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Orri Vésteinsson & Ragnar Edvardsson

Inngangur

Flestir sem ekid hafa eftir hringveginum ad vestan til Myvatnssveitar kannast vid hid
mikilfenglega tsyni sem skyndilega opnast yfir Laxardal og Myvatn 4 austurbrin
Myvatnsheidar. Vegurinn kemur nidur af heidinni i kroknum par sem Laxd tekur
vinkilbeygju og fer ad renna til nordurs. Hann liggur par i hlykkjum nidur bratta
brekkuna og fastir sem pjota nidur hana med annad augad 4 veginum og hitt &
utsyninu taka eftir vallgronum rastum sem leynast & dalitlum palli i midri brekkunni.
Beint upp af pessum téftum er stedi nordan vid pjodveginn par sem margir stoppa til
ad taka myndir og njota utsynisins. bratt fyrir pad virdast fair hafa tekid eftir
rastunum, sem eru af byli sem lengi hefur gengid undir nafninu Steinbogi og verid i
eyOi 1 nokkrar aldir. Bajarstadio sjalft er nyrst i tininu en fra pvi liggur tvofaldur
tangardur til sudurs og hverfur hann undir pjodveginn sem byggdur var um 1940. Vid
pa vegagerd hvarf sudurhlid tingardsins en gardurinn kemur aftur undan veginum rétt

vestan vi0 Steinbogalek sem hefur myndad austurhlid tinsins.

Bajarsteedio hafoi verid skrad vid fornleifaskraningu Skutustadahrepps 1996
og pvi var vitad um pad pegar undirbuningur hofst fyrir uppbyggingu vegarins um
Myvatnsheidi arid 2001. Pad haust kannadi Elin Osk Hreidarsdottir skraningarmadur
adstadur 4 vettvangi. 1 kjolfarid vard 1jést ad einmitt 4 peim stad sem Steinbogi er er
aatlad a0 faera vegarstaedio litillega, og 4 pann hatt a0 meira mun hverfa af gardlogum
og toéftum en pegar var komid undir gamla veginn. Af pessum sékum var dkvedid ad
gera takmarkada rannsokn & Steinboga sumarid 2002 til ad ganga Ur skugga um aldur
og gerd gardanna sem synilega myndu hverfa undir veginn og til ad athuga hvort
pustir, sem saust & yfirbordi og fyrirsjaanlegt var ad feru undir veginn, vaeru

mannvirkjaleifar sem pyrfti ad rannsaka.

Forkonnun for fram dagana 23.-24. og 29. jali 2002 og var stjornad af Orra
Vésteinssyni fornleifafraedingi. Grafnir voru prir skurdir i vegarstadinu, kalladir I, II
og V. Samtimis var gerd fjarkonnun med vidonamsmeli og segulmeeli 4 pvi svedi sem
fer undir fyrirhugadan veg og gerd yfirbordsmaling 4 6llu ristasvedinu. Fjarkonnun
var gerd af Timothy Horsley og yfirbordsmaling af Gardari Gudmundssyni. bessar

melingar stadfestu tilkun mannvirkjaleifa sem synilegar voru 4 yfirbordi en bentu



ekki til a0 mannvirkjaleifa vaeri ad leita annarsstadar i vegarsteedinu. Magnus A.
Sigurgeirsson greindi gjoskuldg 4 vettvangi. A sama tima var gerd rannsokn a
bajarsteedinu &4 vegum verkefnisins Landndm og menningarlandslag (skurdir III og
IV) og grafid 1 6skuhaug utan i baejarstedinu. Kolefnisaldursgreiningar 4
nautgripabeinum tr 6skuhaugnum gafu nidurstéduna 1150-1230." Fyrir nidurstddum
peirra rannsokna er ad 60ru leyti gerd grein i sérstakri skyrslu en peer stydja pa
meginnidurstodu ad Steinbogi s¢ smabyli sem hafi verid 1 byggd milli 10. og 13.
aldar.

Skurdur II syndi ad pust E er mannvirki og 1 skurdi V sast ad p6 ad
upphakkunin B veeri nattiruleg hefoi verid byggt utan i hana adur en tingardurinn var
lagdur yfir. Eftir urskurd minjavardar Nordurlands eystra var pvi akvedid ad gera
fornleifauppgroft 4 toftunum tveimur sem fyrirsjaanlegt var ad yrou huldar ad hluta
eda Ollu leyti vio fyrirhugadar vegaframkvamdir.

Fornleifauppgroftur stod yfir dagana 22. — 30. agust og var stjornad af Ragnari
Edvardssyni fornleifafredingi. Auk hans unnu vid rannsoknina Alix Sperr, Gudrin
Alda Gisladottir, Jon Oskar Jonsson og Sigridur Porgeirsdottir. Magnus A.
Sigurgeirsson greindi gjoskuldg 4 vettvangi. Hofundar vilja pakka samstarfsfolki
sinu, Gardari Gudmundssyni sem gerdi yfirbordsmelingu af svadinu, Howell M.
Roberts sem gerdi hreinteikningar af snidum ur forkénnun, og Tom McGovern og
Sophiu Perdikaris og nemendum peirra sem unnu samhlida vid rannsoknir 4 bajarhol

Steinboga.

! Leisréttur aldur. Synin eru: AA-52498 (GU-9737): 875+/- 40 BP. Leidrétt 1 o : AD 1150-1220
(43.9%),1040-1090 (15.2%), 1120-1140 (9%). Leidrétt 2 6 : AD 1030-1260. 13C/12C hlutfall: -
21,40%. AA-52499 (GU-9738): 870+/-40 BP. Leidrétt 1 o : AD 1150-1230 (47.5%), 1120-1140
(8.5%). Leidrétt 2 o : AD 1030-1260. 13C/12C hlutfall: -20,50%



Orri Vésteinsson

Heimildir um Steinboga

Steinboga er fyrst getid i Jardabok Arna Magnussonar og Pals Vidalin fra 1712. Par
er svohlj6dandi grein um eydibyli i landi Helluvads: "Beinerstader og Steinboge
kallast tvd eydibol hjer i landinu ut fra jordunni ... 4 bAdum peim eru byggingaleifar
tofta og girdinga. Ekki ma hjer aftur byggja, pvi pau eru sjalf vidi vaxin, en
heyskapur enginn annar." (Jardabok XI, 223). Af pessu ma rada ad Steinbogi hefur
fyrir 16ngu verid farinn i eydi er jardabokin var tekin saman, a.m.k. fyrir 1600.
Stadurinn hefur verid pekktur medal heimamanna alla tio (sja t.d. Jon Sigurdsson
1954, 248) en vekur ekki athygli fredimanna fyrr en Helgi Hallgrimsson segir fra
honum i minjalysingu Myvatnssveitar frd 1977: "A Steinboga eru enn greinilegar
husatettur og bogalagadur tingardur utanum, tvéfaldur ad sunnan og vestan ... Bylid
hefur liklega stadid nyrst & hinu umgirta svaedi, skammt fra dalitlum lindalek, &
holkolli. Er par greinilega ferhyrnt rtst, tviskipt, um 10 x 12 m. Er hun liklega af
beitarhlisum, sem parna voru fra Helluvadi um midja sidustu 61d, og hafa husin vist
veri0 byggd 4 hinum gémlu bajarristum. Sudaustan & hdlnum er dnnur rist mjog
ogreinileg, og tveer allskyrar taettur eru vid tingardinn, sydst 4 svedinu, og ein austur
a nefinu vid Leekinn." (Helgi Hallgrimsson 1977, 52).

