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Adolf Fridriksson & Orri Vésteinsson, FSI:

1.0 Fornleifarannsdoknir a Hofst6dum 1997

Sumarid 1997 héfst annar &fangi rannsoknar afornbyli aHofstéoum i Myvatnssveit (Fig. 1.1). Er
pad jafnframt fimmta sumarid er Fornleifastofnun vinnur par ad rannsoknum®. Hér verdur rakin
framvinda og &rangur uppgraftarins. Rannsoknin skiptist i nokkra pedti og hafa verid skrifadar
stakar skyrslur um hvern peirra:

1)Adolf Fridriksson og Orri Vésteinsson, Hofstadir 1997. Svesdi D, uppgraftar skyrsla.

2) Howell M. Roberts, Archaeological Excavations at Hofstadir, Myvatnssveit, August 1997.
Area E, A Preliminary Report.

3) Thomas McGovern & Thomas Amorosi, Hofstadir 1997. Area G Excavation Report,

4) lan Simpson & Karen Milek, Hofstadir, 1997: Geo-archaeological Sampling Report.

5) Karen Milek, Archaeological Soil Sampling at bvera, Laxardalur, NE-lceland, 1997: A
Preliminary Report.

6) Magnis A. Sigurgeirsson, Fornleifarannsokn ad Hofstédum i Myvatnssveit. Greining

gj6skulaga.

I vidaukum aftast i pessu skyrdusafni er ad finna skrér yfir fundi, teikningar og syni.

Auk pessaraskyrdna, hefur verid gerd sératok skyrdaum afrakstur fornleifaskraningar sumarsinsi
Skutustadahreppi, p.e. a Ytri- og Sydri-Nesd6éndum, Vindbelg, Gerastéoum, Arnarvatni,
Litlustrénd, Sveinsstrond og i Baldursheimi®,

Lesendum skal bent 4ad pessi skyrdahefur ekki ad geyma endanlega Urvinnslu uppgraftargagna,

heldur er hér birtur annar & angi Urvinnsunnar og drég ad talkun & peim mannvistarleifum sem

'Adolf Fridriksson & Orri Vésteinsson, "Hofstadir revisited", Norwegian
Archaeological Review, 1997-2 ; - Fornleifarannsoknir a Hofstodum i Myvatnssveit 1991-
1992, FSI, Reykjavik ; - Fornleifarannsoknir & Hofstédum i Myvatnssveit 1995, FSI,
FS011:91024, Reykjavik ; - Hofstadir i Myvatnssveit. Uppgraftarskyrsla 1996, FSI,
FS026:91024, Reykjavik.

?Sja Orri V ésteinsson, Saadis Gunnarsdattir, Elin Hreidarsdottir, Fornleifaskraning i
Skatustadahreppi 11. FS. Reykjavik 1997.
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rannsakadar voru sumarid 1997. Eflaust munu paa dyktanir sem ni verda dregnar eiga eftir ad
breytast i ljési frekari athugana, en engu ad sidur er brynt ad greina vandlega fra st6du maa ad

loknum pessum &fanga.

Fornleifarannsoknir i Myvatnssveit hafaveri® studdar af mérgum adilum. Rannsoknarrad islands
greiddi kostnad vid fornleifauppgroft, Skitustadahreppur fornleifaskraningu og bjodminjasafn
islands, NABO, Hunter College, National Geographic, Sheffield University, Stirling University og
Cambridge University fornvistfragdirannsoknir. Jafnhlida rannsdknunum var i fyrstasinni haldio
namskeid i verklegri fornleifafragdi. Namid sottu 12 nemendur frd sex |6ndum og styrkti
Menntamalardduneytid skolahaldid. Verkefninu stjérna Adolf Fridriksson og Orri V ésteinsson.
Gardar Guomundsson hafdi umgjén med fornvistfraadirannsdknum a6llu svadinu, lan A. Simpson
stjornadi jardvegsrannsoknum, Ragnar Edvardsson stjornadi uppgrefti a svaadi D, Howell M.
Roberts & sva®di E og Thomas McGovern og Thomas Amorosi a svesdi G. Vid rannsdknirnar
unnu auk peirra fornleifafrasdingarnir Hildur Gestsdottir og Mjoll Snaesdéttir, Magnis A
Sigurgeirsson gjoskulagafrasdingur, Paul og Philip Buckland skordyraeifafraingar. Auk
visindamanna, toku 12 nemendur pétt i rannsdknunum avegum fornleifaskélaFSi : Bruno Berson
(Tours), Chris Calow (Birmingham), Karen Milek (Cambridge), Michele Smith (Toronto),
Nicholas Crank (Lampeter), Kjartan Langsted (Kaupmannah.), Katherine J. Rusk (York),
KaterinaHornickova (Prag), NataschaMehler (Bergen), Bridget Edwards (St. Andrews), Saadis
Gunnarsdéttir (Akureyri) og Elin O. Hreidarsdattir (Akureyri). Kostnadur vegna pétttoku erlendu
nemannavar greiddur med styrk fra menntamalardduneyti. Auk fjarstudnings §6da og stofnana
hefur Hofstadal el dangur 1997 notid adstodar margraMyvetninga. Viljahofundar pakka Ingalfi
Jonssyni & Helluvadi, Arna Gidasyni & Laxéabakka, Arna Einarssyni forstédumanni
rannsoknarstodvarinnar & Skatustddum, Holmfridi Jonsdottur & Arnarvatni og HOImfridi
Gudmundsottur skolastjérafyrir margvislegaadstod. Sem fyrr reyndust Asmundur og Gudmundur
Jonssynir a Hofst6dum leidangursménnum vel i dla stadi. Sa arangur sem nadst hefur vid
rannsoknirnar hefdi aldrel ordid jafn mikill &n peirradyggu adstodar. Hafi peir bestu pakkir fyrir.
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Markmid rannsoknar 1997

Markmid rannsoknanna 1997 var pripadt. | fyrstalagi var haldid &ram fornvistfrasdirannsoknum
afyllingu i jarohts &sva®di G. Fyllingin tilheyrir 6dru skeidi mannvistar a Hof st6dum og midar
rannsoknin par ad pvi ad greinavisbendingar um mataraedi, dyrahald og eldivid, jafnframt pvi sem
jardhisid gaft, en pad tilheyrir fyrsta skeidi mannvistar, verdur tilbuid til rannsdknar ad
fyllingunni fjarlaegori.

[ 6dru lagi var haldid &ram ad rannsaka byggingaleifar vestan vid skélasem tilheyra pridja skeioi
mannvistar. Haldid var afram ad athugaaldur, gerd og hlutverk byggingaleifavid sudvesturhorn
skdladsvadi D og hafnar voru athuganir a mannvistarleifum vid norévesturhorn skélaa svesdi E.
Markmid med pessum rannsoknum er ad skiljasamhengi hinnamismunandi byggingarskeidafrao.

til 11. aldar og greina byggingartakni og efnisnotkun.

| pridjalagi var byrjad ad kanna aldur og gerd mannvirkja i grennd vié skalann, p.m.t. tingards
nordaustan vid skéla og s.k. hestagirdingar sunnan vid hann (svagdi H). baa athuganir eru fyrsti
lidur i umfangsmeiri rannsdknum aumhverfi bagarstaadisins og leit ad 6drum 9. - 11. adar minjum

i nagrenni pess.

Adferdir

Beitt var somu adferdum og fyrri & ad pvi fratdldu, ad nd voru opnud stearri svasdi en adur.
Helstaeinkenni rannsdknarinnar er ad stadnum hefur &dur verid raskad vid fornleifarannsdknir og
bvi verdur ad haga uppgrefti og skraningu upplysingai samraami vid pad. Adur hefur verid fjallad
um adferdafradinavid enduruppgroft aHofstooum. Vid rannsdknir asvasdi D 1997 kom m.a. i
ljos a0 &rid &dur hafdi ekki alt drkast fr4 1908 verid hreinsad fra eins og talid hafdi verid.
Upplysingar voru skrédar & vettvangi & sama hétt og fyrri a. Eru mannvistarlég og jardl6g
flokkud i einingar og gefin nimer sem einkennd eru med bokstafnum "C".> Vid lok rannsoknar
voru settir skaglitir plastbordar i skurdbotna, pa jarddukur og fyllt yfir. Tekinn var i notkun
gagnagrunnurinn "Grefill" sem heldur utan um uppgraftargdégn. Hann samanstendur af nokkrum

skrdm sem fagdar eru jafnbdum, med upplysingum um einingar, ljésmyndir, frumteikingar og

3 C gendur fyrir enska hugtakio ?context? en pad hefur verid pytt aislensku sem ?eining?.
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fundi. Pess nyjung reyndist vel vid Urvinndu a rannsdknargégnum.

I rannsdknarskyrslum fra 1908 voru uppgraftarsvasdum, konnunarskurdum og holum gefnir
einkennisstafir frA A til P. Byggingin vid sudvesturhorn skalans var merkt "D", mannvistarleifar
vid nordvesturhorn "E", gryfjan sunnan skalans var kollud "G" og hestaréttin i brekkunni par
sunnan vid ? H? . Vid rannsodknina nG hefur pessum téknum verid haldid sem tilvisunum til

rannsoknarsva®a. Innan hvers svaadis eru mannvirkjum gefnir tolustefir: D1, E2 o.s.frv.

Lysing & rannsdknar svaedi
Rannsoknarstadnum & Hofstéoum hefur verio lyst i fyrri skyrsdum og hér verda pvi eingdngu

gefnar nanari lysingar a peim svaadum par sem unnid var 1997 (Fig. 1.2).

Vid vesturvegg adatoftarinnar (AB) métar fyrir upphagkkunum a tveimur stédum, er dnnur vid
sudvesturhorn (D), en hin naari nordvesturhorni (E). Niu metrabeint i sudur fragafli toftarinnar
er gryfja (G). Uppgréfturinn for einkum fram a pessum premur svesdum: D, E og G.  Einnig
voru gerdar athuganir & jardvegi milli svasda D og E, og a hledslum i sk. hestarétt (H) og i
tingardi utan vid adalrustasvadio.

Svadi D: mannvistarleifar vid Sv-horn skala: A yfirbordi sér méta fyrir mannvirki vid
sudvesturhorn skéla. bad er nokkurn veginn ferhyrnt og virdist vera &fast vesturvegg skélans. A
bessum stad var grafin ferhyrnd gryfja og tskot Gr henni til nordurs og austurs &rid 1908. Arid
1996 var hreinsad upp Ur peirri gryfju, sbr. uppgraftarskyrdu pess ars, par sem einnig er ad finna
nanari lysingu & stadnum. 1997 var uppgraftarsvaadi fyrra ars staskkad, einkum til sudvesturs,

vesturs og noraurs.

Svaddi E: mannvistarleifar vid NV horn skéla: A pessu svasdi er avalur hryggur eda bunga sem
snyr A-V, nanast hornrétt avesturvegg skala, en lakkar, verdur flatari og sveigir 6gntil nordurs
vid vesturendann. Arid 1908 var grafinn aflangur skurdur, fra skdlavegg og langsum i gegnum
pennan hrygg. Vid enda pessa skurdar var grafid litillegainn i stdlid til sudurs og nordurs, og &
stoku stad i nordurstalinu. Skammt nordan vid nordurbrin skurdarins var grafin ferhyrnd hola,

um 1 m & hvorn veg. Vid rannsdknina 1908 fannst méaska og dyrabein bagdi i skurdinum og
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holunni, en engar byggingaleifar voru greindar pa. Ari® 1992 var grafinn 1 m breidur skurdur fra
nyrdri brin langskurdarins, hann hreinsadur upp og teiknud pversnid. Jafnframt var skurdurinn
lengdur til vesturs og dypkadur uns komid var i 6hreyfd jardlog. Uppmokstur 1908 var latinn
Ohreyfdur i sudursnidi og vestast i nordursnidi, par sem grafid hafdi verid inn i nordustdio.
Pungami dja rannsdknanna 1992 voru athuganir &nordursnidi langskurdarins. Helstu nidurstddur
voru pag ad par sem skurdurinn skar vesturvegg skdlamétti satorfveggjaleifar. | snidi virtist par
vera tvofaldur torfveggur. Utan veggjar lagu nokkur jardlég med torfleifum yfir dokkleitum
mannvistarlogum, blondudum moédsku og kolum. Vestast i skurdinum komu i 1j6s
torfveggjaeifar. Var talid ad par vaau fundnar leifar af &dur opekktu mannvirki, sem stadid hefur
vestan skdlans, edajafnvel verid eldraen hann. 1997 var rist ofan af storu svasdi sunnan, vestan
0g hordan vid skurdinn frd 1992 og medal annars hreinsad upp Ur prufuholu nordan vid skurdinn

sem merkt var F vid rannsdknina 1908. S0 holatelst nd innan svaxdis E.

Svaadi G: gryfjasunnan skala: Arin 1908 og 1965 voru gerdar rannsoknir agryfjunni sunnan vid
skélann. Um pessar rannsoknir visast til fyrri skyrslu. Arid 1995 héfust par nyjar rannsoknir, par
sem grafid var nidur ad takmorkum fyrri rannsokna. Arangri rannsokna pa sem og &rid 1996
hefur &8ur verid lyst. Arid 1997 takmarkadist rannsoknin vid vestur- og nordurhluta gryfjunnar

og visast til skyrsu Thomas McGovern og Thomas Amoros um hana.

Adrir rannsoknarstadir

1) Sveadi vestan skdla:  Vid upphaf rannsdkna sumarid 1997 var svadio amilli D og E og nordan
og vestan E kannad til ad athuga Utbreidslu mannvistarleifa i naesta nagrenni vid skdann. Utan
skalaveggjar og D og E er svaadio ad mestu flatt og ekki métadi fyrir mannvirkjum ayfirbordi en
vitad er ad tun hafaverid déttud raekilega pétt upp ad toftinni & pessari 6ld og pvi ekki drvaant ad
fornleifar vaaru par undir sverdi. A méts vid midjan skdlann utan veggjar, hafdi Daniel Bruun
grafid kénnunarholu. Er henni ekki lyst i Gtgefnum skyrdlum og ekki synd & prentudum uppdraxti,
en stadsetning og légun er synd a outgefnum frumuppdradti sem vardveittur er i danska
bjodminjasafninu. Samkvaamt uppdragtinum var holan u.p.b. 1 m & hvorn veg. Arid 1997 var
pessi hola hreinsud upp ad hluta og jafnframt voru grafnar nyjar prufuholur & pessu svasdi til ad
kanna hvort par vagi mannvirki eda adrar mannvistarleifar ad finna. ba var grafin prufuhola i

tdninu um 50 m vestan vid E.
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2) Tungardur (SP-214:060). bessu mannvirki er svo lyst i Fornleifaskra FSI: "Tungardur heitir
stor og gamall gardur umverfis Hofstadabagnn. Ad sunnan hefst hann vid Laxa og sést vel i
brekkunni upp fraénni og upp Amaéts vid naverandi ibudarhis. bar er ni komin stor eydai hann,
sunnan vid fjarhasin. Aftur sést svo til gardsins uppi & hjalanum ofan vid bagnn og hefur hann par
beygt til noréurs og marekjahann 6dlitid par til hann beygir aftur til vesturs nidur ad Laxaen par
er erfidaraad greinahann p6 hann gaist vel aloftmynd. Gardurinn er hladinn i deiglendi nedantil
vid Laxaen liggur um purramdaofan & hjalanum ofan vid bagnn. Hann er vidast 2-3 m breidur
og 1,3-1,75 m héar & hjallanum ofan vid bagnn. Svaid sem hann afmarkar er miklu staaraen
tinin sem nd eru, hvad pa gamlatanid®.”  Arid 1997 héfust rannsoknir & tlngardinum og voru
grafnir prufuskurdir i hann & tveimur st6dum, sudur af Hofstadabae annarsvegar og uppi a
hjallanum, austur af baanum, hinsvegar.

