. Unlike most other boundary walls so far
trenched in Myvatnssveit this one is not associated with any ditch. The earliest wall
(9) was simply built on the surface (10) some time after V~940 (the whole LNS is
intact), using strengur turf that included cultural material indicating occupation of the
site before the boundary was built. After some time, represented by a layer of aeolian
silt with some turf debris (8) a repair (7) was built of similar, slightly darker, turf.
This was sealed by aeolian silt (6) on the outside and a mixed layer of aeolian and turf
debris (5) on the inside. Both included stretches of the H-1300 tephra in situ, and 6

also had a dash of white tephra, but it was not possible to confirm that it was H-1158
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in situ. Postdating these layers, and therefore more recent than 1300, is a final repair
to the wall (4), made from compact dark turf with reddish patches, some sort of hnaus
rather than strengur. This in turn was sealed by a layer of humus (3) which has
formed under the V-1477 tephra (2).

This site, which is among the smaller in terms of home-field size, therefore
seems to have been in use for a considerable period of time. However, while there
clearly was some activity at the site in the 14™ or 15 centuries, the boundary had
clearly gone out of repair long before 1300, suggesting perhaps that the late-medieval
activity represents a short-lived re-occupation of a deserted farm rather than the end

of a long and continuous occupation.
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Thomas H. McGovern

Results of coring surveys at six modern farm sites

Hofstadir

The survey team visited Hofstadir on June 12", with the objective of attempting to
locate undisturbed midden deposits dating to medieval-early modern phases of the
farm. A consultation with Gudmundur Jénsson confirmed that the large mounded
midden depicted by Bruun 1908 had been spread over the home field in the 20"
century, making use of both hand tools and bulldozer. He pointed out the area once
occupied by the midden, which was still marked by two low mounds. We set out an
85 m transect which
crossed both mounds
and began a systematic
coring survey of this
area.

The cores taken
along this transect
produced somewhat
varied results, but all
demonstrated very
disturbed stratigraphy.
The V-1717 and V-
1477 tephra horizons

Fig. 1. Transect line across the two low mounds seen from the

) northern end.
were virtually absent, as

was the V~940. The LNS was occasionally but rarely observed, and some cores
indicated that disturbance had continued down to the prehistoric H3 tephra. While
clearly cultural materials (peat ash, wood charcoal, and a few flecks of calcined bone
were present in the cores, this material was almost certainly simply displaced midden
material, and the absence of tephra horizons found in other parts of the site nearby
serve to stress the degree of disturbance across this area. The midden deposits once

present here have been completely destroyed. Note that substantial quantities of
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Fig. 2. Map showing the coring sites (stars) and the other permanently occupied farms
(diamonds) in Myvatnssveit.
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charcoal and some smithing slag were recorded in cores taken on the northern mound,
repeating results of a 1999 coring run. This heavily disturbed area may in fact have
the remains of a smithy or similar structure, but it would require a large scale
excavation to confirm this. These coring results, combined with previous seasons’
unsuccessful attempts to find stratified midden deposits along the eastern and
southern sides of the home field would seem to indicate that this area has been so
completely modified by 20" century agriculture as to effectively remove midden
deposits from the whole area.

The team observed and collected some bone fragments from the surface, along
the modern access road to the farm house. These included a substantial worked
whalebone rod (artifact) and several sheep metapodials showing bi-perforated marrow
extraction (typical of medieval-early modern butchery practices). The bones seem to
have been produced by a small utility trench running along the west side of the access
road, suggesting possible midden deposits in this area. A series of corings along the
western edge of the access road turned up very little cultural deposit, though the V-
1717 tephra and the LNS tephras (but not VV1477) were present.

We  crossed

the road to the eastern
side (near the farm
ruin area, now
covered by small
pafur formations) and
carried out a series of
cores just to the south
of the pufur covered
farm  mound area,
again without finding

any significant

Fig. 3. Test pit 2007-1, from the northeast.

amount of cultural

deposits, but identifying some in situ tephra. We then moved northwards along the
line of the access road, coring in an attempt to find any midden material between the
road and the farm mound structures. In one core we encountered very deep cultural
deposits extending to over a meter, and a 2 x 1 m test unit was opened around this

core to investigate these deposits and attempt to determine bone preservation and
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concentration. This unit (test pit 2007-1) produced some well preserved bone, as well
as fragments of window glass and recent glazed pottery, but despite use of a 4mm dry
sieve, the bone recovery was very low for the area opened. A portion of the unit (0.5 x
1 m) was carried down to the top of what is probably the 1477 tephra, recovering few
artifacts and only one or two pieces of bone. We halted work on the test pit at this
stage, as it was clear that we were not in a productive midden area and might be on
the edge of an early modern- late medieval structure which could be damaged by
carrying this narrow excavation unit any lower.

We then concentrated on the grassy slope leading down towards river Laxa to
the west of the access road, placing cores an area 25-30 m from the medieval/early
modern structure to attempt to locate a more distant midden depositional pattern,
downhill of the main building complex. This area did produce some cultural deposits,
but these were fairly shallow and the absences of any tephra between the V-1717 and
occasional LNS again suggested disturbance. Several cores placed closer to the
modern farm house on the west side of the road (nearest the location of the bone
surface finds) produced little evidence of thick cultural deposits either. A final attempt
to try to positively confirm or deny the presence of midden beneath the roadway
resulted in a dual run of cores along both sides of the modern access road. The result
was somewhat discouraging, as along the lower side (west) side of the access road
very little cultural material of any sort was recovered, with shallow cores reaching
LNS within 20 — 40 cm. On the upper (east) side of the access road there were much
deeper cultural deposits extending down well over a meter. These tended to contain
extensive structural turf banding as well as different sorts of cultural deposit, but more
closely resembled structural layers than midden. We concluded that another test pit in
this area would be very likely to damage intact structures and very unlikely to provide
much insight into midden distribution.

Hofstadir may still have rich and extensive medieval and post-medieval
cultural deposits within the farm mound, and conditions of organic preservation
remain outstanding. However, it would appear that midden deposits have not survived
in either concentrated pit fill deposits or in situ sheet midden form anywhere in the
home field area, along the modern access road to the west of the farm mound, or
down the slope still further to the west. While bone fragments in good condition seem
to have been produced from the small utility trench excavation, these do not in fact

seem to be associated with extensive or rich midden deposits in this area. While it is
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possible that midden deposits do exist within the farm mound area itself, the work
done in 2006 and 2007 suggest strongly that there are no longer intact midden
deposits easily accessible around the margins of the farm mound on any side. It
appears that it will take a major open area excavation of the farm mound to recover
significant amounts of stratified animal bone from later medieval-early modern
Hofstadir.

Granavatn
On June 13" the survey team moved to the farm of Granavatn, and met the elder
farmer Helgi
Jonasson, who

pointed out the

area where
refuse had been

i Lyme Grass
traditionally S w/ midden

dumped over the
edge of the large

farm mound into

the Granavatn

Fig. 4. Site of midden on the bank of Lake Granavatn, looking northwest.

Lake. This area

was approximately 15 x 5 m, and was marked by the growth of rich lyme grass
(Elymus sp). A series of cores was taken along the edge of the farm mound (roughly
east-west), and a second series was taken running north away from the edge into the
farm mound area for a distance of 25 meters. The east-west coring transect (15 m)
confirmed the presence of rich organic deposits along the erosion edge, probably
midden material. The tephra identified in core included the V-1717 (visible in nearly
all cores) and a thicker grey-green tephra probably representing the 1477 tephra. In
the north-south coring transect, V-1717, V-1477, and the LNS were all visible, with a
possible presence of the V~940 tephra remaining unconfirmed. The north-south
transect produced multiple “turf block” bands suggesting that a substantial amount of
the farm mound in this area may be composed of displaced structural turf. In four
cores the LNS was reached, with what appear to be in situ cultural deposits just

above. This would seem to confirm the antiquity of this settlement site, which
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certainly is in one of the most favorable locations in the region in terms of access to
wild resources and good grazing.

At the base of the farm mound at
the edge of the lake is a clear freshwater
stream emerging from the lava substrate as
a fast-flowing spring. This has been
modified and developed as a well, clearly
in use for a long time. A pathway leads

down to the well from the top of the farm

mound, and this pathway forms a marked
depression in the cultural layers. The water Fig. 5. fresh-water outlet into Lake
in the lake is very clear, and many bones ~ Gr&navatn, looking south.

and artifacts were observed in the shallows. A collection of these includes mainly

fairly recent glazed pottery, but there is also a ring-and-dot ornamented bone mount,

possibly a center plate for a
double sided comb).
Conditions of
preservation in the farm
mound are excellent, soil pH
6.25-6.5. The  most
accessible portion of the

midden deposits are probably

directly at the edge of the

Fig. 6. Ornamented bone-mount retrieved from Lake
Greanavatn.

farm mound, and a trench
could be opened along this
edge without significantly destabilizing the deposit. A small crew excavation here
would certainly recover modern-19" ¢ materials in some quantity, and might well

reveal a longer intact stratigraphic sequence.
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Geirastadir
On June 14™ 2007 the team moved to Geirastadir in the lava area near the Myvatn
lake side, where the farmer Finnbogi Stefansson was able to positively locate the
recent dumping area in a boggy depression just behind and north of the modern house
(Geirastadir 1).
This area was also
said to contain a
possible medieval
chapel and a later
smithy. We made
a sketch map of

the boggy

depressmn a.rea’ Fig. 7. Boggy depression north of Geirastadir I, looking northeast.

set out a coring

transect, and excavated a small test trench (2 x 2 m, 0.5 m x 1 m taken to lava
substrate. The coring transect began near the modern house, near the location of a
historic smithy
(according to Finnbogi),
and the first two cores
produced several
deposits of structural
turf probably associated
with this building. Bird
egg shell, bone
fragments, and charcoal

were recovered from

these cores but tephra

< o i TR

Fig. 8. Test pit, showing surface of context 002. were not observed.
Additional cores further

from the modern house produced more indications of midden deposits (but no

additional tephra), and the 2 x 2 meter test pit was opened in this area. Bone and

relatively recent artifacts were immediately recovered during de-turfing, (contexts
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Fig. 9. Plan of Geirastadir.

[001] and [002]). The surface of [002] (seen in fig. 7) had substantial amounts of
bone as well as 20" century artifacts (wire, glass, probable porcelain electrical

insulator). The
test pit was
extended to the
lava substrate in a
0.50x2m
sondage.

