


KUML 2000



KUML 2000

Arbog for Jysk Arkzologisk Selskab

With summaries in English

I kommission hos Aarhus Universitetsforlag



Redaktion: Jesper Laursen

Omslag: Louise Hilmar
Korrektur: Anne Lise Hansen
Tilrettelawgning: Narayana Press
Tiyk: Narayana Press

Skerift: Bembo 12/13
Papir: 115 g Arctic Silk

Copyright © 2000 Jysk Arkeologisk Selskab

ISBN 87-88415-08-2
ISSN 0454-6245



Indhold/Contents

Else Roesdahl: Kurt Schietzel — Worsaae-medaillen 1. juni 2000 ...................... 7
Kurt Schietzel — the Worsaae Medal 1st of June 2000 ... ...... ... ... ........ 9
Niels H. Andersen: Kult og ritualer i den aldre bondestenalder ....................... 13
Cult and Rituals in the TRB-Culture ...... ... ... ... i 49

Keld Moller-Hansen og Henrik Hoier: Naes — en vikingebebyggelse
med horproduktion ... L 59

Nas — a Viking Age settlement with flax production ............................. 87

Martin Borring Olesen: Trelleborg eller ej?
— om den skénske trelleborgs tilknytning til de danske ringborge .................. 91

AViking fortress? On the possible connection between the Trelleborg
fortress in Scania and the Danish Viking fortresses .............. ... ... .. ... ... ... 109

Ole Schiorring: En middelalderby forandrer sig

— hovedresultater fra ti drs udgravninger i Horsens ............................... 113

The change of a medieval town

— the main results from a ten-year excavation campaign in Horsens ................. 147
Helle Henningsen: Middelalder i Fjand . ......... .. ... ... ... ... ... .. ........... 151

Medieval Fjand . ... ... .. 196
Ann Bodilsen: Testrup kirke og hospital ........ .. ... .. ... .. oo 199

Testrup Church and Hospital ......... . ... .. ... ... ... .. ............. 234
Hanne Dahlerup Koch: Middelalderens gader ...................................... 239

Medieval Streets .. ... 304

Lis Romer Trier: Lodning med solvsalte

— en hidtil ubeskrevet loddemetode fra oldtiden? ....... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 307

Soldering using nitrate of silver

— A previously undescribed prehistoric soldering method? ........ ... ... .. 312
Anmeldelser ... ... 313
Jysk Arkaologisk Selskab 1998 ... ... . . 367
Jysk Arkaologisk Selskabs skrifter . .......... . 371



Kult og ritualer 1 den aldre
bondestenalder

Af NIELS H. ANDERSEN

Omkring 4.000 f.Kr. skete store @ndringer i det danske omrade, idet man
skiftede fra en jeger-samlerkultur til en bondekultur, hvor man selv pro-
ducerede fodemidlerne. Dette medforte ikke blot dybtgiende @ndringer
1 erhvervskulturen, men ogsa 1 den sociale kultur. Man ser fremkomsten
af spektakulere fund og anleg, der vidner om den betydning, det rituel-
le liv har haft for den tidlige bondekultur.

Tragtbagerkulturen tilhorer den tidligste del af bondestenalderen og
dateres fra 3.900 til 2.800 f.Kr. Geografisk daekker kulturen et omride fra
Holland til Ukraine og fra den centrale del af Tyskland til den centrale del
af Sverige. Som det fremgar af navnet, er Tragtbegerkulturen karakterise-
ret ved lerkar med tragtformet hals. Kulturen er 1 sit store udbredelses-
omride delt op i en razkke regionale grupper, men det folgende omhand-
ler kun Tragtbaegerkulturen i det danske og skandinaviske omrade.

[ Danmark efterfolger Tragtbaegerkulturen jegerstenalderens Ertebol-
lekultur, som var en hejtudviklet jegerkultur, der eksisterede 1 Danmark
med omliggende omrader 1 tiden mellem 5.000 og 3.900 f.Kr. Tragtbae-
gerkulturen blev fulgt af Enkeltgravskulturen omkring 2.800 f.Kr. Tragt-
bagerkulturen har veret genstand for grundige studier, ikke mindst hvad
angar kulturens bopladser, storstensgrave som dysser og jattestuer, samt
offerfundene fra moserne. Som et resultat af mange udgravninger fra
midten af 1950’erne til midten af 1980’erne er det desuden lykkedes at
fi kendskab til en rekke nye anlegstyper, som kulthusene,' stendyngegra-
vene? og Sarupanleggene.® Disse nye anlegstyper er med til at give os et
mere nuanceret billede af den @ldste bondekultur.

Med det formal at opna et mere holistisk syn pa Tragtbagerkulturen,
som 1 det danske omride har efterladt et meget stort fundmateriale, har
man 1 de senere ar iverksat en rekke regionale studier.Ved intensive stu-
dier indenfor mindre omrdder har det varet formalet at anskue kulturens
mange forskellige anlegstyper og fund under ét. Dette er sket med det
righoldige materiale fra oerne syd for Fyn, hvor fundene fra et 485 km?
stort omride er blevet indgiende behandlet.* Med udgangspunkt i mine
egne udgravninger pid Saruppladsen, er der siden midten af 1980’erne
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foretaget lignende regionale studier i et ca. 12 km? stort omride omkring
Sarup, her med det primare formal at na til en bedre forstielse af” Sarup-
pladsernes funktion 1 et regionalt miljo.”

De mange fund fra storstensgravene, fra moserne, fra kulthusene og fra
Saruppladserne har gjort det muligt at fi et indblik 1 Tragtbagerkulturens
kulthandlinger og rituelle liv. I disse dr er der en stigende interesse for de
forhistoriske kulturers ritualer og endog for deres religioner,® og i det fol-
gende skal der gores et forseg pa at vise, hvad man kan 3 ud af det rig-
holdige materiale fra den tidlige del af bondestenalderen.’

Hvordan finder man spor efter
det rituelle liv?

I Danmark er Tragtbagerkulturen inddelt 1 et antal kronologiske perio-
der og et par regionale grupper.® I denne artikel deles Tragtbagerkultu-
ren dog kun 1 tre perioder, der skiller ved 3.500 f.Kr. og 3.200 f.Kr. Dis-
se tre perioder vil 1 det folgende blive gennemgaet med sarlig henblik pa
spor efter formodede rituelle aktiviteter. For at kunne udfere disse studi-
er at det rituelle liv er det nedvendigt forst at skille det materiale fra, der
kan formodes ikke at reprasentere rituelle handlinger, nemlig materiale
der viser hen til dagligdags aktiviteter, f.eks. et bopladsmateriale. Det re-
sterende materiale kan dernzst undersoges for, om det reprasenterer spor
efter mulige rituelle aktiviteter.

[ et tidligere arbejde” er en boplads, efter inspiration fra andre publika-
tioner,'" defineret som et sted, hvor folk tilbragte natten, tilberedte og
spiste fode samt producerede og brugte redskaber. I det arkeologiske
fundmateriale vil ideelt set et sidant bopladsmateriale vise sig som fund
efter huse eller hytter, ildsteder og forradsgruber, samt affald fra redskabs-
fremstilling og -brug (f.eks. megen flintaftald — mindst 12 stykker — 1 for-
hold til flintredskaber), et varieret udvalg af redskaber, skir fra lerkar med
forskellige funktioner (til opbevaring, kogning, drikkelse etc.), fa hele ler-
kar, spor efter fode (f.eks. knogler fra dyrs kedfulde dele) samt eventuelt
kvarnsten, hvis bopladserne har tilhort et bondefolk. I andre omrader og
kulturer ma man naturligvis anvende andre definitioner pa et bopladsma-
teriale. Ud fra disse kriterier er det naturligvis interessant at studere det
materiale, der si ikke er et bopladsmateriale, f.eks. de tilfelde, hvor der er
en fundkollektion af hele lerkar, hele flintokser eller mange flintredska-
ber, men intet eller naesten intet flintaftald. Af szrlig interesse er fund, der
ogsa indeholder menneskeknogler, enten som hele skeletter eller kun som
enkeltknogler. Med menneskeknogler 1 fundbilledet skal man undersoge,
om der kan vere tale om et begravelsesfund, som det bl.a. vil vere tilfel-
det, hvor en eller flere “verdifulde” genstande/oldsager ligger ved liget.
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Hvis sidanne verdifulde genstande ligger sammen, men uden spor af et
lig, kan der vare tale om et depot- eller votivfund.! Man kan dog ogsi
have anleg, der ligner begravelser, f.eks. aflange, mandsstore nedgravnin-
ger, som indeholder hele, vardifulde genstande, men er uden spor efter et
lig. I sadanne tilfzelde taler man som regel om en kenotaf eller en symbol-
grav, som kan udgore et stor antal af anleeggene pi nogle pladser.!?

Gennem ombhyggelige analyser af det materiale, der ikke kan tolkes
som rester efter en boplads, kan man opdage fund, fundsammenhaenge og
anleg, der ma vise hen til det rituelle liv. Ved at udfere sidanne analyser
accepterer man ogsa, at de forhistoriske kulturer gjorde brug af ritualer
med det formél bl.a. at kommunikere med overnaturlige krefter."® For at
kunne udskille rituelle fund og anleg er det nedvendigt at analysere hele
fundkomplekser og deres sammensetning. I det folgende vil der blive
fremdraget fund og anleg, der kan formodes at have veret benyttet 1
Tragtbaegerkulturens rituelle liv.

Ritualer 1 den xldre del af
Tragtbagerkulturen

Af Tragtbaegerkulturens tre perioder ser man 1 den tidligste (3.900-3.500
t.Kr.) en @ndring af Ertebellekulturens skovlandskab til et mere dbent
landskab'* med relativt sma bopladsenheder placeret pa flade, let sandede
omrader med let adgang til vand, enge og skov. Eksistensgrundlaget an-
dredes langsomt fra en jeger-samlerkultur til en bondekultur.’® Fund af
pollen, der indikerer grasning og korndyrkning, fund af knogler fra tam-
dyr som kvag, svin og fir/ged, aftryk af korn 1 lerkar samt bopladsernes
placering, indikerer en begyndende bondekultur med labilt landbrug, der
ofte skiftede til nye omrader. Dyrkningen synes at vaere foregiet 1 sma
ryddede parceller 1 skoven, hvor man har afbraendt bundvegetationen.
Mellem store traeer og sten har man med gravestok bearbejdet jorden og
saet korn. Begravelser skete, som 1 Ertebollekulturen, 1 jordfaestegrave un-
der flad mark,'® men der blev ogsa anlagt store gravmonumenter af lang-
hoje med komplekse strukturer og med gravanleg for et eller flere in-
divider."”” Nar den ostlige ende af disse langheje findes der ofte klare spor
efter offerritualer, hvor lerkar er placeret op ad store egestolper, der er
blevet breendt.'® I vidomriderne foregik der ritualer i forbindelse med
ofringer af lerkar, flintekser samt dyre- og menneskeknogler.!”

Nogle af disse fund 1 vadomrader optrader 1 forbindelse med decide-
rede konstruktioner. P4 Sjalland kender man til fire af den type anleg,®
mest kendt er fundet fra Salpetermosen i Frederiksborgomridet.?! Her
fandt man 1 1946 et tykt lag kvas og grene stottet af lodrette pzle. Dette
lag havde en udstrekning pa 10X22 m og 1a ved stenalderens mosekant.
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Pa og 1 laget fandt man adskillige lerkar, flintokser og dyreknogler. Der-
imod fandt man ikke flintaffald og lerkarskar, der kunne repraesentere et

bopladsfund.