3) Svaddi H: Hestarétt (SP-214:012¢) Um pettamannvirki hefur ekki verid fjalad i fyrri skyrdum
og verdur pvi greint fraeldri lysingum og skodunum fraedimanna. Fyrstu lysingu af pessum stad
gerdi Kristan Kalund & attunda ératug 19. aldar: " Syd for denne tomt [p.e. skdlann AB] findesen
smuk lille kredsformig tomt (4 fv. i diameter, og med vaeg af ca. 1 1/2 al's hojde) [p.e. jardhisio
G]. Sydost for denne, oppei bakkeskraningen, ud mod den smalle dal ses en storre kredsformig
tomt (ca. 9 fv. i diam.) - dette siger man, er den gamle hestefold (hestarétt), der benyttedes af de
tempelsdgende®.? Daniel Bruun gerdi uppdrétt af stadnum &rid 1896. bar er synd stéra toftin,
gryfjan sunnan hennar og "Hestefold", upp i hlidinni skammt SSA vid gryfjuna. Lysing hans
hljédar svo: "Omtrent 60 Fod laangere mod Ost ligger en anden uregel maessig Indhegning op ad en
Skraaning, c. 50 Fod i Gennemsnit. Den har udtrykkelig, efter Overleveringen, vaaet benyttet til
Hestefold (hestarétt) i Hedenskabets Tid®." 1 lysingu Brynjulfs Jonssonar fra 1901 er eingdngu

*Orri Vésteinsson, Fornleifaskraning i Skitustadahreppi |:Fornleifar & Hofstédum,
Helluvadi, Gautléndum og i Horgsdal, Fornleifastofnun islands, Reykjavik, 1996, bls. 89.

°P.E.K. K&lund, Bidrag til Topografisk-Historisk Beskrivelse af Isand, Copenhague,
Gyldendalske Boghandel, 1877-1882.

®Daniel Bruun, Fortidsminder og nutidshjem paa Island: Orienterende Undersdgelser
foretagnei 1896, Kh., 1897, bls. 175, sor. uppdr. nr. 175 bls. 174.

Framvinduskyrsla 1997 9



greint frastadsetningunni, en hann nefnir ekki hiutverk pessagerdis’. Bruun gerdi any nékvaamari
lysingu og uppdrétt af stadnum &rid 1908: " Sydost for foregdende [p.e. skdlaog gryfju] og op ad
skraningen |aen stor, tydelig tomt, om hvilken overleveringen sagde, at den havde vagret benyttet
som 'hestefold' (hestarjett) for den tempel sdgende. Den var af noget uregelmasssig form, ¢. 17 m.
X c. 19 m. i tvaamd. Vagggene havde dbenbart vaaet opforte af jordtorv og var nu i deres
sammenfaldne tilstand c. 1 m. brede og 20-35 cm. héje. En sadan fold vilde kunne give pladstil
omtrent 150 heste®." | Fornleifaskra fra 1996 segir jafnframt: " Vesturhlid hennar hefur verid
sléttud undir tan en sudur- og austurveggirnir §ast enn’." 1997 var grafinn skurdur i gegnum

nordausturhlio pessa gerdis.

Yfirlit um gang uppgraftar

Uppgréfturinn héfst 3. agust 1997. Leitad var ad hadum fra 1996 hnitakerfinu og settir upp fleiri
i namundavid rannsoknarstadinn. Pavar hafist handavid ad hreinsa upp Ur skurdinum asvasdi E
fra1992. 4-5. &gust var hreinsad upp Ur vesturenda skurdarins & E svadi. Einnig var hreinsad
upp Ur prufuholu sem grafin var 1908 amilli D og E, skammt vestan skdlaveggjar. Grafnar voru 9
nyjar prufuholur nordan og sunnan E til ad &varda hvar og hve mikio svagdi skyldi ristaofan af .
6. agUst var byrjad ad ristaofan af og stinganidur asvasdi D og E. Skurdgrafakom til adstodar a
svaadi E, en biladi adur en kom ad svasdi D og pvi purfti ad Ijuka pvi verki ahéndum. 7-9. agust
var grafvangurinn 4D og E skafinn nokkrar umferdir. Mannvirkjum i D var gefintékn. D-1 er
ferhyrnda toftin vid sudvesturhorn skdlans, en D-2 eru meintar golfleifar milli skdaog D-1. 8.
agust hofst undirbuningur ad rannsbknum & svaadi G, torf var tekid ofan af. 11. agust hofust
rannsoknir a fyllinguni i G, jardvegur sigtadur og leitad beina og funda og dagana 11-16. var
afram skafio & D og E. Farid var yfir kontextskra og nimer samraand. 14-15. &gust kom fram
hledsla r nokkrum steinum & E svasdi og leifar torfveggjar. 15-16. &gust var svaadi D staskkad til
nordurs og grafid ofan af nordurvegg mannvirkisins D-1, og inngangur avesturhlid D-1 ad halfu.

"Brynjdlfur Jonsson, ? Rannsoknir & Nordurlandi sumarid 1900 ?, Arbok Hins
idenzka fornleifafélags, 1901, bls. 12-13.

®Daniel Bruun & Finnur Jonsson, ? Om hove og hovudgravninger paalsland ?,
Aarb?ger for nordisk Oldkyndighed og Historie, 1909, 1909, bls. 267-268 sbr. uppdr. nr. 2,
bls. 267.

°Orri Vésteinsson, tilv. rit., bls. 77.

10 Hofstadir i Myvatnssveit



Vikuna 18-23. 4gust héldu rannsoknir &fram &fallalaust. A svasdi E komu fram torfveggjaeifar
afastar skdlavegg sem nefndar eru E-1 og &dur nefndur torfveggur og steinhledsla virdast vera
hiuti a ferhyrndri torfbyggingu, E-2. 21. &gust hofust jardvegsrannsoknir og pa voru gerdar
gjoskulagaathuganir. Einnigvar grafid snid i svonefnda hestarétt sunnan skélans, og tvo snid tekin
i tingardinn. Dagana 25-27. var haldid afram ad skafa fram einstaka stadi, gerateikningar, lysa
kontextum og taka syni. 27. &gust héfst fragangur svasdi D og E. Lagdur var grodurdukur i
botninn og tyrft yfir. Dagana 28-29. var lokid vid frégang a o6llum uppgraftarsvaedum og
leidangurinn hélt heim 30. &gust.

Helstu nidurstédur
I naestu skyrslum hér aeftir verdur greint fraframgangi og &rangri rannsokna a hverju svasdi fyrir

sig, en hér eru tekid saman stutt yfirlit um helstu atridi.

Svadi D. A pessu svadi hafakomid fram mannvistarleifar utan vié skélavegginn, sem virdast vera
af tveimur byggingum. D-2 er naa skdanum og virdist veraundir baadi skélavegg og austurvegg
D-1, envar ekki rannsakad arid 1997. D-1 er vestan skalaog D-2 og par voru gerdar tdluverdar
rannsoknir 1997. D-1 er aflangt hiis sem hefur somu stefnu og skdinn, p.e. N-S, og er 7,8 m x
3,8madinnanenu.p.b. 12 mlangt og 7 m breitt ad utan. Dyr eru &sunnarlega avesturhlid og
sennilegatvaa aausturhlid. Ekki hafa enn fundist skyrar leifar torfveggjar & sudurgafli. Synt er
ad D-1 hefur verid lengi i notkun, verid endurbyggt og breytt um hlutverk en 6ljost er ad hversu
miklu leyti byggingin var i notkun & samatima og skainn. Nidurstédur a jardvegsathugunum,

sem geta varpad 1jos afyrra hlutverk pessa huss, liggja ekki fyrir enn sem komid er.

Svaadi E. Vid uppgroftinn 1997 kom i 1j6s ad vid nordvesturhluta skalans eru leifar tveggja hlisa,
E-10g E-2. E-1er & ast skdaveggnum, en ekki er fulljost hvort pad hafi verid reist a samatima
og hann. HUsid er aflangt, u.p.b. 5-6 mlangt og 3-4 m breitt ad utanmdli, med veggjum hlédnum
Ur streng og stefnir i vestnordvestur fra skélanum. Skammt vestan vid pettahiskom i jos annad,
nanast ferhyrnt hus, E-2, u.p.b. 5 m langt og 4 m breitt. Veggir eru Ur torfi, en innan vid
vesturvegg er jafnframt grof hledsla Ur fremur storum steinum. Dyr virdast hafaverid a midjum
vesturvegg. E-2 er einabyggingin & rannsoknarsvadinu sem ekki hefur verid raskad vid fyrri

rannsoknir. Ari® 1992 hofdu veggir E-1 sést i snidi, en voru pa tdlkadir sem hrun eda hluti af
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skdlavegg. Sama ar hafdi verid stadfest ad fleiri byggingaeifar vaaru vestan skala pegar &dur
Opekktur torfveggur kom par i 1j6s, og er pad sama bygging og E-2. Hefur myndin af
byggingaleifum & pessu svasdi pvi téluvert breyst. Rannsdknum & pessum mannvistarleifum verdur
haldid &fram 1998.

Svadi G. Haldid var aram rannsoknum arudaégum i G. NU hefur u.pb. 1/3 holunnar, p.e.
nordvesturhluti hennar, veri® hreinsadur upp. 1 16gunum kom fram mikid af beinum sem fyrr og
eru pau vel vardveitt. Fundust par bein Ur kindum, geitum, nautgripum, hestum, svinum, fuglum
sem og eggjaskurn og skeljar. Athygli vakti ad i einu laginu fannst toluvert af beinum ar
unglémbum, kidlingum, kalfum og grisum og par voru einnig eggjaskurnir. Er |jést fré hvada
arstio pad lag er og er spennandi ad eygja par moguleika & ad skoda arstidabundin sérkenni
rudalaganna. Auk lifraanu leifanna fundust jarnnaglar og jarnbrot, bryni og nokkrir smahlutir
adrir, en enginn peirra gefur visbendingu um aldur eda adrar mikilvasgar eda afgerandi
upplysingar. Undan ruslaldgunum hafa torflég komid aebetur i [jés. Svo virdist sem hid meinta
jardhus hafi verid ferhyrnt, u.p.b. 6-7 m &hvorn veg, en ekki er haagt ad skera ur um stagrd hlissins

ad svo stdddu, enda hylja ruslaldgin enn stéran hluta pess.

Svadi H. | 1jos kom ad svokollud hestarétt er tvihladinn gardur og skurdur utanmed honum.
Hleddurnar eru eldri en H-1104/58 og er 1jost ad einhverkonar jardrakt hefur farid fram innan

gerdisins.

TUngardur. Tangardurinn er torfhladinn med smégrjo6ti ofanétorfinu og eru hedslurnar eldri en

? a? gjésakan frAum 1477, sennilega miklu eldri.

Nidurlag

A Hofstodum var rannsakad med fjolbreyttum adferdum sumarid 1997. Auk rannsokna &
beindeifum hefur umfangsmikill uppgroftur verid gerdur i og vid Hofstadaminjar. Tekin hafa
verid jardvegssyni asvesdum D, E og G, til efnagreiningar og drformgerdargreiningar og eru pau
na i vinndu, en markmid peirra rannsokna er basdi ad leita vishendinga um byggingarsdgu
stadarins, p.e. samhengi jardhuss, sméhysa og skdla, og ad fa amennar upplysingar um
byggingartaskni, efnisfragdi torfs og eldsneytisbrenndu. Til ad afla samanburdarefnis var farin
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rannsdknarferd ad bverd i Laxérdal og tekin par golfsyni ar 19. adar hisaeifum. Er fyrstu

nidurstadna af peim athugunum ad vamnta & naesta &ri.

Pad hefur verid htfundum pessarar skyrslu mikil &nasgjaog dyrmee reynslaad vinnaad uppgrefti
aidenskum minjum med jaf nfjdl breyttum adferdum og i gddum hépi reyndra sérfrasdingaadlikum
svidum. Er ljést ad vid lok pessaverkefnisverdur unnt ad varpaljési amarga pedti fornisenskrar
hisasgerdar, landnams, landbinadar, veida og lifsafkomu frumbyggja landsins. bad er pvi
tilhl6kkunarefni ad takast & vid lokaafanga verksins & neesta sumri.
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Adolf Fridriksson & Orri Vésteinsson, FSI:

2.0 Hofstadir 1997. Uppgraftarskyrda, svaedi D, gar 6l6g og ger O

Inngangur

Hér er greint fraarangri uppgraftar & premur svasdum: svaadi D, svadi vestan skala, svonefndum
tingardi, og svonefndri Hestarétt asvadi H. Um rannsdknir asvasdi D visast einnig til skyrduum
jardvegsrannsoknir og um tangard og hestarétt visast jafnframt til skyrslu um gjoskulagaathuganir.

Svaxdi D: mannvistarleifar vid Sv-horn skéla

Arid 1996 hdfst uppgroftur asvasdi D og er lysingu & pvi ad finna i skyrslu um rannsokn pess ars.
Pa var gryfjan fra 1908 hreinsud upp ad mestu og kom i 1jos ad par var ad finna ferhyrnt
mannvirki med torfveggjum. A milli pessamannvirkis og skalavoru einnig mannvistarleifar, ssm

liklega eru leifar eldri bygginga(r). Vid upphaf rannsdkna 1997 var pessum mannvirkjaeifum

gefio heitid D-2 og torfbyggingin vestan peirraD-1. Ekki voru gerdar frekari rannsoknir aD-2 ad

sinni, en ytarlegar athuganir gerdar aD-1 (Fig. 2.1).

Mannvirki D-1. A uppdréttum fr& 1908 eru uppgraftarmork synd og er ad §aad grafin hafi verid
nokkurn veginn ferhyrnd gryfjamed beinum veggjum. begar fyllingin ar peirri gryfju var hreinsud
kom i 1j6s ad ystu mérk uppgraftarins voru vissulega regluleg, en voru 6llu oreglulegri er nedar
dré. Daniel Bruun og félagar hafa byrjad a4 ad opna stort reglulegt svasdi en sidan reynt ad fylgja
torfveggjum paegar nidur &pavar komid. Naest skalanum hefur gréfurunum  ekki tekist ad étta
sig amannvistarleifunum, par eru holur peirra éreglulegar og veggjaeifar hafa ad hlutatil verio
grafnar burt. I skyrslu Bruuns kemur einnig fram ad peir hafi leitad af sér grun um ad dyr vaau
milli skdlaog pessamannvirkis. Utar hafapeir grafid innan ar D-1 ad mestu og ad stérum hluta
farid par i gegnum galf. Peir hafahinsvegar ekki atad sig a nordurenda byggingarinnar og skildu
par eftir tvo bdka hvorn i sinu horni. Sumarid 1997 voru enn hreinsud upp uppgraftarmork fra
1908, einkum vid og ofan a austurvegg mannvirkis D-1. Uppgraftarsvasdid var stakkad til allra

attaog er nilum 13 m a hvorn veg.

Rifjum nt sndggvast upp helstu atridi rannsoknarinnar. Vid uppgraftarlok 1996 virtist sem svo ad
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fundin veai ferhyrnd torfbygging, sem sneri einsog skdinn, p.e. N-S, og vaai u. p. b. 10x 7 m
ad utanmali. Adinnanmdi virtist hiin verau.p.b.3,5mébreidd. Lengdinvar ekki |jés, en par sem
sast til veggja, matti eglaad peir vaaru um 1,25 m abreidd, og pvi gedi lengdin ad innan verid um
7-8m. Vandinn vid ad ékvarda staard byggingarinnar er annarsvegar folginn pvi raski sem gert var
ario 1908 og hinsvegar vegna pess ad 1996 var eingdngu hreinsad upp meint fylling fra 1908, en
hisio hafdi pa ekki verid ad fullu grafid at. 1908 var grafinn burtu fleygur af innri hlid vestur-
langveggjar hussins, skammt fra NV horni og sudur til SV horns. Ekki var grafid ad nordur- og
sudurgafli hiissins og ekki grafid Ut Ur inngdngum, nemaad nokkru leyti Ur dyrum amidjum eystri
langvegg en par hofou grafarar 1908 rekist & einberatorfveggi og hadt an pess ad fa nidurstéou.

Sumarid 1997 var einkum unnid vid eftirfarandi padti: @) Grafin voru burtu ohreyfd fylling i
nordurenda og ad hlutatil i sudurenda; b) tekid var ofan af nordurvegg ad hluta, nordvesturhorni
0g sudurvegg, en austurveggur hafdi pegar komid i 1jés 1996; ¢) grafid var Ut Ur inngdngum, d)
tekin voru syni til jardvegsathugana & meintum golflégum, hinu svokallada C4 lagi, hrundu torfi

og torfi i veggium. Verdur ni hverjum pessara patta verdur lyst nanar.