In the sondage
were two
additional midden
contexts [003] and
at base [004].
Context [004]
rested directly
upon the lava

Fig. 10. Sondage within the test pit at Geirastadir, showing the
relationship of the midden contexts.
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substrate, but still contained some late 19"-20™ ¢ glazed pottery. This part of the
Geirastadir midden is apparently entirely modern-19" century, but it is likely that
older deposits are to be found nearby. Soil acidity was low (pH 6.25-6.5) and bone
preservation was excellent. After backfilling the Geirastadir test trench 1, we made
one coring in the front of the modern house, near a small grassy mound which
appeared to be cultural, but in fact showed no cultural deposits in the core.

Geirastadir is a potentially very interesting site with early medieval / Viking
age deposits probably present in the area. The boggy depression sampled by the
coring transects and the test pit probably contains multiple phases, but the area
excavated in 2007 seems to be entirely recent-early modern. This is an excellent

source of data on these periods.

Baldursheimur
On June 17" the team visited the farm of Baldursheimur, and carried out two coring
transects between the modern Baldursheimur 1 farm (on the older farm mound) and
the small lake fronting the old farm area. The lake was full of ducks and small
waterfowl, and the rich wet meadows
around the margins were still being
grazed by the modern dairy herd. The
edge of the farm mound was very
distinct on the surface, and cores taken

on its edge (transect 1, 17 m from farm

Fig. 11. Coring transect 2 ran 20 m roughly N-

S, parallel to the lake shore. Looking NW.

mound to lake shore) revealed structural

turf construction/demolition debris as well

as charcoal and peat ash deposits.

Fig. 12. Albina Palsdéttir and Ramona

Harrison working on transect 1 (15m) near

the farm mound edge. Looking WSW.

38



The deposits further away from the farm mound also showed significant amounts of
cultural deposit, and it would appear that an extensive sheet midden extends from
between the farm mound and near the edge of the lake. Coring directly at the
lakeshore produced the least cultural deposit, and it would appear that the greatest
potential midden concentration is within 10-15 m of the farm mound. In several cores,
layers of what appear to be wind-deposited sand are present, and the base of the cores
all end in very dark, wet, peaty sand. Cores regularly retrieved cultural material from
between V-1717 and V-1477, but the lower tephras were hard to see due to the
darkening and increasingly peaty character of the soils. Soil pH ranged from 6.0-6.25,
slightly more acid than the Myvatn average but still in the range for good bone
preservation. What appeared to be bird egg shell was recovered in two cores.

While much of the Baldursheimur holding has been heavily impacted by land
reclamation and modern farming, there is clearly a cultural deposit extending over
something like 20x15 m in the area between the modern farm mound edge and the
lakeside. This definitely dates to late medieval/early modern times, and may well
extend into earlier periods. While we did not test pit to check for bone concentration,
this area would seem to be extremely promising for further investigation, as it may fill
in a blank spot in the Myvatn zooarchaeological record, and would certainly be an

important record from a major farm.
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Grimsstadir
On the morning of June 18" the team visited the farm of Grimsstadir on the shores of
Myvatn. Coring by the lake side and on mounded features outside the wire fence

enclosing the modern garden area around Grimsstadir 1 farmhouse produced little or

no cultural material, and no intact tephra down to H3.

Fig. 13. Coring just below the farm mound with modern house on top. This core produced a

small amount of what may be midden material below turf collapse. Looking NW.
This suggested substantial field flattening and disturbance had taken place in the
recent past (the V-1717 tephra was also absent) over a fairly wide area. Soil acidity
was low (pH 6.25-6.5) and as in most other Myvatn sites conditions of bone
preservation should be good. While most cores produced little or no archaeological
material, two cores in the wire-enclosed modern garden area did produce some
possible midden / cultural material (charcoal, wood and peat ash) below a probable
turf collapse layer. It is probable that some intact earlier cultural deposits do survive
in the wire enclosed garden area, but these are fairly thin and restricted in area. While
it is possible that deeper deposits are to be found on the site, opportunistic coring of
green mounds around Grimsstadir 1 uniformly produced only faint traces of cultural

layers, and most showed evidence of major disturbance (missing tephra).
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Grimsstadir is known to be an early settlement site, but the area around the
modern structure of Grimsstadir 1 has very limited cultural deposits, and no apparent
deeply stratified midden. If the farm has been moved in fairly recent times (as has
been suggested) these spotty and shallow cultural deposits make good sense, but there
seems to be too little material for a long-lasting farm site dating back to Landnam.
Either this material has been removed by flattening activity or the modern farm
buildings are not on the older settlement area. While a more systematic survey of the
whole Grimsstadir holding might prove productive, there seems to be little prospect of

recovering a deeply stratified deposit around the modern farm building.

Skutustadir
On June 18", the survey team carried out sketch mapping of midden deposits first
discovered by Arni Einarsson on the south east side of the modern farm and church
buildings. At the top of a grass covered hill just 20 m WSW of the modern farm
building

(Skutustadir )}
there is an indistinct
group of structural
ruins (in the
legendary area of
the tunnel built by
Killer Skuta). This |

area was designated

o« “‘Area "

area A. A small
exposure had been

opened by a path

from the modern Fig. 14. Area A, looking northeast. The building to the right is

farm buildings Skutustadir 111.
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Fig. 15. Area B, looking southwest.

down slope to a barn
and tractor shed, and
this  showed  what
appeared to be rich
midden deposits full of
charcoal, peat ash, and
fire cracked stones as
well as bird, fish,
mammal and shellfish
remains. The surface
collection made by Arni
included cod, trout,

charr, cattle, sheep, and

unidentified mammal bone, and suggested a rich midden deposit. No glass, ceramic or

pipe stems were visible in the exposure. The deposit seemed to be part of a larger fill

of the edge of one of the lava craters, running down into the crater on an E-W axis.

Green grass also extended down-slope to the S, running into what appears to be a

second  crater.
These  midden
deposits  along
the crater rim

area were

designated area |

B.

Still
further down
slope, near the
small pond that
runs eastwards
to the Myvatn
Science Station
where

Oskutangi (“ash

Fig. 16. Area C, Oskutangi, is the narrow strip of land jutting out into
the sedge filled pond just below the centre of picture. Looking ESE
from Area B.



peninsula”) and a small mound showing green grass growth was clearly evident. This
area was designated area C.

These indications of middens were only brought to the attention of the team
once it had arrived in Myvatnssveit, and as a result time did not allow an excavation
permit to be applied for. With the landowners’ permission the fieldwork was
therefore limited to mapping and coring to confirm the presence/absence of cultural
deposits.

Coring in area A around the probable structures revealed cultural deposits both
above and below the probable V-1717 tephra, but not any great depth of deposit. In
area C, both the small ash peninsula and the mound revealed some ash and charcoal
indicating cultural deposits, but boggy soil and fairly thin deposits suggested limited
midden accumulation. By contrast coring down both the south and east slopes of area
B produced extraordinary results. Transect 1 running along the apparent upper edge
of the crater rim and Transect 2 running southeast down past the exposure indicated
the presence of rich midden. Bone fragments (including half a seal metapodial) were
present in every core, and the density of deposit seems impressive.

On the southern end of Transect 2 (running roughly N-S) relatively shallow
cultural deposits were present right at the crater rim, but deposit depth increased
dramatically as cores were moved southwards, down the slope towards the pond in
area C. The deepest core hit rock at about 255 cm from surface, with rich midden
present right at the bottom (egg shell, fish and mammal bone, clam shell fragments).
One tephra (grey green possibly the V~940 tephra) was observed in this core, but in
the rest of the midden cores tephras were difficult to observe, and the LNS was not
firmly identified in any of the deposits.

These results are consistent with the infilling of a crater. It appears that the
Skutustadir midden deposit may reflect a long period of accumulation, and may
provides a potentially unique opportunity to investigate long term change through

time at a major farm in Myvatnssveit.
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Appendix. Finds lists

Hofstadir

1. Ceramic. Willow ware w. blue decoration. From testpit #1 2007

2. Ceramic. White glazed earthenware, 5 pieces. From testpit #1 2007
3. Ceramic. Red painted earthenware. From testpit #1 2007

4. Ceramic. Red earhtenware, glazed. From testpit #1 2007

5. Clear glass. Bottle? From testpit #1 2007

6. Clear glass. Window glass? From testpit #1 2007

7. Iron nail, 10cm long. From testpit #1 2007

8. Worked whale bone. Cylindrical, 30 cm long, 5cm circumference. Found on side of
road

9. Ceramic. White glazed eartheware, 12 pices. Found on side of road
10. Ceramic. Glazed earthenware. Found on side of road

11. Bone. Ovis horncore worked. From testpit #1 2007

Granavatn

1. Bone. Button, 4 holes. Good condition. From lake

2. Ceramic. Plate, Rosenthal makers mark, green. 20th century? From lake

3. Ceramic. White glazed earthenware, makers mark, plate fragment? Makers mark,
decorated. From lake

4. Ceramic. White glazed stoneware, 3 pieces. Bowl pieces? From lake

5. Ceramic. Stoneware, 5 pieces. From lake

6. Ceramic. Hand painted earthenware. Willow-ware? Blue painted. From lake

7. Ceramic. Hand painted earthenware. Willow-ware? Blue painted. From lake

8. Ceramic. Hand painted earthenware. Willow-ware? Blue painted, plate rim? From
lake

9. Ceramic. White glazed earthenware, 3 pieces. Mended. From lake

10. Clay/brick?. Red brick? Unusual shape. From lake

11. Ceramic. Painted earthenware, 7 pieces. Green, pink, lavender decorations. From
lake

12. Stone. Modified stone, hole. 4mm hole in middle. From lake

13. Glass. Green glass, 4 pieces. Bottle? From lake

14. Brick? Red brick. Eroded, has inclusions, possibly old. From lake

15. Glass. Smokey white opaque. From lake

16. Glass. Clear glass, 6 pieces. From lake

17. Glass. Brown glass. From lake

18. Brick. Glazed brick, 2 pieces. From lake

19. Schist. Whetstone. Grey. From lake

20. Schist. Whetstone. Grey. From lake

21. Iron. Collar. From lake

22. Metal. Button. Tin? 1cm diameter. From lake

23. Ceramic. Black glazed earthenware. Black, decorated, probably English
identifiable. From lake

24. Ceramic. Stoneware. From lake

25. Ceramic. Grey? Painted, glazed. From lake

26. Bone/bronze. Decorated, comb piece. 5 circles with dots in middle, bronze nail,
medieval. From lake
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27. lron. Nails, 7 pieces. Various types. From lake

