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Editors Preface 

This collection of works celebrates the work of Dr. fil. h.c. Gerhard Milstreu in connection with his 40th 
year as director of Tanum Museum of Rock Carving and Rock Art Research Centre, Underslös, Sweden. 
In 1978, Gerhard took over the directorship of Tanum Museum of Rock Art, Underslös and the associated 
Bohuslän Rock Art Research Archive from the Danish Artist, Fred Gudnitz, whom Gerhard has already 
worked with over many years following his education in Visual Arts at The Royal Danish Academy of 
Fine Arts. 

Dr. Phil h.c. Gerhard Milstreu. Photo Henning Prøhl

Under Gerhard’s leadership, the role of prehistoric art and rock art within the spheres of both the academic 
world, and that of the general public, have been significantly advanced through the integration of this 
unique visual information in archaeological discourse. Gerhard started the annual working seminar 
and transformed the museum’s dedicated journal on prehistoric art, Adoranten (which was initiated by 
Gudnitz). At the working seminar, archaeologists and members of the general public alike from around the 
world, can come to learn the ins and outs of rock art documentation. The seminar, which began in 1978, 
was the first of its kind in the world, and has established the framework that has been applied in many 
countries around the world. The workflow developed by Gerhard and the museum is now also becoming 
incorporated into archaeological teaching practices at both Masters and Undergraduate level in Sweden 
and Denmark. Adoranten has blossomed to become an internationally acclaimed, peer reviewed journal, 
distributed to museums, universities and rock art experts in 26 countries. 
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Collaboration and dialogue at a local, national and international level has also been a keystone of Gerhard’s 
strategy for the Museum. Time and again he has brought people and groups together, to share knowledge 
and encourage understanding, thereby assisting in the achievement of results that are far greater than the 
sum of their constituent parts. Perhaps key to this is his sense of the importance of inclusivity, his ability 
to listen and his respect for other people and their views. 

A sign of the success of these attributes can partly be gauged by the level and amount of Underlsös 
Museum’s activities on an international level. The Museum and Gerhard have been part of several major 
national and international collaborations, including several major projects part financed by The European 
Union. Partly because, and as a result of these efforts, Gerhard’s network is enormous. Those that have 
been asked by the editors to contribute here represent merely the common nodes within our networks. 
Therefore, as the editors, we apologize to anyone not included in advance! 

We believe that all the above-mentioned achievements are the direct result of 40 years of inspiration, 
dedication, hard work, love and engagement from Gerhard. All these achievements are especially 
noteworthy considering that everything at the museum is done completely voluntarily. 

Here, a feast of scholarly contributions from across Europe, at all levels of study have been collected. 
Each and every one of the following works addresses aspects connected to the work Gerhard has done 
over the last 40 years. Through their words and images, these pay respect to and acknowledge Gerhard’s 
achievements in the fields of rock art documentation, research, international collaboration and outreach. 

Lastly, it is pertinent to give the reader an explanation of our choice of title for the volume. One of 
Gerhard’s slogans, as well as the title of a project to document the rock art on the island of Møn, Denmark, 
is “give your past a future”. To understand this saying, is to, at least partly, understand the philosophy and 
rationale behind Gerhard’s life work. The images have a timeless, artistic quality. They are a unique and, 
thanks to natural and human degradation processes, disappearing source material. The knowledge thereof 
and the skills employed in the study of these representations from the past is not solely about the present. 
It is about the future. One aspect is what we leave behind for future generations to behold in the records. 
The other, as important, if not more important, is about involving and motivating the next generation to 
continue. Gerhard has given, and is still giving the youth the possibility and the means to preserve the 
past: both for the present and the future. Therefore, we entitle this work in his honour ‘Giving The Past A 
Future’. 

James Dodd & Ellen Meijer, Editors 

Tanums Hällristningsmuseum Underslös 

The Annual Celebration Friday 27 July 2018
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Tabula Gratulatoria

There is only a small Tabula Gratulatoria in this book. Gerhard’s network is so vast with so many colleagues 
and friends all over the world, that it was impossible for us to contact them all. Moreover, where do we 
draw the line? The connections are varied, from: colleagues to artists; to students; participants to the 
annual international workweeks and so on. We have therefore decided to concentrate on the actual content 
to produce a worthy tribute honouring Gerhard for decades of hard work. He has been, and hopefully 
will be for a long time to come, a pioneer and ambassador for the rock carvings, not just in Sweden, but 
worldwide.