Ohreyfd jardlog undir og yfir D-1. Yfir 6llu uppgraftarsvasdinu liggur grasrétarlag (C1) sem er
ad medaltali um 5 sm pykkt. Undir grasrétinni innan uppgraftarmarka, liggur Urkast (C2) fra
uppgreftinum 1908. Er pad brdn grédurmold, mikid rétud, med gjéskuflekkjum, médsku, torfi og
soti, sem komid hafa upp vid rét i mannvistarleifunum fyrir nedan.  Undir grasrétinni, vid
uppgraftarmork er moldarlag (C16) med alnokkrum gjoskuldgum, p.e. gjéskusyrpa fra 1104-
1717. Er pettalag ohreyft af fyrri rannsdknum og yngra en mannvistarleifarnar. Liggur nedsta
gjoskulagio, p.e. 1104, sem jafnframt er mjog ditrétt, up.b. 5 sm ofan vid efstu brin
mannvistarleifa. Undir C16 eru pag mannvistarleifar sem hér nefnast D-1. Skiptast paa i margar
einingar. Adur en frépeim verdur skyrt, skal gerd grein fyrir mannvistarlaga- og jardlagasyrpunni
undir D-1. Nedstu synilegu mork D-1 eru ofan amjog dokku, grébrinu lagi med modsku i, og
minnir pad mjoég a C4. Undir pessu lagi er dokkbrun, 1itid hreyfd mold (C17) og undir henni er
mjog dokkt, grébrant lag med koli, smaum eggjaskurnbrotum og beinflisum og er talid vera C4,
samalag og liggur yfir yngstu mannvistarleifum asvaadi G. Undir C4 taka vio ohreyfd 16g, p.e.
landndmssyrpan in situ og 6nnur forsdguleg gjéskulog (C3). bess lysing a ekki vid um ala
jardlagaskipani ogvio D-1, en gefur einnaskyrustu myndinasem unnt er ad fana af samhengi D-
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1 vid pekkt jardl6g og mannvistarlog a grafvangi.

NU ska vikio ad peim einingum sem D-1 gdft samanstendur af, en pad eru veggir, golflog,
fyllingar, rof og holur. S& hluti mannvirkisins sem er best farinn og mest dberandi eru

torfveggirnir.

Veggir D-1. begar litid er yfir D svaadi blasavid reisulegir torveggir (C24), hladnir Ur streng,
med eldraudum og svortum réndum i torfinu. Peir erulitid signir og standa 6venju vel, um héfur
metri & hagd og rimur metri abreidd. [ snidi &nordurhlid dyra & vesturlangvegg masjavegginn i
pversnidi (Fig. 2.2). Ut fraveggnum ad utanverdu, liggur u.p.b. 20 sm pykkt lag tr samatorfefni
og veggurinn gafur (og hefur sama C-nimer, C24), og teygir sig riman metrafra honum. betta
lag situr afremur ljod eitu moldarlagi (C53), sem er med moosku- og kolaflekkjum. Undir pvi er
annad athyglisvert lag (C54), sem er lika fremur |jésbrant og med hvitum flekkjum. bad situr
beint ofan & C4 og virdist ganga undir vegginn. NU sést til austur- og vesturlangveggja og
nordurgafl, en samskonar torfveggur er ekki fyrir sudurgafli og ahdld um hvort par hefur verio
torfveggur yfirhofud. Er sniid ad lesapar Ur jardlagaskipan (Fig. 2.4). Par sem hefdi métt vaanta
sudurgafls sést i sudursnidi samskonar veggjarefni og annarsstadar i veggjum hussins, en
tadingsegra - likt og hann hafi verid rifinn eda pa hrunid. Vandinn er m.a. s ad sama
jardlagasyrpa undir vegg (C24) og er greinileg i endiléngu vestursnidi heldur &ram vestast i
sudursnidi, en sidan hverfur hin. | stad C4 og C3 syrpunnar kemur C57 lagid, sem er ljosleit og
hreyfd brin mold. Fyrir utan hvad torfveggjal eifarnar C24 eru punnar og tagingslegar i sudursnioi
paer alpykkur médskubunki (C50) yfir peim vestantil en hann gedti bent til ad sudurgaflinn hafi
verid opinn einhverntima i sogu byggingarinnar. Ofan & C50 er 1josbrant moldarlag (C58) sem
hefur engin einkenni torfveggjar 6nnur en pau ad pad hefur Gtbreidslu alveg eins og veggur. Pad
er likt C21 (efri hlutafyllingar i D-1) en skyr skil eru engu ad sidur &milli lagannapar sem gaflinn

er.

Veggurinn gedi hafa verid rifinn & einhverju stigi malsins, eda pa ad petta litla his hefur verid
byggt med sama lagi og getid hefur verid til med stéra skalann, p.e. med trévegg a sudurgafli.
Hornin par sem langveggirnir nemavid nordurgaflinn eru skyr og virdast ndnast hornrétt, en ekki

vottar fyrir sambagilegri hledslu sunnanmegin. | pessu tilfelli kemur ekki til greina ad
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uppgrofturinn 1908 hafi fjarlaggt mannvistarl6g sem ella myndu skyra myndina, pvi ad Bruun og
félagar hofdu ekki grafiod sudur Ur D-1 og 1997 voru skilin amilli C21/C43 og gaflsins mjog skyr,
vandamdlio er ad gaflinn er ekki sannfagrandi hledda. Hugsanlegur moguleiki er ad syrpan C24,
C50 og C58 i sudurgaflinum sé 6ll eldri en D-1, ad par hafi verid bunga &dur en hisid var byggt
og ad létid hafi verid naegja ad byggja U-laga torfvegg gagnvart henni og hin pannig myndad
fjérdavegginn i hinu nyjahis. Skurdurinn C56 gedi paverid enn einn Gtgangurinn4D-1. Petta
er po adeins tilgéta, og er ekki unnt ad segja um edli sudurhluta téftarinnar fyrr en frekari
rannsokn hefur verid gerd. Pa parf m.a. ad skoda nanar pennan nidurgréft par sem C3-4 syrpu

deppir svo og fyllinguna (C57) par i og hvad undir henni leynist.

Dyr & vesturhlid. Vid uppgroft 1996 kom i |jés inngangur (C23), sunnarlega & vesturhlid, med
fyllingu ar dokkleitri mold, edatadingsegum torfleifum (C22). Dyrnar eru um eins metrabrei dar
og eru steinar i bruninni beggja vegna (Figs. 2.2-2.3). 1997 var pessi fylling grafin Ut og var pai
fyrstasinni svipast um utan D-1 og samhengi pess skodad vid jardl6gin utandyra. [ 1jés kom ad
utan vid torfvegginn er lag med samatorfefni i og veggurinn er byggdur Ur,0g naa pad rdman
metra Ut frd veggnum. Undir pessu lagi eru tvd énnur hreyfd 16g (C53 og C54). Undir peim
liggur C4 lagid. Ekki var grafid nidur Ur pvi lagi ad svo stoddu. Nedst i innganginum ladreif af
steinum af ymsum staardum, en ekkert eiginlegt golflag var synilegt. Par ed D-1 var litillega
nidurgrafid, hallar innganginum délitid nidur avid.

Dyr aausturhlid. Arid 1997 komu ljésadrar dyr (C27), u.p.b. &midri austurhlid. Par hafdi verid
grafinn e.k. krékur inn ar D-1 arid 1908 og ad pvi er talid var i fyrstu, i gegnum vegginn. NU er
lj6st ad parna eru dyr, um 0,9 m breidar. Ad innanverdu eru litlar stodarholur, hvor sinu megin

dyraopsins og eru prir steinar i hnapp vid hvora holuna.

Ekki er (tilokad ad enn einar dyr s¢ ad finna & D-1, p.eas. skammt sunnan vid pessar
sidastnefndu dyr. Svo virdist sem ad austurveggurinn sérofinn 1,6 m sunnan vid dyrnar og gegnt
dournefndum dyrum avesturhlid. Ef svo er paer ekki Utilokad ad innangegnt hafi verid milli D-1
og skdla(AB) enum pad verdur pé litid sagt fyrr en svaadio milli AB og D-1 hefur verid kannad til
hlitar.
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GOlIf i nordurenda D-1. Svo sem adur hefur komid fram, pavar nag alur jardvegur fjarlasgdur
innan Ur D-1 arid 1908. PO var skilinn eftir sudurendi og tveir stasdilegir skikar i nordurenda
hissins. bessir hlutar voru nd rannsakadir. begar fyllingin (C21) i nordurendavar fjarlaegd kom i
ljés moldarlag (C43) med torfi i, sem lajafnt yfir 6llum nordurhluta D-1 og sést somuleidis i
sudurenda. Torf pettaer mjog heilt og reglulegt endavirdast Bruun og félagar hafa haldid ad pad
vagai veggur. Sennilega er um ad raeda leifar af torfpaki og gedi hugsast ad pad hafi verio fellt
ofan i téftina og pessvegna hafi torfurnar ekki rofnad meiraen raun ber & Undir pessu lagi kom
fram raudbrunt og bleikt médskulag (C50) sem layfir 6llum nordurenda og er sambagilegt vid lag
sem fundist hefur i sudurhluta toftarinnar og utan hennar. Hugsanlegt er ad petta lag hafi legio
yfir 6llum fleti hissins. Undir pvi kom fram forvitnilegt lag, pad er margskipt, brinbleikt, med
lifresmum leifum sem gedu verid heyleifar (C51) og bidur frekari rannsdkna eftir rakilega
synatoku. Undir pessu lagi komu i 1jés nokkrir steinar og holur af mismunandi steadum. Virdast
steinarnir og holurnar eiga vid ditréttar leifar gélflaga (C52) sem parna komu einnig fram. §a
métti linsur af grébranum og svortum jardvegi, sem likist einna helst gdlflogum. Gerdar voru
rakilegar jarovegsrannsoknir & pessu efni og er visad til skyrsu Simpsons og Milek um synattku
og rannsoknir apeim. | sudurendavar ekki komid nidur & golflog sambaaileg peim sem saust i
nordurenda en undir C43 sést par lag med lifraaum leifum sem sennilega er pad sama og C51.
Pad liggur yfir stodarsteinum afleiri en einum stad og tilheyrir pvi klarlega sidari notkunarskeidum
byggingarinnar.

Aldur og hlutverk D-1. Ljost er af afstodu jardlagaad D-1 er fra 10 og/edall.old. Mannvirkid er
reist eftir ad landndmsgjoskan féll arid 872"2 og eftir ad C4 lagid myndadist, en hefur verio fario
Ur notkun allnokkru adur en gjoska féll vio Heklugos arid 1104. Byggingin tilheyrir pvi pridja
skeidi busetu & Hofstéoum, er yngri en jardhisid G og rudio sem fyllir toft pess. Ekki er ljost
hversu lengi var buid i jardhtsinu edahversu langt leid frapvi ad pad féll saman og par til hadt var
ad hendarudli i téftina en reikna mamed ad pad hafi verid nokkrir &ratugir. Pad ma pvi reikna
med ad D-1 geti ekki verid miklu eldraen framidri 10. 6ld og ad pad hafi verid fallio fyrir lok 11.
aldar. Nanari aldursdkvordun er ekki moguleg ad svo bunu. D-1 er sennilega ad einhverju leyti

samtima skdlanum AB, p.e. ba®i hisin hafa verid i notkun & sama skeidi, en par ed austurhluti

svais D utan veggjaD-1 var ekki rannsakadur nu, er ekki unnt ad segjananar um samhengi skala

og D-1. Par bidur spennandi rannsdknarverkefni.
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Ymsar visbendingar um hlutverk D-1 hafa komid fram en engar afgerandi. Ljost er ad hlutverk
hissinns hefur breyst oftar en einu sinni og hefur verid sett fram st vinnutilgéta ad upphaflega hefi
verid i hasinu trégdlf, eda am.k. trépallar medfram veggjum. Pad myndi benda il ad buid hafi
verid i husinu. Golfjdirnar edapallarnir hafa sidan verio fjarlasgdir og gélflag nad ad myndast en
sidast virdist husid hafaverid notad sem heygeymda.  begar pettaer ritad liggur fyrir ad rannsaka

fjolda jardvegssyna Ur torfi og meintum golfleifum og er nidurstadna ad vaantainnan tidar.

Einingaskra
Nr.  Tegund Sadsetning Eldraen... Yngraen... Annad
1 grasrét yfir dllu uppgraftarsvasi C2,C3,
2 fylling yfir uppgrefti 1908 C1 C16
3 6hreyfdur jarovegur  undir mannvistarlégum C4, 0 Skorid af C11
4 drgangur i fyllingu gryfju C15-16,C2-1  C3,C5,C17
15 veggur V-langveggur skdlans c4
16 Ohreyft yfir mannvistarlégum C1,C2 C21,C24 skorid af C2
17 fokmold [itid hreyft C4,C3 C16
18 mold m. torfi hreyft C15 c4
19 steinardd iD-1 C25,C20,C16 c4
20 hrun. torf m. kolum, i snigi milli A+B og D-2 C25,C16,C2 C19,c4 Skorid af C2

0sku, og gjésku

21 torfhrun innan D2 iD-2 C16 C43 skorid af C2
22 fylling i dyrum vesturdyr i D-2 C16 C23 skorid af C2
23 dyr vesturdyr i D-2 C23,C16 c4 Skorid af C2
24 torfveggur n-v- og aD-2 C16 c4 Skorid af C2
25 gryfja grunnur D-2 C24-C21,C16 C3 Sker C4, C3
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41

43

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

kolalag

mold med torfi i,
hrunid pak?

Raudbrunt og bleikt
maooskulag

Margsk. brunbleikt,
lifr. leifum, gras’hey

Hart, svart,

margskipt lag, golf?

Hreyft lag, m.kolum

0g beinum
Hreyft lag, likt 53

Ljésbr. mald, fylling

med torfhruni

nidurgroftur

Ljosbrant, hreyft lag

Lj6sbran hr. mold

{ prufuholu 50 mvestanvid  C16

E

liggur jafnt yfir 6llum
nordurhluta D-2

i n-enda, D-2, og likl. i

sudursn., vaatanl. y. llu

i n-endaD-2.

ditrétt { nordurenda D-2

{ vesturdyrum D-2

i sudursnidi D-2

i sudursnidi D-2

i snidi i sudur D-2

i snidi i sudur D-2

c21

c217?

c217?

C51

C16

C24, C53

c21

C55

C24, C567?

C567?

C3

C51,C52

C247?

C52

C54

C56

x4

C24,C50

skorid af C2

skorid af C2

sker C21, C24,
C58

skorid af C56

Svasdi vestan skala
Adur en takmork uppgraftarsvasia D og E voru ékvedin, voru grafnar 9 prufuholur og hreinsad

upp Ur tveimur 66rum fra 1908 vestan skalans, auk pess sem pverskurdurinn fra 1908 og 1992 var

lengdur til vesturs (Fig. 2.5). Fyrir utan holu sem Bruun |ét grafa 1908 og fékk péa heitid F voru

engar mannvirkjaleifar i pessum holum. Hinsvegar komu fram undarlegar 6j6fnur i jardveginum

undir grasr6t um 10 metrum vestan skédlans. | pversnidi var ad sasem jardvegur undir H-1104/58

og LNL risi uppitungur. EkKi er 1jost hvort um rask af mannavoldum er ad radda (t.d. staflad torf

eda jardvinnga), eda hvort petta eru néttdrulegar myndanir (frostverkun). Hefur Magnus A.

Sigurgeirsson jardfra@dingur hallast ad hinu sidarnefnda (§a skyrslu hans).
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Ein stok holavar grafin Gti i tani um 50 m vestan vid nordurenda skdlans. Pbar var pykkt kolalag
med miklu af gjali og einni storri gjallkoku (HST-073) milli LNL og H-1104/58. bad bendir til
ad smidja gadi verio par i nand og verdur hennar leitad sumarid 1998. Undir pessu kolalagi eru
svipadar fellingar og saust i holunum naar skdlanum og stydur pad tilgatuna um ad um nattarlegar
myndanir sé ad radda.

Tungardur

Markmid rannsoknar a tingardi var ad athuga aldur hans og byggingu. Grafnir voru skurdir i
gardinn a tveimur stédum: i sudurhlid hans nedan vid fjarhis, og i austurhlid & méts vio
nordurenda skaatoftar. | skurdinum asudurhlid gardsins saust hledsuleifar mjog dskyrt og par
greindust engin gjoskulog fra sdgulegum tima. | skurdinum i austurhlid sast ad gardurinn er
hladinn ar |jésu strengjatorfi og hefur verid badt vid hannam.k. einu sinni. Efst i vidbétinni voru
litlir hnefastérir steinar ofan a gardinum. Hleddan er ramir 60 sm & hagd og mjog itid sigin.
Landndmdlagio er undir gardinum og hid svokalada"a' lag fr& 1477 er hatt yfir honum en engin
spor saust eftir adra hamidal dagj 6sku sem annars er vitad um asvasdinu, s.s. H-1104, H-1158, K -
1264 edaH-1300. Ad mati gjéskulagafrasdings er gardurinn nokkrum éldum eldri en? a? midad
vid afstoduna milli gjosku og veggs. | pessum holum fundust pvi ekki fullnasgjandi upplysingar
um aldur mannvirkising, en snidtaka & 6drum stodum kann ad leida fleiri gjoskuldg i 1jés milli

1477 og gardsins.