Ritualer 1 den mellemste del af
Tragtbegerkulturen

[ Tragtbaegerkulturens mellemste periode (3.500-3.200 f.Kr.) ser man
store @ndringer 1 det arkaologiske materiale. Nu introduceres store mo-
numenter, der formodes at have varet benyttet til rituelle aktiviteter, bl.a.
megalitgrave, som dysser og jettestuer, kulthuse og Sarupanleg. Ud fra
pollenanalyserne kan man se, at mennesket nu tydeligt har pavirket natu-
ren. Pollen fra de store skovtreer eg og lind er aflost af pollen fra birk og
hassel, der er karakteristiske for et ibent landskab. Abningen af skoven
sker samtidig med, at man finder de forste spor efter en kultivering af jor-
den med den primitive plov, arden.?? At arbejde med arden har kravet
jordparceller af en vis storrelse, der nu var ryddet for store sten og traer,
dvs. man har udfort et stort arbejde, for de forste stude kunne treekke ar-
den 1 den ryddede markparcel.

Brugen af arden ma have medfort, og vel delvist forudsat, @ndringer 1
de sociale relationer mellem menneskene. Hvor dyrkningen tidligere
kunne have veret foretaget af kvinder, ma man formode, at maendene nu
har fiet mere arbejde med rydning, fjernelse af store sten og handtering
af studene. Den store investering 1 at gore jorden klar til dyrkning ma
ogsa have betydet @ndrede regler for brugs- og dyrkningsret til jorden,
dvs. til en slags jordbesiddelse, som let kunne fore til konflikter.

I de omrider hvor man har lavet studier over bebyggelsen fra den tid,
bl.a. i omridet omkring Sarup,” ser man et tet monster af forholdsvis
smad bopladser, kun 500-1.000 m? store. Disse bopladser ligger pa afgraen-
sede flader og terre plateauer med let adgang til vand og til flere bioto-
per. Karakteristisk for bopladserne er det desuden, at man nu har omhyg-
geligt gravede gruber, der har varet benyttet til opbevaring af fode, bl.a.
korn, de sdkaldte siloer.

Storstensgrave

Den mellemste periodes tydeligste spor 1 landskabet er dysser og jette-
stuer. Disse monumentale storstensgrave ogsa kaldet megalitgrave barer
vidnesbyrd om en udvikling 1 deres konstruktion (fig. 1). Tidligste type er
sma dysser, der naermest er en reminiscens af den forrige periodes menne-
skelange jordfestegrave, men dog nu bygget af store sten, hvor kammerets
aflange baeresten ligger ned. Disse tidlige dysser er af den tyske arkaolog
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E. Aner kaldt for “Ur-Dolmen”.?* Dysserne udvikles dernast til de lidt
storre dysser, hvor barestenene stir pa hojkant. Disse dysser kan vere for-
synet med en gang, der ikke har haft deeksten. Nogle store og velbyggede
dysser har dog haft gang med daksten, de kaldes for stordysser, og er nok
samtidige med jettestuen. Jettestuen adskiller sig kun fra stordyssen ved,
at den har et stort stenkammer, der ligger vinkelret pa gangen. Stordysser
og jettestuer, dvs. dem med sten over gangen, har altid varet placeret 1
en hoj, der har dekket hele anlegget. De lidt aldre dysser har derimod
ikke altid varet dekket af en hej.?

Megalitgravene kan ligge enkeltvis 1 landskabet, men ofte ses de at
vare placeret i grupper.®® I dag er der kun bevaret og fredet ca. 2.400 me-
galitgrave indenfor det danske omride, men oprindelig er mindst 25.000
megalitgrave blevet bygget i tiden mellem 3.500 og 3.200 f.Kr.?’ Tre fjer-
dedel af de bevarede megalitgrave er dysser, som blev opfort i1 tiden mel-
lem 3.500 og 3.300 f.Kr., hvorimod stordysser og jettestuer blev opfort
omkring 3.200 f.Kr. Storstensgrave som de danske er pa samme tid op-
fort 1 store dele af den vestligste del af Europa og i omriaderne omkring
Middelhavet. Bag opforelsen af disse grave ma der have veret en felles
ide om udseende, placering og brug.?®

Det er imidlertid vanskeligt at udlede noget sikkert om megalitgrave-
nes funktion, da der kun er lavet fagarkzologiske udgravninger 1 en me-
get lille del af det oprindelige antal grave. Desuden er gravene blevet gen-
brugt adskillige gange, ikke mindst 1 perioden mellem 2.800 og 1.500
t.Kr., og fundmaterialet fra kamrene stammer hovedsagelig fra denne pe-
riode. Kun fra én jaettestue og fra cirka en halv snes dysser har man spor
efter de oprindelige aktiviteter inden i kammeret,?” dvs. vore tolkninger
angiende den oprindelige brug af megalitgravene bygger maske kun pa
materiale fra under 0,5 promille af det oprindelige antal grave.’” Imidler-
tid er det muligt at udlede noget om gravenes brug ud fra deres form og
placering, ligesom det oprindelige fundmateriale, der er placeret uden for
gravene, kan sige noget om deres brug.

[ stengravenes form og konstruktion skete der en grundleggende en-
dring omkring 3.200 f.Kr., da man som nzvnt nu opferer stengrave med
jorddaekket gang (stordysser med gang og jettestuer) og dermed skjuler
hele megalitgraven 1 en jordhej. Konstruktionen med en dakket gang
medforte, at man nu skulle kravle ind gennem gangen for at komme ind
1 et hojt, morkt, lydfrit og fugtigt stenkammer, der ofte kunne vere af en
betydelig storrelse. Denne made at komme ind 1 kammeret pd ma have
haft en serlig mening. Ogsa 1 dag fir man en serlig oplevelse, nar man
kravler ind 1 en jettestue, og ligesd nir man igen kravler ud fra det mor-
ke og fugtige kammer gennem den smalle gang og nar ud i den fri luft
med et kraftfuldt lys og mange lyde. Nogle forskere har tolket formen af
disse grave som et vagina-livmodersymbol — og den afdede person skul-
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Fig. 1: Forskellige typer af stendysser. Man ser en udvikling fra den @ldste type kaldet “Ur-Dol-
men”, hvor kammerets baresten ligger pd en langside, til den naste type, hvor barestenene stir
pd den ene ende. Senere udvikles dysserne til at vaere forsynet med en gang, der ikke har varet
jorddxkket og sluttelig til typen med en jorddakket gang, der kaldes for stordysse. Den jorddak-
kede gang kendes ogsa fra jettestuerne, der kun adskiller sig fra stordysserne ved, at kammeret er
aflangt og har gangen heftet vinkelret pa den ene langside. a: langdysse med tre tidlige kamre,
hvor barestenene ligger ned (Blidso ved Slagelse. Tegning: A.P. Madsen 1896). b: runddysse med
et kammer, hvor barestenene star pa den ene ende, hertil en lille gang, der ikke har veret deek-
ket (Thoreby Skov, Lolland. Tegning: A.P. Madsen 1896). c: langhej med stenindramning og en
stordysse med dakket gang, samt en lille jeettestue (Kirkehelte Hegn i Nordsjelland. Tegning: A.P.
Madsen 1896).

Different types of dolmens. The figure shows the development from the earliest type, the so-called
“primordial dolmen” with supporting stones resting on the long side, to a type in which the sup-
porting stones stand on the short side. Later the dolmens developed into a type with a passage,
which was not covered with earth, and finally into a type covered by a barrow. The covered pas-
sage is also known from the regular passage graves, which only differ from the dolmens in that
the chamber is oblong and has the passage added at right angles to one long side. a: a passage dol-
men of the early type with three chambers and supporting stones resting on the long side. (Blid-
so by Slagelse. Drawn by A.P. Madsen 1896). b: a round dolmen with one chamber and suppor-
ting stones resting on the short side, and a small passage that was not covered by earth. (Thoreby
Skov, Lolland. Drawn by A.P. Madsen 1896). c: a long dolmen with a stone enclosure and a bar-
row with a covered passage and a small passage grave (“jattestue”) (Kirkehelte Hegn in northern
Sjelland. Drawn by A.P. Madsen 1896).
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le siledes bares gennem gangen og ind 1 kammeret, for at blive genfodt
i de dodes verden.’! En sidan tolkning forklarer méske, hvorfor hele an-
legget nu skal gemmes 1 en hoj, ligesom det er 1 omridet foran gangen,
man finder spor efter store og meget specielt udforte offerhandlinger, der
1 serlig grad har omfattet lerkar.

Storstensgrave med gang er, som tidligere vist, en anlaegstype, der er
opfort 1 noget mindre antal, end det var tilfzeldet med dysser, men grave-
ne er nu meget storre og opfort med meget komplicerede teknikker.?? At
man bygger ferre stengrave kan ogsa tyde pd, at der er sket endringer i
brugen af disse.

Hverken 1 dysser eller jettestuer har man fundet et helt skelet, som
man kan vare sikker pd er fra samme tid som opforelsen af graven; der-
imod er der fundet skeletdele.?®> De fundne skeletdele, som kan formodes
at vere fra de primare handlinger 1 kamrene, viser, at nogle af disse ske-
letter var skeletteret, da de kom ind 1 kammeret. I jaettestuen Sarup Gam-
le Skole II (fra ca. 3.200 f.Kr.) blev der fundet to gulvlag: nederst var halv-
delen af gulvet daekket med sandstensfliser, resten uden fliser, og 10 cm
herover et andet gulvlag lagt 1 naste fase, ca. 3.100 f.Kr. Pa det originale
gulv 1a nogle fi menneskeknogler, bl.a. dele af en lirbensknogle og un-
derkaben af en 16-20 drig person, sandsynligvis en pige, samt to flintred-
skaber: en tverpil og en kniv. Foran indgangen til denne jettestue var der
placeret dele til mere end 350 lerkar, nu bevaret som ca. 26.000 potte-
skdr.* Fra ingen anden jattestue er der sikre efterretninger om spor fra
de primare bisettelser. Det ser neermest ud til, at jettestuerne har haft an-
dre funktioner, f.eks. som et tempel.

Ved randstenene til rund- og langdysser finder man sjeldent spor ef-
ter, at der her er foretaget ofringer pa den tid, da man byggede dysserne
(3.500-3.300 f.Kr.).?> Men fra tiden omkring 3.200 f.Kr. foretages mange
ofringer foran indgangene til anleggene. Disse ofringer findes iser ved de
nyopforte ganggrave — stordysser og jettestuer, men ses ogsa at vare sket
ved de aldre dysser, der altsd stadig benyttes. Ved nogle jattestuer viser
omhyggelige udgravninger, at de ofrede lerkar oprindeligt stod pa flade
stenfliser, der var placeret som en vandret hylde oven pa randstenene (fig.
2).%° Disse konstruktioner med vandrette stenhylder pd randstenene har
dog ikke varet ret stabile, da man ved udgravninger kan finde skar fra det
samme lerkar bide foran randstenene, men ogsi ved deres bagside.?’
Randstenene er altsd hurtigt kommet ud af stilling. Abenbart var det ikke
vigtigt for stenalderfolket at fastholde indtrykket af et velkonstrueret og
stabilt anleg — tilsyneladende var det meningen, at anlegget kun skulle
bruges 1 en kort periode, maske kun til en enkelt handling.

Fenomenet med de mange lerkar fundet foran indgangen til storstens-
gravene har varet emne for en del studier. Klaus Ebbesen mener, at ler-
karrene stammer fra mange enkelthandlinger, hvorved kun et eller fi kar
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Fig. 2: Ved indgangen til en
jeettestue kan der pa randste-
nenes top vare anbragt vand-
retliggende stenfliser, hvorpa
der var hensat lerkar, foruden
at der var placeret lerkar ved
foden af randstenene. Rekon-
struktion af jattestuen Jord-
hej i stenalderudstillingen pa
Moesgard. Foto: J. Kirkeby.

By the entrance to a passage
grave there may be horizon-
tal stone slabs resting on top
of the framing stones. Here,
and by the foot of the fra-
ming stones, ceramic vessels
were placed. A reconstruction
of the passage grave of Jordhoj
in the Stone Age exhibition
at Moesgard Museum. Photo:
J. Kirkeby.

blev placeret her.”® Andre er af den mening, at der kun er foregiet nogle
fi ofringer foran indgangen, men at disse ofringer har omfattet mange
lerkar.’” Normalt blev der ofret 50 til 100 lerkar ved indgangen, men ved
Sarup Gamle Skole II, blev der fundet rester af mindst 350 lerkar. Tilsva-
rende store mangder af lerkar ses oftest ved de skdnske storstensgrave.

