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1 Introduction, Problem Definition and Research Aims 

1.1 Introduction 

Recently, the topic of depositions has received much attention in Dutch prehistoric archaeology 

(Arnoldussen 2008: 442–454; Fontijn 2003; Gerritsen 2001: 73–76; 91–113; Kok 2008; 

Therkorn 2004; Wentink 2006). Publications on deposition practices in the Netherlands cover a 

wide range of materials (from flint axes to deer antlers) and find contexts (from the postholes in 

settlements to wet zones in the natural landscape). They discuss deposition practices from the 

Neolithic up to historic periods. Nevertheless, thus far essential unasked questions have 

remained. Until now there has been no study that concentrates on the underlying principles 

behind intentional depositions, taking into account both the tradition of depositional practices 

and time specific circumstances. In this study an attempt is made to understand the principles of 

depositional practices in the northern Netherlands throughout later prehistoric periods. What 

aspects united the acts of deposition as such and what elements were made to be context or 

object specific? 

1.2 Definition of the problem 

Research into deposition patterns has been affected by too narrow a focus, both with regard to 

domain (settlement context or the wet low-lying areas) and type of objects. The debate on 

deposition practices during later prehistoric periods in the Netherlands can be divided into 

three main themes: (1) deposition of predominantly metal objects in wet zones in the landscape, 

with a temporal focus on the Bronze Age (Essink & Hielkema 1999; Fontijn 2003; van der 

Sanden 1980), (2) deposition of predominantly non-metal objects in dry contexts, mainly 

settlements with a temporal focus on the Late Bronze Age and later periods (van den Broeke 

2002; Gerritsen 2001: 73–76; 91–113; van Hoof 2002; but see: Arnoldussen 2008: 444–454) and 

(3) the bog finds of the province of Drenthe, which are essentially only catalogued by object type. 

These bog finds are dated from the Neolithic up to Medieval periods (Prummel & van der Sanden 

1995; van der Sanden & Taayke 1995; van der Sanden 1994, 1995a, 1995b, 1997a, 1997b, 

1998a, 1998b, 1998c, 2001, 2002a, 2002b, 2002c, 2002d, 2004). If and how depositions in wet 

and dry context (settlements) relate to each other is a topic that is not addressed yet, 

particularly for the periods after the (Late) Bronze Age.  

The topic of depositions within settlements has received more attention in recent years, 

following a number of publications on settlement sites on sandy soils of the southern 

Netherlands (van den Broeke 2002; Gerritsen 1999a, 2001, 2007; van Hoof 2002) and in the 

central river area (Arnoldussen 2008). In contrast to deposition in wet areas (see below), the 

practices of deposition in settlement contexts have mainly been discussed as part of settlement 

as a whole (but see: van den Broeke n.d.). Depositions are seen as one of the media for studying 

the creation of communities and settlement dynamics during the period Late Bronze Age – 

Roman Iron Age (Gerritsen 2001: 9–10; 73–76; 91–113). In settlement context, depositions have 

been found in pits and postholes, and they contain a wide range of materials (van den Broeke 

2002; Gerritsen 2001: 108, table 3.14; van Hoof 2002). Metal finds in settlement context are less 

often encountered, although some examples exists for the Bronze Age (Arnoldussen 2008: 442–

444; Fontijn 2003: 144–147; 262, fig. 14.2) as well as for the Iron Age (Arnoldussen & Brusgaard 

2015; Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; Gerritsen 2001: 104, table 3.14). For the Iron Age and 

Roman Period, depositions inside the settlement have been generally interpreted as being made 

at the moment of abandonment of individual houses (Gerritsen 1999a, 2001: 50, fig. 3.1. see 

discussion chapter 2). Whether our present understanding of deposition practices in settlement 
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context is representative for the abandonment of houses in general, has yet to be established. No 

numbers have been published on how many of these abandonment depositions can be found in 

one settlement and whether all houses received such a deposition. Also, the spatial relationship 

between deposition and settlement features is not always unproblematic. The association of a 

deposition to a specific structure can only be established with some certainty when the deposits 

are found in close association to the structure (e.g. pits inside the house or very close to it) or 

when it concerns the features of a house (as in Hijken: Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014). More 

problematic are pits with deposits which are situated several meters away from the nearest 

structure (as in Peelo-Kleuvenveld: Kooi & de Langen 1987: 64(164)). 

A sharp decline in the number of depositions of metal objects in wet contexts is seen from the 

Early Iron Age on, after a remarkable peak in the number of depositions during the Late Bronze 

Age (Fontijn 2003: 192–193). Through the strong focus on specifically metal object, depositions 

in wet contexts in general seem almost to come to a halt at the beginning of the Early Iron Age. 

Explanations are sought in a shift of domains used for depositions, from the wetlands to the 

settlements or to funerary sites (Fontijn & Fokkens 2007; Fontijn 2003: 192). The question is 

whether this shift of ritual focus is a real shift and not the result of research biases instead. 

Research into wetland depositions has mainly been research into metal prestige objects in 

wetland context (but see Kok 2008), which started in the Late Neolithic and ended – as said – at 

the beginning of the Early Iron Age. This special focus on deposition of prestige items in wet 

context is not restricted to the Bronze Age period. A focus on studying prestige items can be 

identified in research of other periods too: the Late Neolithic when copper axes were deposited 

(Fontijn 2003: 60–68) and the Funnel Beaker Period (Wentink 2006), when flint prestige objects 

were deposited instead of metal ones. Still, these depositions were actually part of a wider 

tradition; other types of objects were also deposited in the bogs during the Neolithic period, for 

example wooden disc wheels (van der Waals 1964: 44–50). Additionally, during the Bronze Age, 

non-metal, organic objects continued to be used in depositions in wet areas (Arnoldussen 2008: 

445). For the Oer-IJ area, Kok has established that deposition practices continued at least until 

the Early Middle Age (Kok 2008: 185, fig. 4.48). Depositions of other types of objects in wet 

context thus show a remarkable continuity also after the Early Iron Age.1 There is even some 

evidence that metal objects – although less conspicuous ones – were still placed in wet areas 

during the Middle Iron Age (van den Broeke 2001). At the moment, the evidence for Iron Age 

depositional practices in wet areas still remains anecdotal and a discussion of what the norms 

were for depositing objects in wet areas is still lacking. Nevertheless, it is clear that the overall 

practice of depositing objects in wet areas did not come to a halt at the beginning of the Iron Age. 

Dry and wet contexts are often interpreted as opposites and discussed separately. The 

inventories of Van der Sanden on the one hand and the descriptions of settlement depositions on 

the other hand (Arnoldussen 2008: 444–454; van den Broeke 2002; Gerritsen 2001: 108, table 

3.14; van Hoof 2002) show that a number of types of objects were used in both contexts, 

amongst others ceramics, stones (particularly querns) and animal bones. Moreover the divide 

between the cultivated and human (settlements) versus the unaltered and ‘natural’ places 

(rivers, streams and bogs) may not be as clear cut as it seems (e.g. Fontijn 2003). In addition to 

single finds, also a number of structures in the bogs of the northern Netherlands is known (van 

                                                             
1 Van der Sanden has made several inventories of bog finds from the province of Drenthe that are part of the collection 
of the Provincial Museum (Prummel & van der Sanden 1995; van der Sanden & Taayke 1995; van der Sanden 1995a, 
1995b, 1997a, 1997b, 1998a, 1998b, 2002a, 2002b, 2002c, 2002d; Ufkes 1997). In these inventories bog finds from 
the Bronze Age are also listed, but are not discussed in any detail.  
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der Sanden 2001) as well as bog track ways (Casparie 1985, 1987, 2005). This raises the 

question how ‘natural’ the bogs and other wet areas really were.  

Finally, not all depositions outside settlements have to be wet-context depositions: a number 

of pits with special deposits are known that were found in isolation. These pits can be dated to 

the Early Iron Age on the basis of their content (e.g. Taayke 1993: 54). Traditionally, such pits 

are interpreted as belonging to a settlement that has not yet been found (Waterbolk 1961: 137). 

Other possible explanations, such as dry-context depositions outside the settlement should be 

explored (van den Broeke 2002: 55; Taayke 1993: 53). Taking the above into consideration, an 

integrated study of depositional practices in both wet and dry context with a special focus on the 

Iron Age will lead to a fuller understanding of this fascinating phenomenon.  

1.3 Research aims and research questions 
Although in recent years depositional practices have received more attention, many aspects still 

remain unclear. A first point of concern is the continuation of object deposits in wet areas after 

the Bronze Age. A re-evaluation of the inventories of Van der Sanden, in combination with other 

finds from wet areas will show how deposits continued to be placed in wet areas after the 

Bronze Age. For depositional practices in settlement context a more systematic analysis is 

needed to fully grasp the extent of the depositions and their (spatial) relationship to other 

structures. This study aims to render a more complete understanding of depositional practices 

during the Iron Age by combining evidence from dry and wet context, as well as by 

incorporating less often discussed phenomena such as isolated pits in dry areas and structures 

in wet areas. This will lead to a better insight into the choices that were made before the actual 

act of deposition, not only with regard to the objects chosen, but also to the place of deposition. 

The aim of this thesis therefore is to gain insight in the norm (and deviation from the norm) 

of the deposition practices in the Dutch Iron Age (c. 800-0 BC) by (a) seeking patterns of 

depositions inside settlements for the sub-phases of the research period,2 (b) seeking patterns of 

depositions outside settlements for the sub-phases of the research period and (c) make 

comparisons between (a) and (b), regarding the types of objects, mutual exclusivity, treatment 

of the objects and depositional contexts. Finally, (d) I reflect on present ideas of the presumed 

shift of depositions away from the wet, ‘natural’ places (the allegedly increasing ritual 

importance of the settlement) and propose possible – other – explanations. The questions that 

are addressed in this thesis are: 

 What are the present models and approaches in studies of depositional practices? How 

are deposits explained? 

 What are the similarities and differences of depositions in settlement context during the 

Iron Age (e.g. context of deposition, objects deposited, treatment of objects)? 

 What are the similarities and differences of depositions outside settlements during the 

Iron Age (e.g. context of deposition, type of objects, and treatment of objects)? 

 Is it possible to deduce a better concept of depositional practices that incorporates the 

depositions in settlements as well as outside settlements?  

                                                             
2 The sub-phases that are discussed are the Late Bronze Age (c. 1100-800 BC), Early Iron Age (c. 800-500 BC), Middle 
Iron Age (c. 500-250 BC), Late Iron Age (c. 250-0 BC) and Early Roman Period (c. AD 0-100). For typochronolocial 
reasons it was not possible to limit this study to the Iron Age in the strictest sense.  
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1.4 Spatial and temporal framework 

1.4.1 Spatial demarcation of the research 
The northern Netherlands, especially the Fries-Drents plateau, is a region that is particularly 

suitable to meet the aims of the research and to answer the research questions. The Fries-Drents 

plateau is a clearly defined palaeogeographical unit with high and dry areas that were mainly 

used as settlement locations combined with lower and wet areas, the streams that drain the 

plateau and the bogs that were located in the wet, low-lying areas (see fig. 1.4.1.1). Wet areas, 

such as streams, stream valleys, fenlands and moorlands were always at close distance to dry 

areas where settlements were located. The BAI (Biologisch Archeologisch Instituut, University of 

Groningen) carried out many large scale excavations of settlements during the 1930’s-1980’s on 

the Fries-Drents plateau. During the last decades several large scale excavations have been 

carried out by commercial archaeological firms. As a result there already exists a vast body of 

data on settlements which can be used for analysis. Although the settlements have been topic of 

research for a long period, the topic of depositions inside settlements in the northern 

Netherlands has barely been discussed (but see: Hielkema 2008a, 2008b). As other areas, such 

as the Meuse-Demer-Scheldt region (Gerritsen 2001) and the eastern sandy soils (van Beek 

2009; van der Velde 2011) already have been studied with regard to depositional practices. 

Valuable comparisons between different regions in the Netherlands can thus be made to 

establish what patterns were caused by supra-regional norms and what by local interpretations 

of these norms. Finally, in contrast to the other areas, many bog finds are known from the area 

that were collected by the Provincial Museum of Drenthe. This enables the combination of 

deposition practices inside and outside settlements for the same area. 

 

 
Fig. 1.4.1.1: Palaeogeographic map of the Netherlands (Vos & de Vries 2013). The study area is demarcated by the 

black square (left). On the right the study area in more detail.  
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1.4.2 Temporal demarcation of the research 
This study focuses on the Dutch Iron Age (c. 800-0 cal. BC). For several reasons the Dutch Iron 

Age is an interesting period for the study in deposition practices. First, the period of study is 

marked by pervasive social changes such as the breaking up of large household groups (Fokkens 

1997), and at the same time the gradual development of more cohesive settlement structures 

(Arnoldussen & Jansen 2010: 385–390; Waterbolk 1995). Second, during the study period, 

burial customs became less visible (Hessing & Kooi 2005: 649–652), while settlement sites 

increased in visibility (Harsema 2005: 545–551). This increasing emphasis on the settlement 

domain is an interesting factor in study into depositional practices. Furthermore, the material 

culture of this period has been studied in detail and can benefit the present research. Iron Age 

ceramics for example have been studied in detail and these studies now provide reliable 

typochronologies for different regions (for the Southern Netherlands: van den Broeke 2012; for 

the Northern Netherlands: Taayke 1996a).  

1.5 Format of the study 
In this chapter the problems regarding research into Iron Age deposition practices have been 

discussed, as were research aims and questions. In the second chapter the present theoretical 

views on deposition practices will be discussed (2.1), for depositions in settlement context 

(2.1.1) and how these views enable us to make a differentiation between household refuse and 

domestic ritual (2.1.2). Also, the theoretical views on wet-context depositions are discussed 

(2.1.3). A new approach for the study into depositional practices will be presented (2.1.4) as well 

as the methodology (2.2). In chapter three first the dating methods and definitions used in the 

present study will be discussed (3.1). The dataset will be introduced and critically discussed 

(3.2) on the basis of the materials that were used in deposits (3.3), functional categories of 

objects deposited (3.4), context of the depositions (3.5), treatment of the objects (3.6), the 

relationship between content and context (3.7) and finally diachronic changes in depositional 

practices (3.8). In the fourth chapter the meaning of the patterns presented in chapter 3 is 

discussed. The supra-regional, regional and local trends are discussed (4.1), and what the 

implications are for the present, explanatory models (4.2). In the fifth and final chapter a 

synthesis of the research will be presented. The synthesis will elucidate how the present 

research gives new insights in the (social) norms of the deposition practices of the Dutch Iron 

Age.  
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2 Theory and Methodology 
 

The topic of object deposition has been elaborately discussed in recent years. Depositional 

practices are traditionally discussed according their find context: in settlement sites (e.g. 

Bradley 2005; van den Broeke 2002; Brück 1999a; Gerritsen 1999a, 2001, 2007; van Hoof 2002; 

Therkorn 2004; Webley 2008, 2007a, 2007b) and depositions in ‘natural’ places such as bogs 

and rivers (e.g. Bradley 1990, 2000; Essink & Hielkema 1999; Fontijn 2003, 2013a; Roymans 

1991; van Vilsteren 1996). In this chapter these two domains are initially discussed separately. 

At the end one integrated approach is presented which will combine the analyses of depositions 

from both contexts.  

2.1 Thinking about depositions 

2.1.1 From refuse disposal to domestic ritual 

In contrast to wet areas or ‘natural’ places, settlements have rarely been considered a domain 

for ritual practices until recently. Throughout the period in which many large scale excavations 

took place – the 1960’s until late 1970’s – the theoretical paradigm in settlement archaeology 

was ruled by strong ecological and economical determinism (Gerritsen 1999a: 80). As a result, 

the material culture encountered on settlement sites was taken at face value: large pits with 

substantial quantities of ceramics were simply seen as large refuse pits (e.g. Waterbolk 1977a: 

45(217)–50(222)) or wells filled-in after use (e.g. Harsema 1974a: 34(168)). Only tentative 

foundation deposits, found underneath hearths or in postholes, were considered to reflect 

symbolic intentions (Webley 2008: 137). 

In the course of the 1980’s and 1990’s interpretations that took into account the social and 

symbolic aspects of daily life gained importance, i.e. the lives of individuals became more 

significant (e.g. Hodder 1982; Tringham 1991). In this theoretical framework prehistoric 

domestic life was reinterpreted and other aspects of domestic life were highlighted (e.g. Brück 

1999a; Hill 1995). Households were seen as social constructs rather than just groups of relatives 

living under one roof (Gerritsen 1999a, 1999b). In this new approach, archaeologists discussed a 

wider range of finds from settlements, and more finds were imbued with symbolic or ritual 

meaning (e.g. Brück 1999a; Hill 1995). In this theoretical paradigm, the topic of object 

depositions in settlement context as ritual or symbolic acts were first discussed.  

A much appreciated and widely applied explanatory model regarding the function of 

domestic depositions is that of the ‘house life’-model. This model has dominated the debate on 

deposition patterns in settlement sites in much of north-western Europe (van den Broeke 2002; 

Brück 1999a, 1999b; Gerritsen 1999a, 1999b, 2001, 2007; van Hoof 2002; Webley 2008, 2007a, 

2007b). The ‘house life’-model is based on two premises: (1) houses have a cultural specific use 

life, in which different phases can be discerned (Brück 1999a: 149–150; Gerritsen 1999b: 140–

144, 2001: 47–48), and (2) depositions mark special events in these different phases of the use 

life of the house. Gerritsen is more explicit than Brück in describing this as the ‘cultural 

biography of a house’ (Gerritsen 1999b, 2001), a term he derived from the seminal paper of 

Kopytoff (Kopytoff 1986), which deals with the cultural biography of objects (see discussion 

below). Furthermore, Gerritsen states that the different use phases of the house itself are 

strongly related to the dynamics of the household (Gerritsen 2001: 50, especially fig. 3.1). This 

premise is based on ethnographic examples of how domestic groups split, and when new 

dwellings are required in the case of e.g. marriage (e.g. Goody 1958). 
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The ‘house life’-model is attractive for several reasons: first, it gives an explanation (other than 

purely economical or ecological reasons) for why farmsteads were predominantly single-phased 

during the larger part of later prehistory. According to the model, it is essentially a social 

construct how and when a house is build, and how and when a house is abandoned. It is society 

that determines what a proper use life is and thus whether a house is abandoned, repaired or 

rebuild. Furthermore, the model gives an explanation why objects are found in settlement 

context in a state (e.g. complete or deliberately broken) that cannot be interpreted as compatible 

with domestic refuse. Notwithstanding the attractive points of the ‘house life’-model, the model 

is not without problems. The fact that most Bronze Age and Iron Age houses were single-phased 

does not have to mean that they were used solely for a single generation of inhabitants. The 

durability of construction wood is still much debated. Estimates on use life of construction wood 

vary from a few years up to more than a century. The estimates depend on durability of wood 

used for construction (e.g. willow versus oak), weather and soil conditions (e.g. unsheltered, 

moist circumstances versus sheltered, dry circumstances) and construction techniques (e.g. 

small diameters versus large diameters (see discussion: Arnoldussen 2008: 88–90)). In articles 

where the ‘house life’-model is applied often an age estimate somewhere in between is chosen 

(Brück 1999a: 149; Gerritsen 2001: 48–49; Webley 2008: 40), which is 25-35 years or 

(conveniently?) roughly a human generation.  

Secondly, the concept of a cultural biography (sensu Kopytoff 1986) is problematic in the 

model. Kopytoff’s theory primary focuses on the exchange of objects or persons, and how these 

can shift between the state of commodity or gift (Kopytoff 1986: 66–70). Though essentially, 

Kopytoff proposes that societies have ‘idealized biographies’ (Kopytoff 1986: 66), which 

determine what is proper conduct. By applying the concept of cultural biographies to an 

archaeological dataset, it makes it possible to discern what all the options were during the 

different use phases of the object or structure (Arnoldussen 2008: 75–76; Fontijn 2013b: 184–

185). The ‘house life’-model – especially Gerritsen’s interpretation (2001: 50, fig. 3.1) – suggests 

that a deposition should accompany the abandonment of every (or at least nearly every) house, 

while this was certainly not always the case.3 In this sense, the act of depositing objects might be 

only one of the many options – and perhaps a rather rare one – than the idealised biography for 

houses in general.  

A third point of concern is the relationship between the location of depositions in settlement 

contexts and their association with actual house plans. In the case of Bronze Age and Early Iron 

Age roundhouses in Britain (where the model is frequently applied), this relationship is clear as 

most of the depositions are made in hut floors or dug-down features that were part of the 

construction (Brück 1999a: 152; Webley 2007b: 132–139). It is clear that – in these cases – 

depositions were made after the house was abandoned. This is in contrast to the other areas in 

north-western Europe where depositions are made in pits which are often located outside the 

house (southern Netherlands: Gerritsen 2001: 108, table 3.14; north-western Germany: Stapel & 

Stapel 2014; Denmark: Webley 2008: 132–134). Therefore, the relationship between structure 

and deposition is more difficult to establish.4  

In addition to the problems with the ‘house life’-model itself, it should also be acknowledged 

that not all depositions in settlement context should have been related to ritual practices 

                                                             
3 E.g. in Borger-Daalkampen II ‘Klokbeker’ three out of the seven houses received a deposition (van der Meij 2010: 14–
26). The nearby site of Borger-Daalkampen II had only one deposition related to a house, while as much as 23 houses 
were encountered (de Wit et al. 2009: 24–48). 
4 Many thanks to Peter van den Broeke who pointed the importance of a clear relationship between pit and house out 
to me. 
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regarding settlement structures per se. Another interpretative model – less widely accepted in 

Dutch archaeology – assumes that pits with special depositions were dug to mark cycles such as 

the seasons (Therkorn 2004: 8–9; 29–32) or to mark celestial phenomena and constellations 

(Therkorn 2004: 85–138; 171–218). In both examples, the practices of deposition is not related 

to domestic structures nor does it involve (or benefit) only the inhabitants of one house, but 

possible the larger community. Rather than marking abandonment, these depositions 

emphasised or ensured continuation of the settlement. In Wessex, England, pits with structured 

depositions were dug to emphasise oppositional pairs in the settlement such as left:right, 

inside:outside, north:south, east:west and front:back (Hill 1995: 84–94). In this model, 

depositions related again to the settlement as a whole and not to specific structures within it, 

and again the emphasis is not on abandonment. 

So even if part of the depositions in settlement contexts were indeed related to the building 

and abandonment of buildings, we should be careful not to interpret all depositions in 

settlements in this way. In order to establish whether a deposits can be associated with a 

domestic structure, the contextual relationship between deposition and structure should be 

made more explicit. Also a thorough analysis of the content of the deposition in relation to the 

context is needed in order to understand if and how depositions are related to nearby 

structures. 

2.1.2 Recognising depositions in settlement context 
In the above section depositions in settlements are contrasted to normal domestic refuse. This 

categorisation reflects a divide between intentional and purposeful behaviour and careless (or 

less meaningful) treatment of refuse. This can be problematic as a divide between 

ritual/symbolic and profane behaviour is rather a construct of modern society than it may have 

been of prehistoric societies (Brück 1999c: 317–320). Dealing with refuse is socially specific 

(Hill 1995: 3–4) and loaded with concepts of pollution that again differ per society (Hodder 

1982: 155–163). Also, the same type of material (e.g. bones) can be treated in a way that can – in 

one context – be interpreted as meaningless refuse or – in another context – in a symbolic way 

(loc.cit.).  

For (later) prehistoric societies there is evidence that not all refuse was treated in similar 

ways and that some refuse pits should be interpreted as structured or ritual deposits. For the 

period under study and research area of this thesis a concise description of depositional 

practices is still missing (but for descriptions of individual sites see: Arnoldussen & de Vries 

2014: 95–99; Hielkema 2008a; Taayke 1993), yet inventories are available for other areas (e.g. 

Southern Netherlands: Gerritsen 1999a, 2001; Westfalen, Germany: Stapel & Stapel 2014; 

Western Denmark: Webley 2007a, 2008). Descriptions of depositions in these other areas show 

that there are certain recurring characteristics that set depositions apart from generic discard of 

domestic refuse.5 These characteristics are useful for distinguishing purposeful depositions and 

less meaningful refuse.  

The treatment of the object prior to deposition is a first significant indicator of a special 

deposition. In some cases, complete vessels were placed in dug-down features (Gerritsen 2001: 

96, table 3.8; Webley 2008: 138–140). Other examples comprise vessels that were broken and 

could not be refitted to complete pots, but the fragments were too large to represent domestic 

debris and represented many individual pots (Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014: 96; Gerritsen 2001: 

108, table 3.14). Also, deliberately fragmented but complete vessels have been encountered (e.g. 

                                                             
5 At the same time local variations exists. E.g. miniature cups in postholes in the west of Denmark (Webley 
2008) 
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Hielkema 2008a; Webley 2008: 135). In all examples the fragmentation – or moreover the 

completeness of the vessels – is counter indicative for domestic waste. A second aspects that 

distinguishes ‘refuse pits’ from object deposits, are traces of secondary burning on objects even 

when there are no traces of fire in situ, as would be in the case of a burned down house or hearth 

pit (e.g. Stapel & Stapel 2014: 141–142). A third characteristic is the intentional placement of 

objects in dug-down features, that could only have occurred when posts were pulled out and 

objects were placed in the open feature (Brück 1999a: 155–158; Webley 2007b: 137–138). 

Deliberate placement of objects in features is often accompanied by their careful arrangement 

(Pollard 2001), e.g. shards being stacked rather than casually thrown in a pit. In short, the 

presence of large fragments (indicators for deliberate breaking), traces of fire (indication for 

burning) and deliberate and careful placement in features (burying) are the three most telling 

characteristics of settlement depositions. 

2.1.3 Arenas for prestige and ‘natural’ places 
In contrast to settlement depositions, special attention was paid to finds from bogs and other 

wet areas. By their mere presence, they have been imbued with ritual meaning as votives for the 

gods from the moment they were found (e.g. Geisslinger 1967: 89–90; Jankuhn 1970: 23–24; van 

der Waals 1964). In the last decades, wet context depositions have received much attention, but 

the discussion has been mainly restricted to prestige items and (metal) weapons (e.g. Essink & 

Hielkema 1999; Fontijn 2003; Roymans 1991). This has had consequences for the way finds 

from wet areas are interpreted.  

The focus on precious and metal objects has led to interpretations in which personal prestige 

plays an important role. The deposition of objects is seen as a method to gain status by throwing 

away costly objects, which is perceived as the ritual killing of wealth (e.g. Roymans & Kortlang 

1999: 53–57; Roymans 1991: 26–29). Another explanatory model also relies on the prestigious 

qualities of the objects that were deposited. In this model the importance of martial values and 

weapons to Bronze Age societies is of importance (Fontijn 2003: 221–226). The status of 

warrior, though, was seen as only a temporary one, which did not correspond to the egalitarian 

ideal that is expressed in the burial ritual. This resulted in a taboo on weapons in graves (Fontijn 

2003: 230–232; Roymans & Kortlang 1999: 53–57; Roymans 1991: 19, 26–30). Perhaps, some 

weapons had gained such a use history in battle that they became too important to be re-melted 

and could only be deposited in a ritual, non-funerary place: the wet areas or ‘natural’ places 

(Fontijn 2003: 226, 232).  

These explanatory models, however, fit poorly with the complete corpus of bog finds from the 

northern Netherlands. Part of the bog finds do consist of metal objects (see Essink & Hielkema 

1999) and might be explained as ritual deposition of special weapons. A large part, though, 

consists of widely available objects that are strongly related to daily, domestic life such as 

querns (van der Sanden 1998a) or wool (van der Sanden 1998b). Other objects found in bogs 

are strictly speaking not used solely in domestic context, but are neither precious or restricted in 

access (e.g. shoes: Groenman-van Waateringe 1970, 1988). 

Furthermore, the restrictions applying to depositing metal prestige items in settlement 

context during the Bronze Age has led to a generalisation that the settlement and wet areas were 

separated domains (e.g. Fontijn 2013a). This divide in the wet domain (bogs and rivers) and the 

settlements needs to be redressed. Some type of objects have been considered suitable for 

deposition in all domains, such as querns (Arnoldussen 2008: 450–454). Also pottery deposits 

have been found in both wet areas and settlement context (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995). It 
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may be that the specific domain did not determine what types of artefacts were deposited, but 

rather in what way they were deposited (e.g. in a pars-pro-toto way: van Vilsteren 1996).  

2.1.4 Towards a new approach 
In order to gain insight into the patterns that underlay Iron Age depositional practices on the 

Fries-Drents plateau, this enquiry should not be confined to one domain (wet context or 

settlements), nor to one context within a domain (e.g. houses), nor to one type of artefact 

(bronze weapons). In this thesis an analysis is made of all depositions from the study area in 

settlement context and all finds from wet areas in the period between the Late Bronze Age and 

Early Roman Period.6 The depositions themselves should form the focal point of the analysis. 

Rather than looking specifically for votive or abandonment deposits, every deposit is in first 

instance discussed as a composite of variables, i.e. content (object or group of objects), treatment 

(burned, bend, broken, complete, etc.) and context (house site, settlement site, wet area). Only 

after this data is compiled, deposits can described according to their materiality (i.e. what 

objects were selected for depositions, what objects not? In what state did they need to be?), and 

their locality (i.e. where were did the act of depositing objects take place? How did this influence 

the materiality of the deposit?). Finally, they can be addressed according their practicality (i.e. 

what was the function of a deposit? e.g. foundation depositions or abandonment depositions, but 

also possible depositions after communal feasts).  

2.2 Methodology 

2.2.1 Database 
In order to gain an overview of depositional patterns during the Iron Age on the Fries-Drents 

plateau a database is compiled using MS Access. The starting point for compiling the database is 

the overview of settlement sites in H.T. Waterbolks most recent book on prehistoric house 

construction (Waterbolk 2009: appendix 1), as it provides an extensive overview of settlement 

sites with dates. Excavation reports of all the sites that were marked as Iron Age settlement or 

Iron Age features were read. Additionally the annual overviews of excavations (Kroniek van 

opgravingen en vondsten) in the province Drenthe in the Nieuwe Drentsche Volksalmanak were 

also consulted, as well as www.easy.dans.knaw.nl which contains a large number of recent 

excavation reports and is kept up to date. 

For the settlement sites two separate tables were created: one that enabled the registration 

of find context (e.g. pit or posthole), association to possible constructions (e.g. house or granary) 

and the different categories (e.g. ceramics or stone) that were found in the deposit. This renders 

comparable contexts and find categories in order to answer the question whether the content of 

the deposit is related to the context of the deposits. It also allows us to see whether all domestic 

find categories were found together or whether some categories were mutually exclusive. A 

second table was created to describe functional categories in the find assemblages, such as 

storage vessels, table wear, spindle whorls, querns, and lithic tools (see discussion § 3.1.2). 

Moreover the treatment of the objects (e.g. burning or breaking) is described. Every deposit was 

assigned a unique ID to facilitate linkage between the two tables. These unique ID’s are also used 

in the text to refer to specific deposits and are listed in Appendix D. 

The majority of the data was compiled from reading excavation reports, only the material 

from Hijken-Hijkerveld was analysed by the author herself in an earlier phase of the research 

master. There was no list of requirements (e.g. minimum number of individual pots or only 

                                                             
6 For typochronological reasons it is not possible to restrict the study to the Iron Age in the strictest sense. See 
discussion § 3.1.1. 

http://www.easy.dans.knaw.nl/


Theory and Methodology 

15 
 

complete vessels) to which depositions had to comply, because of (a) the variation of quality of 

the data (see below), and (b) because practices may vary per settlement. For example, when a 

settlement yields almost no finds and one posthole contained 23 pot fragments (as was the case 

in Borger-Daalkampen II: van der Meij 2010: 15), it is worth taking this up in the database. This 

in contrast to a house in Hijken-Hijkerveld which has a similar number of shards in one posthole 

but this was more likely caused by accidental burning of the house. 