This book comes with a heartfelt gratitude, admiration and best wishes from the board and all members 
of the Scandinavian Society for Prehistoric Art, friends, colleagues, students and all individuals that have 
enjoyed and / or supported the important work done by Gerhard from 1964 onwards to protect, document 
and promote the beauty of the images.

Henning Prøhl, Humlebæk
James Dodd, Aarhus
Inger Marie Aicher Olsrud, Moss
Marijke Houwink, Sandhem
Ann-Zofie Duvander, Stockholm
Mette Johansen Rabitz, Copenhagen
Stefan Nilsson, Malmö
Ellen Meijer, Maassluis
Elisabeth, Jarl, Maria & Catarina Nordbladh, Gothenburg
Johan Ling, Gothenburg
Ulf & Catarina Bertilsson, Galltö
John Koch, Aberystwyth, Ceredigion, Wales
Kristian Kristiansen, Gothenburg
Tertia Barnett, Edinburgh
Sophie Bergerbrant, Gothenburg
Anna Wessman, Gothenburg
Kjell Brevik, Hovin
Louise Felding, Velje
Jan Magne Gjerde, Tromsø
Heidrun Stebergløkken, Trondheim
Trond Lødøen, Bergen, Norway
Joachim Goldhahn, Långlöt
Knut Helskog, Tromsø
Christian Horn, Gothenburg
Flemming Kaul, Copenhagen
Ditte Kofod, Aarhus
Lisa-Elen Meyering, Durham
Peter Skoglund, Kalmar
Kalle Sognnes, Trondheim
Magnus Tangen, Fredrikstad
Alberto Marretta & Sara Rinetti, Capo di Ponte
Umberto Sansoni, Capo di Ponte
Elena Man-Estier, Paris
George Nash, Macao, Portugal
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Chapter 3

To Let Mute Stones Speak – on the Becoming of Archaeology

Joakim Goldhahn

Abstract

This article presents some thoughts on the emergence of the archaeological science 
in the 18th century. My starting point is the debate that occurred in the wake of the 
discovery of rock art in the famous Bronze Age cairn Bredarör on Kivik in Scania, 
southern Sweden. Here we find one of the first documented attempts to formulate 
an archaeological method based on the study of prehistory without explicit support 
from historical sources – a brave attempt ‘to let mute stones speak’. The authors 
of this attempt, Anders Forssenius and Sven Lagerbring, introduced an innovative 
comparative dating method and a novel use of distribution maps. Either way, this bold 
attempt to formulate a free-standing archaeological method for the study of prehistory 
did not attain any direct followers, and it was several decades before these methods 
were revisited again.

Keywords: The history of archaeology, Bronze Age, rock art, Archaeological methods, 
Three-Age System, Comparative dating, Distribution maps, Bredarör on Kivik

Introduction

One of the many things that have concerned archaeologists in recent years is when archaeology became 
archaeology, and what it is that defines and characterizes this scientific field of knowledge. In northern 
Europe, we witness different approaches to this quest. It might be fair to differentiate a “Danish” from 
a “Swedish” school. The former habitually explain the birth of archaeology in the admiring light of 
instructed geniuses, such as Christian Jürgensen Thomsen (1788-1865), placing this event in the first half 
of the 19th century (e.g. Hildebrand 1937-1938; Klindt-Jensen 1975; Gräslund 1987; Malmer 1989; 2016; 
Jensen 1992; Rowley-Conwy 2006, 2007; Nicklasson & Petersson 2012). Archaeology was born in 1836, 
motherless, but the father’s name was Thomsen (1836). The latter school are also interested in exploring 
other forms of archaeologies and scholars’ contribution to the formation of this field of knowledge (e.g. 
Svestad 1995; Jensen 2002; Baudou 2004; Nicklasson 2011a; 2011b; 2012; Goldhahn 2013a). The 
Danish school are more favourable, descriptive and inductive while the latter are more candid, analytical 
and theoretical. The Danish school is markedly focused on specific individuals, and keen to point out 
particular excavations as formative for the archaeological field (Fischer & Kristiansen 2002; Kaul 2010). 
The Swedish school, on the other side of Öresund, aims to decentralize individual researchers (Olsen & 
Svestad 1994; Welinder 2003; Goldhahn 2012). It also explores other perceptions of the past, as well as 
how the biographies of specific objects and monuments changed our understanding of the bygone (Olsen 
1991; Svestad 1995; Goldhahn 2013a). Specific exceptions aim to confirm the outlined pattern.
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A question that all actors in this discourse address is what it is that constitutes a scientific field? Is it a 
chronological framework unfettered by written sources? Is it an interest and study of past times through 
material culture? Does it require a distinct methodology? Does it need to have been put into practice? Is 
an explicit theoretical framework needed? Must it have been accepted by other scientists and the rest of 
society?