Lerkar benyttet til disse ofringer er af serlige typer, der kun 1 begren-
set omfang findes pd de samtidige bopladser.*” Oftest benyttede kartyper
er tragthalsbagrene (bade store og smd), fodskale, lerskeer og “pragtkar”
(fig. 3).*! Lignende kartyper er fundet i de samtidige kulthuse.

Ved udgravningerne ses det, at de ofrede lerkar nok ikke 13 fremme 1
lang tid 1 oldtiden, da karrenes monstre og overflader er bevaret uden ty-
delig pavirkning af f.eks. vejr og vind. Karrene ma formodes hurtigt at
vare blevet daekket til, og ofte finder man da ogsa jordfyld eller en stor-
re stenlegning placeret hen over dem.

I nogle tilfeelde ses det, at ellers hele lerkar bevidst er blevet smadret 1
forbindelse med placeringen ved en megalitgravs randsten. Foran jatte-
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Fig. 3: Til brug i offerceremonier foran storstensgravenes gang blev der benyttet sarligt udvalgt
keramik, der kun sjazldent findes pa andre typer af pladser. De benyttede kartyper er: a: tragthals-
bagre, b: fodskale, c: lerskeer og d: “pragtkar”. Tegning: L. Hilmar og J.Aa. Jensen. 1:5.

Selected pottery was used for the sacrificial ceremonies in front of the passage of the megalithic gra-

ves. This type of pottery, which is rare on other types ofsites, consists of a: funnel-necked beakers, b:
pedestal bowls, c: ceramic spoons, and d:“display vessels”. Drawn by L. Hilmar and J.Aa. Jensen. 1:5.
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Fig. 4: Stort skulderkar place-
ret op ad en randsten ved ind-
gangen til en jettestue pa
Norremarksgard ved Hor-
sens. Karret er blevet odelagt
ved pasmidning af sten. Foto:
T. Madsen.

A large shouldered vessel
placed against a stone in the
stone enclosure, by the en-
trance to a regular passage
grave at Norremarksgard near
Horsens. Stones thrown at it
smashed the vessel. Photo:
T. Madsen.

stuen pa Norremarksgdard ved Horsens 1d et stort og meget flot skulderkar
med hovedstore sten smidt oven i karret (fig. 4).** Foruden fundene af
hele lerkar benyttet 1 ofringerne er der ogsa tilfelde, hvor kun dele af et
lerkar er placeret ved storstensgraven. Det ses bl.a. ved jettestuen Mejls 1
Vestjylland, hvor syv til otte kar og to lerskeer 1a 1 et jordlag med brand-
spor daekket af sten. Kun cirka en fjerdedel af hvert lerkar var bevaret og
det endog 1 en meget fragmenteret tilstand. Udgraveren C.A. Nordman
mener,® at karrene bevidst blev brudt i sma stykker, for de blev placeret
foran indgangen til jettestuen, og at det kun var en lille del af karret, som
blev placeret her. Det vil siledes vere interessant at vide, hvor resten af
karrene er placeret? Disse karfragmenter viser, at det primare formal med
placeringer af kar foran indgangen ikke altid har varet at ofre de fodeva-
rer, man kan formode har varet i karrene, men at det snarere var ofrin-
gen af karrene eller dele af karrene, der var den primare handling.

Kulthuse

En anlagstype, der siden fundet af det forste hus ved Tustrup 1 midten af
1950’erne, er blevet tillagt rituel betydning, er kulthusene.Vor nuvaeren-
de viden om disse huse er blevet opsummeret af professor C.J. Becker i
1993 og 1997. Der kendes nu til 11 huse af den type, alle fundet 1 den
nordlige del af Jylland. Bygningerne er to-skibede med kun to tagbaren-
de stolper og med en dbning 1 den ene gavl. Storrelsen varierer mellem
1,7%1,6 m og 9%6 m (fig. 5). Inden 1 bygningerne er der foretaget depo-
neringer af offerkeramik (fodskale, lerskeer og pragtkar). Der er aldrig
fundet viben og smykker 1 bygningerne eller klare spor efter begravelser.
Kultbygningerne er hurtigt blevet brendt af og dernaest dekket af et lag
sten. I fire tilfelde er der fundet megalitgrave taet ved kulthusene. I Ti-
strup ses det, at kulthuset blev benyttet 1 rituelle handlinger af samme art
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Fig. 5: Model af kulthuset fra Tustrup, hvori der blev fundet mange lerkar af specielle former og
med udsogt ornamentik — se fig. 15. Foto: P. Dehlholm.

A model of the cult house at Tustrup, where many vessels of special forms and exquisite orna-
mentation were found — see fig. 15. Photo: P. Dehlholm.

som de handlinger, der skete ved megalitgravene.** Fravaret af et person-
ligt gravgods viser, at kulthusene nok ikke blev benyttet som et begravel-
sessted, men maske som et midlertidigt gravsted 1 forbindelse med et
overgangsritual. Bygningernes ensartede struktur, keramikken inden 1
dem, der er af samme type, som 1 serlig grad findes foran jettestuerne,
samt anleggenes og keramikkens bevidste odeleggelse viser hen til, at der
uden tvivl her er tale om anleg, der skal tolkes som rituelle, muligvis som
smi templer.*

Mosefund

Mere end halvdelen af alle offerfund 1 vadomrider dateres til den mel-
lemste periode af Tragtbagerkulturen.*® Disse offerfund omfatter knog-
ler fra dyr og mennesker, lerkar (eller dele af dem), rav og flintekser. Fun-
dene kommer fra udvalgte vidomrader, hvor der gentagne gange blev fo-
retaget offerhandlinger. Pladserne ligger 1 en vis afstand fra bopladserne.*’
Pa nogle af pladserne er der fundet platforme udfort 1 tre, som det ses 1
Veggerslev Mose.*® Pa et 50x10 m stort areal er der her fundet et lag be-
staende af treestykker, stammer, grene, planker m.m., der blev holdt pa
plads af lodrette pale. Lerkar og flintekser var placeret pa og ved siden af
platformen.

Fund af menneskeskeletter 1 moserne, f.eks. ved Sigersdal og ved Boels-
kilde,kan tolkes som tegn pd menneskeofringer.*’ Det er bemarkelsesvaer-
digt, at unge personer mellem 16 og 20 ar udger en forholdsvis stor andel
af de ofrede. I Sigersdalfundet var de ofrede to unge piger pa henholdsvis
16 og 18 ar, hvor den wldste af dem har en snor viklet omkring halsen.>”
I Gammellung Mose ved Troldebjerg pa Langeland har man udgravet dele
af fire menneskekranier, der var fra to bern og fra to voksne kvinder pa
henholdsvis 35-50 ar og 45-60 dr. En af kvinderne var drebt ved et slag
oven 1 hovedet.>" I Myrebjerg Mose, ogsd pa Langeland, er der inden for et
1,8 m stort omrade ved en stenlegning fremgravet en dynge menneske-
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og dyreknogler. Menneskeknoglerne kommer fra fem personer: 1 voksen
kvinde, 2 unge pa 15-18 ar og 18-20 ir og 2 bern pa henholdsvis 3 og 4
ar. Dele af menneskeknoglerne 13 samlet hver for sig. Ligenes oplosning
menes at have fundet sted i mosen.>?

I moserne har man desuden fundet et par hundrede lerkar, der skal da-
teres til den mellemste del af Tragtbagerkulturen.’® Den mest almindeli-
ge kartype placeret 1 moserne var tragthalsbaegre af mellemstorrelse, dvs.
20-30 cm i diameter. Becker’s og Koch’s optegnelser viser,>* at det ikke
altid var hele lerkar, der blev placeret 1 moserne, og der er eksempler pa,
at lerkar bevidst er brudt i stykker ved placeringen.> Foruden tragthals-
bagre har man ogsa placeret kraveflasker, oskenflasker, oskenbagre og
Troldebjergskale, de to sidstnavnte typer er ofte ornamenteret som pragt-
kar (se fig. 12). Det er derimod sjeldent 1 moserne at finde fodskale, der
jo er velreprasenteret ved megalitgravene og 1 kulthusene, og lerskeer er
slet ikke fundet i moserne.*®

Nzasten alle depotfund (83%) med rav fra denne midterste periode af
Tragtbaegerkulturen kommer fra vidomrider og menes oprindeligt at
have varet placeret taet op til tort land. Disse depotfund kan indeholde i
hundredvis, endog tusindvis af perler.’” Depotfund med rav forekommer
iseer 1 den nordlige del af Danmark. Ravperler, oftest enkeltliggende, fin-
des ogsa 1 de samtidige dysser og jattestuer.

Flintekser kendes som offer- og depotfund fra hele den neolitiske pe-
riode, men storstedelen af fundene, ogsa dem med de storste og fineste
okser, blev anbragt 1 den mellemste fase af Tragtbagerkulturen. Disse ok-
ser blev lagt bide i vidomrider og pi tort land.>®

De her omtalte votivfund udger siledes et rigt og meget varieret fund-
materiale fra den mellemste del af Tragtbagerkulturen. Desvarre er
mange af disse serdeles spendende fund gjort for lang tid siden, hvorfor
de er fremdraget uden vigtige oplysninger om den sammenhang, hvori
de har ligget, ligesom der ofte mangler oplysninger om fundenes indbyr-
des placering. Man kan derfor hdbe, at der pa et tidspunkt ma blive gjort
et nyt fund, som f.eks. det i Veggerslev Mose,>” hvor omhyggelig udgrav-
ning vil kunne give et detaljeret indblik 1 de handlinger, der skete.

Sarupanleeg

En ny fortidsmindetype er Sarupanleg, der forst blev erkendt i nordisk
Tragtbegerkultur omkring 1970 med udgravningerne 1 Biidelsdorf ved
Rendsborg og Sarup pd Sydvestfyn.®’ Disse anleg er karakteriseret ved
systemgrave (aflange, ca. 5 m brede og ca. 1 m dybe nedgravninger pla-
ceret 1 en lang rekke 1 forlengelse af hinanden — som aflange perler pa
en snor) og eventuelt ved palisader. Markante steder 1 terranet, f.eks.
bakketoppen, skraninger og nes 1 d-dale er blevet rammet ind (fig. 6).
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Fig. 7: Minidysse fundet i bunden af
en systemgrav pa et Saruplignende
anlag ved Sarup Gamle Skole, der lig-
ger ca.500 msyd forselve Sarupplad-
sen. Op ad dyssens vestside blev der
fundet 148 skér fra et tragthalskar. a:
Minidyssen placeret pa bunden af
systemgraven. b: Tragthalskarret fun-
detopad minidyssen. Tegning:L.Hil-
mar.

Miniature dolmen found at the bot-
tom of a system-ditch similar to the
Sarup enclosures at Sarup Gamle Sko-
le,just ¢ 500 msouth of the Sarupssite.
A total of 148 sherds from at funnel
necked beaker were found against
the western side of the dolmen.The
miniature dolmen at the bottom of
the system-ditch.The funnel necked
beaker next to the miniature dol-
men. Drawn by L. Hilmar.

Fig. 6: Grundplaner af nogle danske Sarupanleg. a: Lont ved Haderslev (E. Jorgensen 1983: 45 Fig.
12); b: Toftum ved Horsens (T.Madsen 1988: 304 Fig. 17.2); c: Sarup I ved Harby (Andersen 1997:
268 Fig. 284f); d: Sarup II (Andersen 1997: 268 Fig. 284g); e: Markildegdrd ved Vordingborg (Se-
rensen 1994: 32); f: Vasagdrd pa Bornholm (Nielsen & Nielsen 1989: 112 Fig. 93).

