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Summary

This report outlines the research that was conducted over the course weeks in June

2009 The basis for this research was derived from a survey in 2008 aéttir (sheep folds

using a Differential Global Positioning System (DGHR)ur sites were trenched to ascertain
their age, and in addition a further ten sites: five were surveyed using both a standard field
record and five using a DGPS. A discussiontimetpto the location oféttir, their internal
architectural and spatial organisation and the temporality oféttie in relation to their use

and abandonment.
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I ntroduction

This report is the second in a series relating to the archaeological investigations taking place
around Myvatn in relation to sheep folds (iskt) specifically, but not exclusively, those
associated with the seasonal gathering and sorting of sheep Heomgrazing areas. The
projects general aims are to elaborate further the practices involved, and in partocular for this
report, monument biographies i.e. chronologies, adaptations and uses.

Réttir are seasonally used monuments to sort sheep after wriléctm thegrazing aream
late summer and autumn (r8Eptember). They were and continue tousedtoday as
gathering placesiot only for animals (sheep or horsds)t alsofor whole communities
consequentlyghe monuments are the venue géomajor soial eventin the seasonal calendar
that combines many facets of rural livin@uring the winter months, however, these
monuments are exposed to low levels of entanglesignthe community whora abided to

maintain the monuments in preparation for thet serting.

Figure 1. Pictorial representation offeep being driven down from the highlaridthe area of grazing to the
lowlandi the place of the réttir (Gongur og rét{ivol II) 1949: frontspiece)



The main focus for the report is on the monument itdalft as it has been suggested this
aspect oféttir is butone parof a wider study on the landscape setting of these monuments in
association with the routes of movement to and from the grazing arddsran zongthe
central place of dwelling). In particular, this study is situated within a general concern linked
to understanding further themporality of the landscape with respect to its grazing strategies.
Essentially, what is being conducted imadscape archaeology wttir and the movement of
animalsto and from the grazing areas, noting the way in which the landscape is perceived and
understood through the practice of sorting and gathefjialyskil) and if the strategies of use
change overtime, and contextually, what affect this has on the environment and the
perception of the landscapEhere is a focus both on theditional accounts of the practice
and monuments fromhistorical sources relatingo fjallskil, as well as on innovative
approaches to its study from an archaeological perspeciivis involves a landscape
archaeologyorientation, framed by archaeological field surveyfarnleifaskraning and

excavation.
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Figure 2. Hlidarétt, Reykjahlid, Skutustadarhreppirrows represent the movemensbgepnto and out of the

monument



The focus on theéttir are an important part of ¢hgeneralstudy on grazing practices in
Icelandfor several reason3heréttir are a mateal form that stands fothe relationship that

farm communities have with landscagea grazing resource; that is to say thatrtteument

is a mirror ofthe attentiveness that communities have towards the organisation of landscape
use This is seerthrough the way in which this resourisemanage@ndsharedand how it is
implemented in practiceThis material relationship is expressed in several whysugh the

rétt: throughthe location of the monument with respect to the grazing areas andrithe fa
zone;the spatial organisatiorithin the monument itself; and the temporality (the expansion
and contraction of the monument) seen through the lens of architecture (i.e its construction
form). This short study and report are a start to understandiagriore concrete ways eh

material relationships with respect to the temporality of the monument.

Theréttir monumentsre composed of three elements: the individual farm chan(dtiéaur),

as well as a central enclosyemeningu) and onoccasionsan outer enclosure. Thailkur

are attached to the central enclosure by aghieh provides access to and from the central
area The spatial form of thééttir, particular those surveyed for this study, suggests a number

of architectural variations, fromsircular and curvilinear forms, to rectangular and square
forms, to more organic and amorphic@ms; the study areas has examples of each of these
forms The réttir also come in a variety of sizes, but what may be important in analysing the
relationship between farming communities, the animals and the landscape is the size of the
central area within theétt and the outer enclosure (if there is oimejelation to doumented

or archaeological derivations of sheep numbers for a particular period of time



Archaeology andréttir?