Einingaskra fyrir tungard Sp-214:060

Nr. Tegund Sadsetning Eldraen... Yngra en... Annad

1101 Ohreyfdur jardvegur  undir tingardi C1102 LNL efst

1102 torfveggur tlngardur C1103 C1102b strengur

1102b hreyfd mold undir tdngardi C1102 C1101 samskonar efni
og i C1102

1103 torf atlngaroi C1104 C1102 med steinum |

1104 Ohreyfdur jardvegur  yfir tngardi C1103 med ? a?
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Svadi H: Gerdi ("Hestarétt")
Hin svonefndaHestarétt sunnan skdlans er synd aflestum uppdréttum af Hof stadaminjum og hafa
fraedimenn adid talid ad hun vaai frAsamatimaog skainn (hofid). Engar rannsoknir hafapd verid

gerdar aadri pessa mannvirkis fyrr en nu.

Markmid athugana & gerdinu sunnan ské ans var ad kannaa dur og gerd vegghledslunnar. Aadlad
er ad i framhaldi verdi gerdar efnagreiningar & synum af jardvegi innan Ur gerdinu. Grafinn var
pverskurdur i gegnum nordurausturhlid gerdisins og hafdi hann stefnuna SV-NA. Skurdurinn var
0,8 m breidur og 2,60 m alengd. | honum sast ad &3ur en veggur var hladinn & pessum stad hefur
par myndast dokkbrin mold, bléndud med miklu af métsku, dalitlu af vidarkolum og lifraanum
leifum (C12033). Lag pettaer samsett ir mérgum linsum sem gadti bent til ad pad hafi myndast &
[6ngum tima. Undir pvi er punnt (0,5- 5 sm) lag af ljodeitri fokmold yfir landnamdaginu (C1202).

Pegar veggurinn var byggdur hafa pess 16g verid skorin (C1211) til ad gera skurd medfram
veggnum ad utan. Skurdurinn er um 25 sm djUpur og er st hlid hans sem snyr ad veggnhum
albrott en ekki var grafio ad ytri hlidinni. Pad sem sast af skurdinum vid uppgroftinn var hann
meir en 60 sm breidur og maveraad ytri hlidin sé meiraaflidandi. A skurdbraninni hefur i fyrstu
verid hladinn litilfjorlegur gardur r strengjatorfi, innan vid 50 sm breidur (C1204). Hann hefur
sigid ofan i skurdinn yfir fyllingarnar C1205 og C1206 en han er mun minna hreyfd en st eldri.
Ofan a veggjarstufinn leggst samskonar lag og er undir honum (C1203b), pé meira blandad af
vidarosku.” bad bendir til ad sdmu ferli hafi verid i gangi & pessum stad eftir ad gardinum var
hréfad upp sem &dur. Lagid C1203-1203b er greinilega myndad innan vid gardinn en ekki utan
vid hann. Pad verdur pé ekki rakio lengraen 80 sminn fyrir gardinn. Ofan & pettalag og eldri
gardinn hefur sidar verid byggdur miklu staadilegri gardur (C1207). Hann er Gr mun gréfara efni
en saedri og virdist byggdur Ur hnausum po erfitt sé ad greina einstakar torfur. Efnid i pennan
gard hefur verio tekid ndlaggt hisum sem gamaaf pvi ad i pvi eru talsverdar médskulinsur og
annad rudaefni. bess veggur hefur sigid Gtyfir skurdinn, sem hefur sennilega verid ordinn
déttfullur er veggurinn var byggdur. Yfir pvi sigi er gjoskan H-1104/58 og hefur gardurinn pvi
verid byggdur alnokkru &dur enlagio féll og verid farinn ad sigadlverulega. Y fir Heklugjéskunni
sast gjoskulagasyrpan dll, K-1262, H-1300, ? a? lagid o.s.fr.v. utanmed gardinum en ad innan

0 semer athyglisvert pvi sambagileg breyting verdur a éskumagni i fyllingu G, p.e.a.s. vidaraskan er
radandi i yngri [6gunum en méaska og vidarkol i peim eldri.
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vard adeins ? a? lagid greint. Ad innanverdu legst hreyft moldarlag upp ad pessum yngri vegg,
blandad blettum af H3 og dditlu af 6sku (C1208). Einsog C1203a-b bendir C1208til ad jardrask
hafi &t sér stad innan gerdisins og er einsadt ad tllka pad sem vitniburd um jardyrkju. Frekari

rannsdknir & svasdi H munu mida ad pvi ad stadfesta pa tilgétu og komast ad pvi hvers edlis sli

jardyrkja hefur verio.

Einingaskra fyrir ? Hestarétt? , Sp-214:012c

Nr. Tegund Sadsetning Eldra en... Yngraen... Annad

1201 Ohreyfdur jardvegur  undir mannvistarlogum  C1202 LNL ef,
skorid af
C1211

1202 fokmold undir gerdi C1203 C1202 skorid af
C1211

1203a  hléndud mold undir gardlagi C1204 C1203 Skorio af
C1211

1203b bl6ndud mold yfir eldragardlagi C1207 C1204

1204 vegghledsla C1203a C1203b

1205 fylling i skurdi C1206 C1211

1206 fylling i skurdi C1207 C1205

1207 vegghledsla C1208 C1206

1208 bl6ndud mold innan gerdis C1209 C1207

1209 grédur- og fokmold yfir mannvistarlégum C1210 C1207 H-1104/58
nedst

1210 grasrot C1209

1211 skurdur utan meo garoi C1205 C1203a

Nidurlag

Ad loknum rannsoknum 1997 hefur toluvert &unnist. Myndin a mannvirkjaeifum vid
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sudvesturhorn skdlans er tekin ad skyrast, en rannsdknum par er ekki lokid. Byggingin D-1 er
greinilegafra samatimaskeidi og skalinn p6 enn sé ekki ad fullu ljést hvernig sambandi peirraer
varid. Byggingin hefur breytt um hlutverk i timansras og synilega verid endurbyggd am.k. einu
snni. Fjolda jardvegssyna hefur verid safnad i pvi skyni ad grafast nanar fyrir um hlutverk
byggingarinnar og breytingar & pvi. | naesta rannsoknaréfanga verdur haldid &fram ad rannsaka
byggingarsdgu D-1. Pa verdur sudurgafl rannsakadur nénar, samhengi D-1 vid D-2 og skda
athugad og &rangur jardvegsathugana felldur ad peirri mynd sem pa hefur fengist af pessum
mannvirkjaleifum. Paverdatekin jardvegssyni asvaadi H til ad rannsaka hlutverk pess og haldid
afram ad leitaad gjdskuldgum yfir tingardi sem gaetu gefid skyrari visbendingar um adur hansen
fengust sumarid 1997.
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Howell M. Roberts, FSI:

3.0 Hofstadir 1997. Area E, A Preliminary Report.

Summary (Figures 1.1 and 1.2).

An archaeological research excavation was undertaken by Fornleifastofnun islands and NABO
(North Atlantic Bio-cultural Organisation) during August 1997 at Hofstadir in Myvatnssveit,
northeastern Iceland (Figure 1.1). The excavation was conducted in conjunction with the Field
School in Icelandic Archaeology. The purpose of the excavation wasto investigate the nature and
extent of preserved archaeological deposits within and around the home field of the farm of
Hofstadir (hereafter ? the site? ). The excavations are part of an ongoing research project, and
revealed extensive archaeological deposits preserved in situ, including two small structures not
previously described. These deposits have been shown to be earlier than 1104/1158 AD (Magnus
A. Sigurgeirsson 1996), and are believed to represent several phases of construction and
occupation. The complexity of the remains, and their early date, highlight the potential for further
research at the site. It is hoped that these investigations will shed some light on the processes

involved in the settlement of |celand.

Three areas were opened for excavation during the 1997 season (Areas D, E and G), and these
formed the principal areasfor investigation (Figure 1.2). A number of other exploratory trenches
were also investigated, together with broader environmental studies addressing the context within
which the dite is situated. These investigations were carried out by a multinational and
multidisciplinary team, coordinated by Adolf Fridriksson and Orri Vésteinsson for

Fornleifastofnun Islands.

Introduction (Figures1.2 and 3.1)
Evaluation work undertaken by Fornleifastofnun islands in 1992 (Adolf Fridriksson & Ofrri
V ésteinsson 1992) reopened atrench originally dug by Daniel Bruun and Finnur Jonsson in 1908.

Thistrench (Trench E) cut through the western wall of alarge structure, some 45m in length and
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10m in width, defined by Bruun and Jonsson as a pagan temple (hereafter Skali A/B). Trench E
was located across the northern part of Skéli A/B, and extended beyond the western limit of that
structure. The evaluation revealed a series of archaeological deposits not fully described in the
publication of the 1908 excavation (Bruun & Finnur Jonsson 1911), and indicated the presence of
both structural and occupational remains, located to the west of Skali A/B. It was not, however,
possible to fully define the nature and extent of the remains within the limited remit of an

evaluation.

Excavations undertaken by Fornleifastofnun islands/ NABO in 1995 and 1996 (Adolf Fridriksson
& Orri Vésteinsson 1995; - (eds.) 1996) demonstrated the complexity of the extant remainsin
other areas of the site. To gain a more complete understanding of the surviving archaeol ogical

deposits, an areato the north and south of Trench E wastargeted for area excavation during the
1997 and 1998 seasons.

Background (Figurel.l)

The background to the 1997 excavations, and the history of archaeological excavation at
Hofstadir has been discussed in detail elsewhere, (Adolf Fridriksson & Orri Vésteinsson 1997).
The history of archaeological research in Iceland and the importance of Hofstadir therein hasalso
been discussed by Fridriksson (1994), and will not be treated in depth here.

The modern farm of Hofstadir is located within the valley of the Laxa river in Myvatnssveit,
northeastern |celand, circaNational Grid Reference 461488/568107, at an el evation of circa250m
above sea level. The remains of Skdli A/B and its associated structures (the site) are located
approximately 100m to the east of the modern farmhouse. The site lies within the home field of
thefarm, an areathat is cultivated for hay production. Thevalley isaligned approximately north-
south, with the river course situated approximately 200m to the west of the site. To the east of the

site, the land rises rapidly and this higher ground is given over to heath land and rocky outcrops.

Methodol ogy
In order to gain the fullest possible understanding of the surviving archaeological deposits, a

single context planning approach was adopted. This approach was supported by the re-
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excavation of Trench E. This sectional information assisted targeting strategies and alowed a
comparison with contexts previously described in 1992, and to which unique context numbers had
already been assigned.

Excavations previously undertaken, by Bruun and others, have significantly depleted the
archaeological resource at Hofstadir, and with no immediate threat to the site, care has beentaken

to leave adequate remains for reinterpretation at some later date.

A grid system was established from previous fixed points using a Total Station Theodolite, and
the areas targeted for excavation were located within that grid. Modern turf and topsoil were
removed by hand, down to an horizon marked by athick dark grey tephra layer, dated to 1477
(Magnis A. Sigurgeirsson 1996). At this level planning areas were defined, each measuring 6
metres north-south and 5 metres east-west. Context recording was by means of a pro-forma
context sheet, supported by plans at a scale of 1:20 for each context, and by photography as
deemed necessary. All artefacts were recovered and located in three dimensions, and all bone
samples were separately bagged and indexed. Environmental samples were retrieved under the
guidance of the site specialist, and areas of special interest were assessed for micro-morphologica

sampling.

Excavation in Area E was carried out by students of the Field School in Icelandic Archaeology,
closely supervised and monitored by Fornleifastofnun islands. The excavation was conducted
partialy as a training exercise, intended to familiarise the student participants with the unique
complexities of turf built structures, and to acquaint them with a variety of methodological

approaches and recording techniques.

Results (Figure 3.1)

Modern turf, topsoil and backfill were removed by hand, exposing the sections of Trench E and
revealing an horizon marked by a deposit of dark grey tephra (dated to 1477). The tephralayer
was shown to form the upper horizon of a pale to mid yellow-brown silt layer (context 1016),
extending acrossthe whole of AreaE, between 0.10m and 0.35m thick. Context 1016 was found

to include occasional small lenses of peat ash, and towardsitslower horizon, frequent small lenses
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of white-cream tephra dated to 1104/1158. Context 1016 is interpreted as representing a
continuum of natural deposition including occasional episodes of manuring, consistent with
agricultural use. Within that continuum, a discreet episode of dumping was identified (context
1043). Thelatter context, apale yellow-brown silt, waslocated at the northwestern limit of Area
E, and was defined by a higher concentration of animal bone together with a higher organic
content. When these layers were removed, to the north of Trench E, they revealed various layers
of turf, disturbed turf debris and anumber of large angular stones, consistent with the dereliction

of astructure or structures.

The uppermost of these layers (context 1041) was adark grey-brown silty loam including small

fragments of mixed turf. Context 1041 was up to 0.20m in depth, and was located to the north of
Trench E towards the eastern limit of the area. Below context 1041 was a dark brown silty soil

(context 1042) including frequent pieces of red/orange/brown turf with occasional pieces of
charcoal. Context 1042 was found to fill a shallow depression up to 0.22m in depth, its lower
horizon defined by thin lenses of red-pink peat ash. The underlying deposit (context 1015) was a
dark yellow-brown sty soil, up to 0.25m in depth, including very frequent pieces of
yellow/green/grey turf. Context 1015 was apparent in section, and had previously been interpreted
as thewall of Skdli A/B. When exposed in plan, the random arrangement of turf pieces within
context 1015 showed that it should be reinterpreted as an episode of collapse or dereliction,
derived from Skali A/B or other structural remains. Below context 1015 was adark red-brown silt
(context 1035) extending acrossthe central part of Area E, measuring between 0.05m and 0.20m
in thickness. Context 1035 was a highly mixed layer including frequent small fragments of
red/yellow turf. Context 1035 overlay context 1044, a widespread deposit comprising larger
fragments of red/yellow/black turf in amatrix of red-brown silt. Context 1044 included frequent
patches of charcoa and extended up to 13m east-west, 6m north-south and measured 0.10 to
0.20min depth. At itsnortheastern limit, context 1044 overlay afurther layer of mixed turf debris
(context 1052), in turn overlying afine gritty grey brown deposit (context 1053). A similar gritty
grey brown layer (context 1030), was identified beneath context 1044 immediately to the north of
Trench E, at the eastern limit of AreaE.

Towards the western limit of Area E, the removal of context 1044 exposed further deposits
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including the remains of asmall sub-rectangular structure (Structure E-2, seebelow). Theremova
of the above contexts also revealed elements of another structure (Structure E-1, see below),
located in the eastern part of AreaE. Study of the extant remains of Structure E-1 showed that it
had been substantially truncated by the original excavation of Trench E. Possible structural
remains were identified in the north facing section of Trench E, and excavation was commenced
to the south of the trench in order to establish any association between these deposits and
Structure E-1.

Context 1016 could be traced around the limits of excavation, aswas shown to seal the southern
portion of Area E. This context was removed, revealing a sequence of deposits comparable to
those described in the northern portion of AreaE. Unfortunately, dueto truncation by Trench E,
the direct stratigraphic equivalence of these two sequences could not be demonstrated. They are,

none-the-less, interpreted as originating from similar episodes of deposition.

Below context 1016 was a mixed layer of dark grey-brown silt with frequent small fragments of
turf (context 1049), measuring 2.5m east-west, 0.52m north-south and up to 0.20m in depth.
Context 1049 was located directly south of Trench E, towards the eastern limit of Area E, and
was interpreted as equivalent to context 1041. Beneath context 1049 was adark brown silt layer
(context 1051) including larger fragments of green/grey turf. Context 1051 was interpreted as
equivalent to context 1015. Also below context 1016, located in the southernmost portion of the
areaexcavated, was a series of further contexts comprising mixed turf debris (1045, 1050, 1054)
representing episodes of collapse or dereliction. The removal of these layers exposed structural
elements associated with those apparent north of Trench E, and thus the possible extent of
Structure E-1.

SructureE-1 (Figure 3.)

