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1986 and 1990
Based on "Nordic Archaeological Abstracts"

Lars Redin

This study of Medieval Archaeology presents a quantitative survey of
publications as they appear in NAA 1986 to 1990.The survey indicates

a shift of interest in those years from urban archaeology to other areas,

i. e. castles, iron production and in some sense rural activities. A signi-

ficant growth of interest in theory and methods can be detected which

could be considered as a sign of maturity of Medieval Archaeology in

Sweden.
The status of Medieval Archaeology in the research society is dis-

cussed and is considered to be quite low. It is suggested that the reason

for this is the fact that the subject has a rather vague identity.

Lars Redin, The Museum of National Antiquities, Bor 5405, S-114 84

Stockholm, Sweden.

Some initial considerations should be pre-

sented. "Historical archaeology" is to be un-

derstood as archaeology applied to the pe-

riod from the early Middle Ages up to pre-

sent time. The Middle Ages start about the

year 1000 AD or 150-200 years later, de-

pending on where in Sweden you are —in the

south, in the middle or in the north.

In this paper the term "Sweden" means

Sweden of today, not Sweden of the Middle

Ages which would exclude the former Da-

nish and Norwegian provinces and include

Finland; it does not mean Sweden of the 17th

century either, which would cover the major

parts of the coasts of the Baltic. We are, after

all, evaluating a contemporary phenomenon-

the archaeology of our time — not the history

of the past. Still, there seems to be some

sense in making this statement; otherwise

misunderstanding could occur. An evalua-

tion of Swedish medieval research was car-

ried out by a prominent group of Swedish

scholars in the year 1987 (Dahbäck G. ed.

1987). In that study "Swedish" meant Swe-

dish of the Middle Ages, indicating those

parts of medieval Sweden which are still

Swedish, not the Finnish ones for instance.

We are more unsophisticated in this study,

not daring to mix the present and the past in

this subtle way and we will stick to one di-

mension: this is a study of how archaeology

in Sweden is dealing with the historical past

as reflected in Nordin Archaeological Ab-

stracts.
We will be looking at five years of pub-

lished research. Five years can be consider-

ed a short period or a long one in the deve-

lopment of research history. Swedish arch-

aeology has been involved in the study of
the historical period for a considerable time

now, more than a century in fact. Seen in

this perspective, five years in the 1980s
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would be of small significance. The author
will claim differently and in doing so argues
from a narrower perspective. (In fact the
author introduces an ambiguous pheno-
menon into this study. On the one hand, he
is talking about archaeologists in a general
sense; any archaeologist who has been
researching the Middle Ages. On the other
hand, he is interested in the academic discip-
line of medieval archaeology and in specia-
lized medieval archaeologists. One can say
that he is mainly interested in two things: 1.
Archaeological research in the period from
the beginning of the Middle Ages onwards.
2. The development and status of medieval/
historical archaeology. )

Medieval archaeology has been taught
from the early 1960s in Lund, and has resul-
ted in six academic licentiate degrees in the
last part of this decade. The first doctoral
degree in medieval archaeology was be-
stowed in 1976. By the end of 1993 16 doc-
toral theses in medieval archaeology had
been presented in Lund. In addition, several
doctoral theses dealing with the Middle Ages
have appeared at other institutes of archaeo-

logy in Sweden. This should clearly demon-
strate that the last 25 years have seen a
considerable development of historical arch-

aeology from a scholarly point of view.
Furthermore, until about 1975 medieval

archaeology was a concern primarily for the
south and southwest of Sweden, in the first
hand for the province of Skåne. In the 1970s
large scale excavations were started in other
parts of the country with a preference to his-
torical urban centres in the middle of Swe-
den. This meant, in the first hand an enor-
mous quantitative expansion of medieval
archaeology and eventually also a qualita-
tive development; one aspect, which should
not be underestimated, is the fact that other
perspectives than the southscandinavian
ones became more obvious. Today historical
archaeology in Sweden covers the whole
country, from the very south to the Polar
Circle in the north, from the most easterly

archipelago in the Baltic to the peripheral
mountains at the Norwegian border in the
west.