For some researchers, such as Peter Rowley-Conwy (2006; 2007), these questions are easy to answer. He only 
demands a conceptual understanding of a term or notion that refers to a time before the written word, a time before 
history, a notion about prehistory. The requested concept, in turn, seems primarily to refer to Rowley-Conwy’s 
own sympathetic understanding of the specific term (see Rowley-Conwy 2006 in particular). In short: presentism. 
Rowley-Conwy argues that a concept of prehistory was not formulated until the 19th century. In France, 
Paul Tournal used the term “anté-historique” in 1833, but Rowley-Conwy questioned if he understood 
the meaning of it. The reason for his doubt is not revealed. A similar term “ante-historic” was used in 
1834 in England by H.N. Coleridge in relation to Greek poetry, which Rowley-Conwy dismisses as a 
non-archaeological application of the term. We might question if that seems fair. It was not until 1845 
that Gustav d’Eichthal used the concept “prehistorique” in France, and 1851 that Daniel Wilson used the 
term “prehistoric” in England (Rowley-Conwy 2006: 103–104). The Danes were first. As early as 1834, 
Christian Molbech used the term “forhistorisk”, but he did not have a full understanding of the term 
according to Rowley-Conwy (2006: 106–107). Again, we do not know why. As usual when it comes to the 
Danish school, Thomsen is seen as the architect behind archaeology and the first ever to possess a correct 
understanding of the notion “forhistorisk” (Rowley-Conwy 2006: 110, 115; 2007). No surprises.

A conceptual tactic to solve the question of when archaeology became archaeology is of course anachronistic. 
It denies the idea that other societies and cultures had other concepts and beliefs about the bygone that 
may or may not have been decoded into a formalised practice to understand the past (cf. Schnapp 1996; 
Trigger 2006). It also denies the fact that many people contributed to change the understanding of the past. 
Thomsen did not act in a vacuum. It also divides the actors within this field in righteous and unrighteous 
scholars (cf. Malmer 1989; 2016), which does not help us in our quest to understand how archaeology 
came about. Instead of devoting ourselves to admiration of enlightened geniuses, which on and off is done 
in a naïve spirit of nationalism, or to mirror a better self in past scientists’ achievements (Goldhahn 2012; 
2013b), we ought to focus on the various processes that lead to a changed perception of form about the 
past. 

This article will present such an overlooked contribution from the late 18th century, in this case, some 
overlooked thoughts that originated from an oversized monument, some lost Roman coins and a long 
since forgotten distribution map. Here we will argue that they had relevance for the formation of an 
archaeological practice. The attempt to explain this monument in a new and novel way was formulated in 
the wake of the infected debate that arose after the discovery of rock art in the well-known Bronze Age 
cairn Bredarör on Kivik in Scania in southernmost Sweden (Randsborg 1993; Goldhahn 2013a). In the 
flaming debate about the meaning of these “hieroglyphs”, we find one of the first trials in Northern Europe 
of forming an archaeological methodology with the aim “to let mute stones speak” and to study the past 
without the guidance of historical sources. The minds behind this bold attempt belonged to an eccentric 
professor of history at Lund University and a “witty and genius but also easy-minded and unstable” 
student. We will return to both of them shortly.