Structure E-1 is primarily formed by two positive features comprising in situ strengur turf
(contexts 1055 and 1074). These latter contexts are parallel to each other, and include the
Landndm tephra sequence within individual turves. Contexts 1055 and 1074 have the same
colours (grey/green/yellow), and are extant to ssimilar heights. They are interpreted as the long

walls of asmall sub-rectangular building associated with, and probably contemporary in use to,
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Skali A/B. Context 1055 islocated to the north of Trench E, and measures 4.5m east-west and
0.82m to 1.08m north-south. The full height of thisfeature has not yet been established, but is at
least 0.34m high at itsexternal (northern) limit. Context 1074 measures 2.6m in lengthand 0.30m
in width, but has been severely truncated, both by Trench E and at its external (southern) face.
Context 1074 is only partially exposed at this time. Context 1062, comprising blocks of
red/yellow/black turf, appearsto abut the western end of context 1055, and may represent arepair
or ateration to that wall. Context 1061, smilarly comprising red/yellow/black turf, is located
dightly to the south and west of context 1062, and is believed to represent a remnant of the
western wall of Structure E-1. The south western corner of the structure appears to have been
completely truncated by Trench E. The eastern limit of Structure E-1 appearsto abut the western
wall of Skali A/B. Adjoining the internal (southern) face of context 1055 is an isolated block of
grey/green/yellow turf strengur (context 1048), measuring 0.98m east-west and 0.52m north-
south. Context 1048 is extant to the same height as context 1055 and may also be a part of the
structure, possibly reinforcing the northern wall. It is also possible that context 1048 represents
the collapse of part of the wall, although this interpretation seems unlikely. Context 1048 was
abutted at either side by mixed turf debris (contexts 1046 and 1047).

The above elements enclose a space circa 5m in length and between 2.20m and 2.4m in width.
Structure E-1 also contains a number of internal depositsthat are likely to represent occupation.
Of these, only contexts 1030 and 1075 have been exposed in plan. Context 1030 islocated north
of Trench E, and context 1075 to the south. Both are mid grey-brown sandy silts with a gritty
texture and include occasional sub-angular stones. Together they form a concave horizon within
Structure E-1, overlying deposits recorded in section during evaluation work in 1992 (Adolf
Fridriksson & Orri Vésteinsson 1992). These earlier deposits await further study. At the southern
external face of Structure E-1, context 1074 is apparently overlain by an extensive deposit of
mixed turf debris (context 1077). Beneath context 1077 isablue-grey ash deposit (context 1078).
Context 1078 includes charcoal and fragments of bone, and may prove to be equivaent to
contexts 1004 and 1059 (See below).

To the north of Structure E-1 aseries of external deposits were identified in plan. At the eastern

limit of AreaE isalayer of green/grey/purple turf debris (context 1056) adjoining context 1055.
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Context 1056 slopes down rapidly from east to west, and is believed to represent the remains of
thewesternwall of Skdli A/B. A similar deposit (context 1076) has been identified to the south of
Structure E-1. Beneath, and to the west of context 1056 is alayer of red-pink peat ash (context
1057). The latter context includes occasiona charcoal pieces and appears to be overlain by
discreet patches of grey silt rich in charcoal (context 1058). Beneath context 1057 isablue-grey
ash deposit (context 1059) that includes frequent fragments of charcoal and small pieces of bone.
Context 1059 is also overlain by another layer of pink peat ash (context 1063) and by a mixed
deposit of brown-grey silt (context 1060), including fragments of turf. Context 1060 istruncated
by a test-pit (excavated by Bruun and Jonsson) and extends up to 5.10m east-west and 4.0m
north-south. At its western limit context 1060 appears to overlie contexts 1067 and 1068, both
latter contexts forming part of Structure E-2 (See below). At its northern limit context 1060
overlies context 1063. Towardsthe northern limit of excavation, context 1063 isalso overlain by
contexts 1064 and 1065. Context 1064 is a pale yellow-brown silty layer, possibly part of a
process of deposition aso represented by the excavated context 1016. Context 1065 isamid to
dark grey st including frequent fragments of charcoal, and appears to be overlain by context
1068 (See below). Beneath context 1065 at its western limit isafurther deposit of pink peat ash
(context 1066).

Sructure E-2 (Figure 3.1)

Structure E-2 isasmall sub-rectangular building, aligned approximately north-south, located at
the western limit of Area E, approximately 8m to the west of Skdli A/B. It encloses an internal
space approximately 4.5m in length and 2.8m in width. The western wall of the structure is
internally lined with irregular angular stones measuring up to 760mm x 320mm. It isbelieved that
an entrance to Structure E-2 islocated at the centre of its western wall. This structure is almost

wholly undamaged by truncation, and awaits further investigation.

The walls of Structure E-2 are primarily formed by contexts 1068 and 1071. Context 1068
comprises red/yellow/grey turf blocks, each measuring approximately 600mm x 400mm. These
individual blocks are most clear in the northern and eastern walls of the structure, becoming less
well defined to the south and west. Beneath context 1068 is a layer of green/grey/yellow turf
blocks (context 1071) including the Landnam tephra sequence. Context 1071 is apparent beneath
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the western limit of context 1068 and may extend further. At its eastern limit context 1068
appears to be overlain by adeposit of yellow-brown sandy silt (context 1067), and at the south
overlain by a similar deposit (context 1072). The area enclosed by Structure E-2 isfilled by a
mixed deposit of red/yellow/brown turf fragments (context 1069). This latter context includes
frequent small patches of charcoa and occasional lenses of pale white-yellow organic materid. It
is anticipated that context 1069 will be subdivided upon further investigation. Context 1069
appearsto overlie alayer of green/yellow/grey turf fragments (context 1070) at its eastern limit.
Context 1070 may proveto be equivalent to context 1071. To thewest and south of Structure E-
2 afurther deposit of turf debris including the Landnam tephra sequence is apparent (context
1073). Thislatter deposit is beneath context 1066 (see above), although its relationship to context
1071 awaits further clarification. Structure E-2 aso overlies context 1004, a blue-grey
ash/charcoal rich deposit exposed at the base of Trench E. Context 1004 may be equivalent to
contexts 1059 and 1078, and also the marker layer C4 identified within other areas of the site.

Context Records

Nr. Description Location Earlier than... | Later than... Comments
1004 Grey ash deposit, with charcoal W.endof Tr. E, andin 1068, Equiv. to C4, 1059,
and burnt bone. section of Tr. E. 1074 ? 1078.
1015 Turf collapse, internd. E. part of Structure E1. 1042. 1035. Inc. LNL tephra
1016 Post-abandonment Sitewide. C1, C2. 1041, 1049, Inc. 1104/1158,
accumulation. 1045. 1477 tephra.
1030 Grey-brown sandy silt, internal. E. part of Structure E1. 1048. 1060. Equals 1075?
1035 Red-brown silt with turf debris. W. part of Structure E1. 1015 1044
1041 Grey-brown silt with turf debris, | Structure E1 1016 1042 Highly mixed.
internal.
1042 Grey-brown silt with orange-red Structure E1 1041 1015
turf pieces.
1043 Dumping episode N. of StructureE2. | | - Within 1016
1044 Red-brown turf debris Between Str. E1 & E2 1035 1046,1052,106
9,1072
1045 Grey-brown sandy silt, external. S. of Structure E1 1016 1050
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1046 Mixed fill, internal. N. part of Structure E1 1044 1048 Equiv. to 1047
1047 Mixed fill, internal. N. part of Structure E1 1044 1048 Equiv. to 1046
1048 Turf block, internal. Poss. N. part of Structure E1 1046, 1047 1030 Strengur, inc. LNL
structural element tephra.
1049 Grey-brown silt with turf debris, | S. part of Structure E1 1016 1051 Equivalent to 1041
internal.
1050 Mixed turf debris S. of Structure E1 1045 1054
1051 Turf collapse, internal S. part of Structure E1 1049 1075 Equiv. to 1015
1052 Red-brown turf debris. N. of Structure E1 1044 1053 Inc. LNL tephra
1053 Grey-brown sandy silt, external. N. of Structure E1 1052 1056, 1058
1054 Mixed turf debris. S. of Structure E1 1050 1077 Soft, disturbed.
1055 Turf wall, strengur. Structure E1, north. 1062, 1063 1057? Inc. LNL tephra
1056 Grey-green turf collapse N. of Structure E1 1053 1057 Inc. LNL tephra
1057 Pink peat ash N. of Structure E1 1056, 1058 1059 Equiv. to 1063?
1058 Grey silt with charcoal N. of Structure E1 1053 1057
1059 Grey ash, with charcoal and N. of Structure E1 1057, 1063 Equiv. to C4, 1004,
burnt bone 1078
1060 Mixed turf debris Between Str.E1 & E2 1030 1061, 1062,
1067
1061 Red/Y ellow turf, disturbed. Structure E1, west. 1060 1055? Wall, or wall repair
Structural? ?
1062 Red/Y ellow turf wall. Structure E1, west. 1060 1055 Addition
1063 Pink peat ash NE of Structure E2 1065 1059 Equiv. to 1066
1064 Post-abandonment layer NE of Structure E2 1063 | - Equals 1016
1065 Grey silt with charcoal N of Structure E2 1068 1063, 1069
1066 Pink peat ash NW of Structure E2 1065 1073? Equiv. to 1063
1067 Y ellow-brown sandy silt, E of Structure E2 1060 1068 Equals 1072?
external.
1068 Red/Y ellow turf wall Structure E2 1067,1069,10 | 1065, 1070,
72. 1071
1069 R/Y turf debris, internal Structure E2 1044 1068
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1070 Turf collapse, internal Structure E2 10687 10667 Inc. LNL tephra
1071 Turf wall Structure E2 1068 1066 Inc. LNL tephra
1072 Y ellow brown sandy silt, S. of Structure E2 1044 10687 Equals 1067?
external.
1073 Mixed turf debris S& W of Structure E2 10667 1004/1059? Inc. LNL tephra
1074 Turf wall Structure E1 south 1075, 1077 10787 Inc. LNL tephra,
truncated.
1075 Grey-brown sandy silt, internal. Structure E1 south 1051 1074 Equals 1030?
1076 Grey-green turf collapse E of Structure E1 south 1077? 1078? Inc. LNL tephra
1077 Brown silt, with turf debris, Sof Structure E1 1054 1074, 1076,
external. 1078
1078 Grey ash deposit with charcoal Sof Structure E1 1074?1076? | --------- Equiv. to C4, 1004,
and burnt bone 10597

Discussion / Conclusions
The aboveresultsare of apreliminary nature and are subject to ongoing revision. The significance

of contexts exposed in plan but as yet unexcavated requires further investigation.

The contexts excavated to date are interpreted as a sequence of episodes representing aperiod of
abandonment and dereliction. The depth and complexity of those layers, suggest that some period
of time had elapsed between that abandonment and the subsequent deposition of the 1104/1158
Heklatephradeposit. The varied nature of those deposits suggeststhat Skali A/B, Structure E-1
and Structure E-2 were subject to avariety of processesfollowing their disuse, including natural

weathering and possibly deliberate dismantling for the recovery of valuable building materials.

Prior to further excavation, it would be premature to attempt to define the function of Structures
E-1 and E-2. Structure E-1 is closely associated with Skali A/B, and islikely to have afunction
subordinate to that of Skali A/B. It is apparently contemporary in use to Skéli A/B, although it
may belong to aseparate phase of construction. Structure E-2 however, is set apart from the Skdli
A/B complex, and this may be indicative of a speciaised function.
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Structures E-1 and E-2 appear to overlie a series of ash deposits, both pink peat ash (contexts
1057, 1063, 1066) and grey depositsrich in charcoal (contexts 1004, 1059, 1065, 1078). These
depositsmay be associated with an earlier phase of occupation, and are seen as consistent with a

process of midden formation.

These preliminary results demonstrate that the archaeological remains at Hofstadir are more
complex than previoudy shown. Skdi A/B is seen as one element within a sequence of
construction and occupation. The early date of the remains at Hofstadir, and the excellent
preservation of deposits still unexcavated, offers a unique opportunity for understanding the
development of ahigh status settlement and the impact of that settlement upon its environment. It
is not yet understood why these structures were abandoned, or why the focus of habitation at
Hofstadir was later relocated approximately 140m to the southwest. It is possible that the
maintenance of such alarge settlement at Hofstadir proved unsustainable, or that the location of
the structures proved undesirable for reasons unknown. To begin to address these issues, more
must be known about the mechanisms of settlement at Hofstadir, and about the functions of the

extant structures. To achieve thisaim, further research is necessary.

Proposals (Figure 3.3)

It isproposed that further excavation should be undertaken within Area E during the 1998 season,
continuing thework described above. A larger areato the south of Trench E will beinvestigated,
hopefully clarifying the extent of the truncated southern part of Structure E-1. Sampling and
excavation will continue within Structure E-1, with the aim of ascertaining the primary function of
the structure, and clarifying the nature of its relationship with Skai A/B. Contexts
1057/1063/1066 (pink peat ash layers) and 1004/1059/1065/1078 (grey ash/charcoal rich layers)
are extremely promising for the recovery of ecofacts, and will be assessed for speciaised sampling
approaches. The latter contexts are thought to be amongst the earliest anthropogenic layers at
Hofstadir. Structure E-2 is unique at Hofstadir as it has not been truncated by earlier
investigation. It is proposed that the excavation of Structure E-2 proceeds by single context
planning in opposing quadrants (see Figure 3.3). These quadrantswould be formed by thedivision
of the structure along axises determined by the form and location of the extant remains. This

approach permitsthe complete recording of truelongitudinal and latitudinal sectionsthrough the
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structure, in addition to single context planning of stratigraphic layers. It also provides an
opportunity for the systematic collection of samples for environmental and micromorphological
analysis. Individua stratigraphic contexts may a so be spatially subdivided for additional sampling,

following the advice of the site environmental specialist.

Additionaly, the excavation of two opposing quadrants may provide sufficient data for a
satisfactory interpretation of Structure E-2. Thiswould permit the preservation of a part of the

archaeological resource, and would enable reinterpretation at some later date
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Tom McGovern & Tom Amorosi;

4.0 Hofstadir 1997

- Area G Excavation Report

Excavation Strategy

In 1997 the area G excavation team continued work begun in 1996 to systematically remove
the dtratified layers of apparent midden deposit filling the feature G depression (see Buckland,
Buckland, Mainland, McGovern in Fornleifastofnun islands 1996 season report). The area G
team (Tom Amorosi, Tom McGovern, Daniel McGovern plus an average of two field course
members on 2-3 day rotation) began work August 9th and continued to Aug 24th, with the main
investigations taking place between Aug 10th-22nd. The 1997 investigations continued the basic
strategy begun in 1996 of a horizontal open area excavation combined with the vertical profiles
first opened by Bruun & Jonsson? s ? T? shaped test trench in 1908. The combination of
simultaneous vertical and horizontal perspectives had proven extremely useful in 1996, and one of
the first tasks of the 1997 season was to completely clear the entire 19082 T? trench. The 1997
season also had the advantage of the profiles created by the 1996 area excavation along the 469Y
grid line (running E-W) and a shorter profile along the 219 X grid line (running N-S). These
profiles were cleaned and layers tagged for identification, and a continuous (temporary) profile

will be maintained across the G feature on the 469Y line.

Feature G 1997 Season Objectives

1) Connect , document, and tag for reference major stratigraphic units (layers) in all 1908 profiles
and 1996-97 horizontal exposures. The complex stratigraphy observed in 1995-96 required
definitive documentation and correlation across the entire exposed vertical and horizontal are of
the G feature to ensure the accuracy of stratigraphic removal of the layers in the 1997 and
subsequent seasons. Aluminum tags were attached to layers all along the exposed faces of the
1908 and 1996 profiles. Standard Icel. Arch. Inst. computerized context forms and amended
profiles were prepared, which should permit well controlled stratigraphic excavation of the

remaining midden fill in subsequent years.
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2) Clear stratified midden fill (layersin the C4, C5, C6 series) from the north 1/3 of the feature G
depression, recovering a stratified collection of artifacts and ecofacts for analysis, and providing

profiles useful for pedological analysis.

3) Clear the outline of the north end of the probable wall tops of the suspected sunken pit house
underlying thelater middenfill. Begin the process of planning and documentation of the suspected
structure.

The major focus of the 1997 season was the portion of the pit fill north of the 469Y grid line
(squares 216/269-220/473, with some work in squares 216/246 and 216/468). This area
approximately bisectsthe apparent center of the feature G depression ( see Figure 4.1). Our task
in this region was to document and remove in stratigraphic order the layers of midden fill in the
context C4-4a, C5a-b, and C6a-60 midden layer series, clearing the surface down to the context

C7d-7e serieswall - collapse layers to revea the outline of the probable structure wall below.