Orri Vésteinsson skradi Steinboga 22. agust 1996 og lysir par stadhattum og
gerir uppdratt af bajarstedinu en betir ekki 6dru vid lysingu Helga en ad hluti
bajarsteedisins hafi farid undir veg (Orri Vésteinsson 1996, 31). Elin Osk
Hreidarsdottir kannadi stadinn ad nyju haustid 2001 pegar fyrir 14 ad byggja atti upp

Myvatnsheidarveg ad nyju. Hun gerdi skra um rustir 4 bajarstedinu:

A: litill beejarholl (15x12 m) med beitarhtsartst ofan 4 (65°35.689 N 17°10.611 V)

B: toft (15x8 m) byggd utan vid innri tingard. Minna holf virdist sambyggt 4 méti,
austan vid gardinn (65°35.664 N 17°10.565 V)

C: Sudvesturhorn tingards, par sem innri og ytri tingardur koma saman (65°35.649 N
17°10.550 V)

D: Téft & brekkubrun (5,5x4,5) - (65°35.689 N 17°10.656)

E: Toft eda pust innan vid tangard par sem innri gardurinn endar i mdanum



(65°35.641 N 17°10.508 V)
F: nordurendi innri tingards, 4 moéts vid bajarhol (65°35.636 N 17°10.508)
G: austurendi ytri tingards, vid gil Steinbogalakjar (65°35.639 17°10.459)

Medan unnid var vid rannsOknir & Steinboga sumarid 2002 var safnad frekari
upplysingum stadinn og leitad skyringa 4 nafni hans medal stadkunnugra.

Vel pekkt er su sogn ad beitarhus fra Helluvadi hafi verid 4 Steinboga fram &
19. 61d en endalok pess voru pau ad allar kindur sem i pvi voru drépust pegar pad
hrundi saman undir snjopunga ad vorlagi.

beir sem 4 annad bord konnudust vid einhverja skyringu 4 nafninu Steinbogi
telja ad steinbogi hafi verid 4 Steinbogalak, & svipudum slodum og niverandi vegur
fer yfir hann. Ekki sjast ni nein merki um slikt og ekki telja menn sig vita hvenar

steinboginn etti ad hafa brotnad af.



Orri Vésteinsson

Forkdnnun

Forkonnun f6lst i grefti priggja skurda. Skurdur I var grafinn i gegnum tingard
austanmegin vid tinid til ad kanna aldur og gerd gardsins, en skurdir II (4 svedi E) og
V (& svaedi B) voru grafnir 1 pustir til ad kanna hvort peer veeru mannvirkjaleifar.

{ skurdi I kom i 1jos ad gardurinn (h) er hladinn ofan 4 landnamssyrpuna (i), og
virdist gjoskulagid V~950 vera efst i pvi. Gardurinn er med 60rum ordum hladinn i
fyrsta lagi 4 seinni hluta 10. aldar. Grafinn hefur verid grunnur skurdur (o) utanmed
gardinum. Gardurinn er eldri en gjoskulagio H-1158 (f). Undir peirri gjosku og yfir,
badum megin vid gardinn (e, g og d), sjast merki um raktun allt upp undir hid
audpekkta gjoskulag “a” sem taliod er hafa fallid 1477 (c). Eftir pad sjast engin merki

um mannvist i pessum skuroi.

Section 1, North facing

Skurdur I, skyringar:

a grasrot h torfveggur, byggdur ur streng
b dokkbrin fokmold med Landnamssyrpu i
c “a” lagid 1 Landnamssyrpan & sinum stad,
d bran hreyfd mold V~950 efst, sést adeins undir
e briin mold, meira hreyfd en d, veggnum sjalfum

med uppmokstri (dilar af H3) ] Ohreyfd mold

og vidarkolum, lagskipt nedst. k gjoska ur Hverfjalli
f H-1158 1 Ohreyfd mold
g dokkbrin mold, svipud og e, en m H3

minna um vidarkol. Bléndud n Ohreyfd mold

gjosku ur Hverfjalli. 0 skurdur utan vid torfvegg.
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Section 2, West facing

Plan, schematic

Skurdur 11 (sveedi E), skyringar:

a grasrot 1 einsleit dokkbran mold
b raudleitur grofur sandur, ] uppmokstur og torthrun
vegfyllingarefni fra 20. 6ld k linsa af ljosgulu lifreenu efni,
c dokkbrun fokmold e.t.v. torf
d “a” lagio 1 blandad efni, svipar til
e dokkbrun fokmold m yfirbordslag, grabrint og
f torthrun sumsstadar raudleitt, mjog hart
g lag med punnu strengjatorfi og og feitt
i pvi gjoskan H-1300 n Ohreyft, H3 efst i pvi.
h linsa med grarri 6sku og 0 skurdur
vidarkoli

Skurdur II var grafinn innani meinta toft sem kollud hefur verid “E”. Hun er fast
nordan vid niiverandi veg og mun lenda undir fyrirhugudum vegi. 1 skurdinum séast ad
efni (b) hefur verid sturtad 4 pessum stad, sennilega i sambandi vid veggagerd a 20.
6ld. Af pvi stafar dberandi graenn grasgroédur 4 pessum stad. Undir pessu grofa efni
er allpykkt lag af fokmold (c) og “a” lagid i pvi nedanverdu. Par undir eru torfhrunlog
(f, g) 440-60 sm dypi, m.a. torf med H-1300 i (g). Undir peim er punnt lag af dsku og
kolum (h) og undir pvi lag af uppmokstri og torthruni (j). Pessi 16g gatu verid tengd
raeektun eins og hreyfoa efnid i skurdi I, en po er synu meira af torfi og 6sku 4 pessum
stad. Nedst i skurdinum sast greinilegur nidurgroftur (o), par sem grafid hefur verid i
gegnum forsdgulega gjoskulagid H3 (n). Innan i pessum nidurgrefti er greinilegt

golflag (m). “E” er pvi greinilega rust af husi frd miodldum.
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Section 5, North facing
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Plan, Schematic

Skurdur V (sveedi B), skyringar:

- 00 O 0 o

grasrot k ohreyft. Hverfjallsgjoska efst
dokkbrin fokmold 1 dokk grabran mold

“a” lagid m skurdur, eldri en uppsdfnun j
dokkbrin fokmold n fylling 1 skurdi 0. Dokk

H-1300 grabrin mold, meira hreyfd en |

1j6sbriin mold med dilum af 0 skurdur

H3 — veggur gerdur ur p steinar, tilheyra austurvegg
uppmokstri mannvirkis sem golf j er i. Peir
blandad lag med torthruni, tengjast ekki augljoslega neinu
uppmokstri med H3, vidarkoli torflagi.