There are several aspectsréftir which are interesting for archaeologists. Firstlg patial

layout of thedilkur may reflecttwo inter-related aspects. That there is possible connection
between the directionality and the throtftpw of the movement by sheep from the central
enclosure to thelilkur and out towards the home farmpeactical positioningfor herding

sheep And that the sptial arrangement reflects in the monumesymbolicreflection ofthe
surroundingfarm landscape. Although episodes of reorganization may have occurred, it is
likely that thedilkur were not randomlyallocatedbut mirror a social organization of some

kind. Secondly, the size of thaglkur and their position, as well as the size of the central and
outer enclosures, may indicate the wealth or potential wealth of the districts or farms based on
the number ofinimalsthat it owns. The sizes therefore shouldicate the sheegapacity of

theréttir for the local community.

These two factors are interesting as proxies for the archaeological faunal record indicating
sheep numbers on farms (on a seasonal basis derived from midden layering) and historical
documentary sources that indicate the number of sheep on farm, as inellalges Part of

the study in 2008 was to correlate the potential sheep community from the internal size of the
rétt and to match this, if possible, to the historical or archaeological (NISP) record. However,
the specific archaeological problem remairfsmn the resultan 2008 how to gauge the
relationship between the monument andige ofinternalenclosure as it stands todayas a

visible form as well as through potential phasing of the enclosure through a close examination
of its architecturg with the historical records concerning the number of sheep used by a
community who used and monument at the time of construction. This involved ascertaining
the temporal relationshipetween the monument by establishingtéisninus post querand

correlatng thishistorical sourcesf the same date

The date of construction and the subsequent alterations to a monument (some of which are
visible in the alterations to the spatial form and in the architecture of the construction,
especially wall thickness drindications of abutting walls and changes in alignmai&)then

used to align the archaeological/architectural biographyréft avith its documented histories

that listsheep numbers. In particular, thedlskilbdk contains lists in order of farmbdimili),

with farmers namen@fn), the sheep numbers that have gone to graze to the grazing areas



(fiartala) and the numbers of gathers required for each fgemgamen)t. This research will
essentially test the idea thidie size of the internal enclosarcorrelates tosheepnumbers

Actual numbers of individual sheep from an assemblage thatgdeedocumentary evidence

and correlating these to monuments that date to a similar period is part of the research
question whether there was a communal {asemanagement that includedréttir system,

or whether this was primarily a 1eentury (as has been suggest@mnomena.

Determining the temporal character of te&tir monuments is important not only to ascertain

the date of individual monuments, baiso to the wider system, and ascertaining to what
extent this is the adaption of an earlier system of organising the land. Some indication of land
management is already suggested by the boundary systems which are particularly well
preserved in the nortéast. There is some suggestion that there was a gradual movement of
the réttir in the study area away from the grazing lands; suggesting the proposition that the
earliestrétt are located in the grazing areas, whereas later, perhaps in ti&fientury, the

rétt are located closer towards the farm zone.

Previous work

There has been limited archaeological investigations on important farm and community
monuments in IcelandRéttir are monuments in the sense of being places of habitual and
routine activities on a yearly basis that are imbued with social reproduction at both farm and
community levels. Relatively little is known concerning dalier usagesf réttir, although
severhaccounts indicate that sheep herding and transhumance practices were taking place as
early as the 13 century.However, to what extent a system thé" t@nturysystem thastill
underwrites the presediay system was the same as the one used muchkreaarlas yet
unanswerable. More data concerning the dating and distribution of these sites nkeeds to

researched

To date there has been omlyjewarchaeologicatesearch associated witéttir. The structure
excavated at Hegranesas possibly anothaype of feature, or even smaller type of animal

! Bragi Sigurjénsson 19503pngur og réttirlll bingeyjar- og Malaping.Akureyri: Bokautgafan Nari): 199
201 A reproduction of théjallskilbok which list from 1882 relating to Helgastadarhreppru and Hraunsrétt

2 Arni Einarsson, Oddgeir Hansson and Orri Vésteinsson 200Bxtensive System of Medieval Earthworks in
Northeast IcelandArchaeologia Islandic&: 61-73.



fold/enclosurd Besides the excavations that took place in association with this study, there
was an excavation of a stone budtt in the Blidarhals area in advance of developfnatie
excavations reveatea 17" century enclosure divided into two by a low lying partition wall.
The location of the enclosure suggests thate was no relation between it and the farm zone
with there being no settlement with®® km radius. It is conceivable that the encleswas a
holding pen for sheep being transported across the aivéne neaby ford, though it is

historically considered to beratt.