The stratigraphic correlation and documentation work was somewhat time consuming in thefirst
week of excavation, but the work alowed rapid, accurate removal of thelast of the C6 seriesin
the 219-220/469-470 area at the end of the season. While some stratigraphic units proved to be
lenses of limited horizontal spread (eg. C 5b,C6b) other major layers formed horizons that
covered much of the exposed unit, and served to connect all the profiles (eg. C5a, C6d, C6f).
Profiles drawn in 1995-96 could be revised in light of the horizontal exposures made in 1996. A
unified drawings registration system provided anew designation seriesfor the feature G profiles:
A=106
B= 107
C=108
D=109
E=110
F (217-218/469, not yet drawn)= 111

G(219-220/469, not fully excavated)=112
H (217/471) photo only =113

The combination of revised profiles and permanent metal tagging of standing profilesshould allow
for rapid progressin excavating the midden fill in the 219-220/469-470 and 219-220/467-468 area
in 1998.
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The squares 217/469, 217/470, 218 470, 218/469 were carried to the base of the C6 midden
layers, reaching the interface with the wall-collapse layers of the C7 series. Squares 219-220/469-
470 were excavated to the base of the C5 midden series, and require additional work in 1998 to
bring them into phase. The excavationsin 216/246 and 216/468 were intended to trace the top of
the emerging structural wall, and these reached the base of the C4 |layer and thetop of thewall but
were not carried deeper in 1997. Asin 1996, the C4,5, & 6 series midden fill contexts proved to
be extremely rich in well preserved mammal bone, mollusca, bird egg shell and bone, and wood
charcoal, and major ecofact collections approximately 1.5-2 times the size of the 1996 season

were recovered.

The preliminary structural investigations demonstrated clearly that the buff-light brown wall
(context C10) of the probable pit house wasin fact sub-rectangular rather than oval or roundin
plan, with two clear corners emerging from the midden fill in squares 217/470 and 220/470. This
would appear to strengthen the interpretation of feature G asapit housefilled by later midden, as
other pit houses known from Iceland share asimilar sub-rectangular plan. Inthelast daysof the
excavation, it also became clear that there had been aperiod of extensivewall collapse (something
like a melting down slope) of the turf and earth walling, (perhaps after the roof had been
removed) prior to the deposition of the midden units in the C6 series. Two concentrations of
stones (ca 15-30 cmin longest dimension, some fire damaged) appeared at the interface between
the C6 seriesfill and the C7 wall collapse layers, onein 217/470 about half way up the slope of
the apparent wall, and a second on the border of 217/469 and 218/469 near the foot of the wall
slope. Some of the stones definitely rest upon the surface of the C7 series, while others appear to
be more deeply embedded in the C7 series. These concentrations may relate to features connected
to the floor and occupational layers (hearth features?) or they may represent stones associated
with the roof and the roof collapse. These were left in place for further investigation. It wasalso
noted that substantial amounts of animal bone (including adense concentration of salmonid bone
in 218/470) were emerging from within or beneath the buff C7 series wall collapse. These may
reflect debris left on the terminal floors of the pit house, or they may reflect a period of midden
dumping that took place prior to the major wall collapse of the C7 series. Further investigation is

again required. The emerging outline of the wall top suggests a structure on the order of 4x 5m
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in extent, with floor layers probably resting ca. 75 -100 cm bel ow the surface of the C4 horizon.

Recovery Methods

Excavation was by natural stratigraphic layer, and al soil was sieved through 3 mm mesh dry
sieves gpart from 5 kg whole soil samples collected from each layer in squares 218x/469-472y,
and spot samples of concentrations of carbonized wood and associated deposit. All artifactsfound
in situ were plotted to the nearest cm, bone and other finds were bagged by meter square and
layer. Fire cracked stones were counted and recorded by layer, and then discarded, except for a
sample systematically retained from square 219/469. These measures continued the sampling
strategy of the 1996 season. Despite record densities of black flies (Smulium sp.), the crew

performed excellently, recovery standards were high, and the backdirt commendably sterile.

Conditions of Preservation

The deposits sampled in 1997 held large amounts of exceptionally well preserved bone, with little
evidence for surface weathering, chemical attack, or frost produced exfoliation. The presence of
large amounts of bird egg shell and well preserved fish bone (both cod family and salmon family)
further suggested a generaly favorable depositional environment. The multiple cases of
articulation observed (both in mammals and fish) and the coherence of lumps of egg shell al
suggest limited post depositional reworking of deposits. No cryoturbation or frost effects were
observed in profile or plan view. A series of soil pH readings were taken by Tom Amoros on
August 15th (following a light rain) with the following results (using Kelway bipolar soil pH

meter):

Context (by depth) pH (7= neutral, 8= basic)

Modern Turf surface 5.8

Brown Andisol below

1477 tephra and above C4 5.9

C4  middenfill 6.3
Cda 2 6.1
C5a ? 6.4
C5b 2 6.6
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Céa ? 6.1

ced 2 6.8
ce ? 6.8
cég 7 6.2
cef ? 6.5
C10 (wall of pit house) 55

The genera tendency for pH to rise (become less acid) within a midden deposit has been
documented in many other sites in Iceland and Greenland, and the buffering effect of midden
organics may regularly create micro-environments more friendly to bone preservation than the

background soil pH.

Stratigraphic Observations
The 1997 excavations in area G broadly confirmed the initia stratigraphic observations of the
1995 profiles, while allowing some greater refinement and i dentification of additional layers made
evident by the horizontal stripping carried out in 1996-97. The widespread C4 layer definitely
extends across the entire G depression, from 216/469 to 220/469, except where disturbed by the
1908 and 1965 excavations. While the majority of the C4 deposit was characterized by anearly
black color (10YR 2/1 rich in wood charcod), a mgjor lens of predominately lighter colored ,
mottled ash (10Y R 5/1-6/2, designated C4a) appeared to fill the lowest area of the G depression
(near the juncture of the 1908 ? T? arms). The C4adeposit appeared to also berichin ash, and
had the same high concentrations of bone and charcoal that have characterized the rest of the C4
deposit, and it is possible that this apparent lensissimply variant of the C4 sheet midden (perhaps
mechanically affected by its position at the base of the feature G depression?). As in 1996,
multiple concentrations of smooth surfaced, light green bird egg shells were recovered from the
base of the C4 deposits. While exact quantification is difficult, the combined 1996-97
investigations have observed and recovered at |east 67 separate egg shell concentrations from the
C4layer. Karen Milek expertly excavated an interesting concentration of water-rounded pebbles
and rounded finegravel near the base of C4 in 219/470, very similar to aconcentration of rounded
finegravel recovered in 1996 from 218/470. Water rounded pebbles a so appeared at the juncture
between the C4 layer and the C10 wall top in 216/468. Was the distribution of C4 associated
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with some sort of persistent or large scale water movement from the slopejust to the East? Or are
these concentrations of apparently water-rounded pebblesand gravel infact displaced flooring or
other human-transported material that has been scooped up and redeposited along with the other
midden fill? As the Geo-archaeology report (Simpson & Milek, see below) indicates, further
investigation of the nature and source of the widespread and stratigraphically important C4
deposit should prove interesting.

The continued excavation of the midden fill layers that appear to be entirely restricted to the
feature G depression (C5 seriesand C 6 series) recovered large amounts of mammal, fish, and bird
bone (both burnt and unburnt), mollusc shells, fire cracked stones, iron slag, corroded iron objects
(probably mainly nails), bird egg shell, and substantial pieces of wood charcoal. Asnoted in prior
reports, the character of the fill suggests a generalized domestic midden that combined refuse
from many different activities (and possibly different activity areas) in a single depositiona
context. The quantitative analysis of the 1996 bone materials indicated that only 15% of the C4
context bones were burned, 32% of the C5 series bones were burned, and 13% of the C6 series
bones were burned (Amorosi & McGovern 1997:figs41-44). Even inthe C5 deposits, the great
majority of bone fragments were thus completely unburned, and in excellent condition of
preservation. The lab analysis of the 1996 collections a so indicated that while burned bones did
show concentration by sgquare and layer, these concentrations did not tend to overlap between
major layers. Concentrations of white burned (cal cined) bone and black burned (carbonized) bone
also do not regularly overlap in the G deposits sampled. This suggests that these burned bone
concentrations derive from separate dumps of bone subjected to different combustion conditions,
and were not the product of a single, in situ fire. These observations do not support the
interpretation of thefill of feature G asa specialized sacrificial deposit or outdoor cooking pit. No
evidence for in situ hearth or fire place has been recovered during the open area excavationsthus
far, despite the high concentrations of ash and wood charcoal which may have led prior
investigators ( who had a more restricted view of the deposit) to consider the hypothesis of an

outdoor cooking pit.

Thework on profile correlation and the continued horizontal stripping of deposits confirmed the

observations made by workersin 1995-96 that while the feature G midden fill does contain many
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small lenses with restricted horizontal and vertical distribution, it also is characterized by very
extensive stratigraphic layers that extend over most of the exposed profiles of the G unit. While
some of the midden fill may have taken place asrelatively low-volume ? basket load? dumps,itis
clear that the mgjority of thefill was deposited by substantial cleaning events that moved alarge
amount of refuse and hearth contents at once. Given the seasonal indicators already observed in
the bone collections (bird eggs, newborn lambs, calves, and piglets), apossible seasonal character

of the feature G midden fill deserves further investigation.

As the 1997 investigations reached the base of the C6 series fill, the multiple profiles (esp.
Profiles 106 and 111) and the horizontal stripping of layers alowed confirmation of the steep
bedding angle of the C7 series wall fall and the midden layers directly above. These rest at an
average angle of 45-60 degrees along the wall margin, and suggest the possibility of fairly rapid
infilling by additiona depositswould have been necessary to maintain this steep angle of repose
for very long. Therate of accumulation of the G fill (and the source of thefill) remain important

future research problems.

Finds

The 1997 excavations of the G deposits produced numerous small artifacts apparently lost or
discarded in the refusefill. Theseincluded two small iron knives, asmall grey schist whetstone, a
somewhat enigmatic circular (coin sized) copper alloy object, severa iron nails, and many
unidentified iron lumps. Asin the 1996 investigations, the most common finds were pieces of iron
dlag. At the base of the C6 seriesfill (218/470), alarge lump of iron smelting debris still showing
theform of the smelting crucible and including immediately recognizable lumps of wood charcod
was recovered near the end of the excavation. In combination with the many bits of dag and
another iron bloom recovered from the area D investigations, thisfind would strongly suggest that
significant iron smelting (not only smithing) wastaking place on or near the Hofstadir siteearly in

its occupationa history.

Bone and Shell
As noted in the 1996 zooarchaeology report (Amorosi & McGovern 1997), mammal bone

elements suggest all stages of butchery (from initial dismemberment to table consumption), and
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include both heavily fragmented meat-rich elements (humerus, femora) and nearly complete [ow-
meat el ements apparently discarded during dismemberment (metapodials and phalanges). Both
shearing blows by an axe or heavy cleaver and finer knife scratches and dlice marks were observed
on the 1996 bones collected, sometimes on the same element. The 1997 excavation recovered
multiple articulations of metapodials (cannon bones) and phal anges (hooves) from both adult and
newborn sheep and goats from all layers. None showed the characteristic dual perforations for
marrow extraction commonplacein Icelandic bone collections dating after ca. AD 1100, and many
metapodials had been discarded without any attempt at marrow extraction. A particular
concentration of articulated bones in the C6hk layer directly above the C7 wall collapse in
217/269-470 was recovered, including several segments of lumbar and thoracic caprine (sheep or
goat) vertebrae, articulated metapodials and phalanges, and articulated tarsals (hock bones).
These same deposits included caprine and pig mandibles and maxillag, and a large number of
fragmentary limb bones. This dense concentration of bone from multiple species and many
individuals (and including both primary dismemberment waste and ? prime cuts? showing
evidence of consumption) directly upon the wall fall of the abandoned structure is suggestive of
some sort of discrete event. Further excavation of these layers in subsequent seasons and
laboratory analysis of the C6hk deposit during the coming winter may shed light on the nature of

this bone concentration.

The bulk of the recovered bone material appears similar in general composition to that reported
from the 1996 excavations, with domestic mammals (cattle, sheep, goat, horse, and pig) and fish
bones making up the maority of the specimens. Pig and horse bones were recovered in some
numbers, perhaps reflecting the early date of these deposits. Goat bones were again recovered in
some numbers, including both adults and newborn kids. As observed in the 1996 excavations,
most molluscan shell recovered was from very small (1 cm and smaller) but complete mussels
(Mytilus edulis). These are unlikely to have been collected as food, and may well have been
originally attached to sea weed brought from the coast. The continued presence of marine (cod
family, probably both cod and haddock) fish bones also indicates a connection to the distant sea,
and as in 1996 these bones seem to be restricted to vertebrae and cliethra often retained in
prepared fish products. Bones of salmonids (trout and true salmon) were again extremely

common, and several articulated vertebral series were recovered, along with many head and jaw
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elements. Caprine, cattle, and pig tooth rows recovered in some quantity in the 1997 season will
add to the sample now under investigation by Dr. Ingrid Mainland (Sheffield) for tooth wear and
dietary reconstruction study.

Botanical Remains

The archaeobotanical remains collected are being anayzed by Gardar Gudmundsson, and
systematic and spot samples were collected throughout in consultation with him. A few
preliminary field observations may be useful, particularly to note the density of substantial 10-
15cm chunks of carbonized wood recovered from the base of the middenfill. The C6hk layersthat
proved rich in well preserved animal bone also produced multiple segments of burnt segments of
large diameter birch or willow. These appeared substantially larger than treesgrowing inthe area
today, and their presence as casually discarded partially consumed fuel residue may suggest both a
different landscape and a different attitude towards resource use than that prevalent in the later

deposits we have encountered in Iceland.

Inter pretations and Suggestions for Further Research
The 1997 investigations in area G helped resolve some basic questions about the nature of the
deposit and the character of the structure emerging beneath, as well as considerably increasing

recovery of artifacts and ecofacts, but several key issuesremain to be addressed by future seasons:

C The source and nature of the widespread C4 sheet midden deposit. It may be useful to
open additional test trenches on an E-W axis (perhaps on the 469 grid line) on both sides

of the G depression to provide more opportunity to trace this layer.

C The nature of the wall fal (C7 series) deposits within the G depression, and its
relationship to the apparently bonerich depositsjust below. Arethese additional midden-
likefill deposits or the beginnings of floor layers?

C The actual extent of the C10 wall top and its apparently sub-rectangular outline needsto

be traced continuously around the structure, continuing the work carried out in 1997.
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Midden fill needsto be cleared from alarger portion of the G depression, particularly on

the Eastern side of the depression where stratigraphic tagging is nearly complete.

The source of themidden fill depositsfor G remains unknown. The structuresinvestigated
in area D are too recent to have generated these deposits, yet the character of theserich
midden deposits suggests a full-scale farm (and smithy) operating in the near proximity.
While tremendous progress has been made in uncovering the complex structural and
midden stratigraphy of Hofstadir, we clearly have agreat deal to learn from thiscritically

important site.
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lan Simpson (Department of Environmental Science, University of Stirling)

Karen Milek (Department of Archaeology, University of Cambridge):

5.0 Hofstadir 1997

- Geo-archaeological Sampling Report

Introduction

Archaeological excavations at Hofstadir in 1997 included the targeted sampling of soils and
sedimentsfor laboratory analyses. Bulk sampleswere taken from discrete layersfor radiocarbon
dating and organic geochemica analysis, and undisturbed blocks were removed for
micromorphological analysis. During the 1997 field season, geo-archaeological sampling was
focused on the turf structure in Area D, which had been partially excavated by Daniel Bruunin
1908 and was more clearly defined during excavation in 1996. Sampling was done strategically,
with the purpose of answering the following series of questions that arose as aresult of the 1996

field season:

1) What is the chronological relationship between the turf structure in Area D, the long house
(Areas A and B) and the pit house (Area G)? Of prime importance is the integrity of the
extensive cultural layer that has been designated ? C4? , a heterogeneous but distinctive deposit,
probably a sheet midden, which post-dates the pit house, pre-dates the long house, and has been
tentatively identified in Areas D and E.

2) What was the architectural plan of the turf structurein Area D and how had this been altered

over time? Attention to this question has focussed on the western wall and doorway .

3) What was the function of the structurein Area D and did this change over time? Isit possible
to distinguish different activity areas and living conditions within the structure? Herethe main

focusis on floor layersidentified during excavation.

In addition, the preservation of the so called Landnam tephra sequence in situ below the western

wall of the structure in Area D prompted the following question:
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4) Isit possible to detect differences in the soil preceding and following the Landnam tephra
seguence, considering the building activity in the immediate vicinity (Area G), which we know

took place not long after the deposition of this tephra sequence?

These questions are integral to ongoing research projects conducted by the writers, both jointly
and independently, on site formation processes on Norse rural settlementsin the north Atlantic
region. Using techniques based in the soil sciences, these projects are designed to contribute to
the social and economic history of Norse settlement by enhancing archaeological interpretations
related to resource management (where resources include land, fuel, building materials, edible
plants and animals) use of space on farmsteads and within structures, building techniques, and

living conditions.