The power of the written word

In the beginning, the Bible was doxa for those who wanted to try to understand the past (Trigger 2006). 
However, during the 17th to 19th centuries independent archaeological methods came to be formed first to 
complement and later to replace the power of the written word in studying the oldest history of Man with 
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a capital M (Schnapp 1996). Paradoxically, it was the rediscovery of a number of historical sources in the 
15th to 18th centuries, such as the Roman Publius Cornelius Tacitus’ (c. 58-120) Germania, rediscovered 
1455, and Snorri Sturluson’s (1179-1241) assembly of Old Norse sagas and myths, which created an 
awaking interest that challenged the written word (Baudou 2004; Randsborg 2015). It was especially 
Snorri’s mention of the immigration of Odin, or Wodan, to northern Europe from Asia Minor that hinted 
pre-existed societies and cultures, which were not possible to study through historical sources. In the 
encounter with the ideal of the Enlightenment, something that the German philosopher Immanuel Kant 
(1724-1804) described as “man’s emergence from his self-imposed immaturity”, thoughts of “Ante-Odin 
Times” came to be formulated (Goldhahn 2013a: 53–70); i.e. an idea of a time before the written word 
(e.g. Münter 1803: 292–293; Sjöborg 1830: 145). Shortly thereafter, the question arose how a practice 
could be formulated that allowed “mute stones to speak”. Appropriately enough, northern Europe’s largest 
pile of stones played a major role in this scenario – Bredarör on Kivik (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Gustaf Fredrich Feldt’s documentation of Bredarör from Nils Wessman’s visit to Kivik 1756, 
now at ATA in Stockholm.

Bredarör on Kivik

Our knowledge of Bredarör begins in the light of torches on June 14, 1748 (Goldhahn 2009). It was a 
pleasant and lukewarm summer evening when two local farmers found a “burial vault” in the monumental 
cairn that they had been plundering for stones for the past week. Before daring to enter the vault to see 
what was hidden in the interior of the stone cist, they protected themselves from malicious forces by the 
help of a strike-a-light and a smoke. They stayed all night in the wide cairn.

Their names were Lasse Pärsson and Andreas Sahlberg. The reason they were at this now so renowned 
monument was not to seek treasures. On the contrary, they obviously felt a certain reverence and discomfort 
in defacing the old monument that lay there along the road between the thriving fishing villages Kivik 
and Karakas on the coast of Österlen in Scania (Figure 1). Some people said that horses sometimes 
refused to pass the monument at dusk and dawn. Others had seen flickering flames over the cairn in the 
darkness of the night. As usual with impressive burial monuments, myths about hidden treasures that 
could only be won by art and courage prospered. It was said that a man in full armour had been buried in 
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the monument, together with his horse and a large copper vessel full of gold. Other rumours associated the 
burial monument with hidden treasures from the civil wars in the 17th century (Goldhahn 2013a: 47–52).

Pärsson and Sahlberg were there to collect stones to build stone walls around their arable fields. In the 
evening, they encountered a stone built cist covered by two or three roof slabs. What they found inside 
it, we do not know with full certainty, but we know that they stayed until dawn. It was beyond all reason 
and sense. People in the neighbourhood wondered why and immediately wanted to know what Pärsson 
and Sahlberg had found. Denying did not help. The rumour went from mouth to mouth, and soon the local 
crown commander arrested them. They were suspected of having withheld half the value of the treasure 
from its rightful owners. According to the contemporary law about ancient monuments in Sweden, half the 
value of the treasure should be divided equally between the Royal Majesty and the landowner, the other 
half was allotted the finder, or in this case the finders. Because Bredarör was found on common land, half 
the value of the treasure belonged to the king in accordance with the law. When both of the men continued 
to deny the alleged crime, an Extraordinary Thing was called for at Albo District. The thing took place on 
Kivik between 23 and 25 August 1748 and resulted in the two farmers being put in prison. Just about a 
year later, they could return home as free men but only after they had given holy oaths of their innocence 
(Goldhahn 2013a: 51). 