28. Iron. Hinge piece? From lake

29. Iron. Wrought iron. Very thick, rim? From lake

30. Ceramic. White glazed earthenware, 17 pieces. Rims, bottoms of various vessels.
From lake

31. Ceramic. White glazed earthenware, 112 pieces. Various fragments. From lake

Geirastadir

1. Ceramic. White glazed earthenware, 3 pieces, some with decoration. From testpit
#1 2007, unit 002

. Rubber? Bit of rubber. From testpit #1 2007, unit 002

. Glass. Clear glass. From testpit #1 2007, unit 002

. Iron nails, 2 pieces. From testpit #1 2007, unit 002

. Wood/copper. Wood pin with bronze-ring. From testpit #1 2007, unit 002

. Iron plates, triangular, thin, 2 pieces. From testpit #1 2007, unit 002

. Iron. 3 pieces. From testpit #1 2007, unit 002

. Iron wire. From testpit #1 2007, unit 003

. Iron plates, 6 pieces. From testpit #1 2007, unit 003

10. Glass. Milky white glass, sheet. From testpit #1 2007, unit 003

11. Glass. Green glass, thick. From testpit #1 2007, unit 003

12. Ceramic. White glazed earthenware, 2 pieces. From testpit #1 2007, unit 003
13. Porcelain? Electric insulatior piece? From testpit #1 2007, unit 003

14. Iron. Galavanized? From testpit #1 2007, unit 003

15. Wood. 2 big pieces of wood. 2 smaller pieces. From testpit #1 2007, unit 004
16. Ceramic. White glazed earthenware, 4 pieces. Some decorated. From testpit #1
2007, unit 004

17. Iron nail. Looks old. From testpit #1 2007, unit 004

18. Copper. Coin? From testpit #1 2007, unit 004

19. Iron plate, galvanized?. From testpit #1 2007, unit 004

OO ~NO O WN
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Magnus A. Sigurgeirsson

Gjoskulagagreining

Inngangur

Farin var vettvangsferd pann 22. juni 2007. Skodud voru snid & fimm stédum i
Myvatnssveit, a borleifsstédum og Litlu-Gautlondum sudur af Myvatni
(Myvatnsheidi), Beinistodum og Geldingatoftum i Laxardal og Selholti vid Sandvatn.
Fimm snid voru mald og teiknud og gjoskusyni tekin til frekari athugana.

Rannsdknir hafa synt ad talsvert er af gjoskulogum i jardvegi i Myvatnssveit. Hafa
pau i gegnum tidina nyst vel vid aldursakvardanir & fornminjum og gosmyndunum.
pau gjoskuldg sem mest hafa verid notud vid aldursgreiningu fornminja eru,
Landnamslagio (LNL) fra pvi um 870, V~950, H-1104, H-1158, K-1262, H-1300, V-
1410, V-1477 og V-1717. | Myvatnssveit er svokéllud Landnamssyrpa (LNS) skyr i
jardvegi en i henni koma fyrir 5-6 dokk gjoskulog med stuttu millibili. Yngsta lagid i
LNS er yfirleitt V~950. bykkt LNS er & bilinu 6-10 cm.

Nidurstddur athugana

porleifsstadir

Tungardur: Gjoskulagid H-1158 liggur yfir torfhrunslinsu sunnanmegin gardsins, a ca.
40 cm 16ngu bili. Landnamssyrpan, mjog skyr, liggur nast undir kjarna (midju)
gardsins. Neest ofand LNS, undir gardinum, er punnt graftarlag og sidan tekur vid torf
med LNS par sem gjoskulagio V~950 er yngsta gjoskulagid. Torf med H-1158 er par
fyrir ofan. Snid var meelt i N-enda skurds V-megin (mynd 1, snid I). Samkveaemt pessu
er elsti hluti gardsins fra pvi nokkru eftir 950 en yngsti hluti hans fra pvi eftir 1158, p6

vart sidar en 13. 6ld.
Tveir skurdir i baejarhdl voru skodadir.
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Eystri skurdur: Sérstaka athygli vakti ad & milli V~950 og LNL er punnt
mannvistarlag sem pykknar inn i hélinn, fra 1 cm til 4 cm. Snid var meelt i austurprofil
skurdsins um 60 cm fra N-enda (mynd 1, snid I1).

Vestari skurdur: Mannvistarlog na alveg nidur i grjéturd, pannig ad engin gjoskulég

sjast undir peim. Snid i sudurenda skurdarins var meelt (mynd 1, snid Il1).

I badum snidunum i baejarhdlinn matti sja slitrott drpunnt 1jost lag & milli V-1477 og
H-1300. Smasjarskodun stadfestir ad um sura gjosku er ad raeda. Telja ma nasta vist
ad pessi gjoska sé fra Oraefajokulsgosinu arid 1362 en hin hefur fundist & stoku stad i
Myvatnssveit adur.

Elstu ummerki um mannvist & Porleifsstodum eru fra pvi a milli 870 og 950. Yngstu

mannvistarlog liggja undir Heklugjéskunni fra 1300.

Litlu-Gautlond

Skodad var snid i gard. Gjoskuldgin V-1477 og H-1300 liggja yfir torfi gardsins. LNS
er undir gardinum, 1-2 cm pykkt ljost mannvistarlag er @ milli V~950 og torfsins

(tad ?). Gardurinn er ad 6llum likindum fra 11.-13. éld.

Beinistadir

Meelt var snid i A-profil skurds (mynd 1, snid 1V). Ofan & dokku hordu gélflagi er
allpykkt torflag sem inniheldur slitrur af Heklu-3, LNS og H-1158. Gjoskulagid H-
1300 er i jardvegi yfir torfinu. Mannvistarlog eru fra pvi fyrir 1300.

Selholt

Snid i tngard var skodad. Gjoskuldgin V-1477 og H-1300 liggja yfir
mannvistarldgum. Litlir 1jésir blettir sust & tveimur stddum en ekki tokst ad stadfesta
ad um ljésa gjosku veeri ad reeda. Blettirnir skofust audveldlega i burtu. Snid var meelt

i S-enda skurds (mynd 1, snid V). Mannvistarlég eru fra timabilinu 950-1300.

Geldingataettur

Skurdur i tangard var skodadur. | honum var skyrt torf med LNS asamt punnu
manvistarlagi, ~ 1 cm pykku. Undir gardstorfinu er LNS og punnt mannvistarlag. Yfir
gardinn liggur V-1477. EkKi tokst ad finna H-1300 yfir gardinum. Gardurinn er ad
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Ollum likindum fra 11.- 14. 6ld. Liklegt verdur ad telja ad finna megi H-1300 yfir

gardinum vid frekari rannsokn.

Heimildir

Arni Einarsson, Haflidi Haflidason og Hlynur Oskarsson 1988: Myvatn: Saga lifrikis
og gjoskutimatal i Sydrifldéa, Nattdruverndarrad, fjolrit 17.

Gudrin Larsen 1982: Gjoskulagatimatal Jokuldals og nagrennis. I: Eldur er i nordri.
Reykjavik, s. 51-65.

Gudrun Larsen 1984: Recent volcanic history of the Veidivotn fissure swarm,
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Gudrun Larsen 1992: Gjoskulagio ur Heklugosinu 1158. Yfirlit og agrip,
Veggspjaldaradstefna, Jardfreedafélag islands, s. 25-27.
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Orri Vésteinsson

Vidbeaetur og leidréttingar vid fornleifaskra Skutustadahrepps

Fornleifaskraning i Skutustadahreppi kom Gt i fjérum heftum & &runum 1997-2000.
Sidan fyrsta heftid kom ut hafa Fornleifastofnun borist fjélmargar abendingar um
atridi sem vantadi eda betur mattu fara og nokkrir nyir stadir hafa verid skradir a
vettvangi, einkum sumarid 2007. Abendingar og leidréttingar hafa verid faerdar inn &
gagnagrunninn ISLEIFU jafnédum og er adeins litinn hluta peirra ad finna hér en i
skranni hér ad nedan er urval stada, sem flestir voru skradir 2007 og varda med einum

eda 6drum heetti pau rannséknarefni sem tiundud eru i inngangi.

Sp-193 Helluvad

# SP-193:055  toftir 65°36.385N  17°12.708V
Sunnan vid Tjaldstedisbungu er toft, sudvestur og upp af

sléttri fl6t sem er austan vid bunguna og ner langleidina

frad veginum. Toftin er um 200 m SSV vid pjédveginn,

beint vestur fra Beinisstéoum.

Toftin er 4x10 m ad innanmali, veggir 1,5-2 m breidir.

Han er mjog sigin og groin lyngi. Sennilega tviskipt og

er minna holf i sudurenda. Toftinni hallar til NNA og

hafa dyr ventanlega verio & nordurgafli pé ekki séu peer

greinilegar.

Haettumat: engin haetta

Heimildamadur: Ingolfur Jonasson

Shb-194 Gautlond

SP-194:006 Gauthus téft  fjarhus 65°33.155N  17°07.828V
"Gauthus er gamalt fjarhas nordur af Tadhol. Nordvestur af Nyhasum. Gauthlsabed

eru gamlar peksléttur nordaustur af Gauthusi." segir i 6rnefnalysingu.  Toftir
Gauthisa eru ANA vid noverandi ibudarhis, skammt sunnan vid stora
utihisasamsteypu (sbr. 007) a lagum hol.

I tani.

Kumlid 042 fannst pegar grafid var fyrir hilodunni vestan vid pessi has. Nafn hdsanna
mun vera til komid af pvi ad kumlbdinn hefur verid talinn vera Gautur sa er bjo &
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Gautlondum samkvaemt Reykdala sogu en hundsbeinin sem fundust i kumlinu hafa
pott styrkja pa meiningu pvi i sdgunni er sérstaklega getid um hund Gauts - IF X, 225-
26. Vig Gauts i taninu & Gautlondum er einnig efni i Hrana ségu hrings. 2007:
Gauthus voru i notkun fram yfir 1970 en voru felld i kringum 1990. P4 var grafinn i
golfinu kassi med mannabeinum peim sem fundist hofdu 1947, en hann var grafinn
upp aftur 2007.