Ground plans of some Danish Sarup enclosures. a: Lont near Haderslev (E. Jorgensen 1983: 45 Fig.
12); b: Toftum near Horsens (T.Madsen 1988: 304 Fig. 17.2); c: Sarup I near Harby (Andersen 1997:
268 Fig. 284f); d: Sarup II (Andersen 1997: 268 Fig. 284g); e: Markildegdrd near Vordingborg (Se-
rensen 1994: 32); f: Vasegdrd on Bornholm (Nielsen & Nielsen 1989: 112 Fig. 93).
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Fig. 8: Rekonstruktion af palisadehegnet pd Sarup I omridet ved indgangen til pladsen. Tegnin-
gen viser indgangsomradet set fra pladsens inderflade. Tegning: L. Hilmar.

A reconstruction of part of the palisade fence at Sarup I. The drawing shows the entrance area as
seen from the inside. Drawn by L. Hilmar.

Sarupanleggene findes 1 nasten ens form og fra samme tid fra store dele
af Vest- og Nordeuropa. I det nordiske omrade er Sarupanleggene mel-
lem 1,6 og 20 ha store. Storre fladeafdekkende udgravninger er kun sket
pa selve Saruppladsen, hvorimod der pa de andre pladser er sket detalje-
rede undersogelser af iser deres systemgrave. Pa Sarup er der afdekket 6
ha med rester efter to Sarupanleg. Det @ldste anleg — Sarup I — har om-
fattet et areal pa ca. 9,5 ha, heraf er 2/3 afdakket, det yngre anleg — Sa-
rup II — var pa 3 ha og er afdekket 1 sin helhed. Sarup I dateres til ca.
3.400 f.Kr., og det er den periode, hvor man opferte dysser, hvorimod
Sarup II er ca. 200 dar yngre, fra ca. 3.200 f.Kr., hvor man opforte jette-
stuer. De to anleg pa selve Sarup er bygget 1 en tid, hvor der ogsa blev
opfort mange storstensgrave. Fundene fra Saruppladsen kan karakterise-
res som et specielt udvalgt materiale, der viser, at pladserne ikke har va-
ret benyttet som almindelige bopladser. Sarupanleggene formodes at
have fungeret som et overregionalt anleg, der har betjent de mange om-
givende bopladsomrader, og som var med til at give dem en identitet 1
dette omride.®! Et af midlerne hertil var gravkulten, hvor Sarupanleg-
gene indgik 1 et overgangsritual, hvor egnens afdede, eller nogle af dem,
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Fig. 9: Karakteristisk for bade Sarup I og II er
indhegninger, der er bygget sammen med pa-
lisaden. Pa Sarup I er indhegningerne tomme,
men pa Sarup II er der gravet en systemgrav
ned indeni dem.

A characteristic feature of both Sarup I and
Sarup I are fences built on to the palisade. At
Sarup 1, the fences were empty, but at Sarup 11,
a system ditch was constructed inside the fence.

fik en midlertidig begravelse, for de 1 forbindelse med en senere stor be-
gravelsesfest pa Sarupanlaegget blev opgravet og dernzst fik en sekundaer
og blivende genbegravelse. Denne genbegravelse, der evt. kun har omfat-
tet dele af den afdede, kunne ske 1 storstensgravene (dysser og jettestu-
er), mens andre skeletdele forblev pi Sarupanlaeggene.

Fundene pa Sarupanleggene giver os et indblik 1 de aktiviteter, der
foregik her. Pa bunden af systemgravene, der afgraenser pladserne, er der
fundet hele lerkar, af og til under stenleegninger, evt. placeret pi barkfla-
ger.”? Der er fundet store skirflager, bunker med flintredskaber, af og til
afgreensede dynger med flintaffald, og der er fundet dyreknogler (iser
kraniedele af kvag og svin) og menneskeknogler, 1ser dele af hovedet —
kraniet eller underkaben. I systemgravene kan man ogsd finde spor efter
sma bal, der kan ses at vare blevet dekket til, mens de endnu brendte el-
ler glodede. Ganske ejendommeligt er fundet af en lille dysse pd bunden
af en systemgrav pa et nyfundet Sarupanleg, der ligger ved Sarup Gamle
Skole cirka 500 m syd for Saruppladsen. Dyssen er kun 112X73 c¢m stor 1
indvendige mal og er bygget 1 samme teknik som store dysser (fig. 7a).
Dens daksten var fiernet ved dyrkning, og 1 kammeret var der kun et par
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skdr, der horer til et tragthalskar, hvortil der blev fundet yderligere knap
150 skir pa ydersiden af minidyssen (fig. 7b). Tragthalskarret var bevidst
blevet odelagt, idet alle skirene til karret havde nogenlunde samme stor-
relse, hvad der ikke ville vare tilfeldet, hvis hele karret tilfeldigt var ble-
vet tabt. Dette kars skdr var altsa bevidst blevet placeret op ad minidys-
sen, der stod pa bunden af en systemgrav. Med dette fund ser man en klar
forbindelse mellem aktiviteterne pa Sarupanlaeggene og 1 stendysserne.

Studierne af systemgravenes fyldlag viser, at de hurtigt blev fyldt med
den jord, der midlertidigt 14 langs deres sider. Desuden er der 1 nasten alle
grave spor efter, at de blev genopgravet og genopfyldt adskillige gange.

Indenfor reekken af systemgrave pa Sarup I var der tydelige spor efter
en ca. 600 m lang groft til et kraftigt palisadehegn, der nok har veret 3
til 4 meter hojt, og hvis spejlklovede egestolper stod tet, dvs. der har her
varet tale om en hoj, nesten uigennemsigtig “mur” (fig. 8). Flere steder
pa ydersiden af denne palisadevag blev tet op til den fundet sma dynger
med rester af mange lerkar, balrester og braendte knogler, bl.a. en men-
neskeknogle.® Pa Sarup II var palisadevaggen erstattet af et bredt bind
med mange, tetsatte pale, altsa en slags palespaerring. Ved disse pxle er
der ikke gjort fund. Interessant for bade Sarup I og II er det, at der pa
ydersiden af palisaden/palespaerringen er heftet en serie indhegninger,
der har varet velkonstruerede anleg. Disse indhegninger ma have haft en
vigtig funktion pa pladserne, da systemgravene pa Sarup I ved deres pla-
cering tager hensyn til placeringen af indhegningerne, og pa Sarup II ser
man, at den indre raekke af systemgrave blev placeret indeni disse indheg-
ninger (fig. 9). Disse indhegninger ma vere blevet konstrueret til et spe-
cielt formal, hvor man ville afgreense nogle aktiviteter, eller beskytte et el-
ler andet vigtigt materiale.®

Inderfladen pa Sarupanleggene er oftest kun blev undersegt 1 mindre
grad, men pa Sarup I er 2/3 af fladen atdaekket, og pa Sarup II er hele fla-
den afdekket. Der viste sig her kun fi, og oftest spredtliggende, spor ef-
ter samtidige aktiviteter — inderfladerne var ret tomme rum. De fundne
anleg kan vare spredtliggende stolpehuller eller sma gruber, men der er
ogsa gruber med et specielt materiale af bl.a. hele genstande eller gen-
stande, der er behandlet pa en speciel mide (fig. 10). Et sidant materiale
tolkes som spor efter rituelle aktiviteter.®> P4 den sydlige del af Sarup II
var der et par halvbueformede grofter og i1 centrum for den ene af disse
en konstruktion med fire kraftige stolpehuller sat i kvadrat.®® To af disse
stolpehuller indeholdt braendte knogler. Det ene 34 knogler af et ungt
menneske, sandsynligvis en kvinde (fig. 11).

Fundene fra Sarupanlaeggene er af god kvalitet. Fra Sarup II er der fun-
det 17 sikaldte pragtkar (fig. 12).%” Fra dette anleg har man ogsi Sarup-
pladsens fineste oldsag, nemlig en stridsokse udfert i lagdelt sandsten.®®
En del af fundene fra Sarup I og II er bevidst blevet odelagt for placerin-
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Fig. 10: Mange gruber pi in-
derfladen af Sarup I og 1I inde-
holdt fund, som ma vere pla-
ceret her med et specielt for-
mal, bl.a. kunne nogle gruber
indeholde lerkar, eller dele af
lerkar sammen med forkullet
korn eller ssmmen med okser,
andre gruber indeholdt blot
dele af et lerkar eller endog et
helt lerkar.

Inside the area of the Sarup I
and the Sarup IT sites, a number
of small pits contained finds,
which must have been placed
here with a specific purpose.
The pits contained vessels, or
parts of vessels, sometimes
combined with charred grain
or axes.
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Fig. 11. Brendte knogler fra et menneske
fundet i et stolpehul pd sydspidsen af Sarup II.
Knoglerne har tilhort en yngre, voksen per-
son, sandsynligvis en kvinde. Knoglerne er
brandt efter, at liget var skeletteret. Foto: P.
Dehlholm.

Burnt human bones were found in a post-
hole on the southern tip of the Sarup II site.
The bones seem to be from a young adult,
probably a woman. The bones were burnt
after the body having been skeletonized.
Photo: P. Dehlholm.




Fig. 12: Udvalg af pragtkar fundet pa Sarup II (a-c) og fra megalitgrave i Sarupomridet (d-e). Teg-
ning: L. Hilmar. 1:3.

A selection of “display vessels” from Sarup II (a-c) and from in the megalithic graves in the Sarup
area (d-e). Drawn by L. Hilmar. 1:3.

33



Fig. 13: Ildskernede flintok-
ser og -mejsler fundet ved
Strandby pi Sydvestfyn. Foto:
P. Dehlholm.

Flint axes and chisels made
brittle by fire. They were
found at Strandby in the
southwestern part of Fyn.
Photo: P. Dehlholm.

gen 1 systemgravene, i gruberne eller ved palisaden.®” Lignende destruk-
tion af materiale ser man 1 de fund, der er placeret foran indgangen til
storstensgravene, 1 kulthusene og 1 nogle af votivfundene.

[ Sarupomradet er der ved landsbyen Strandby fundet en bemaerkelses-
verdig plads med et meget specielt fundmateriale, der for en stor del be-
star af bevidst odelagte genstande, iser af ildskernede, tyndnakkede flint-
okser og -mejsler (fig. 13). Af disse er der opsamlet over 120 stykker, men
der er ogsa ildskernede skrabere (32 stykker) og flintaffald (117 stykker).
Keramikmaterialet fra pladsen repraesenterer mange lerkar, bl.a. tragthals-
kar, men ogsa en del fodskile. Pladsen dateres til en fase mellem Sarup I
og II, omkring 3.300 f.Kr. Et nasten lignende fund er gjort i Svartskylle 1
Skane,” hvor det tolkes som sporene efter et ceremonielt anlaeg. Skikken
med at breende okser kendes ogsd fra nogle af offergruberne pa bl.a. Sa-
rup III,”" men er ellers iser kendt fra omriderne foran indgangen til stor-
stensgravene, hvor flintekser, heraf mange ildskernede, har aflest lerkar-
rene som offergenstande i den senere del af Tragtbagerkulturens tid.”

Rituel keramik

Den mellemste del af Tragtbagerkulturen er ogsa karakteriseret ved en
rekke specielle lerkartyper, der kan vaere ornamenteret med udvalgte
monstre knyttet til bestemte kartyper, og som formodes at have varet an-
vendt 1 rituelle handlinger. Kraveflasken er en sidan speciel kartype, som
iseer er fundet 1 anlaeg fra periodens @ldre del (fra ca. 3.400 f.Kr.) og i1 den
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Fig. 14: Kraveflasker karakteristiske for den
tidlige del af Trragtbagerkulturen. 1:4.

Collared flasks characterise the early part
of the TRB-Culture. 1:4.

2 S
i, W
P WS

s

A ETTITTIT

vn\"""“

1,
T )

forrige periode. Med betegnelsen kraveflaske forstas et flaskeformet ler-
kar, ca. 10-16 cm hojt, der omkring en smal hals har en flad krave (fig.
14).7 Kraveflaskerne kendes fra jordgrave, dysser, moser og i fi tilfelde
ogsd fra bopladser.”* P4 Sarup I er der kun fundet et par skér af kravefla-
sker, sd pa den type af pladser har karrene ikke haft nogen betydning. Den
engelske arkaolog Andrew Sherratt har gjort opmarksom pa disse lerkars
formmassige lighed med valmueplantens frekapsel vendt pd hovedet.”
Sherratt mener, at kraveflaskerne blev brugt til opbevaring af opium, der
blev benyttet 1 forbindelse med rituelle aktiviteter.