Carl von Linné’s visit to Kivik
 
Just before Pärsson and Sahlberg were declared innocent from the alleged crime, Bredarör was visited 
by the elevated naturalist Carl von Linné (1707-1778), from now on Linnæus. It was Saturday, May 31, 
1749. A week earlier, Linné had turned 42 years old (Figure 2). Before reaching Kivik on this sunny day, 
he strolled around the beach at Ravlunda, situated a few kilometres north of Kivik. The sea was howling. 
The shifting sands were rough and spoiled his shoes. Here Linnaeus found some pieces of amber which 

Figure 2. A collage of some of the 
persons mentioned in this article. In the 
usual reading order: Carl von Linné – 
Linnæus, Nils Wessman, Nils Brocman 
and Sven Lagerbring. Source: Goldhahn 
2013a.
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allowed him to reflect on “the annual recession of the water and the high level of the sea a few thousand 
years ago, both of which are contested so lividly by the establishment” (Linné 1975: 155, translated 
here). In the find of amber, Linnæus saw evidence of God’s purifying deluge (see also Levertin 1907: 
41).

After collecting some herbs and flowers, Linnaeus came to Kivik, one of the most important fishing 
villages in Scania. After lunch, he visited Bredarör, or “Penninggraven” as Linnæus coined the monument. 
He measured the stone cist, noticing that it had two or three roof slabs, and stated that the cist was situated 
in the centre of a broad cairn (Linné 1975: 158), which also was the local name of the monument. Bredarör 
means “the broad cairn” in Swedish. In his diary, Linnæus noted that the monument had recently been 
disturbed, and that rumours said that Pärsson and Sahlberg found silver but that the evidence for it had 
failed (Goldhahn 2013a: 54). 

The statement testifies how much attention the trial against Pärsson and Sahlberg was given. A strange 
circumstance in this context is that none of the accused and the people who attended the trial at Bredarör, 
or Linnæus for that matter, appeared to have noticed that the cist was decorated with engravings (Figure 
1). The rock art remained unknown for several years.

Natural History – a Divine Science

Linnæus’ attitude to ancient remains was complicated. He noted them most dutifully during his many 
scientific journeys, sometimes with curiosity, but he did not consider conducting any examinations or 
studies (Näsman 2007). The reason is to be found in his Christian worldview (e.g. Blunt 2004). He was 
fulfilled by a humble gratitude of having been granted to follow in God’s footsteps, to be able to learn 
more about His great creation, and to study the wonder created by the Master’s hand.

Linnæus’ perception of cosmos was different from the Renaissance, which stated that the meaning of a 
starfish or thunderbolt was found in the similarity that they exhibit to other similar phenomenon (Svestad 
1995; Schnapp 1996), something which Philippe Descola (2013: 201-231) has labelled analogism. 
Linnæus would instead let the stones speak for themselves. In his worlding, the nature of things revealed 
the greatness of God. Two similar flowers should not be mixed up: a flower with two stamens and a 
pistil was different to a flower with two stamens and two pistils. The unique nature of the flower should 
be determined to honour God’s wonderful creation. God created the earth, plants, animals and humans, 
but he left the classification for Linnæus. In the beginning, it was a holy mission, but in the long run this 
empirical endeavour led to a pronounced desire to explore the world on its own terms. This more empirical 
and rational approach to the world was one of the prerequisites for replacing the Bible’s creation story with 
a worldview built on natural science (Olsen & Svestad 1994; Svestad 1995; Trigger 2006), something that 
the same Descola (2013: 172–200) defined as naturalism.

Linnæus himself had no such ambitions (Blunt 2004). He “thinks biblically, reasons biblically, and writes 
biblically” (Levertin 1907: 38, translated here). In the amber on the beach at Ravlunda, Linnæus saw 
traces of God’s fatherly wrath in the form of a cleansing deluge. In the beauty of the flowers he found 
traces of the Master’s law, a law “forcing people to consider and admire even more of His work” (Linné 
2005: 41, translated here). Linnæus therefore urged all people to “understand with great zeal what God’s 
purpose was when he created the propagation of the species and the protection of the individual” (Linné 
2005: 53, translated here). Linnæus proclaimed that if mankind should live a good and righteous life, she 
would institute it according to the Master’s established law and live in harmony with nature (Linné 2005: 
passim).
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For Linnæus, the science of natural history was a spiritual asylum. By naming and classifying the Master’s 
wonders, Man came closer to God. Natural history was thus “a divine science” (Linné 2005: 57):

“It does not only show us the cause and reason why Man was created, but also the way to 
knowledge about the Creator’s majesty, His almightiness, power, omniscience and mercy, without 
this knowledge Man cannot fully enjoy the benefits to which God has created her [...] Nature gives 
a taste of the serenity of Heaven” (Linné 2005: 59, translated here).