In terms of archaeological survey there have been two typasiofeologicainvestigations

to date. The firswvhich ispart of the routindornleifaskraningthat occurs district by district.

In areas where there have been survey work all types of rigtitY i essentially a holding
enclosure for animals have beerrecorded, both in the field and througlocumetary
sources. The secormslconnected tthe specific research interest by the applicant in landscape
archaeologypntheresearch of community level pra@gin Icelandonnected tony PhD (at
University of Iceland) orAn archaeology of movemerntam irterested in the community
sheep folds to which sheep were brought from the grazing areas to the farm zone and
separated into farms according to their ear markings. This is in relattbe teanshumance

and herdingracticesrom the Viking to modern daip north east Icelarid

The basis for the curremtrojectis primarily connectedhe second investigation oéttir in

the district of Skuatustadahreppur and linkedresearch in 2068n which five réttir were

measured and surveyed in the field usinDitferential Global Positioning System (DGPS)

This was related to both the applicantés re
with an International Polar Year (IPY) funded projdairfg Term Human Ecodynamics in the

Norse North Atlantic: cass of sustainability, survival, and collapse

% Rescue excavations at Hegranes found a posstileGudmundur Olafsson & Mjoll Snaesdéttir 1976 Rust
HegranesArbok hins islenzka fornleifaféla®75 69-78.

4 Aldred, O 2009Rétt vid BudarhalsvirkjunArchaeological Investigationszornleifastofnun island§S428
09031 Reykjavik.

® Cf Aldred, O 2006Réttir in the landscape. A study on the context of focal points, in J Arneborg and B
Gronnow (eds.Dynamics of Northern Societies. Proceedings of the SIRBO Conference on Arctic and
North Atlantic Archaeology, Copenhagen, May I1Q#th, 2004.Publications from the National Museum.
Studies in Archaeology and History, Vol. 10. Copenhagen. Pp.6352Idred, O & Madson, C 200&Réttir in
the landscape. A dly on the interactions between humans and animals through -&bldemonuments
Unpublished IPY report.

® Aldred & Madson 2008.
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Research and methadogy

The main research goal of theojectbeing reported here are the investigations that continued
the 2008 research but also dechaeologically date several of théttir surveyed in 2008
Trenchesexcavated against the wall i@ttir reveabédan additional level of information about
the date of construction, supportirdpcumentary and oral histories surrounding these
monumentsAs aconsequece furtherknowledgehas beeradded concerning tharigins and
constructionof réttir at the excavated siteAdded to the already extensive archaeological
work in the region, theéttir project islinked to the material on thewider settlement
occupation, environmental change, andahemal husbandry and land management since the
Viking period from researchlreadyconducted in the Myvatn environs by the North Atlantic
Biocultural Organisation (NABO) and Fornleifastofnun islands over the last 15 years.
Furthermore, the research haslediconsiderable knowledge concerning a little understood

important community practice of sheep gatheand sorting.

In general, lte aim of the project vgato measuradditionalréttir with a DGPS in order to get
an accurate measurement of form (endesudilkur, and other features) with which to
compare the animal numbers and farm valdesl secondly, to determine the archaeological
age ofseveral of thanonumentsAs a result it is hoped to reflect on treédtir as proxies for
community sheejgapacdiies with respect to their temporal orderinthe poject also has the
aim toassess the relationship between the spatial layout dfilthe in relation to the farm
landscapgto determine the relationship betwettie material landscape and the symbeolic

mimetic arrangement of théttir.

In addition, Professolan Simpson, as well as Dkmanda Thomsen and Jennifer Brown
(University of Stirling), have beerarrying outresearchon the land degradation and
rangeland gramg strategies in the area. This resedrelps to addressugstiors concerning

the differences in localised farm grazing practices contra to communal based practices, and
timing of réttir as acommunitycentred practice, and how sheilings and communiagigg
practicesoperated side by side. Althdug complicated issy@nd intimately connected to the
dynamic balance between environmental change against estimates in sheep numbers and the
impact of herds on land, this will nonetheless provide an intageatigle of inquirythough

not reported as such here)