Lerskeer og fodskale er kartyper, der nasten kun kendes fra den sene-
re del af Tragtbagerkulturens midterste fase — ca. 3.300-3.200 f.Kr. (fig.
15).7¢ Disse keramiktyper findes ofte sammen i s&t og viser en stor varia-
tion 1 menstrene.”” Da lerskeer og fodskile naesten udelukkende er fun-
det foran indgangen til storstensgravene og indeni kulthusene, formodes
de primert at vere knyttet til det rituelle liv.”®

Kun en enkelt kartype synes at have veret benyttet 1 forbindelse med
alle de her omtalte aktiviteter af formodet rituel karakter. Det er pragt-
karrene, hvormed menes kar (oftest baegre, oskenbagre og skile) orname-
teret pa mindst halvdelen af karrets yderside med mindst 5 forskellige
monstre (se fig. 12).”” Kartypen ses nasten altid placeret foran indgangen
til storstensgrave, dog oftest kun i ét eksemplar pr. grav,®” 1 kulthusene, i
vidomriderne og pa Sarupanleggene. Pa Sarup II er der fundet 17 af dis-
se pragtkar, og de udgor 10% af fasens kar.?! Analyser af askeners monstre
viser, at de forskellige menstre er knyttet til hvert sit omrade pa Sarup 1.3
Pragtkar med nasten ens monstre er fundet ved de megalitgrave, der er
udgravet 1 Sarupomradet.
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Fig. 15: Fodskale og lerskeer er keramiktyper, der iszr kendes fra kulthusene og fra omriderne
foran indgangen til storstensgravene. Tegning: J.Aa. Jensen og K.M. 1:5.

Pedestaled bowls and ceramic spoons are pottery types especially known from the cult houses and
from the areas in front of the entrances to megalithic graves. Drawn by J. Aa. Jensen and K.M. 1:5.

Tragthalskarret er en kartype, der findes pa alle typer af periodens an-
leeg.® Det ser dog ud til, at man i moserne/vidomriderne oftest finder
kar 1 mellemstorrelsen. Store og sma kar blev derimod benyttet 1 depo-
neringerne foran megalitgravene og pa Sarupanleggene.

Mange af offerkarrene benyttet i denne mellemste periode udviser en
saerlig udvalgt og klart defineret monstring pa klart definerede karformer.
Hverken for eller senere 1 Tragtbaegerkulturen har man haft et si udvik-
let regelset med hensyn til bide form og stil.* Ifelge nogle forskere kan
man formode, at en bevidst brug af stile var et vigtigt middel 1 befolk-
ningsgruppers indbyrdes kommunikation, markeringer og reguleringer.®
Dette meget spendende emne behover dog stadig en grundig udforsk-
ning. Det er imidlertid interessant, at disse udvalgte kartyper og rigt ud-
viklede monstringer netop optreder 1 en periode, hvor den neolitiske be-
tolkning gik over til nye dyrkningsmetoder, opforte store monumenter
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og havde et rigt rituelt liv. Det er ogsd bemarkelsesvaerdigt, at mange af
lerkarrene 1 ofringerne bevidst var blevet odelagt for placeringen, og at
nogle ofringer kun omfattede dele af kar. Itubrydningen af lerkarrene er
maske led i de samme handlinger, som man ser udfoldet med brandin-
gen af flintekser og manipuleringen af dyre- og menneskeknogler.

Ritualer 1 den senere del
af Tragtbaegerkulturen

I Tragtbagerkulturens senere del, mellem 3.200 og 2.800 f.Kr. sker der
igen en rekke @ndringer 1 samfundet. Grundige rekognosceringer og stu-
dier 1 landskabet bl.a. omkring Saruppladsen pa Sydvestfyn har vist, at der
nu sker en koncentration af bebyggelsen pa nogle fi pladser. Ikke mindst
koncentreredes bebyggelsen pa selve Saruppladsen, hvor der er spor efter
en 4 ha stor boplads, dvs. en boplads der er ca. 80 gange storre end de
pladser, der blev beboet i den foregiende periode.®® At flytte sammen pa
én stor boplads ma have medfort store sociale og skonomiske @ndringer.

I denne sene periode opforte man ikke lengere nye store megalitgrave,
men man genbrugte de gamle. Noget tyder pa, at man nu gravlagde hele
lig 1 gravene eller rettere, alle knogler kom med 1 gravene (fig. 16). I mange
grave har man fundet bunker med knogler, der viser, at man flyttede om
pa knoglerne og evt. placerede dem 1 sorterede bunker. Blandt gravgodset
1 denne periode forekommer der flintekser, mejsler, knive og seglflaekker.
Man opherer nu med at henstille store mangder af lerkar foran indgan-
gen til gravene, og disse lerkarofringer var — eller blev — nu dekket af sten-
leegninger. Af og til har man dog fortsat ofringerne, men nu er det for det
meste flintokser, der blev ofret, og disse er naesten altid blevet brendt, dvs.
bevidst edelagte for ofringen.?” I vidomriderne afloses lerkarofringer ogsi
af okseofringer, men nogle fi ofringer med lerkar sker dog stadig.®®

I Nordvestjylland forekommer nu en ny type af begravelseslignende
anleg, nemlig stendyngegraven, der kun kendes fra denne sene periode.
Stendyngegravene bestir af to parallelle, badekarformede gruber fyldt
med sten. I forlengelse af dem er der 1 den ene ende en kvadratisk sten-
pakning, der deekker over en stor grube, 1 hvis bund der er to parallelle
grofter. Denne konstruktion kaldes for “dedehuset”. Det har endnu ikke
veret muligt at tolke funktionen af disse ejendommelige anleg, hvori der
kan vere udsegte oldsager, men ingen spor efter jordfastelse af menne-
sker. Der er fundet og udgravet over 500 stendyngegrave.®’

Sarupanlag bliver heller ikke opfort lengere, men pa nogle af dem sker
der stadig aktiviteter af rituel karakter, nu dog 1 noget mindre malestok,
ligesom man stadig foretager genopgravninger 1 nogle af pladsernes sy-
stemgrave.”’
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Fig. 16: Fra den sene del af storstensgravenes brugstid blev megalitkamrene brugt til deponering
af mange lig, der bliver nu naermest tale om en slags benhuse. Da de afdede er gravlagt over mange
hundrede ir, er det tvivlsomt, om man kan tale om kollektivgrave. Her afbildet to jettestuer fra
en hoj ved Snwbum ved Randers. I det ene kammer ser man i gangen to hele lig og i kammerets
midte maske yderligere et par hele lig. I kanten af kammeret er der en rekke knoglebunker med
ovenpa lagte kranier. Tegning: A.P. Madsen 1900.

During the late part of the megalithic grave period, the stone chambers were used for the deposit-
ing of numerous bodies. They contain bone heaps from people buried here over a period of se-
veral hundred years, and the term “collective graves” may therefore not be correct. Shown here
are two passage graves from a barrow at Snebum near Randers. One chamber has two complete
bodies in the passage and perhaps another two complete bodies in the middle of the chamber. In
the edge of the chamber are a number of bone heaps with the skull placed on top. Drawn by A.P.
Madsen 1900.

Periodens keramik er ogsd noget anderledes, end det var tilfzeldet i den
mellemste periode (fig. 17), idet man nu ser mere afrundede karformer
med en mere skodeslos og mindre omhyggelig monstring. Vi har nu en
situation, hvor keramikken m4i have mistet sin kommunikative rolle.”!

En af drsagerne til disse @ndringer kan ligge 1 nye produktionsmeto-
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Fig. 17: Keramik typisk for den senere del af tragtbagerkulturen. Man ser nu karformer og mon-
stre, der ikke er sa stramme i1 kompositionen, som det var tilfeldet i den forrige periode. Tegning:
L. Hilmar.

Pottery typical of the late part of the TRB-Culture. The vessel and pattern types have a less seve-
re appearance than those from the previous period. Drawn by L. Hilmar.

der i landbruget.”” Vi kan forestille os et landbrug andret fra en kortva-

rig dyrkning af mange forholdsvis sma arealer placeret 1 lysninger 1 sko-
vene til nogle ferre, men mere intensivt udnyttede arealer.”” En mulig-
hed for at fi en forhejet godningsvaerdi pi landbrugsjorden kan evt. vare
opniet ved brugen af gerdselsskove.” Med et sidant skovlandbrug var
det muligt at fode flere mennesker pa et mindre areal. Det har medfort,
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at man ikke lengere behovede mange spredtliggende dyrkningsarealer,
men kunne nejes med fa, intensivt udnyttede arealer. Det blev siledes
muligt at flytte sammen pa fi, men meget store bopladser. Den foregede
udnyttelse af landbruget ses ogsa af, at man nu far regulaere flintsegl, og at
kvaernstenene pa bopladserne udnyttes si meget, at de bliver dybere end
tidligere set.”

[ de senere ar er der 1 Skandinavien blevet fundet en ny anlegstype,
der skal dateres til den seneste del af Tragtbegerkulturens tid og evt. til en
tidlig del af den efterfolgende enkeltgravskultur. Denne anlaegstype bestir
af én eller flere rakker af kraftige stolper, der 1 halvbuer har indrammet
arealer pa to til fire ha. Grundige udgravninger er bl.a. sket pa pladsen
Désjebro 1 Skdne” og pa de bornholmske pladser Vasagdrd og Rispebjerg.”’
Pa de bornholmske pladser har man indenfor palisaderne fundet nogle
cirkulere stolpesetninger med tvaermal pa ca. 10 m, som 1 type og date-
ring svarer til de engelske “woodhenges”. Denne nye type af palisadeind-
hegnede pladser har et fundmateriale, som tyder pa, at der her skete en
rekke specielle aktiviteter af rituel karakter. Disse palisadeanlaeg, hvorom
man endnu ikke ved ret meget, har veret 1 brug pa en tid, hvor der ske-
te omfattende forandringer 1 samfundet og som resulterede 1 enkeltgravs-
kulturens fremkomst. Denne kultur har en anden form for bosxttelse,
gravleggelse af de dode og for redskabsinventaret. Noget tyder siledes pa,
at 1 perioder med store omvaltninger har man haft et omfattende rituelt
liv, der har efterladt markante anlegskonstruktioner.

Hvorfor havde Tragtbaegerkulturen
mange ritualer?

Tragtbegerkulturen optradte som navnt 1 den del af forhistorien, hvor
der skete grundleeggende @ndringer 1 erhvervsekonomien fra en jeger-
samlerkultur til en bondekultur. Disse a@ndringer har ogsd sat sig spor 1
det materiale, der her formodes at have tilhort de rituelle aktiviteter, og
som er praesenteret ovenfor. Ikke mindst kulturens midterste periode har
veret en meget dynamisk tid. Efter den gradvise overgang til landbrugs-
okonomi 1 den aldste periode, ser man nu en udvikling hen mod et eks-
tensivt, arealkreevende landbrug karakteriseret ved omfattende skovryd-
ninger, hvor markparceller blev ryddet for sten og traeer og dernaest be-
arbejdet med arden. Efter fi ar var jorden dog s udpint, at man matte
inddrage nye arealer til dyrkning. Denne dyrkningsform kraevede ogsa
foruden en stor arbejdsindsats 1 selve rydningen og dyrkningen, at sten-
alderbonderne boede ude ved markerne.Ved at bo 1 nerheden af marker-
ne kunne de bedre passe pa dem, bl.a. forhindre dyr 1 at @de af afgroden,
og at den blev odelagt eller stjdlet af fremmede. Man kan formode, at

41



befolkningen var organiseret som et segmenteret stammesystem, der er
karakteriseret ved, at strukturelt ensartede og lige store bopladser/terri-
torier/bygder er beboet af omtrent samme antal mennesker.”® Disse ter-
ritorier er forenet i en hejere orden, der udger en politisk-ekonomisk
enhed for alle segmenterne.” Denne samfundsopbygning har ikke, som
den hierarkisk opbyggede samfundsstruktur, en central struktur, der f.eks.
kan vare personificeret i en hovding.!"