In many cases excavation reports do not mention the phenomenon of deposition explicitly, as 

features with large amounts of domestic material were, and still are, often interpreted as refuse 

pits. Whether the site contained deposits that were useful for this research had often be deduced 

by combining text, figures and appendices. Most reports did not give a description of all aspects 

of a deposit, as they were either relatively old (from the 1960’s and 1970’s) or only preliminary 

(in the case of development-led excavations). For example, older reports often state that a large 

number of shards is found but whether they were secondarily fired or not remains unclear. Also, 

not always were all different types of materials (e.g. stones) registered and taken from the 

excavation (e.g. stones are sometimes not collected). Development-led excavation reports have 

tables that show weight, number of shards, burning, find context, but the features are not always 

retraceable to specific settlement structures. To overcome this bias in the data, it is explicitly 

mentioned whether there is evidence for burning, no burning or no data on burning. Materials 

(e.g. ceramics or stone) and functional categories (e.g. storage vessels or querns) were counted 

as absent/present to render excavations comparable.  

For the bog finds the inventories of Van der Sanden were used (Prummel & van der Sanden 

1995; van der Sanden & Taayke 1995; van der Sanden 1995b, 1997a, 1998b, 2001, 2002c). 

Other sources were also consulted such as the Dutch national database of archaeological finds 

(Archis II) and a number of articles on the topic (e.g. van den Broeke 2001; van Vilsteren 1996). 

Similarly – if data was available – the context of the find was registered, as well as associations 

with structures in the peat (such as bog track ways). Also, as with settlement finds, the 

treatment of the object was described. 

2.2.2 Multivariate analysis 
Multivariate analysis can be applied on data with multiple values in order to establish 

covariance between multiple values. In archaeology, this type of analysis has been applied on 

funerary assemblages, subsistence data and palaeo-environmental data (e.g. Schepers et al. 

2013; VanDerwarker 2010). As the present study deals with depositions involving a multitude of 

values, multivariate analysis can be used in order to discern clusters in the data. Several types of 

multivariate analyses exist, of which Correspondence Analysis (CA) is the most suitable for the 

present dataset, since the study is dealing with categories that are absent/present counts and 

not measurements (in which case Principal Component Analysis is preferably applied). The CA is 

done with the use of PAST 3.04 (Hammer et al. 2001). 

2.2.3 Spatial analysis 
Site coordinates were recorded in the database for each site using the Netherlands National 

System. This made it possible to plot all variables on a map using the Geographical Information 

System ArcGIS (version 10.2). The records of the database were combined with the 

palaeogeographical map of Vos (Vos & de Vries 2013) and a map with moorlands and fenland of 

Casparie (Casparie 1988). On the basis of these maps, regional and local trends in depositional 

practices can be discerned, and furthermore it made it also possible to combine the spatial data 

of settlement deposits with the data on deposits in bogs and other wet areas. 
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3 The dataset: Depositions in the northern Netherlands 
 

As discussed in the previous chapter, archaeologists have only recently acknowledged the 

existence of deposition practices in settlement context. Even though the topic has recently 

received more attention, it is mainly discussed in secondary literature (e.g. van den Broeke 

2002; Gerritsen 1999a, 1999b; van Hoof 2002) and not so much in the primary excavation 

reports (but see e.g. de Wit et al. 2009). This has implications for the compilation of the dataset; 

in most cases depositions are not indicated as such in archaeological reports and essential 

information (e.g. on secondary treatment or fragmentation) is absent (but see: Hielkema 2008a, 

2008b). Even though depositions were often only interpreted at face value, in many cases they 

still received extra attention. A number of excavation reports states, for example, that many pits 

were encountered, but that only a few will be described due to their special contents.7 In other 

cases, the lack of information on the content, context or treatment of object deposits could be 

compensated for by careful examination of the figures and maps.  

Many of the depositions in wet areas have been recognised as special from the early decades 

of the 20th century by archaeologists (van Vilsteren 1996), yet they still remain 

underrepresented. Most wet context depositions were encountered during 19th and early 20th-

century commercial peat-cutting and would not always have been reported. Notwithstanding 

these difficulties in composing an overview of depositions in the northern Netherlands, a large 

dataset has been compiled existing of 170 individual depositions in 84 sites. In this chapter the 

dataset is presented and discussed on its content. Yet prior to this discussion, the methods to 

date deposits are discussed and the terminology used in this thesis is clarified. 

3.1 Dating methods and definitions 

3.1.1 Dating methods 

The larger part of all depositions (66 %, n=112) in the present dataset consists – completely or 

at least partially – of ceramics (see § 3.3.1). Fortunately, the ceramics of the research area for 

this period are well studied (Taayke 1996b; Waterbolk 1962, 1977b). In general the ceramics 

can be divided into two groups: ceramics with smooth, polished surfaces and ceramics with 

roughened surfaces often with fingertip impressions on the rim. In older excavation reports the 

name Ruinen-Wommels (RW) is used in case of the dark, polished ceramics (see Waterbolk 

1962, 1977b). The containers with roughened surfaces and fingertip imprints are called 

Harpstedt or Schraghals vessels. In more recent publications, the ceramics are discussed 

according to the typology of Taayke (1996a). This typology roughly follows Waterbolk’s 

classifications under a different name ‘mit Glattem Rande’ (G-types instead of Ruinen-

Wommels), but also includes the Harpstedt types or ‘mit verziertem Rande’ (V-types).  

There has been some debate concerning the dating of the subtypes between the ceramic 

typologies of Waterbolk (1977b: 103) and Taayke (1996a). Moreover, in the recent overview of 

radiocarbon dates for the Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age yet another periodisation of the 

ceramics has been proposed by Lanting and Van der Plicht (Lanting & van der Plicht 2006: 284). 

Especially the older subtypes, the G1/RW1-types and G2/RW2-types, have much younger dates 

than was thought before. In the classification by of Lanting and Vander Plicht the G1/RW1 and 

                                                             
7 E.g. the excavation of Groningen-De Linie rendered 213 pits. Only the pits to which a function could be attributed 
were discussed (Daleman 2007: 6, n.1). In fact, the pits either contained a large amount (een grote hoeveelheid) of 
shards that were burned or remarkable objects such as a wooden ploughshare (ref). 
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G2/RW2-types are representative for the Middle Iron Age, the G3/RW3 and G4/RW4-type for 

the Late Iron Age (see table 3.1.1). The recent re-examinations of the ceramics of Hijken-

Hijkerveld show that the older dates as proposed by Taayke are correct (Arnoldussen & de Vries 

2014: 92–95). For example, in the pits of this site, the G1/RW1-type occurs together with the 

large Harpstedt and Schraghals vessels (or V1-types) that are dated in the Early Iron Age and 

start of the Middle Iron Age (Lanting & van der Plicht 2003: 171; Taayke 1996a). The occurrence 

of the G1/RW1-types possibly as early as during the Early Iron Age is furthermore supported by 
14C-dates of some of the pits (Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014: 93–95). For these reasons, the 

typology of Taayke is used in this study.  

 

(Waterbolk 1977b) (Taayke 1996a on Noord-Drenthe) (Lanting & van der Plicht 2003, 2006) 

RW I From c. 650 B.C. G1 c. 650/600-500/400 B.C. G1/RW1 c. 550-275/250 B.C. 

RW II From c. 500 B.C. G28 c. 550/500-400/350 G2/RW2 c. 375/350-270/250 B.C. 

RW III From c. 350 B.C. G3 c. 450/400-200/0 B.C. G3/RW3 c. 275/250 – 175/150 B.C. 

RW IV From c. 200 B.C. G4 c. 200/100 B.C. – A.D. 50/100 G4/RW4 c. 175/150 B.C. – A.D. 50 

PP IV A From c. 50 B.C.   

PP IV C From c. A.D. 0 G5 c. 0-100/150 A.D.   

PP IV D From c. 50 B.C.   

WII B From c. A.D. 100 G6 c. 100-250/300 A.D.   

Table 3.1.1: overview of radiocarbon dates associated with Iron Age and Roman Period ceramics in the study area 

(Lanting & van der Plicht 2003, 2006; Taayke 1996a; Waterbolk 1962, 1977b). In this study the dates as proposed by 

Taayke are used.  

Houses are a second important category for dating as they are both used for indirect dating (e.g. 

in the case of non-ceramic finds in house features) and to establish a link between houses and 

depositions where spatial relationships are less clear (e.g. in the case of possibly contemporary 

pits outside the house). Between the typologies of Huijts (1992) and Waterbolk (2009), the 

number of house types has more than doubled. Part of these new additions are perhaps best 

seen as local variations of a more generic Iron Age building tradition. Their validity as a separate 

type and the reliability of their dating are still unsure, as is the case for the Borger-A and Borger-

B types. For the research area the Hijken-type is traditionally seen as the type fossil for the 

Middle Iron Age, extending into the Late Iron Age. (Waterbolk 2009: 55). Again, however, the re-

evaluation of the type site Hijken-Hijkerveld has shown that the start of the Hijken house should 

be placed early, already in the course of the Early Iron Age. This extends the period of 

occurrence of the Hijken-type by several centuries, circa 700 – 100 BC (see for a more detailed 

discussion on the dating of the Hijken type: Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014: 92). 

Other types of artefacts, such as querns and spindle whorls, have been in use for very long 

periods without changing much. As a result, these artefacts only have a very broad dating. 

Querns made from sandstone, gneiss or granite have been in use from the Neolithic to at least 

the Middle Iron Age (Harsema 1979a: 9). In the course of the Iron Age vesicular lava9 is 

introduced. The vesicular lava was probably first manufactured into the traditional shape of the 

saddle querns, but from the Late Iron Age as imported rotary querns (Harsema 1979a: 17–21; 

Lanting & van der Plicht 2006: 330). Ceramic artefacts, such as spindle whorls or burned clay 

                                                             
8 There is some discussion on the validity of the G2-type for the province of Drenthe, as it is only so often found and 
occurs almost completely contemporary with the G1-type. The reason of existence is mainly based on its presence in 
other areas in the study of Taayke.  
9 Also called: basalt lava, vesicular basalt lava or tephrite. Vesicular lava is the correct term as it is the general term for 
this type of rock, whereas the others are vesicular lava from a specific region (Hopman 2013: 77). 
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fragments – possibly daub or parts of an oven (Dutch: huttenleem) – have changed little or not at 

all during later prehistory and as such cannot be dated. 

 

 
Fig. 3.1.1.1: Overview of dating of houses, ceramics and other domestic artefacts. ERP: Early Roman Period. 

3.1.2 Definitions 

A deposition is defined here as an object or group of objects that is intentionally left behind with 

other intentions than simply the disposal of refuse, often – but not exclusively – placed in a dug-

down feature. Depositions may be the results of rituals, but at the same time could have practical 

aims, e.g. the ensure the well-being of a house or household (Brück 1999a, cf. 1999c). In order to 

identify differences between depositions in wet areas and dry areas, depositions are classified 

‘wet’ if originating from contexts such as bogs, mires and stream valleys. The majority of dry 

context deposits were located in settlement context. Still, some pits were found clearly in dry 

context, but without any settlement traces in the vicinity (e.g. in the case of Zeijen-Es: 
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(Waterbolk 1961)). This is the reason that all other, non-wet context deposits classified as ‘dry 

context’ deposits. 

Part of the analysis consists of a classification of functional categories, in order to compare 

contents of individual depositions and compare the content of depositions to the context (both 

dry versus wet context and in relation to settlement structures and features). The functional 

categories are primarily a subdivision of different types of materials.  

In section 3.3.1, Iron Age ceramics were divided into two groups: the G-types with smooth 

surfaces and the V-types with roughened surface and fingertip imprints. The differences in the 

treatment of the surface of the vessels has some consequences for possible use of the vessel (van 

den Broeke 2012: 211–212): the smoothing of the surfaces of a vessel make it less permeable 

and better suited for containing liquids (van den Broeke 2012: 211), whereas roughened 

surfaces facilitates the absorption of heat, but also make a vessel easier to carry (van den Broeke 

2012: 212). An analysis of cooking residues on vessels of the G-type and V-type has shown, 

though, that a distinction between cooking vessels and storage vessels on the basis of their type 

(either G-types or V-types) cannot be made for this period. Cooking residues were encountered 

as often on the G-types as on the V-types in the research area (Taayke 1996b: 183). 

Discoloration of the outside of the vessel can also be an indicator for the use as cooking vessels, 

but is problematic for this study as (1) most descriptions of ceramic complexes are not detailed 

enough and (2) at least part of the ceramics deposits in dry context is burned secondarily after 

use (e.g. Donderen: Hielkema 2008a; Roden: Taayke 1993). So only charred food remains or 

cooking residues are reliable indicators that a vessel was used for cooking. In this study, large 

vessel shapes – be it G-types or V-types – are thus in general interpreted as used for (food) 

storage, unless it is clear they were used for the preparation of food, e.g. when cooking residues 

are found.  

For other types of ceramics a function can be deduced more easily on the basis of their shape: 

colanders or cheese moulds (vessels with a pierced base) are known for this period, and were 

used for food preparation (Taayke 1996b: 183). Shallow open vessels – bowls in the strict sense 

of the word – are interpreted as used for serving food (Taayke’s S-types). Open or slightly closed 

vessels with a handle are interpreted as beakers, for the eating of food or drinking liquids (van 

den Broeke 2012: 69). Also very small vessels (Kleinstkeramik; Taayke 1995: 42) are interpreted 

as used for eating or drinking.  

Oven grates or racks, spindle whorls and loom weights represent other domestic activities, 

those of the manufacturing of ceramics (oven grates or racks: de Koning 2010: 124–126; Kooi & 

de Wit 2003: 37; de Wit et al. 2009: 94–95) and fabrics (spindle whorls and loom weights: 

Taayke 1995: 52). Burned clay may be part of the outer walls of the house, but can also be part 

of the interior of the house (such as part of an oven or bench).10 In general, details on shape and 

size of fragments of burned clay are not mentioned in excavation reports, only whether the 

burned clay fragments had imprints or not. Stone artefacts are subdivided into those used for 

food preparation (querns of stone or vesicular lava) and those used as lithic tools 

(hammerstones, whetstones or hammer axes). Bronze objects represent (personal) ornaments,11 

as is the case with torques, bracelets/anklets and brooches. 

                                                             
10 Ginnerup house I (Denmark) that has been preserved very well, had a clay ‘bench’ (or table?) at the rear of the 
dwelling (Webley 2008: 87, fig. 5.17). Houses in the northern Netherlands are generally preserved only below the 
former ground surface and structures that are not affixed with dug-down features will not be found.  
11 Weapons and tools can of course also be made out of bronze, but were not encountered in the study area.  
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3.2 Content of dataset 

The dataset consists of a total of 170 individual depositions that are divided between 84 sites.12 

The majority of the sites represent finds or group of finds from wet contexts (n=47). Dry context 

(either isolated or in settlement contexts) depositions were found at 36 individual sites. Wijster-

Looveen contained both depositions in settlement context as well as depositions in the nearby 

peaty depression. Of the 170 depositions 121 were found either in settlement context or in 

upland contexts. The other 49 depositions were found in, or in direct vicinity of, peaty areas (see 

appendix C).13 

3.2.1 Changes in deposition frequency over time 

The focus of this study is on the Iron Age, but dataset contains depositions spanning from the 

Late Bronze Age and the Early Roman Period, as a result of the dates of individual depositions 

(e.g. Late Bronze Age-Early Iron Age or Late Iron Age-Early Roman Period). The exactitude to 

which the depositions can be dated differs from very broad (Bronze Age or Iron Age) to quite 

narrow (Early Iron Age: see table 3.2.1.1). In order to assign these depositions to groups for the 

(Late Bronze Age-)Early Iron Age, Middle Iron Age and Late Iron Age(-Roman Period) the 

weighted mean is taken. This means that if 56 depositions are dated into the Early or Middle 

Iron Age (two periods), the 28 are counted as belonging to the Early Iron Age and 28 to the 

Middle Iron Age. By the use of this method, most depositions are dated into the Early Iron Age, 

both in dry as well as in wet context (fig. 3.2.1.1). A comparison of the division between dry 

context and wet context depositions (fig. 3.2.1.2) shows that a significant chance occurred 

between the Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age: wet context depositions declined drastically 

and depositions in dry contexts showed a strong rise. The ratio between wet context and dry 

context depositions remains roughly stable during the further Iron Age, showing only a slight 

rise between the Late Iron Age and Early Roman Period (cf. fig. 3.2.1.2).  

 

Period Total Dry context Wet context 

BA-IA 6 1 5 

IA-RP 2 1 1 

IA 9 8 1 

IA or later 2 0 2 

LBA-EIA 8 6 2 

LBA-MIA 17 1 16 

EIA 22 15 7 

EIA-MIA 56 50 6 

MIA 9 8 1 

MIA or later 2 1 1 

MIA-LIA 16 14 2 

LIA 3 3 0 

LIA-ERP 14 9 5 

LIA or later 1 1 0 

ERP 3 3 0 

Total 170 121 49 

Table 3.2.1.1: Overview of dates of deposition roughly in chronological order. 

                                                             
12 For an overview of the sites and references, see Appendix A & B. 
13 For a discussion on context of finds from wet areas, see § 3.5.6, § 3.7.1, § 3.8.1. 
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Fig. 3.2.1.1: Overview of number of depositions per phase, calculated with the weighted average. 

 

 
Fig. 3.2.1.2: Percentages of depositions made in dry context (dark blue) and wet context (light blue) per period. 

Percentages are based on the weighted averages from figure 3.2.1.1. 

3.3 Content of depositions 

3.3.1 Frequency of materials 

All depositions are first analysed for their material content, i.e. whether they contain ceramics, 

stone, charcoal, leather, etc. As the exact number and weight for most categories was unknown 

for many deposition, the find categories are only listed as either being present or absent. An 

overview is given in table 3.3.1.1 and figure 3.3.1.1. The total sum of the different categories 

exceeds the total number of depositions, given the fact that many depositions contained two or 

more different categories (see § 3.3.2). The majority of depositions contains one or more 

ceramic objects (66 %), of which higher percentages are present in dry contexts (86 %) than in 

wet contexts (16 %). The second most prevalent material that is used in depositions is stone 

(total 39 %, dry context 33 %, wet context 53 %). These two most frequently occurring types of 

materials have both good changes for preservation both in dry and in wet context, explaining 

their high frequencies. Organic material – leather, unburned bone, wood – is mainly found in wet 

contexts, due to the favourable preservative conditions for waterlogged finds.  

Late Bronze Age Early Iron Age Middle Iron Age Late Iron Age Early Roman Period 

Total 11 64 56 23 11 

Dry context 4 46 44 18 8 

Wet context 7 18 13 5 3 
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Material Total depositions 

N (%) 

Dry context 

N (%) 

Wet context 

N (%) 

Ceramics 112 (66) 104 (86) 8 (16) 

Stone 66 (39) 40 (33) 26 (53) 

Charcoal 21 (12) 21 (17) 0 (0) 

Animal bone 20 (12) 15 (12) 5 (10) 

Burned clay 19 (11) 19 (16) 0 (0) 

Flint 12 (7) 12 (10) 0 (0) 

Vesicular lava 11 (6) 8 (7) 3 (6) 

Unburned wood 11 (6) 4 (3) 7 (14) 

Plant material 6 (4) 6 (5) 0 (0) 

Bronze 5 (3) 1 (1) 4 (8) 

Iron 3 (2) 3 (2) 0 (0) 

Leather 3 (2) 0 (0) 3 (6) 

Amber 1 (1) 0 (0) 1 (2) 

Table 3.3.1.1: Frequency of materials encountered in depositions. As more find categories can be found together, the 

sum of the table is more than 100%. 

The majority of finds – in both contexts – can be considered to be ordinary materials that were 

used from day-to-day; precious materials or less easily available materials (iron: n=3; bronze: 

n=5; amber: n=1; together only 6% of the total) are rare in both domains. Remarkably, the 

majority of the bronze items is found in wet context, this in contrast to the iron objects that were 

found solely in dry context. Unfortunately, the numbers are too low to support this pattern 

statistically. 

 

 
Fig. 3.3.1.1: Percentages of material deposited in dry and wet contexts 

3.3.2 Correlation of materials 

The majority of the depositions (64% of the total) only contained one type of material. The wet 

context depositions show a higher percentage (86%) of single-material deposits than the those 

in dry contexts (55%). The high percentages of single depositions in wet context are very likely 

to be caused by the way finds were collected during the peat reclamations. Only large and 

recognizable finds (e.g. ceramic vessels or stone tools) were collected. It is very likely that ample 

organic material was missed or had decayed before it could be collected by the Drents 
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Museum.14 The percentage of single-category depositions may have been lower in reality. This 

may also be true for single-category depositions in dry contexts, as not always all materials are 

collected (e.g. stones are not always retrieved from the excavation) or depicted. Depositions 

with four, five or six different materials only occur in dry context.  

Difference in categories between the wet and dry context can be seen: in dry contexts, 

ceramics are the main category in single-category depositions. By contrast, stone artefacts are 

the main category that is deposited in wet context (fig. 3.3.2.2). The relative percentage of single 

find depositions per category shows that although the total number of ceramic depositions is 

higher in dry context than in wet context, the relative number does not differ much between the 

two context (cf. fig. 3.3.2.3). A difference in the frequency of depositions comprising stone is in 

absolute as in relative terms visible between wet contexts and dry contexts. This leads to the 

conclusion that in dry context, stones/stone objects are often accompanied by other types of 

materials, whereas in wet context stones/stone objects can be deposited on their own.  

 
Fig 3.3.2.1: Percentages of depositions containing one to six different types of materials, for all depositions, dry 
depositions and wet depositions. 

 
Fig.3.3.2.2: Percentage of materials deposited without other material, compared to the total of single type depositions. 

                                                             
14 The Commissie van bestuur of the Drents Museum wrote letters in 1914 to the reclamation companies urging them 
to collect all objects found in the peat and not only the metal ones (see letter in: van der Sanden 1995a). Even when 
objects were taken out of the bogs and reported to the Drents Museum, they often did not end up in the collection (see 
letters in: van Vilsteren 1996). 
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Fig. 3.3.2.3: Relative number of deposits with one category compared to the total deposits with the same category. E.g. 

of all deposits containing ceramics in dry context, circa 47% consists of just ceramics.  

 
Ceramics Stone Burned clay Charcoal 

Animal 

bone 
Wood Vesicular lava Plant Bronze Amber 

Ceramics x 17 4 3 2 1 2 1 0 0 

Stone 17 x 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 

Burned clay 4 0 x 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Charcoal 3 0 0 x 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Animal bone 2 0 0 0 x 0 0 0 0 0 

Wood 1 2 0 0 0 x 0 0 0 0 

Vesicular lava 2 0 0 0 0 0 x 0 0 0 

Plant 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 x 0 0 

Bronze 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 x 1 

Amber 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 x 

Table 3.3.2.1: Overview of correlation of materials in two type combined depositions. 

 

Two-category combined depositions (total: n=32; dry: n=27; wet: n=5) most often consist of 

ceramics accompanied by stones (n=17). Burned clay and charcoal are less often found together 

with ceramics. Animal bones are found together with ceramics (n=2) as well as with wood (n=2). 

This means that there was a clear idea of what materials could be combined in a deposition: the 

combination stone and ceramics was generally accepted whereas, for example, animal bone and 

vesicular lava were not a suitable combination. Overall ceramics appear to be the dominant 

material in two type combined depositions, which holds for dry context finds as well as for wet 

context finds (table 3.3.2.1). The only exceptions are a wet-context deposition of stones with an 

ard share placed on top of them in the Achterste Veen in Loon (AchVee15), a wet-context 

deposition of a granite quern found together with branches of wood in the backyard of the 

Psychiatric Institution in Assen (PsIn) and a wet-context deposition of a bronze neck-ring, and 

                                                             
15 All depositions are described in detail in Appendix D. They are listed in alphabetical order on the basis of their 
deposition code. In this case: AchVee. 
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two bronze bracelets together with a piece of amber found in the peats in modern day Nieuw 

Weerdinge (Nw-WeerII). 

 

 
Stone Burned clay Animal bone Flint Charcoal Wood 

Stone x 2 2 1 1 1 

Burned clay 2 x 0 0 1 0 

Animal 
bone 

2 0 x 1 2 0 

Flint 1 0 1 x 0 0 

Charcoal 1 1 2 0 x 0 

Wood 1 0 0 0 0 x 

Table 3.3.2.2: Overview of the second and third type of material next to ceramics in three type depositions. 
 

Three-category combined depositions (total: n=11; dry: n=9; wet: n=2) all contain ceramics. The 

other materials that can be found together with ceramics are stone, burned clay, animal bone, 

flint, charcoal and wood. There is no clear preference for the second and third type of material in 

these three-type combined depositions (see table 3.3.2.2).  

 
Fig. 3.3.2.4: Correspondence analysis of three-category combined depositions 

Correspondance analysis can visualise the associations that exists between the different 

materials in depositions. On the basis of all depositions PAST has calculated a fictional average 

deposition. The closer to the crossing point of the x and y axe, the more frequent materials are 

found in depositions. The closer two points are to each other, the more often they are found 

together in one deposition. When, for example, two points are located at a large distance from 

the crossing points of the axes, but close to each other, it means that these materials might not 

be common in general but often found together. The correspondence analysis of three-category 
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combined depositions shows that there is no strong association between the different 

components as all points are spread across the graph (fig. 3.3.2.4). Only ceramics are in the 

middle as they – as said – occurred in all three-type depositions.  

Complex depositions – in this study depositions containing four or more different types of 

materials – are only found in dry context and always contain ceramics (see fig. 3.3.2.5-7). In four-

category combined depositions charcoal and stone show strong association and are often found 

together with ceramics. In exceptional cases, plant remains and unburned wood are found in 

depositions, but if present they are often found together (fig. 3.3.2.5). In five-category combined 

depositions, ceramics are always found together with burned clay. Plant material and unburned 

wood are rare, as is indicated by their distance to the middle point (fig. 3.3.2.6). Only three 

depositions have six different types of material. The correspondence analysis shows that for the 

three six-category depositions, ceramics and charcoal are always present and that the other 

materials occur in sets that are either absent or present (see fig. 3.3.2.7).  

 
Fig. 3.3.2.5: Correspondence analysis of four-category combined depositions 

 
Fig. 3.3.2.6: Correspondence analysis of five-category combined depositions 
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Fig. 3.3.2.7: Correspondence analysis of six-category combined depositions 

3.4 Functional contents of depositions 

The second analysis of the depositions relates to functional categories or activities. As the two 

major categories, i.e. ceramics and stone, are split-up into several functional categories, a more 

detailed analysis can now be made. The use of the object or the activity of which it is part, are 

most important in this analysis. The following functional categories are used (see for discussion 

§ 3.1.2): 

 

Ceramics 

- Storage (closed vessels; large vessels) 

- Cooking (presence of cooking residues) 

- Serving (open vessels; bowls) 

- Eating/drinking (vessels with one handle or 

small cups) 

- Spinning/weaving (spindle whorls; loom 

weights) 

- Production of ceramics (oven grates) 

Burned clay: 

- Imprints (part of wattle-and-daub walls, 

ovens, etc.) 

- Other (no clear purpose) 

 

Iron slag: Metal working/metal objects 

 

Bronze/Amber: Ornaments 

 

Wool/leather: Clothing 

 

Stone: 

- Food preparation (querns) 

- Tools (hammerstone, whetstone, hammer 

axe) 

- Other (no clear purpose, possibly cooking 

stones, temper for pottery) 

Wood: 

- Tools 

- Transport 

 

Charred cereals/bones: 

- Food 
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3.4.1 Frequency of functional categories 

In the previous sections is has become clear that ceramics are the largest material category used 

in deposition. Amongst the ceramics vessels, those for (food) storage are most often 

encountered in depositions, in dry contexts as well as in wet contexts. This is partially explained 

by the fact that ceramics are interpreted as storage vessels when they have not obviously been 

used for other activities such as food preparation or serving. There is a preference in wet context 

also for this shape as other shapes are completely missing (e.g. bowls). Ceramic vessels that 

were clearly used for food serving (bowls) have not been used in wet context depositions, and 

eating or drinking are also almost solely found in settlement context (but see discussion below 

on the deposition of a ceramic ‘set’ in Valthe (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: inv. no. 17)). 

Ceramics made for serving food (bowls) are the second most deposited ceramic vessel, but they 

are only found in dry context and never in wet context. This means that the serving food – and in 

lesser degree eating/drinking – was not an activity that was associated with depositions in wet 

context. The bowls can possibly be related to the activity of the shared consumption of food 

(Gerritsen 2001: 113).16 It is unlikely that they represent a meal that was offered, as the 

ceramics are often broken and deposited incompletely (see discussion § 3.6). Complete storage 

vessels in wet contexts, by contrast, may have held – or referred to – the foodstuff itself. 

In dry and wet contexts, an even percentage of depositions contained querns. These are 

querns made of both stone and vesicular lava. Stone tools on the contrary are predominantly 

found in wet context. The stone tools in wet context are mainly hammer axes of the Baexem, the 

Muntendam and the Scandinavian type (n=17).17 The hammer axes are dated between the Late 

Bronze Age and Early Iron Age (Niekus 2000: 56(164)–57(165)),18 with a possible continuation 

of use into the Middle Iron Age (Achterop & Brongers 1979: 265).19 The lithic tools that are 

found in depositions in dry context are in general hammerstones and whetstones. Only one 

fragment of a Muntendam-type hammer-axe was found in Peelo-Es (PE-ph1). 
 

 
Fig. 3.4.1.1: Overview of number of depositions with objects described by their function/use. 

                                                             
16 Gerritsen speaks about feasting activities, which in essence is the shared consumption of food. 
17 Baexem-type: Exloo, Valtherschans and Ermerveen. Muntendam-type: Tynaarlo-Eischenbroek, Borger-Buinerveen, 
Emmen-Klazienaveen, Borger-Nieuw-Buinen, Emmen-Emmerschans, Valthe (2x), Odoorn-Valtherveen, Nieuw-
Weerdingen, Odoorn-Valthermond, Bronneger-Voorst Diep, Dalerveen-Kostermaat and Midlaren. Scandinavian-type: 
Gasselte-Gasseltenijerveen (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 
18 Niekus (2000) makes no distinction in the occurrence of the two types. Achterop and Brongers suggest a ‘somewhat 
later’ start for the Muntendam-type, but remain very cautious (Achterop & Brongers 1979: 265). In this study, all 
three types are dated between the Late Bronze Age and Middle Iron Age.  
19 Niekus rejects the Middle Iron Age date for the Muntendam and Baexem type hammer-axes – he does not discuss 
the Scandinivian type – because he argues that the younger dates are based on finds from secondary contexts. In this 
study I am interested not in the date of production, but rather the date of deposition. The Peelo-Es (PE-ph1) indicates 
that these hammer-axes were still in the Middle Iron Age objects of interest, and were deemed suitable for deposition. 
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Fig. 3.4.1.2: Overview of the relative prevalence of objects described by functional categories related to the total 

number of depositions in total and in dry and wet contexts. Ceramics for storage dominate depositions in dry 

contexts, and stone tools dominate depositions in wet context. 

3.4.2 Correlation of functional categories 

Most of the functional categories occur together with other types of objects, only clothing (all 

wet context), ornaments (wet and dry context)and wood for transport (all wet context) are 

always found on their own. Some categories can be found in different types of depositions, such 

as stones that show a quite even spread across the depositions (stone_other). Some categories 

are mainly found in the complex depositions (depositions with many different functional 

categories), such as burned clay fragments, burned clay, ceramics for eating and serving (see 

table 3.4.2.1).  

 
Fig. 3.4.2.1: Percentage of functional categories in depositions ranging from one category to seven categories (dark to 

light).  
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The difference between depositions in wet contexts and in dry contexts becomes clear when 

correlations of categories are compared (Fig. 3.4.2.2 and Fig. 3.4.2.3). Food in dry context (i.e. 

charred grains or burned animal bones) can be found on its own, but also in combination with 

several other categories. Foodstuffs in wet contexts, by contrast, are always found on their own 

in this period.  

It is reasonable to assume that there is a real difference between the dry and wet context: in 

dry contexts charred foods or food remains are often (16 out of 18 deposits) associated with 

ceramics (see also Fig. 3.4.2.4-5). Ceramics are recognized in wet contexts as well but far less 

often associated with foodstuffs. This rules out differences caused by conservation 

circumstances. The combination foodstuffs and ceramics was deemed suitable for wet context 

depositions alone. A similar difference exists between stone tools in wet context (always alone) 

and stone tools in dry context (often in association with two or more other categories). All 

querns in wet context are found in isolation. In settlement contexts on the contrary, querns are 

more often than other stone tools found in isolation (23% versus 17%). Still they often also are 

accompanied by other functional categories.  