Haettumat: heetta, vegna abudar

Heimildir: Ttnkort 1919; O-Gautlénd, 1140.

Heimildamenn: Bédvar Jonsson, Sigurdur Bodvarsson

SP-194:007  heimild um hesthas 65°33.157N  17°07.955V
"Nordur af ba stodu Hesthis." segir i drnefnalysingu. Hesthds voru ramlega 20 m
beint nordur af beenum. Par var sidar &haldageymsla og er steinhlsid sem nu stendur
pbar arftaki pess. "Nordan vid hesthisid var afost hlada, sem 1952 var steypt upp og
steekkud og notud sem ahaldageymsla. Vid pa steekkun fundust vid nordausturhornid
tveer beinagrindur af ménnum."

I tani.

Nordaustan vid petta has er synd votheysgryfja a tunakorti. bar munu hafa verid amk
tveer. "Nordan vid hesthisid var afost hlada, sem 1952 var steypt upp og steekkud og
notud sem ahaldageymsla. Vid pa stekkun fundust vid nordausturhornid tveer
beinagrindur af ménnum." 2007: Pessi bein voru grafin nidur aftur & sama stad, en
dypra. EKKi er vitad hvernig pau snéru - Bédvar Jonsson, vidtal 14.06.2007
Heettumat: hatta, vegna abludar

Heimildir: Tdnkort 19109. O-Gautlénd, 1140; Aths. Bodvars Jonssonar.
Heimildamadur: Bédvar Jonsson

51



i ? /&‘
Ea 2l el

Trékassi med beinum manna og dyra sem grafinn var upp Ur Gauthdsum sumarid 2007.

Sb-194:015 fjés legstadur 65°33.167 N 17°07.915V
"Fjoshdll er gamalt nafn & hélnum, par sem stendur fjos Jons G. Péturssonar.” segir i
ornefnalysingu. Hollinn er um 50 m NA vid naverandi ibadarhas, milli 007 og 006.1
tani, na hlad og byggingar.

Fjos Jons G. Péturssonar var byggt 1947 og sést steyptur grunnur pess enn. Adur
voru & holnum votheysgryfjur og er ekki vitad til ad fjos hafi adur stadid & holnum, né
hefur nafnid verid notad. Fjosid var adur inni i baenum. HOllinn er synilega
sundurgrafinn af votheysgryfjum og fjésgrunninum. 2007: Pegar fjosid var byggt
1947 kom i 1jés mannsbeinagrind i likkistu sem snéri nordur-sudur. Beinin komu i
lj6s pegar ytumadur var ad grafa fyrir fjosinu og voru pau undir sudurhlid pess,
vestantil. Bjorn Sigfasson var i heimsokn & beenum dsamt brodur sinum og toku peir
patt i ad hreinsa upp beinin. Beinin voru sett i kassa sem lengi var geymdur i
Gauthusum (006) en sidan grafinn i peim eftir ad pau voru tekin nidur um 1990.
Beinin voru grafin upp aftur 20.06.2007 og reyndust vera Ur tveimur einstaklingum,
auk dyrabeina (kind, geit, nautgripur, hestur og porskur).

Haettumat: heetta, vegna abudar

Heimildir: O-Gautlénd, 1140; Aths. Bodvars Jonssonar.

Heimildamadur: Bodvar Jonsson
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Sb-194:036  Girdingar bejarsteedi byli 65°31.763N  17°06.954V
"Girdingar eru svo gémul mannvirki, sem afmarka reiti sudur af Kofamyri." segir i
ornefnalysingu. Girdingar eru um 50 m nordan vid merkjagirdingu milli Gautlanda
og Heidar. Tun er reektad fast ad merkjunum Heidarmegin og er pvi haegt ad keyra
alveg ad rastunum). Um 60 m eru austur i Gautlandalak fra tungardi.

Toftirnar eru i flétum lyngmoa ofan vid Gautlandalaek og er gulvidir (0,5-1,5 m har)
radandi en fjalldrapi inn & milli og meira ofan & gérdum og téftum. Medfram
tingardinum ad sunnanverdu er skorningur, gréinn vatnsfarvegur, en langt er sidan
vatn hefur runnid um hann ad stadaldri. Annar vatnsfarvegur liggur til nordurs
medfram vesturhlid tungardsins og sveigir sidan til austurs medfram nordurhlid.
Skemmra er sidan vatn hefur runnid um hann. Kdam var adur fyrr haldid til beitar
sudur fyrir Kofamyri en i seinni tid saekja skepnur mjog litid & petta sveedi enda er
kjarrgrodur par i miklum vexti.

Tangadurinn afmarkar svaedi sem er um 150 m fra austri til vesturs og 80 m fra nordri
til sudurs. Hann er vidast um 2 m a breidd og 0,5 m har. Einféld holf eru afost vid
gardinn a tveimur stéoum, eitt mjog djupt vid nordvesturhorn og annad grynnra og
sveigdara vid sudurhlid, heldur vestar en midja hennar. Vid sudausturhorn er toft med
5 holfum afést tangardinum - eda e.t.v. frekar fimm holf sem hafa verid hladin a
mismunandi timum utan og innan i tangardinn. Bajartoft er 5 m innan vid tungard i
sudvesturhluta tansins. Pad er 20 m 16ng skalatoft sem snyr nordur-sudur, med
sveigdum langveggjum. Hun er med 4 afostum holfum ad vestanverdu, premur i
klasa sunnana og einu vid nordvesturhorn. A austurhlid er eitt afast holf, geeti verid
forskali. Veggir eru um 3 m pykkir og 0,7 - 1 m hair. Skélatéftin er 18x3 m ad
innanmali, toftin vid nordvesturhorn 3x2 m en hinar minni. Ad auki eru & tveimur
stddum i vestanverdu tuninu 6jofnur og hvompur sem geetu verid toftir en ekki er pad
skyrt.

Haettumat: engin hatta
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Girdingar ar lofti, horft til vesturs. Myndina tok Arni Einarsson.

Heimildir: O-Gautlond, 1143.
Heimildamadur: Bodvar Jonsson




Sh-194:065 heimild

Toftir og gardur voru sunnan vid leekinn SSV af ibadarhdsi par sem nu er sléttad tan i
halla méti nordri.

Haettumat: haetta, vegna abudar

Heimildamadur: Bddvar Jonsson
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Spb-198 Arnarvatn

SP-198:049 Mynesas toftir  byli 65°35.122N  17°05.294V
"Nordurendi Mynesass kallast Asendi og parna nordan i asnum er Asendahellir. A
asendanum sést djarfa fyrir ggmlum téftum og hafa sumir latid ad sér detta i hug ad
parna hafi stadid bylid Hraunds sem getid er i fornum ségum. Fra dsendanum og
sudur ad Smidjutjorn motar fyrir mjog fornum gardi sem e.t.v. stydur hugmyndir um
forna basetu." segir i drnefnalysingu. "Rustirnar eru fridlystar pjodminjar. Bjorn
Sigfusson (6prentud ritg. 1976) getur pess ad um 1880 hafi folk verid i "Hraunasi” (a
Arnarvatni) & medan pad bjo sig til Ameriku, og hafdi pad verid "husmennska fremur
en hjaleiguréttindi.” Petta nafn kemur po ekki fyrir i 6rnefnaskrdm og kunnugir menn
bekkja pad ekki lengur. begar ég [HH] skodadi rustirnar (1977) fannst mér beer vera
mjog oOgreinilegar, og naumast geta verid eftir raunverulegan bz. Hins vegar er
fyrrnefndur vérslugardur vel greinilegur.” Asendi er um 350 m austur af branni yfir i
Geldingsey. Toftirnar eru a sudurbakka Laxar vid nordvesturendann a Mynesasi. ber
eru um 200 m austan vid bryrnar yfir i Geldingaey og liggur sl6di ad peim fré peim
vegi.
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A arbakka, i hraunjadri. Ofan (austan) vid er lyngmoaas. Minjarnar eru &
greinilegum valllendisbletti sem sker sig ar fra lynggronu hrauninu vestan og sunnan
vi® 0og 4snum austan vid. [ raun er grodurinn helsta visbendingin um ad baskapur hafi
verid a pessum stad.

"Adaltoftin liggur fra austri til vesturs, nalegt 7 fom. I16ng og 3 fom. breid; dyr
eru & austurendanum. Nedan vid hana vestantil er ferhyrnd upphakkun, liklega
heystadi, nalegt 5 fdm. langt og tralega 4 fom. breitt. Framan vid pad er toft, sem
liggur pvert nidur fra austurenda adaltoftarinnar, og hefir dyr a nedri enda, motnordri.
Hun er naer 4 fdm. 16ng og 2. fom. breid. Nokkru nedar, nar anni, er sérstok tott, sem
virdist hafa verid grafin i jorou ad nokkru leyti, en po eigi svo glogg, ad haegt sé ad
meela steerd hennar. Pad er audséd a tottum pessum, ad hér hefur verid smabyli, og ad
bygd hefur ekki haldist hér lengi. Hygg €ég vist ad hér hafi Hraunas verid; hér & pad
nafn vel vid, og hvergi annarsstadar verdur bent a likur til ad hann hafi verid." Lysing
Brynjulfs Jonssonar ur Arb 1901, 11. A pessum stad er ein toft skyr, um 25 m 16ng
0g snyr nordur - sudur og virdist tviskipt. Grjothledslur sjast i vesturvegg ad utan.
Toftin er hladin uppi @ hraunhdl og geetu adrar toftir verid & naestu holum nordan og
austan vid og eins nidri a arbakkanum vestan vid. Hellir er skammt nordaustan vid
toftina og geeti pad verid Asendahellir. Gardur liggur yfir 4&sendann um 200 m sunnan
vid toftirnar og annar virdist liggja medfram hrauninu i brekkulégginni vestan vid
asinn langleidina milli toftanna og Smidjutjarnar. Pbessir gardar geetu afmarkad
tinstaedi sem er teeplega 3 ha. ad steerd.