[ fundmaterialet fra den midterste del af Tragtbegerkulturen er der
endnu ikke fundet vidnesbyrd, der overbevisende kan tolkes som tegn pa
hovdingedommer. Undertegnedes studier pa Sydvestfyn omkring Sarup-
pladsen har vist, at dette anleeg 13 pa et markant sted omgivet af mange
mindre bopladsomrader/territorier. Selve Sarupanlaegget viser ved sin
storrelse og den arbejdsindsats, der var nodvendig til dets opforelse, at det
var en konstruktion, der har kravet deltagelse af mange personer, og at
det var en fzlles opgave og et felles anleeg for mange. Sarupanleggenes
befaestende system med opdelingen/segmenteringen 1 mange indheg-
ninger og systemgrave kan ses som et billede — et mikrokosmos — af hele
egnens bosettelse. Ved pa Sarupanleggene midlertidigt at gravlegge af-
dede slegtninge, har man ladet den afdede og dennes sjal indga 1 et fel-
lesskab pa et hojere niveau. Denne manifestation sker netop 1 den farlige
overgangsfase, hvor den afdede transformeres fra et selvstendigt individ
til et medlem af de dodes rige. Sarupanleggene blev siledes det sted, hvor
man, bl.a. med doederitualer, har konsolideret indlemmelsen af den indivi-
duelle person (og dennes slegt — segmentet) i helheden.!”! Dette felles-
skab befastede dernaest ogsi de enkelte segmenters (familiers/bopladsers)
rettigheder til og brug af jordparceller i omridet.!"?

Ved et “netvaerk” med band til Sarupanlegget fik man et forum, der
bl.a. ved de dodes hjelp 1 en felles dodekult kunne forhindre ufred pa
grund af f.eks. brugsret til jorden, netvarket gav del 1 fordelingssystemer
af fode, hvis der f.eks. var fodemangel 1 et omrade, det forsterkede en ens-
artethed 1 samfundet, og som ved sin lighed for alle har modvirket frem-
komsten af et hierarkisk system.!”> Man har siledes sikret en stabil udvik-
ling 1 en tid med mange nye tiltag. Dette hojt udviklede rituelle liv gav
dem regelsaet, hvormed de kunne organisere deres samfund. Muligvis har
de “dodes samfund” struktureret de levendes samfund, som man har set
det hos Marina-folket pi Madagaskar.!%*

Den mellemste del af Tragtbaegerkulturen viser os en tid karakteriseret
ved et samfund, der var velorganiseret, og hvor de menneskelige relatio-
ner blev styret af et set regler udmentet 1 mange ritualer, hvis spor vi bl.a.
finder som konstruktionen af Sarupanleg, megalitgrave, kulthuse, offer-
pladser 1 vidomrader, en meget udviklet dedekult samt strikse regler for
keramikkens former, monstring og brug.

Dette system med dets mange regler/ritualer gav det overskud, der var
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nodvendigt for at kunne udvikle et stabilt ekonomisk system i en perio-
de, hvor man ikke bare okonomisk, men ogsa socialt gik fra at vere et ja-
ger-samlerfolk til at blive et bondefolk. I den sidste del af Tragtbaegerkul-
turen, perioden 3.200/3.100-2.800 f.Kr. @ndredes alt dette. Dyrkningen
koncentreredes nu pd mindre arealer, man flyttede sammen pa nogle fa,
men store bopladser, der blev ikke mere bygget megalitgrave og Sarupan-
leg. Ritualerne blev @endret, sa de ikke mere efterlod markante spor, og
muligvis ser man de forste tegn pa fremkomsten af et hierarkisk system.
Arsagerne til disse 2endringer kendes ikke, men der var tilsyneladende ikke
mere behov for de regelset, der gennem et ritualiseret system gav os den
forrige periodes rige, varierende og meget fascinerende fundmateriale.
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af storste vigtighed som referencemateriale at have noje kendskab til periodens bopladser,
vide noget om hvor store de var, hvor mange familier der har boet pa dem, storrelsen pa de
sociale enheder, variationen i bopladsmenstret (agerbrugspladser/kystpladser med fiskeri),
hvor tat pladserne 1a til storstensgravene og Sarupanlaggene, hvad spiste man pa bopladser-
ne, hvilken type af lerkar og redskaber benyttede man her, hvor lenge boede man pi en
plads, for den blev opgivet osv.

103)J. Chapman 1988: 30.
104) Bloch 1971; Metcalf & Huntington 1991:83.
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SUMMARY

Cult and Rituals in the TRB-Culture

The earliest Neolithic culture in Northern
Europe, dating from the period around 4000
BC onwards, is the Funnel-necked Beaker
Culture or TRB-Culture. The geographical
range of this culture covers an area from the
North Sea to the Ukraine and from central
Germany up to central Sweden. It is charac-
terised by pots with a funnel-shaped neck.
Although this culture has a number of com-
mon characteristics it is subdivided into a se-
ries of local cultures, of which an account is
given here of the features in Denmark and
Scandinavia.

In Denmark, the TRB-Culture super-
sedes the Mesolithic Ertebolle Culture,
which monopolised the area in the fifth mil-
lennium BC. The TRB-Culture was itself
replaced by the Corded Ware Culture
around 2800 BC.TheTRB-Culture in Den-
mark has been the subject of thorough re-
search, not least in respect of its settlements,
its megalithic graves and its votive caches.
From extensive excavation from the 1950%
to the 1980 we have also gained some in-
sight into new types of structure associated
with this culture, which give us an even
more varied image of it. Among these should
be noted the cult houses,! stone-packing
graves,” and Sarup enclosures.®

In order to gain a more comprehensive
view of the TRB-Culture, which has indeed
left a very extensive range of finds in Den-
mark, regional studies of a couple of smaller
areas have been undertaken in recent years.
Thus in 1985 J. Skaarup could publish a gen-
eral monograph containing the results of a
thorough research project concerning the
TRB-Culture on the islands south of Fyn, in
an area of about 485 sq. km. With the present
author’s excavation of the site at Sarup as a
starting point, the last decade has also seen
regional studies within an area of about 12
sq. km around Sarup, with the aim of study-
ing the enclosure in its regional setting.*

The large number of finds from the me-
galithic graves, in the votive caches and from
the Sarup sites has given us an opportunity

to examine the cult and religious life of the
TRB-Culture an interest that has in part
been strengthened by the current interest in
these topics, as seen, for instance, at the con-
ference “Sacred and Profane” in Oxford in
1989. Future analyses of the relationships
between the different categories of finds
ought also to make it possible to study cult
and religious life in a better way than can be
achieved if these groups of material are in-
vestigated in isolation.®’

Houw to find signs from the ritual activities?

The Funnel-necked Beaker Culture in Den-
mark is divided into several chronological
phases and a few regional groups.? In this ac-
count a division of the culture into three
phases (early, middle and late) is sufficient,
with their boundaries set at 3500 BC and
3200 BC. These three phases will subse-
quently be assessed with particular attention
to remains of finds, which may be evidence
for ritual activities. The author’s studies have
been concentrated especially on the activi-
ties at the Sarup enclosures, which were in
use in the middle phase. In order to be able
to work from this large body of material,
that study defines what is understood as sett-
lement material, and thus likewise what is
not regarded as settlement or profane mate-
rial. A settlement is defined as a place at
which people spent the night, prepared and
ate food, and produced and used tools.”'?
In the archaeological record we ideally have
to find buildings or huts, fireplaces and stor-
age pits, and/or waste from tool-making or -
use (i.e. approximately 12 pieces of flint
waste to each tool), a varied range of tools,
sherds of pottery of diverse functions, very
few complete pots, remains of food (e.g. bo-
nes C the meaty parts), and, if possible,
quernstones (on agrarian sites). In other are-
as and cultures one may, however, have to
anticipate different definitions of settlement-
site. material. It is then interesting to study
the material that, according to these criteria,
is not settlement material: for instance those
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cases in which one has an assemblage of
finds with complete pots, complete axes, col-
lections of flint tools without very much
flint waste, caches of animals’ skulls etc. Na-
turally of particular interest are finds that also
contain human bone, either as complete ske-
letons or as parts thereof. In such cases one
can also distinguish examples of grave finds,
for instance when one or more artefacts are
found in a grave together with remains of
the dead person. Otherwise one is dealing
with votive hoards or caches when two or
more “valuable” artefacts are deposited in
the same place and there is no question of a
grave find. These definitions immediately
make it harder to interpret those cases in
which one has a grave-like feature with
complete artefacts but no sign of a body. In
these circumstances one usually suggests a
cenotaph at some sites, however, there is an
extraordinarily large number of cenotaphs!
In finds with only one *“valuable” artefact
one has to judge whether these can be
counted as votive deposits.'"2

Through thorough analyses of the avail-
able finds, one could probably find material
and assemblages, which are associated with
ritual life. In looking for such material one
implicitly accepts that prehistoric societies
used rituals in order to communicate with
the gods."

In order to distinguish a sacral find, it is
therefore necessary to analyse the whole find
and its composition. Concerning the TRB-
Culture such studies have yet only been un-
dertaken on a minor scale, and the account
here will only point out certain elements,
which could have been used in ritual life.

Rituals in the first part of the TRB-Culture

The earliest phase of the TRB-Culture
(3900-3500 BC) saw a change of the forest
landscape of the Ertebelle Period into a
more open landscape with relatively small
settlement units located on light, sandy, level
areas with ready access to water, meadows
and woodland. The form of subsistence
changed from a Mesolithic to a Neolithic
way of life."*'® The finds of pollen, a few
bones from domesticated animals (cattle, pigs
and sheep/goat), grain impressions, and the
position of settlements suggest an incipient
farming culture with labile agriculture. Bur-
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1al was carried out in inhumation graves, as
in the Ertebolle Culture,'® but there were
also major long barrows with complex
structures containing graves for one or more
individuals.'” Near the eastern ends of the
long barrows clear signs of sacrificial rituals
have been found."® Wetland rituals were car-
ried out involving the sacrifice of flint axes
and human-and animal bone."?

Some of these wetland finds come from
constructed features. One example is Salpe-
termosen,?®2! where in 1946 a thick layer of
brushwood and twigs supported by vertical
stakes was found. This layer covered an area
of 10 m x 22 that lay right beside the old
lake edge. In the midst and on top of this
layer of twigs several pots, axes and animal
bones were found. Flint waste and scattered
sherds of pottery such as might represent
settlement activity were absent.

Rituals in the middle part of the

TRB-Culture

In the middle phase of the TRB-Culture
(3500-3200 BC) we see a great change in
the archaeological finds from Denmark with
the introduction of large monuments such as
the megalithic graves, the cult houses and
the Sarup enclosures: monuments, which are
believed to have been part of ritual activities.
Through pollen diagrams one can see that
Man was now affecting nature. We see a
smaller amount of pollen pertaining to oak
and lime forest and a higher amount from
birch and later hazel: the pollen characteris-
tic of an open landscape with grass and
herbs. The clearance of the forest was con-
temporary with the first traces of cultivation
using the ard.??> This must have required
large field plots, which had been cleared of
stones and trees — a considerable investment
of labour.

The introduction of the ard may have
brought with it a series of changes in human
social relations, for instance with men taking
the cultivation of the soil upon them. Thus
land inheritance and land rights became im-
portant and could easily lead to conflicts.
The introduction of these innovations has
been called the Secondary Products Revolu-
tion by Andrew Sherratt.® The settlements
in the Sarup area now formed a dense pat-
tern of sites about 500 sq. m in size, located



on level, naturally drained sites with easy ac-
cess to several biotopes. The economy was
characterised by the storage of food in earth
cellars (silos).