og dalitilli 6sku og dyrabeinum.
Lagskipting sést sumsstadar en
einnig storir klumpar af efni.
Ummerki um rektun?
dokkbrunt rorf med 1j6sum
rakum

gulleitt torf

hart, grabrant yfirbordslag med
vidarkolum og linsum af
gulhvitu lifreenu efni. Undir er
ohreyft. Eriskurdi sem sést i
nordursnioi.
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Skurdur V var grafinn innanvert vid innri tingardinn vestanmegin vid tunio efst 4
reglulegri bungu (B) sem par er 4 méts vid djupa toft milli gardanna tveggja. |
pessum skurdi er “a” lagid einnig yfir mannvistarleifum, og fast undir pvi H-1300 og
er talsvert meira bil milli peirra og hreyfora laga undir pvi en i skurdum I og II Innri
gardurinn sést vestast 1 skurdinum (f) en hann er allt annarar gerdar en hledslan sem
sast i skurdi I. A pessum stad er gardurinn ekki annad en uppmokstur, oreglulegir
hnausar med H3. Hugsanlega ma hafa pad sem visbendingu um ad gardurinn i skurdi
I sé framhald ytri gardsins, sem jafnframt sé eldri en sa innri. Pad ma rdda af pvi ad
pessi gardur er ofan 4 allt ad 40 sm pykku lagi af hreyfori mold, blandadri torfi, 6sku
og vidarkolum (g) — sennilega samskonar merki um raektun og sjast sitthvorumegin
vi0 gardinn i skurdi I. betta hreyfoda lag er sidan yfir tveimur torflogum (h og 1) sem
liggja ofan 4 golflagi (j) sem situr i nidurgrefti & sama hatt og i skurdi II (E). Steinar
(p) sem hljota ad tilheyra austurvegg pess hiiss séust i botni skurdarins. A pessum
stad hefur pvi stadid hus 16ngu 40ur en gardurinn var lagdur yfir og ma etla ad djupa
toftin vestan vid sé samtima honum og yngri en golfio j. Hoélbungan er engu ad sidur

nattiruleg po talsvert rask og byggingar hafi verid 4 henni & medan barinn var i

byggd.

Borad var med kjarnabor i djipu toéftina vestan vid pennan stad og sast “a” lagid i
kjarnanum og var allsstadar komid nidur & grjot & um 50 sm dypi, sem sennilega er

g0lfflotur pess mannvirkis.

A sama tima og pessar rannsoknir foru fram gerdu bandariskir fornvistfraedingar
rannsoknir 1 baejarhdlinn sem er utan vid framkvamdasva0id. bar hefur fundist
allmikill 6skuhaugur med vel vardveittum dyrabeinum sem Orugglega er fra
middldum og einnig sést par hvita gjoskulagid H-1158 yfir torfvegg af somu gerd og
ur samskonar torfi og er i skdlanum 4 Hofstooum. H-1300 gjoskan sést einnig i

pessum skurdi en engin merki um mannvist yfir henni.

Fjarkonnun syndi ekki nein 6nnur mannvirki en pau sem sjast & yfirbordi nema

hugsanlega garda eda skurdi i nordurjadri eda rétt nordan vid fyrirhugadan vegkant.

bad er pvi ljost ad byggd hefur verid komin & Steinboga fyrir 1150 — sennilega 16ngu
fyrr pvi ad tingardurinn hefur ekki verid byggdur 16ngu eftir ad V~950 féll og

12



veggurinn i bejarhdlnum hefur verid hruninn og husid aflagt alllongu adur en H-1158
féll. Jafnframt er 1jost ad byggd hefur verid 4 Steinboga um talsvert skeid eftir 1158.
Byggingar sem sdust i skurdum a svaoi E og a baejarhol hafa allar verid fallnar fyrir
1300 en mogulegt er ad rektun hafi verid haldid 4fram 4 14. 61d og jafnvel fram 4 pa
15. Hinsvegar saust hvergi nein merki um mannvist eftir 1477, en venta ma pess ad
rannsokn & beitarhusatoft, efst & baejarhol, myndi leida i 1j6s hversu langa s6gu pad

hefur att.
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T. J. Horsley:

Fjarkdnnun - Report on geophysical surveys

Summary. Geophysical surveys were conducted at the site of Steinbogi, Myvatnsveit, to
assist Fornleifastofnun fslands with their archaeological assessment of the site in advance of
rerouting of the main road at this location. A combination of magnetometer (fluxgate
gradiometer) and earth resistance survey was applied in an attempt to locate the presence of
any buried remains associated with surviving earthworks.

The majority of known features have produced anomalies, although the results are slightly
confused due to both the near-surface igneous bedrock and the proximity to the present road,
the construction of which has left much debris along its course and detected here as noise. A
linear feature, possibly the remains of an additional bank and not visible on the surface has
been detected. More importantly, no anomalies of archaeological interested were recorded
over a mound that looked as though it may have been anthropogenic in origin. These results,
plus the results of trial excavation, imply that this mound is natural and largely made up of
wind blown deposits.

Introduction. Geophysical surveys were carried out at Steinbogi, Myvatnsveit, to
assist Fornleifastofnun {slands with their archacological assessment of the site in
advance of rerouting of the main road at this location. The objective of the surveys
was to locate the presence of any buried remains associated with earthworks adjacent
to the present course of the road. Two clear banks are visible, both of which appear to
run under the modern road, and both of which have small possible enclosures built up
against them. In addition, one of the banks runs across the top of a large mound, and it
was hoped that geophysical survey would provide evidence to determine whether this
is anthropogenic or natural in origin.

The survey area is bounded on the southwestern side by the present road. East of the
survey area is a gorge and the land rapidly descends down to the Laxa, while
immediately to the southeast the soil cover becomes very thin, even non-existent in
places. Since the survey area is immediately adjacent to a modern road, it was
expected that there might be interference from materials used in the road construction,
in addition to modern rubbish and possibly ferrous debris from known road accidents.
The site is located on basic and intermediate interglacial and supraglacial lavas with
intercalated sediments, dating to the Upper Pleistocene (less than 0.8 million years)

(Nattarufraedistofnun fslands 1998).
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Like much other grassland in the region, the land at Steinbogi is used as grazing

pasture for sheep.

Methods. A grid of twelve 20m x 20m squares was established along the strip of
land immediately to the north of the present road, encompassing the visible
earthworks. The arrangement of these grids is shown in Figure 1.

Standard earth resistance and high-resolution magnetometer surveys were carried out
on the site between 22 and 24™ August 2002. The effectiveness of the earth
resistance technique for the detection of buried stone and turf and stone
archaeological features has previously been demonstrated at other sites in Iceland (see
Horsley & Dockrill, forthcoming; Horsley, 1999a). Despite often being overwhelmed
by intense magnetic effects from the igneous bedrock, it has also been possible to
extract information of archaeological value from high-resolution magnetometer data
collected at sites in Iceland, including Hofstadir which is less than 2km northeast of

Steinbogi (Horsley & Dockrill, forthcoming; Horsley, 1999b).

The instruments used were:
Geoscan Research FM36 fluxgate gradiometer (magnetometer)

Geoscan Research RM 15 earth resistance meter

The survey was undertaken along lines parallel to the grid edges, walking
approximately south to north, starting in the NW corner of each grid. Earth resistance
readings were recorded at 1.0m intervals along lines spaced 1.0m apart. A twin-probe
configuration was used for the earth resistance survey with a mobile probe separation
of 1.0m, and remote electrodes being spaced approximately 2m apart. Earth resistance
data were recorded automatically upon insertion of the electrodes in the ground at
medium logging speed. Subsequent lines were surveyed in alternate directions, in the
so-called ‘zigzag’ fashion.