To this sketchy background, can be added
that medieval archaeology has established it-
self in the archaeological family in a more
pronounced sense than before — methodo-
logically, theoretically and also with respect
to identity. The identity of the subject was
until rather late quite vague —a mixture of art
history, history, ethnology and archaeology.
True, these elements should be present in a
historical archaeology worth the name, but

they should not create an identity problem,
which they did. This problem of identity is
demonstrated by the fact that the true char-
acteristics of the subject are discussed with

some regularity. See for instance META
1988 1-2 (Cinthio, Andrén, Wienberg, Öster-

berg, Andersson). This does not seem to be
an issue today. Historical archaeology is a
grown-up member of the archaeological
family, in some fields a leading member.

Our five years of medieval archaeology
saw a shift of generation, most significantly
demonstrated by the fact that the first profes-
sor of medieval archaeology in Lund, Eric
Cinthio, was succeeded by the second one,
Hans Andersson, in 1987. By and by this
meant the formation of a group of young
students who were not directly influenced

by Cinthio's vision of the subject, in which
elements from archaeology, art history, his-

tory and philosophy mingled into a syn-
thesis with many facets. The effects of this
shift will not appear in our five years of
publications; it will take about five years
from the formation period for them to make a
forceful appearance in the outside world. It
will be the task of the evaluator of the years
1991-95 to consider the effects of this
change.

Anyhow, this is a background which
permits us to claim that five years in the
1980s have some significance when it comes
to evaluating the status and general trend
of medieval/historical archaeology.
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Still, even if we accept the significance
of the 1980s for the development of medie-

val archaelogy in Sweden we can question

the maturity of the subject at that time in

view of some obvious facts. We alluded

earlier to the publication Svensk medeltids-

forskning i dag (Medieval Research in Swe-

den Today; Dahlbäck, ed. 1987).None of the

five contributors to that survey was a
medieval archaeologist or an archaeologist

in any other respect. In the publication me-

dieval archaeology is included —after all, the

subject is the only academic one in Sweden

entirely devoted to the Middle Ages. Arch-

aeological research in the period is analysed

and evaluated and a future strategy is sug-

gested by an art historian and a historian,

respectively. Obviously at that time medie-

val archaeologists were not highly valued

from a scholarly point of view. This estima-

tion can be backed up by datas from NAA

1986-90, which will be demonstrated further

on in this paper.

EXPECTATIONS AND WISHES-
A PERSONAL INTERLUDE
When preparing this paper I had some

expectations as to how Swedish medieval

archaeology would appear. Some of these

expectations can be summarized as follows:

a shift of focus from urban archaeology

to agrarian archaeology
an orientation toward problems in the

economic sphere, like modes of produc-

tion and changes in the technology of
production
that the urban archaelogy would be less

dominated by purely topographical aspects

compared with the previous period

a substantial increase in publications on

the themes Saami and Iron production

a vigorous activity within osteological re-

search anda corresponding increase in

publications as a response to the fact that

in the previous period about 120 cemeta-

ries were touched by archaeological exca-

vations and about 7000 medieval skele-

tons were documented (Redin 1991)
that the interpretations of the medieval

society would be more complex and based

on theoretical perspectives and would use

more sophisticated archaeological met-

hods.

I had wished —partly against my better know-

ledge —that:
the fact that medieval archaeologists in

the previous ten years probably had out-

numbered archaeologists of any other

prehistoric period, would have an influ-

ence on the general archaeological debate

church archaeology would finally be

established, and that we would not have

to face the embarressing situation that in-

vestigations and documentations of medi-

eval churches were neglected orcarried
out by, from many aspects, ignorant art

historians or architects (judging from the

present situation, this wish was a real

utopian one)
we would more frequently meet a medi-

eval archaeology that would dare to ac-

cept the value of archaeological sources

and data alongside sources and data of
other kinds (historical, scientific, geo-

graphic, etc) and be prepared to establish

independent interpretations

we would see a new interest among the

archaeologists in using the possibilities

offered by the archaeological artefacts in

the research. Swedish archaeology has in

fact neglected this important source mate-

rial on the medieval society
the medieval archaeological experience
would be sought and valued by other

disciplines as an important contribution

to the general understanding of historical

processes.

A proper evaluation of these expectations

and wishes would necesitate a study of simi-

lar kind from the time period 1976-1985.Not

that the reader must accept my proposal at

face value; the above points are subjective
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and as such more adapted to discussions
than research. Discussions can be of value!
So....