The megalithic graves
The megalithic graves are the clearest marks
on the landscape from this period (Fig.1). We
see a development from the construction of
small dolmen chambers, which are slighty
reminiscent of the body-length earthen
graves of the preceding period (albeit built
of stone), to large dolmen chambers, dol-
mens with a passage, and passage graves (at
the end of the period). These stone cham-
bers were often placed within a barrow, al-
though they may also be surrounded by
stone circles or oblong stone enclosures.?*%
The graves could be either dispersed
throughout the landscape or grouped in
clusters.?® At least 25,000 graves were con-
structed within Denmark, only about 2,300
of which are now preserved and protected.?’
The graves are frequently found to have
been built upon a previously ploughed fi-
eld.®

In the course of the middle phase we see
a fundamental change in the construction of
megalithic graves. The earliest dolmens (the
so-called “Ur-dolmens” or primordial dol-
mens)* are small, body-length stone cists
that were completely closed with no access
to the burial chamber. Dolmens with larger
chambers whose supporting stones stood on
the short side succeed this type of dolmen.
There was access to the chamber as one of
the supporting stones was lower than the
others that actually carried the cap stone, or
as a result of a gap being left between the
supporting stones where a couple of entran-
ce passage stones were placed. These passage
stones had no cap stone and the dolmens
were not covered by a barrow. Around 3200
BC the architecture was radically changed
with the dolmens now being provided with
a longer passage that had a cap stone and the
whole structure being covered by a barrow.?®
At the same time one sees that some cham-
bers are made larger, to produce the regular
passage graves (Danish: jettestuer). This
change seems to have been more than just a
change in building technique, as the graves
with a covered passage must have been cre-

ated with some symbolic purpose. The con-
struction with a covered passage and grave
chambers meant that entrance into the
chamber was a rite of passage in which one
had to crawl through a small entrance way in
order to stand in a high, dark and damp me-
galithic vault. It would have been an equally
“strong” experience to crawl from the dark
chamber back through the passage and out
into the open air and a powerful mass of
light and sound. This compulsory transit
through the passageway would undoubtedly
have been an awe-inspiring experience
5,000 years ago, just as it is for us today!

The form of the passage graves and the
narrow entrance way has nourished the idea
that they may be regarded as a symbol of the
womb, with associations with life and
death.® One can imagine that a deceased
person, or parts of that person, were brought
through a rite of passage from this world to
the world of the dead in the form of a me-
galithic womb. In this connection it is note-
worthy that the most voluminous and pro-
found native depositions of pottery are
found in front of the megalithic graves with
a passage. The construction of the passage
graves also shows a change in that megalithic
building was now concentrated upon a few
structures, in contrast to the large number of
dolmens: there was evidently a focusing of
rituals.

No whole burials have been found in
the original layers of the megalithic graves,
only parts of bodies.?”* The original burials
in megalithic graves have shown that some
bodies were laid to rest in a defleshed state.
In the passage grave Sarup Gamle Skole 11
(from 3200 BC) two floor layers were found:
at the bottom a flagstone floor and another
floor about 10 c¢m above it constructed in
the phase MN A II (about 3100 BC). On the
original floor there were a few human bones,
including part of the right upper jaw of a 16-
to 18-year-old, probably a young woman,
and a flint knife and a transverse arrowhead.
In front of the entrance to the passage grave
more than 350 pots had been placed, now
left as some 26,000 sherds. From other pas-
sage graves we have no regular remains of
bodies from the period when the chamber
was erected. The chamber was perhaps not
constructed for the burial of whole bodies.
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From the beginning of the period, while
dolmens were being constructed (3500~
3300 BC) we have evidence for votive de-
posits of flint axes and ceramics from the
kerb stones of round- and long-dolmens, but
from MN A [ (3300-3200 BC), especially in
front of the entrance to the passage graves,
we have a large number of votive depositions
of pottery. Careful excavations have demon-
strated that some pots had stood on horizon-
tal flagstones placed upon the kerb stones
(Fig. 2).% It is, however, interesting that
sherds from some vessels, which were ori-
ginally placed upon these flagstones were
found both behind the kerb stones and in
front of them.? It was evidently not impor-
tant to keep the kerb stone and the flagstone
in the original position, unless these are in-
stances of the deposition of pottery only
after the collapse of the structure.

Analyses of the position of the vessels by
the entrance have produced various under-
standings of how the votive activities were
shaped. Klaus Ebbesen believes that there
were successive depositions while others be-
lieve that there were only a few votive cere-
monies with up to thirty vessels placed there
on each occasion.*®* The quantities of pot-
tery placed in front of the entrance can, as at
Sarup Gamle Skole 1I, exceed 300 vessels,
although 50 to 100 vessels is usual. These sa-
crifices of pottery were made particularly
during the MN A I phase, extending partly
into MN A II (3200-3100 BC).

The types of pottery used in the votive
deposits in front of the passage graves in-
cluded funnel beakers, both large storage
vessels and smaller ones beside pedestaled
bowls, ceramic spoons, and richly decorated
vessels: the so-called “display vessels” (Ger-
man: Prachtbechier) (Fig. 3).4-4! The vessels are
thought to have been especially made for
these ceremonies. Similar vessel-types were
also used in votive deposits in the cult houses
(see below).

We often find the votive deposits by the
passage graves covered by a layer of stones.
Sometimes otherwise complete pots placed
by the kerb stones were deliberately smashed
for instance at the passage grave at Norre-
marksgard by Horsens, where a large shoul-
dered vessel was found with a head-sized
rock in the middle (Fig.4).** Besides the
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complete vessels in the votive deposits we
encounter cases where only parts of the ves-
sels were used. In front of the passage grave
at Mejs in West Jutland, for instance, frag-
ments of seven to eight vessels and two ce-
ramic spoons were found in a slightly burnt
layer of earth. No more than a quarter of
each vessel was represented and the sherds
were highly fragmented although they lay in
an untouched state. The excavator, C.A.
Nordman,** considered that the vessels had
been broken up before they were placed in
front of the kerb stones, and that only a
smaller part of each vessel was deposited
here. Since selected fragments of vessels were
sometimes placed in front of the passage
graves, the explanation of these offerings
cannot simply have been a desire to place
food offerings there.

Cult houses

Cult houses are a type of structure inter-
preted as sacral features ever since the first
example was discovered at Tustrup in the
mid-1950%. In 1993 and 1997 Professor C.J.
Becker summarised what we know about
these buildings, eleven examples of which
are now known, all of them from North Jut-
land. The buildings are constructed around
pillars and have a rectangular chamber with
an opening at one end (Fig.5). This chamber
varies in size between 1.7 X 1.6 mand 9 X 6
m. The buildings had depositions of votive
pottery (pedestaled bowls, ceramic spoons
and Prachtbecher) which are most com-
monly placed in two groups. No weapons,
jewellery nor tools have been found, nor any
definite burials. After use the buildings ap-
pear to have been destroyed and their site
sealed by a layer of stone. In four cases me-
galithic graves have been found right beside
cult houses, and the example from Tustrup
shows that the house was used in sacrificial
activities or other ceremonies linked to buri-
als within the megalithic grave.** The ab-
sence of grave goods shows that the build-
ings were probably not final burial places but
may have been used for temporary burial as
one stage in the rites of passage. The uniform
structure of the buildings, the pottery within
them (types that, in fact, are found only in
these and in front of the passage graves), the
deliberate destruction of the buildings and



the pottery and their subsequent sealing, all
indicate that these must be examples of sac-
ral structures, possibly small temples.*’

Votive deposits

The middle phase of the TRB-Culture has
produced more than half of all of the votive
deposits, often from the wet areas, the bogs.*
These deposits include human remains, pot-
tery, amber, flint axes and animal remains.
They are concentrated in particular wet-
lands, where sacrifices were repeatedly per-
formed. These sites lie at a certain distance
from the contemporary settlements.*’ Some
of the votive sites have wooden platforms, as
at Veggerslev Mose.*® Over an area measuring
50 m x 10 here a layer was found containing
slender tree trunks and thick branches lying
flat and supported in several places by verti-
cal stakes. Pots and flint axes had been placed
on and beside the platform.

The finds of skeletons in the bogs, for in-
stance at Sigersdal and Boelskilde, can be re-
garded as evidence of human sacrifice.?
There is a relatively high proportion of
young persons between 16 and 20 years old
among the skeletons found. The Sigersdal
find, where the victims were two young
women of 16 and 18, is thought-provoking.
The elder of the young women had a cord
around her neck and had been strangled.>
In  Gammellung Mose by Troldbjerg on
Langeland four skull fragments representing
two adults (women of 35 to 60 years of age)
and two children were found. One of the
women had traces of blows to the head.®' In
another bog on Langeland, Myrebjerg Mose, a
tangled heap of human and animal bone
measuring 1.8 m across was found beneath a
layer of stones. The pieces of human skull lay
gathered separately. The human bone repre-
sented five individuals: one adult female, two
juveniles of 15 to 18, and two children of 3
and 4.The animal bones were from various
domesticates.>?

A couple of hundred pots that were sa-
crificed in the middle phase of the TRB-
Culture have been recorded from the bogs.>
The medium-sized funnel-necked beaker
(20-30 cm in diameter) is the most common
type of vessel in these deposits. From
Becker’s and Koch’s accounts it is clear that
not all the vessels were deposited whole and

that there are examples of the deliberate se-
lection of broken pieces of pottery.>*™3 In
addition to the funnel-necked beaker,
lugged vessels, lugged flasks, collared flasks,
bowls and Troldebjerg bowls were sacrificed,
but pedestal bowls are rare and no ceramic
spoons have ever been found.*

Nearly all the Danish hoard finds with
amber jewellery date to the middle phase of
the TRB-Culture, a total of 51 in all. Most
of these hoards (83%) have been found in
wet areas and are thought originally to have
been deposited right beside dry land. The
hoards may contain hundreds if not thous-
ands of beads.’’ Amber hoards occur in
northern Denmark in particular. Amber
beads are also found as grave goods in dol-
mens and passage graves.

Flint axes are known from votive depo-
sits throughout the Neolithic, but the major-
ity of finds, and also the largest and finest
axes, were deposited either in wet areas or
on dry land in the middle phase of the
TRB-Culture.*®

Votive deposits thus form a rich and di-
verse body of finds from the middle phase of
the TRB-Culture. Many of the finds were
unfortunately made a long time ago, and
therefore we do not have very accurate de-
tails of the contexts from which they come.
We must therefore hope that we shall have
another chance to find and excavate careful-
ly a site with, for instance, wooden platforms
like the one in Veggerslev Mose.>’

The Sarup enclosures

The Sarup enclosures are a type of structure
that was first encountered in the Nordic
TRB-Culture with the excavations at
Biidelsdorf and Sarup around 1970.%° The
enclosures are characterised by system-dit-
ches and/or palisade trenches, which enclose
natural promontories or high points. The
sites are between 1.6 and 20 ha in size. Only
Sarup itself, with the 9.5 ha site of Sarup I
from 3400 BC and Sarup II from 3200 BC,
has been subjected to extensive excavation
comprising an area of 6 ha (Fig.6). The finds
from the sites can be categorised as specially
selected matenal, and the sites cannot be in-
terpreted as settlements. The author’s view is
that the sites served to symbolise the overri-
ding unit that embraced a large number of

53



settlement areas.®’ The Sarup sites are re-
garded as having played a role in the rites of
passage for deceased members of the area’s
Stone-age population, who were given tem-
porary burial here before being exhumed in
the context of major funerary rituals. Parts
of the bodies were then re-buried in the
megalithic graves of the area while other
parts remained at the site and were included
in further rituals.

The finds from the Sarup enclosures pro-
vide us with an insight into the activities that
went on there. At the base of the system-
ditches that delimited the sites like a double
row of beads on a string, whole pots, some-
times under spreads of stone, have been
found, or large potsherds, heaps of flint tools,
sometimes discrete masses of waste, a few
animal bones (especially the skulls of cattle
and pig), human bones (especially skulls),
and layers containing charcoal, which show
that fires were lit in the ditches. The system-
ditches were quickly refilled and many of
them were subsequently re-cut several times
over.