 
Fig. 3.4.2.2: Percentages of functional categories in dry context depositions consisting of one category to seven 

categories (dark to light). 

 

Correspondence analysis can display whether some functional categories in depositions show a 

strong association. Figure 3.4.2.4 shows that the majority of the functional categories are found 

in association. Ornaments and clothing are the outliers, as is indicated by their distance from the 

intersection of the axis. This is explained by the fact that these two category are never deposited 

with other categories. For a better visualisation of associations between functional categories, 

those that were predominantly deposited on their own were removed from the CA.20 Figure 

3.4.2.5 shows the correspondence analysis of functional categories that are predominantly found 

with other functional categories. The strong association between the different types of ceramics 

in figure 3.4.2.5 is also visible in figure 3.4.2.6 in which only dry context depositions are plotted. 

                                                             
20 Ornaments, clothing, oven grates (production of ceramics), transport items and iron objects.  
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Especially ceramics used for serving, eating (and drinking), storage and spinning are often found 

in association in dry contexts. In figure 3.4.2.7 the association between different objects in wet 

context depositions are displayed. The wide distribution of single points is another confirmation 

that wet context deposits often exist of only one functional category (see also fig. 3.4.2.3). 
 

 
Fig. 3.4.2.3: Percentage of functional categories in wet context depositions consisting of one category to seven 

categories. 

 

 
Fig. 3.4.2.4: Correspondence analysis of all functional categories in all depositions.  
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Fig. 3.4.2.5: Correspondence analysis of functional categories that are found in association with other functional 
categories.  
 

 
Fig. 3.4.2.6: Correspondence analysis of functional categories in dry context deposits (metal, oven grates for the 
production of ceramics and wooden tools are not included in the analysis).  
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Fig. 3.4.2.7: Correspondence analysis of functional categories in wet context deposits. 
 

Table 3.4.2.1 gives an overview of the functional categories that were used for more complex 

depositions (containing four or more categories). Almost all depositions contain a set of two or 

more types of ceramics often accompanied by lithic tools or ordinary stones. The number of 

functional categories that was available in depositions does not seem to depend on the 

complexity of the deposition. In other words, the objects that could be chosen from do not differ 

between depositions with four, five or six categories, only more different objects were used in 

one deposition. The deposition of Fluit-pt3 (table 3.4.2.3) stands out, because it only contains 

one type of ceramic vessels, but the full range of lithic tools.  
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Aard-pt2 EIA-MIA - X X X - - X - - - - - - - - 

Ang-pt1 EIA-MIA - - X X X - - - X - - - - - - 

Daal-pt2 EIA - X X X X - - - - - - - - - - 

Do-pt1 EIA-MIA X X - X - - X - - - - - - - - 

Fluit-pt3 IA - - - X - - X X X X X - - - - 

Ge-pt1 EIA-MIA - X - X X - - - - - - X - - - 

Hijken-pt1 EIA-MIA - - - X X - - - X - X X - - - 

Hijken-pt2 EIA-MIA - X X X X - - - X - X X - - - 

Hijken-pt3 EIA-MIA - X X X X - - - X - X X - - - 

Hijken-pt4 EIA-MIA - X X X - - - - X - X X - - - 
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Hijken-pt5 EIA-MIA - X X X - - - - X - X X - - - 

Hijken-pt9 EIA-MIA - X X X - - - - X - X - - - - 

Leg-pt1 EIA-MIA - X - X X - - - X - - - - - - 

Linie-pt1 EIA-MIA - - - X X - - - - - X X - - - 

Linie-pt2 MIA - - - X X - - - - - - X X - - 

Meer-dt1 LIA-ERP X - - X - - X - X - - - - - - 

ML-pt1 MIA - X - X - - X X X - - - - - X 

N34-pt1 LBA-EIA - - X X - - X X - - - X - - - 

RVV-pt1 EIA - X - X - - - - X - - X - - - 

Wij-pt2 LIA-ERP - - X X - - - X - - - - - X - 

ZeijenII-pt1 ERP - - X X - - X X - - - - - - - 

ZE-pt1 EIA-MIA - X - X - - X X - - - - - - - 

ZW-xx1 MIA - X X X X - - - - - X - - - - 

Table 3.4.2.1: Overview of functional categories in depositions containing four or more different types. 
 

The correspondence analysis for these complex depositions (fig. 3.4.2.8) shows that ceramics 

are an important aspect of these complex depositions. Most ceramic categories are near the 

centre of the graph. A dense cluster of depositions is visible right to the crossing point of the x- 

and y-axis. These depositions contain several types of ceramics together with subjects for 

spinning and weaving, foodstuffs, stones and burned clay without imprints. These depositions 

may refer to different, essential tasks for the households: which are providing food and clothes 

for its members. Remarkably, the wet context deposition of Wijster (Wij-pt2) also has ceramics 

for storage and eating/drinking. It is reminiscent of another ‘domestic set’ that was found in wet 

context, that of ValtheII.  

 

 
Fig. 3.4.2.8: Correspondence analysis of functional categories in complex depositions (containing for or more 
functional categories).  
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3.5 Context of deposition 

A total of 119 features has been recorded as context for depositions. The majority of the features 

that were used for depositing special objects are pits, followed by postholes. Only a small 

number of deposits (n=6) are found in ditches. For 51 out of the 170 deposits the relationship to 

a feature could not be established. The different contexts that were used for depositing objects, 

will be discussed in the sections below. 

 Pit Posthole Ditch  No dug-down feature Total 

Dry finds 88 24 6 3 121 

Wet finds 1 0 0 48 49 

Total 89 24 6 51 170 

Table 3.5.1: Overview of the feature in which the deposition was found. 

3.5.1 Pit depositions 

Pits are the most often used type of feature in dry-land contexts (n=88; 73%). Some distinctions 

in the primary function of the pits can be made on the basis of the excavation reports, i.e. hearth 

pits (n=4) and wells (n=7). The distinction between normal pits and hearth pits is made on the 

basis of different arguments: the location of the pit inside the house (Fluitenberg: Schrijer & de 

Neef 2008: 39; Dalen-De Spil: de Wit 2003: 18) or the presence of charcoal in the filling of the pit 

(Groningen-De Linie: Daleman 2007: 7; Borger-Daalkampen II Klokbeker: van der Meij 2010: 

48). For wells, location seems to be the distinguishing factor: pits are interpreted in excavation 

reports as wells due to their more remote location (e.g. Groningen-De Linie: Daleman 2007: 10) 

or their location outside the house in general (e.g. Coevorden-Holsloot: van der Velde et al. 2003: 

18–19). It is debatable whether these distinctions are of any use for the present analysis.  

 
Fig. 3.5.1.1: Pit (well?) from Coevorden-Holsloot (van der Velde et al. 2003: 19, fig. 3.5). 

The well in Coevorden-Holsloot, for example, also contained charcoal-rich layers (fig. 3.5.1.1). 

According to the excavator, the pit was dug in one of the higher parts of the local landscape and 

he wonders whether this was the most suitable place for a well (van der Velde et al. 2003: 18–

19). This supposed well may also be a shaft dug for the deposition of domestic materials. If the 
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bottom of a so-called hearth pit does not show discoloration caused by repetitive heating21 or a 

well distinctive small, sandy layers caused by gradually filling up of the well, there is no telling 

what the original function was. Also the duration of use before the deposits were made, remains 

unsure in these examples, as the pit may have been dug at the moment of depositing the objects. 

As a result, no specific interpretations (i.e. hearth pit or well) by the excavators will not be taken 

up into the present analysis. 

3.5.2 Filling and layers of pits with special depositions 

For some excavations only drawings were available, without any written details on the layers 

(e.g. Hijken-Hijkerveld: Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014) or only a short description was given.22 

For other excavations more detailed descriptions are available or a combination of both. On the 

basis of this information, inferences can be made on the way pits with special depositions were 

filled. What stands out is that the pits are never filled from bottom to top, even though they can 

contain large quantities of shards. A good example is pit 31 from the site Hijken-Hijkerveld (Fig. 

3.5.2.1) which contained at the base a sandy layer with shards, followed by a layer without finds 

and on top of that a layer paved with shards and charcoal.  

In a similar vein, pit 40 from Hijken-Hijkerveld has a complex infilling with layers containing 

many shards (“zit vol met scherven”), on top of a layer with burned clay (huttenleem) on top of a 

layer with shards. The section of the pit from Coevorden-Holsloot has a similar complex layering 

in which dark – charcoal rich? – layers are placed on top of lighter looking layers (fig. 3.5.1.1). 

The description of the content of the layers is not very detailed, but it can be deduced that a near 

complete vessel was placed at one of the lower layers, while burned clay – interpreted as part of 

a hearth - was placed in one of layers that was higher up in the infilling (van der Velde et al. 

2003: 18–19). 

 
Fig. 3.5.2.1: Pit no. 31 from Hijken-Hijkerveld. Left: section of the pit. Right: pit seen on the second level. The pit is 
paved with shards (Dutch: schervenlaag). Drawing: Groningen Institute of Archaeology (GIA). 

                                                             
21 The presence of ash or charcoal does not have to indicate that the pit was used as hearth pit. A large part of 
depositions contain material that was burned secondarily (see § 3.5.8). Ashes and charcoal can also be transferred 
when the burned objects were placed in the pit.  
22 In the case of Wijster a list with features just mentioned: 845. Round pit paved with shards (van Es 1967: 354). 
Although there is little information on the deposition, it tells us that there was one layer, low in the pit which 
contained shards that were placed in the pit with some care.  
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Fig. 3.5.2.2: Pit no. 40 from Hijken-Hijkerveld. Drawing: Groningen Institute of Archaeology (GIA). 
 

Little has been said on the temporality (i.e. the course of time in which a deposition took place) 

of the act of depositing objects in pits. The fact that some pits had several layers could suggest 

that pits were not filled at one instance. Only in the case of pit 40 from Hijken-Hijkerveld (fig. 

3.5.2.2) some inferences on the temporality of depositions can be made. In the lowest layer 

(indicated with the word scherven) only body shards were found. On top of this layer was a layer 

which only contained burned clay (indicated as huttenleem). On top of the burned-clay another 

layer was placed, containing over 60 kilograms of shards. Remarkably, fragments from the 

bottom layer could be refitted to fragments belonging to layer that contained the bulk of shards. 

This suggests that shards from the bottom entered the pit after fragmentation, but that the 

remaining shards were also deposited in the same pit. Although we cannot prove that this 

happened at the exact same moment, it indicates at least that the deposited objects belonged to 

one group of objects that was used or selected for the deposition. It seems less likely that at 

several moments different groups of objects were deposited. This deposition in Hijken pit 40 is 

likely to be made at one moment or within a small time span. 

Other pit depositions do not seem to reflect one moment of deposition. The pits with special 

depositions (large fragments, possible (near) complete vessels and possible traces of secondary 

heating) next to house 106 in Peelo-Kleuvenveld form a complex composition (fig. 3.5.2.3). 

Directly west to the house three or four23 pits were dug, each containing smaller pits. These pits 

all contain highly decorated ceramics that can be dated in Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age. 

One radiocarbon date is available for the composite of pits: 2760 +/- 35 BP or 996-830 cal. BC 

(GrN-12342; Lanting & van der Plicht 2003: 166). Also one radiocarbon date of charred acorns 

from a posthole (s. 1093) of house 106 is available: 2445 +/- 35 BP or 755-409 cal. BC (GrN-

12341; Lanting & van der Plicht 2003: 166). Possibly, the radiocarbon dates of the pits are 

affected by the old-wood effect and has rendered an date too old for the pits (Lanting & van der 

Plicht 2003: 166). The acorns rendered a more reliable date, as they have a short life span. 

Ceramics from other postholes of the house can be dated in the Early Iron Age (No. 1137 

Harpstedt-type: Kooi 1996: 458, fig. 34). Even though the pits and the house should thus be 

dated together at the (beginning of the) Early Iron Age, the pits do not have to represent a one-

time event. Possibly, the pits represent a series of depositions that might have occurred in the 

course of the use of the house. 

 

                                                             
23 One pit on the map has not received a find number. The find numbers 1056 and 1115 are not depicted in the 
publication on Peelo-Kleuvenveld and are thus not included in the present dataset. 
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Fig. 3.5.2.3: Overview of the pits and their content next to house 106 in Peelo-Kleuvenveld (red rectangle). Adapted 
from Kooi 1996, fig. 6b, fig. 33, fig. 34. 

 
Fig. 3.5.2.4: Overview of the depression and pits filled with ceramics24 and stones at the fortified settlement of Zeijen-
II. Adapted from Van Giffen 1950, fig. 13, fig. 15a and Waterbolk 1977, 108 fig. 10. Complete vessels are drawn 
according to the upper scale bar, shards according to the middle scale bar and the map of the pit according to the 
lowest scale bar.  

                                                             
24 Ceramics are also partially depicted in Waterbolk’s article on the Iron Age enclosures of Drenthe (Waterbolk 
1977b) and in Taayke’s dissertation (Taayke 1996a). Because Van Giffen has depicted more ceramics and also has 
depicted other find types, the drawings of the publication of Van Giffen have been used for this figure (Van Giffen 
1950: 13, fig. 15).  
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At the Zeijen-II enclosure a depression was located in the south-east corner of the fortification 

next to an outbuilding (Van Giffen 1950: 13, fig. 16 & fig. 26; Waterbolk 1977b: 109–113). In this 

depression a large amount of ceramics was placed, of which some was retrieved from separate 

pits within the depression (fig. 3.5.2.4). The ceramics belong to Taayke’s Gw4-types, Gw5-types 

and V4-types (Late Iron Age-Early Roman Period). In addition to the ceramics a number of 

stones, possibly parts of querns and hammerstones were found in the pits. Gw4-type ceramics 

are dated between 100 BC and AD 50, whereas Gw5-type ceramics is dated between 0 and 100 

BC, and the V4-type is dated between 0 and 150 BC (Taayke 1996b: 182, fig. 10d). The Gw4-type 

ceramics were found together with the V4-type ceramics, on basis of which the deposition can 

be dated tentatively to the period between AD 0 and AD 50. The Gw5-type vessels were found in 

separate sections of the depression. It seems that the Zeijen-II pits were dug and used for 

depositions over the course of a longer time span, possibly at the end of the Late Iron Age and 

during the Early Roman Period. It seems less likely that this pit cluster reflects a one-time 

depositional event. 

3.5.3 Pit depositions and their (spatial) association to other structures 

The vast majority of pits with special depositions are situated in dry context (88 out of 89). Most 

pits were investigated during the excavation of a settlement site, but some pits have also been 

encountered during agricultural activities.25 In the latter case, often no data is available on the 

context of the pit in relation to other structures. In settlement context, pits could be associated 

to a house with some certainty when they were located inside the structure. Only 9 of the 88 pits 

(10%) in dry context were found inside a structure. The vast majority of pits was found outside a 

building (n=79, 90%). If pits are located within a radius of 10 meters from a contemporary 

structure they are interpreted as having a tentative association to the structure. Only if refits 

could be made between pits and features of the structure, the association between outside pit 

and house can be defined as certain. Unfortunately, the quality of the data does not very often 

allow to establish this type of relationship between pit and structure. Only in the case of Hijken-

Hijkerveld could a pit with certainty be associated to a house on the basis of a refit (Hijken-pt5). 

 
 House   Granary   Other No association 

 Total Inside Outside Total Inside Outside  Total Known 

context 

No 

context 

Pits  

(no specification) 

23 5 18 10 2 8 4 40 32 8 

Hearth pit 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 

Wells 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 5 5 0 

Total 27 7 10 11 2 9 4 46 38 8 

Table 3.5.3.1: Overview of spatial association between pits with special depositions and settlement structures.  
 

If the number of pits is corrected for not including pits without context (see note 25), the dataset 

contains 27 (33%) pits that are spatially related to a house, 11 (13%) related to a granary, 4 

(5%) to other structures and 40 (49%) without any known association. In almost half of the 

cases, pits are found in isolation in settlement context. The settlement of Rhee is a good example 

how pits are found in settlement context, but are hard to relate to structures in the settlement 

(fig. 3.5.3.1). 

 

                                                             
25 Doldersum (Dol-pt1), Gees (Ge-pt1), Langeloo (Lang-pt1), Leggeloo (Leg-pt1), Roden-Vijfde Verloting (RVV-pt1), 
Tynaarlo (Tyn-pt1), De Weper (Wep-pt1), Zeijen-Es (ZE-pt1). For descriptions, see Appendix D. 
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Fig. 3.5.3.1: Schematic overview of the 1st phase of the settlement of Rhee. Blue rectangles: houses. Green squares: 

granaries. Brown squares: pits. Adapted from (Waterbolk 1977b: 146, fig. 50). 

3.5.4 Postholes 

In the present study, a total of 24 posthole depositions was found, which is circa 14% of the total 

of deposits. Postholes are in general easier to associate to structures, but still in 4 cases the 

posthole could not be associated to any structure. Only 9 individual houses were used as the 

context for depositions in postholes, and 8 granaries. Possibly, the number of posthole deposits 

was larger in reality, as finds from postholes are less often described in publications. Also, 

posthole deposits are harder to recognise, as the fragments may be smaller (to fit in a posthole) 

and the total of finds from a single posthole is not as remarkably high as from a large pit deposit. 

 House  Granary Other No association 

 Absolute Relative Absolute Relative   

Postholes 12 9 8 8 0 4 

Table 3.5.4.1: Overview of association of postholes with special depositions. 

3.5.5 Ditches 

Only six depositions were made in a ditch, which is only 4 percent of the total number of 

depositions. This low number can be explained by the fact that ditches (e.g. surrounding 

individual houses or small hamlets) are in general not often encountered in settlements during 
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the period under study. Only in the course of the Late Iron Age, ditches were dug around houses 

and settlements as a whole (Arnoldussen & Jansen 2010; Waterbolk 1995). This is also visible in 

the dating of the depositions in the present study. Only one deposition in a ditch was dated into 

the Early to Middle Iron Age on the basis of the ceramics (PK-dt1). Another deposit is dated to 

the Middle Iron Age or later periods, as a fragment of vesicular lava (possibly a stone tool or 

fragment of a quern) was deposited in a ditch together with a large fragment of a storage vessel 

(ZeijenII-dt2). The other four deposits are either dated into the Late Iron Age or possibly later.  

3.5.6 Depositions without a dug-down feature 

In upland contexts, depositions without a dug-down feature are rare. Only three depositions 

could not be related to any dug-down feature. In Rhee four near-complete vessels were found 

(Van Giffen 1937: afb. 13; Waterbolk 1977b: 156, fig. 64.2 & 64.4), but they could not be 

associated to any specific feature (find no. 1935 V/48). It seems likely the four vessels were 

originally found together in one feature, as they are not described as stray finds. The second 

deposition without a dug-down feature is from the site Zeijen-Witteveen. The excavator has 

interpreted this deposition as the burned ground surface of an Iron Age house (Waterbolk 

1977a: 8 (180)). According to the excavator, this burned floor first became visible as a layer with 

burned material in one of the sections. This layer was located under the top soil, which would 

suggest that the grounds were significantly raised after the abandonment of the Iron Age 

house.26 Combined with the fact that the other remnants of the house in general were very 

poorly preserved (e.g. the central posts), it seems more likely that the excavator encountered a 

shallow pit with a layer of burned material in the section. This is supported by descriptions of 

other pits with special depositions, in which the deposited material is often found in a darker 

layer and not as the complete filling of a pit (see § 3.5.2). In the enclosed settlement of Vries a 

complete, bronze neck-ring was found as a stray find inside the settlement (Waterbolk 1977b: 

139–140, fig. 44). To conclude, only the bronze neck-ring from Vries can be considered a find 

truly without a dug-down feature.  

The majority of depositions without a dug-down feature are found in wet areas. As many of 

these wet context objects were found during peat reclamation, it is quite likely that at least in 

some cases only the objects themselves were noticed and not the feature in which the deposition 

was placed. There are indications – even though the example is of later date – that objects were 

placed in the peat with care. In the Bollenveen nearby Zeijen, two pits were found containing 

Roman Period ceramics and wood. The items were placed in pits dug into the peat (Van Giffen 

1950: 2).  

In the case of Loon-Achterste Veen (AchVee) stones were placed into a bowl shape, on top of 

which an ard share was placed (van der Sanden 1994a). The Achterste-Veen deposition shows 

that more effort was invested in making a deposits than just throwing an object into a wet area. 

Other deposits – of predominantly stone objects – were also deposited in the bogs with care, in 

the sense that specific locations were aimed for: in Odoorn-Valthermond, Kerkenveld, Odoorn-

Valthe and Emmen-Veenoord Lange Ermerveen slagen27 deposits were placed in the bogs, on the 

transition between the Pleistocene sands and peat. This again suggest that the placement of this 

objects into the peat was careful and deliberate. In chapter 4 the different landscape types (e.g. 

                                                             
26 The drawings of the sections were inconclusive and could not clarify whether the orginal topsoil was still present. 
27 Odoorn-Valthermond (VaMo: Muntendam-type stone axe), Kerkenveld (Kerk: a set of querns made of vesicular 
lava), Odoorn-Valthe (ValtheIV: Muntendam type stone axe) and Emmen-Veenoord Lange Ermerveen slagen (Ermer-I: 
quern made of granite) 
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moorland, fenland, peaty depressions) that were used for depositing objects in wet contexts are 

discussed in more detail (§ 4.1.1). 

3.6 Treatment of objects in depositions 
The treatment of objects after their use life is an important indicator for interpreting them as 

special depositions (§ 2.1.2). In the above sections the aspect of deliberate burying has already 

been discussed. In this section, two other important phenomena are discussed: the breaking of 

objects and the secondary burning of objects.  

3.6.1 Burning of objects in depositions 

The burning of objects in depositions was encountered in 24% (n=40) of all depositions. For 

31% (n=52) of all depositions clear evidence was found that the objects were not touched by fire 

before or during the deposition. Unfortunately, for the remaining 45% (n=78) the descriptions 

and figures lacked enough detail to establish whether objects were secondarily burned or not. 

Especially in dry context depositions, the larger part of the depositions lacked data on (the 

absence of) the burning of objects (64%, n=78). Even so, a distinction in treatment can be made 

between dry context finds and wet contexts finds: in general, the secondary burning of objects 

mainly takes place in dry context whereas depositions that were left unburned were mainly 

made in wet contexts.  

 
 Total (%) Dry context (%) Wet context (%) 

Evidence for burning 40 (24) 39 (32) 1 (2) 

Evidence for no burning 52 (31) 4 (2) 48 (98) 

No data 78 (46) 78 (64) 0 (0) 

Total 170 (100) 121 (100) 49 (100) 

Table 3.6.1.1: Overview of treatment of objects for all depositions and for dry and wet context depositions. 

 
Deposition 
code28 

N burned 
shards (%) 

In situ 
burning 

Remarks and references 

Amer 1 (16) No data Wet context deposition. One shard with traces of secondary burning (van der Sanden & Taayke 
1995: inv. no. 19) 

Daal-ph1 21 (18) No data At least seven different storage vessels, of which 21 shards show traces of secondary burning (de 
Wit et al. 2009) 

Daal-ph2 1 (100) No data One spindle whorl burned secondarily 
Daal-pt2 1 (2) No data One spindle whorl shows some traces of secondary burning (de Wit et al. 2009: 97, table 4.2, fig. 

4.2). Table with overview of ceramics mentions no other burned shards. 
Daal-pt3 2 (3) No data Next to two shards, the gatenplaat also shows traces of burning. Likely to be caused by use 
DII-klok-ph2 1 (?) No data Find no. 34 (van der Meij 2010: 48, fig. 42) shows discoloration 
DII-Klok-pt4 ? (?) Yes  Scorched shards (van der Meij 2010: 41, 48), no data on number.  
Do-pt1 66 (46) Probably not Probably only one individual vessel was burned (Hielkema 2008b: Bijlage 4, find no. 52). Pits are 

interpreted as wells, from which it can be deduced that there were no traces of fire being lit inside 
the pits (Hielkema 2008b: 28–29). 

Do-pt2 ? (?) Probably not Apparently no burned shards, but calcinated bones in the filling of the pit. Pits are interpreted as 
wells, from which it can be deduced that there were no traces of fire being lit inside the pits 
(Hielkema 2008b: 28–29).  

Fluit-ph1 1 (100) No data One spindle whorl burned secondarily (Schrijer & de Neef 2008: 58, fig. 26 ). 
Fluit-pt1 1 (2) No data Probably more, but only one fragment is depicted and shows traces of burning (Schrijer & de Neef 

2008: 26). Stones in the pit also show traces of heating/burning. Pit itself in interpreted as hearth 
pit, but this seems to be based rather on its location than on traces of the burning of a fire inside the 
pit (Schrijer & de Neef 2008: 39).  

Fluit-pt3 ? (?) No data Stones show traces of heating (Schrijer & de Neef 2008: fig.32) 
Ge-pt1 ? (?) No data Charred cereals in pit 
Hijken-ph1 3 (100) No data Small vessel, fragmented and burned afterwards. Fragments show different degree of traces of 

secondary burning. 
Hijken-ph3 1 (100) No data Large fragment of G3-vessel showing clear traces of burning 
Hijken-ph4 3 (43) No data Fragments of storage vessel show traces of burning, spindle whorl has no traces. 
Hijken-pt1 31 (44) No data Spindle whorl, base fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 
Hijken-pt2 376 (48) No data Spindle whorl, base fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 
Hijken-pt3 730 (40) No data Bottom fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. Spindle whorl is left 

unburned. 
Hijken-pt4 1224 (53) No data Bottom fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 
Hijken-pt5 1497 (67) No data Bottom fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 
Hijken-pt6 84 (62) No data Bottom fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 
Hijken-pt7 130 (27) No data Bottom fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 

                                                             
28 For full description, see Appendix D. 
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Hijken-pt8 411 (86) No data Bottom fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 
Hijken-pt9 263 (72) No data Bottom fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 
Hijken-pt11 84 (61) No data Bottom fragments and other shards show traces of secondary burning. 
Linie-ph1 - (-) No data Charred cereals (Daleman 2007: 22) 
Linie-pt1 2 (?) Yes Both spindle whorls show traces of secondary burning, no data on other shards/objects (Daleman 

2007: Appendix 9, fig. 4.15a2 & 4.15a3). The walls of the pit show reddish discoloration, indicating 
that a fire was lit inside the pit (Daleman 2007: 7) 

Linie-pt3 1 (?) No data Spindle whorl shows traces of secondary burning, no data on other shards/objects (Daleman 2007: 
Appendix 9, fig. 4.15a1) 

Meer-dt1 1 (<1) No Only one shard shows traces of secondary burning, but the stones in the ditch also show traces of 
burning/heating. Possibly a conservative number (de Wit 2011: 51). 

N34-pt3 ? (?) No data All flint from the pit is burned (Kooi & de Wit 2003: 46), no data from other find categories 
(ceramics and stones). 

N34-pt6 1 (?) No data One spindle whorl shows traces of secondary burning (Kooi & de Wit 2003: 38, fig. 4.1 & 4.2) 
Paalakkers-
pt1 

? (?) No data At least one large storage vessels is secondarily burned (Harsema 1974a: 65(199)–66(200)) 

PK-ph1 - (-) No data Charred acorns (Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 1996) 
Rhee-pt1 - (-) No data A posthole containing burned clay (huttenleem) 
RVV-pt1 ? (?) No data Traces of intense heat, percentages unknown (Taayke 1993). 
Smeen-pt1 ? (?) No data Photos of finds indicate secondary burning (de Roller 2009: 13, fig. 28, 29, 30 & 31) 
Tyn-pt1 ? (?) No data Loom weights show traces of intense heating (van der Sanden 1994b: 95(187)–96(188), fig.10). No 

data on shards or other objects. 
Wij-pt1 ? (?) No data Some shards show traces of burning (van Es 1967: 245) 
ZW-xx1 ? (?) No data Author has interpreted this pit as a burned surface layer of a house in which the remnants of the 

inventory of the house were found. As a result, the finds must have shown traces of burning 
(Waterbolk 1977a) 

Table 3.6.1.2: Overview of depositions containing objects that were burned secondarily. 
 

For many of the depositions it could not be established what percentages of objects or shards in 

the deposition were burned. Most often descriptions only refer to the fact that there is evidence 

for the secondarily burning for the complete complex of finds, e.g.: “Some sherds of 847 have been 

burnt secondarily” (van Es 1967: 245). Other find complexes are published with photographs 

that clearly show traces of secondary burning, but show only a small number of the total number 

of objects from the deposition (e.g. only the burned spindle whorls were depicted in the case of 

Linie-pt1: Daleman 2007). The deposits that were described with enough detail vary 

considerably in the degree in which the objects are burned secondarily. The percentages vary 

from less than 5 percent up to a 100 percent.  

Some deposits indicate that burning only occurred on specific objects (as in the case of Do-

pt1: table 3.6.1.2), whereas other objects were left untouched (as in the case of the spindle 

whorls of Hijken-pt3: table 3.6.1.2. Other deposits that have traces of secondary burning, 

without indications that specific vessels were burned secondarily (as in the case of the other pits 

and postholes from Hijken: table 3.6.1.2). Even if burning occurred very often – 32 out of 34 

depositions in dry context described in enough detail – much variation in the secondary burning 

can be seen. Variations can be seen whether or not specific vessels were targeted and in the total 

percentage of burned fragments. This suggests that the aims – burning individual vessels or all 

shards – of the burning must have varied. It furthermore suggests that the methods of burning 

varied as well, e.g. burning one, individual vessel and leaving the other shards or vessels out of 

the fire versus throwing all shards/vessels on a pyre, causing all shards to be (partially) burned.  

3.6.2 Breaking of objects in depositions 

The deliberate breaking of objects is much harder to establish than deliberate burning. 

Fragmentation of ceramics and other type of objects can also occur in the form of accidental 

breaking (as is the case with refuse) or could be caused by taphonomic processes. Complete 

ceramic vessels for example were found during peat extraction, but collapsed when they were 

taken out (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: 83(159)).  
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 Total (%) Dry context (%) Wet context (%) 

Indications for deliberate breaking 42 (25) 35 (29) 7 (14) 

Indications for complete objects 54 (32) 13 (11) 41 (84) 

No data 78 (46) 76 (63) 2 (4) 

Total 174 (102)29 124 (103)  50 (102) 

Table 3.6.2.1: Overview of percentages of depositions containing fragmented or complete objects. 

Deposition code30 Fragmentation Remarks and references 

Aard-pt1 Likely Querns are fragmented (Krist 1988: 27, fig.12b.11 & 12b.12). 
Amer Possibly Only one shard shows traces of secondary burning. As the shards are found 

during dredging, fragmentation could have occurred during these activities 
(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: inv. no. 19). 

Bollen Pars-pro-toto Wheel deposited in an unfinished state, deposited in parts (van der Sanden 
1997a). 

Do-pt1 Likely A near complete, but fragmented vessel (Hielkema 2008b: Bijlage 4, find no. 
52). 

Do-pt2 Likely Near complete vessels, but bases seem to be missing suggesting 
fragmentation before deposition (Hielkema 2008b: 28). 

Een-pt1 Likely Large fragments of just one vessel (van der Waals 1963). 
EexKamp-pt1 Possibly Large fragments of near complete vessels (Harsema 1979b: 51(151), fig.3). 
Eurs-pt1 Likely Large fragments of near complete vessels of which bases seem to be missing 

(Lanting 1977: 46 (218), fig. 3). 
Hijken-ph1 Certain Small vessel fragmented and divided between two postholes. 
Hijken-ph3 Likely Large fragment of a secondarily burned vessel. Traces of burning on the 

fragment. 
Hijken-ph4 Possibly Large fragments  
Hijken-ph5 Possibly The only posthole of the structure that contained vesicular lava fragments 

(possibly from a quern).  
Hijken-pt1 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at the fragment 
Hijken-pt2 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at the fragment 
Hijken-pt3 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at fragment, shards are divided 

between two layers of which the lower layer consists completely of body 
shards. Refit between lower and upper layer. 

Hijken-pt4 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at the fragment. Shards are placed in a 
layer (Dutch: schervenplaveisel), suggesting fragmentation before deposition. 

Hijken-pt5 Certain Very large fragments, traces of burning at the fragment. Refit of a small vessel 
between a fragment from this pit and a posthole of the house. 

Hijken-pt6 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at fragment. Shards are placed in a 
layer (schervenplaveisel). 