NAA 1986-90 — WHAT CAN BE
UNDERSTOOD ABOUT MEDIEVAL
ARCHAEOLOGY?

When writing this I have at hand four
printed volumes of NAA namely those from
the years 1986-1989. In these there were
1395 Swedish abstract titles on the prehis-
toric period and 1028 on medieval and post-
medieval time. Consequently the later period
has been covered with about 42.4% of all the
abstracts systematized in a periodical per-
spective. This does not give a fair estima-
tion, however. The premedieval abstracts
should on the whole be seen as the products
of archaeologists, but the medieval and the
postmedieval ones are to a substantial part
written by specialists within other academic
disciplines, like art history, linguistics, his-

tory and human geography. Of all publica-
tions covered by abstracts in NAA in the
years 1986-89 dealing with the Middle Ages
and postmedieval time, about 9 % is written

by Swedish archaeologists or by Swedish
scholars of a clear archaeological orientation.
If we also include the year of 1990, which is
at hand in the form of a manuscript (pub-
lished in the autumn of 1994) it is in plain
numbers a matter of 325 abstracts, on the
whole about a fair share.

These 325 abstracts represent a variety
of publications, from proper monographs,
some of them doctoral theses, to short no-
tices introducing some observation or object.
Seminar papers are not included, although
they can be of great interest as an indication
of existing trends at the university institutes
and in some cases are of high quality by
any standard.

Figure 1 is a diagramatic presentation of
these 325 abstracts grouped according to
theme.

Of course a subdivision like the one de-
monstrated in this diagram can be questioned

from many aspects. Any scholarly presenta-
tion worth the name should be relevant from
a methodological and/or theoretical point of
view, for instance. Much of the interest in

iron research is directed towards the aspects
of production, which makes the differentia-
tion between Iron and Production dubious in

some cases. Still, since research on iron and
iron production is one of the most innova-

ting and interesting developments in Swe-
dish archaeology of today, this differentia-
tion can be defended.

Let us accept the assumption that the
diagram does give us some straight statistical
information on the direction of medieval
archaeological publications in Sweden be-
tween the years 1986 and 1990. Does it also
give us an understanding of medieval/his-

torical archeology and its status in the same
years? Probably not. As pointed out earlier
publications tend to represent thoughts and
ambitions some years old when they are
printed.

If we want to draw some conclusions
from diagram 1 they are that urban archaeo-

logy is losing ground (from eighteen titles in

1986 to seven in 1990) and the interest in

castles seems to be rising and the likewise in

theory and methods. The year 1986 was

apparently a good year for artefact studies. In
the five years concerned, the themes Castles,
Countryside, Underwater Archaeology and
Numismatics also inspired a respectable
amount of publishing acitivity (more than

twenty titles in all). There is no indication,
though, that the decrease in town archaeo-

logy correponded to an expansion of country-
side archaeology (see expectation no 1). Six
themes have produced between nine and
sixteen titles and four only a few each.
Church archaeology was well established
and remained so during the five years. There
was some acitivity in postmedieval archaeo-

logy, most on Underwater and Iron.
It can be worthwhile to look more closely

at some of the themes.
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Themes NAA 1986 NAA 1987 NAA 1988 NAA 1989 NAA 1990 Total

Monastery xxx (3) xxx (3) - (0) xx (2) xxxx (4) XXXXXXXXXX

xx(12)

Town

Church

XXXXXXXXXX

xxxxx / ooo
(18 15 / 3)

XXXXXXXXXX

xx (12)

XXXXXXXXXX

xx (12)

XXXXXXXX

(8)

XXXXXXXX

(8)

XXXXXXXX

(8)

XXXÄXXXXXX

x/o
(12 11/ I)

xxxxxxx/ o
(8 7 / I)

XXXXXXX

(7)

XXXXXXXXXX

xx (12)

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

xxx / oooo
(57 53/4)

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

xxxxxxx / o
(48 47/ I)

Castles xxxx / oo
(6 4 / 2)

xx (2) xxxxx(S) xxxxxxx / o
(8 7/ I)

xxxxxxx / o
(8 7/ I)

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

xxxxx/oooo
(29 25/4)