Also of particular interesin this study, though not reported heaeethe movement strategies
associated with collecting sheaprh the rangeland pasture areas. In partidghlmovement

from oneréttir to another in communal systems of herding, and transferring of animals from
the réttir to the farm this formsa part ofmy PhD researchFurthermoreréttir acted asa

social gatherindor communities, and were an opportunity for small trade, @&xgés, settling
community matters and much more. In many ways the activities associated (gathering,
sorting, community places, maintenance) wiéttir bonded communities togethieprovided

a year round community focus and therefore are an important aue of research in

understanding the social worlds of past societies and their interactions with envirdnments

Réttir Start date End date
*Kambsrétt or Greenavatnsrétt *Svartarkot ? ?
Réttartangi (Gardsmyrarrétt +) ? ?
Strengjarétt (?Graenavatnsré&78) ? 1905
Selladarétt ? 1910
Gautlandarétt 190911/1912 1933
Baldursheimarétt 1933/1934 in use
* Réttagrund ? ?

* Gaesadalur ? ?
Dalsrétt+ ? 1880
Hlidarétt 1880 in use
Litla Dalsrétt + ? ?
Hlidarendi- ? in use
Lundabrekka ? in use
Viaiker - ? in use
Myri - ? in use
Hallbjarnarétt | ? 1930s
Hallbjarnarétt I+ 1930s ?in use
Kasthvammsrét ? ?
Gamalarétt (Hérgsdalur) ? ?
Litla-Strond- ? ?

Table1. Réttir in the study area and suggested origin and abandonment dates based on documentary and oral
sources. Grouped by commuriitgrazing area Excavation and survey 2008GPS survey 2008009+ Sketch
survey-; * to be surveyed in 201QSvartarkotisme nt i oned a s toGab® tldaned 1880)] a maf f r ®

As a result, two strands of research will take place in connection with the assessment of
grazing strategies anttir monuments at different periods this report, only these are
preliminary thougits In 2008 thelandscapewvas examined in relation tthe location and

spatial organisation aféttir with other features such as topographic features as well as the

" Aldred 2006: 356.
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farm locations from different periodsls® some of theéttir monumentistories, the iternal
spatial organisation and their relationship with the steaggacities inherent iarchitecture of
theréttir were commented offhere are however several difficulties to be overcome.i®ne
to match contemporaneous faunal and historical recordssieep numbers wittihe
monuments themselves. Alaa aim isto correlateafarmd dilkur within therétt to the wider
farm landscapeWithout particular documented exampleewever,this is unlikely to work
and to what extent is likely to have been afixed and determined allocation of space. In
cases where this is arrangement is knoaseassumptioa will be tested boththrough oral
histories and a close inspection of available documentary sources.prbbkamsare being
worked on, but are not presented in this report.

The current project reported herecombinesboth additional survey as well as specific
excavation at four sit&sThe four réttir that excavations took place at wetgveyed using
DGPSin 2008. Thefour réttir are generally rectilinear in shape; twonstructed fromurf
(Sellandaréttand Hallbjarnanarétt) and two made of stone (Hlidarétt and Strengjditett).
work in 2009 usedhtree separatmethods, though their application was dependent on to what
extent they had been investigated (tableThe firstmethodwas a general sketch or written
survey,andeachréttir was surveyed, photographed and a measured sketch plan drawn. This
was carried out at seven siegsplaces being visited for the first tinhe seconanethodwas

a DGPS survey, using similar to technigques as in 200&. dites were surveyed in 2009,
adding to the five already surveyed in 2008ese were generally sites that appeared to had
more than recent histories or could be associateectty with an earlierrétt (e.g.
Hallbjarnanaréttl and II). The third method was excavation, by placing a singkeench
partially into oragainst the walls of theéttir. The sections were drawn and recorded, and
samplesof thevisible tephra in theurf or the gound surface on which thétt was builtwere
taken for analysis. The date of the tephra from below theginedbaterminus post quemtate

for the construction of themonument at this specific location

The area around Lake Myvatn, in $mdringeyarsysla is the case study area for this project.
The modern landscape is relatively diverse, containing an abundance of farms, and improved

locally based grazing areas. Due to volcaagtivity, the landscape is limited to only a few

8 It was intended to excavate at five sites, but the field evidence combined with the recently colldcted ora
testament at Gautlénd suggests a quite specific history ofrétie both in terms of its construction,
abandonment and reason for movement to Baldursheimar in 193BAS8# on a written transcript of an
interview with P6runn Einarsdottir and Jon P&m@sfrom Baldursheimar (2009).