Hijken-pt7 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at the fragment 
Hijken-pt8 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at the fragment 
Hijken-pt9 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at the fragment 
Hijken-pt11 Likely Very large fragments, traces of burning at the fragment 
Holsloot-pt1 Possibly Combination of a complete vessel found with shards of other vessels (van der 

Velde et al. 2003: Find no. 158/159/160) 
Leg-pt1 Possibly Large fragments and seemingly small number of vessels. 
Linie-pt3 Possibly Combination of complete vessel found with shards of other vessels (Daleman 

2007: Pit C) 
Meer-dt1 Likely Author states that the fragmentation of the shards (expressed as the average 

weight of one shard) is much lower than expected with normal domestic 
refuse (de Wit 2011: 35). Stones are fragmented deliberately (de Wit 2011: 
31).  

N34-ph1 Possibly Fragment of a grate 
OuVaI Possibly Only the lower half of a Brillerij-type quern was found, suggesting the ‘set’ 

was broken up. 
Paalakkers-pt1 Possibly Large fragments 
PeHa-pt1 Certain Refit of vessel between two pits 
PK-pt2 Likely Large fragments of small number of vessels  
PK-pt3  Large fragments. One vessels has traces that look like holes are made in the 

body (Kooi 1996: 454, fig. 30) 
Rhee-pt8 Likely Complete but fragmented bowl, other vessels are incomplete but consist of 

large fragments. 
Rhee-pt9 Possibly Large fragments 
Schip Possibly A complete vessel found together with a large fragment of a second vessel 

(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: cat. no.1) 
Schoon Possibly Only fragments were found. As the shards are found during dredging, 

                                                             
29 Some depositions contain objects that seem to be deliberately broken as well as objects that were found intact. 
These depositions are counted twice. As a result, the total is more than 170 or 100%. 
30 See Appendix D for a full description. 
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fragmentation could have occurred during these activities (van der Sanden & 
Taayke 1995: cat. no. 6). 

Siepel Possibly One vessel found in fragments, rim is incomplete, suggesting fragmentation 
may have occurred before the shards entered the bog (van der Sanden & 
Taayke 1995: cat. no. 9).  

Tyn-pt1 Possibly Complete loom weights found together with shards (van der Sanden 1994b) 
Vries-pt1 Likely Complete vessels found together with fragments. 
Wep-pt1 Likely Stone is fragmented, but could be refitted  
Wij-pt2 Likely Shards were placed in a layer (schervenplaveisel) 
ZE-pt1 Possibly Large fragments, but seemingly small number of vessels. 

Table 3.6.2.2: Overview of depositions that contained fragmented objects. 

Only the depositions of Hijken-ph1, Hijken-pt5 and PeHa-pt1 hold true evidence for deliberate 

breaking, as objects are fragmented and divided between different features. In Hijken-pt3 a refit 

could be established between shards from different layers. The lowest layer of this deposition 

only contained body shards suggesting if not deliberate fragmentation at least careful selection. 

In a similar vein, pits that were paved with shards (Hijken-pt4, Hijken-pt6 and Wij-pt2) indicate 

that depositions containing ceramics had careful arrangements of the objects. Fragmented 

objects or shards were deemed more suitable than complete objects. The numbers of complete 

objects in features – traditionally interpreted as foundation offerings (Gerritsen 2001: 73–76; 

Webley 2008: 137) – are remarkably low (see discussion § 4.2.2). 

3.7 Context and content of deposition 

In the previous sections, the material content, the functional categories, the context and the 

treatment of the depositions in the dataset were discussed separately. In this section, the 

relationships between the functional categories, the treatment and the context are discussed 

integrally. A comparison of the different aspects of depositions can show how content and 

context interrelated. 

3.7.1 Depositions in wet and dry contexts 
In table 3.7.1.1 and 3.7.1.2 an overview is given of the functional categories, their presence in dry 

and wet context and their treatment per context. Of all materials only wool (wet context), 

leather (wet context) and cereals (dry context) can only be found in one of the two context. Quite 

likely these differences are mainly caused by the differences in preservational conditions 

between the two context: leather and wool do not preserve in sandy soils, whereas (unburned) 

cereals will not survive in the acid conditions of the bogs or might be easily missed. 

The functional categories are more often only found in one of the two domains. Ceramics that 

can be related to the preparation of food (such as vessels with cooking residues and colanders) 

or the production of ceramics (oven grates) are not found in wet contexts. Ceramics for the 

serving of food (bowls) are also only found in dry contexts, as are ceramics for spinning and 

weaving. Very often these ceramics are fragmented and show traces of secondary burning (see § 

3.6). Of all ceramics originating from wet context deposits, storage vessels were most often 

encountered. Occasionally ceramics for eating or drinking (e.g. small vessels with handles) are 

also encountered. A remarkable wet context find of Valthe is the ceramic ‘set’ comprising two 

Henkeltassen, one small cup and a large storage vessel.31 This set is unique in its composition for 

wet contexts, but has clear parallels in dry context.32 The only difference is that the ValtheII-set 

contains complete vessels that were not burned secondarily. In general, ceramics in wet contexts 

are deposited complete and unburned. Only in one wet context deposition a shard with traces of 

secondary burning was found. 

                                                             
31 Deposition code: ValtheII 
32 Other depositions that only contain ceramics for eating and storage: Dol-pt1, PK-pt5, Rhee-pt3. More pits in dry 
context contain these two functional categories in addition to other objects. 
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  Dry Context Wet context 

Material Function   

Ceramics Food preparation X - 

Serving X - 

Eating/drinking X X 

Storage X X 

Spinning/Weaving X - 

Production of ceramics X - 

Stones Food preparation X X 

Tools X X 

Other X X 

Burned Clay Construction X - 

Other X - 

Metal slag Metal working X - 

Bronze/Amber Ornaments X X 

Wool/Leather Clothing - X 

Wood Transport - X 

Tools X X 

Bone/Cereals Food X X 

Table 3.7.1.1: overview of the presence of objects of different functional categories in dry and wet contexts. The 

functional categories that are marked with red only occur in either dry or wet context. 

 
  Dry context Wet context 

Material Function Complete Broken Burned Complete Broken Burned 

Ceramics Food 
preparation 

- X X/- - - - 

Serving - X X/-  - - 

Eating X X X/- X  - - 

Storage X X X/- X - X 

Spinning/ 
Weaving 

X - X/- - - - 

Production of 
ceramics 

- X X - - - 

Stones Food 
preparation 

X/- X - X X - 

Tools X X - X - - 

Other X X X/- X - - 

Burned 
Clay 

Construction - X X - - - 

Other - X X - - - 

Metal slag Metal working X - - - - - 

Bronze/ 
Amber 

Ornaments X - - X - - 

Wool/ 
Leather 

Clothing - - - X - - 

Wood Transport - - - X X - 

Tools X - - X - - 

Bone/ 
Cereals 

Food X X/- X X - - 

Table 3.7.1.2: Overview of state in which objects of different functional categories are found in dry and wet contexts. 

Lithic objects used for food preparation – i.e. querns made of granite, sandstone, gneiss or 

vesicular lava – are found both in dry and wet contexts. The differences in treatment per context 

is less clear than the differences in treatment of ceramics between both contexts. A total of 30 

depositions contain complete querns, fragmented querns or half a set of querns (e.g. only the 

runner stone or bedstone). Fragments of querns only occur in dry context, but half sets occur in 

both contexts as well as complete querns. Remarkably, when half sets were found they always 
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comprise of the bedstone and never the runner stone (table 3.7.1.2). Lithic tools are again used 

in depositions in wet and dry contexts. In wet contexts, mainly hammer axes of the Muntendam-, 

Baexem- and Scandinavian type are found in a complete state.33 In settlements more often 

complete hammer- and whetstones are found. In one deposition in dry context a fragment of a 

Muntendam-type hammer axe was found (PE-ph1). 

 

 Bedstone and 

runner stone 

Only bedstone Only runner 

stone 

Only fragments Total 

Set 2 (9%) 12 (55%) 0 (0%) 8 (36%) 22 (100%) 

Wet 5 (63%) 3 (38%) 0 (0%)  0 (0%) 8 (100%) 

Total 7 (23%) 15 (50%) 0 (0%) 8 (27%) 30 (100%) 

Table 3.7.1.2: Overview of querns in depositions in relation to their context (dry or wet) and the degree of 
completeness.  

3.7.2 Depositions in different types of features 

Of all features, pits contain more complex depositions both in material content and in functional 

categories. This can be explained by the fact that in general pits are larger and can contain more 

items, whereas postholes are limiting in the number of objects that can be deposited (yet not 

limited in the type of categories, see § 3.7.3). Also, pits with many types of materials or many 

objects are likely easier to recognise as special depositions not only during excavations but also 

when reviewing excavation reports.  

Some exceptions can be seen though. One ditch (table 3.7.1.1) contained four different types 

of material, which were ceramics, charcoal, vesicular lava and stones (Meer-dt1). The same 

deposit contained objects belonging to three different functional types, which are ceramics for 

preparing food, ceramics for storage and a vesicular lava quern. One deposition (with no clear 

find contexts) contained five different functional types (table 3.7.1.2). This deposition was 

originally interpreted as a the surface layer of a burned house (ZW-xx1), but more likely we are 

dealing with a pit deposition that was not recognised during the excavation. A second, more 

complex (i.e. containing multiple functional categories) deposition without a feature was found 

in the bogs nearby Valthe (ValtheII). This deposition contained two small vessels with handle 

and one without (ceramics for eating), a storage vessel and two whetstones.  

 
Material content per feature type: n (%) 

 1 type  2 types 3 types  4 types  5 types 6 types  

Pit  

(n=89) 

38 (43) 25 (28) 9 (10) 8 (9) 6 (7) 3 (3) 

Posthole (n=24) 22 (92) 2 (8) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

Ditch  

(n=6) 

5 (83) 0 0 1 (17) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

No feature 

(n=51) 

44 (86) 5 (10) 2 (4) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

Table 3.7.2.1: Material content per feature type 

Functional categories per feature type: n (%) 

 1 type 2 types 3 type 4 types 5 types 6 types 

Pit  

(n=89) 

26 (29) 24 (27) 22 (25) 10 (11) 4 (4) 3 (3) 

Posthole (n=24) 19 (79) 4 (17) 1 (4) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

Ditch  

(n=6) 

3 (50) 2 (33) 1 (17) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

No feature 

(n=51) 

49 (96) 0 (0) 1 (2) 0 (0) 1 (2) 0 (0) 

Table 3.7.2.2: Functional content per feature type 

 

                                                             
33 A complete state means in this case that the lithic part of the hammer-axe is not broken, although there are 
indications that the axes were deposited with the handle still attached to the axe (see appendix D: Exloo, ValSchans).  
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In order to establish if and how the content of the deposition is determined by the context of the 

deposition (being isolated, related to a house or another domestic structures), a comparison 

needs to be made to see if depositions related to similar type of structure are more similar than 

depositions that are related to different types of structures. In other words, if content and 

context are related depositions associated with houses should have another content than 

depositions which are associated with granaries or those in isolation. The pits in the dataset can 

be divided into (a) pits close to domestic structures in settlement context, (b) isolated pits in 

settlement context, (c) isolated pits in dry context, not associated with a settlement and (d) the 

one pit in the bogs. The postholes in the dataset can be divided into (a) postholes belonging to 

houses, (b) postholes belonging to granaries and finally (c) postholes that could not be 

attributed to a structure. Ditches were found both in close proximity to domestic structures and 

enclosing larger areas or complete settlements.  

3.7.3 The content of pit depositions and their association with structures 
The overviews of pits containing four, five, six or seven different types of functional categories 

(table 3.4.2.1 and fig. 3.4.2.8) show that pit deposits often contain a set of two or more ceramic 

types together with lithic tools, but also burned clay with imprints of e.g. broken-down walls, 

hearth lining or ovens. There is especially a strong connection between different types of 

ceramics and spindle whorls/loom weights. The differences between pits near to houses, 

granaries and outbuildings (table 3.7.3.1-3) becomes most clear in the number of different 

materials and functional categories used in the depositions, as more categories (e.g. ceramics 

and stones) are encountered in pits nearby houses as well as more types per category (e.g. 

ceramics for serving and eating).  

Eight pits were found during agricultural activities or in complete isolation (table 3.7.2.4). 

Because these pits were found in complete isolation, they could have been part of a settlement 

that yet has to be uncovered. An example of a similar find of an isolated pit, that later turned out 

the be a part of a settlement, is a pit from Hijken-Hijkerveld (Harsema 1974a). On the basis of 

content of these isolated pits, most are not very different from the pits that were found in 

settlements context associated to a house. All these isolated pits are dated in the period of the 

Early and Middle Iron Age. This can be explained by the fact the majority of pit depositions were 

made during this period (see fig. 3.2.1.1). In this period, most isolated pits with special 

depositions inside the settlement were dug. 

Pits found in settlement context, but without a spatial association with a domestic structure do 

not differ much from completely isolated pits and pits related to houses. Remarkably, evidence 

for the presence of cooking ceramics are actually only found in these isolated pits within the 

settlement.34 Other typically domestic objects, such as spindle whorls, were also encountered in 

the isolated pits, as were querns.  

A distinction in number of functional categories can be made between pits next to houses, 

granaries and outbuildings. In these cases the pits next to houses are more complex (i.e. 

containing more different types of functional categories). Pits found in isolation outside the 

settlement, in isolation inside the settlement and pits next to houses have comparable contents. 

It may be reasonable to expect that some of the eight isolated pits discussed earlier in this 

section belonged to a Early to Middle Iron Age settlement that has not been uncovered. 

 

 

 

                                                             
34 Do-pt1, Do-pt2 and Eurs-pt1 
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Aard-pt2 EIA-

MIA 

Outside - X X X - - X - - - - ND ND 

Aard-pt4 L/MIA Outside - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Ang-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Outside - - X X X - - - X - - ND ND 

Daal-pt4 EIA Outside - - - X - - X - - - - No ND 

DII-klok-

pt1 

MIA-

LIA 

Inside 

(byre) 

- - - - - - - - X - - ND ND 

DII-klok-

pt2 

LIA-

ERP 

Inside - - - - - - - - X - - ND ND 

DII-klok-

pt4 

IA Outside - - - X - - - - X - X Yes ND 

Een-pt1 EIA Inside - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Fluit-pt1 MIA-

LIA 

Inside - X - X - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Hijken-

pt1 

EIA-

MIA 

Outside  - - - X X - - - X - X Yes Yes 

Hijken-

pt2 

EIA-

MIA 

Outside - X X X X - - - X - X Yes Yes 

Hijken-

pt3 

EIA-

MIA 

Outside - X X X X - - - X - X Yes Yes 

Hijken-

pt4 

EIA-

MIA 

Outside - X X X - - - - X - X Yes Yes 

Hijken-

pt5 

EIA-

MIA 

Outside - X X X - - - - X - X Yes Yes 

Hijken-

pt9 

EIA-

MIA 

Outside - X X X - - - - X - X Yes  Yes 

Hijken-

pt10 

BA-IA Outside - - - - - - X - X - X ND No 

Holsloot-

pt1 

MIA-

LIA 

Outside - - - X - - - - - - X ND No/ 

Yes 

N34-pt3 EIA-

MIA 

Outside - - - X - - - - X - - Yes  ND 

PeHa-pt1 MIA Inside - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

PeHa-pt2 MIA Inside - X - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

PK-pt1 EIA Outside - X - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

PK-pt2 EIA Outside - X - - - - - - - - - ND Yes 

Rhee-pt9 EIA-

MIA 

Outside -  X - X - - - - - - - ND Yes 

Spil-pt1 LBA-

EIA 

Inside - - - X - - - - - X X ND ND 

ZeijenII-

pt1 

ERP Outside - - X X - - X X - - - ND ND 

ZeijenI-

pt1 

EIA-

MIA 

Outside  - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

ZeijenI-

pt2 

LIA-

ERP 

Inside - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Total  0 11 8 23 4 0 4 1 13 1 10   

Fig. 3.7.3.1: Overview of depositions in pits associated with houses. ND: no data. 
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DII-klok-pt3 LIA-

ERP 

Between 

posts 

- - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Eurs-pt3 EIA-

MIA 

Nearby - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Eurs-pt6 IA Between 

posts 

- - - - - - X - - - - ND No 

Hijken-pt8 EIA-

MIA 

Nearby - X - X - - - - - - X Yes Yes 

Hijken-pt11 EIA-

MIA 

Nearby  - X X X - - - - - - - Yes Yes 

Linie-pt2 MIA Nearby - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Linie-pt3 LBA-

EIA 

Nearby - - - X - - - - - X - Yes No/ 

yes 

Paalakkers-

pt2 

EIA-

MIA 

Nearby - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

PeHa-pt3 EIA-

MIA 

Nearby - X - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

PE-pt2 MIA Nearby -  - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

ZeijenII-pt2 LIA-

ERP 

Nearby - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Total 0 3 1 10 0 0 1 0 0 1 1   

Fig. 3.7.3.2: Overview of depositions in pits associated with granaries. ND: no data. 
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Eurs-pt4 EIA-

MIA 

Outside - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Hijken-pt6 EIA-

MIA 

Outside - - - X X - - - - - X Yes Yes 

Hijken-pt7 EIA-

MIA 

Outside - - - X - - - - - - X Yes Yes 

N34-pt2 EIA Outside - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Total 0 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 2   

Fig. 3.7.3.3: Overview of depositions in pits associated with other type of structures (outbuildings). ND: no data. 
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Dol-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Yes - - X X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Ge-pt1 EIA-

MIA  

Yes - X - X X - - - - - - Yes ND 

Lang-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Yes - X - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Leg-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Yes - X - X X - - - X - - ND Yes 

RVV-pt1 EIA Yes - X - X - - X - - - - Yes ND 

Tyn-pt1 MIA Yes - - - X X - - - - - - Yes Yes/ 

No 

Wep-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Yes - - - X - - - - X - - ND Yes 

ZE-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Yes - X - X X - X X - - - ND Yes 

Total 0 5 1 8 4 0 2 1 2 0 0   

Fig. 3.7.3.4: Overview of depositions in isolated pits outside settlement context. ND: no data. 
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Aard-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - - - X X - X - - - - ND Yes 

Aard-pt3 MIA-

LIA 

Indet - - - X X - X - - - - ND ND 

Daal-pt1 EIA Indet - - - - - - - - X - - ND ND 

Daal-pt2 EIA Indet - X X X X - - - - - - Yes ND 

Daal-pt3 LIA Indet - X - X - X  - - - - - Yes ND 

Do-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Indet X X - X - - X - - - - Yes  Yes 

Do-pt2 EIA-

MIA 

Indet X - - X - - - - - - - Yes Yes 

Eexkamp-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - X - X - - - - - - - ND Yes 

Eurs-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Indet X - - X - - - - - - - ND Yes 

Eurs-pt2 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Eurs-pt5 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - X - X X - - - - - - ND ND 

Fluit-pt2 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Fluit-pt3 IA Indet - - - X - - X X X X X Yes ND 

Fluit-pt4 IA Indet - - - - - - - - X - - ND ND 
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Mes-pt1 EIA- Indet - X - X - - X - - - - ND ND 
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MIA 

ML-pt1 MIA Indet - X - X - - X X - - - ND ND 

N34-pt1 LBA-

EIA 

Indet - - X X - - X X - - - ND ND 

N34-pt4 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

N34-pt5 LBA-

EIA 

Indet - - - - - - X X - - - ND ND 

N34-pt6 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - X - X X - - - - - - Yes  ND 

Paalakkers-

pt1 

EIA-

MIA 

Indet - - - X - - - X - - - Yes Yes 

PE-pt1 MIA-

LIA 

Indet - X - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

PK-pt3 EIA Indet - - X - X - - - - - - ND Yes 

PK-pt4 EIA Indet - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

PK-pt5 EIA Indet - - X X - - - - - - - ND No 

PK-pt6 EIA Indet - - - X - - X - X - - ND ND 

Rhee-pt1 IA-RP Indet - - - - - - - - - - X Yes ND 

Rhee-pt2 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - X X X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Rhee-pt3 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - - X X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Rhee-pt4 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - X - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Rhee-pt6 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - - - X - - - X - - - ND ND 

Rhee-pt7 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Rhee-pt8 MIA-

LIA 

Indet - X - X - - - - - - - ND No/ 

Yes 

Smeen-pt1 LBA-

EIA 

Indet - X - X - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Vries-pt1 ERP Indet - X - X - - - - - - - ND Yes 

Wij-pt1 EIA-

MIA 

Indet - X - X - - - - - - - Yes ND 

Wij-pt2 LIA-

ERP 

Indet - - X X - - X - - - - No  Yes 

ZW-pt1 IA Indet - - - X - - X - - - - ND ND 

Total 3 15 7 33 7 1 11 5 5 1 3   

Table 3.7.3.5. Overview of pit depositions in settlement context, but without any association with other domestic 
structures. ND: no data. 

3.7.4 Depositions in postholes 
Depositions in postholes are less complex than depositions in pits in the sense that they contain 

less types of material per deposition as well as less functional categories. Structures – be it 

houses or granaries - have often only one or two postholes that contained a special deposit. An 

exception are the postholes of House 18 of the site Hijken-Hijkerveld: Hijken-ph4, Hijken-ph5, 

Hijken-ph6 and Hijken-ph7. Together they contain a domestic set that resembles that of other pit 

depositions: ceramics for storage, ceramics for spinning, stones for the preparation of food. In 

addition to this, two postholes contained iron slags that refer to the production of iron. 

Remarkably, chemical analysis of the slag showed that at the time of production probably also 

bronze was being worked (Arnoldussen & Brusgaard 2015: 119–120), but it was not chosen for 

deposition. No other houses contained more than one special deposit. There is no real 

preference for specific posts within the house (table 3.7.4.1); roof bearing posts, posts in the 

byre section, post within the living area and entrance posts were the context of depositions. The 

two posts that contained a spindle whorls – by chance ? – were both part of the living area 

(Hijken-ph2 and Hijken-ph4).  
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DII-klok-

ph1 

LIA-

ERP 

House 

(entrance 

post) 

- - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

DII-klok-

ph2 

LIA-

ERP 

House  

(byre) 

- - - X - - - - X - - ND ND 

Hijken-ph2 EIA-

MIA 

House 

(living area) 

- - - - X - - - - - - No No 

Hijken-ph4 MIA-

LIA 

House 

(living area) 

- - - X X - - - - - - Yes Yes 

Hijken-ph5 MIA-

LIA 

House (roof 

bearing 

post) 

- - - - - - X - - - - ND Yes 

Hijken-

ph635 

MIA-

LIA 

House 

(entrance 

post)  

- - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Hijken-

ph736 

MIA-

LIA 

House (roof 

bearing 

post) 

- - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Meer-ph1 LIA House  - - - - - - - X X - - No ND 

N34-ph1 EIA House  

(roof 

bearing 

post) 

- - - - - X  - - - - - Yes Yes 

PK-ph137 EIA House 

(entrance 

post) 

- - - - - - - - - - - Yes ND 

Rhee-ph1 EIA House  

(inner post) 

- - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Spil-ph1 LBA-

EIA 

House  - - - X - - - - - X X ND ND 

Total 0 0 0 5 2 1 1 1 2 1 1   

Table 3.7.4.1: Overview of depositions in postholes of houses. ND: no data. 
 

Depositions in postholes of granaries (table 3.7.4.2) do not have a more agricultural content, 

such as more storage vessels or charred cereals. Also domestic items that are less suitable for 

storage of produce, such as small vessels for food consumption (Hijken-ph1), and spindle whorls 

(Daal-ph2) were deposited in postholes of granaries. In a similar vein, postholes that could not 

be assigned to a structure (table 3.7.4.3) contain ‘domestic’ items such as spindle whorls (Daal-

ph1 and Fluit-ph1). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                             
35 Contained an iron slag 
36 Contained an iron slag 
37 Contained charred acorns 
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Daal-ph2 IA Granary - - - - X - - - - - - Yes  No 

Daal-ph4 LIA Granary - - - - - - X - - - - ND ND 

Hijken-ph1 EIA-

MIA 

Granary - - X - - - - - - - - Yes Yes 

Hijken-ph3 MIA-

LIA 

Granary - - - X - - - - - - - Yes Yes 

Linie-ph138 LBA-

EIA 

Granary - - - - - - - - - - - Yes No 

PeHa-ph1 EIA-

MIA 

Granary - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

PE-ph1 MIA Granary - - - - - - - X - - - ND ND 

Vries-ph1 EIA-

MIA 

Granary - - - - - - - X - - - ND ND 

Total 0 0 1 2 1 0 1 2 0 0 0   

Table 3.7.4.2: Overview of content of depositions in postholes of granaries. ND: no data. 
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Daal-ph1 MIA-

LIA 

Indet - - - X X - - - - - - Yes ND 

Daal-ph3 IA Indet - - - - - X - - - - - ND ND 

Fluit-ph1 IA Indet - - - - X - - - - - - Yes No 

ZeijenII-ph1 ERP Indet - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Total 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0   

Table 3.7.4.3: Overview of depositions in postholes that could not be attributed to a structure. ND: no data. 

3.7.5 Depositions in ditches 
Six deposits were placed in ditches. In general the ditches contained a low number (one or two) 

of functional categories depositions. The content of the depositions has a domestic connotation: 

storage vessels are deposited, but also bowls for serving food and querns. The deposition of 

Emmen-Oude Meerdijk (Meer-dt1) has a similar ‘domestic set’ as other pits have: ceramics for 

preparing of food, vessels for storage and querns for grinding cereals. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                             
38 Contained charred cereals 
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Linie-dt1 LIA-ERP - - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Meer-dt1 LIA-ERP X - - X - - X - X - - Yes Yes 

PK-dt1 EIA-MIA - X - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

ZeijenI-dt1 LIA-ERP - - - - - - X - - - - ND ND 

ZeijenII-dt1 LIA or 

later 

- - - - - - X - - - - ND ND 

ZeijenII-dt2 MIA or 

later 

- - - X - - - - - - - ND ND 

Table 3.7.5.1: Overview of depositions in ditches. 

3.8 Diachronic changes in depositions 

3.8.1 Divisions between dry and wet context 
In the transition from the Late Bronze Age to the Early Iron Age, a decline in the percentage of 

deposits in wet context can be seen and a rise in the percentage of depositions in dry context 

(fig. 3.2.1.2). This decline continues during the Early and Middle Iron Age, when only 22 % of the 

depositions are made in wet context. In the course of the Late Iron Age and at the beginning of 

the Roman Period, a small increase becomes visible: 27% of the depositions that could be dated 

to the Early Roman Period are made in wet contexts. These trends become visible in the large 

number of pit depositions in dry context that could be dated to the Early and/or Middle Iron 

Age.  

3.8.2 Changes in depositions in wet context 

As is clear from figure 3.8.2.1, the main focus on the wet context in deposition practices can be 

seen in the Early Iron Age, as several categories are deposited most in this period (ceramics for 

eating/drinking, ceramics for storage, lithic tools, ornaments and clothing). In the transition 

from the Early to Middle Iron Age less ceramics are deposited, but the deposition of querns, 

other stones, transport items remain stable and even more deposits are made that contain 

bones. During the Late Iron Age more querns were deposited than during early periods. This rise 

is documented by the deposition of vesicular lava rotary querns in wet context. 



The dataset: Depositions in the northern Netherlands 

56 
 

 

 
Fig. 3.8.2.1: Percentages of depositions in wet context containing objects of different functional categories per period, 
based on the weighted mean. 

3.8.3 Changes in the context of depositions in dry context 

In absolute numbers, during the complete period of research depositions were made most often 

in pits (see figure 3.8.3.1). During the Early and Middle Iron Age, there is a clear preference for 

the use of pits as location for deposits. During the Late Iron Age and the Early Roman Period, pits 

are still most often used to make depositions in, but in comparison postholes are more often 

used than in the period before. The same holds true for depositions in ditches. The occurrence of 

depositions in ditches from the Middle Iron Age on can be explained by the fact that during the 

periods before, ditches were not that often dug on settlements and thus could not be used for 

depositions (§ 3.5.5). The relative number of depositions (i.e. the percentage of depositions 

made in feature type x per period in relation to the total number of depositions in all feature 

types during that period) also shows that pit depositions are most frequent in all periods. The 

relative number of depositions in postholes is much higher during the Late Iron Age and Early 

Roman Period than in the periods before. The total number of depositions in ditches is low in 

general, but this type of deposition is only encountered at the end of the period of study; from 

the Middle Iron Age onwards.  
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Fig. 3.8.3.1: Number of depositions per feature per period calculated on the basis of the weighted mean.  

 
Fig. 3.8.3.2: Percentages of depositions per feature per period, based on the weighted mean. 

 

Figures 3.8.3.3 and 3.8.3.4 show the context of the largest group of deposits, which are the pit 

deposits. During the Iron Age, isolated pits form the majority of pit deposits. Only in the Early 

Roman Period most depositions in pits can be related to houses. The relative number of 

depositions (this is the number of depositions made per period in relation to structure-type x in 

relation to the total number of deposition made per period: fig. 3.8.3.4) shows that for the period 

Late Bronze Age – Middle Iron Age roughly 50 % of the depositions are made in isolation. This 

only changes in the Late Iron Age when more depositions are made that are spatially associated 

with houses.  

In the course of the Iron Age a gradual rise becomes visible in the number of posthole 

depositions in (former) houses (fig. 3.8.3.5). At the same time the number of deposits that is 

made in the postholes of granaries decreases. This pattern also becomes clear by comparing the 

percentages of posthole depositions per structure type per period (fig. 3.8.3.6). Even though pits 

with special deposits could be located in the vicinity of outbuildings, the postholes of the 

outbuildings were not used for deposits. Still, the number of postholes that contained special 

deposits is low for all periods, which makes patterns less clear compared to pit depositions. 
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Fig. 3.8.3.3: Number of pit depositions per structure per period, based on the weighted mean. 
 

 
Fig. 3.8.3.4: Percentages of pit depositions per structure per period, based on the weighted mean. 
 

 
Fig. 3.8.3.5: Number of posthole depositions for different types of buildings per period based on the weighted mean. 
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Fig. 3.8.3.6: Percentages of posthole depositions for different types of buildings per period based on the weighted 
mean. 

3.8.4 Changes in the content of depositions in dry context over time 
Also on the basis of the content of the depositions, changes over time can be discerned. Figure 

3.8.4.1 shows the number of depositions that contained a specific type of object per period. 

Because of the fact that the majority of deposits was made during the Early and Middle Iron Age, 

these periods have the highest scores for all categories. The relative number of depositions 

containing the same type of objects (Fig. 3.8.4.2) indicates that for the complete period storage 

vessels are the most important category that was deposited in dry contexts. Other types of 

vessels, especially those for serving and eating/drinking are more important categories during 

the Early to Middle Iron Age than during the Late Iron Age (and the following period). Ceramics 

that can be used for spinning and weaving are also more often deposited during these the Early 

and Middle Iron Age than during the Late Iron Age. There seems to have been a preference 

during the Early and Middle Iron Age to deposit large ‘domestic’ sets that contained different 

types of ceramics, lithic tools, querns and burned clay.  

Not only is there a clear decline in the number of depositions after the Middle Iron Age (fig. 

3.8.4.1), there is also a change in the nature of the deposits (fig. 3.8.4.2 & fig. 3.8.4.3). Storage 

vessels are still the most important category, but are less often accompanied by ceramics for 

serving or eating and drinking. The same holds for the combination of ceramics and burned clay 

(both with and without imprints). During the Late Iron Age and Early Roman period a rise can be 

seen in the deposition of querns, which form the second category of objects used for depositions 

during these periods. Furthermore, the complexity – i.e. the number of different categories used 

in one deposition – changes over time. Deposits with a high complexity – four or more categories 

– are less often encountered during the Late Iron Age and Early Roman Period than during the 

Early and Middle Iron Age. 
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Fig. 3.8.4.1: Overview of the number of depositions containing objects belonging to functional categories per period, 
based on the average mean. 
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Fig. 3.8.4.2: Percentage of depositions containing objects belonging to different functional categories per period, based 
on the weighted mean. 
 