Haettumat: engin haetta
Heimildir: O-Arnarvatn, 5; HH, 47 og Ornefnakort af Arnarvatni; Arb 1901, 11.
Heimildamadur: Arnljotur Sigurdsson

SP-199 Haganes

SP-199:001 Haganes bajarholl  bustadur 65°35.503N  17°03.667V
Gamli beerinn var 10-20 m nordar en ibudarhlsid i Haganesi sem nG er. Beerinn var
vestan vid heimreidina, par sem nu er sléttur grasbali. EkKi er greinanlegur bajarhdll

& pessum stad enda voru sidustu leifar gamla baejarins sléttadar nylega.

Slétt grasflot vestan heimreidarinnar sem liggur afram nordur fram hja baenum.

2007: Rofunum af gamla beenum var rutt nidur i Oskuhver ad sudvestanverdu (OV)
Haettumat: heetta, vegna abudar

Heimildir: Tdnkort 1919.

Heimildamadur: ivar Stefansson

SP-199:010 Beinahver heimild um 6skuhaug 65°35.559N  17°03.648V
"Syadst vestur af Bajarholi er litill gigur, sem heitir Beinahver, og sudur af honum og
naer ba er Oskuhver. [ pa hafa verid borin bein og aska." segir i drnefnalysingu.
Gigurinn er beint vestan vio steypt ibadarhis sem verid er ad byggja 1998. Beinahver
er sa steerri giganna tveggja. Nordan i honum eru klettar en pess fyrir utan er hann
alveg gréinn grasi. Vestan gigsins er timbur og jarnhaugur en i honum sjalfum sjéast
engar mannvistarleifar.

Groinn gigur.

19.06.2007: Ekki hefur verid borin aska i Beinahver i tid Ivars en austan vid midja
sudurhlid er groinn hnadur sem geeti verid dskuhaugur. (OV)

Heettumat: hatta

Heimildir: O-Haganes, 2
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Tvofaldur gardur i Hamrsholum, horft i austur. Myndina tok Arni Einarsson.

Heimildamadur: ivar Stefansson

Sb-199:011  Oskuhver  heimild um dskuhaug 65°35.538N  17°03.702V
"Syadst vestur af Bajarholi er litill gigur, sem heitir Beinahver, og sudur af honum og
naer ba er Oskuhver. [ pa hafa verid borin bein og aska." segir i drnefnalysingu.
Oskuhver er beint sudur af Beinahver. Hann er grynnri og enn grénari. I honum er
mjog mikill grédur og rabbabarabed en ekki sjast merki mannistarleifa.

Groéinn gigur. Orlitlar leifar jarnrusls eru i gignum.

19.06.2007: Rofunum af gamla baenum var rutt nidur i giginn ad sudvestanveréu og
sést vel fyrir pvi. Rotprd hefur verid grafin inn i sudausturhlid gigsins. Osku var hent
i pennan gig fram & 20. éld. (OV)

Heettumat: hatta, vegna abludar

Heimildir: O-Haganes, 2

Heimildamadur: ivar Stefansson

SP-199:067 gardlag landamerki 65°34.716N  17°02.957V
Tvofaldur gardur er i Hamarsholum & merkjum milli Haganess og Alftagerdis.
Annarsvegar er svotil pradbeinn gardur (litlishattar sveigja & honum til sudurs par sem
hann endar ad austan) og er merkjagirdingin & honum eda medfram honum.
Hinsvegar er hlykkjottur gardur sem er nordan vid hinn uppi & Hamarsholum en snyr
sidan sudurfyrir par sem hélunum byrjar ad halla til vesturs. Framhald pessa gards
ma rekja afram til vesturs Ut & hraunid og er hann amk. 553 m langur. Par sem lengst
tokst ad rekja hann til vesturs endar hann vid hraunnibbu um 40 m sunnan vid
naverandi merkjagirdingu.

Badir gardarnir eru hladnir ar hraungryti og sést pad vel vestan til i Hamrshélum en
annars eru peir badir vel gronir & koflum. Grjothledslur sjast einnig vel par sem
gadurinn er hladinn & hrauni vestan vid hélana en i myrarsundum & milli er hann alveg
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sokkinn og sést sumstadar adeins sem fjalldrapareema i gegnum stérina. Gardurinn er
vidast um 2 m breidur. Hvergi eru meir en 2 umfor af grjoti og gardurinn er mest 0,4
m hér, en vidast leegri

Haettumat: hetta, vegna mannaferda

Heimildamadur: Arni Einarsson
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Sb-200 Skdutustadir

Sp-200:003 Ppinghus  heimild um pingstad 65°33.989N 17°01.978V
"Gamlikirkjugardur er vestur af fjésbyggingu Kristjanssona. Gardur pessi var lagour
nidur 1863-64, en p6 mun hafa verid grafid par sidan. | Gamlakirkjugardi var kirkja
fyrir 1863, sidan notud sem pinghus, par til binghlsid var byggt 1896." segir i
ornefnalysingu. BUid ad slétta pennan gard og eru par snarustaurar nd. Vestan vid
par sem adur var fjos og austan vid byggingu sem par stendur na (nyrra fj6s?). "I
gamlakirkjugardi var kirkja fyrir 1863, sidan notud sem pinghus, par til Pinghusid var
byggt 1896. Pinghusid st6d sunnan vid fjosid, var rifid 1953." segir i 6rnefnalysingu.
Pinghusid (og kirkjan) var par sem er hlad, mitt & milli ibudarhussins Skatustédum 11
og fjéss (sem na er ad verda ad pjonustuheimili fyrir starfsmenn Selsins).

Malarhlad.

2007: Mannabein komu upp pegar grafid var fyrir vatnslégn heim ad Skatustodum 111.
Gamlikirkjugardur er talinn hafa nad alveg a milli fjéssins og skemmunnar en ekki er
vitad hvort pinghusid hafi stadid & sama stad og kirkjan i gardinum. (OV)

Haettumat: haetta, vegna abudar

Heimildir: Tanakort 1919; O-Skutustadir, 2.

Spk--200:070  dskuhaugur 65°33.952N  17°01.998V
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Um 30 m SSV af Skatustodum I, & sudurbran Hjallhdls, um 10 m austan vid
steyptan sarheysturn velta bein Gt ar bardi. Borun syndi fram & allat ad 2,5 m djupan
6skuhaug sem hefur fyllt litinn gervigig & branininni og neer lika nidur alla brekkuna.
Han er 8-10 m ha.

Har og brattur héll i tani

SPb-200:071 Oskutangi  6skuhaugur 65°33.938N  17°01.925V
Um 60 m sudur af svudvesturhorni kirkjugards gengur litill tangi Ut i tjérnina. Annar
oskuhaugur er i tjarnarbraninni um 10 m vestar.

Pessi tangi geeti hafa verid skradur 1998 sem Smidjutangi (022) en hann mun vera 20-

30 m vestar, litill tangi med hraunnibbu.

Haettumat: heetta, vegna abudar

Heimildamadur: Arni Einarsson

Sb-204 Garour

Sb-204:041 Litli Gardur  toft  byli
65°33.701N  16°58.446V

Nordan undir Arngardshélum gengur litill
hoféi at i Myvatn og er hann tengdur
meginlandinu  med  gronu  sandrifi.
Gardsvogsmegin (austanmegin), sydst a
bessu rifi er priskipt toft og 6ljost gardlag
(042) um 70 m sunnar, i rétum Arngardshola.
0 5 o Litli Gardur er teplega 1 km nordan vid
metrar Gard 001.

Toftin er austanmegin a grénu sandrifi sem tengir tvd samvaxna hraunhdla vid
meginlandid. A rifinu er talsverdur jardvegur og sléttur grasmoi. Sunnan vid er
samfelld hélar6d medfram Gardsvogi sudur ad Gardi. Fast sunnnan vid toftina er
stallur og @ honum hefur verid raektad tan.

priskipt, aflong toft & néttdrulegum hrygg sem vatnsbakkinn hefur brotid af
austurendann. Toftin er 25x11 m ad utan en holfin (fra austri til vesturs): 4x2,5, 3x2,5
0g 3x2 m. Rustahollinn er meir en 2 m har og par af eru hledslur teeplega minna en 1
m pé erfitt sé ad greina hvar byggingar taka vid af hinum nattarulega hol. Engin skyr
mannverk sjast i rofinu & vatnshakkanum austanmegin

Haettumat: engin hatta

Heimildamenn: Arni Einarsson, Kéri borgrimsson

Sh-204:042 gardlag 65°33.636N  16°58.476V
A loftmynd sem Arni Einarsson hefur tekid sést gardur sunnan vid Litla Gard 041.
Hann sést hinsvegar 6gléggt & jorou nidri. Sudausturendi gardsins, vid vatnsbakkann,

er greinilegastur en padan ma rekja hann um 70 m til nordvesturs par sem hann
hverfur undir tin. S& endi er um 70 m sudur af Litla Gardi 041.

par sem gardurinn er greinilegastur er hann 2,5 m breidur og 1,25 m har. Par er hann
hladinn i brekkurétum en vestast par sem hann skilur sig fra brekkunni er hann alveg
sprunginn i pafur og er par 3-4 m breidur. Hann er algroinn. Mdogulegt er ad pessi
gardur hafi girt af nesid sem Litli Gardur er & en um pad sjast pé engin merki ad
vestanverdur par sem tuninu sleppir.

59



Litli Gardur (t6ft ofan vid midja mynd og gardlag til haegri). Horft i austur. Myndina tok
Arni Einarsson.

Heettumat: hztta, vegna abldar
Heimildamadur: Arni Einarsson

Sb-209 Grimsstadir

SP-209:048 A Husum t6ft  beitarhds 65°39.150N  17°00.367V
"Beitarh(s stodu austan i Hlsas sunnarlega, oft kallad A Hasum. Nu eru par teettur,
stundum nefndar Husateettur." segir i érnefnalysinu. "3. Husaéas er 6rnefni um 1,5 km
vestur frd Grimsstodum, midja vegu milli Grimsstada og Selass. Par eru unglegar
selrustir, en einnig er par mikill gardur mjog forn og nokkrar minni gardhleslur sem
einnig virdast gamlar. EKkki er mér kunnugt um fornar hdsarustir, en peer geta legid
faldar undir sidari alda selrustum. Gardhledslurnar benda til fornbylis, en ekki mér
kunnugt um ad pekktar séu nokkrar sagnir um petta byli." ET Sténg og Onnur
eyoibyli, 31. Husatattur eru 1,5 km vestan vid pjodveginn, beint vestur af Storuborg.
Toftin er sudaustast & Husadsnum og er greinilega fra pjodveginum par sem peer
standa haerra en umhverfid i kring og auk pess eru paer fagurgraenar.