Fluxgate gradiometer data were collected at 0.25m intervals along traverses 0.5m
apart. The data were recorded walking with automatic sample trigger. All lines were
walked in the same direction, in the ‘parallel’ fashion. After completion of each grid
the electronic and mechanical setup of the instrument was adjusted to correct for drift.

The magnetometer was set to a recording sensitivity of InT.

15



Data were downloaded and pre-processed using Geoplot 3.00.

Results. Magnetometer survey

The results of the magnetometer survey are presented as greyscales in Figure 2. The
raw data required some “desloping” (see Annex 1) to remove the effects of instrument
drift visible in a few of the grids.

Most obvious in the raw data are the intense broad geological effects throughout the
survey area (Figure 2a, and labelled [1] in Figure 2c). These are commonly seen in
Iceland and arise from the intense thermoremanent magnetism possessed by basaltic
lavas and other igneous bedrocks. These effects are most severe when the depth of
overlying soil is less than 1m, and as such, the magnetometer data reveal that the
depth of topsoil ranges considerably within the survey area. The deepest deposits lie
along the northern 90 metres of the southwestern edge, and it is in this area where
more deeply buried features might lie beyond the detection limits of these techniques.
The application of a High Pass filter can help to reduce these large-scale geological
variations and enhance the smaller anomalies. Figure 2b presents the results of
applying a 2.5m Gaussian High Pass filter and subsequent interpolation (from 0.5m x
0.25m data to 0.25m x 0.25m) to smooth the data. In addition to enhancing the
anomalies of archaeological interest, the High Pass filter has also augmented some
data collection defects, visible as patches regular stripes parallel and perpendicular to
the grid edges. The exact cause of these defects is still being investigated; however,
since they only occur in localised regions it is believed that they are due to normally
imperceptible periodic walking effects exaggerated by the intense magnetism of the
bedrock.

Despite these geological effects, it is still possible to extract much information of
archaeological interest from the data. A summary of the significant anomalies is given
in Figure 2c.

At [2] a positive magnetic linear anomaly with an associated negative along the
eastern edge has been detected. This is the response to one of the two banks which run
through the survey area, and the fairly homogeneous positive anomaly implies that
largely constructed of turf, and not stone. This anomaly is most clear at its northern
end, being visible in the south only as the negative at [3]. This may in part be due to

the shallow geology, but will also be due to the proximity to the road at this position:
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the southeastern edge of the survey area which runs along the course of the road
contains far more magnetic noise which will obscure subtle anomalies.

On the western side of this bank the small enclosure has produced a group of
anomalies [4], one of which is consistent with the other earthworks. Again, near-
surface geology and more recent disturbance may be the reasons for the lack of
definition for the rest of the structure.

At [5] the positive anomaly of the second bank has been detected to the west of the
first. From the earthworks it appears that a small enclosure butts up against the eastern
side, and this structure is visible in the positive anomaly. The continuation of the bank
in this position is less clear, but can be seen as a linear cluster of dipole anomalies at
[6]. This could indicate that a greater quantity of igneous rocks where used in the
construction of this earthwork, however, this part of the bank is only around 5m from
the modern road, and lies within an area of magnetic noise due to rocks used as
hardcore in building the road up.

At the southeastern end of the survey area another portion of bank is visible as an
earthwork, and has been detected as a very slight positive anomaly and possibly also
as an alignment of dipole anomalies at [7]. The results in this area are less clear due to
the increased level of dipole anomalies, probably caused by a greater quantity of rocks
as the soil becomes thinner. Consequently it is not possible to determine any further
anomalies in this area with confidence.

At [8] a positive linear anomaly has been detected, 2m wide and about 15m long and
similar in appearance to the anomalies due to the upstanding banks, and therefore is
interpreted as being due to the buried remains of a bank which today provides no
visible feature. The relationship between this bank and the others is not clear from the
results, and as only a portion is visible in the data its original full extent is unknown.
A pattern of subtle positive anomalies has been detected at [9]. Initially the cause of
these was unclear, however observations in the field revealed that many of these
coincide with thin gravel spreads visible on the ground surface. This explanation is
therefore assumed to be the cause of the other similar anomalies in this area, with the
gravel perhaps being obscured by vegetation. The most plausible explanation for this
gravel is that it is material washed down from the make-up of the road.

Two faint parallel lines of negative magnetism are visible at [10]. Again, field

observations indicated that these are due to sheep tracks, causing slight ruts in the soil.
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Earth resistance survey

The earth resistance data is presented as greyscales in Figure 3. This smaller area
(40m x 40m) was surveyed using the earth resistance method to help in the
determination of the nature of the mound which lies at the centre of these grids. A
wider probe separation of 1.0m was employed for the resistance survey at Steinbogi,
as this separation responds better to more deeply buried features (up to 1.5m), as
might be found within a farm mound.

The raw data were seen to benefit from the application of a 5Sm Gaussian High Pass
filter, which again reduces the geological variations and serves to highlight some of
the smaller-scale changes in the results (Figure 3b). They were subsequently
interpolated from an initial data spacing of 1.0m x 1.0m to 0.5m x 0.5m to give a
smoother plot (Figure 3c).

High resistance linear anomalies have been detected which coincide with the banks
and enclosures known from the earthworks and seen in the magnetometer survey data.
The results over the enclosure are less clearly defined, probably as a result of the
coarse sampling interval relative to the size of this feature. While a smaller sampling
interval would have provided a clearer picture, the aim of this survey was simply to
see whether additional features could be located.

No additional anomalies have been detected, and certainly none that can be
interpreted as structural within the mound. These results strongly suggest that it is
natural in origin, probably being composed of wind blown material rather reflecting a

change in the bedrock topography.

Conclusions. Geophysical surveys have successfully mapped the known features at
Steinbogi. In addition, the magnetometer survey has detected the probable remains of
a bank for which no surface expression survives, thereby indicating the applicability
of this method for the location of archaeological features at this site. Consequently, it
is possible to state with a greater confidence that the “blank™ areas within this survey
area are devoid of buried structural remains.

Both methods failed to detect any anomalies within the mound and indicate that it is
composed of homogeneous material and most likely natural in origin, rather than
being a small farm mound.

The proximity of the survey area to the modern road has meant that many magnetic
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anomalies have been detected which are neither archaeological or geological in origin.
The road at this location has been raised up above the surrounding land, with some
rocks and gravel from this material becoming spread over the ground closest to the
road. While the anomalies due to this modern disturbance have been identified, they

might obscure more subtle anomalies of archaeological origin buried beneath.

Statement of Indemnity. The results and subsequent interpretation of geophysical
surveys should not be treated as an absolute representation of the underlying features.
It is normally only possible to prove the nature of anomalies through intrusive means,

such as trial excavations.

Figure 1. Location of geophysical surveys.

Magnetometer survey

Magnetometer and earth
resistance survey
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Figure 2. Magnetometer survey.
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Figure 3. Earth resistance survey

a) Raw earth resistance data b) Earth resistance data
after High Pass (Gaussian)
filtering
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Annex 1: Notes on techniques (after Schmidt 2000) and standard
procedures (after Linford 1997)

Earth resistance survey: Earth resistance survey involves passing an electric current
through the ground between two electrodes (the ‘current electrodes’). Two other
electrodes (the ‘potential electrodes’) are used to measure the electrical potential
between them and hence allow to evaluate the earth resistance ( R=AV/l ). This earth
resistance mainly depends on the moisture of investigated ground and therefore on the
overall soil moisture and the porosity of buried features. Areas of low porosity, such
as masonry and buried stonework, have a lower moisture content, and therefore a
higher resistance. Areas of high porosity, such as ditch fills and pits, have a higher

moisture content, and therefore a lower resistance.