0 

20 

40 

60 

80 

100 

Late Bronze Age Early Iron Age Middle Iron Age Late Iron Age Early Roman 
Period 

Preparing 

Serving 

Eating 

Storage 

Spinning/weaving 

Production 

0 

20 

40 

60 

80 

100 

Late Bronze 
Age 

Early Iron Age Middle Iron Age Late Iron Age Early Roman 
Period 

Querns 

Stone tool 

Stone other 

Burned clay 
imprints 

Burned clay other 



The dataset: Depositions in the northern Netherlands 

62 
 

 
Fig. 3.8.4.3: Overview of percentage of deposits based on the number of categories per period. 

3.8.5 Diachronic changes in the treatment of depositions in dry context 
In earlier sections the treatment of objects in depositions has been discussed (§ 3.6). In this 

section an overview will be given of changes in the treatment of objects changed over time. For 

all periods the majority of the depositions was not described in enough detail to say whether 

(part of the) objects were burned secondarily. For the Early to Late Iron Age, for 61 to 66% of 

the depositions there was no data on burning. For the remaining 39 to 34% of the depositions it 

could be established whether they were burned (yes) or left untouched by fire (no). It seems 

that in the course of the Iron Age a subtle change occurred in which slightly more depositions 

were left unburned than before: ratio’s show that during the Early Iron Age roughly 1 deposition 

was left untouched by fire to 11 depositions that showed traces of secondary burning. During 

the Late Iron Age this has been changed to roughly 1 deposition that was left unburned to 4 that 

showed traces of secondary burning (fig. 3.8.5.1). 

 

 
Fig. 3.8.5.1: Number (above) and percentages (below) of depositions that show traces of secondarily burning (yes), 
clear evidence that they have not been burned (no) or lack detailed descriptions (No Data). 
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For the Early Iron Age better descriptions were available on the use of fragmentation prior to 

deposition. Roughly similar percentages are seen for secondary burning (34%) and 

fragmentation (33%) of all depositions in this period. In 11% of all deposits in this period 

complete objects were used. For the Middle Iron Age, again, roughly a third of all deposits 

showed indicators of deliberate fragmentation and roughly a tenth of all depositions in this 

period contained complete objects. For the Late Iron Age descriptions were less detailed (74% 

unknown). Remarkably the relationship between the percentages of fragmentation or no 

fragmentations has changed quite dramatically, as even percentages seem to broken and left 

complete. This is seen in the sudden decrease of depositions containing deliberately fragmented 

objects. Unfortunately due to the large percentages of unknown treatment, the data does not 

allow for statistical testing of this pattern. 

 

 

 
Fig. 3.8.5.2: Number (above) and percentages (below) of depositions that were deliberately broken (yes), deposited 
complete (no) or lack detailed descriptions (No Data). 

3.9 Synthesis  
In this chapter an overview has been given of depositions in the northern Netherlands in the 

period between the Late Bronze Age and the Early Roman Period. Both depositions in dry and 

wet contexts have been included in the analysis. A total of 170 depositions was used for the 

analysis, of which 121 (71 %) were made in dry context and 49 (29 %) in wet context. For the 

research period and research area the differences between wet context and dry context 

depositions are not so much a difference between materials or functional categories. Rather, 

differences are expressed in the treatment of the objects that were deposited: the norm seems to 

have been that complete and unburned objects were used in wet context depositions and burned 

0 

5 

10 

15 

20 

25 

30 

Late Bronze Age Early Iron Age Middle Iron Age Late Iron Age Early Roman Period 

Yes 

No 

No Data 

15 

33 34 

17 19 17 
11 9 

15 

0 

58 57 
60 

74 
80 

0 

20 

40 

60 

80 

100 

Late Bronze Age Early Iron Age Middle Iron Age Late Iron Age Early Roman Period 

Yes 

No 

No Data 



 

64 
 

and fragmented objects in dry context depositions (§ 3.7.1). Exceptions on this norm can also be 

found, where depositions in wet context show traces of being burned secondarily (Amer). 

Similarly, some depositions in dry context contain complete objects (§ 3.6.2, §3.8.5). 

Depositions in settlements show a wide variety of contexts (in pits, postholes, ditches or 

without a – recognized – feature), of spatial associations (to houses, outbuildings, granaries or in 

complete isolation), of types of materials used and presence of different functional categories. 

Especially during the Early and Middle Iron Age the practice of depositing objects in settlement 

context was relatively frequent, together almost 75 % of all deposition in dry context (fig. 

3.2.1.1). The majority of the depositions for the complete period under study were made in pits, 

that had an isolated position (> 10 meters away from any structure) in the settlement. For all 

periods isolated pits in settlement context remain the main feature of depositions, but changes 

are visible. At the end of the Iron Age more depositions are made in postholes and more often 

these postholes can be associated with houses (§ 3.8.3). 

Ceramics and stones form the major material categories that were used in depositions (§ 3.3), 

both for dry and wet contexts. In general, dry context depositions contained more material 

categories and more functional categories (§3.3, §3.4). Categories that can be found in both, are 

deposited in isolation in wet context and together with more other objects in dry context. In dry 

context they seem to signify a segment of the whole group of activities that were performed on 

settlement sites, whereas wet context depositions seem to highlight specific tasks of objects. 

The relationship between the content, the context and treatment of depositions is far from 

simple. In general the domestic sets – containing various types of ceramics, stones, burned clay, 

and more (§ 3.4.2, §3.7.3-4) – are most often found during the Early to Middle Iron Age (§ 3.8.4). 

These sets are often burned secondarily (§ 3.6.1) and fragmented (§ 3.6.2). This tradition of 

breaking, burning and burying ‘domestic sets’ seems to have lost importance at the end of the 

Iron Age (§ 3.8.5). Even though these are general trends, some deposited domestic sets can still 

be found by the end of the Iron Age and at the beginning of the Roman Period. Although less 

evidence exists for secondary burning and breaking of objects during the Late Iron Age and 

Early Roman Period, these traditions did not come to a halt completely. 

In the present chapter patterns visible in deposition in the northern Netherland during the 

Iron Age were discussed. In the next chapter, the spatial patterns of the present data set will be 

analysed, in order to establish whether traditions on a small level can be seen. Also comparisons 

will be made with the southern and eastern Netherlands. After this, a critical assessment of the 

use and meaning of deposits will be made; whether the patterns fit within the present 

explanatory models for depositions.  
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4 Depositions considered 
In the previous chapter depositions in the northern Netherlands have been discussed 

extensively on the basis of their content, context, treatment and the interrelationships between 

these three elements. In this chapter the distribution patterns of depositions will be discussed in 

order to see whether wet context depositions can be associated with settlement sites, and 

whether different types of depositions (e.g. pit depositions in close vicinity a house) occurred 

across the Fries-Drents plateau or only on a local or regional scale (4.1). In the next section the 

implications of the dataset – as presented in chapter 3 – for the present, explanatory models are 

discussed (4.2). Questions whether the models sufficiently explain all depositions, both in wet 

and dry contexts are addressed.  

4.1 Supra-regional, regional and local trends 

4.1.1 Patterns in the distribution of depositions in the northern Netherlands 
The dry context depositions in the dataset are found in all areas that were inhabited during the 

Iron Age (Fig. 4.1.1.1).39 The centre of the Fries-Drents plateau was covered by peat during the 

Iron Age (Casparie 1988: 7, fig. 3; Vos & de Vries 2013; cf. fig. 4.1.1.1), which explains the gap in 

the distribution of both Iron Age settlements in general and Iron Age settlements containing 

depositions. Dry context depositions (red triangles) are clustered in the northern regions of the 

plateau (around present day Assen) and to a lesser degree at the southern borders of the plateau 

(see discussion below). Wet context depositions (blue diamonds) are predominantly found in 

the south-eastern regions of the research area, east of the Hondsrug. This area is part of the 

Bourtanger moor, a large moor that covered a very large area stretching out over the present-

day Dutch-German border. This area was already used as a location for depositing special 

objects during earlier periods (Bronze Age: Essink & Hielkema 1999; Fontijn 2013a; Neolithic: 

Wentink 2006). Iron Age wet context depositions can be seen as a continuation of the tradition 

of depositing objects in these areas. Other peaty areas on the Hondsrug and Fries-Drents plateau 

were also used for wet context depositions. What stands out is that mainly fenlands in the 

stream valleys were used for depositions. The central and southern moorlands rendered far less 

Iron Age depositions. 

In order to understand the underlying principle of wet context depositions, we have to 

understand how they can be linked with settlements. In contrast to depositions in settlement 

sites, people actually had to travel to the nearest fen or bog to make a deposition. Different 

spatial associations between wet context depositions and settlement are conceivable; Iron Age 

wet context depositions could be a local affair, just as the funerary sites where. Urnfields and 

cinerary barrows were probably located in the immediate vicinity of a settlement (Kooi 1979: 

152). If so, wet context deposits should be found near settlement sites and all functional 

categories should be found across the Fries-Drents plateau. It is also conceivable that the 

underlying structuring principles of wet context depositions from previous periods remained 

valid (e.g. Fontijn 2003; Wentink 2006), although changes occurred in the type of objects that 

were deposited. If this is the case, there should be a relation between landscape type (e.g. bog, 

fen, stream valley) and object type (e.g. bronze ornaments, querns, ceramics).  

 

                                                             
39 The locations of the Iron Age settlements are based on Archis2 (settlements that were dated in the Iron Age, Bronze Age – Iron Age 
(and all subphases) and Iron Age – Roman Period (and all subphases) in the province of Drenthe (all municipalities) and the province 
of Friesland (municipalities of Ooststellingwerf and Weststellingwerf) and on the database of Tale Wolthuis. Many thanks to Tale 
Wolthuis for making his database available.  
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Fig. 4.1.1.1: Overview of dry context (red triangles), wet context (blue deposition) in relation to sandy areas (yellow), 

fenlands (purple) and moorlands (brown) in the research area. Iron Age settlements are displayed as black triangles 

(see note 39). The numbers refer to the site and site references in appendix B, C and D. 
 

On the basis of the distribution map (Fig. 4.1.1.2) no spatial relationship could be established 

between Iron Age settlements and wet context depositions. Some wet context depositions are 

more than 10 kilometres removed from the nearest known settlement site. In addition to this, 

not all object categories can be found across the Fries-Drents plateau. This can partially be 

explained by the fact that the bogs east of the research area apparently formed an important 

focal point for the act of depositing, and that depositions were made deep inside the bogs. Also 

on the plateau itself are wet context depositions found with no settlement in the direct vicinity. 

Apparently, many kilometres would be travelled to deposit an object into a bog or other wet, 

low-lying area.  
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Fig. 4.1.1.2: Histogram of distance between wet context deposition and nearest Iron Age settlement in meters. 

 

 
Fig. 4.1.1.3: Overview of wet context depositions. The depositions of Amer (no. 69), ValtheII (no. 56) and Wij-pt2 (no. 

79) contain multiple categories. Bog trackways with no or unsure dating are light blue. Iron Age bog trackways are 

dark blue. Location of bog trackways based on Casparie (1985, 1986, 1987, 1988). 
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Fig. 4.1.1.3 shows the distribution of wet context depositions containing ceramics (brown 

diamonds), querns (green diamonds), stone tools (red diamonds), transport items (purple 

diamonds), ornaments (yellow diamonds), clothing (blue diamonds), wooden tools (grey 

diamonds) and food (white diamonds). On the basis of the map, differences between the 

distribution of different types of objects become evident. Clothing, for example, is solely found in 

the large moorlands east of the Hondsrug (the Bourtanger moor). Ceramics, conversely, were 

never deposited in these areas. When we compare the different types of objects with different 

landscape unit (moorland, fenlands/stream valleys and local, peaty depressions) it becomes 

clear that the distribution of wet context depositions was structured predominantly on the scale 

of the Fries-Drents plateau as a whole. Some exceptions can be seen in the depositions that were 

made in local, peaty depressions such as the deposition of Wij-pt2, in the direct vicinity of the 

Wijster-hamlet. 

The wet area of the Fries-Drents plateau can be divided roughly into three different 

landscape types: the moorlands (Dutch: hoogveen), the stream valleys with surrounding 

fenlands (Dutch: laagveen) and small, local peaty depressions in sandy soils including pingo’s 

filled up with peat (Dutch: vennetjes). Ceramics and food (i.e. horn pits and antlers) are not found 

in moorlands, but only in de stream valleys and fenlands (table 4.1.1.1). Some querns were 

deposited in moorlands (n=4, 50%), but it seems that not all moorlands were deemed suitable. 

The Bourtanger moor, for example, did not render any quern deposits at all. Stone tools could be 

deposited both in moorlands and stream valleys but their distribution is restricted mainly to the 

wet areas surrounding the Hondsrug (table 4.1.1.1 and fig. 4.1.1.3). Stone tools are not found in 

wet areas in the western parts of the Fries-Drents plateau. Only a small number of deposits of 

ornaments is known (n=4) and they are found both in stream valleys and in the Bourtanger 

moor. Remarkably, the less conspicuous fibulae were both deposited in the same stream valley, 

whereas the more conspicuous bronze torque, bronze bracelets and amber necklace were all 

deposited in the Bourtanger moor. Leather shoes and the ball of wool were also all deposited in 

the Bourtanger moor. 

Next to the fact that not all object types could be deposited everywhere, not all wet areas 

were deemed suitable for depositing practices. The moorlands on the centre of the Fries-

Drentsplateau (around the present-day village of Smilde) did not render any deposits at all. The 

Iron Age bog trackways that were found near Smilde (Casparie 1985) indicate that this area was 

visited by people during the Iron Age (and investigated in modern times). The absence of finds is 

not caused by research biases. Apparently, the area was not suitable for depositions (see 

discussion below on other bog trackways). The selection of a suitable location for depositions 

may also explain why some objects are found so far away from settlement sites, as the type of 

landscape mainly seems to have influenced where what types of objects were deposited. 

 
 Moorland (%) Bourtanger 

moor 

Other 

moorlands 

Stream valley 

(%) 

Peaty depression 

(%) 

Unsure 

(%) 

Ceramics (n=8) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 6 (75) 2 (25) 0 (0) 

Querns (n=8) 4 (50) 0 (0) 4 (50) 4 (50) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

Stone tools 

(n=19) 

7 (37) 6 (32) 1 (5) 7 (37) 1 (5) 4 (21) 

Transport (n=4) 1 (25) 1 (25) 0 (0) 1 (25) 2 (50) 0 (0) 

Ornaments (n=4) 2 (50) 2 (50) 0 (0) 2 (50) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

Clothing (n=4) 4 (100) 4 (100) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

Wooden tools 

(n=2) 

1 (50) 1 (50) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (50) 0 (0) 

Food (n=4) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 3 (75) 0 (0) 1 (25) 

Table 4.1.1.1: Overview of landscape types for wet context depositions. For a more detailed overview see Appendix D. 
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In addition to portable objects, structures have also been placed in the bogs. Figure 4.1.1.3 

displays the location of the known Iron Age bog trackways (dark blue) and of some of the 

undated bog trackways (light blue), which are based on the publications of W.A. Casparie 

(Casparie 1985, 1986, 1987). These trackways through the bogs are still an ill-understood 

phenomenon. There is much debate especially on their function, either as being laid out to 

facilitate traffic through the otherwise impassable bogs or used for the extraction of bog iron 

(Casparie 1987: 64). In recent literature other functions are also discussed, such as the 

possibility that the bog trackways had a less economic function and were laid out the enable 

depositions in the bogs (van der Sanden 2001: 141). Specifically this ritual function is of interest 

for the present discussion on the bog finds in the Bourtanger moor. The most northern Iron Age 

trackway, the Valtherburg or I(Bou), might have functioned as a place from which depositions 

could be made in the moor. It would certainly explain the high density of wet context depositions 

in this particular area. Still not all wet context depositions can be explained yet, e.g. the 

deposition of Nieuw Buinen (Nw-Buin) remains unexplained. It is imaginable that this 

deposition was made from a bog trackway that has been lost or that it has been made from the 

sandy soils north to the research area (the Westerwolde area in the present-day province of 

Groningen).  

 

 
Fig. 4.1.1.4: Overview of Iron Age settlements (black triangles) and dry context depositions (red triangles). Settlement 

clusters that consists of individual settlements located at a distance of less than 5 Kilometres apart are depicted by 

green lines.  
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Dry context deposits, as stated before, were made across the Fries-Drents plateau. Settlement 

clusters (and deposition clusters; Fig. 4.1.1.4) can be seen in the northern regions (around 

present-day Assen and Zeijen), at the centre of the Hondsrug (around present-day Borger), at 

the south-eastern part of the Hondsrug (around present-day Emmen) and in the south of the 

plateau (around present-day Coevorden and Dalen). More dispersed settlements can be found at 

the western regions of the Fries-Drents plateau. The distribution of dry context depositions is 

less clear with regard to the different regions mentioned above. 

In the previous chapter different types of deposits can be discerned on the basis of the 

content and context of the deposit: e.g. pits with special depositions that have a spatial 

association to houses or outbuildings and granaries, depositions in isolated pits inside and 

outside settlement context, depositions in postholes and depositions in ditches. Figure 4.1.1.5 

shows the distribution of pits with special depositions that have a spatial association to a house 

(see discussion on the possible meaning of the depositions § 4.2.2). This type of deposition can 

be found across the research area, but not on every dry context or settlement site. So even if this 

was a tradition that took place on a regional rather than a local scale, the tradition was not 

followed in every settlement per se. In a similar vein, pits next to granaries and outbuildings (fig. 

4.1.1.6) can again be found across the Fries-Drents plateau, but not in every site. A similar 

images arises from the distribution map of posthole depositions (fig. 4.1.1.7).  

 

 
Fig. 4.1.1.5: Overview of sites with pit depositions nearby houses (red triangles), other sites with dry context 

depositions (pink triangles) and Iron Age settlements (black triangles). 
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Fig. 4.1.1.6: Overview of sites with pit depositions near outbuildings and granaries (red triangles), other sites with dry 

context depositions (red triangles) and Iron Age settlements (black triangles). 

 

 
Fig. 4.1.1.7: Overview of sites with depositions in postholes (red triangles), other sites with dry context depositions 

(pink triangles) and Iron Age settlements (black triangles). 
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Fig. 4.1.1.8: Overview of sites with pits in dry context that were found without any other settlement traces (red 

triangles), other sites with dry context depositions (pink triangles) and Iron Age settlements (black triangles). 

 

 
Fig. 4.1.1.9: Overview of sites with depositions in ditches (red triangles), other sites with dry context depositions 

(pink triangles) and Iron Age settlements (black triangles). 
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The pits that were found in dry context, outside (excavations of) settlements were not 

encountered on the Hondsrug proper (Fig. 4.1.1.8). The majority of these pits were found at the 

western parts of the Fries-Drents plateau. Figure 4.1.1.4 indicates that no Iron Age settlement 

sites were found in this area. The presence of isolated pits mainly in the western parts of the 

Fries-Drents plateau is quite likely caused by a research bias. The western parts of the plateau 

are investigated less extensively than other areas, e.g. the area around present-day Emmen. 

These isolated pits were reported when found during agricultural activities, but their 

surrounding were not further investigated. As a result, settlement features in the direct vicinity 

of the isolated pits may as well have been there, but were left uncovered. Deposition in ditches 

(fig. 4.1.1.9) also shows not a local preference for this type of feature, but a temporal difference 

as they are mainly found in Late Iron Age – Early Roman Period settlements. 

4.1.2 Comparisons between regions in the Netherlands 
In the previous sections a description has been given of deposition practices in the northern 

Netherlands. The practices of depositing special objects both in settlement contexts and wet 

contexts are also known for other regions. In the following sections, a comparison will be made 

between the deposition practices in the northern Netherlands and those in the southern 

Netherlands (e.g. van den Broeke 2002; Gerritsen 2001; van Hoof 2002) and eastern 

Netherlands (e.g. van Beek 2009). These comparisons make it possible to distinguish what 

practices were performed on a supra-regional scale (i.e. the Netherlands a whole), regional (i.e. 

the northern, southern and eastern sandy soils) and finally on a local scale.  

4.1.3 Deposition practices in the southern Netherlands 
The southern sandy soils of the Netherlands together with the Belgium sandy soils form the 

Meus-Demer-Scheldt region (MDS-region; Gerritsen 2001: 11, fig. 1.1.). For the period under 

study less is known about bog depositions in this region than in the northern Netherland. In 

recent years, wet context finds from stream valleys have received attention, but the known 

number of Iron Age wet context deposits is far lower than for the Fries-Drents plateau 

(Bossenbroek et al. 2008; Hiddink 2008; Roymans 2008). The active role of the Drents Museum 

in obtaining and gathering of objects and the lack of such a museum in southern Netherland 

must have made a big difference in the number of objects known from these wet contexts 

(Gerritsen 2001: 173–174).  

Stream valleys are the main context that has been analysed in the MDS-region. Similarly as on 

the Fries-Drents plateau, special depositions dating to the Iron Age were found in stream valleys 

in the MDS-region. In the stream valley of the Tungelroysche beek, for example, a late prehistoric 

stone hammer axe was found (Bossenbroek et al. 2008: 48). The stream valley of the Keutelbeek 

also rendered a remarkable range of metal objects: fibulae dated between 150 and 70 BC, a 

bronze needle and a bronze pendant that was part of horse gear. Iron objects were also found in 

the form of a shovel and 45 slags. Furthermore, fragments of glass La Tène bracelets were found 

(Hiddink 2008: 31–32). Next to metal objects, more ordinary objects were found such as shards 

(dated between 250-12 BC), spindle whorls and salt containers. Also burned clay, 

hammerstones, wet stones, vesicular lava fragments, human and animal bones were found in the 

stream valley of the Keutelbeek (Hiddink 2008: 32). What stands out it the wide range of objects 

that were found in the stream valley in comparison to depositions in the northern Netherlands. 

The bronze ornaments are comparable to the two fibulae that were found in stream valleys on 

the Fries-Drents plateau, but the other items are more reminiscent of the ‘domestic sets’ that are 

solely found in dry context deposits (see also discussion below on dry context deposits from the 

MDS-region). Of course it could be possible that different objects entered the wet area at 
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different moments in time, some as the discard of refuse and some as depositions. Finds from 

other stream valleys in the MDS-region, the Tungelroysche beek for example (Roymans 2008), 

suggest that fibulae were also used objects in depositions the Late Iron Age and Early Roman 

Period (cf. van den Broeke 2001). These objects were found together with the remains of an 

Early Roman bridge and were interpreted as foundation offerings (Roymans 2008: 69–70). No 

ceramics were found in association with these metal ornaments. Unfortunately, the description 

of wet context depositions in the MDS-region after the Late Iron Age, are only anecdotal. Even so, 

on the basis of the depositions that are known it seems that the underlying principles of proper 

conduct were similar.  

Dry context depositions, conversely, are well known from the MDS-region, and are 

extensively studied (van den Broeke 2002, n.d.; Gerritsen 1999a, 1999b, 2001, 2007). Primarily 

the overviews provided by Gerritsen are used for the present comparisons.40 In general, similar 

materials were used for deposition in both regions: domestic artefacts dominate overviews of 

depositions, of which ceramics are most often used as on the Fries-Drents plateau. A small 

number of Iron Age depositions from the MDS-region contained iron tools (table E.1 & E.5), 

which are an iron knife in Ekeren, a cache of several iron tool and a cache of ceramic 210 sling 

bullets and an iron axe from Oss-Schalkskamp. Another cache of ceramic sling bullets are known 

from House C in Haps (Verwers 1972: 114. See also Table E.1 and E.5). Similar type of objects 

are completely absent in depositions on the Fries-Drents plateau. Two deposits in postholes 

rendered an iron slag (Hijken-ph5; Hijken-ph6). The two slags show that there is evidence for 

the local production of iron, but that the finished objects were deemed not suitable to be 

deposited (cf. Arnoldussen & Brusgaard 2015). The only finished iron object in the dataset is a 

small iron nail from a pit deposit (ML-pt1). 

In the MDS-region quite some examples of the deposition of complete vessels are known, 

mainly in pits (Gerritsen 2001: 96, table 3.8. see appendix E.1). Complete vessels were seldom 

used in deposition and almost never deposited on their own on the Fries-Drents plateau. Only 

the depositions in Coevorden-Holsloot (MIA-LIA: Holsloot-pt1), Groningen-De Linie (LBA-EIA: 

Linie-pt3), possibly Peelo-Es (MIA-LIA: PE-pt1), possibly Peelo-Kleuvenveld (EIA: PK-pt1 and 

PK-pt5), possibly Vries (LIA-ERP: Vries-pt1), possibly Zeijen II (ERP: ZeijenII-ph1 and LIA-ERP: 

ZeijenII-pt2) contained complete vessels, but were often accompanied by fragmented ones. More 

depositions in the dataset contained complete vessels, but these were deliberately burned and 

broken (e.g. Donderen: Do-pt1 and Do-pt2). Complete vessels were in the MDS-region mainly 

deposited during the Early and Middle Iron Age, but depositions of complete vessels on the 

Fries-Drents plateau continued at least until the Early Roman Period. Wasters – probably 

referring to the process of the production of ceramics – are also often found in these depositions 

(Gerritsen 2001: 96, table 3.8; 103, table 3.11; 104, table 3.12; 108, table 3.14), which is a find 

category that has not been found at all in depositions on the Fries-Drents plateau.  

The features – which are mainly pits and postholes – that were used for the depositions show 

similarities between the two regions. Depositions in ditches, like those of Groningen-De Linie, 

Emmen-Oude Meerdijk, Zeijen I and Zeijen II (see § 3.5.5 and § 3.7.5), are also rare in the MDS-

region.41 Differences can also be discerned in the way features were used for depositions in both 

regions. Pits that were used for special depositions in the MDS-region are more often found 

inside houses than on the Fries-Drents plateau. Still the majority of pits could not be attributed 

                                                             
40 The tables with depositions in the dissertation of Gerritsen were used for the analysis (Gerritsen 2001: 76, table 3.5; 96, table 3.8; 
102, table 3.10; 103, table 3.11; 104, table 3.12; 108, table 3.14). Appendix E gives an overview of the tables of Gerritsen, but 
adjusted to the descriptions used in the present study.  
41 Only one deposition is mentioned (Gerritsen 2001: 104, table 3.12) 
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to a house or other building in settlement contexts (see table 4.1.2.1 and 4.1.2.2).42 Less 

depositions in postholes are known for the MDS-region than that are recorded for the Fries-

Drents plateau (table 4.1.2.3). The Nijmegen-area, just north to the MDS-region rendered a 

considerable number of postholes in relation to the size of the area (van den Broeke 2002, n.d.). 

This is most likely the result of the attention that has been paid to deposition practices in the 

region, rather than a true difference in frequency of posthole depositions. 

 
 House   Granary   Other No association 

 Total Inside Outside Total Inside Outside  Total Known 

context 

No 

context 

Pits  

(no specification) 

23 5 18 10 2 8 4 40 32 8 

Hearth pit 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 

Wells 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 5 5 0 

Total 27 7 10 11 2 9 4 46 38 8 

Table 4.1.2.1: Overview of pits used for depositions on the Fries-Drents plateau. 

 
 House   Granary   Other No association 

 Total Inside Outside Total Inside Outside 0 Total Known 

context 

No 

context 

Pits  

(no specification) 

29 21 8 0 0 0 0 47 47 0 

Hearth pit 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Wells 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 

Total 29 21 8 0 0 0 0 50 50 0 

Table 4.1.2.2: Overview of pits used for deposition in the MDS-region (Gerritsen 2001). 

 

 House  Granary Other No association 

Fries-Drents plateau 12 8 0 4 

MDS-region 443 8 2 0 

Nijmegen area 4 0 2 1 

Table 4.1.2.3: Overview of postholes used for depositions in different regions (van den Broeke 2002, n.d.; Gerritsen 

2001). See § 3.4.3 and § 3.7.4 for descriptions of the Fries-Drents plateau. 

 

The nature of posthole depositions differs between the MDS-region and the Fries-Drents 

plateau. First, the quantity of material deposited in postholes differs significantly between the 

regions. The number and weight of the shards that were deposited in the Nijmegen-area ranges 

from 20 up to more than 200 shards per deposition, with a weight between 600 grams and 11 

kilograms (van den Broeke 2002). For the Fries-Drents plateau numbers ranges between 1 and 

114 grams,44 less than in the MDS-region. The total weight of material deposited in postholes on 

the Fries-Drents plateau is also less: maximum of ca. 700 grams (Daal-ph1). Next to differences 

in quantity of material deposited, the postholes that were selected for deposition also differ. In 

the MDS-region and Nijmegen-area the central posts are preferred (van den Broeke n.d.; 

Gerritsen 2001: 76, table 3.5 (remarks for Nijmegen–Oosterhout)), whereas depositions in 

central posts of a house are not known for the Fries-Drents plateau (see table 3.7.4.1). 

                                                             
42 This also holds for the depositions that were specifically mentioned as abandonment depositions. The pits in Riethoven and 
Ravenstein, for example, have no clear relationship with houses or other domestic buildings (Gerritsen 2001: 108, table 3.14). 
43 More postholes with special deposits are recorded by Gerritsen (e.g. Gerritsen 2001, 76, table 3.5). Only postholes dated between 
the Late Bronze Age and Early Roman Period are taken up in the table.  
44 Number and weight of shards known of posthole depositions: Hijken-ph3, n=1, g=264; Hijken-ph1, n=3, g=282; Hijken-ph4, n=7, 
g=430; Spil-ph1, n=34, g=295,4. Only number of shards known: Hijken-ph2, n=1; N34-ph1, n=1; Daal-ph2, n=1; Daal-ph3, n=1; DII-
klok-ph1, n=34; DII-klok-ph2, n=minimal 1. See appendix D for more detailed descriptions.  
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Similarities can be seen in the treatment of objects used in depositions. The damaging of objects 

by fire is a recurring treatment in depositions both in the southern Netherlands (Gerritsen 2001: 

109) and in the northern Netherlands (see discussion § 3.6). Wasters – objects damaged during 

original firing – are often found in depositions in the southern Netherlands (Gerritsen 2001: 

109), but have not been encountered on the Fries-Drents plateau. Oven grates from ovens may 

refer to the process of firing ceramics, but do not reflect a type of object that was often chosen 

for deposition on the Fries-Drents plateau. Only the Borger-area rendered three depositions of 

grates in a pit (Daal-pt3) and postholes (Daal-ph3 and N34-ph1). The intentional fragmentation 

of objects is not discussed in detail by Gerritsen, but from the many examples he has listed it 

becomes clear that the majority of depositions (at least partially) contained fragmented objects 

(e.g. ‘numerous fragments of griding stones’ and ‘[...] contained over 35 kilos of highly 

fragmented pottery’ Gerritsen 2001: 109).  

4.1.4 Deposition practices in the eastern Netherlands 
The eastern sandy soils encompass the regions Salland, Twente and the Achterhoek. The river 

IJssel and Vecht form the northern and western border (van Beek 2009: 17, fig.1.1; van der 

Velde 2011: 14, fig. 1.1). As with the southern Netherland the number of wet context finds 

known for the period of research in this region is far lower than on the Fries-Drenths plateau. On 

the basis of a small number of wet context finds from the eastern Netherlands (van Beek 2009: 

82, 515–516, 521, 526–527; van den Broeke 2001; Groenewoudt et al. 2008) some patterns can 

be distilled. Like on the Fries-Drents plateau, the number of metal ornaments that were 

deposited over the course of the Iron Age is much lower than in previous periods. The metal 

objects that were found, are similar to those in the research area: brooches and bracelets that 

can be dated to the La Tène period or circa 400 to 200 BC. These objects are interpreted as 

ornaments or as accessories used for clothing. These type of objects were deposited into the 

bogs, just like part of the ornaments45 were in the northern Netherlands (van Beek 2009: 82, 

515, fig. 15.2; van den Broeke 2001). Muntendam- and Baexem-type hammeraxes were 

predominantly46 found in wet context, such as bogs (van Beek 2009: 526–527). This is also the 

case for the Fries-Drents plateau (§3.4.1). A small number of wet context finds shows that 

domestic artefacts figured in wet context areas. A small, complete vessel (dated: LIA-ERP) was 

deposited at the upland-wetland interface (Bornse Beek: van Beek 2009: 82, 521). Fragments of 

prehistoric ceramics (LBA-EIA) were found after dredging of the Linderbeek and loom weights 

or objects for weighting down fishing nets (Groenewoudt et al. 2008: 113, 117). For the (early) 

Roman period, three sets of rotary querns are known as wet context depositions from the 

Haaksbergerveen and one from Reutum (van Beek 2009: 515–516, fig. 15.3). The exact find 

location of the three sets of querns from Haaksbergerveen is not known (van Beek 2009: 516). 