Countryside

Artefacts

Theory/
Methods

xxxxxxx (7)

XXXXXXXXXX

xx /oo
(14 12 / 2)

x (I)

xxxxx/o
(6 5 /I)

xxx (3)

xx (2)

xx (2)

xxx (3)

xxxx (4)

xxxxx (S)

xxxx (4)

xxx (3)

xxxx (4)

xx (2)

xxxx (4)

XXXXXÄXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

xxxx /o
(24 23/ I)

XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

xxxx / oo
(26 24/2)

XXXXXXXXXX

xxx /o
(14 13 / I )

Underwater

Ancient
monuments

x x x / ooooo
(8 3/5)

xxx (3)

xxx / oo
(5 3/ 2)

xxx /o
(4 3/ I)

x (I)

xx (2)

xxx / oo
(5 3 / 2)

x (I)

xx/oo
(4 2 / 2)

xxxxx / o
(6 5 / I)

XXXXXXXXXX

xx / oooooo
ooooo
(23 12 / 11)

XXXXXXXXXX

xxxx / oo
(16 14/2)

Bnildmg xxxxx / oo
(7 5/2)

x (I) xxx /o
(4 3/ I)

x (I) x (I) XXXXXXXXXX

x/ooo
(14 11/3)

Numismattcs xxxx (4) xxxxxx (6) - (0) xxxxxxxx (8) xxxx (4) XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXXXX

xx (22)

Osteology xxx (3) xxx (3) -(0) xx / o (3 2 / I ) xx (2) xxxxxxxxxx /

o (11 10/ I)

Production

Iron

Lmguistics/
Runes, Saami,
Technology,
Typography

xxxxx (5)

xx/ooo
(5 2 / 3)

xx (2)

x (I)

- (0)

xxx/o
(4 3/ I)

x (I)

/o (I 0/ I)

x (I)

x (I)

xxx / oo

(5 3/2)

xx (2)

x ( I )

-(0)

x (I)

XXXXXXXXX

(9)

xxxxx / oooo
oo(il 5/6)

xxxxxxxxx / o
(10 9/ I)

Total
med / p.med

98
Bl / 17

60
55/5

39
35/4

68
60/8

60
55/5

325
285 /40

Fig. l. Abstracts wlitten by medieval archaeologists on medieval and postmedieval period grouped

according to themes. x l = medieval. I o = postmedieval
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CHURCH ARCHAEOLOGY
Churches seem to have been a major con-
cern for Swedish medieval archaeology (47
titles between 1986 and 1990). This quan-
titative description does not say much. The
qualitative aspects must be treated too.

So what is the real direction of archaeo-
logical interest in churches? There are a lot
of different approaches to the presentations
(small church descriptions, technical as-
pects of vaulting, singIe notations of archi-
tectural details, etc.). About 20 % represents
rather simple descriptions of excavations in

churches, most of them rather limited; there
are a few larger excavations, though. St
Hans in Visby was more or less completely
excavated during this period in a reseach
project which activated many aspects on the

chronology of the Visby churches. The
cathedral of Uppsala was also excavated
and its walls were investigated archaeologi-
cally — and the results were published
(Swanström 1986, Malm 1987). Church
archaeologists have treated methodological
problems such as using dendrochronology
(Sundnér 1990, Wienberg 1989).There are a
number of publications arguing for and
using medieval churches as a source for
studying social and economic aspects in the
medieval society (Claesson 1989, Holmberg
1990, Redin 1988, Sundnér 1989). One of
these is a dissertation for the licentiate
degree, an other is a monograph on how
elements in the medieval parochial churches
in the south of Sweden relate to changes in

society. In 1986 a "festschrift" in honour of
Erik Cinthio, who was about to retire, was
published with contributions by his former
and present students (Andrén et al. (Ed.)
1986).Of the twentysix articles in this book,
eight treated churches, which can be seen as
an expression of the interest in church
archaeology at the Institute of Medieval
Archaeology in Lund.