Each 20 metre square is surveyed by making repeated parallel traverses across it, all
aligned parallel to one pair of the square’s edges, and each separated by a distance of
1.0m from the last; the first and last traverses being 0.5m from the nearest parallel
square edge. Readings are taken along each traverse at 1.0m intervals, the first and the

last readings being 0.5m from the nearest square edge.

Unless otherwise stated the measurements are made with a Geoscan RM 15 earth
resistance meter incorporating a built-in data logger, using the twin electrode
configuration developed for shallow depth investigations (Clark 1990, 44). Since it is
only the relative changes in resistivity that are of interest in archaeological
prospection, no attempt is made to correct these measurements of the geometry of the
twin electrode array to produce an estimate of the true apparent resistivity. Thus the
readings presented in plots will be the actual values of the earth resistance recorded by

the meter, measured in ohms (Q).

Measurements are recorded digitally by the RM15 and subsequently transferred to a

PC for permanent storage and processing.

Magnetometer survey: The fluxgate gradiometer indirectly measures the magnetic

susceptibility of underground material, and also detects features exhibiting remanent
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magnetisation. The instrument contains two fluxgate sensors. The upper sensor
mainly detects variations in the Earth’s magnetic field due to geology and secular
variation, while the lower sensor detects variations due to the geology, the secular
variations and any variations due to buried features. When the upper reading is
subtracted from the lower reading, only the variations due to subsurface features
remain. For the sensors to work in tandem correctly, both must be as vertical as
possible. If the sensors are not entirely vertical, the instrument has a slight directional
dependence, which can lead to errors on surveys walked zigzag (for a more technical
discussion of the techniques, see Scollar et al, 1990, 422-516, or Clark, 1996, 64-98).
These problems were avoided by careful adjustments to the instrument before
measurements of each individual grid.

Fluxgate gradiometer surveys are most effective when searching for areas of high
magnetic enhancement, such as metallic objects, burnt areas, or areas of thicker

topsoil, such as ditches and pits.

Each 20m square is surveyed by making repeated parallel traverses across it, all
perpendicular to that pair of square edges most closely aligned with the direction of
magnetic North. Each traverse is separated by a distance of 0.5m from the last; the
first and last traverses being 0.25 metres from the nearest parallel square edge.
Readings are taken along each traverse at 0.25m intervals, the first and the last

readings being 0.125m from the nearest square edge.

These traverses are walked in so called ‘zig-zag’ fashion, in which the direction of

travel alternates between adjacent traverses.

Unless otherwise stated the measurements are made with a Geoscan FM36 fluxgate
gradiometer which incorporates two vertically aligned fluxgates, one situated 0.5m
above the other; the bottom fluxgate is carried at a height approximately 0.2m above
the ground surface. The FM36 incorporates a built-in data logger which records
measurements digitally; these are subsequently transferred to a PC for permanent

storage and processing.
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Annex 2: Data Processing.

The package employed for processing and display of survey data within this report
was Geoplot 3.00 (© 1999 Geoscan Research).

The Geoplot Manual provides descriptions and details about the processing functions
that it has to offer; the information provided here being largely derived from this
Manual (Walker and Somers 1994). The reader is advised to refer to this for further

information.

Typical processing functions for both earth resistance and/or gradiometer data

include:

Clipping. The Clip function can be used to clip or limit data to specified maximum
and minimum values. Quite simply, the data set is scanned and any reading greater
than the maximum is replaced with the maximum, whilst any reading less than the
minimum is replaced by the minimum. This function not only improves graphical
presentation, but makes data statistically more realistic by removing non-
archaeological anomalous outliers. It is therefore a useful pre-process procedure for

many other functions (1bid.1994, 9-29 to 9-30).

‘Despiking’ The Despike function can be used to automatically locate and remove
iron spikes often present in magnetic data, or high-resistance spikes frequently seen in
earth resistance data. It does this by scanning the data set with a uniformly weighted,
rectangular or square window, comparing the reading at the centre with the window
mean. If the central reading is above or below the mean by more than a specified
value then it is classed as a spike, and may be replaced by either the window mean or

the threshold value, although the former is recommended (1bid.1994, 9-49).
Destagger. The Destagger function is used to correct for displacement of anomalies

caused by alternate zig-zag traverses. Such displacements are often seen in

gradiometer data collected with zig-zag traverses and with a sample interval of less
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than Im. Care must be taken since Destagger is only a cosmetic technique and

artificial data points are created (Ibid.1994, 9-55 to 9-56).

Deslope. The Deslope function removes a linear trend of data within a grid of data,
typically for drifts in gradiometer data. This function generates a slope equal and

opposite to that which is to be removed (1bid.1994, 9-45).

Zero Mean Grid. The Zero Mean Grid function sets the background mean of each
grid to zero. It is useful for removing grid edge discontinuities often found in
gradiometer data, as a correction for bipolar data that would normally be expected to
have a zero background mean. The function evaluates the mean of a grid using only
those values below a specified threshold. The calculated mean is then subtracted from

that grid, resulting in a background with zero mean (Ibid. 1994, 9-121).

Filters. As stated above, various filters exist, although they are not all appropriate or

necessary for magnetic or earth resistance data. A number of filters are explained in

detail in Scollar (1990).

High Pass Filter. The High Pass Filter function may be used to remove low
frequency, large-scale spatial detail. While data collected with a fluxgate gradiometer
is intrinsically high-pass filtered and centered around zero (Walker and Somers 1994,
9-63), this filter can sometimes be useful for large data-sets. It has also been shown to
be beneficial for data collected in Iceland where broad, intense anomalies due to the

igneous geology are detected.

Low Pass Filter. The Low Pass Filter function may be used to remove high
frequency, small-scale spatial detail. It is useful for smoothing data, or for the
enhancement of larger weak features (probably not necessary for the intense kiln

anomaly) (Ibid. 1994, 9-71).

Interpolation. Interpolation may be used to increase the number of data points in a
survey, which can result in a smoother appearance to the data. This function operates
over the whole of the data-set and can be applied in either the X or Y direction.

Geoplot offers two methods for data expansion, the preferred being Sin(x)/x
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expansion, as this produces a smoother result.
If different surveys are to be combined, interpolation may be required to make the

sample and traverse intervals match (Ibid. 1994, 9-67 to 9-68).
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Ragnar Edvardsson

Uppgroftur

Eftir ad forkdnnun & sveedinu var lokid var synt ad pyrfti ad kanna frekar paer tveer
rustir sem voru vestast 4 svedinu og nast vegstedinu. Fornleifauppgroftur hofst 22.
agust og stoo til 30. agust. Grafid var 4 tveimur stodum. Sydra svaedid (E) var par sem
toft sast 1 skurdi II vid forkdnnun en fyrirsjdanlegt var ad su toft hverfi ad 6llu leyti
undir vegstedid. Nyrdra svadid (B) er par sem toft 14 upp vid tungardinn og var
axtlad ad vegfyllinginn feeri alveg upp ad henni. Sett var Ut hnitakerfi og var legsti
punkturinn y500/x500 sydst vid svedi E og hasti punkturinn x500/y568 nyrst vid
svedi B. Fastur hadapunktur var fenginn hja Vegagerdinni. S& punktur er 4 stérum

steini 10 metrum austan pjédvegarins vid Steinbogalak.

bejarholl

Svaoi E

Mynd 1. Haedarlikan af Steinboga. Graenn litur synir laegstu hadarlinur og hvitur paer hastu.
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beirri uppgraftraradferd var beitt ad hvert jardlag var grafid og skrad. Til a0 flyta
fyrir uppgreftri var notast vid grofu til ad taka af yfirbordslogin. Pegar komid var ofan
i fyrstu mannvistarlogin hofst hefdbundinn fornleifauppgroftur. Valin 16g voru tekin 1

syni en onnur sem talid var ad gaetu gefid frekari upplysingar voru sigtud.