Toftin er a haed a lyngivoxnum as.

Toftin er 25 X 10 m ad steerd og eru a.m.k. fjogur holf i henni. Holfin eru misgreinileg
og verid getur ad fleiri holf séu vid toftina. Greina ma grjothledslur a stoku stad. 2007:
Par eru engir gardar i kring eins og ET gefur i skyn en fleiri toftir en voru skradar
1999. Ein stok toft, litil, er & héli um 20 m SV vid beitarhusatéftina og um 40 m
austan vid hana er toftalegt sveedi, ma med gdédum vilja greina par priskipta toft,
aflanga fra N til S. (OV)

Haettumat: engin hatta
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Heimildir: O-Grimsstadir, 14; ET Stong og 6nnur eydibyli, 31.

Spb-209:082 gardlag vorslugardur 65°39.200N  17°02.056V

"Nordan og austan vid pessi gardlog er einn af pessum breidu "géngugérdum”, sem
girdir Selholtid af, og liggur i boga fr4 vatninu og sudur & Selasenda, par sem
fléamyrar og tjarnir taka vid. " HH. "Stori gardurinn er um 700 m langur, byggdur
eingdngu Ur lausum jardvegi. NU er hann vida um 10 m breidur og 0,5 m har eftir ad
frost og pyda hafa flatt hann Gt um 5 til 10 aldir. Ad vestan nar hann ad vatnsbordi
Sandvatns, en ad sudaustan gengur hann um 100 m Gt & hraun sem vatn fledir um.
Eitt greinilegt hlid er & gardinum, i nordaustur fra bajarrdstunum sem eru umluktar
innri géroum." ET. Nordan vid Selholt liggur mjog stedilegur gardur fra Sandvatni i
sveig upp i asinn vestan vid holtid og yfir hann til vesturs par sem hann hverfur i
stararfen. Bilsl6di sem liggur eftir Selasi er ofan & gardinum & kafla.

Liggur ad mestu um purrt mélendi en hverfur i myri.

Heettumat: hatta, vegna abludar

Heimildir: HH, 14; ET Sténg og 6nnur eydibyli, 29-31.

Spb-212  Vindbelgur

Sh-212:001 bajarhdll  bustadur 65°36.922N  17°01.470V

Um 15 m sudaustan vid naverandi ibadarhds. 10 m vestur af gamalli, storri hl6du.
Osléttur baejarhall.

AbuUendur nota petta gamla bajarhis sem reykhus. Hsid var sterra adur. bad er buid
ad slétta i kringum pad, en pvi hefur verid haldid vid. bad sem enn stendur er eldhusid
gamla. Dagbok OV 15.06.2007: "Eg skil Jon pannig ad torfhisid sem enn stendur sé
framhlutinn af eldri ba, en ad yngri baer, frambeer eins og & Sydri Neslondum, pessi
b6 barujarnskleddur, hafi stadid nordan vid, par sem nu er flét sunnan vid skemmuna
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sem er afost nav. ibhasi. Pad stendur po a ekki sidur girnilegum hol en torfhasid.
Holmyndunin undir torfhisinu er 1,5-2 m ha og sa holl er 35 m langur frd N-S, og 25
m breidur fra A-V. Muar hefur verid settur milli steinanna i austurhluta sudurgafls
bessa hass. Tvibyli var a baeenum & fyrri hluta 20. aldar (og eflaust adur) og skyrir pad
af hverju beeirnir voru tveir samtida, hlid vid hlid. Edlilegra hefdi verid ad lita a petta
allt sem eitt beejarsteedi enda eru engin skil sjaanleg i landinu milli 001 og 002.
Beerinn snéri stofnum i austur. Jon segir ad elsti baerinn sem hann hefur heyrt um hafi
haft burstir sem snéru i austur. Adkoma ad baenum var aftan ad honum, ar NNV eins
0g nu og geeti slédin sem liggur nidur geil i brekkuna sem best verid forn - ég spurdi
Jon po6 ekki ad pvi."

Haettumat: heetta, vegna abudar

Heimildir: Tdnkort 1919.

SP-212:033  heimild um legstad 65°36.932N  17°01.443V
Mannsbeinagrindur komu i 1jés um midja 20. 6ld pegar vatnslogn var 16gd fra brunni

NA vid ibudarhisio heim ad pvi. Grindurnar voru fjélmargar, en snéru sitt & hvag,
baedi af bornum og fullordnum. Pessi stadur er um 10 m sudur af naverandi
ibadarhasi, 25 m nordaustur af torfhisinu a 001.

Slétt grasflot heima vid bee. Brunnurinn er i brattri brekku nidur af flétinni.

Haettumat: haetta, vegna abudar

Sb-213  Geirastadir

Sh-213:036  toft 65°35.409N  17°06.709V
Geirastadamegin @ mots vid par sem Sydstakvisl og Midkvisl koma saman, um 100 m
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Toft vio Kleifarhélma, horft i sudaustur.
Nedan vid toftina glittir i Asmund Jdnsson
bonda a Hofstddum sem visadi a stadinn.

vestan vid arbakkann og um 50 m vestan vid

s (Efra) Kleifarhdlma, er toft

50-100 m breida grasengisrema milli
arbakkans og hraunsins. Vel gr6id hraun en mjog sprungid og eru téftirnar byggoar
ofan & a.m.k. einni mjorri sprungu en ein steerri er austan vid.
Toftin skiptist i prju stor holf. pad vestasta stendur hast og hefur greinilegasta veggi.
Ur eystri holfunum tveimur er gengid Ut til austurs, ad arbakkanum en ekki sjast
merki um dyr a vestasta holfinu.
Haettumat: engin hatta

Sb-214 Hofstadir

Sb-214:069 varda
65°37.336N  17°09.576V
660 m sudur af Geldingataettum
021 er varda & dalitlum hol.
“| Han er 30 m nordan Vvid
| vatnsfarveg, fast ofan (austan)
vid gotuna milli Hofstada og
| Geldingatotta.  Vardan er i
. hvarfi fra Hofstéoum.
! | Iyngmoa, efst i brekkunni
ofan vid Laxa.
Vardan er ofan & haug sem er 7
m fra norori til sudurs (snyr
Varda vid gotu milli Hofstada og Geldingatétta. Horft ~ €ins og gatan nedan vid) og 3-4
upp eftir Laxardal til sudurs. m breidur fra austri til vesturs.
Hann er um 1,5 m hér en i
vordunni eru 2 umfor og hefur han aldrei verid stér um sig.
Haettumat: engin hatta
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Orri Vésteinsson

Discussion

The results of the 2007 season confirm earlier observations that a large number of
farms were abandoned in Myvatnssveit before 1300. It is now possible to state with
confidence that 11 farms (Beinisstadir, Brenna, Hali, Hrisheimar, Litlu-Gautlond,
Oddastadir, Selhagi, Selholt, Steinbogi, Sveigakot, borleifsstadir) had been
abandoned by the time the H-1300 tephra was deposited. In some cases it seems that
the abandonment had occurred much earlier (before 1158 in Hali and Brenna) but in
others occupation continued well into the 13" century (Steinbogi, Porleifsstadir) and
at Sveigakot the final abandonment seems to take place either side of 1200. In
addition there are two further sites; Sténg, which was abandoned before 1477, and
Girdingar, which has not been trenched but belongs typologically to the Viking age.
Girdingar is hardly the original name of this farm and it may be that it is the actual
location of Bjarnastadir reported as a long abandoned farm in the Land-register of
1712.1° 1t has been assumed that the 19" century farm of the same name had been
built on the same site as the pre-Arnamagnaean one, but analyses of soil profiles in
the home-field of the 19" century Bjarnastadir suggested no anthropogenic presence
bleow the 19" century horizons.™* It is therefore likely that Girdingar was originally
called Bjarnastadir.

The tally of abandoned farms could therefore be as high as 13, and added to
that there are at least two sites of an intermediate type (too small to be farms, too large
to be plain animal stalls) with medieval abandonment dates — vid Vidiker before 1158
and Geldingateettur before 1477. Yet another site type, discussed below, could up the
number even more, to 17 or more. That most, if not all, of these farms had been
abandoned before the 14™ century is supported by the 1318 charters of the churches at
Skutustadir and Reykjahlid, which show that the former had 12 and the latter 6 farms

19 Jardabok Arna MagnUssonar og Pals Vidalin XI. bingeyjarsyslur, Kaupmannahofn 1943, p. 224.
' lan Simpson, pers. comm.
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in their parishes, a total which corresponds exactly with the number of I6gbyli in each
parish in later times.*2

At present it seems that these sites were not all abandoned at the same time,
and the abandonment phase could be as long as two centuries, from the 11" to the 13",
with possible outliers in the 14™ and even 15™ centuries at Selholt and Stong
respectively. It should also be noted that dating the dereliction of home-field
boundaries does not necessarily translate into dating the final abandonment of a farm.
At Sveigakot a long history of decline has been recorded, with at least one temporary
abandonment phase, and it may well be that at farms on such a trajectory field-
boundaries were among the first structures to go out of use. It should also be
remembered that in Iceland home-field boundaries eventually went out of general
maintenance at some point before early modern times, and it may well be that this
point was in fact the 13" century. Even so at nearly all the Myvatnssveit sites
indications are available for other features, confirming the pre-1300 abandonment
dating.

The length of occupation at these sites seems to have been quite variable. At
the best documented sites the occupation spans upwards of 4 centuries: At
porleifsstadir the occupation began between 871+2 and ~940 and lasted to the late
13" century (possibly not continuously though); at Sveigakot it also began in the late
9™ century and continued with one major hiatus until the end of the 12" century; at
Steinbogi occupation had begun by the late 10" century (and possibly earlier) and
lasted until the second half of the 13" century. At Hrisheimar there is also evidence
for a very early start but the end of occupation there remains unclear. However the
unexcavated deposits appear substantial, much more so than at Sveigakot, implying a
similar if not longer occupation. At other sites the evidence is more circumstantial —
the lack of home-field boundaries at Hali, Selhagi and Beinisstadir may suggest a
short-lived occupation, and in the case of Hali which was clearly abandoned long
before 1158, a very early one too. Girdingar seems also to be a single phase
occupation even if it has a home-field boundary. Along with Hali it is the only site in
Myvatnssveit with the remains of a Viking age hall clearly identifiable on the surface.
All the others have more recent structures on top of the Viking age/medieval

12 Diplomatarium islandicum 11, 429-30. The numbers do not include the church farms themselves, nor
the annex-church farms of Hofstadir and Granavatn, which were technically independent parishes, not
owing customary dues to the other churches.
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dwellings. At Oddastadir, Selholt, Brenna and Litlu-Gautlénd, double and even treble
home-field boundaries attest to at least more than one building phase. In the cases of
Oddastadir and Brenna the occupation seems to have come to an end before 1158,
suggesting perhaps a 100-150 year lifespan for those farms.