One of the most ambitious studies of
churhces appears in By, huvudgård och kyrka,
a product of the Institute of Medieval

Archaeology in Lund and a part of a larger
interdisciplinary project on an area in eastem
Scania. A group of scholars investigated and
analysed twentyone churches and conduc-
ted a discussion on building techniques and

chronology, dendrochronology, the ecclesias-
tical organisation and demography. The study
is quite interesting methodologically and
theoretically, and it also demonstrates the
value of churches as a general source mate-
rial on changes in the society (Andersson &
Anglert (Ed.) 1989).

By, huvudgård och kyrka is based on the
collecting and systematisation of available
data. This might be seen as a significant
characteristic of non documentary research
on the Middle Ages for some time. It can be
seen in earlier works like Andrén 1985,
Liepe 1985, and not the least in the project
Medeltidsstaden and its reports. This cer-
tainly expresses a need to establish surveys
of phenomena often refered to but seldom

properly accounted for. In 1987 Kyrkorna
berättar by A-C. Bonnier was published, a
dissertation not in medieval archaeology but
in art history and containing a study of me-
dieval churches in Uppland based on the
systematization of available information
(archaeological, art historical and documen-

tary) (Bonnier 1987). In many respects this

study shows close kinship with the arch-
aeological studies mentioned and can con-
sequently defend its place here in this paper.
One difference, however, is that the arch-
aeologists in most cases use the churches to
investigate general processes in the society
whereas for Bonnier the churches them-
selves are the object.

If we want to say something conclusive
about the general direction of the above
studies of churches, it is that they have the
ambition to understand their objects in the
light of social and economic changes in the
medieval society. What is missing, however,
is a dynamic excavation acttivity. The re-
search activity which has been carried out
is mainly based on data from existing docu-
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mentation. Only rarely are there presenta-

tions of newly excavated churches and

normally they are small ones. It is clear that

the number of churches investigated by
archaeologists does not correspond at all to

the number of churches which should have

been investigated.

TOWNS
As noted earlier our five years represent a

period of declining interest in urban arch-

aeology. At least it seems so from a purely

quantitaive point of view — the qualitative

evaluation is a bit more complex. It is true

that there is a tendency towards a domi-

nance of more and more short notes and

minor reports on archaeological acitivities

in the later years of the period. One can also

consider some efforts in the earlier years to

be more ambitious like discussions on feudal

urbanization (Klackenberg 1986). A mono-

graphic doctoral thesis on Skanör in 1988
(Ersgård 1988), can be seen as a conclusion

to archaeological activities from the 1970s
and the early 1980s. It is an advanced study

of the development of two towns in the

southeasterly corner of Scania, where eco-
nomic activities at the herring markets, royal

power, and social structures have contribu-

ted to a development of a very special kind.

In retrospective, nothing like it has been

published in Sweden since, which makes it

easy to accept that urban archaeology has

changed direction. New perspectives can be

expected.
Such new perspectives might or might

not appear from some new research projects
which were started in the late 1980s, one of
them on Kungahälla (Carlsson (Ed.) 1988).
Today it is quite clear that a successful
initiative was taken in 1987 to establish a new

start for Sigtuna research, not least a new

start for Sigtuna archaeology (Tesch (Ed.)
1988). This was an initiative to establish a

cross disciplinary research climate, which

will be of great value in the coming years.

In conclusion urban archaeology reached

the end of the very dynamic period which

started at about 1975 and which concerned

itself mainly with topographical aspects of
town development. Almost symbolically the

latest of the reports in the series Medeltids-

staden appeared in the year 1990; in fact
about a preurban location: Köpingsvik on

Öland (Johnsson k Schultze 1990). A new

phase of archaeological reseach on towns

must certainly be based on new ideas but at

the same time on bringing new data into the

picture. Whether these new ideas will be

directed towards mental, cultural or material

areas, I am quite convinced that archaeologi-

cal artefacts will contribute some of the data

in a much more developed way than has

been the case in the past.