The querns from Reutum were found in a low-lying, wet area, probably the flood area of a 

stream. This suggests that also in the eastern Netherlands landscape type determined what 

objects were deposited where. 

Dry context depositions from eastern Netherlands are discussed by Gerritsen (2001) next to 

the depositions in the MDS-region, and are discussed in publications on the region itself (e.g. van 

Beek 2009; Bloo & van Mousch 2014). The number of known dry context depositions is lower 

than in the northern and southern Netherlands. This is likely caused by a research bias. 

Depositions from the eastern Netherlands were used only as comparison in the dissertation of 

Gerritsen (2001) and were not systematically studied by Van der Velde (2011) and Van Beek 

                                                             
45 See discussion 4.1.1. 
46 One hammeraxe of the Muntendam type was found on the Zuideresch (van Beek 2009: 526).  
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(2009).47 Deposits that are known for the region are again comparable to those of the southern 

and northern Netherlands. Deposits are placed in postholes of houses, granaries or other 

outbuildings or in pits. The objects that are used in depositions are mainly associated with the 

domestic domain: ceramics, (fragments of) querns, charred cereals, spindle whorls, loom 

weights, burned bones, burned clay (van Beek 2009: 545–546). As is the case in the northern 

Netherlands, pits with special deposits are not always found in direct association to structures, 

but can also be found in isolation within settlement contexts (van Beek 2009: 546). 

Differences in treatment between wet context and dry context depositions that are 

comparable to the Fries-Drents plateau can also be found in the eastern Netherlands. Querns, for 

example, are known from deposits in wet context and dry context, but their treatment differs. 

Complete sets are found only in the bogs (van Beek 2009: 524), whereas in settlement context 

only fragments of querns can be found (van Beek 2009: 547).  

4.2 Depositions discussed 

4.2.1 Domains divided 
During the periods that preceded the period of research – the Neolithic and the Bronze Age – 

wet context depositions were structured in the sense that depositions were ruled by strict 

norms; there was a clear idea what was proper conduct, not only regarding the objects that were 

used for wet context deposition (Fontijn 2003: 211–220; Wentink 2006: 71–72) but also the 

different types of wet context that were seen as suitable for specific types of objects (Fontijn 

2003: 262, fig. 14.2). For the same period, the Bronze Age, some objects still could also cross 

different domains as was the case with querns (Arnoldussen 2008: 450–452). The sharp 

decrease of metal depositions during the Early Iron Age (Fontijn 2003: 193–194; 219; 232–236; 

255–258) did certainly not cause a halt to all depositions. As has become clear from the previous 

chapter, the tradition of object deposition continued during the complete Iron Age (§ 3.2, § 3.5.6, 

§ 3.7.1 and § 3.8.1).  

During the Iron Age, differences between wet and dry context depositions were no longer 

expressed by the materials selected for deposition (see table 3.7.1.1). Ceramics, stones, bronze 

and unburned wood were found both in wet contexts and dry contexts. On a lower level, that of 

the functional categories, differences become evident: predominantly storage vessels are used 

for wet context depositions whereas dry context depositions could contain more different 

shapes. Ceramics for typically domestic activities – such as spinning and weaving – were never 

used in wet context depositions, as were ceramics signifying communal eating (bowls for 

serving food, ceramics for drinking). Iron objects were only deposited in settlement context, 

although this distinction might have been caused – at least partially – by the fact that iron has a 

lower chance to survive in acid conditions than bronze (van den Broeke 2001: 166, n.9). 

Differences between wet and dry contexts are furthermore expressed in different treatment of 

the objects or groups of objects that were deposited: in dry contexts, objects were often 

fragmented and burned, whereas wet contexts seem to have necessitated a deposition that was 

left unburned and complete. Even though this is the general rule, complete objects were found in 

dry contexts and fragmented objects were deposited in wet context. In dry context objects were 

sometimes deposited without being touched by fire, whereas a burned shard was found in the 

bogs. The norms that determined what was proper conduct with regard to the treatment of 

objects in depositions were strong, but not unbreakable. 

                                                             
47 Van Beek states that: “features that are similarly rich in finds are regularly found the eastern Netherlands, and it is likely that a 
systematical inventory, analysis and comparison of content will generate valuable new insights” (Van Beek 2009, 546). Translation 
by author. 
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Wet context depositions themselves show a ‘structured distribution’ within the research 

area: those objects related to personal dress (shoes, wool) or objects that can be considered 

ornaments (torques, bracelets) are found in Bourtanger moor to the east of the Hondsrug (fig. 

4.1.1.3). Fibulae were treated differently, as they were deposited in stream valleys; a custom that 

is also visible in the eastern and southern Netherlands (§ 4.1.3 & 4.1.4). Objects referring to 

domestic activities – e.g. querns for grinding cereals – were deposited both in moorland and 

fenland, but not in the Bourtanger moor. These objects were deposited sometimes at the 

interface of wetland and upland (§ 3.5.6), as also seems to be the case in the eastern Netherlands 

(van Beek 2009: 516). Hammer axes form a remarkable category within the group of wet 

context depositions: they are both deposited in the Bourtanger moor and stream valleys. Their 

depositions seems to have been related to the Hondsrug, as no hammeraxe depositions were 

found on the plateau itself. Again these hammer-axes were sometimes placed at the interface of 

wetland and upland. In general, depositions in the southern and northern Netherlands are 

similar with regard to the selection of landscape types for depositing object. Dry context 

depositions also comparable with regard to the context and objects chosen for depositing, 

although nuances exist between the northern and southern Netherlands, e.g. in the fact that iron 

objects were used in wet context depositions in the southern Netherland in contrast to the 

northern Netherlands. 

4.2.2 House life and settlement site use 
Depositions in dry context, and especially in settlement context, have been strongly connected 

with the use life of the house (van den Broeke 2002; Brück 1999a; Gerritsen 1999a, 1999b, 

2001: 73–76; 91–98; 101–113, 2007; van Hoof 2002; Webley 2007a, 2007b, 2008: 129–148. see 

also § 2.1.1). Depositions are related to the building phase of the house and other structures, the 

so-called foundation offerings (e.g. Gerritsen 2001: 73–76; Webley 2008: 137). During the 

period of habitation of the house or the use of other structures, depositions could be made to 

ensure the well-being of the house and its inhabitants (e.g. Brück 1999c: 334–335; Gerritsen 

2001: 91–98). Finally, the abandonment of the house and other structures sparked the 

deposition of at least part of the inventory of the house (e.g. van den Broeke 2002, n.d.; Gerritsen 

2001: 101–113). In this section the question is discussed whether the present dataset holds 

evidence for this model. 

 

 
Fig. 4.2.2.1: The location of Hijken-ph2 (indicated as ‘v22’ in figure) and other depositions related to the house. 

Adapted from Arnoldussen & De Vries 2014, p.94, fig. 8. 
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The construction of a house, granary or outbuilding is – according to the model – accompanied 

by foundation depositions. This type of deposition is thought to consist of a number of complete 

vessels, possibly containing food that were placed in features of the house, such as postholes, 

wall ditches and the entrance area (van Beek 2009: 543; Gerritsen 2001: 75–75; Webley 2008: 

137). In the dataset on the Fries-Drents plateau only three depositions in postholes contained 

complete items, which were three times a complete spindle whorl.48 No (groups of) vessels were 

found in postholes. In two of the posthole deposits49 it could not be established whether the 

spindle whorls were deposited at the moment of construction of the house. Both spindle whorls 

were touched by fire, which can be considered a form destruction.50 It is further questionable 

whether a burned spindle whorl would not be crushed completely when part of the 

constructional elements of a house was placed on top of it.  

 
Fig. 4.2.2.2: Two houses at Hijken-Hijkerveld with pits located at the location of the wall or very close to it. Adapted 

from: Arnoldussen & De Vries 2014, p.94, fig. 8. 

 

The third posthole deposition51 was placed after the demolishing of the house rather than before 

construction (v.22 in fig. 4.2.2.1). Just north of the house to which the posthole belongs, a large 

pit deposition was found that contained more than 2000 shards (56,5 kilograms). One small 

vessel was broken and burned before it was deposited partially in the pit and deposited partially 

in a posthole of the house (v.21 in fig. 4.2.2.1), suggesting that at least these two depositions took 

                                                             
48 Hijken-ph2; Daal-ph2; Fluit-ph1 
49 Daal-ph2; Fluit-ph1 
50 The treatment of objects in deposits is reminiscent of the burial ritual as known for the ‘Princely graves’. 
Objects in the funerary ritual were dismanteled, burned and picked out (Fontijn et al. 2013: 296–299), as 
deposited objects were broken, burned and buried but almost never in a complete state. This indicates 
that the burning of the object is part of the proces of destructing the object. For this reason, burned objects 
should not be interpreted as being whole.  
51 Hijken-ph2 
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place after the demolishment of the house. Quite likely the deposition of the complete spindle 

whorl in a posthole should be placed at the same moment. 

The foundation deposits or foundation offerings that are mentioned for other regions have to 

be treated with some caution (cf. van Beek 2009: 545; van den Broeke n.d.). The examples that 

are known from the southern and eastern Netherlands (Gerritsen 2001: 76, table 3.5) cannot be 

interpreted as foundation depositions by their content alone: small, complete vessels have also 

been used as depositions after posts were removed from postholes (van den Broeke n.d.). Only if 

and when field drawings indicate that objects were placed next to a post or underneath the 

postpipe proper, they can be interpreted as plausible foundation deposition. 

The second category – special depositions during the habitation of the house (Gerritsen 

2001) or site maintenance practices (Brück 1999c) – is perhaps the least tangible type of 

depositions. Depositions that are considered to be related to the habitation phase are thought to 

contain – again – mainly groups of whole vessels or charred grain deposits in pits (Gerritsen 

2001: 96, table 3.8), but sometimes they are only described as ‘odd’ (Brück 1999c: 335). Again 

completeness of an object or an unburned state is on its own not enough evidence to dismiss 

deposition after abandonment. Moreover, the number of whole vessels in pits is very low in the 

research area just as the number of whole objects in postholes.52 This could suggest that this 

type of deposition was rarely made in the northern Netherlands or not at all, but evidence 

suggests something different (see below).  

 

 
Fig. 4.2.2.3: The Holsloot house with in its very direct vicinity a large pit or well (black circle, indicated with no. 161). 

Above left: the clean house plan. Above right: the pit or well. The pits seems to be located at the location of some of the 

roof supporting posts. Adapted from Van der Velde 2003, fig. 3.3, 3.5 and 7.1. 

                                                             
52 Eurs-pt6; Hijken-pt10; Holsloot-pt1; Linie-pt3; PK-pt5; Rhee-pt8; Tyn-pt1. 
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The last category, which are abandonment deposits, have dominated the debate on deposition 

practices in settlement context in recent years (e.g. Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; Bloo & van 

Mousch 2014; van den Broeke 2002, n.d.; van Hoof 2002; Webley 2007b). In general, these 

deposits contain a wide range of domestic items – such as different vessel shapes, querns, 

spindle whorls, loom weights, etc. – that were broken and burned prior to deposition (van den 

Broeke 2002; Gerritsen 2001: 109). As stated earlier, the interpretation of a deposition relating 

to the moment of abandonment of a structure largely depends on the strength of the association 

between deposition and structure. In the present study this association is expressed as 

proximity of deposition and structure. If these criteria are met, a total of 42 pit depositions can 

be interpreted as abandonment deposits (either for a house, granary or outbuilding). Twenty 

more posthole depositions can be added, as none of them could be interpreted as foundation 

deposits (being made after demolishing, only containing fragmented objects). This means that in 

the present dataset just a little more than 50% of dry context depositions could be related to 

house site rituals (62 out of 121 dry context depositions).  

A more reliable indication for abandonment deposits can be found in refits between pits and 

features of the house. This is, however, very rare and only seen once in the case of Hijken-

Hijkerveld, mentioned earlier (fig. 4.2.2.1).53 Pits that were located so close to the walls of the 

structure that contemporeinity was almost certainly not possible, can also more reliably be 

interpreted as abandonment depositions. Only two pits in Hijken-Hijkerveld54 and one pit (or 

well) in Coevorden-Holsloot55 meet these requirements. The pits in Hijken-Hijkerveld were 

located where the wall must have been previously or very close to it (fig. 4.2.2.2). The pit or well 

in Holsloot is located where roof supporting posts must have been earlier (fig. 4.2.2.3). These 

depositions together with the posthole depositions make a total of 24, which is a little less than 

20% of all dry context depositions in the dataset. 

A total of 50 to 80% of the depositions in settlement context on the sandy soils of the 

northern Netherland thus cannot be explained properly with the use of the house life model. 

Part of these depositions are likely to remain unexplained unless the wider context of the 

deposition is excavated, for example in the cases of the eight isolated pits from Gees, Langeloo, 

Leggeloo, Roden-Vijfde Verloting, Tynaarlo, De Weper, Zeijen-Es and Doldersum (§ 3.7.3, fig. 

4.1.1.5). Still the majority of Iron Age house plans that were described in the excavation reports 

used in this study did not receive any deposition at all during their use life. At the site of Borger-

Daalkampen II ‘Klokbeker’ special effort was made to look for indications for foundation 

offerings and abandonment rituals (van der Meij 2010: 8), which makes it unlikely that such 

deposits were missed by neglect. Yet for the seven houses that were recovered, only three held 

evidence for depositions. The other four did not seem to have received any depositions at all 

(van der Meij 2010: 14–26). The percentages of outbuildings and granaries that received 

depositions are even lower. The nearby site of Borger-Daalkampen II was also thoroughly 

excavated, although without special attention for deposition practices. For this site only one 

deposition could be related to a house plan, while 23 house plans in total were dated in the 

period between the Late Bronze Age and Early Roman Period (de Wit et al. 2009: 24–48). Only 

for the site of Hijken-Hijkerveld depositions accompanied almost every house. But even if this 

site showed most abandonment depositions, not all houses in Hijken-Hijkerveld received one 

(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014). 

                                                             
53 Hijken-pt5 
54 Hijken-pt2, Hijken-pt9 
55 Holsloot-pt1 



Depositions considered 

82 
 

So there are depositions without houses and houses without depositions. This can only lead to 

the conclusion that houses might in specific cases form the focal point of domestic ritual, but that 

it was certainly not a necessity and other events could demand a deposition (cf. van den Broeke 

n.d.). Here we return to the depositions made during the habitation phase, that were discussed 

earlier. Instead of interpreting them in direct association with structures as Gerritsen does, they 

should be more loosely associated to domestic structures and more to the settlement site as a 

whole (cf. Hill 1995; Therkorn 2004). In similar vein, depositions in communal ditches56 fit 

better if the focus is on the settlement site as a whole rather than on individual structures (§ 

3.5.5, § 3.8.4). 

Remarkably, the majority of the isolated pit depositions in settlement context differ little in 

content from depositions that were associated to houses (§ 3.7.3). Even though the location 

differed, the underlying ideas of what a depositions should look like (e.g. the choice of objects 

and their treatment) remained very similar. Other aspects than the location of the deposition 

must have determined the content of it. Diachronic differences can be seen in the context and 

content of depositions (§ 3.8.3, § 3.8.4). The majority of depositions in isolated pits were dated 

to the Early and Middle Iron Age, whereas a gradual rise can be seen in the focus on the house in 

the course of the Iron Age (fig. 3.8.3.3 and 3.8.3.4).  

The shift in location of deposits in the course of the Iron Age, as well as changes in the 

content, can best be seen in the light of synchronic changes in settlement structure. During the 

Early Iron Age, house sites were predominantly single-phased, and settlements were loosely 

structured in the sense that house seldom were nucleated and settlement domains demarcated 

by fences or ditches (Arnoldussen & Jansen 2010: 385–386; Waterbolk 1995: 14–17). It is 

during this phase that many depositions were made in pits that lay isolated, but within 

settlement context. Even though the settlement structures did not express a – physically – 

demarcated community, the content of the large pit deposits with domestic sets did express a 

sense of community; the domestic tasks that were referred to (e.g. spinning, weaving, grinding 

cereals) could not have carried out by an individual alone. Moreover, the sheer quantity of 

vessels and bowls in some deposits suggests that groups that were involved in the use of these 

items may have surpassed not only the individual, but the individual household as well. 

Depositing objects that referred to the household or even a larger group may have been the 

manner to emphasise both group and territory. When groups and territory become more 

evident – through the nucleation and demarcation of settlements (Arnoldussen & Jansen 2010: 

386–390; Waterbolk 1995: 15–17) – the group was emphasised by depositing objects in 

communal ditches. 

4.3 Conclusion: a northern Iron Age deposition tradition 
On the basis of distribution maps no local preferences for specific types of depositions in dry 

contexts could be established. Depositions in pits, postholes and ditches were found in all 

different regions of the plateau (Fig. 4.1.1.4-4.1.1.9). Wet context depositions could not be linked 

to settlements on the basis of their distance to settlements. Apparently was there no ‘set’ of 

objects that were deposited into the wetlands around every individual settlement. The spatial 

distribution of wet context deposits can only be understood at the scale of the Fries-Drents 

plateau as a whole. As in previous period, specific type of objects belonged in specific areas in 

the landscape. It cannot be concluded at the moment whether this meant than some groups did 

not make all types of depositions – e.g. the natives of Iron Age Hijken-Hijkerveld never deposited 

a torque as the Bourtanger moor was too far away – or that people travelled considerable 

                                                             
56 Linie-dt1, PK-dt1, ZeijenI-dt1, ZeijenII-dt1 and ZeijenII-dt2 
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distances to make a deposition – e.g. the natives of Iron Age Hijken-Hijkerveld crossed half the 

plateau to deposit a torque.  

The general patterns of Iron Age deposition practices in dry contexts are similar for different 

regions within the Netherlands. Similar types of objects were used, similar features formed the 

context of depositions and correspondence exists between the treatment of objects used on the 

northern, southern and eastern sandy soils of the Netherlands. In this sense the deposition 

traditions reflected supra-local customs. Yet also differences between the regions have become 

evident, suggesting a regional interpretation of the supra-regional deposition traditions. On the 

Fries-Drents plateau, the interior of the house was seldom chosen of depositing special objects. 

Only a small number of posthole depositions are known and pit depositions were often located 

outside the house. In addition to the fact that depositions in house features are less abundant in 

the northern Netherlands than in other regions, more variation can be seen in what postholes of 

the house were used for depositions. Even if evidence suggest that iron was produced and 

worked locally, it did not feature prominently in depositions. 

Even though a number of depositions within the research area fit well with the ‘house life’-

model as advocated by amongst others Gerritsen and Brück, the model can only explain part of 

the depositions that were made in dry or settlement contexts. Deposits on the Fries-Drents 

plateau were often located in settlement context, but could be situated at some distance from 

domestic structures. Moreover, not every house, granary or outbuilding formed the context of a 

deposition. Depositions may have been made to stress more communal areas by placing pits in 

areas not in direct association to a house or to emphasise in communal enclosures by making 

depositions in ditches that surrounded a group of buildings. 
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5 Synthesis 
In this chapter a synthesis is given of the data and interpretations of this study. I return to the 

question how we can understand the full diversity of Iron Age deposition practices on the Fries-

Drents plateau. This calls for an analysis that is based on a theoretical approach and 

methodology that includes both wet and dry contexts (chapter 2), a detailed description of the 

content, context and treatment of all Iron Age depositions both in dry and wet contexts (chapter 

3) and a critical review of how the present dataset relates to other areas and present-day 

interpretative models (chapter 4). By combining these elements we can now raise the question 

by what norms were deposition practices ruled and to what degree were these norms followed?  

5.1 The materiality of Iron Age depositions 
At first sight there are almost no materials or objects that seemed unsuitable for deposition; the 

present dataset comprises ceramics, stones, flint, wood, wool, bronze, iron, etc. Many of the 

materials were deposited in dry contexts as well as in wet contexts. What is striking is that 

almost all materials that have been registered in this study, were materials used from day-to-day 

and that could be easily accessed. No special shapes or imported ceramics were required in 

depositions. Nevertheless, not all materials and objects were deposited in both wet and dry 

contexts, and not all materials and objects were deposited as frequently. 
 

 
Fig. 5.1.1: Overview of the main functional categories in wet and dry contexts. Dry context depositions (clock wise, 

starting left under): Cups and jugs, hammerstones/wetstones, spindle whorls, iron slags, oven grates, loom weights 

and bowls. Wet context depositions: hammer axes, ornaments and clothing. Both contexts: querns (granite, sandstone, 

gneiss and vesicular lava) and ceramics for storage. Cups and jugs and hammer axes less often crossed between the 

dry and wet domain. Bronze and iron tools/weapons were used for deposition. 

 

Whether a deposition would be made in a wet environment or inside the settlement was 

decisive for the choice of object and the composition of the deposit. Similar materials could be 

used in dry and wet context depositions; stones and ceramics dominate both dry and wet 

contexts depositions. This did not mean, though, that all stone objects and all types of ceramic 

vessels could be deposited in both contexts (§ 3.4.1). When objects were deposited in wet 

contexts they were more often in single category depositions, or at least in simple depositions. 

Only one, two or perhaps three items were selected for deposition. Of all objects available, 

ceramics for storage, querns and stone tools (especially hammer axes) were selected most often 

for wet context depositions. These objects form the core of wet context depositions. Some type 
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of objects entered the wet environment only by exception. Objects that were deposited in wet 

contexts by exception are bonze ornaments and clothing, but also ceramics for eating and 

drinking. There seems to have been a taboo on other types of objects in wet context depositions: 

spindle whorls, loom weights, bowls and iron objects are never found in wet context depositions 

(see fig. 3.4.1.1 & fig. 3.4.1.2). 

For dry context depositions a wider range of object categories was selected: nearly the same 

objects that were deposited in wet contexts and more. The objects in dry context depositions can 

be seen as echoes of daily activities (§ 3.4.2), but at least part of the objects was also actually 

used prior to depositions. Querns, for example, show traces of heavy use (e.g. Zeijen II; Van Giffen 

1950: 123, fig. 13.40b). Ceramics with cooking residues are another example of used objects in 

depositions. Ceramics that featured in dry context depositions could refer, as said, to many 

different – predominantly domestic – activities: the cooking, serving and consumption of food, 

spinning, weaving, grinding cereals, etc. As holds for the wet context, not all objects entered as 

frequent a pit of a posthole during a special deposition. Ceramics for storage were most often 

used, ceramics for serving, spinning and weaving, and ceramics for eating and drinking and 

querns also prevail. Deposits often contained objects of which the meaning can only be guessed 

at: glacial boulders were found in association with ceramics as well as fragments of burned clay. 

Possibly the stones and burned clay represent cooking stones and part of (domestic) structures 

and thus also refer to the domestic sphere. Oven grates and iron slags were deposited only be 

exception.  

Even if many more objects were deemed suitable for dry context depositions, still objects 

must have been excluded from depositions. The settlement of Hijken-Hijkerveld, for example, 

rendered two deposits with iron slags, suggesting that metal was worked in the vicinity of the 

hamlet. The finalised metal objects were probably considered unsuitable, as they were not 

deposited. Evidence from the same settlement site indicates that, next to iron, bronze was also 

being worked (Arnoldussen & Brusgaard 2015). From this material no half products or objects 

at all were deposited. For the southern Netherlands, a number of depositions containing metal 

objects are known (§ 4.1.3, appendix E). The presence of metal objects in depositions in other 

regions in addition to the evidence for the local production of metal on the plateau, indicates that 

metal objects were purposefully left out of depositions. 

The second difference between wet contexts and dry contexts is expressed in the simplicity 

or complexity of the deposition. Throughout the Iron Age, single-category depositions dominate 

the wet contexts (§ 3.4.2, especially fig. 3.4.2.3 and 3.4.2.6). By the absence of complex 

depositions, specific objects (or specific activities) are highlighted in wet context depositions. 

This is exemplified by the deposition of balls of wool in wet contexts and spindle whorls in dry 

contexts. Spindle whorls may represent objects that can transform fleece into wool time over 

time, whereas a ball of wool marks one specific event. Ornaments are considered to be used to 

express or confirm personhood (Fontijn 2003: 239–246) and were perhaps very personal 

possessions. Again the probably refer to a specific status or person. The same may hold for 

hammer axes. Evidence from Zijderveld indicates that during the construction of houses and 

granaries at least five or six different types of axes and adzes were used (Vermeeren 2004), 

suggesting people had their own hammer axe.  

Dry context depositions contained more often multiple categories, the complex depositions 

four up to seven different categories. Ceramics for storage are in general essential element of dry 

context depositions and feature in simple as well as in complex depositions. Other categories, 

such as burned clay, foodstuffs and stones are only encountered in complex depositions. 

Interestingly, there is an overlap between objects that predominantly feature in complex 
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depositions in dry contexts and are absent in deposits in wet contexts: ceramics for preparing 

food, bowls for serving food, spindle whorls, loom weights and burned clay (fig. 3.4.2.2-3).  

The burning of objects was an important act prior to deposition in dry contexts. More than 90 

% of dry context depositions that were described in enough detail show traces of burning. 

Granting burning was a very important element, there was considerable variation in the way 

depositions were burned. A small number pits showed evidence for a fire being lit in situ (table 

3.6.1.2), but for more depositions it is likely that the fire was located elsewhere. After burning, a 

selection was made of the objects that were to be deposited. Evidence for selection can be seen 

in the fact that most depositions contain many large fragments, but little complete vessels. This 

suggests that per vessel only a part was deposited. This selection can also explain why there is so 

much variety in the percentage of burned shards between individual depositions, as not all 

objects may have lain very close or into the fire (cf. the treatment of grave goods in EIA graves: 

Fontijn et al. 2013). Burning objects prior to deposition was deemed unsuitable for deposits in 

wet contexts, as only one wet context deposition is known containing evidence for secondary 

burning.  

5.2 The locality of Iron Age depositions 
Two domains have been compared in this study, which were the dry and wet contexts. Both 

domains have been divided into smaller categories. In the dry contexts a distinction was 

primarily made on the basis of features used for depositions (e.g. postholes, pits, ditches) and 

their (spatial) association to domestic structures (e.g. houses or granaries). For wet context 

depositions, the division related to the different landscape types used for depositing objects: 

moorlands, fenlands/stream valleys and small, local peaty depressions (§ 4.1.1).  

 

 
Fig. 5.2.1: Schematic section of the Fries-Drents plateau and the objects that were deposited per landscape type. A: 

moorlands on the Fries-Drents plateau; B: fenlands and stream valleys on the Fries-Drents plateau; C; fenlands and 

stream valleys on the Hondsrug; D: Moorlands east of the Hondsrug (Bourtanger moor). 

 

Iron Age wet context depositions show a remarkable continuation of the selective distribution 

that was valid during previous periods (e.g. Fontijn 2003, 2013a). Specific landscape types were 

targeted when specific depositions were made. Clothes, for example, were only deposited in 

moorlands, whereas ceramics were only found in stream valleys. Not only were there clear 

principles what objects should be deposited in which wet area, also not all wet areas received 

depositions. Moorland depositions are abundant in the Bourtanger moor, but are less common 
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in other moorlands on the Fries-Drents plateau itself. Instead, many objects were deposited in 

fenlands/stream valleys (fig. 4.1.1.3; table 4.1.1.1). The preferred locations for wet context 

depositions were thus shared on a scale that exceeded the settlement area and pertained to the 

research area a whole (fig. 5.2.1).  

 

 

Fig. 5.2.2: Schematic overview of depositions in settlement sites. Objects could be placed in pits inside the house or in 
close proximity to it, close to outbuildings or granaries and more isolated. The postholes of houses, outbuildings and 
granaries could be used as well as ditches. The deposition of storage vessels also occurs in postholes.  

 



Synthesis 

88 
 

The locations – and contents – of depositions in settlements were also steered by supra-local 

norm. Depositions in settlement sites across the Fries-Drents plateau show evident similarities 

regarding their context (§ 3.5), the materials that were deemed suitable to use (§5.1) and the 

relationships between content and context (§ 3.6; fig. 5.2.2). Nevertheless, the choice whether to 

deposit an object or groups of objects in a certain context or not was up to the local groups 

inhabiting the settlement (§ 4.1.1). This is also true for Iron Age depositions on the southern and 

eastern sandy soils (§ 4.1.2 & § 4.1.3). Also some features were never used for depositing special 

objects, such as the postholes of outbuildings (§ 3.5.4). 

Only a limited number of deposits that were found in settlement context could be related to 

the house (site) proper (§ 4.2.2). The type and treatment of objects turned out to be no reliable 

indicator whether a deposition was made prior to, contemporaneously with or after 

abandonment of the house. The pit depositions of Peelo-Kleuvenveld (§3.5.2; fig. 3.5.2.4), for 

example, had all the characteristics of an abandonment deposition (Gerritsen 2001: 109; § 

4.2.2): which are a set of different shapes of vessels and indications for deliberate fragmentation 

of objects (table 3.6.2.2). Yet the series of pits next to the house, suggest a series of events in 

which depositions were made rather than one moment. Evidence of associations between 

depositions and structures has to come from refits between features and detailed field drawing. 

On top of the problems in assigning depositions to specific phases of the house, associations 

between houses and depositions in general is problematic. The (large) majority of settlement 

depositions proved difficult to relate to individual house plans, and houses without depositions 

proved most common. Although the ‘house life’-model is useful in explaining some depositions, 

we should be careful not to interpret all depositions in the settlement context within such a 

framework.  

5.3 The practicality of Iron Age depositions 
This study has provided much needed insights into the underlying principles of Iron Age 

deposition practices in the northern Netherlands. The norms that applied to depositions were 

shared on a scale that went above the local settlements and even the Fries-Drents plateau. This 

is also indicated by similarities in the content, context and treatment of depositions between the 

northern, southern and eastern sandy soils. At a local level choices could be made with regard to 

whether or not a deposition would be made and what contents and contexts would be used. 

Differences can be seen in objects (e.g. wasters or not), features (e.g. central posts or not) and 

context (e.g. in close proximity to the house or not) of object deposits can be indicated between 

regions.  

The primary focus of this study has been to understand the principles of depositions with a 

special focus on what objects were used in which domains. It has become clear that only a small 

number of houses received a deposit, predominantly at the moment of – or after – abandonment. 

At the present moment, it remains unclear how we should understand deposits that were made 

outside the context of the house.  

The principal focus has been on depositions themselves. A shift towards the houses that 

received – or did not receive - deposits might be a next logical step. If a house site deposition 

was not a necessity, why did some houses receive one or more depositions while other houses 

did not? A possible explanation can that houses only received depositions when they had had a 

exceptionally long use life, which can be indicated by multiple repairs or a more durable build. In 

this scenario depositions emphasised or even celebrated the longevity of the house.  

A second logical shift in focus is one from the deposit to the people who deposited. The groups 

that performed depositions are of interest as dry and wet contexts deposits were structured on 
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different scales. People chose within their own community whether or not they made a 

deposition inside the settlement. Wet context deposits were probably not (just) the result of 

choices made on the level of the household. Some people may have also been part of another 

community that was organised at the scale of the region as a whole. Gerritsen has proposed such 

social structures for later prehistoric period of the MDS-region (‘cult communities’; Gerritsen 

2001: 175–179).  

The changes in settlement structures can be informative for changes that are seen in 

depositions in settlement sites. This study has shown that depositions in isolated pits were 

predominantly found in Early and Middle Iron Age settlements. At the end of the Iron Age 

similar depositions can still be found, but are increasingly accompanied by depositions that can 

better be related to individual houses. In the course of the Iron Age, the gradual nucleation and 

stabilisation of house sites led to the first ever hamlets in the region (Arnoldussen & Jansen 

2010; Waterbolk 1995). So settlements went from loosely structured and little spatially 

demarcated to better – physically but perhaps also socially – defined. The fact that wet context 

depositions were structured on the scale of the Fries-Drents plateau as a whole suggests that 

there was a sense of community that exceeded the household group. In this light, the remarkable 

large pit depositions may have been the result of larger groups coming together and joining in 

communal activities, specifically the joint eating and drinking. By depositing these items – and 

other domestic objects – the larger groups beyond the individual households were emphasised. 