Soil Sampling Rationale and Procedure (see Appendix 4.0)

1) Layer C4

The layer designated as C4 has become an important chronological marker on the site because of
its lateral extent from Area G to Area A, but it is in fact a heterogeneous deposit of variable
thickness, and it should not be assumed that it accumulated ssimultaneoudly in different parts of the
site, or that therate at which it was deposited was continuous or uniform acrossthe site. In Areas
D and E, extensive cultural layers consisting of grey ash, charcoal, small bone and egg shell
fragments are very comparable to C4, and are thought to be a continuation of the samelayer. In
Area D, this layer is located above the so-caled Landnam tephra sequence and a subsequent
accumulation of windblown silt that istypical of Icelandic andisols (seefigure5.1). It pre-dates
the construction of the turf structurein AreaD, since it was truncated by the digging activity that
created a sunken floor at the level of the Hekla 3 tephralayer, and is underneath the western wall

of this structure.

In order to characterise? C4? inthispart of the site and to facilitate its comparison to the similar
layer found in Areas E and G, two micromorphology sampleswere taken from the western profile
(Ref. 1/1 and Ref. 2/3, figure 5.1). Thin section analysis will determine the composition of this
layer, including the relative proportions of ash, charcoal, bone, shell, phytoliths, organic residues,
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sand, silt and clay. The physical condition, orientation and distribution of these components will
allow usto make interpretations about the mode and rate of deposition. Key featureswill bethe
presence or absence of fine laminae within the layer, signs of weathering on an exposed ground
surface, the accumulation of windblown silt and soil development. Post-depositiona disturbances
such as bioturbation or trampling can be interpreted from the microstructure of the sediment and
the degree of mixing. These samples form part of a continuous sequence of micromorphology
samples, which incorporate the windblown silts and prehistoric tephralayers down to Hekla 3 (see

figure 5.1), and have therefore been labeled as Reference samples.

Adjacent to micromorphology sample Ref. 2/3, C4 was bulk sampled for organic geochemical
anayss (bulk sample no. 13). Analysis will focus on the lipid fraction in an attempt to
characterise the organic materialsthat contributed to the formation of the deposit, but which will
have decomposed to such a degree that they are no longer identifiable in thin section. Organic
residues that may potentialy be distinguished using lipid anaysis include human and animal

excrement, turf vegetation, fats and oils.

Dueto the importance of layer C4 as a chronological marker, it will be apriority to determineits
stratigraphic continuity across the site -- a goa for future excavations. As a complement to
micromorphological interpretations about the rate of deposition, it isalso important to determine
therelative age of deposit C4 in all parts of the site. At the moment, absolute dating at Hofstadir
is dependent on tephra layers observed in untouched soils, which place al of the structuresin
Areas A, D and G between the Landam tephra of 871-2 A.D. and the tephrafrom Hekla that fell
in 1104/1158 A.D. For thisreason, bulk samplesfor high precision radiocarbon dates were taken
fromlayersidentified asC4 in AreaD (C-14 sample 3), AreaE (sample 1) and Area G (sample 2).

For each of the three samples, it will be possible to date four different types of materias: bone,
egg shell, charcoa and soil carbon. The overlap of these absolute dates and their low standard
deviations should provide a higher resolution of dating than is currently possible through

tephrochronology.

2) Western Wall and Doorway of the Turf Structurein Area D

In 1996, a continuous vertical sequence of micromorphology sampleswastaken from the turf wall
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exposed in the west profile of Area D (figure 5.1). The anaysis of these samples is still in
progress. At the south end of this profile was a break in the turf wall, which appeared to have
been adoorway that waslater blocked with afill of mixed soil and piecesof turf. Inthethreshold
of this presumed door, there was avery sharp boundary between thefloor of the structure, which
was composed of Hekla 3 tephra (from ¢.2800 B.P.) undulating in adark brown silt loam (7.5YR
3/3), and the soil/turf fill, with no evidence for either an accumulation above the floor or alayer
that could represent a period of abandonment prior to the infilling of the door. A
micromorphology sample was taken at this boundary (Pr. /1) in order to investigate the
microstratigraphy. Unless they had been shovelled out prior to the infilling of the door, thin
section analysis will detect any fine layers between the threshold and the fill. Trampling, which
should be marked if thisisindeed athreshold where traffic was probably heavy, will bevisiblein
the microstructure and compaction of the soil/Hekla 3 floor. It will be interesting to compare
trampling featuresin this sample with those from other parts of the house, where areas of heavy
traffic cannot be directly inferred.

The turves within the fill were of various sizes and shapes, were randomly distributed, and were
either horizontally oriented, or nearly so. They contained up to ten discrete lenses, some no more
than 0.5 cm thick, which were composed of either tephra from the Landnédm sequence, peat ash or
windblown silt, or are mixed layers containing variable amounts of silt, charcoal, ash and black
organic material. No two turves contained the same lenses, indicating that they had been of
variable origin, and that their history was probably more complicated than that of wall or roof
collapse. Also, turves containing such fine, variable layers have not been found in any of the turf
structures that have been excavated on the site so far. Five micromorphology samples (Pr. 1/1-
1/5) were taken in the hopes of determining whether they had first been used asbuilding materials,
or whether they had been freshly dug out of the ground and thrown into the threshold with the
rest of the soil fill. Thisinterpretation may be difficult but it will be aided by comparing these
samples to those from the intact turf wall and the in situ Landnédm tephra sequence. If it proves
to be possible to detect features indicative of exposure, weathering, shrinkage, and/or loss of
structural integrity prior to burial, it may be interpreted that these turves were used as building
materials in a house that has not yet been excavated on the site, or at least that they were

stockpiled prior to their use asfill in the doorway.
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The uppermost micromorphology sample in this sequence (Pr. 1/5) is especialy interesting
because it contains the boundary between the doorway fill and the post-abandonment layer of
windblown silt that also caps the turf wall. Because it is possible that the walls and roof were
intentionally dismantled in order to fill in the structure, it will be interesting to seeif thereis any
evidence for the intentional truncation of the doorway fill at this time. It may be difficult to
interpret this, however, because the upper surface of both the wall and the fill will have been
exposed, possibly for some time, before the windblown silt began to accumulate in sufficient

amounts to protect them from degradation.

3) Floors of the Structurein Area D

The turf structure in Area D had been investigated by Daniel Bruun in 1908, but this year? s
excavation revealed that Bruun had not completely removed the interior of the structure on its
north end. On either side of Bruun? s north-south trench through the structure, floor layerswere
found preserved in situ under post-abandonment fill, which was composed of long horizontal
turves and soil. Once again, the original floor surface was on the undulating Hekla 3 tephralayer
and associated soil (silt loam; 5YR 3/4 dark reddish brown). At the time of construction, these
layers had been reached by removing the overlying soil, prehistoric tephra layers and the
ubiquitous C4, to adepth of 25-30cm bel ow the ground surface. Ten micromorphology samples
were taken from thefloor layersin Area D, of which seven include the origina floor surface (Pr.
2/1, 2/2; Pr. 3/3, 3/4;, Pr. 4/1, 4/2, 4/3; see figures 5.2 and 5.3). The microstructure and
compaction of the Hekla 3/soil layer, which will bevisiblein thin section, will provideinformation
about the relative amount of trampling that had occurred in each of the sampled areas. The
identification of areas of heavier and lighter traffic will be especially important where there was no
accumulation of debris above the original floor surface, making the use of space more difficult to
interpret. Although micromorphologists have tended to associate trampling with horizontal
cracksin the substrate, the physical behaviour of soilsis highly variable. Since volcanic ash and
andisols tend to have unusua physica and chemical characteristics, such as very low bulk
densitiesand very high plastic and liquid limits, future research will explore how these materials
would have behaved as living surfaces. Experiments will include tests of shear strength,

compressive strength, and water retention, which have implications for the movement of the
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sediment under trampling and its ability to absorb liquid and solid refuse. All of these factors

would have affected the living conditions within the structure.

In the metre-long profile between Bruun's trench and the eastern wall of the structure, it was
possible to see that Hekla 3 had been disrupted by a series of depressions and small pits (figure
5.2). The stratigraphic sequence of these features is clear, and has been illustrated by a Harris
matrix (figure5.4). Thethree depressions, which arethe earliest in the stratigraphic sequence, are
very distinctive features and deserve some attention. They have been identified as depressions
rather than post holes because the lowest layer of thefill of two of them isHekla 3, which appears
to have been pushed downwards and compressed by a weight from above. In plan they were
circular or ovoid, with Hekla 3 forming the outer ring. It was possible to determine that these
features sloped downwards on an angle because the cup-shaped depressions in the profile were
reflected in circular features c.2cm away from and shifted to the south-east of the base of the
profile. Although they are difficult to interpret, it is possible that these features were formed by
the legs of a piece of furniture that was placed on and was pressed down into the origina floor
surface. Since Bruun does not seem to have excavated all of Area D down to the natural soil, it
will be possible in future excavations to uncover more of the horizontal plan of these features.
Their interpretation will also be aided by the analysis of amicromorphology samplethat wastaken
from one of them (Pr. 3/4; see figure 5.2). In thin section, it will be possible to study the
boundary between the feature and the natural soil/tephrabelow, aswell asthe composition of its
fill.

Above Hekla 3 and capping the holes and depressions, was adense black layer (5YR 2.5/1) witha
very fine platy structure, which was designated "Context 52". Although very heterogeneous and
often containing smaller laminae, this layer was generally composed of silt loam, decomposed
organic matter, and very small inclusions of charcoal and bone (and possibly egg shell?). These
characteristics suggest that cooking refuse accumulated and was trampled in situ, and therefore
that the structure had once had a domestic function. In order to determine the precise
composition of thislayer, its mode of deposition and the extent to which it had been altered since
itsdeposition, it was targeted with seven micromorphology samples (Pr. 3/1-3/5; Pr. 4/1, 4/2) and

ten bulk samplesfor organic geochemical analysis (bulk sample nos. 1-10) (figures 5.2 and 5.3).
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In each case, the bulk sample was taken immediately adjacent to the micromorphology samplein
order to facilitate the integration of results. In addition, this layer was sampled for
archaeobotanical and microrefuse analysis by Gardar Gudmundsson. The quantitative data
supplied by the bulk analyses, coupled with information about the physical orientation and
distribution of the components and the microstructure of the sediment, it should be possible to
come to a conclusion about the function of the structure.

Context 52 was highly variablein thickness and did not extend uniformly across the surface of the
floor. Closetothewestern wall of the structure, where the floor sloped upwardstowardsthe wall

(figure 5.2), Context 52 was present only as very fine (c.1mm thick), discontinuous black lenses.
On the western profile of Bruun? s trench, which was ¢.80cm east of and parallel to the western
wall of the structure, a 3cm-thick patch was found (figure 3). Fine horizontal laminations were
clearly visible within this patch, although further analysis is needed to determine their precise
composition. In contrast, the black layer is much more continuous on the eastern side of Bruun's
trench. Asthe floor slopes up towards the eastern wall of the structure, the black layer divides
into thinner lenses, which have thicker deposits of sediment between them. The latter consist of
sitloam (7.5Y R 3/3 dark brown) mixed with small quantities of charcoal and what appearsto be
aggregates of Hekla tephra. Since the discrete black lenses close to the eastern wall have the
potential to show changes in the use of that area over time, they were sampled separately for
organic geochemical analysis (bulk sample nos. 4-7), and one micromorphology sample was
placed across al of them (Pr. 3/5). That thereis so much lateral variability within such a small

area (2x2nT’) attests to acomplex use of space, although it isalso possible that this variability isa
result of the partial removal of Context 52 during the life of the structure. For example, the
greater accumul ation of sediment and debris towards the eastern wall may be dueto thefact there
islesstraffic there, and/or that sediment was permitted to accumulate close to the wallswhile it
was cleared out of the central areas of the structure. Even until the middle of this century, the
accumul ated occupation debris on the floors of turf houses was periodically cleared out to prevent

the floor level from rising (Askell Jonasson, pers. comm.).

All of the floor layersin this structure were capped by "Context 51", a soft silt loam containing
severa internal laminae. These fine layers ranged in colour from 5Y R3/3 and 3/4 dark reddish

brown to 7.5Y R 4/6 strong brown and seemed to contain small white fibrousinclusions, but field
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observations could not determine the cause of its laminated appearance. It is possible that this
layer contains a high proportion of decomposed grass. In order to determine the precise
composition of Context 51 and to interpret its mode of deposition and any post-depositional
disturbances, it was targeted for micromorphologica analysis (Pr. 2/1; Pr. 3/1, 3/2, 3/3, 3/5; Pr.
4/3), organic geochemistry analysis (bulk sample no. 8) and archaeobotanica analysis (by Gardar
Gudmundsson). In addition, Pr. 2/2 is avery large undisturbed block, which was taken for the
purpose of micro-excavation in the laboratory. Thiscombination of techniques should allow us
to determine whether Context 51 represents achangein the function of the structure over time or
the early phases of abandonment. Thislayer wasin turn capped by the horizontal pieces of turf
and mixed soil that filled in the structure after its abandonment. The boundary between these
phases will be visible in six micromorphology samples (Pr. 2/1; Pr. 3/1, 3/2; Pr. 4/1-4/3). It may
be possible to interpret whether the turf fill is a result of intentiona collapse of the roof or
collapse due to neglect, if the intentional collapse was done immediately following the

abandonment of the structure.

4) The Landnam Issue

Beneath the western wall of the structurein AreaD, the so called Landnéam tephra sequence was
preserved in situ. Bearing in mind the important question of the earliest phase of settlement at
Hofstadir, and in Iceland in general, it was decided to compare the soils immediately above and
below the tephra, in an effort to determine whether or not there were any signs of disturbancein
theimmediate vicinity prior to 871-2 A.D.. Two micromorphology sampleswere taken (Ref. 1/1
and Ref. 2/3) and two samplesfor organic geochemistry analysis were taken, one from below the
Landnamtephra (bulk sample no. 11) and onefrom aboveit (bulk sample no. 12). Theimpact of
humans on the natural soil sequence can take many forms, including changes in the structure of
the soil (certain activities can cause it to become compacted and platy), and the input of
anthropogenic materials such as fragments of charcoal and bone, plant matter and animal
excrement. The latter two will decay, leaving only recalcitrant compounds in the soil, such as
lipids, and phosphorus which isreadily retained in andisols. In addition, the translocation of clay
down the soil profile, which can betriggered by disturbancesin the upper A horizon, may indicate
that the surface of the ground has been cleared of vegetation. At the moment thereis considerable

debate about the strengths and weaknesses of using these soil characteristics to interpret the
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presence and activities of humans in the landscape. Nevertheless, using converging lines of
evidence from chemistry and micromorphology should suggest whether or not adrastic changein

the landscape occurred only after 871-2.

Analysis of Soil Samples

The micromorphology samples will be manufactured and analysed at the Universities of
Cambridge and Stirling. They will be dried using acetone replacement of the water, impregnated
with a crystic polyester resin, and thin sectioned, a process that normally takes three to four
months. Thin sectionswill then be analysed under a transmitting light microscope using arange
of light sources (plane polarised, cross polarised and circular polarised) and at magnifications
ranging from x4-x400. Descriptions will use internationally accepted terminology. The
interpretation of thin sectionswill be aided by reference to micromorphology samplestaken from
known contexts in bverd, a recently abandoned turf house that is only 14.25km away from

Hofstadir in the same river valley (Laxédalur).

Application for radiocarbon determination of materials from the C4 layer has been made to the
UK Natura Environment Research Council (NERC), with a decision expected in January 1998.
Application isalso being made for soil lipid analyses at the NERC unit of Organic Geochemistry,
University of Bristol. Inthiscasetoo, it ishoped that interpretation will be aided by reference to
distinctive chemical signatures, which may be detected in the soils sampled from the byre and the

kitchen in bvera.

Conclusion

The 1997 geo-archaeological sampling program at Hofstadir was aimed at answering a series of
questions about site formation processes that related to building techniques, the ways in which
space was used on afarmstead and within adwelling, and the living conditionswithin the dwelling
as a result of these choices. The answers to these questions are of major importance to the
understanding of structure, function and environmental resource exploitation patterns of Norse
settlement in Iceland. Furthermore the excavations at Hofstadir are part of a series of settlement
and pal aeolandscape investigations across the north Atlantic region. Ongoing excavation and

analyses at sites in Orkney, Shetland and northern Norway are beginning to provide
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complementary data for comparison with the analyses from Hofstadir alowing regional, north
Atlantic patterns to emerge. As afirst contribution to these issues, the first analyses of thin
sections from Hofstadir will be completed by the end of December 1997 (and submitted to
Norwegian Archaeol ogical Review), providing afirst approximation of siteformation processesin
Area G (pit house formation and midden accumulation processes) and wall construction in Area
D.