The abandoned sites are quite variable in terms of size and site status. The
excavations at Sveigakot and Hrisheimar suggest that the latter site was of
considerably higher status than the former, and there are considerable differences in
the sizes of the home-fields, ranging from less than 0,5 ha at the intermediate type of
sites, to about 1 ha at the smallest farm sites up to 9 ha at the largest. The number of
ruins is also quite variable and although this may indicate more the length of
occupation than the size of the operation in each case, there is a rough correspondence
between home-field size and the number of ruins. Although comparable evidence is
not available for the permanently occupied farms, it seems unlikely that they were
substantially larger. In fact, as late as 1919 — after a period of substantial home-field
levelling and enlargement — home-field sizes in Myvatnssveit ranged from 1 hato 7,7
ha,*? suggesting that the abandoned farms represent more a cross-section of
Myvatnssveit society rather than a particular rung in the socioeconomic ladder.

What these sites do have in common is that they are all, except Selhagi, on the
outer margins of the Myvatnssveit settlement. They are not necessarily ecologically
marginal but they can all be described as occupying a zone between the permanently
occupied farms and the summer pastures all around the district. Selhagi is however
an important exception to this pattern, located at the outflow of Myvatn, at one of the
most nutrient rich locations available in Myvatnssveit. It is an important exception
because it lacks most of the attributes which are normally associated with a farm: it
consists only of a single ruin (albeit a large and complex one) and does not have any
home-field around it. If it were not for the archaeofauna from this site it would not be
possible to classify it as a farm, but the bones have an undoubted farming signature.
Considering its location it is indeed the relatively modest numbers of bones of wild
animals that is surprising. Geirastadir, one of the permanent farms on the lake, and a
farm by tradition considered to be one of the earliest, is located in a similar setting on
the northern side of the outflow from the lake, in the same sort of lava-field. At

Geirastadir a home-field has been made on the lava, requiring considerable effort no

13 Skutustadahreppur. Tunakort. Jardadeild. pjédskjalasafn islands.
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doubt, as soil and manure will have needed to be transported manually onto the bare
rock for anything to grow there. It is therefore possible that Selhagi represents a
similar type of site location as Geirastadir, but had become abandoned before efforts
to produce a home-field had resulted in any permanent alteration of the vegetation.
Intriguingly there are two further sites on the river-banks in the outflow area which
could also be settlements of a short-lived nature: unnamed site vid Kleifarhdlma Sp-
213:036 and Mynesas SP-198:049 both reported above. Both have only a single ruin,
but in both cases they are of a size to be dwellings, and at Mynesas the ruin is
associated with a boundary that might define a ca 3 ha home-field. If these turn out to
be farms then it might be possible to argue that there was an initial concentration of
settlement around the outflow of the lake — which would make excellent sense as it is
an area of exceptionally high biomass. There are at least two similar sites located on
the lakeshore far away from the outlet. One is Litli-Gardur SP-204:041-042 reported
above, and the other is Raufarholl Sb-212:011 reported in 1997.** The latter is

associated with a pagan burial Sp-212:012 which may support the interpretation of it

Y Elin Osk Hreidarsdéttir, Orri Vésteinsson & Saedis Gunnarsdéttir, Fornleifaskraning i
Skatustadahreppi Il. Fornleifar i Baldursheimi, a Litlu-Strond, Sveinsstrond, Arnarvatni, Neslondum,
Vindbelg og Geirastédum, Reykjavik 1998, p. 63-64.
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as an early farm. Even more circumstantial cases could be made for other sites, like
Arnarbeeli and Kirkjubar/Réfugerdi on the lakeshore of Skutustadir.

There are two possible, and not necessarily exclusive, explanatory frameworks
which can be brought to bear on the question of why this large scale farm
abandonment took place in Myvatnssveit in the 11" to 13" centuries. On the one
hand it is possible that the abandoned sites are precursors to the permanently occupied
farms and that the abandonment therefore reflects relocations, restructuring and
possibly instability of early settlements rather than any significant reduction in
population or economic activity. The abandonments would then be seen as the
consequence of trial and error in the first centuries of occupation, evidence that
landscape-learning took a long time and required several fresh starts. This line of
thinking was explored in a previous report where it was hypothesized that Oddastadir
could represent a relocation from Sveigakot in the late 11" century when we know
that the latter site was periodically abandoned. A more complicated scenario was also
imagined whereby Brenna fell victim to the success of Hofstadir, if the latter really
was only established after ~940. This would entail the Hofstadir property having
been carved out of the combined properties of Geirastadir and Brenna, and the latter
being abandoned in order to make Geirastadir a viable unit. This line of reasoning
can be applied to the putative early sites in the outflow area, which can easily be seen
as locations chose by pioneers who were primarily interested in survival and in laying
claim to those areas which could best aid survival. While excellent locations for
fishing and bird-hunting these sites have however serious shortcomings for practically
all other aspects of the farming model established in settlement period Iceland. It
therefore makes sense that they would eventually have been abandoned for others
with greater hay-making and grazing potential — Selhagi presumably for Haganes,
Mynesas for Arnarvatn and vid Kleifarhdélma perhaps for Geirastadir or Hofstadir.

Hali is probably best regarded as an abortive attempt to establish a farm a
good distance outside the main settlement around the lake, but the rest of the
positively identified pre-1300 abandoned farms seem all to have been operated for at
least a generation, some definitely much longer. In all those cases it is difficult to
argue that these farms occupy sites which are likely to have bee preferred initially to
the locations of the permanent farms. They are as a rule further from the lake and
have less hay-making potential than the permanently occupied farms. Unless our

ideas about the concerns guiding site location in the settlement period are seriously
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flawed, it seems therefore that relocation cannot be the main explanation for the
abandonment of these sites. It simply makes little sense to suggest that porleifsstadir
and Hrisheimar were occupied when Baldursheimur was not, or that Sveigakot and
Oddastadir were occupied when Granavatn was not. In addition to the pagan burials
suggesting 9™-10" century occupation of the permanently occupied farms Grimsstadir,
Gautlénd and Baldursheimur, proof of human presence at Skdtustadir between 871+2
and ~940 has been obtained during fieldwork in 2008." Relocation only becomes a
possibility if it is suggested that it occurred outside the boundaries of the original farm,
i.e. that the people of porleifsstadir left, not for Baldursheimur, but some more distant
location outside their property, e.g. one of the lower status farms on the eastern side of
Myvatn for which no dating evidence exists. This however would be a rather
convoluted scenario and cannot be preferred as it lacks all positive evidence to

support it.

Another explanatory framework must therefore be preferred. This would have
the abandoned farms established at the same time, or in a few cases perhaps slightly
later, than the permanently occupied farms on the lake, and have them in operation
concurrently with the latter group for upwards of 4 centuries. If this is correct it
implies a major reduction in the number of households, and therefore potentially a
major decline in population and economic activity. It is important to note that this
development is not only evidenced in Myvatnssveit, but also in other parts of
bingeyjarsyslur.'® So far however archaeological survey has not picked up on such
large scale abandonment in other parts of the country so that although there may be
factors obscuring such development elsewhere, it is best regarded as a regional rather
than national phenomenon at present. The number of abandoned farms is in the order
of one third to half between Skjalfandafljot and Jokulsa & Fjollum, suggesting that a
corresponding reduction in population would have had a major impact on the region,
perhaps reducing the population from 2000 to 1200 persons. Of course absolute
population decline is only one possible outcome of such a reduction — there could
have been a corresponding increase in the size and number of households on the

permanently occupied farms.

5 Thomas H. McGovern pers. comm.

16 E.g. in Reykjahverfi: 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, 45-63.
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Traditional explanations of farm abandonment focus on natural catastrophes
(volcanism, epidemics) and environmental degradation, but no positive evidence
exists for any such factors in Myvatnssveit before 1300. Sigurdur Pérarinsson’s idea
of an over-optimistic pioneer fringe'’ could apply, although he formulated it for
settlements which were much more firmly on the highland margins, areas which in
later centuries have been absolutely uninhabitable. His idea could however be
adapted to the more benign environment of Myvatnssveit, viewing it not so much as
over-optimism of how far inland it was possible to settle but rather of the total
carrying capacity of the land. In this view the early settlers would have created too
many and too small units, which in the long run proved not to be viable. If the
abandonment turns out to have been a drawn-out process then that could be seen as
support for this scenario. The abandonment was then not caused by any particular
factor (i.e. like population decline or economic change) but more as opportunities
arose for enlarging properties by merging them and leaving the less ideal farm site for
the more ideal one. It could be pointed out that parts of Myvatnssveit look like
planned settlements. The evenly spaced string of farms Girdingar-Gautlénd-Litlu-
Gautlénd-Helluvad-Steinbogi-Beinisstadir along upper Laxa and Gautlandalaekur
looks for instance very much like somebody planned it. If that somebody was greedy
— as is often the case with landowners — then he or she may have overestimated the
number of farm-units this stretch of land was able to support in the long run. Itis
easy to see how this can happen and it is also easy to see how it can take a long time
for such mistakes to be unwound. Landowners would always be dependent on
receiving rents from their farms and as long as the combined rents from two small
units were greater than the rent of a single, larger unit, they would be inclined to keep
the smaller units. Even when a larger unit could be envisaged to yield equal or higher
rent than the two small units, this would have required investment and time which the
landowners may have felt they could not afford. This would of course depend on
there being enough people prepared to rent the small units, which is a proposition
difficult to prove or disprove. Any incidental drop in population numbers would of

course help in such a transition.