At the same time a deposition could ‘make’ plots of land part of the settlement territory, which 

was or could not be demarcated in any other ways. When at the end of the Iron Age settlements 

(and communities) were more clearly defined both socially and physically, these depositions 

were less needed and groups were emphasised through other ways, e.g. the nucleated village 

itself.  
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7 Appendix A: Overview of sites 
Map of the research area with the dry context depositions (red triangles) and the wet context 
depositions (blue diamonds). The numbers refer to the table in Appendix B, which contains all 
sites and references. 
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8 Appendix B: List of references per site 
List of references per site. The number of the site refers to the map in Appendix A. W=wet 
context (see appendix C); D=Dry context; GIA=Groninger Insitute of Archaeology. 
 Site  Reference  Site  Reference 

1 Anloo-Schipborg W (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995) 43 Gieten-Gieterveen W (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995) 

2 Assen-Psychiatrische 
instelling 

W (van der Sanden 1998c) 44 Groningen-De Linie D (Daleman 2007) 

3 Messchenveld D (ter Wal 2008) 45 Havelte-Witteveen W (Prummel & van der Sanden 1995) 

4 Borger-Buinerveen W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 46 Hijken-Hijkerveld D (Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 

Harsema 1974a). Documentation 

GIA 

5 Borger-Daalkampen II D (de Wit et al. 2009) 47 Hoogeveen-Oude Diep W (Prummel et al. 2009) 

6 Borger-Daalkampen II 
‘Klokbeker’ 

D (van der Meij 2010) 48 Kerkenveld W (van der Sanden 1998c) 

7 Borger-Klazienaveen W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 49 Langeloo D (van der Waals 1966) 

8 Borger-N34 D (Kooi & de Wit 2003) 50 Leggeloo D (Van Giffen 1935) 

9 Borger-Nieuw Buinen W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 51 Loon-Achterste Veen W (van der Sanden 1994a) 

10 Bronneger-Voorste 
Diep 

W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 52 Midlaren W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 

11 Buinen-Schoonoord W (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995) 53 Midlaren-De Bloemert D (Nicolay 2008) 

12 Coevoorden-
Knooppunt Holsloot 

D (van der Velde et al. 2003) 54 Nijeveen-Kolderveen W (Lanting & van der Plicht 2003) 

13 Dalen-Aardgasleiding I D (Krist 1988) 55 Norg-Westervelde W (Harsema 1983) 

14 Dalen-Aardgasleiding II D (Krist 1988) 56 Odoorn-ValtheII W (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995) 

15 Dalen-De Spil D (de Wit 2003) 57 Odoorn-ValtheIV W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 

16 Dalerveen-
Kostersmaat 

W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 58 Odoorn-Valthermond W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 

17 Doldersum D (van der Waals 1966) 59 Odoorn-Valtherveen W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 

18 Donderen D (Hielkema 2008b) 60 De Weper D (Elzinga 1970) 

19 Dwingeloo-Westerveld W (van der Sanden 1998c) 61 Peelo-Es D (Kooi 1994) 

20 Eelde-Paalakkers D (Harsema 1979b) 62 Peelo-Haverland D (Kooi 1995) 

21 Een D (van der Waals 1963) 63 Peelo-Kleuvenveld D (Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 1996) 

22 Eext-Iegelpoel W (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995) 64 Pesse-Eursinge D (Lanting 1977) 

23 Eext-Kampakkers D (Harsema 1979b) 65 Pesse-Fluitenberg D (Schrijer & de Neef 2008) 

24 Bargeroosterveld W (Casparie 1985; van der Sanden 

1994b) 

66 Rhee D (Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940; 

Waterbolk 1977b) 

25 Emmen-Angelsloo D (Arnoldussen & Scheele 2012). 

Documentation GIA 

67 Roden-Oude Vaart W (Harsema 1983) 

26 Emmen-
Emmererfscheidenvee
n 

W (van den Broeke 2001; Kok 1973) 68 Roden-Vijfde Verloting D (Taayke 1993) 

27 Emmen-Emmerschans W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 69 Rolde-Amen W (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995) 

28 Emmen-KlazienaveenI W (Groenman-van Waateringe 

1988) 

70 Ruinen-Mr. Harm 
Smeengestraat 

D (de Roller 2009) 

29 Emmen-KlazienaveenII W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 71 Tynaarlo D (van der Sanden 1994b) 

30 Emmen-Munstersche 
Veld 

W (Groenman-van Waateringe 

1970) 

72 Tynaarlo-Eischenbroek W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 

31 Emmen-Nieuw 
Weerdinge Siepelveen 

W (van der Sanden & Taayke 1995) 73 Odoorn-ValtheIII W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 

32 Emmen-Oude Meerdijk D (de Wit 2011) 74 Odoorn-Valtherschans W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 

33 Emmen-Valtherdiep W (Groenman-van Waateringe 

1970) 

75 Vries-Enclosure D (van Es 1958; Waterbolk 1977b) 

34 Emmen-Veenoord 
Lange Ermerveen 
Slagen 

W (van der Sanden 1998c) 76 Wachtum-Droste Diep W (van der Sanden 1998c) 

35 Nieuw-WeerdingeI W (Ufkes 1997) 77 Weerdinge W (Lanting & van der Plicht 2006; van 

der Sanden 1994b) 

36 Nieuw-WeerdingeII W (van den Broeke 2001; 

Remouchamps 1925) 

78 Westerveld-Wittelte W (van der Sanden 1998c) 

37 Nieuw-WeerdingeIII W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 79 Wijster-Looveen W/

D 

(van Es 1967; van der Sanden & 

Taayke 1995) 

38 Roswinkelerveen W (van der Sanden 1998b) 80 Zeijen I D (Van Giffen 1936; Waterbolk 1976, 

1977b) 

39 Ermerveen W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 81 Zeijen II D (Van Giffen 1949, 1950; Waterbolk 

1977b) 

40 Exloo W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 82 Zeijen-Bolleveen W (van der Sanden 1997a) 

41 Gasselte-
Gasselternijeveen 

W (Achterop & Brongers 1979) 83 Zeijen-Es D (Waterbolk 1961) 

42 Gees D Documentation GIA 84 Zeijen-Witteveen D (Waterbolk 1977a) 
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9 Appendix C: Overview of wet context depositions 
 

Name/Code 

N
o

. m
ap

 

C
eram

ics 

Q
u

ern
s 

Sto
n

e to
o

ls 

W
o

o
d

en
 

to
o

ls 

C
lo

th
in

g 

O
rn

am
en

ts 

F
o

o
d

 

W
o

o
d

 
tran
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Wet context Source 

Loon-Achterste Veen 
AchVee 

51 - - - X - - - - Cauldron bog Reference in text 

Rolde-Amen 
Amer 

69 X - - - - - X - Stream valley Reference in text 

Bargeroosterveld 
Bar-Other1 

24 - - - X - - - - Bog. Underneath a bog 
trackway.  

Reference in text 

Zijen-Bollenveen 
Bollen 

82 - - - - - - - X Pingo filled up with peat  Reference in text 

Borger-Buinerveen 
Buin 

4 - - X - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Wachtum-Droste Diep 
DrDiep 

76 - X - - - - - - Stream valley Reference in text 

Eext-Iegelpoel 
Eext 

22 X - - - - - - - Peaty depression Reference in text 

Tynaarlo-Eischenbroek 
Eisch 

72 - - X - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Emmen-Erfscheidenveen 
Erfsch 

26 - - - - - X - - Bog Reference in text 

Ermerveen 
ErmVe 

39 - - X - - - - - Bog Location on map 

Emmen-Veenoord 
Ermer-I 

34 - X - - - - - - Bog. But on sandy 
elevation. 

Location on map/ Reference in 
text 

Emmen-Veenoord 
Ermer-II 

34 - X - - - - - - Bog  Location on map 

Emmen-Veenoord 
Ermer-III 

34 - X - - - - - - Bog  Location on map 

Exloo 
Exloo 

40 - - X - - - - - Unsure57 -  

Gasselte-Gasseltenijerveen 
Gas 

41 - - X - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Gieten-Gieterveen 
Giet 

43 X - - - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Kerkenveld 
Kerk 

48 - X - - - - - - Bog. But on a sandy 
elevation. 

Location on map/ Reference in 
text 

Emmen-KlazienaveenI 
KlazI 

28 - - - - X - - - Bog Location on map 

Emmen-KlazienaveenII 
KlazII 

29 - - X - - - - - Bog Location on map 

Nijeveen-Kolderveen 
Kol 

54 - - - - - - - X Stream valley Location on map 

Dalerveen-Kostersmaat 
Koster 

16 - - X - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Midlaren 
Mid 

52 - - X - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Emmen-Munstersche Veld 
Munst 

30 - - - - X - - - Bog Location on map 

Borger-Nieuw Buinen 
Nw-Buin 

9 - - X - - - - - Bog Location on map 

Nieuw-WeerdingeI 
Nw-WeerI 

35 - - - - - - X - Unsure. In a bog, but 
nearby a stream in the 
bog and nearby a bog 
trackway 

Location on map 

Nieuw-WeerdingeII 
Nw-WeerII 

36 - - - - - X - - Unsure. In a bog, but 
nearby a stream in the 
bog and nearby a bog 
trackway 

Location on map 

Nieuw-WeerdingeIII 
Nw-WeerIII 

37 - - X - - - - - Unsure. In a bog, but 
nearby a stream in the 
bog and nearby a bog 
trackway 

Location on map 

Hoogeveen-Oudediep 
OuDiep 

47 - - - - - - X - Stream valley Reference in text 

Dwingeloo-Westerveld  
OuVaI 

19 - X - - - - - - Stream valley Reference in text 

Roden-Oude Vaart 
OuVaII 
 

67 - - - - - X - - Stream valley Reference in text 

Assen-Psychiatrische 
instelling 
PsIn 

2 - X - - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Roswinklerveen 
Ros 

38 - - - - X - - - Bog Location on map 

                                                             
57 There is no specification in the text other than ‘in peat’ (Achterop & Brongers 1979: 323, inv. no. 89–D39). The hammeraxe is 
found in an area in which moorland lies close to a stream valley. Because the find coordinates are only roughly known, it remains 
unclear whether the hammeraxe was found in the moorlands or in the stream valley.  
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Emmen-Emmerschans 
Schans 

27 - - X - - - - - Bog Location on map 

Anloo-Schipborg 
Schip 

1 X - - - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Buinen-Schoonoord 
Schoon 

11 X - - - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Emmen-Nieuw Weerdinge 
Siepel 

31 X - - - - - - - Stream valley Location on map  

Odoorn-Valtherschans 
ValSchans 

74 - - X - - - - - Unsure58 - 

Emmen-Valtherdiep 
ValtheI 

33 - - - - X - - - Bog Location on map 

Odoorn-ValtheII 
ValtheII 

56 X - X - - - - - Stream valley Location on map 

Odoorn-Valthe III 
ValtheIII 

73 - - X - - - - - Unsure59 - 

Odoorn-Valthe IV 
ValtheIV 

57 - - X - - - - - Bog Location on map 

Odoorn-Valtherveen 
ValVeen 

59 - - X - - - - - Bog Location on map 

Odoorn-Valthermond 
VaMo 

58 - - X - - - - - Bog Location on map 

Bronneger-Voorste Diep 
VoDiep 

10 - - X - - - - - Stream valley Reference in text 

Weerdinge 
Weer 

77 - - - - - - - X Bog Location on map 

Norg-Westerveld 
WeVe 

55 - - - - - X - - Stream valley Reference in text /Location on 
map 

Wijster-Looveen 
Wij-pt2 

79 X - X - - - - X Peaty depression Text 

Havelte-Witteveen 
Wit 

45 - - - - - - X - Peaty depression Map60 

Westerveld-Wittelte 
Wittel 

78 - X - - - - - - Stream valley Reference in text 

Total 8 8 19 2 4 4 5 4  

 

  

                                                             
58 The hammeraxe from Valtherschans was interpreted as a wet context find because of the mentioning of a wooden handle still 
being present when it was found (Achterop & Brongers 1979: 322, inv. no. 88–D29). Just as with the hammeraxe from Exloo this 
hammeraxe was found in an area in which moorland lies close to a stream valley. Also the find coordinates are not detailed enough.  
59 This hammeraxe was found in the vicinity of ValSchans. The description and location of the find are not detailed enough to 
establish whether it was deposited in a stream valley or in a moorland.  
60 On the basis of the description in the literature (Prummel & van der Sanden 1995, inv. no. 21) the exact nature of the Witteveen 
could not be established, only that it was near entrance of the 1st Kamperzand (a heathland). On the basis of the map it seems 
unlikely that the Witteveen find was located in a stream valley. The name Witteveen is not unique (e.g. Zeijen-Witteveen). The name 
probably refers to the white Eriophorum vaginatum (hare’s-tail cottongrass or wollegras in Dutch) or to the white color of the 
youngest peaty layers. Often meres (vennetjes) received this name (http://www.encyclopediedrenthe.nl/Witteveen [accessed 5 May 
2015]). The combination of its location near a heathland and the etymology of its name, it is very likely that the Witteveen near 
Havelte was a depression filled up with peat. 

http://www.encyclopediedrenthe.nl/Witteveen
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10 Appendix D: Catalogue 
Overview of context and content of depositions. The description of the content shows the 
minimal number of individuals in the complex, not the number of complete vessels/shapes. The 
codes are in alphabetical order. 

Abbreviations: 

BA-IA: Bronze Age to Iron Age 
EIA: Early Iron Age 
EIA-MIA: Early to Middle Iron Age 
IA: Iron Age 
IA-RP: Iron Age to Roman Period 
LBA-EIA: Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age 
LIA: Late Iron Age 
LIA-ERP: Late Iron Age to Early Roman Period 
MIA: Middle Iron Age 
MIA-LIA: Middle to Late Iron Age 
 
Code Description References  

Aard-pt1 An isolated well containing ceramics (n=464), wood, charcoal and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 8 storage vessels  
- 1 spindle whorl 
- Fragments of a quern. 
 
Dated:  
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Dalen-Aardgasleiding I (no. 13) 
R.23 pit X  
(Krist 1988) 

Aard-pt2 A pit nearby the byre of a house.61 The pit contained ceramics and stones.  
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- 1 small vessel with handle 
- At least 5 storage vessels 
- Fragments of a quern 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Dalen-Aardgasleiding II (no. 14) 
R.22 pit VI  
(Krist 1988) 

Aard-pt3 An isolated62 pit containing ceramics (n=144) and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 7 storage vessels 
- 2 spindle whorls 
- Fragments of 2 querns 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 
 

Dalen-Aardgasleiding II (no. 14) 
R.22 pit II  
(Krist 1988) 

Aard-pt4 A pit close to the byre section of a house (see also Aard-pt2) containing 
ceramics (n=295). 
 
Content: 
- At least 16 storage vessels 
- 1 gaming piece  
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 

Dalen-Aardgasleiding II (no. 14) 
R.22 pit VII  
(Krist 1988) 

                                                             
61 Structure was not recognised by the excavator, but is clearly visible on the map (Krist 1988: 28, fig.13). 
62 Pit is located at the edge of the trench.  
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AchVee An ard placed on a heap of stones that were placed in a bowl-like shape, 
found in a bog. 
 
Dated:  
IA/RP (type of ard) 
 

Loon-Achterste Veen (no. 51) 
(van der Sanden 1994a) 

Amer Ceramics (n=6) and bones found during dredging activity in the 
Amerdiep. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- 1 secondarily burned shard 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Rolde-Amen (no. 69) 
(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: 
inv. no. 19) 

Ang-pt1 A pit found in the backyard of a modern day house, located between two 
trenches. Pit is found east of EIA house 75 (block 2).63 Pit contained 
ceramics (n=107, g=1741) and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 Henkeltasse 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- 1 spindle whorl 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Emmen-Angelsloo (no. 25) 
Feature no. 16064 

Bar-Other1 A wooden mallet found underneath the bog trackway of 
Bargeroosterveld. 
 
Dated:  
The bog trackway (possibly terminus ad quem, as the mallet might be 
deposited at the moment of construction) Dates EIA-MIA (775-430 cal. 
BC; (GrN-4622) 2480 +/- 40 BP: Lanting & Van der Plicht 2003, 229). 
 

Emmen-Bargeroosterveld (no.24) 
(Casparie 1985; van der Sanden 
1994b) 

Bollen Wheel found in the Bollenveen bog, deposited in an unfinished state. 
 
Dated: 
MIA (369-182 cal. BC; (GrN-22805) 2200 +/- 30 BP: Lanting & Van der 
Plicht 2006, 329). 
 

Zeijen-Bollenveen (no. 82) 
(van der Sanden 1997a: inv. no. 4) 

Daal-ph1 A posthole in a group of postholes. No structure is recognisable. 
Containing ceramics (n=114, g=738,8). 
 
Content: 
- At least 7 different storage vessels 
- Spindle whorl 
- 21 shards shows traces of secondarily burning (18%) 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II (no. 5) 
Feature no. 12 
Find no. 117 
(de Wit et al. 2009) 
 

Daal-ph2 A posthole of a granary containing a spindle whorl that shows traces of 
secondarily burning 
 
Dated: 
IA (based on use period of site) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II (no. 5) 
Granary 96 
Feature no. 18  
Find no. 666 
(de Wit et al. 2009) 

Daal-ph3 A posthole that could not be assinged to a structure containing a large 
fragment of a oven grate that showed traces of secondarily burning 
 
Dated: 
IA (based on use period of site) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II (no. 5) 
Feature no. 4 
Find no. 443 
(de Wit et al. 2009) 

Daal-ph4 A posthole belonging to a granary containing a large fragment of a 
vesicular lava quern. 
 
Dated: 
LIA (based on use period of site and type of quern) 

Borger-Daalkampen II (no. 5) 
Granary 91 
Feature no. 18 
Find no. 373 
(de Wit et al. 2009) 

                                                             
63 Distance is unclear. Pit thus not registered as in direct association with the house. 
64 Many thanks to Gijs Nieuwlaat for making the database of the Angelsloo-excavation available.  
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Daal-pt1 A pit with ceramics (n=15, g=46), charcoal, flint and stones.65 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- Nearly 10 kg of stone 
 
Dated: 
EIA (Ceramics) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II (no. 5) 
Feature no. 35 
Find no. 25 
(de Wit et al. 2009) 

Daal-pt2 A pit with ceramics (n=60, g=714,3) that could not be associated to a 
specific structure. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- 1 small vessel (for food consumption?) 
- At least 1 storage vessel  
- 1 spindle whorl 
- Traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II (no. 5) 
Feature no. 16 
Find no. 226 
(de Wit et al. 2009) 

Daal-pt3 A pit with ceramics (n=77, g=1111,0) that could not be associated to a 
specific structure. 
 
Content: 
- 1 fragment of a oven grate  
- 1 bowl 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
LIA (ceramics) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II (no. 5) 
Feature no. 6 
Find no. 610 
(de Wit et al. 2009) 

Daal-pt4 A pit with ceramics (n=22, g=812,5) and stones outside a house. 
 
Content: 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
- 1 complete quern (bedstone and runner stone present) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II (no. 5) 
Feature no. 26 
Find no. 250 
(de Wit et al. 2009) 

DII-klok-ph1 A posthole of the entrance of a house containing ceramics (n=24). Other 
features in excavation almost did not render any other finds. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
 
Dated: 
LIA/ERP (ceramics) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II ‘Klokbeker’ 
(no. 6) 
Structure 1 
Feature no. 42 
Find no. 9 
(van der Meij 2010) 

DII-klok-ph2 A posthole with ceramics and stones belonging to the byre of a house. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- Large stone 
- At least 1 shards shows discoloration 
 
Dated: 
LIA/ERP (ceramics) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II ‘Klokbeker’ 
(no. 6) 
Structure no. 69 
Find no. 34 
(van der Meij 2010) 

DII-klok-pt1 A pit in de byre of a house containing ceramics (n=40), bone, flint (n=1) 
and stones (n=6). 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
 
Dated: 
MLIA (house typology: Hijken) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II ‘Klokbeker’ 
(no. 6) 
Structure 1 
Feature no. 181  
Find no. 24 
(van der Meij 2010) 

                                                             
65 Location of the pit could not be determined. 
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DII-klok-pt2 A pit inside a house containing a large stone. 
 
Dated: 
LIA/ERP (date of structure, based on ceramics) 

Borger-Daalkampen II ‘Klokbeker’ 
(no. 6) 
Structure 5 
Feature no. 28 
Find no. 29 
(van der Meij 2010) 

DII-klok-pt3 A pit between the posts of a granary containing ceramics. 
 
Dated: 
LIA/ERP (ceramics) 

Borger-Daalkampen II ‘Klokbeker’ 
(no. 6) 
Structure 15 
Feature no. 233 
Find no. 623 
(van der Meij 2010) 
 

DII-klok-pt4 A (hearth)pit outside a house containing ceramics (n=10), burned clay, 
charcoal and stone. 
 
Content:  
- At least 1 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
IA (ceramics, use period of site) 
 

Borger-Daalkampen II ‘Klokbeker’ 
(no. 6) 
Structure 6 
Feature no. 49 
Find no. 67 
(van der Meij 2010) 
 

Dol-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics. Only the pit was excavated. 
 
Content: 
- 1 Henkeltasse 
- At least 7 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Doldersum (no. 17) 
(van der Waals 1966) 

Do-pt1 A pit without clear association to a structure, containing ceramics 
(n=144, g=4019) and stones. 
 
Content: 
- Vessels for food preparation (shards with cooking residues) 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- Complete quern (ca. 10 kg) 
- Traces of secondary burning on 66 shards (46%) 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (near complete, but broken and 
secondary burned vessels) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Donderen (no. 18) 
Feature no. 142 
Find no. 52 
(Hielkema 2008b) 

Do-pt2 An isolated pit containing ceramics (n=30, g=2081), bone and charcoal. 
 
Content:  
- Vessels for food preparation (shard with cooking residues) 
- At least 8 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (near complete, but broken and 
secondary burned vessels) 
- bones of sheep/goat 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Donderen (no. 18) 
Feature no. 270 
Find no. 75 
(Hielkema 2008b) 

DrDiep Vasicular lava quern of Brillerij type, complete with bedstone and runner 
stone found in the dal of the Drosten diep 
 
Dated: 
LIA/ERP (type of quern) 
 

Wachtum-Drosten Diep (no. 76) 
(van der Sanden 1998c: inv. no. 
18) 
 
 

Een-pt1 A pit inside the house, near the entrance, containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel (lower half?) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 

Een (no. 21) 
Find no. 8 
(van der Waals 1963) 
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Eext Ceramics (n=101) found in the bog of Iegelpoel. 
 
Content: 
- 1 complete storage vessel (pot broken after extraction from peat) 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Eext-Iegelpoel (no. 22) 
(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: 
cat. no. 1) 
 

EexKamp-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics. No association with other structures, 
but very small excavation. 
 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 7 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Eext-Kampakkers (no. 23) 
No feature no. or find no. in 
publication. 
(Harsema 1979b) 

Eisch Muntendam-type axe found underneath a meter of peat at Eischenbroek 
bog (Tynaarlo) 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology of axe) 
 

Tynaarloo-Eischenbroek (no. 72) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 43–D36) 

Erfsch Two bronze bracelets found in the Emmererfscheidenveen 
 
Dated: 
EIA (typology of bracelets) 
 

Emmen-Emmererfscheidenveen 
(no. 26) 
(van den Broeke 2001; Kok 1973) 

ErmVe Muntendam-type axe found at a depth of 1,25 meters underneath the 
surface of the peat. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology) 
 

Ermerveen (no. 39) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: 56–
D58) 

Ermer-I Granite quern (bedstone and runner stone) found in the Lange 
Ermerveen Slagen at Veenoord. Found on top of a sand elevation in the 
peat. 
 
Dated: 
(BA-)IA (type of quern) 
 

Emmen-Veenoord (no. 34) 
(van der Sanden 1998c: inv. no. 
12) 
 

Ermer-II Granite quern (only the bedstone) found in the Lange Ermerveen Slagen 
at Veenoord.  
 
Dated: 
(BA-)IA (type of quern) 
 

Emmen-Veenoord (no. 34) 
(van der Sanden 1998c: inv. no. 
13) 
 

Ermer-III Granite or gneiss quern (zadelkweern) found in the Lange Ermerveen 
Slagen at Veenoord. 
 
Dated: 
(BA-)IA (type of quern) 
 

Emmen-Veenoord (no. 34) 
(van der Sanden 1998c: inv. no. 
14) 
 

Eurs-pt1 A pit containing ceramics.66 
 
Content: 
- 1 colander-type vessel  
- At least 3 storage vessels 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (a near complete, but broken vessel 
with only the bottom missing) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Pesse-Eursinge (no. 64) 
1973/VIII.2 
(Lanting 1977) 

Eurs-pt2 A pit containing ceramics without any association to a structure. 
 
Content: 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 

Pesse-Eursinge (no. 64) 
1973/VIII.9 
(Lanting 1977) 

                                                             
66 Pit is not on the map. 
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Eurs-pt3 A pit nearby a granary, containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Pesse-Eursinge (no. 64) 
1973/VIII.10 
(Lanting 1977) 

Eurs-pt4 A pit without any association to other structure, containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Pesse-Eursinge (no. 64) 
1973/VIII.21 
(Lanting 1977) 

Eurs-pt5 A pit without any association to other structure, containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- 1 spindle whorl 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Pesse-Eursinge (no. 64) 
1973/VIII.35 
(Lanting 1977) 

Eurs-pt6 A pit with stones between the posts of a granary. 
 
Content: 
- 2 granite querns 
 
Dated: 
IA (use period of site) 
 

Pesse-Eursinge (no. 64) 
1973/VIII.31 
(Lanting 1977) 

Exloo A Baexem-type axe found with part of the handle in the bogs near Exloo 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology) 
 

Exloo (no. 40) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 90–D50) 
 

Fluit-ph1 A posthole not assigned to a structure containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 spindle whorl, secondarily burned 
 
Dated: 
IA (use period of site) 
 

Pesse-Fluitenberg (no. 65) 
Feature no. 1153 
Find no. 211 
(Schrijer & de Neef 2008) 

Fluit-pt1 A (hearth)pit inside a house containing ceramics (n=50, g=888), charcoal 
and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 2 bowls 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
- Stones and bowl fragment shows traces of burning/heating 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 
 

Pesse-Fluitenberg (no. 65) 
Structure 1 
Feature no. 5135 
Find no. 561 
(Schrijer & de Neef 2008) 
 

Fluit-pt2 A well not associated with any structure in the excavation containing 
ceramics (n=40, g=840) and charcoal. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
 
Dated:  
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Pesse-Fluitenberg (no. 65) 
Feature no. 732 
Find no. 141, 142 & 143 
(Schrijer & de Neef 2008) 
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Fluit-pt3 An isolated pit containing ceramics (n=46), stones, burned clay. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- fragment of a quern 
- hammerstone or wetstone 
- stones with traces of heating/burning 
- daub fragments (burned clay with wattle imprints) 
- burned clay without imprints 
 
Dated: 
IA (use period of site) 
 

Pesse-Fluitenberg (no. 65) 
Feature no. 312 
Find no. 89 
(Schrijer & de Neef 2008) 

Fluit-pt4 An isolated pit containing ceramics and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 70 stones foreign to the region (rolkeien from Maasdal) 
 
Dated: 
IA (use period of site) 
 

Pesse-Fluitenberg (no. 65) 
Feature no. 345 
Find no. 92 
(Schrijer & de Neef 2008) 

Gas Axe of the Scandinavian type found on the boundary between sand and 
peat. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology of axe) 
 

Gasselte-Gasseltenijeveen (no. 41) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 66–D51) 

Ge-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics and charred grains. 
 
Content: 
- 2 bowls 
- At least 7 storage vessels 
- 2 spindle whorls 
- large quantity of charred grains 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Gees67 (no. 42) 
(Waterbolk 1990) 

Giet Deposition of a small cup in the Gieterveen. 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Gieten-Gieterveen (no. 43) 
(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: 
inv. no. 13) 

Hijken-ph1 Two postholes of a granary containing ceramics (n=3, g=456). 
 
Content: 
- 1 small vessel, shards divided over the two postholes 
- 1 fragment of a storage vessel 
- Traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
Feature and find no. 1973/44 and 
1973/45 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-ph2 A posthole part of a house containing a spindle whorl. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (dating of the house, based on ceramics) 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
Feature and find no. 1973/22 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-ph3 A posthole of a granary containing ceramics (n=1, g=263). 
 
Content:  
- large fragment of a storage vessel with traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
Feature and find no.1973/ 62 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

                                                             
67 Additional information was made available by Dr. S. Arnoldussen (Groningen Institute of Archaeology, 
University of Groningen). 
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Hijken-ph4 A posthole of a house containing ceramics (n=7, g=430). 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- 1 spindle whorl 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 18 
Feature and find no. 1973/ 55 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-ph5 A posthole of a house containing small fragments of vesicular lava. 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (dating of the house/material) 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 18 
Feature and find no. 1973/61 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-ph6 A posthole of a house containing an iron slag. 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (dating of the house, based on ceramics and radiocarbon dates) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 18 
Feature and find no.1973/ 52 
(Arnoldussen & Brusgaard 2015; 
Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 
 

Hijken-ph7 A posthole of a house containing a small iron slag. 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (dating of the house, based on ceramics and radiocarbon dates) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 18  
Feature and find no. 1973/57 
(Arnoldussen & Brusgaard 2015; 
Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 
 

Hijken-pt1 A pit just outside a house next to the living area containing ceramics 
(n=70, g=1882), burned clay, bones, flint and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 6 storage vessels 
- 1 spindle whorl 
- Traces of secondary burning on 44% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 1 
Feature and find no. 1970/84 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-pt2 A pit just outside a house next to the living area containing ceramics 
(n=784, g=30311), burned clay, bones, flint and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 4 bowls 
- 5 small cups/Henkeltässen 
- At least 32 storage vessels 
- 1 spindle whorl 
- Traces of secondary burning on 48% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 3 
Feature and find no. 1970/85 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-pt3 A pit just outside a house containing ceramics (n=1825, g=67929), 
burned clay, animal bones, charcoal, flint and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 4 bowls 
- 1 Henkeltasse 
- At least 46 storage vessels 
- 1 spindle whorl 
- Traces of secondary burning on 40% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 17  
Feature and find no. 1973/40 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 
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Hijken-pt4 A pit just outside a house next to the byre section containing ceramics 
(n=2309, g=69639), burned clay, animal bones, flint and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 7 bowls 
- 1 Henkeltasse 
- At least 30 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning on 53% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 22 
Feature and find no. 1973/31 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-pt5 A pit outside a house next to the living area containing ceramics (n=2235, 
g=56555), burned clay, animal bones, charcoal and flint. 
 
Content: 
- 3 bowls 
- 1 Henkeltasse 
- At least 31 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning on 67% of the shards 
- Deliberate breaking (refit between shard from find no. 1973/21 and the 
pit) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 16 
Feature and find no. 1973/20 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-pt6 A pit outside an outbuilding containing ceramics (n=135, g=4974) and 
burned clay. 
 
Content: 
- At least 5 storage vessels 
- 1 spindle whorl 
- Traces of secondary burning on 62% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
Outbuilding 9 
Feature and find no. 1973/154 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-pt7 A pit outside an outbuilding containing ceramics (n=480, g=11312), 
burned clay, animal bones and charcoal. 
 
Content: 
- At least 10 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning on 27% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
Outbuilding 20 
Feature and find no. 1973/28 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-pt8 A pit next to a granary containing ceramics (n=478, g=10157) and burned 
clay. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 7 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning on 86% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
Feature and find no. 1970/148 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 



Appendix D: Catalogue 

109 
 

Hijken-pt9 A pit just outside a house or located at the location of the former walls of 
a house, containing ceramics (n=365, g=14661), burned clay and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 3 bowls 
- 1 small vessel 
- At least 15 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning on 72% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
House 12 
Feature and find no. 1970/131 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-pt10 An isolated pit containing stones. 
 