grazing areasone to the south of SkistadircalledMyvatnsheidi- Sudurfrétt,another to the

south and east oReykjahlid called Austurfjall, andanother north of Reykjahlid in
Grimsstadaheidi and Reykjahlidadled Nordurfjall All of these areas arm@ mixture ofdesert

and bare rock, dispersed with patches of vegetation figeee 3). However, in all of these

areas, the environment and vegetation is likely to have tmeathan it is today This is
commented on in thBallskilabok relating to Skitustadarhreppfrom the late19" century,

where it states in antiquity the Sudurafrétt area was used considerably more than it was in the
late 19" century The three areas that have been identified weat/are usedy the local
community and are therefore implicated within this study réttir. The following section
reports the main fieldwork findings.
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Figure3. Sk %t ust aHar hreppurds grazing areas (based on sour

LMi CORINE data). Shows the extent of vegetation cover suitable for sheep grazing and the distribution of réttir

in Skdtustadarhreppur.
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Fieldwork results

Survey

(Small) Dalsrét(601523, 574020)

The site has not been surveyed either
from documentary or fieldsurveylThe
small enclosure in Hlidardalur was

locatedeight hundredmeters east athe

edge of Dalfjall and Namaskardand
Dasrétt The walls of the enclosure
' measuredc. 20m by 8m,and were
constructed from natural lava stone,
gathered from the surrounding lava
outcrops.The rétt was built up against a
natural edge, formed by lava, which
provided a natural wall, although in
places (on the western side) this was
reinforced by a single stone wall. The

constructed part of the enclosure voa

LI stone wide, approximately 0.4m, and
veen built to a height of up to 0.5mAn
Figure 4. Small Dalsrétt (DGPSurvey). entrance was seen centrally located in the
eastern wall.

Hallbjarnanaréttll (576878, 575820)
On the 10th Jue 2009, A DGPS survey of the new (c. 1988} was undertaken. It was

constructed of corrugated iron and wood, with iron brackets and nails. It consisted of 14
dilkur, which opened into a central area, and a enclosure to its east. It was nestleden betwe

a slope and the river.
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Figure 5. (New)Hallbjarnanarétt(DGPS survey)

Like the olderHallbjarnanaréttit was located on the eastern side of the Reykjadalsa. Also
like the olderHallbjarnanaréttit had no entrances out of the rétt from dhil&ur, instead the
sheep was moved out from ttigkur through the central areAlthough therétt was situated
slightly above the flood plain of the river, drainage, like the oltldtbjarnanaréttmay have
been a problem. There was a drainage ditch on the northern edgeétt that was perhaps

constructed in response to this.

Réttir in Bardaldalur

Severaléttir weresketchsurveyedn Bardardalur These included rétt at Hlidendi (568600,
568204)built from corrugated iron and wirkences, with eightlilkur and a central sorting
area and enclosure (all attacheproximately 25m by 30m, and rectangular in shape, with
entrances at its northern end out of the central area, and two further smabl@ces into the
enclosure in south end on the east and west sBlgalfandafljét (river) was located fifty

meters to the east.
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Figure 6. Rétt at Lundabrekka, lookinmprth-west.

A rétt at Lundabrekka (574222, 551681) wadso surveyed (wooden built with wire fencing)
which was close to the river (on the west) and had dilkur and a partitioned
enclosure/sorting area. It was 40m by 30m, and a divided square isleygehalf for the
enclosure (west side), the other for thikur (east);dilkur were located only on the eastern
side. The enclosure was further partitioned into two half and joined by a gate. Entrances into
the enclosure were from both the north and south ends; and exists outddkuheon the

eastern side, though the two furthermdititur had exists north and south respectively.

Therétt at Vidiker (579673, 547937) was rather large measuring approximately 60m by 50m;
and like the others was square in shape, with a large enclosuatedion the easteand
southern side of thedtt. It had tendilkur that enclosed a central area. It was built from a
combination of corrugated iron, wire fences and wooden posts and is probably relatively
recent in construction and is still, to someestf being used.

14
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Figure 7. Farms and réttir in Bardardalu(and a part of Skatustadarhreppur on the right)th tracks mapped

from the American Military Service maps (c. 1950s).