COUNTRYSIDE
I have claimed that diminishing urban arch-

aeology has not led to an expansion of
archaeology in the countryside. This does

not mean that the urban experience has not

inspired efforts outside the towns. A discus-

sion started around 1980 about the concept
of "omland" (hinterland, surroundings). The
discussion inspired some efforts in the later

years (e.g. Redin 1986), most notably a doc-

toral thesis on Blekinge, which studies the

relationship between the human use of the

landscape and the formation of central places
from around 600 A.D to the middle of the

seventeenth century (Stenholm 1987). The

theses is rather descriptive, bringing toget-

her a lot of different aspects of this rather

peripheral province of medieval Denmark

along established methodological lines. A

new approach to the relationship between

town and "omland" is used in the short

paper Urban and rural consumption patterns
in eastern central Sweden A.D. 1000-1700,
which demonstrates the great possibilities
inherent in excavated artefacts and ecofacts.
It clearly demonstrates the effects of towns

on rural production and consumptions (Bro-
berg k Svensson 1987). One might have

expected a treatment of the town — "omland"
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concept in By, huvudgård och kyrka since it
is a study of a landscape around the town

Ystad, but this study is directed towards the
rural landscape as a separate unit (Anders-
son & Anglert, (Ed.) 1989; see however An-

dersson ei al 1991).
Anders Broberg has made a thorough

analysis of a settlement in the countryside
in the north of the province of Uppland and

has presented it in his doctoral thesis (Bro-
berg 1990). He follows the development
from 700 A.D. to around 1350 from estab-
lishment to decline. Especially interesting is
that he carries out an estimation of maximal
production capacity and relates it to varia-
tions in habitation intensity and population
growth.

One conclusion about the theme Country-
side is that the number of abstracts is not
very great, but they represent some of the
most interesting and promising contribu-
tions to the development of medieval/his-
torical archaeology. It might be that rural

life was basic in the Middle Ages and deal-

ing with it encourages the ambition to estab-
lish a synthesis. And after all this is the as-
pect of the preindustrial society, which is
least known from other sources.

ARTEFACTS
Medieval archaeologists in Sweden are nor-

mally not inclined to devote themselves to
artefact study, regrettably so as has been
mentioned earlier in this paper. Some major
efforts are represented in the publications
between 1986 and 1990 though. In 1986
Anders Lindahl published his doctoral the-
sis, a technological study of glazed earthen-
ware from Dalby in Scania. In doing so he
convincingly established this specialized
and scientific approach to medieval cera-
mics along lines which had been developed
at the Department of Quaternary Geology
and its laboratory for pottery analysis (Lin-
dahl 1986). Another example of a technical
approach is a study of knives from the Eke-
torp ringfort (Arrhenius 1989). Apart from

these works, however, the technological as-

pect of artefact reseach is very rare. An
ambitious counterpart along more humanis-

tic lines is represented by Lars Andersson's

study of pilgrim badges and pilgrimage,
which is in fact a study of pilgrimage in

Scandinavia primarily based on finds of pil-

grim badges (Andersson 1989).
That is about all there is to say about

artefact studies within medieval archaelogy,
and it should be considered against the back-
ground that the ten years preceding our
period saw an enormous expansion of find
material from excavations in the medieval
towns. Yet there is almost no trace of this
fact in NAA 1986-90. Even more startling
is the fact that the situation has not changed
much since 1990.

The question is, are the medieval arte-
facts of no value as a source of the Middle
Ages?

THEORY, METHODS AND IDENTITY
I claimed in the beginning of this study that
medieval archaeology had established itself
in the archaeological family methodologi-
cally and theoretically and with an identity
of its own. This statement should be looked
at more closely. It can be said that the
contribution of Swedish medieval archaeo-
logists to the theoretical development of
archaeology as a whole is not very impres-
sive. In the subject index of NAA only
about 5.6 % of all abstracts under the sub-

jects Archaeology, Methods and Theory are
written by medieval archaeologists. True,
there is an indication that the interest in a
more theoretical approach is increasing
among the medieval archaeologists as can
be seen from figure nr 2.

When this was written NAA 1990 only
existed in the form of a munuscript, which

prevented including the values of that year.
Still, to some degree this is a demonstra-

tion of a domestic exchange of ideas: medie-
val archaeologists are discussing medieval
archaeology with other medieval archaeo-
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Fig. 2. Contribution of Sw. medieval archaeology to subjectsArchaeology, Methods and Theory.

logists (META 1988 1-2, META 1989/1 pp
1-29, Welinder 1989). There are however

examples, and not so very few either, of
contributions of more general interest to a
wider group of academic disciplines (i.e.
Andersson 1990,Andrén 1986,Ersgård 1988,
Klackenberg 1986, Myrdal 1987, (true the

latter is a scholar of economic history, but

still with experience from using artefacts

from the Middle Ages), META 1988/1-2,
Sundnér 1990, Wienberg 1988, 1989).