2.1 Sveedi E

Vi upphaf uppgraftrarins var afmarkad 5x4 metra svaedi i kringum ruastina. Efstu
jarologin [1], [2] voru ljosbrun fokmold og u.p.b. 20 — 30 sm pykkt. Nedst i jardlagi
[2] 1& svo 1477 gjoskulagid [3] og var hagt ad rekja pad allstadar &
uppgraftarsvedinu. Undir 1477 gjoskulaginu var dokkbrun fokmold [4] og svipadi

henni mjog til lags [2] nema a0 petta lag var adeins dekkra.

begar buid var ad fjarlegja jardlag 4 komu i 1jos veggir, byggdir badi ur torfi og
grjoti. bessir veggir teygdu sig i suduratt undir snidid og pvi var dkvedid ad stekka
svaedio 1 sudur i peirri von ad hagt vaeri ad komast fyrir sudurenda byggingarinnar.

Uppgraftrarsvaedid var

stekkad um 2 metra i
suduratt en ekki
reyndist unnt ad stekka
pad frekar vegna pess
ad ba var
uppgraftrarsvedid

komid of  nalegt
vegstaedi pjodvegarins.

Frekari stekkun i

suduratt hefdi raskao

undirstddum  vegarins

og skapad hattu.

Byggingin hafdi ad hluta til verid hulin jardvegi pegar ad upphaflegi pjodvegurinn
var lagdur um 1940. Af pessum sokum sast ekki 61l rustin i yfirbordi og hin reyndist

talsvert sterri en forkonnun hafdi gefid hugmynd um.
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Rustin var 5.50 x 5.50 metrar a0 ummali og prih6lfa. Nyrst var eitt stort holf 2 x 3
metrar. Sydst voru tvd samliggjandi holf, svipud ad sterd, 1x 2 metrar ad innanmali

og voru pau adskilin af litlum gardi. Veggir rustarinnar voru byggdir Ur torfi og grjoti.

Innan i nyrsta holfinu var ljosbrunt, blandad torflag med steinum [5] og var pad
hrun Gr veggjum. Svipad lag var innan i hinum hélfunum [10], [11]. Yfir pessum

16gum sast gjoskulagid H-1300 og hefur husid pvi verio fallid saman fyrir pann tima.

Eftir ad torthrunid hafoi verid fjarlegt kom 1 1jo0s svart kolalag [12], [14] sem nadi
naerri pvi yfir allt nyrsta holfid ad innan og 14 pad ofan 4 veggnum sunnanmeginn.
Lagid var mjog pykkt og leit ut fyrir ad pvi hafi verid hent inn i ristina en ekki ad pad
vaeri ummerki um bruna 4 stadnum. Undir pessu efni var samanpjappad jardlag [16]
og svipadi pvi til golfs. Ekki var talid ad petta lag hafi verid golfid sem tilheyrdi
byggingunni sjalfri heldur hafi pad myndast eftir ad heett hafi verid ad nota
bygginguna pvi undir pvi var torfblandad lag [21] sem liklega hefur myndast vid hrun

ur veggjum byggingarinnar.

Undir torflaginu var pykkt kolalag [22] og undir pvi var litid eldstedi [23]. Eins og
med efra kolalagid [12] var ekki haegt ad sjd samhengi 4 milli pessara jardlaga og
byggingarinnar og er sennilegt ad eldstedid hafi verid byggt innan i rastina eftir ad

hatt hafi verid ad nota hana.

Undir kolalaginu var svo graleitt samapjappad lifreent torflag [31] sem nadi upp ad
veggjunum nordan, sunnan og austanmegin en for undir vegginn vestanmeginn. Petta
lag var ad 6llum likindum golf mannvirkisins. Undir pvi var svo 6hreyfour jardvegur

[32].

Innan i badum hoélfunum sydst & uppgraftrarsvaedinu var torthrun [18,15], [20] og
voru pessi 16g mjog svipud peim sem voru ofar [10] og [11]. Undir pessum jardlogum
var svo pykkt, lifrent, samanpjappad torflag [33] og undir pvi var 6hreyfour jardvegur
[32].

Veggir elsta mannvirkisins voru byggdur ur torfi [30]. [ torfinu var mikid af
landnédmsgjosku og engin énnur gjoska var synileg i elstu torfveggjunum. Upphaflega
hafdi nyrsta holf byggingarinnar verid sterra, 3 x 2.50 metrar en einhverra hluta
vegna hafdi pad verid minnkad og veggur [29] ur torfi og grjoti byggdur ofan i holfid
vestanmegin. Sydri hluta mannvirkisins hafoi ekki verid breytt en svo virtist sem ad

grjoti hafoi verid beett vid torfveggina.
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A 6llu uppgraftrarsvaedinu sast landnamsgjoskan einungis i torfi en vid uppgroft
fyrir utan vestari vegginn sast landnamslagio ohreyft rétt undir veggnum. Nedsti hluti
veggjanna var ljosbrunt jardlag blandad H3 gjosku. begar byggingin var fyrst reist
hafdi verid grafid innan ur henni og sidan veggir byggdir ofan 4 uppkastio fra
uppgreftrinum. betta svipar mjog til pess sem sést hefur & Hofstédum par sem ad neer

allar byggingarnar, badi skalinn sjalfur og adrar byggingar, voru nidurgrafnar.

A pessum gognum var svo hagt ad setja upp byggingarskeid fyrir mannvirkid a

sveoi E.

1.  Mannvirkid var ekki lengur i notkun. Liti0 eldstedi byggt innan i rustinni og

toftin sidar notud til ad henda rusli i (13. 61d?).

2. Eldra mannvirkid lagfert og nyrsta holfid minnkad. Steinum og torfi med

1300 gjosku baett vid veggina (12. 61d?).
3. Bygging elsta mannvirkisins (10.-11. 61d?).

A svaedi E var jardvegurinn mjog lifreenn og hafdi mjog hatt ph stig. Af pessum
sokum vardveittust bein mjog illa. I ner 61lum tilfellum sast eingéngu méta fyrir peim
og ekki reyndist unnt ad taka pau upp. Somu sdgu var ad segja i peim jardlogum sem

voru sigtud ad engin bein fundust i peim.

Einungis tveir gripir fundust vid uppgroftinn, mannbroddur ur jarni og litill
opekktur jarnhlutur. Asteda pess ad svo fair gripir fundust ma eflaust rekja til edlis
byggingarinnar sem var sennilega 1itid utihis og pvi var ekki ad buast vid mérgum

gripum.