Péturskirkja,Austurfjall (621229, 574131$p-208:115

The following description oPéturskirkja

Is based orbased on an oral testamdnyt
Snaebjorn  Péturssor{born 1928) (O-
Reykjahlio, 131y, and from a
documentary survey in 1996 and a field
survey in 1999 (isleif accessed
10/02/2010). Although isays very little
about the enclosure, and more about the
structures and ruins which seem to be
fairly late in date (c. 1920spand are

associated with a shelter (BéelahUg.

fiPéturskirkp (1934) er leitamannaskyli i
austanverdu Austaftarauntaglinu, fyrst
byggd 1925, seinast 1953; er kennd vid

Pétur Jonsson, er hbfggingu hennar og

rei sti hanao, segir
Figure 8. Péturskirkja (DGPS survey). Péturskirkia er sunnan pj6dvegar og
liggur pangad slodi nakveemlega 9 km
austur af Dettifossaflegara. Nyrra hus Ur steini, sem stendur vestan gomlu Péturskirkju, sést

ageetlega fra pjooveginum.

Pdénokkur mannvirki eru & sama bletti: llla farid steinhds (1953) er uppi & hraunkambinum en
gamla Péturskirkja um 10 m sudaustur &fladnir veggir hennar standa ad 6llu leyti uppi a
lagum hraunstalli. Dyr & SA horni. 41 umfér af grjoti, torf efst a veggjum. Utanmal er 8

X 5 m og veggir allt ad 1 metri & pykkt. Hladinn stallur upp ad dyrum. Engar hledslur
sjaanlegar innan ggja, botninn er grasi gréinfEngin merki um pak. Skammt austur af er

rétt, ad hluta grjéthladinn gardur i boga med hraunjadrinum en ad 6dru leyti trégirding med
vir. Gardurinn er rimlega 60 m langur og allt ad 1,5 m & haed. Ruma 30 m sudvestur af
hladnakofanum er hesthus. Litur ekki ut fyrir ad vera gamalt en byggt med gamla laginu.
Grjothladnir veggir og tyrft yfir, timburgaflar og barujarnspak. Mal um 15 x 6 m. Dyr a

austurgafli, veggjapykkt ramur metri og 8 umfdr grjéts. Inni er moldargolf ag jét vidi.
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Sunnan og vestan vid hesthudsid eru prju litil og grjéthladin adhold, milli hraunjadars og
hesthisveggja. bPau geetu verid nokkud gomul en virdast einkum pjona sem kamrar ndorgid.
Snaebjorn Pétursson segir ad byrjad hafi verid & gamla hisidu i8&kum Olafs Jonssonar

um Odadahraun eru margar frasagnir af eftirleitum Benedikts SigurjonssonarBejaia,

sem endudu yfirleitt med margra daga hrakningum og lifshaska. | sumum peirra er sagt fra
dvol hans i seeluhdsinu gamla.

Both aDGPS and sketch surveyeve undertaken in AusturfjallThe survey was used to
explore the eastern grazing graacludingthe potentially natural enclosure atddsaborg,
and the shelter, chapel and enclosureétrskirkja.

The enclosure at Péturskjmksuggested two distinct phases in its construction. The first was
built from stone,and the second utilising elements of this had addede recently wire
fencingand wooden postsThere appeared to be remnants of earlier stone walls under the
ground surface that were partially visible as slight earthworks. Ti@ phase stone

construction appeared to be smallean the currently used one.

Figure 9. Péturskirkja enclosure looking nordast.
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A patrticularly interestingdature of the enclosure was the way in which the western side of

the enclosure utilised the lava edge, and in some places it was clear that there had been some
modification enhancing its wallke character. Occasionally on the western side a stone wall

had been built, though in places this showed signs of being unmaintained and in disrepair.
The second phasenclosurevas approximatelg5m by 20m, where as the earlier stone built
enclosure was shorter on its north south axi35m, but a little fuller alang its east west axis

atc. 25m. There were also indications of a stone wall underneath the eastern side which was

currently a wire fence.

