


























ger mængden af kendte oldtidsminder i det tilstødende åbne land. Dette 
kan dog ikke aflæses af herredsberejsningsoptegnelserne. Undersøgelserne 
i Århusskovene har nemlig vist, at optegnelserne fra dette område er 
yderst mangelfulde. Selv når der ses bort fra anlægstyper, som normalt 
ikke blev registreret under berejsningerne, er der siden berejsningstids
punktet sket en betragtelig vækst i antallet af registrerede oldtidsminder, 
nemlig fra 28 til I 04. Det skal bemærkes, at de nyregistrerede anlæg ikke 
blot består af uanselige gravrøser o.l., men også omfatter markante grav
høje og storstensgrave. 

Da undersøgelsesresultater fra andre skovområder har vist, at der også 
her findes mange uregistrerede oldtidsminder (21), må det formodes, at 
de gamle skove i landet som helhed rummer betydelig flere forhistoriske 
anlæg, end det fremgår af berejsningsoptegnelserne. Forklaringen herpå 
kan være, at berejserne især har haft deres opmærksomhed rettet mod det 
åbne land, hvor fortidsminderne jo var mest truede. Da skovområder som 
bekendt kan være svære at overskue og dertil ofte er temmelig uvejsomme, 
kan en medvirkende årsag endvidere ligge i det praktiske forhold, at iagt
tagelserne snarere blev gjort fra hestevogn end til fods! 

SUMMARY 

Prehistoric Monuments in the Århus Forests 

In Denmark, prehistoric monuments, especially barrows, megalithic graves and other 
grave structures, traditionally play a major part as source material in connection with 
prehis toric settlement research ( 1). 

It has, however, long been recognized that the extant monuments constitute only a 
small part of the original number. Although it must be assumed that destruction started in 
antiquity, it is judged to have been greatest during the last 200-300 years (2). 

This destruction led in 1807 to the setting up of Den kongelige Commission til Oldsagers 

Opbevaring ('Royal Commission for the Preservation of Antiquities') and the establishment 
of the present National Museum. As encroachment continued unabated, however, there 
was established in 1847 an lnspectionjo"r de antiquariske Mindesmærkers Bevaring ('Inspectorate 
for the Preservation of Ancient Monuments'), which in 1873 initiated county perambula
tions with a view to nationwide description and mapping of all preserved ancient monu
ments, castle mounds, and the like (3). The reports were collected in the so-called parish 
descriptions, in which the individual monuments are described parish by parish. 

Normally, the parish descriptions are considered fairly complete with respect to the 
occurrence of monuments visible at the time of survey, but in recent years it has become 
apparent that the old forest areas often contain a large number of unrecorded monuments 

(4). 
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This circumstance, which will often be of importance in connection with settlement
historical studies and concomitant analyses of the representativeness of source material, 
will be elucidated in the foliowing on the basis of a concrete example. 

As the old forests are often considered to have afforded protection from the inroads of 
time, the degree to which this holds good, and when and· how any destruction has taken 
place, will also be looked into ( 5). 

In the spring of 1981, Forhistorisk Museum, Moesgård, carried out a complete registra
tion of monuments in the forests south of Århus - a total area of about 1,000 hectares, fig. 2 
(6). This occurred partly for preservation reasons, a large part of the extant monuments 
being threatened by modem forestry practice, and partly in an effort to improve the 
information available to the public. 

After initial archive study, a systematic reconnaissance of the forests took place in early 
spring, when visibility is optimal and the forest floor most bare. 

According to criteria the validity of which has been confirmed by several excavations in 
the area of study, the prehistoric monuments were placed in the foliowing categories, 
which were further defined (7): I. megalithic graves, 2. round barrows, 3. long barrows, 4. 
grave mounds, 5. other grave structures, 6. ancient fields, 7. ridged fields, 8. clearing 
mounds and 9. sunken roads. 

In addition, various cultural remains mainly from more recent time were mapped, 
including vestiges of forestry, hunting, fishing raw material extraction and use of water 
power (8). 

At the time of writing, a total 251 prehistoric monuments have been registered in the 
Århus forests. Only 28 of these had been recorded during the county perambulations. In 
the intervening period up to the systematic forest reconnaissance in 1981, a further 37 
monuments were recorded, fig. 3-5. 

As the diagram fig. 3 shows, a major part of the 186 newly registered prehistoric 
monuments consists of types of structures which were not recorded during the county 
survey (ancient fields, ridged fields, clearing mounds and sunken roads). But apart from 
the ancient fields, most of these are from historical times. 

Looking at the prehistoric grave structures alone, it is apparent, however, that here too, 
there has been a major increase in relation to the registrations of the county survey. Of the 
76 newly recorded structures, 26 have been recorded in connection with various investiga
tions carried out within the last 25 years (9-10). 

The results of the recent survey of the Århus forests do not support the view that the old 
forest has afforded especial protection to the ancient monuments from the encroachments 
of time and should thus give a true picture of the original concentration of.ancient monu
ments in the Danish landscape. 

In the Århus forests, this picture has been disturbed by the older lron Age's and recent 
times' relatively extensive cultivation, fig. 2 and 5; neither has the stone-plundering and 
similar activities of various times left many of the preserved monuments intact. 

Although a certain part of the ancient monuments in the Århus forests have thus been 
destroyed, it must at the same time be remarked that the numbers still extant greatly 
exceed the numbers of known monuments in the contiguous open country. But this can not 
be elicited from the county records. lnvestigations in the Arhus forests show that the 
registrations from this area are rather deficient. Even when types of structures which were 
not normally recorded during the survey are left out of account, a considerable increase in 
the number of recorded monuments has occurred since the perambulation, from 28 to 104, 
and it should be remarked in this connection that the newly recorded structures comprise 
not only inconspicuous grave mounds and the like, but also conspicuous barrows and 
megalithic graves. 
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As investigations in other forest areas have also y ielded many unrecorded ancient 
monuments (21), it must be supposed that the old forest areas in the country as a whole 
contain considerably more prehistoric structures than the perambulation reports show. 
The explanation may be that those involved had their attention directed particularly to 
the open country, where monuments were most vulnerable. As it is difficult to see the wood 
for the trees in forest areas, which can be rather inaccessible, too, a contributory factor 
may have been the faet that the observations were also made more from a horse-drawn 
carriage than on foot! 

NOTER 

Jesper Laursen 
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