Logun og gerd byggingarinnar benda helst til pess ad hun hafi verid 1itid fjarhus.
Sy0st eru tvo holf med gardi 4 milli og nyrst steerra holf. Ytri veggir mannvirkisins
eru meiri um sig en veggurinn 4 milli holfanna tveggja sydst i mannvirki E. betta
bendir til pess ad veggurinn & milli holfanna hafi ekki verid byggdur i peim tilgangi ad
bera punga, heldur haft annan tilgang. Pvi ma draga pa alyktun ad i steerra holfinu
hafi verid geymt hey en kindur hafdar i sydri holfunum tveimur og gardurinn & milli

holfanna hafi verid garoi.

2.2 Sveedi B

A svadi B var toft vestan vid tingardinn og myndadi tungardurinn eystri vegg

toftarinnar. Eins og 4 fyrra svadinu var notast vid grofu vid ad fjarleega yfirbordslog.
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Mannvirkid var 68 metra nordur af svaedi E og var 6 metrar 4 breidd og 9 metrar a4

lengd ad innanmali.

Eftir ad yfirbordslag hafoi verid fjarlegt kom 1 1j6s dokkbrin fokmold u.p.b. 20 —
50 sm pykk [7]. Nedst i pvi lagi var 1477 gjoskulagid og 14 pad yfir allri rustinni [8].
Undir gjéskulaginu var dokkbrin fokmold [9] svipud jardlagi [7] og var hun einnig 30
— 50 sm pykk. Eins og & svadi E saust slitrur af H-1300 gjoskulaginu i jarolagi [9] og

virtist pad einnig liggja yfir allri rastinni.

Hegt var ad rekja
jarolag [9] allsstadar a
uppgraftrarsvedinu baeodi
utan og innan rustarinnar.
Fyrir utan rustina, vestan
og nordanmegin, var
torfblandad lag [28] en
austanmegin var einungis

grafid ofan 4 tingardinn

pannig ad ekki var hagt

a0 rekja bad lag peim —Mynd 3. Svaoi B. Nordurgafl ristarinnar.

megin rustarinnar. Petta torfblandada lag hefur liklega myndast vid hrun ar veggjum.
Upp ad 6llum veggjunum ad innanverdu var ljésbrun fokmold [24] sem var pykkust

vid veggina en pynntist Ut er naer dré midju rustarinnar.

Undir fokmoldinni var pykkt forsdgulegt gjoskulag [27]. Gjoskulagid var svo
samanpjappad og jarnrikt ad ekki var haegt ad grafa i gegnum pad med murskeid. Vid
byggingu mannvirkisins var grafid nidur & petta forsdgulega gjoskulag og pad notad
fyrir golf i mannvirkinu 4 medan pad var i notkun. { gegnum tidina pjappadist pad
saman og lifreen efni blondudust pvi. Vid petta péttist pad og jarnrikt vatn sem siadist
i gegnum efri jardlogin atti ekki greida leid i gegnum gjoskulagid. Jarnid sat eftir og
med timanum myndadi pad gegnheila jarnponnu sem nadi yfir alla rustina ad

innanverou.

Veggir mannvirkisins [26] voru hladnir ur grenleitu torfi og var landnamsgjoska i
pvi. Veggir voru ur svipudu torfi og veggir mannvirkisins 4 svadi E. Vestan og

nordanmegin voru veggir mjog punnir, u.p.b. 50 sm pykkir. Austanmegin myndadi
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tungardurinn vegg mannvirkisins og var hann u.p.b. 100 sm pykkur peim megin. Eins
og rastin & svaedi E var byggingin grafin nidur i gegnum ljésbriina 6hreyfoa mold med

H3 gjosku og veggir byggdir a skurobakkanum.

Engir gripir né dyrabein fundust 4 svedi B. A nokkrum stédum sast mota fyrir
beinum en pau voru svo illa farin ad ekki reyndist unnt ad vardveita pau. Engin merki

um stodir saust & svaedi B og er pvi liklegt ad rustin sé af heygardi.

Nidurstédur. Nidurstédur rannsoknarinnar benda til pess ad rastin 4 svaedi E séu af
fjarhusi. betta fjarhus hafdi tvo byggingarstig og benda gjoskuldg til pess ad husid
hafi verid byggt 16ngu fyrir 1300. Byggingunni var sidar breytt og er liklegt ad hun
hafi ekki verid notud sem fjarhus lengi eftir ad hun var lagferd.

Eftir ad byggingin hafdi hrunid ad mestu leyti var nyrsti hluti hennar notadur i
Opekktum tilgangi. Pad hefur sennilega verio 4 13. 6ld sem litid eldstedi var byggt
innan i nyrsta holfinu og sidar var svo rusli hent innan i hana. Pad bendir til busetu &
stadnum en ekki er vist ad s buseta hafi verid arid um kring pegar par var komid

sogu.

Byggingin 4 svedi B er sennilega rtst heygards. Yfir gélfinu var pykk fokmold og
ofarlega i henni var greinilega H-1300 gjoskan in situ sem bendir til pess ad hett hafi

verid ad nota heygardinn fyrir 1300.

Heygardurinn er byggdur utan i tingardinn og myndar tingardurinn eystri vegg
heygardsins. Tungardsveggurinn er mun breidari en heygardsveggirnir ad sunnan og
vestan. Erfitt er ad segja til um hvor var byggdur 4 undan og er liklegt ad gardarnir

tilheyri sama byggingarskeidinu og hafi verid reistir nokkurn veginn 4 sama tima.
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4. Kort og teikningar

Svaedi B

Svaed A
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Pjcdvegur 1 N

Kort 1. Kort yfir uppgraftarsvedin og bajarstedi Steinboga.
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Teikning 1. Fyrsta byggingarstig fjarhussins 4 svedi E, um 950-1250

Teikning 2. Annad byggingarstig fjarhtssins 4 svadi E, um 1250-1320.
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Heyqardur
Tungardur

4+,

Y560
x504

Teikning 3. Svadi B. Heygardur vid tungardinn vestanmegin, um 1000-1250.

Prufuhola

Teikning 4. Svadi E vid lok uppgraftrar.
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Kdonnunarskurdur

T +Y56{}

x500

Teikning 5. Svadi B vid lok uppgraftrar.
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5. Toflur

NUmer Sveedi Lysing Dagsetning
1 E Yfirbordslag 21.8.2002
2 E Dokkbran fokmold. 21.8.2002
3 E Svart gjéskulag/K 1477. 21.8.2002
4 E Dokk brun fokmold yfir 6llu uppgraftrarsveedinu. 21.8.2002
5 E Hrun ar stein og torfveggjum. 21.8.2002
6 B Yfirbordslag a sveedi B sama og 1. 22.8.2002
7 B Dokk bran fokmold. 22.8.2002
8 B Svart gjéskulag/K 1477. Sama og 3. 22.8.2002
9 B Dokk bran fokmold 22.2.2002
10 E Dokk brant jarélag. 23.2.2002
11 E Torfhrun. 24.8.2002
12 E Kolalag. 25.8.2002
13 E Dokk brant hrunlag. 26.8.2002
14 E Kola og méoskulag undir lagi 12. 26.8.2002
15 E Hrunlag. 26.2.2002
16 E Golfkennt lag. 26.8.2002
17 E Blandad torflag (hrun). 26.8.2002
18 E Dokk brant hrunlag med kolaleifum. 26.8.2002
19 E Brant lifreent lag. 26.8.2002
20 E Lj6s brant blandad lag. 26.8.2002
21 E Blandad lag i nordurhluta mannvirkisins. 28.8.2002
22 E Kolalag ofan & eldsteedi.. 29.8.2002
23 E Eldsteedi. 29.8.2002
24 B Dokk bran fokmold upp ad veggjum. 24.8.2002
25 B Lj6s brun/hvitt jardlag ofan & tangardsveggnum. 24.8.2002
26 B Greenleitt torf/veggur.. 25.8.2002
27 B Svart samanpjappad gjoskulag/golf. 29.8.2002
28 B Blandad greent/brant lag fyrir utan veggina. 29.8.2002
29 E Steinveggir/ vidgerd a eldri byggingu. 29.8.2002
30 E Torfveggir/ upphafleg bygging. 29.8.2002
31 E Golflag i nordurhluta mannvirkisins. 29.8.2002
32 E Ohreyfdur jardvegur & sveedi E. 29.8.2002
33 E Lifreent, torfblandad lag (golf) i sudurhluta mannvirkisins. 29.8.2002
34 B Ohreyfdur jardvegur & sveedi B. 29.8.2002