7 Sigurdur pérarinsson 1977, ‘Gjoskuldg og gamlar rustir. Brot Gr islenskri byggdasogu.” Arbok hins
islenzka fornleifafélags 1976, 5-38.
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Another approach would be to ask: “cui bono?” And it is apparent that the
permanently occupied farms benefited most from the abandonment. The farms which
had indirect access to Lake Myvatn; Helluvad, Gautlond, Baldursheimur, and
Greanavatn, were each able to add the home-fields and pastures of two farms to their
properties. While all the farms had been in operation, the permanent ones had been
seriously hemmed in and their pastures will have been quite small, and substantially
smaller than they became after the abandonment. Summer-pastures were presumably
then as in later times primarily in the highlands, far away from Myvatnssveit itself,
and adding a few score hectares to a property will therefore not have made much of a
difference for a farm’s capacity to graze lambs, wethers and horses in summer. It
might have made a difference for its capacity to graze milch-cows and ewes in the all-
important summer period when these animals were milked and were most in need of a
nutritious diet. An increase in milk-production is therefore a possible explanation.
Although it hardly constituted a burden of such magnitude to occasion these changes
it can be noted in this context that in addition to other dues the church at Skutustadir
extracted a cheese due from 11 farms in its parish in 1318."® The cheese due was
presumably introduced in the 12" or 13" centuries, and so clearly represents an
additional burden, but only if we see it as reflecting that milk-products were being
extracted from farmers in greater quantities from other parties, primarily landowners,
can this be used to suggest a shift towards increased milk production. If we imagine
that the farms had by and large been owned by yeomen farmers in the Viking age and
were increasingly coming under the control of landowners in the 12" and 13"
centuries then that would support this idea as landowners received all their livestock
rent in butter.

The problem with this explanation is that there is no good evidence for this
sort of shift in tenure patterns and that the archaeological evidence suggests a shift
away from cattle towards higher number of sheep, and that the sheep were being
raised more for wool and mutton than milk.

Another explanation, more compatible with the available archaeological
evidence, would be to see the abandonments in terms of a shift away from intensive
animal husbandry to more extensive regimes. It is well established that the farming

model established by the settlers was primarily based on raising cattle, with equal or

'8 Diplomatarium islandicum 11, 430.
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near equal ratios between cattle and sheep, with significant numbers of pigs and goats
as well.** Although practically nothing is known about how these animals were
grazed, and it is not inconceivable that both pigs and goats were taken to far-away
mountain pastures in summer, the general assumption is that they stayed close to
home year-round, complementing the image of intensive farming.

If we equate the smaller properties of the Viking age with the Viking age
farming model, with its primary emphasis on cattle, then it makes sense to see the
abandonments as symptomatic of a change away from that model towards the one
well known from early modern times, emphasising sheep. The abandonments do
coincide in time with the disappearance of pigs and goats from the zooarchaeological
assemblages and it seems also with the beginnings of a dramatic increase in sheep
numbers. The fly in the ointment is that this change is at present only demonstrated
for Steinbogi, one of the smallest farms that became abandoned before 1300, a site
which is too small to support anything but miserable numbers of sheep, but
nevertheless exhibits dramatically higher ratios of sheep to cattle around 1200 than
any of the Viking age sites.

No doubt the actual process of was more complex than the neat dichotomy of
small properties=cattle vs. large properties=sheep would imply. And it is quite likely
that some of the other factors mentioned here, as well as others not mentioned,
influenced the development.

As is always the case, the much clearer picture we now have of the
archaeology of Myvatnssveit calls for more questions to be answered. The tasks
ahead can be suggested to include:

- Characterization and dating of suggested habitation sites around the

outflow of Myvatn and along its shores.

- Confirmation of the Viking age date of Girdingar

- Confirmation of Viking age dates of occupation at more of the

permanently occupied sites, esp. the lower status ones.

- Collection of proxy data to independently assess the different status

of the permanent farms.

9 McGovern, Thomas H., S. Perdikaris & C. Tinsley 2001, ‘The economy of landném. The evidence of
zooarchaeology.” Approaches to Vinland, A. Wawn & bérunn Sigurdardattir eds., (Siguréur Nordal
Institute studies 4), Reykjavik, 154-65.
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- Analyses of animal bones from deeply stratified middens (i.e. from
the Viking age to late medieval/early modern times) at a
representative sample of both permanently occupied and abandoned
farms. This work has already started with investigations at
Skutustadir but a lower status permanent site also needs to be
examined as well as a longer sequence for 1-2 of the abandoned

farms.

Finally, the human bone finds at Gautlénd and Vindbelgur deserve a short comment.
At the former site the two finds of human burials in 1947 and 1952 are in close
proximity to each other and they line up with the confirmed pagan burial found there
in 1855. The 1947 find was of a skeleton in a wooden coffin, oriented north-south,
and it is these bones that were re-excavated in 2007, turning out to be of at least two
individuals. The 1952 find involved more than one individual, but orientation was not
noted. This means that a minimum number of 5 people have been found at Gautlond,
and the apparent linear arrangement of the graves as well as the orientation of the
1947 find may suggest that they are all pagan burials. The possibility that the mid-
20" century finds are from a Christian cemetery cannot however be ruled out — the
density of burials and the lack of grave goods could be used to support such an
interpretation.

The human bones found by the farm mound in Vindbelgur in the mid-20"
century are described as numerous and oriented this way and that. The apparent
density of the graves, the location of the cemetery adjacent to the farm mound and the
lack of grave goods is consistent with a Christian cemetery, but the information that
the graves were oriented in various directions could indicate a pre-Christian grave site.
In either case this information adds Vindbelgur to the number of likely Viking age

sites in Myvatnssveit.
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Orri Vésteinsson

Samantekt

Myvatnssveit hefur verid vettvangur umfangsmikilla rannsékna & vegum
Fornleifastofnunar allt fra upphafi hennar en & sidustu arum hefur heldur dregid ur
fjolda og sterd verkefna par enda hafa pau klarast eitt af 6dru. Rannsdkn & skala &
Hofstédum var lokid 2002 og uppgrefti & Sveigakoti 2006, en uppgreftir a kirkju og
kirkjugardi & Hofstodum og baejarsteedi Hrisheima liggja nidri um hrid en stefnt er ad
bvi ad taka upp pa praedi aftur & neestu arum. Auk pessara storu uppgraftarverkefna
hefur verid gerd heildarskréning fornleifa i sveitinni (1996-1999), nokkrir takmarkadir
uppgreftir i dskuhauga hafa verid gerdir (&4 Steinboga og i Selhaga) og skurdir hafa
verid teknir i nokkur fornleg bajarsteedi til ad akvarda aldur peirra — pad eru Brenna,
Stong, Vidiker og Oddastadir. Allir pessir stadir eru fra middldum og liggur fyrir ad
Oll pessi byli — ad Hofstddum undanskildum — hofou lagst i eydi fyrir 1300, sum fyrir
1158.

Fleiri fornleg eydibyli eru i Myvatnssveit og var akvedio ad lata reyna a hvort
haegt veeri ad aldursgreina pau med einféldum skurdgrefti. A éllum stdédunum fyrir
utan Beinistadi voru grafnir litlir skurdir i tGngarda en & Beinsstodum eru engir gardar
vardveittir og par var grafio ofan i deeld par sem &tla ma ad barinn hafi stadid.
Allsstadar fundust gjoskulég en misjafnt er hversu nakvemlega var haegt ad afmarka
byggdina & hverjum stad i tima. Skyrastar nidurstédur fengust fyrir borleifsstadi i
Baldursheimsheidi en par hefur byggd hafist milli 871+2 og ~940 en lagst af milli
1262 og 1300. A Beinisstédum, Litlu-Gautléndum og i Selholti eru mannvirkjaleifar
eldri en 1300 en & Geldingatottum nordarlega i landi Hofstada var adeins ad finna V-
1477 yfir gardinum. Sidastnefndi stadurinn er ad likindum beitarhas eda sel fremur
en mannabustadur.

A grundvelli pessara og eldri greininga ma pvi fullyrda ad ekki fzerri en 10
byli hafi farid i eydi i Myvatnssveit fyrir 1300 og hefur pa ordid meir en pridjungs
feekkun a bélstooum i sveitinni ef midad er vid ad allar gémlu 16gbylisjardirnar hafi
jafnframt verid i byggo.

Samhlida skurdgrefti til aldursakvardana var gerd konnun med jardbor a

nokkrum goémlum bajarsteedum til ad kanna pykkt og Gtbreidslu dskuhauga. Pessi

75



verkhluti var undir merkjum alpjédlega rannsoknarverkefnisns Human and Social
Dynamics in Myvatnssveit, Iceland, from the Settlement to the Present, sem leitt er af
Dr. Astrid Ogilvie. Markmid borkénnunarinnar var ad stadsetja 6skuhauga fra seinni
6ldum en rannsoknarverkefnid midar ad pvi ad afla gagna um langtimapréun
umhverfis og samfélags i Myvatnssveit og beeta vid hid umfangsmikla gagnasafn sem
begar hefur verid byggt upp um fyrst 2-3 aldir byggdar i sveitinni. Borad var a
Grimsstodum, Geirastodum, Hofstodum, Baldursheimi, Granavatni og Skatustooum
og litill kénnunarskurdur grafinn & Geirastodum. Allsstadar fundust visbendingar um
6skuhauga, en mismiklar og var 6skuhaugur a Skatustédum valinn til frekari
rannsoknar sumarid 2008.

pa var unnid ad kumlaleit i sveitinni, gerdar athuganir & uppblastri og
jarovegspykknun og beett vid fornleifaskra sveitarinnar. M.a. tokst nd ad stadsetja
eydibylid Girdingar sydst i landi Gautlanda en par er skalalaga t6ft med afhysum
innan ferkantads tingards.

AJ lokum ma geta pess ad mannabein sem fundust & Gautléndum 1947 og
hofou lengi verid geymd par i kassa uns pau voru grafin aftur i atindst6ft, voru na
grafin upp aftur. Reyndust pad vera leifar tveggja einstaklinga og eru beinin mjog vel
vardveitt pd téluvert vanti ni upp a ad grindurnar séu heilar. Beinin hofdu komio i
1j6s & hol nordan vid baeinn meir en 100 m fra peim stad sem kuml fannst 1855 og er
maogulegt ad pau séu ur kumli lika po einnig komi til greina ad pau séu ar kristnum

grafreit.
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