The find of a small dolmen on the bot-
tom of a system-ditch in a recently found
Sarup enclosure situated by Sarp Gamle
Skole, around 500 m south of the Sarup site
is quite peculiar. This dolmen measures only
112 cm x 73 and was built in the same tech-
nique as large dolmens (Fig.7a). The cap
stone had been removed by cultivation, and
the chamber contained nothing but a coup-
le of sherds from a funnel-necked beaker.
Another ¢ 150 sherds were found just outsi-
de the miniature dolmen (Fig. 7b). The fun-
nel-necked beaker had been deliberately de-
stroyed, as all the sherds had just about the
same size. This would not have been the case
had the beaker been accidentally dropped.
This beaker had therefore been deliberately
placed against the miniature dolmen on the
bottom of the system-ditch. This find thus
provides us with a clear connection between
the activities at the Sarup enclosures and the
stone dolmens.

A substantial palisade trench was found at
Sarup I with evidence of closely spaced posts
3 to 4 m high. On the outside of this pali-
sade, which must have been an impressive
sight to the Stone-age folk (Fig.8), a large
number of pots had been deposited at seve-
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ral locations, together with the remains of
pyres and burnt bone, including one hu-
man.** On the outside of the palisade of
Sarup I and Sarup 11 there was a series of fen-
ced enclosures which must have had some
particular meaning relating to the activities
that went on there, as the position of the sys-
tem-ditches of Sarup I respected the regular
positioning of the fenced enclosures, while
the system-ditches of the inner row of Sarup
I were placed within these fenced enclo-
sures (Fig.9).%4

The inner area of the two Sarup enclo-
sures had been little used. There were a few
traces of occupation in these areas but some
pits with material of ritual character
(Fig.10).% On the southern point of the
promontory within the Sarup II enclosure
there were structures consisting of a couple
of curved trenches and a feature constructed
with four heavy posts.® Two of these post-
holes contained burnt human bone, one
with 34 pieces from the upper part of the
body but not the facial area of a young adul,
possibly female (Fig.11).

The finds from Sarup I and II are of good
quality. From Samp II 17 *“Prachtbecher”
were found (10% of the vessels) (Fig.12).%
This phase also produced the finest artefact
from Sarup, a battleaxe of striated sandstone.
Some of the finds from Sarup I and II had
been deliberately destroyed before deposi-
tion in the system-ditches, beside the palisa-
de fence or in the pits.”” We have seen simi-
lar destruction of material in the deposits in
front of the passage graves, in the cult houses
and in some votive hoards.

In the Sarup area, near the village of
Strandby, a remarkable site was found, which
had a special find material, in part consisting
of deliberately ruined items, mainly thin-
butted flint axes and flint chisels (fig. 13).
More than 120 of these were gathered and
32 flint scrapers and 117 pieces of flint waste.
Fire had made all brittle. The pottery sherds
from this site represent many pots, such as
funnel-necked beakers and pedestal bowls.
This site dates to a phase between Sarup [
and /I, around 3.300 BC. A very similar find
was made in Svartskylle in Skine, Sweden,”
where it was interpreted as the remains of a
ceremonial structure. The custom of burning
axes 1s also known from some sacrificial pits



at for instance Sarup II”' but is mainly
known from the areas in front of the mega-
lithic graves, where flint axes, many ruined
by fire, succeeded the pottery in the late part
of the TRB-Culture.”

Ritual ceramics
A range of special types of pottery is also
characteristic of the middle phase of the
Funnel-necked Beaker Culture, some of
which are vessels decorated with several dif-
ferent patterns from a fixed stylistic set. The
collared flask is a distinctive type found
particularly in features associated with the
earlier part of the phase (about 3400 BC)
although the form is also known in the pre-
vious phase. It is a small, flask-shaped pot
about 10-16 c¢m high with a flat collar on its
long neck. The collared flasks are found in
flat graves, dolmens, bogs and a few settle-
ment finds (Fig.14).”*7* Only a few sherds
from collared flasks have been found at the
Sarup enclosures. Andrew Sherratt has com-
pared these vessels if they are turned over to
the head of a poppy. He suggests the vessels
were used to store some form of opium and
thus to have been part of ritual activity.”®

Dated only to the later part of the phase
(about 3300 BC) are a couple of special ves-
sel-forms such as the pedestal bowls (“fruit
stands”) and ceramic spoons (Fig.15).7°
These two vessel-forms are very often found
together in sets and display rich variation in
decoration.”” These two types of pottery are
almost only found in the votive deposits
from in front of the passage graves and in
cult houses. They appear to have been asso-
ciated exclusively with ritual life and were
presumably specially made for this pur-
pose.”

The display vessels or Prachtbecher are also
a vessel-type used in all the activities argued
here to have been of ritual character. As well
as having been used in the votive deposits
from in front of the passage graves and in cult
houses, we find them used in the wet areas
and at the Sarup enclosures (Fig.12).79-%!
Analyses of the lug patterns on the Trolde-
bjerg bowls (a type of display vessel) show
different zones for each pattern at Sarup 11.%
Corresponding patterns have been found at
the excavated megalithic graves in the area
around Sarup. Perhaps we can interpret this

in terms of vessel-types (and decoration) be-
longing to particular settlements and burial
areas and with similar representation in their
own special zones at Sarup I1.

The funnel-necked beaker is a form of
pottery that occurs in all types of feature. In
the deposits in the wet areas, in the bogs, we
often find medium-sized vessels. Large ves-
sels and small ones were used in the deposits
in front of passage graves and in the Sarup
enclosures.

In this phase, many vessels used in votive
deposits display particularly sharp and defi-
nite decoration linked to specific vessel-
forms. Neither before nor afterwards in the
TRB-Culture do we encounter such strict
rules governing both form and style.®* Fol-
lowing some archaeologists one can empha-
sise the importance of the deliberate use of
style by groups of individuals as an active
agent in competition and regulation be-
tween groups.®® The very strict use of special
ceramic forms and styles is a topic that still
wants thorough examination. It is striking
that these vessel-forms and styles appear in
just the period in which the Neolithic po-
pulation introduced new agricultural under-
takings and produced major construction
works. It is also interesting that many vessels
in the votive deposits had been deliberately
destroyed and were sometimes deposited
only in part.

Rituals in the later part of the TRB-Culture
In the later phase of the TRB-Culture
(3200-2800 BC) we see further changes in
society. Studies of the Sarup area show a
concentration of settlement in this phase
upon a few sites — on the Sarup promonto-
ry itself — one of which was about 4 ha in
size, and thus 80 times larger than the settle-
ments that had formerly been in use. This
large settlement unit must have involved in-
creasing social and economic dependency
and integration.®

Burials now took the form of the reuse
of megalithic graves in which complete bo-
dies were buried, not just parts of them. As
time passed, some of the bones of those
buried were transferred to various heaps of
bones within the megalithic chambers
(Fig.16). In this late phase we also find that
axes, chisels, knives and sickle blades become

55



common grave goods. In front of the passa-
ge graves the votive deposits of pottery
come to an end, and layers of stone appa-
rently cover these. The sacrifices here are su-
perseded by flint axes and chisels, and knives,
transverse arrowheads and other items. The
material offered is often damaged, for instan-
ce by fire.¥

In the wet areas, the bogs, flint axes large-
ly supersede the pottery sacrifices, although
a few pots are still deposited here #®

In the northwest of Jutland, stone-pack-
ing graves were produced in this late phase.
These graves consist of two parallel, bathtub-
shaped pits filled with stones. At one end
there is what is known as a “mortuary
house”. This is a square stone spread that co-
vers a pit that divides into two trenches at
the bottom. It is not yet possible to determi-
ne the functions of these peculiar structures,
more than 500 of which have been excava-
ted.®

No further Sarup enclosures were con-
structed but activities of more ritual charac-
ter were still carried out on the settlements,
and re-cutting of the system-ditches contin-
ued.”

The pottery of this late phase is some-
what different as the forms are more round-
ed and the patterns more extravagant and
less careful. We now face a situation in which
we may see pottery styles losing their com-
municative role (Fig.17).”'

One of the causes for this change may be
found in new methods of production.®?
Farming practice now resembled relatively
intensive forest agriculture with productive
coppices. We ought to regard the forest
landscape as having changed from a large
number of open areas in the forest to a few
more intensively used areas, of which strict-
ly managed coppices were characteristic. It
was possible to feed more people from these
areas. The population no longer needed
wide tracts of land and people could move
together into larger settlement units. The
material evidence now includes flint sickles,
which testify to a change in the subsistence
strategy.”>?

Recently, a new type of structure dating
from the late part of the TRB-Culture and
perhaps the early part of the succeeding
Single Grave Period has been established in
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Scandinavia. It consists of one or more rows
of strong posts semi-circling areas of two to
four ha. Thorough excavations have taken
place at for instance the Ddsjebro site in Ska-
ne, Sweden” and at the Vascodrd and the
Rispebjery sites on Bornholm.”” On the two
latter sites, circular post circles with a dia-
meter of ¢ 10 m, which in type and dating
parallel the English “woodhenges”, were
found. This type of palisade enclosure has a
find material, which suggests that a number
of special activities of a ritual character took
place here. These palisade structures — of
which not much is known yet — were used
at a time when comprehensive changes took
place in the societies to which they be-
longed, resulting in the end in the emergen-
ce of the Single Grave Culture. This culture
has different forms of settlement, burial and
tool equipment. There are thus certain ind-
ications that periods with extensive changes
also had a comprehensive ritual life, which
left pronounced structures.

Why these many rituals in the Funnel-necked
Beaker Culture?
This survey of the TRB-Culture has shown
that in the Funnel-necked Beaker Culture
we deal with a period of prehistory that saw
massive changes that also had a clear impact
on the ritual evidence. The middle phase of
the period seems to have been a very dyna-
mic time in Denmark. After the gradual
transition to an agricultural culture in the
early phase, we see developments in the
direction of extensive, land-hungry agricul-
ture. The methods of agriculture required
people to live in relatively small settlement
units out by the fields. The social organisa-
tion of this phase was that of a segmentary
tribal society characterised by having struc-
turally uniform and equally sized territori-
es/land units inhabited by approximately the
same number of people.”® The territories
were united in a higher order that constitu-
ted a political and economic unit embracing
all the segments.”” This social system does
not have a central focus as a hierarchically
structured society has, personified, for in-
stance, in a chieftain.'%

In the Danish evidence we know of no
finds that provide evidence for chieftainships



in this period. In my doctoral thesis on the
Sarup enclosures (1997) 1 regard these en-
closures as symbols of the overriding unity
in a segmented tribal society, embracing a
large number of equally sized territories or
settlement areas. When deceased relatives
were temporarily buried at Sarup, the dead
person was brought into the general com-
munity. The Sarup enclosures thus consoli-
dated the integration of the individual and
area (the segment) into the whole and legi-
timised their use of the land in a period,
which saw profound changes in social struc-
tures. Through a “network” of this kind, in
association with which one should reckon
with many different rituals carried out in
and beside the burial structures, in the wet-
lands etc., a forum would have been created
which — with the help of the dead persons
manipulated in the rituals — would, among
other things, have been able to restrain con-
flicts over matters such as the right to use
land, to provide a share in the system of food
distribution if there were a shortage, to have
reinforced the unity of society, and to have
obstructed the development of a hierarchical
system. '"1-192 Perhaps the rites of death have
structured the society of the living just as we

saw it by the Mernina-people of Mada-
gascar.'” In this way, a stable course of deve-
lopment was sustained within a period that
saw many new initiatives.

This stable system, with its wide range of
rituals and strict rules (visible also in the
pottery), apparently produced the surplus
for some of the greatest construction works
of Danish prehistory in the form of the
many Sarup enclosures and the building of
20000-25000 megalithic graves. In the se-
cond half of the TRB-Culture, from about
3200-3100 BC onwards, all of this changed.
The population now congregated at large
settlements, no more megalithic graves or
Sarup enclosures were constructed, and the
rituals changed character leaving fewer finds
behind them. The reason for these conspicu-
ous changes is not yet known, but it will be
a fascinating topic to investigate in future
years.

Niels H. Andersen
Moesgard Museum

Translated by John Hines and
Annette Lerche Tiolle
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