In 1998, in order to continue pursue these topics further, sampling will target the following areas:
-the natural soil profiles

-systematic sampling of the floor in the northern half of the pit housein Area G

-quartering and systematic sampling of the small structure that has been found in Area E
-defining the stratigraphic extent of C4; whether or not it is continuous, it would be worthwhileto
take micromorphology samples from severa places aong its lateral extent

-the "vertical" stratigraphy in Area E.

-additional sampling at Pverato provide a greater level of controlled analyses.
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Karen Milek, Department of Archaeology, University of Cambridge:

6.0 Archaeological Soil Sampling at bver 4, Laxardalur, NE-
|celand, 1997: A Preliminary Report

Introduction

Archaeological investigations at Hofstadir in NE-Iceland (A. Fridriksson and O. Vésteinsson,
Ingtitute of Archaeology, Iceland) in August, 1997, included the excavation of aturf structurein
Area D. This structure had been investigated by Daniel Bruun in 1908 but results were
inconclusive, and one of the objectives of the 1997 field season wasto reopen thisareain order to
determine the chronological relationship between this structure and the others on the site, its
architectural form and function, and how these may have changed over time(ibid., pers comm.).
Excavation reveaed that Bruun had not completely removed the interior of the structure on its
north end, and that floor layers were preserved in situ under post-abandonment fill consisting of
mixed turf and soil. In order to extract as much information as possible about the activities that
had occurred on these floors, the living conditions within the house during its occupation and the
process of its abandonment, samples were taken from these floor layers for soil
micromorphological analyss (the study of undisturbed soil in thin section), chemical analysis

(particularly the types of lipids present), and archaeobotanical and microrefuse analyses.

The archaeological interpretation of soil micromorphology and chemistry is strengthened by
reference to samples from known contexts, which have been either artificially derived through
experimentation, or collected from contemporary or recently abandoned sites in what may be
described as an historical-ethnoarchaeological approach. Because both soil characteristics and
human behaviour are environmentally specific and reference samples do not yet exist for Iceland,
it was deemed important to find a modern ana ogue with which to compare the samples from
Hofstadir. After visiting the burstabaer at bverdand interviewing Askell Jonasson, the farmer who
had lived in the house for 22 years, it was determined that the site could serve as an ideal modern

analogue for the following reasons:

a) It contains building materials comparable to those used at Hofstadir: turf walls and roof, and earthen floors;
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b) Both Hofstadir and bvera are in the valey of the Laxa, only 14.25 km apart. They share the same
microenvironment, including basic geology, soil type, climatic conditions, topographical position and vegetation cover.
With local environmental conditions asacommon baseline, it will be possibleto compare the characteristics of the soils

at both sitesthat are aresult of human activity alone.

¢) Askell Jonasson, who was bornin theturf housein 1938 and lived there until its abandonment in 1960, resides
at the sitein amodern house. Heisaready source of information about the activities and living conditions associated
with the different rooms of the house during its occupation, and how the house has been maintained since its

abandonment.

d) Thefunction of the rooms did not change during the lifetime of Askell Jonasson, and he thinksit unlikely that
there has been any changein function since the construction of the house was completed in 1852. Sincethefloorsof the
house seem to have been in continuous and consistent use for over 100 years, soil analysis should reveal some of the

micromorphological and chemical signatures associated with specific domestic activities.

€) Following its abandonment in 1960, the house was used in avery limited way as a storage facility until it came
into the hands of the National Museum of Iceland in 1965. Sincethen, thewallsand roof have been repaired as needed,

but there has been minimal disturbance of the original floors.

In short, the environmental compatibility of the two sites, the wealth of ethnographic
information available about bverd, and the relatively pristine condition of the origina floors,
makesit an ideal source of comparative material through which the archaeol ogical samplesfrom
Hofstadir can be better understood.

Soil Sampling Procedure (See Appendix 5.0)

On August 26, 1997, the site was visited by the author and lan Simpson (Department of
Environmental Science, Stirling University), and with the permission of the National Museum of
Iceland, a brief sampling program was carried out on the floors of the house. The primary goal
was to assess the ability of two relatively new geoarchaeological techniques -- soil
micromorphological analysisand lipid analysis-- to distinguish between rooms of different, known
functions, and thereby to determine if the methods can be usefully applied to the unknown
archaeological contexts at Hofstadir. For this reason, samples were taken from two distinct
rooms in the house, the kitchen and the byre. Thisinvolved the excavation of shallow test pits,

the recording of stratigraphy using scale drawings and photographs of the exposed sections, and
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the removal of small quantities of earthen material in 5 x 8 x 5 cm Kubiena tins (for
micromorphological analysis) and in bags (for bulk chemical analysis). In all cases the test pits

were backfilled once the samples were removed.

Area A: The Kitchen

Two test pitswere excavated in the kitchen (Fig. 6.1). Thefirst wasatrench 100 x 20 cmin plan
and 15 cm in depth, extending from the west wall of the kitchen to its centre, directly under the
place where meat and fish used to be hung for smoking. Under a layer of loose, recently
deposited turf and soil, was a thick layer of ash and occupation debris, which Askell Jonasson
identified asthe original floor. Three micromorphology samples, each with three associated bulk

samples, were taken from this test pit (Fig. 6.2).

A second test pit was placed directly to the south of the hearth where all of the cooking had been
carried out until a coal stove was placed in another area of the house at the turn of the century.
This pit was 30 x 20 cm in plan and only 5 cm in depth, after which stone flagging was reached.
One micromorphology sample and two associated bulk samples were taken (Fig.6.3).

Area B: The Byre

A transect of four test pits was placed through the middle of the byre, running east-west across
four distinct zones: the earthen floor west of the stone flagged drain, the drainitself, the turf- and
stone-built feeding bench on the east wall, and the floor between the drain and the feeding bench,
which is currently covered with wooden floor boards (Figs. 6.1 and 6.4). Bulk samples for
chemical analysis were taken from the drain and the earthen floor to the west of the drain. Test
pits measuring 30 x 20 cm, and reaching 20 cm in depth were placed in the feeding bench and
underneath the floor boards. One micromorphology sample was taken from each of these, one
bulk sample was taken from the feeding bench, and four bulk samples were taken from the four

different layers observed under the floor boards.

Analysis of Soil Samples
All of the soil sampleswill betransported to the University of Cambridge, England, under the care

of the author. The micromorphology samples will be dried, impregnated with resin, and thin
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sectioned using the standard procedure set out in Murphy (1986), a process that normally takes
3-4 months. The thin sections will then be analysed under a transmitting light microscope at
magnifications ranging from x4-x250, and described using the internationally accepted
terminology in Bullock et al. (1985). Inthin section, it will be possibleto identify the mineralogy,
texture and structure of the earthen materials that made up the floors, characteristics that are
associated with the origin of the sediment used to construct the floor, how it behaved whileit was
being trampled under different moisture and temperature conditions, and what the living
conditions were like within the house. It will also be possible to identify bone, shell, artefacts,
coprolites, phytoliths, ash, pollen, charcoal and other plant remainsin thin section, al of which
are associated with particular domestic activities. Finally, the presence and movement of iron,
manganese, phosphorous, carbonates, organic residues and clay minerals through the sediment
will bevisiblein thin section and can be linked to specific environmental conditions acting on soils

with certain chemical properties.

The bulk sampleswill be sent to the University of Bristol, England, wherethey will be treated and
analysed for their lipid content -- molecules of organic origin which become fixed to stable
inorganic compounds when the organic matter with which they were associated has decomposed,
and which therefore do not move downslope or down the soil profile (lan Simpson, pers.
comm.). Cost allowing, abroad range of lipidswill be selected for analysis, including bile acids,
sterols, fatty acids, alkanols and alkanes, waxes and esters. Especially important are those that
are potentially diagnostic of different domestic activities, such as those that can distinguish
wetland from dryland vegetation, those that can identify food residues, including animal fat, fish

oils and milk, and those that can distinguish human and animal excrement.

Conclusion

The results of the analysis of the micromorphological and the bulk soil samplestaken from bvera
will be submitted to the National Museum of Iceland in aformal report. Thisreport will include
an assessment of the success of this pilot study, the significance of the results, and the potential

benefit of extending the sampling program in the summer of 1998 to include more rooms within
the house. It ishoped that the project will be successful -- that the soil samplesfrom the kitchen

and the byre and other rooms a Pbvera will show markedly different chemica and
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micromorphological signatures-- so that therewill be astrong foundation for the interpretation of

the turf structures of unknown function that are being excavated at Hofstadir.
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Magnts A. Sigurgeirsson, Orkustofnun:

7.0 Fornleifarannsokn ad Hofst6dum i Myvatnssveit

- Greining gj6skulaga

Pann 21. &gust skodadi hoéfundur jardvegssnid a Hofstédum. Ad pessu sinni beindist athyglin
einkum ad prennu, i fyrstalagi ad finna (t aldur meints hestagerdis sudaustan rdstanna, i 6oru lagi
ad aldursgreina gard sem liggur sunnan og austan rustanna og i pridja lagi ad reyna ad skyra
myndun éreglnasem komafram i jardvegssnidi vid nordanverda skdardstina. Ekki mun einstokum

gj6skuldgum verda lyst hér heldur bent afyrri greinargerdir i pvi sambandi.

Hestagerdi

Aldur meints hestagerdis tokst ad finna Gt med allnokkurri ndkvaamni, eda eins ndkvaamri og
kostur er med hjalp gjéskulaga. Snid var madt i austanverdu gerdinu i skurdi sem liggur i SV-NA
stefnu i pvi utanverdu (§amynd). | 1jos kom ad gjoskulagid H-1158" er i jardvegi yfir gardinum.
A milli gjoskulagsins og torfsins er punnt jardvegdag, 1-2 cm. Undir gardinum er
Landnédmssyrpan (LNS). Ekki er greinanlegt bil &milli hennar og nedri markagardsins. Neest utan
vid gardinn vantar LNS og Hverfjallsgjskuna sem bendir til ad par hafi torf verid rist pegar hann
var byggdur & sinum tima. Virdist sem pessi adferd hafi tidkast mjog vid byggingu torfveggja a
pessum tima (p.e. 900-1200 e.Kr.). Eru til almodrg deami sem sina ad svo hefur verid. Afstada
gjoskulagatil gardsins bendir til ad hann hafi verid byggdur a timabilinu 900-1050 e.Kr.

? Tangardur?

Ekki tokst ad aldursgreina meintan ttngard med hjap gjoskulaga ad pessu sinni. | jardvegi yfir
gardinum fannst adeins eitt gjéskulag sem gefur einhverjavisbendingu um aldur, p.e. gjéskulagid
? a? fraarinu 1477. Afstada lagsins til gardsins bendir til ad hann sé almiklu eldri, sennilega
einhverjum 6ldum. Meira er ekki haggt ad segja ad svo stoddu. Med tilliti til fyrri athuganavid
Hofstadi mapd teljavist ad finnamegi jardvegssnid vid gardinn par sem einhver gjéskuldg eru a

milli ? a? -lagsins og torfsins. Verulegar likur agtu t.d. ad veraaad finna gjéskul 6gin H-1158 og

" Heklulégin H-1158 og H-1104 eru likast besdi til stadar & Myvatnssvagdinu (Sa greinarg. fra 1992).
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H-1300, annad peirra eda basi.

Oreglur i jardvegi

I skurdi sem liggur i A-V stefnu vid nordurenda skéartstar voru skodadar oreglur i byggingu
jardvegsins og skyringaapeim leitad. Ljost er ad parnaer um all sérstadt fyrirbaai ad raeda. Hefur
lagskiptingu jardvegsins verid umturnad og snda gjéskulég t.am. upp & rond eda eru mjog
hallandi. Er ad §asem tungur af dokkum jardvegi (med LNS) teygi sig upp i yngri 16g sem er Ur
ljésari jardvegi. Litaskipti i jardveginum, rétt ofan vido LNL, gerir ad verkum ad oreglurnar verda
skyrari en ela. pessi litaskil komave fram i prufuholu i tini skammt fra skurdinum. bau gjéskul 6g
sem einkum hafa lent i pessum ? hremmingum? eru 16g LNS og Heklulagio H-1158. Y ngri
gjO6skul 6g liggjalarétt edapvi sem naest par fyrir ofan, s.s. H-1300 og ? a? -lagid. Gjéskulagid H-
1300 liggur nokkud byl gjétt yfir jardvegstungunum og hefur pvi fallid a 6détt land og/eda raskast
sidar. Af gjéskuldgunum manokkud réda i hvenaar umr6tio atti ser stad. Benda pau til ad pad héfi
einkum ordid & milli pess sem gjéskuldgin H-1158 og H-1300 félu, 4 12. og 13. dld. Sé pessi
raunin er [jést ad um er ad ragda atburd sem atti sér stad eftir ad skalinn stéri var aflagdur, sé gert
réo fyrir ad pad hafi verid um 1050 eKr. Vid fyrstu syn er ekki augljost hvort hér sé um rask af
mannavoldum ad reeda eda nattarufyrirbaei, edajafnvel sambland af hvoru tveggja. Eftir nokkra
yfirlegu og grask, kénnun ritheimilda og skodun ljésmynda, pykist ég nokkud sannfaardur um ad
umturnun jarovegsins sé ad mestu eda dllu leyti af néttlrulegum orsdkum. Tel ég ad frostlyfting sé
meginorsokin. Frostlyfting i jardvegi veldur pafnamyndun hérlendis. Frostlyfting verdur par sem
holklaki near a® myndast en myndun hans er had samspili margra pétta, s.s. landsagi, jardraka,
loftslagi, grodurfari og jardvegsgerd. A idandi eru kjoradstasdur til pufnamyndunar, eins og
daamin sanna. Frogtlyfting i jardvegi hérlendis getur numid 20-50 sentimetrum. Pess mé geta ad
breittar umhverfisadstagdur, s.s. breiting i landnytingu og kaldara loftdag, getur komid af gad

pufnamyndun. Vert er ad skoda ndnar meintar frostverkanir vid Hofstadi.
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Appendix 1.0: lllustrations

Figure 1.1 L ocation map

Figure 1.2 Site plan

Figure 2.1 Svasdi D plan

Figure 2.2 Nordursnid i inngangi vestanmegin & Sva®di D
Figure 2.3 Sudursnid i inngangi vestanmegin & Svaadi D
Figure 2.4 Sva®di D, Sudursnid

Figure 2.5 Test pit locations

Figure 3.1 AreaE Plan

Figure 3.2 Area E Stratigraphic Matrix

Figure 3.3 Proposed excavation quadrants for Structure E-2
Figure 4.1 Area G Plan

Figure 5.1 Area D Microstratigraphy, section A-B

Figure 5.2 Area D Microstratigraphy, sections B-C & D-E
Figure 5.3 Area D Microstratigraphy, section C-F

Figure 5.4 Matrix of Microstratigraphy in Area D, Section D-E
Figure 6.1 Plan of the turf house at bvera

Figure 6.2 Area A, Kitchen Floor

Figure 6.3 Area A, Adjacent to Hearth

Figure 6.4 Area B, E-W Transect Through the Byre

Figure 7.1 Madd snid vegna gjoskulagarannsokna
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Appendix 2.0: Finds Register

Find No.material

65
66
67
68
69
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74
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79
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84
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86
87
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91
92
93

ceramic
bone
Ceramic
Ceramic
lron
lron
stone
Bone
Iron
Stone
Metal
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Iron
stone
BronzeG
Iron slag
Iron

Iron

Iron
Iron, slag?
Iron
Bone
Iron
Stone
Iron

Iron
Stone

stone

area context

E 1002
E 1002
E 1002
E, south.

E 1016
D 21

D C16
Test pitC42
D C16
G C4
G c4

G C4
G 6d

G Cbb
Cbb

G

G C6a
G Cbb
G Cbb
G

G Coi
G Cl
G

G C6a
E 1016
G C4
G Cbb
E 1043

C4/ Cha
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94 Iron G C5b
95 Iron G C4
96 Stone, crystal G C5b
97 Iron G C4
98 Iron G C4
99 Iron G

100 Iron G

101  Stone G C5b
102  Iron G C4
103  Iron G C5b
104 Iron G 6h
105 Iron G 6d
106  Iron G C4
107  1Iron G C5b
108 Iron G C5b
109 Iron G C5b
110  lron E 1035
111 Iron G Cda
112 Stone G 6k
113  Iron G 69
114 Iron D C22
115 Iron E 1044
116  Stone D

117  lron D C16
118 Horn E 1045
119 Iron D

120 Steatitechip D 22
70 Hofstadir i Myvatnssveit



Appendix 3.0: Samples Register

Sample no
B1 (bone sampl.)
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B68 Ccek G B106 7e G
B69 Ccek G B107 C5b G
B70 cef G B108 1035 E
B71 c4 G B109 6hk G
B72 c4 G B110 6hk G
B73 c4 G