SOME OBSERVATIONS
We can make more observations of the same

kind; the obvious rebirth of interest in cast-

les and fortresses; a new trend or a coinci-
dence? (Two monographs appeared: Ödman

1988, Mogren & Svensson 1988; the research

projects on Styresholm, Ångermanland and

on the wooden defence "Bulverket" on Got-

land produced a whole series of papers e.g.
Wallander 1989, Rönnby 1989. Finally a
conference about castles and fortresses was

held: Melander (Ed.) 1989). Underwater

archaeology should be mentioned with its

strong influence from non-professional par-

ticipants as well as Iron and Iron production.

All are special interests within historical

archaeology and can be seen as innovative in

one sense or another. I would like to stress

another phenomenon though, namely the

existence of the periodical META. It is quite

obvious that META has been of great im-

portance to the development of medieval/

historical archaeology in Sweden during the

time period. With its combination of infor-

mality and quality it established itself as a

platform for discussion, debate and infor-

mation. During the period META identified

important topics for discussion and contribu-

ted a lot toward developing them. In META

medieval archaeology had something that

Swedish Archaeology should have had.

Swedish medieval archaeology was not

programatic as it appears in the publications

of 1986-90.There is no allegiance to ideolo-

gies or schools of thought, no programatic
declarations in its appearance. Ten years
earlier there was more of such. Wether that

should be interpreted as a sign of maturity

or less vitality is an open question.

In the end I will bring us back to the as-

pect of medieval archaeology's position in

the academic world as a whole. Who is in-

terested in its results and problems? Who

wants to consider its suggestions and inter-

pretations? The study Svensk medeltidsforsk-

ning idag appreciated the existence of me-

dieval archaeology, though more so as a

possibility for the future than as a reality to-

day at least when it comes to the question

of a real contribution to understanding me-

dieval Sweden (see Göran Dahlbäck:Svensk
medeltid i historiskt perspektiv and also
Mereth Lindgren: Svensk medeltid i konst-

vetenskapligt perspektiv in Dahlbäck (Ed.)
1987). Much can be said in favour of that

estimation, especially if you accept the

geographical limitation of the study. Would

this be the case if dealing with problems in

e.g. a more general context?
So it would seem! At a conference in
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1988 at the Krapperup castle in Scania on
the Birth of the Middle Ages only two parti-
cipants out of twentyone were Swedish me-
dieval archaeologists and only one of the
two held a lecture (Andrén (ed) 1989).This
underlines the fact that Sweden until then
had produced very few scholars of medie-
val archaeology of such high standard that

they could be accepted as partners in a
discussion of that kind. This should be kept
in mind and forms a background to the gene-
ral direction of the publications of the years
1986-90.

Earlier in this study I touched upon the
fact that medieval archaeology seems to
have a problem with indentity. In a com-
ment to Medeltiden och arkeologin (Andrén
et al (Ed.)1986) Stig Welinder identified this
problem and suggested that medieval arch-

aeology should stop being a cross discipli-
nary hybrid (my interpretation) and give its
attention to building up its selfconfidence.
The method would be to accept that medie-
val archaeology is a humanistic discipline
which should study the interrelationship
between man, objects and the physical and
ecological environment (Welinder 1989).

Eva Österberg seems to think along the same
lines when she — more politely and subtly

perhaps — looks for a medieval archaeology
that is less preoccupied with questions like
"when did towns and villages appear,
vanish?" and focus more on how they
functioned as social arenas when they exis-
ted. Österberg points out that history as a
subject has lately shifted from studying
materialistic aspects to cultural ones; this
should be the modem trend (Österberg 1988:
60). We can deduce that she could not iden-

tify a similar modernization in medieval
archaeology.

A more humanistic approach, an ethno-

logical readiness to understand the mental
and cultural motives behind events identi-
fied by archeology, is what other disciplines
seem to expect from medieval archaeology.
This expectation was obviously not met in

the years 1986-90. Perhaps it will be in the
next five years, and if so, will that solve the
identity problem of medieval archaeology in
Sweden?

English revised by Laura Wrang.
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