Dalsréttand Dalshus (600958, 574613-208:096& Sbh-208:097

The following description of Dalsrétsp208:09§ is based orbased on an oral testaméyt
Armann Pétursso(born 1924) (O-Graenavatn4, O-Gardur: 1516), and from a documentary
survey in 1996 and a field survey in 1999 (isleif accessed 10/02/2010).

fiRast af grjothladinni rétt i Hlidardal, neerri Dalhduswsog® haf a veri ®# | °gH ni
segir i sdguminjaskrdregar komid er yfir Namaskard er Dalfjalli fyltil nordurs & ad giska

1 km.Par eru ruastir a hél, alveg i fjallsrétunum

Réttin enn greinileg. Myndar naestum u kringumHbal (097) og er aftig og mjé.Skiptist i
5 - 6 hOIf og eru tvo peirra synu steerdivd nyrstu holfin eru ofan i dalitlu gili; par er
greinilegt op og hefur liklega verid rekid inn par, enda gilid aga@hald og opid austan

megin.Hvergi sér i grjot i réttinni og hledsleru vidast hvar mjog signar og lagar.

In addition to theétt and enclosure is DalshiSKE-208:097:

fiRUstir i Hlidardal, skammt fyrir noroan Namaditar s agHar hafa veri #® |
s °© g umi nAuatankvid BNamagkard] er dalitil grastorfaarkvoru eitt sinn beitarhus fra
Reykjahlid. beirras j 8§ s t nY engi(@dadaledun la 38 tegar koeid leri ylir
Namaskard er Dalfjalli fylgtil nordurs & ad giska 1 knkar eru rastir a hol, alveg i

fiallsrotunum.
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Figure 10. Dalsrétt and Dalshus, and surrounding enclosure (DGPS survey).
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Mjog groin toft sydst a holnuniAflo ng, snyr fra sudri til nordur€Engar hledslur sjaanlegar
ad innan og lki ljost hvar dyr hafa veridEins konar framlenging ad nordan, geeti verid

hlada. Petta er eina rastin sem fannst & pessum slodum, hugsanlegt er ad pad séu ekki Dalhus.

The Dalsétt was abandoned c. 1880 and was replaced by HlipavBith is south of and

closer to ReykjahlioThere are severdistinct phasef usevisible on the surfacearétt, a

sheep house and an outer enclosure. Although the relationship between them is uncertain, it is
suggested that the sheep housdater than theétt, though there appears to be an earlier
phase below the house (on thast)perhaps relating to theétt or to the mounded area on
which therétt is situated The walls are constructed primarily from stone, as well as turf,
though vegetation now covers it entiréfjhere are leastnineto tendilkur; the discrepancy

is in part due to the later disturbance by Dalshgswell asambiguity that the naturally
forming hollowin the northern part of thett createwhich appear not to have a northern
boundary. Thalilkur arrangement enclosescentral chamberwith an entrancerothe south

side Theréttis approximately 60m by 30mwith its walls standing approximately 0.5m tall

Figure 11. Dalsrétt, looking east.
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A boundary andts projected edge encloses an area approximately 65m by 65m; 42205 m

the western edgéhe boundarys quite clear, thougit is less visible along the southern and
eastern sidesand rather issuggested by the vegetation growth and the sharp boundary
between the it and the sand. Within the enclosure there is a srhallittistructure, c. 4.5m

by 4m. Several tracks converge on the enclosure and Dalsrétt, from the both the north, east
and south

Dalshus is estimated to be 22m by 10m, and encompasses possibly the spacdil&titywo
though there is some uncertaintg@siated with extent of the structure which is interpreted as
a sheep house. The walls are made from turf and stand to a height of about one meter.

Réttartangj Graenavatr(592866, 562587)Sb-203:043)

The following description is based dmased on an okaestamentby Porgrimur Starri
Bjorgvinsson (born 1919 (O-Graenavatni4, O-Gardur: 1516), and from a documentary
survey in 199@nd a fieldsurvey in 1998 (isleif accessed 10/02/2010)

AR®ttartangi . Austast.i t a n g Skilrétt, Myvetaimga adern g u r
fyrr. Samkveemt munnmeelum ... mun han hafa verid i notkun i byrjun 19 aldar og ef til vill
fyrr. Han hefur verid hladin Ur torfi og stadid a vatnsbakkanum. Sést enn greinilega fyrir
réttarveggjum, en synilega hefur vatnid brotidatohlut hennar." segir i érnefnalysingu fyrir

Gard en i 6rnefnalysingu Graenavatns stendur. "Nokkru austar med vatninu gengur annar tangi
fram i vatnid, nefnist Réttartangi. A honum eru réttarteettur. Par mun hafa verid skilarétt til
forna." og ennfremur ehdur. "Torfrista var mjog léleg. Helzt var rist & Réttartanga og
Ytrigrund." Réttartangi er austasti tanginn sem gengur sudur i Graenavatn. Um 1 km sunnan

vid pj6dveginn & vatnsbakka Greenavatns.