Tafla 1. Listi yfir jardlagaeiningar & svedum E og B.
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Tafla 2. R60 jardlagaeininga 4 svaedi E.
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Tafla 3. R0 jardlaga eining 4 svaedi B.

NUmer  Sveedi
1E
2E
3E

4E
5E
6E

Hnit

501/500
501/500
501/500

500/500
500/500
500/500

Tafla 4. Synaskra.

Magn
1 fata.

1 poki.
1 poki.

1 poki.
1 poki.
2 fotur.

Lysing.

4
5
7
6

3

Kolalag [12]
Kola/méodskulag [14]
Golflag [16]

Blandad lag med kolum

[18].

Kolalag [22]
Golflag [31]

39

Dagsetnin

g

25.8.2002
26.8.2002
26.8.2002

26.8.2002
26.8.2002
27.8.2002

Hvert tok.
AS
AS
AS

SP/GAG
SP/GAG
GAG



Magniis A. Sigurgeirsson:

Gjoskulagagreining

Gjoskuldg voru konnud i tengslum vid fornleifarannsoknir &4 Steinboga i Laxardal,
Sudur-bingeyjarsyslu 7. og 29. agust 2002.

Greining gjoskulaganna byggir 4 fyrri gjoskulagarannséknum & Nordur- og
Nordausturlandi (Sigurdur Porarinsson 1968, Gudrin Larsen 1982, 1984, 1992, Arni
Einarsson o.fl. 1988, Karl Gronvold o.fl. 1995, Magntis A. Sigurgeirsson 1998,
Magnis A. Sigurgeirsson o.fl. 2002). Pau gjoskuldg sem best nytast vid
aldursgreiningu fornleifa i Myvatnssveit og nagrenni eru: Landnamslag frd pvi um
870 e.Kr., V~950, H-1104, H-1158, H-1300, V-1477 (einnig nefnt “a-lagio”) og V-
1717.

Nidurstodur gjoskulagagreiningar eru syndar 4 mynd 1.
Meld voru prju snid vid bajarsteedio 4 Steinboga (snid I-I111 4 mynd 1).

Snid | (“section I” & vinnuteikningu): 1 snidinu komu fram mannvistarlog eldri en
gjoskulagio V-1477. Nedan gjoéskulagsins, nidur ad Landnamssyrpunni (LNS), er um
40 sm pykkt lag af torfblandadri mold, sennilega torfhruni. Gjoskulagid H-1158 er i
torfhruninu, um 12 sm ofan vid LNS. [ Landnamssyrpunni eru alls fjogur dokk
gjoskulodg, tvo graenleit efst og sidan tvo svort nedar. Efsta lagid i1 syrpunni er ad

Ollum likindum gjéskulagid V~950.

Snid 1l (tungardur, “section V” & vinnuteikningu): 1 skurdi sem grafinn var i
tungardinn, p.e. innri gardinn, sast gloggt ad gjoskulagid H-1300 liggur par yfir hann.
Um 7 sm bil er & milli gjoskulagsins og torfsins sem bendir til ad gardurinn sé fra pvi

alllongu fyrir 1300.
Snid 11l (bzjarholl, “section IV” 4 vinnuteikningu): [ bajarholnum eru

mannsvistarlog sem eru eldri en gjoskulagio H-1300. Par mé einnig sja gjoskulagio H-

1158 1 mannvistarlagi, sem bendir til busetu baedi fyrir og eftir 1150. Nedst er um 34
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sm pykkur torfstabbi sem hefur i sér slitrur af LNS. Greinilegur nidurgroftur er i
bajarhdlnum, en neesta gjoskulag nedan torfsins er Hekla-3 sem er um 2900 ara

gamalt.

A svadi E sast ad byggingaleifarnar eru eldri en gjoskulagid H-1300. I veggjum
fjarhtissins er torf sem hefur 1 sér slitrur af dokkgrau gjoskulagi. Nedan
fjarhussgolfsins tekur vid pykkt lag af annars konar torfi, par sem LNS er mest
aberandi. Likist petta torf mjog torfinu i 10. aldar byggingum 4 Hofstodum og i
Sveigakoti, par sem LNS er mjog aberandi. Er pvi ekki 6sennilegt ad petta torf sé af

likum aldri, p.e. fré seinni hluta 10 aldar.

{ ljosi gjoskulagaathugana ma draga pa alyktun ad buid hafi verid a Steinboga fra 11.

61d, jafnvel seinni hluta 10. aldar, fram 4 13. 6ld.
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Orri Vésteinsson

English summary

This report contains the results of fieldwork conducted in 2002 on the site of
Steinbogi, in Myvatnssveit, NE Iceland. A part of the site was threatened by

imminent roadworks and the investigation involved two stages.

First the archaeological potential of the threatened part of the site was assessed
using surface modelling, geophysical prospection and tactical trenching. Surface
modelling and geophysical prospecting confirmed the anomalous nature of earthworks
previously identified as archaeological features but did not find avidence for further
structural remains. Three trenches uncovered structural remains: a field boundary
built after c. 950 and before 1158 in trench I, and building remains, ruined before

1300 in trenches II and V (areas E and B respectively).

After the archaeological nature of the anomalies in areas E and B had been
confirmed it was decided to undertake excavations of these as they were due to
disappear under the new road. In area E a part of a building, divided in three cells
was uncoverd. This building, believed to have been built in the 10" or 11 centuries,
was altered slightly at one point and is suggested to have been a sheep shed. After its
abandonment and partial collapse a small fire place was built in the ruin and it was
partially filled with rubbish — suggesting continued occupation of the site. This
occupation had however ceased by 1300 when a tephra layer sealed the deposits. In
area B a simple structure, interpreted as a hay enclosure was excavated. This had also

fallen into disuse before 1300.

As a part of the Landscapes of settlement project the small farm mound at
Steinbogi (not threatened by construction work) was investigated with limited
excavations. The farm mound trenches confirmed the picture of Late-Viking age to
high-medieval occupation and abandonement prior to 1300. This is also supported by
radiocarbon dates of animal bones from the farm mound midden. The farm mound
investigations are reported in a separate publication (Thomas H. McGovern 2003:

‘Midden Investigations at Steinbogi — field report.”)
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