Content: 
- 1 quern 
 
Dated: 
- IA (use period of site) 
 
 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
Feature and find no. 1970/103 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Hijken-pt11 A pit outside a granary containing ceramics (n=137, g=4169) 
 
Content: 
- 2 bowls 
- 1 small cup 
- 1 Henkeltasse 
- At least 4 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning on 61% of the shards 
- Indications for deliberate breaking (large fragments, traces of burning 
at the fragment) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Hijken-Hijkerveld (no. 46) 
Feature and find no. 1970/130 
(Arnoldussen & de Vries 2014; 
Harsema 1974a) 

Holsloot-pt1 A well (pit?) just outside a house next to the byre section, containing 
ceramics, burned clay, wood, charcoal, stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 complete storage vessel 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics and radiocarbon date: 394-175 cal. BC; (GrN-20329) 
2220 +/- 50 BP: Van der Velde 2003, Bijlage I) 
 

Coevorden-Knooppunt Holsloot 
(no. 12) 
House 1 
Feature no. 60 
Find no. 158/159/160 
(van der Velde et al. 2003) 

Kerk A quern made vesicular lava (Brillerij-type) found on top of the sand, 
underneath the peat.  
 
Dated:  
LIA-ERP (material and type of quern) 
 

Kerkenveld (no. 48) 
(van der Sanden 1998c: inv. no. 
10) 

KlazI Leather shoe found during peat reclamation at Klazienaveen 
 
Dated: 
LBA-EIA (type of shoe) 

Emmen-KlazienaveenI (no. 28) 
(Groenman-van Waateringe 1988) 
 
 
 
 

KlazII A Muntendam-type axe found in or under the peat. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (type of axe) 
 

Emmen-KlazienaveenII (no. 29) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 93–D38) 

Kol Wooden canoe found in the Kolderveen bog.  
 
Dated: 
EIA (radiocarbon date 771-509 cal. BC; (GrN-15887) 2480 +/- 25 BP: 
Lanting & Van der Plicht 2003, 231) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Nijeveen-Kolderveen (no. 54) 
(Lanting & van der Plicht 2003) 
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Koster A Muntendam-type axe found during peat reclamation 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (type of axe) 
 

Dalen-Dalerveen Kostersmaat (no. 
16) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 57–D23) 

Lang-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Langeloo (no. 49) 
(van der Waals 1966) 

Leg-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics, flint and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 14 storage vessels 
- 1 spindle whorl 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 

Leggeloo (no. 50) 
(Van Giffen 1935) 

Linie-dt1 Ditch containing ample ceramics. 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (ceramics) 
 

Groningen-De Linie (no. 44) 
Ditch d 
(Daleman 2007) 

Linie-ph1 A posthole of a granary containing charred cereals. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-EIA (dated by excavator, reason for dating unclear) 
 

Groningen-De Linie (no. 44) 
Granary 2 
(Daleman 2007) 
 

Linie-pt1 A (hearth)pit not associated to a settlement structure, containing 
ceramics (grote hoeveelheid), burned clay, animal bones, charcoal and 
charred cereals. 
 
Content: 
- 2 (?) spindle whorls 
- (?) storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning (all spindle whorls show traces of burning) 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Groningen-De Linie (no. 44) 
Hearth pit a 
Find no. 363 (?) 
(Daleman 2007) 

Linie-pt2 A well (pit) nearby a granary containing massive amounts of ceramics, 
burned clay, animal bones, unburned wood, charcoal, charred cereals. 
 
Content: 
- 1 spindle whorl that shows traces of secondary burning 
- (?) storage vessels 
- Wood that was part of a construction 
- Ard share 
 
Dated: 
MIA (ceramics) 
 

Groningen-De Linie (no. 44) 
Well d 
Find no. 320 (?) 
(Daleman 2007) 

Linie-pt3 A pit nearby a granary containing ceramics, burned clay, animal bones 
and charcoal. 
 
Content: 
- 1 spindle whorl 
- At least 1 storage vessel, found in a complete state 
 
Dated: 
LBA-EIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 

Groningen-De Linie (no. 44) 
Pit c 
Find no. unknown 
(Daleman 2007)  
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Meer-dt1 A ditch around a house next to the living area containing ceramics 
(n=125, g=3605), charcoal, vesicular lava and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 cooking vessel (shards with cooking residues) 
- At least 4 storage vessels 
- 2 quern fragments 
- Stones show traces of heating/burning 
- Indication for deliberate breaking (large fragments) 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (ceramics) 
 

Emmen-Oude Meerdijk (no. 32) 
House 2 
Feature no. 58  
Find no. 76 
(de Wit 2011) 

Meer-ph1 A posthole part of a houseplan containing a hammerstone and other 
stones. 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (ceramics found in association with houseplan) 
 

Emmen-Oude Meerdijk (no. 32) 
House 2 
Feature no. 39 
(de Wit 2011) 
 

Mes-pt1 A pit with no association to any structure containing ceramics (n=305) 
and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 8 storage vessels 
- 2 fragments of granite querns 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 

Messchenveld (no. 3) 
Feature no. 555 
(ter Wal 2008) 

Mid A Muntendam-type axe found in the peat. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology of axe) 
 

Midlaren (no. 52) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 47–D4) 

ML-pt1 An isolated well containing ceramics, iron, charcoal, vesicular lava, flint 
and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
- 1 fragment of vesicular lava quern 
- 2 wet stones 
- Iron nail 
 
Dated: 
MIA (ceramics) 
 

Midlaren-De Bloemert (no. 53) 
Feature no. 118-32 
(Nicolay 2008) 

Munst Leather shoe found in a bog 
 
Dated: 
IA or later (type of shoe) 
 

Emmen-Munstersche Veld (no. 
30) 
(Groenman-van Waateringe 1970) 

N34-ph1 A posthole of a house containing a ceramic oven grate. 
 
Dated: 
EIA (association with the house which is dated on the basis of ceramics) 
 

Borger-N34 (no. 8) 
House 7 
Feature no. 11 
(Kooi & de Wit 2003) 

N34-pt1 An isolated pit containing large numbers of ceramics, animal bones and 
stones. 
 
Content: 
- 1 small vessel with handle 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
- 3 querns of stone 
- 1 hammerstone 
- Querns show traces of heating/burning 
 
Dated: 
LBA-EIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 

Borger-N34 (no. 8) 
Feature no. 22 
(Kooi & de Wit 2003) 
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N34-pt2 A pit located next to an outbuilding containing large numbers of ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Borger-N34 (no. 8) 
Feature no. 145 
(Kooi & de Wit 2003) 
 

N34-pt3 A pit associated with a house containing large numbers of ceramics, 
animal bones and flint. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- 7 pieces of burned flint 
- 7 pieces of bone (animal unknown) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Borger-N34 (no. 8) 
House 9 
Feature no. 54 
(Kooi & de Wit 2003) 

N34-pt4 An isolated pit containing large numbers of ceramics and animal bones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Borger-N34 (no. 8) 
Feature no. 64 
(Kooi & de Wit 2003) 

N34-pt5 A pit with stones without any association to a structure. 
 
Content: 
- 3 querns of granite show traces burning/heating 
- 2 hammerstones 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (use period of site and use period of type of querns) 
 

Borger-N34 (no. 8) 
Feature no.  58 
(Kooi & de Wit 2003) 

N34-pt6 An isolated pit containing large numbers of ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
- 2 spindle whorls of which one shows traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Borger-N34 (no. 8) 
Feature no. 65 
(Kooi & de Wit 2003) 
 

Nw-Buin A Muntendam-type axe found just above the sand at circa 2 meters under 
the surface of the peat. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology) 
 

Borger-Nieuw Buinen (no. 9) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 92–D22) 

Nw-WeerI Antlers of a dear found in the bogs of Nieuw-Weerdinge. 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (360-53 cal. BC; (GrN-5365) 2150 +/- 50 BP: Lanting & Van der 
Plicht 2006, 343. 
 

Nieuw-Weerdinge (no. 35) 
(Ufkes 1997: inv. no. 6) 

Nw-WeerII A bronze necklace found together with a carefully placed necklace of 
amber, placed in the middle of the bronze necklace. Furthermore, two 
bronze bracelets or anklets were found. 
 
Dated: 
EIA (basis of type of necklace) 
 
 
 
 

Nieuw-Weerdinge (no. 36) 
(van den Broeke 2001; 
Remouchamps 1925) 



Appendix D: Catalogue 

113 
 

Nw-WeerIII A Muntendam-type axe found in the bogs of Nieuw-Weerdinge. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology of axe) 
 

Nieuw-Weerdinge (no. 37) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 94–D15) 

OuDiep Cattle horn pit found in the old banks of the Oude Diep 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (radiocarbon date: 87 cal BC – cal AD 85; (GrN-43179) 1985 +/-
35 BP: Prummel et al. 2009, 144, table 4) 
 

Hoogeveen-Oude Diep (no. 47) 
(Prummel et al. 2009) 

OuVaI Quern of vesicular lava (Brillerij type), only the lower half. Found in the 
old Oude Vaart. 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (type of quern) 
 

Dwingeloo-Westerveld Oude 
Vaart (no. 19) 
(van der Sanden 1998c: inv. no. 
17) 

OuVaII Vasenkopf fibula found in the river valley of the Oude Vaart. 
 
Dated: 
MIA or later (fibula type) 
 

Roden-Oude Vaart (no. 67) 
(Harsema 1983) 

Paalakkers-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 4 storage vessels 
- 1 polishing stone 
- At least 1 vessel shows traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 

Eelde-Paalakkers (no. 20) 
Feature and find no. 1972/V.1 
(Harsema 1974b) 

Paalakkers-pt2 A pit very close to a granary containing ceramics. Pit was disturbed. 
 
Content: 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Eelde-Paalakkers (no. 20) 
Feature and find no. 1972/VIII.1 
(Harsema 1974b) 

PeHa-ph1 A posthole of a granary containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Haverland (no. 62) 
Feature no. 546 
(Kooi 1995) 

PeHa-pt1 A pit inside a house in the living area containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 5 storage vessels 
- Evidence for deliberate breaking (refit between PeHa-pt1 and PeHa-
pt2) 
 
Dated: 
MIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Haverland (no. 62) 
House 52 
Find no. 1677 
(Kooi 1995) 

PeHa-pt2 A pit inside a house in the living area containing ceramics.  
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 4 storage vessels 
- Evidence for deliberate breaking (refit between PeHa-pt2 and PeHa-
pt1) 
 
Dated: 
MIA (ceramics) 
 
 

Peelo-Haverland (no. 62) 
House 52 
Find no. 1679 
(Kooi 1995) 
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PeHa-pt3 A pit near a granary containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 7 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Haverland (no. 62) 
Find no. 555 
(Kooi 1995) 

PE-ph1 A posthole of a granary containing a fragment of a Muntendam-type axe. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (type of axe and use period of site) 
 

Peelo-Es (no. 61) 
Find no. 156 
(Kooi 1994) 

PE-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 11 storage vessels (possibly 2 complete vessels) 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Es (no. 61) 
Find no. 486 
(Kooi 1994) 

PE-pt2 A pit nearby a group of granaries containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 4 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Peelo-Es (no. 61) 
Find no. 34 
(Kooi 1994) 

PK-dt1 A ditch containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- 1 storage vessel 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Kleuvenveld (no. 63) 
Find no. 1220 
(Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 
1996) 

PK-ph1 A posthole belonging to the entrance of a house containing charred 
acorns. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (radiocarbon date: 775-409 cal. BC; (GrN-12341) 2445 +/- 35 
BP: Lanting & Van der Plicht 2003, 166) 
 

Peelo-Kleuvenveld (no. 63) 
House 106 
Find no. 1093 
(Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 
1996) 

PK-pt1 A pit outside a house near to the living area containing ceramics and 
charcoal. 
 
Content: 
- 1 complete tripartie open vessel 
- At least 9 storage vessels 
- Part of the ceramics from this excavation shows traces of secondary 
burning (orange coloration), but unclear which find no. are described. 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics. Radiocarbon date suggests LBA: 996-830 cal. BC; (GrN-
12342) 2760 +/- 35 BP: Lanting & Van der Plicht 2003, 166. Like caused 
by old wood effect as unspecified charcoal was used for radiocarbon 
dating) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Peelo-Kleuvenveld (no. 63) 
House 106 
Find no. 1109, 1110, 1111, 1118 
(charcoal), 1119, 1120, 1121 
(Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 
1996) 
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PK-pt2  A pit outside a house near to the living area containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 5 bowls (lappenschalen) 
- At least 5 storage vessels 
- Part of the ceramics from this excavation shows traces of secondary 
burning (orange coloration), but unclear which find no. are described. 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Kleuvenveld (no. 63) 
House 106 
Find no. 1112 & 1117 
(Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 
1996) 

PK-pt3 An isolated well (pit) containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 small cup 
- 1 small vessel with a handle 
- At least 14 storage vessels 
- Part of the ceramics from this excavation shows traces of secondary 
burning (orange coloration), but unclear which find no. are described. 
 
 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Kleuvenveld (no. 63) 
Feature no. 154 
Find no. 1036 
(Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 
1996) 

PK-pt4 An isolated well (pit) containing ceramics, animal bones and charcoal. 
 
Content: 
- At least 5 storage vessels 
- Part of the ceramics from this excavation shows traces of secondary 
burning (orange coloration), but unclear which find no. are described. 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Kleuvenveld (no. 63) 
Feature no. 155 
Find no. 1047 
(Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 
1996) 

PK-pt5 An isolated pit containing ceramics and charcoal. 
 
Content: 
- 1 cup with a handle 
- At least 7 storage vessels of which 1 is complete 
- Part of the ceramics from this excavation shows traces of secondary 
burning (orange coloration), but unclear which find no. are described. 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Kleuvenveld (no. 63) 
Feature no. 156 
Find no. 1060 
(Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 
1996) 

PK-pt6 An isolated pit containing ceramics and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
- 2 large querns in pristine state 
- glacial boulders  
- Part of the ceramics from this excavation shows traces of secondary 
burning (orange coloration), but unclear which find no. are described. 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Peelo-Kleuvenveld (no. 63) 
Feature no. 157 
Find no. 1059 
(Kooi & de Langen 1987; Kooi 
1996) 
 

PsIn A granite quern found together with some branches in a peat layer 
nearby the psychological institute in Assen. 
 
Dated: 
BA-MIA (material of the quern) 
 

Assen-Psychiatrische Instelling 
(no. 2)  
(van der Sanden 1998c: inv. no. 
19) 

Rhee-ph1 A posthole that is part of a house containing large shards of 1 storage 
vessel. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
House 3 (As in: Waterbolk 1977b) 
Feature and find no. 1937/V.20 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 
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Rhee-pt1 A pit containing burned clay or parts of a wattle-and-daub wall. Location 
unknown. 
 
Dated: 
IA-RP (use period of site) 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 

Rhee-pt2 An isolated pit located in the north of the excavation containing ceramics. 
 
- 1 bowl 
- 3 small cups/Henkeltassen 
- At least 7 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
1938/III.111 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 

Rhee-pt3 An isolated pit containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 small cup 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
1938/III.114+115 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 
 

Rhee-pt4 An isolated pit containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 2 bowls 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
1938/III.107 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 
 

Rhee-pt5 A pit containing ceramics. Location of pit unknown. 
 
Content: 
- At least 4 storage vessels of which 1 seems fairly complete 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
1935/V.48 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 

Rhee-pt6 An isolated pit containing ceramics and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessels 
- Hammerstone 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
1938/III.112 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 

Rhee-pt7 An isolated pit containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 2 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
1938/III.106 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 

Rhee-pt8 An isolated pit containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- At least 4 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
1938/III.110 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 
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Rhee-pt9 A pit outside a house containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl 
- 1 large storage vessel 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Rhee (no. 66) 
House 3 (As in: Waterbolk 1977b) 
1935/V.38 
(Van Giffen 1937, 1938, 1940) 

Ros A ball of wool found under the tree trunks. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (radiocarbon date: 788-411 cal. BC; (GrA-8031) 2480 +/- 80 BP: 
Lanting & Van der Plicht 2003, 229) 
 

Roswinklerveen (no. 38) 
(van der Sanden 1998b) 

RVV-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics, charcoal, charred cereals and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 2 bowls 
- At least 3 large storage vessels 
- 5 other (storage) vessels (MAI=10) 
- Shards show traces of intense heating/secondary burning 
- Indications for deliberate fragmentation (Large fragments of two 
vessels of the same type, but different individual upper and lower halves) 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Roden-Vijfde Verloting (no. 68) 
Pit no.5 
(Taayke 1993) 
 

Schans Muntendam-type axe found in the dried-out moat of the entrenchment. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA 
 

Emmen-Emmerschans (no. 27) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 84–D46) 

Schip A complete vessel and large rim fragment were found during peat 
reclamation nearby Anloo-Schipborg. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Anloo-Schipborg (no. 1) 
(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: 
cat. no. 1) 

Schoon A rim fragment found during work on the old Voorste Diep, 
accompagnied by bones of several types of animals and human bones of 
at least two individuals. 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (ceramics. Radiocarbon date: 361 cal BC – cal AD 126; (Ua-1500) 
2060 BP +/- 100: Van der Sanden & Taayke 1995) 
 
 
 
 

Buinen-Schoonoord (no. 11) 
(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: 
cat. no. 6) 

Siepel Shards from a Harpstedt vessel (of V1) found in the Siepelveen, 5 rim 
fragments and 60 shards.  
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 

Emmen-Nieuw Weerdinge (no. 
31) 
(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: 
cat. no. 9) 

Smeen-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics (n=20; g=262), charcoal, flint and 
stones. 
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl (lappenschaal) 
- At least 5 storage vessels 
- Shards of bowl show traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Ruinen-Mr. Harm Smeengestraat 
(no. 70) 
Trench 2  
Feature no. 1 
(de Roller 2009) 
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Spil-ph1 A posthole of a house containing ceramics (n=34, g=295,4) and burned 
clay. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- 10 fragments of burned clay with imprints of branches (wattle-and-
daub wall?) 
- 65 fragments of burned clay 
 
Dated: 
LBA-EIA (ceramics) 
 

Dalen-De Spil (no. 15) 
Trench 4 
Feature no. 65 
(de Wit 2003) 

Spil-pt1 A (hearth) pit inside a house containing ceramics (n=5, g=132) and 
burned clay. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- 2 fragments of burned clay with imprints of branches (wattle-and-daub 
wall?) 
- 44 fragments of burned clay without imprints 
 
Dated: 
LBA-EIA (ceramics) 
 

Dalen-De Spil (no. 15) 
Trench 4 & 5 
Feature no. 90 & 2 
(de Wit 2003) 

Tyn-pt1 An isolated pit containing ample ceramics and stones. 
 
Content 
- 7 complete loam weights 
- 1 fragmented quern 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
 
Dated: 
MIA (ceramics) 
 

Tynaarlo (no. 71) 
(van der Sanden 1994b) 

ValSchans A Baexem-type axe found with handle (now lost) in  
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (type of axe) 
 

Odoorn-Valtherschans (no. 74) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 88–D29) 

ValtheI Leather shoe found in the bogs nearby Valthe. 
 
Dated: 
IA or later (type of shoe) 
 

Emmen-Valtherdiep (no. 33) 
(Groenman-van Waateringe 1970) 

ValtheII Ceramics and stones found in the bog nearby Valthe. 
 
Content: 
- 1 very small vessel 
- 2 Henkeltässen 
- 1 bowl or storage vessel (Taayke’s S5) 
- 2 wetstones 
 
Dated: 
EIA (ceramics. Wetstones are according to the author of later date, the 
reason why is not clear) 
 

Odoorn-ValtheII (no. 56) 
(van der Sanden & Taayke 1995: 
cat. no. 15) 

ValtheIII Muntendam-type axe found 20 centimetres under the surface of the peat 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology) 
  

Odoorn-ValtheIII (no. 73) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 85–D9) 

ValtheIV Muntendam-type axe found on the transition of pleistocene sand to peat. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology) 
 
 

Odoorn-ValtheIV (no. 57) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 86–D11) 

ValVeen Muntendam-type axe found in the Valtherveen. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology) 
 
 

Odoorn-Valtherveen (no. 59) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 87–D12) 
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VaMo Muntendam-type axe found in Valthermond on the sand/peat transition. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology) 
 

Odoorn-Valthermond (no. 58) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 95–D14) 

VoDiep Muntendam-type axe found in a heap of stones on the natural levee of the 
rivulet 
Voorste Diep. 
 
Dated: 
LBA-MIA (typology) 
 

Bronneger-Voorste diep (no. 10) 
(Achterop & Brongers 1979: inv. 
no. 65–D68) 

Vries-ph1 A flint sickle in a posthole of a granary. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (association with 1st phase of habitation) 
 

Vries-Enclosure (no. 75) 
Feature and find no. 1957/VIII.48 
(van Es 1958; Waterbolk 1977b) 

Vries-pt1 An isolated pit in the fortified settlement of Vries. 
 
Content: 
- 2 bowls 
- At least 10 storage vessels (some fragmented, some complete) 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (ceramics) 
 

Vries-Enclosure (no. 75) 
Feature and find no. 1957/VIII.18 
(van Es 1958; Waterbolk 1977b) 

Vries-xx2 A bronze torque found as a stray find 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA: (typology) 
  

Vries-Enclosure (no. 75) 
(van Es 1958; Waterbolk 1977b) 

Weer A disc wheel found in the bogs nearby Weerdingen. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (radiocarbon date: 795-428 cal. BC; (OxA-3918) 2500+/- 70 BP) 
 

Weerdinge (no. 77) 
(Lanting & van der Plicht 2006: 
328; van der Sanden 1994b: 185) 

Wep-pt An isolated pit containing ceramics and stones. 
 
Content: 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

De Weper (no. 60) 
(Elzinga 1970) 

WeVe A bronze brooch found in peaty turf from the upper course of the 
Stokkert. 
 
Dated: 
MIA-LIA (typology) 
 

Norg-Westerveld (no. 55) 
(Harsema 1983) 

Wij-pt1 An isolated pit in settlement context containing ceramics and stones. The 
pit is ‘paved with sherds’.  
 
Content: 
- 1 bowl with knob ear 
- At least 4 storage vessels 
- Traces of secondary burning 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 

Wijster-Looveen (no. 79) 
Feature and find no. 1961/IX.847 
(van Es 1967) 
 

Wij-pt2 A pit dug into the peaty area just outside the settlement of Wijster 
containing ceramics (n=23), stones and wood. 
 
Content: 
- 1 small vessel with a handle 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- 3 fragments of wetstones 
- 3 fragments of wheel segments 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (ceramics) 
 
 

Wijster-Looveen (no. 79) 
Feature and find no. 1961/IX.295 
& .308 
(van Es 1967) 
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Wit A cattle horn found in the Witteveen near Havelte. 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (radiocarbon date 794-431 cal. BC; (GrN-20380) 2500 +/- 50 
BP: Prummel & Van der Sanden 1995, 52(128)) 
 

Havelte-Witteveen (no. 45) 
(Prummel & van der Sanden 1995: 
cat. no. 20) 

Wittel A granite quern found in a bog nearby Wittelte. 
 
Dated: 
BA-IA (type of quern) 
 

Westerveld-Wittelte (no. 78) 
(van der Sanden 1998c: inv. no. 
16) 

ZeijenI-dt1 A ditch nearby a house containing a quern of vesicular lava. 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (context of find/type of quern) 
 

Zeijen-I (no. 80)  
Feature and find no. 31 
(Van Giffen 1936; Waterbolk 
1976, 1977b) 

ZeijenI-pt1 A pit outside a house containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least two large storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Zeijen-I (no. 80) 
Feature and find no. 10 
(Van Giffen 1936; Waterbolk 
1976, 1977b) 

ZeijenI-pt2 A pit inside a house containing ceramics. 
 
Content: 
- At least 3 storage vessels 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP 
 

Zeijen-I (no. 80) 
House 12 
Feature and find no. 11 
(Van Giffen 1936; Waterbolk 
1976, 1977b) 

ZeijenII-dt1 A ditch belonging to the fortification of the settlement containing a 
vesicular lava quern. 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (type of quern/use period site) 
 

Zeijen-II (no. 81) 
Feature and find no. 40 
(Van Giffen 1949, 1950; 
Waterbolk 1977b) 

ZeijenII-dt2 A ditch belonging to the fortification of the settlement containing a 
vesicular lava quern. 
 
Dated: 
MIA or later (type of quern/use period site)  
 

Zeijen-II (no. 81) 
Feature and find no. 62 
(Van Giffen 1949, 1950; 
Waterbolk 1977b) 

ZeijenII-ph1 A posthole without any association to a structure containing a complete 
vessel. 
 
Dated: 
ERP (ceramics) 
 

Zeijen-II (no. 81) 
Feature and find no. 71 
(Van Giffen 1949, 1950; 
Waterbolk 1977b) 

ZeijenII-pt1 A pit next to a house or outbuilding, containing ceramics and stones 
 
Content: 
- 1 small vessel with handle 
- At least 17 storage vessels 
- 1 quern 
- 1 hammerstone 
 
Dated: 
ERP (ceramics) 
 

Zeijen-II (no. 81) 
Feature and find no. 35, 41 & 49 
(Van Giffen 1949, 1950; 
Waterbolk 1977b) 

ZeijenII-pt2 A pit next to a granary containing a complete vessel. 
 
Dated: 
LIA-ERP (ceramics) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Zeijen-II (no. 81) 
Feature and find no. 84 
(Van Giffen 1949, 1950; 
Waterbolk 1977b) 
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ZE-pt1 An isolated pit containing ceramics and stones. 
 
Content: 
- 3 bowls 
- At least 12 storage vessels 
- 1 spindle whorl 
- 1 halve of a barely used quern 
- 1 hammerstone 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Zeijen-Es (no. 83) 
(Waterbolk 1961) 

ZW-pt1 An isolated pit in settlement context containing ceramics (n=33) and 
vesicular lava. 
 
Content: 
- At least 1 storage vessel 
- A quern 
 
Dated: 
IA (ceramics) 
 

Zeijen-Witteveen (no. 83) 
Feature and find no. 5 
(Waterbolk 1977a) 

ZW-xx1 According to the excavator the context of the deposit is a surface layer 
from a burned house. More likely, we are dealing with a pit that was 
paved with shards, as the house plan is barely conserved and makes a 
surface layer very unlikely. The deposition contains ceramics and burned 
clay. 
 
Content: 
- 5 bowls 
- 1 small vessel 
- At least 21 storage vessels 
- 1 spindle whorl 
- Traces of secondary burning (as excavator interprets it a surface layer 
of a burned house) 
 
Dated: 
EIA-MIA (ceramics) 
 

Zeijen-Witteveen (no. 84) 
Feature and find no. 2/3 
(Waterbolk 1977a) 



 

  

11 Appendix E: Overview of tables from Gerritsen 2001.  
Descriptions of the content, context and treatment of the objects in the deposits are as the descriptions of deposits in the northern Netherlands (see 
for discussion chapter 3).  
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Haps M MIA-LIA Posthole House - - X - - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Ekeren LIA Posthole House - - - - - - - X - X - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen 

74 

ERP Indet House - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Table E.1: Foundation depositions in the MDS-region according to Gerritsen (2001: 76, table 3.5). Only depositions that were dated between the Late 
Bronze Age and Early Roman Period were used. 
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Breda-Moskes EIA Pit  Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Donk EIA Pit Indet68 - X - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Kessel-Dijk EIA Pit Indet - X - X - X69 - - X - - - - X Yes ND 

Oss-Horzak EIA Well Indet - - - X X - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-

Mikkeldonk 

EIA Pit Indet70 - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen EIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen EIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - ?71 ? ? ND No 

Ravenstein EIA Pit Indet - X - X X - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Riethoven EIA Pit House 1 - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Riethoven EIA Pit House 1 - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Riethoven EIA Pit House 2 - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Riethoven EIA Pit House 2 - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Someren EIA Pit House - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Someren EIA Pit House - - - X - - X - - - - - - - ND No 

                                                             
68 Table states that the pit was located between two houses. As it is unclear if the pit was located less than 10 meters from the houses, its associated is indicated as 
unknown. 
69 The deposit also contained wasters, which are interpreted as objects referring to the production of ceramics.  
70 See comment on Donk in same table. 
71 Vessels found in pit with unspecified domestic refuse. 
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Loon op Zand EIA Indet Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Haelen EIA? Indet Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Bladel EIA-

(MIA) 

Pit? Isolated - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Neer EIA-

MIA 

Pit Indet - - - X X X - - - - - - - - Yes No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Well Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-

Schalkskamp 

MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - Yes No 

Haps MIA-

LIA 

Pit House C - - - X - - - - - ?72 - - - - Yes No 

                                                             
72 Sling bullets, material unknown. 
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Kontich-

Alfsberg 

MIA-

LIA 

Depression Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen LIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen LIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Oss-Ussen LIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Bergeijk IA Indet Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Goirle IA Indet Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Strijp IA Indet Indet - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND No 

Table E.2: Depositions of pottery groups and single whole vessels in the MDS-region (Gerritsen 2001: 96, table. 3.8) 
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Loon op Zand LBA Pit Indet - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Oss-Horzak73 EIA Well Indet - - - X - - - - -  - X - - Yes ND 

Riethoven EIA Pit House 2 - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Webbekom EIA-(MIA) Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Neerlanden EIA-MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - X74 - - X - - Yes ND 

                                                             
73 See also table E.2 
74 Stone bracelets  
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Neerlanden EIA-MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - X X - Yes ND 

Donk MIA Indet Indet - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Hilvarenbeek MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Neerharen-

Renkem 

MIA Pit Indet - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Neerharen-

Renkem 

MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Haagsittard MIA-LIA Pit Indet - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Someren MIA-LIA Postholes75 Granary - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Oirlo LIA Pit Indet - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Oss-Schalkskamp LIA Postholes76 Granary - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Oss-Ussen IA Pit House - - - - - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Table E.3: Sites with charred seed deposits in the MDS-region (Gerritsen 2001: 102, table 3.10) 
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Echt EIA Posthole 

(corner) 

Out-

building 

- - - X - X - - - - - - - - Yes ND 

                                                             
75 Number of depositions is not specified. 
76 Number of depositions is not specified.  
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Breda-Moskes EIA Posthole Out-

building 

- - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND ND 

Oss-Almstein EIA-MIA Postholes77 Out-

building 

- - - X - - - - - - - - - X Yes ND 

Haps MIA-LIA Postholes78 Granary - - - X - - - - - - - - - - ND ND 

Oss-Zaltbommel-

seweg 
LIA Postholes Granary79 - - - X X - X - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Table E.4: Sites with deposits in postholes of four/six-posters and outbuildings in the MDS-region (Gerritsen 2001: 103, table 3.11.) 
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Haps MIA Pit House C - - X - - - - - - X - - - - Yes ND/ 

No 

Beegden LIA Pit House - - - - - - - - - X - - - - ND ND 

Oss-

Schalkskamp 

LIA Ditch Settlement - - - - - - - - - X - - - - ND ND 

Oss-

Schalkskamp 

LIA-

ERP 

Pit Indet - - - - - - - - - X - - - - ND ND 

Table E.5: ‘Odd’ deposits in pits and ditches in the MDS-region (Gerritsen 2001: 104, table 3.12) 

  

                                                             
77 Number of depositions not specified. 
78 Number of depositions not specified.  
79 One deposition in two postholes of the same granary. As it is not specified what was found in which posthole, the two depositions are listed as one in this table. 
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Boxmeer LBA Posthole House - - - X - - - - - - - X - - Yes ND 

Someren EIA 10 pits80 Double 

house 

- X X X - - X - - - - - - - Yes ND 

Riethoven EIA Pits81 Inside and 

outside two 

houses 

- - X X X - - X - - - X - - Yes ND 

Ravenstein EIA Pit Indet X82 X X X X - - - - - - - - - Yes ND 

Kessel-Dijk EIA Double pit Indet - - - X - X - - X - - - - X Yes ND 

Oss-Horzak83 EIA-MIA Pit Indet - - - X X - - - - - - - - - Yes Yes 

Oss-Horzak84 EIA-MIA Pit Indet - - - X - - - - - - - X - - Yes Yes 

Neer EIA-MIA Pit Indet - - - X X X85 - - - - - - - - Yes ND 

Oss-Mettegeupel LIA Central posthole House - - - X - - - - - - - - - X Yes ND 

Table E.6: Sites with ‘house abandonment’ deposits in pits in the MDS-region (Gerritsen 2001: 108, table 3.14). 

                                                             
80 The content of the individual pits is not specified, as such they are listed as one deposition. 
81 Number of pits and content of individual pits is not specified. 
82 Salt container. Here interpreted as referring to the curation of food.  
83 Deposition also contains a wooden lid and wooden handle 
84 Deposition also contains wooden lid 
85 Wasters 
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