Rétt pessi er i 6rnefnaskra baedi talin upp i landi Gard&regpavatns enda er hin nélaegt pvi

ad vera & merkjum. Greenavatn hefur breyst nokkud i aldanna rds og & undanférnum &rum
hefur vatnid brotid sifellt meira land undir sig. Merkin fylgja ekki vatninu heldur linu sem la
pvert milli austurs og vesturs. Réttirsteliklega i landi Greenavatns.parna sjast einnig leifar
réttarinnar pu han sé ad nokkrum hluta horfin i vatnid. Nyrsta holf réttarinnar er alveg heilt og
auk pess sjast merki tveggna annarra holfa sem eru pé ad mestum hluta horfin i vatnid. Ma

gera raod fyir ad ef fram fer sem horfin verdi réttin alveg horfin i vatnid eftir nokkra aratugi.
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Figure 12. Réttartangj Graenavatn (DGPS survey).

Therétt at Graenavatn, is referreditouse in the early fcentury. In that respect fredates

most of the other sites that have been investigated. However, it is badly preserved and is
falling into Greenavatn (lake)ts current dimensions are approximately 35m by 22m, with a
wall height of 0.5m. Theéttis constructed out of turf, and ithe eastern side, where the wall
meets the lake edge, the construction was exposed. The wall consisted of four to five turf
pieces stacked on top of one another sitting on a boggy soil matrix; the turf layers in the wall,
contained a dark black tephraZam thick) and a light grey tephra (2cm thick). It is possible
that the tephras are the 1717 and 1477 tephras which would give a constructiafiedate
1717 (unless the black tephra is the 1477 and the grey the 1300, in which case a post 1477
date).A similar profile was also examined in an exposed part of the seattern corner of
thedilkur. It is likely that this is theétt referred to as being the structure before Strengjarétt
called Gardsmyrarétt6ngur og réttir1950: 135).
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Figure 13. Réttartangi, Graenavatn, looking noriast.

Gamlarétt,Horgsdalur(577982, 562653%P-192:014

The following description is based drased on an oral testameg@-Horgsdalur:6.), and

from a documentary survey in 1996 and a felidvey in 198 (isleif accessed 10/02/2010).

fiVestariAsendi er ordurendinn & VestaBaejaras.Yfir hann allra nordastan liggur Yiri

Asendalag nordur i Myri, og pvert yfir hamdluvert sunnar er Asendalé¥tri 1agin er stut.

Nyrst & VestariAsenda eu gronar rét ar t - f t i r | sem heita Gamlar G
Réttin er um 1 km NNV af beenum, & nordurengsirds, sem er vestn vid baeifNordan vid

pennan stad gengur myrin alllangt til vesturs.

The remnants of theétt are measured @&5m by 9.5m with walls standing to a height of
0.5m. The rétt although mentioned as old @simla- ) is probably aétt used by the local
farm Horgsdalur, rather than being one of the commuagityr that is the main basis for this

study.
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Its relative angjuity might be revealed from
the history associated with the farm. For
examplethe farm was a new foundation in
1825, but is mentioned in 1712 (Jardabodk)
as belonging to the land of Helgstadir. It
was abandoned in 1958 (isleif accessed
10/02/2010). Theres some suggestions that
it was a sheiling site before becoming a
farm in the 19 century, and possiblgrior

to that. There is also a suggestion that it was
farmed in the 1% century (Orri Vésteinsson
pers. comm27/12/2005%.

Figure 14. Gamlarétt, Hérgsdalur (DGPS survey).

It may be that theétt is related to the f®century use of the farm, given the height of the

wal | s, but the r€bédbalsuigg e stcanturd ibat alréatiye ¢ b e
old. Therefore, it is possible that thétt relates to the 4 century usage of the farm, of

which, immediately south there is a badly degraded ruin, and further south toward¥ the 19
century farm, there are remnants of a linear bounfisyociated perhapgith SP192:004)

running against the slope as well as towards the farm, and, in addierstructure (not
surveyed) that is older than the™@ntury
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