Based on this quote, we can see that the Bible was still the framework of science in the 18th century. It is 
clear that Linnæus thought that mankind should acquire more knowledge of the wonderful diversity of 
creation: “In order to correctly understand the excellence of God’s devices, we should therefore gather 
more accurate observations” (Linné 2005: 63), he writes. Remains of sinful people did not interest him.

Enlightenment

Linnæus’ thoughts on the nature of things are linked to an empirical worldview; what man can see and 
study with the eye, what can be objectively weighed and measured forms the basis for the knowledge of 
the world (Olsen & Svestad 1994; Svestad 1995; Thomas 2004). Anybody could see, count and classify 
a flower’s stamen and pistil. The world was open for the wonder of humans and the wondering humans 
opened up to the world. Without a Linnæus we would never have had any ancient ages or an archaeology 
worth the name.

The scanty observations made by Linnæus at Bredarör should therefore be understood and judged on 
the basis of his Christian faith and worldview. The science of natural history, the divine science, and 
cultural history, the vanity of human beings, should not be mixed up. It would be wicked or even a 
blasphemy. Nevertheless, Linnæus’ scientific endeavour embodies the break between sense and reason, 
which gave name to the 18th century as a cultural historical epoch – the Enlightenment. The aim of this 
movement was to demystify the world (Outram 2013; Ferrone 2015; see also Lindroth 1978; Östling 
1992; Frängsmyr 2006). The Bible, the Cross and the Church were replaced by the printing press, cannons 
and compasses. According to Kant, the enlightenment sought to declare man’s unlimited freedom to use 
her own understanding and reason in exploring the world. The goal was to replace myths and disbelief 
by truth and knowledge, prejudices by reason, oppression should be replaced by tolerance and ultimately 
religion should be replaced by science. Man’s ability to think would advise and guide her out of the 
darkness of the Middle Ages.

“Ante-Odin Times”

The 18th century was a time of advancement. Through world-wide exploration, new worlds and cultures 
were discovered. Most of them were not mentioned in the Bible. With an expanding world, the curiosity 
about the nature of humankind was revealed, but also about the true nature of the world. Through empirical 
studies and with a reasoning mind as a guiding star, the Enlightenment was challenging the Church and the 
creation story of the Bible. The withdrawal of the sea, that Linnæus found proof of in the form of amber 
on the beach below Ravlunda, could soon be explained as a land uplift. Empirical measurements could 
easily be repeated, and the land uplift was soon explained by a gigantic ice sheet that pushed down the 
earth’s crust during the last ice age. Once the ice was gone, the land rose again. The evidence for this was 
that the “drainage from the deluge” occurred at varied rates in different parts of northern Europe. All of 
this could be witness by people with their own eyes. And what was even better, these empirical studies 
could be repeated, time after time. The results were the same. The conclusion was given and the theory of 
a water drain and a deluge was replaced by a land elevation theory (Nordlund 2001; Ekman 2006; 2013).
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The distinctive position of the Church and the historical truth of the Bible were challenged in other ways, 
inter alia through the discovery of new historical sources. The rediscovery of Tacitus’ Germania, dated 
to around AD 98, in 1455 contributed, for example, to an increasing interest in ancient customs and 
practices in northern Europe (Baudou 2004; Randsborg 2015). The discovery of a variety of Icelandic 
tales came in the same way to help draw a Bible-free and, in more than one way, a more vivid picture of 
the Nordic countries’ history before Christianity was introduced around AD 1000. Particularly important 
was Professor Arne Magnusson’s testamentary donation of Icelandic Sagas and Eddas, a total of 1550 
volumes, to Copenhagen University in 1756. At the same time, a large amount of money was donated to 
translate these works. It would take more than 20 years to complete this task, but the result was that the 
interest of the past increased within the learned layers of society (Goldhahn 2013a: 53–92). 

Ancient times came alive and began to form ideals. The Norse Eddas and Sagas compiled by Sturluson 
and others gave clues to a lost indigenous creation story, but also shed some light on the oldest history and 
mythology of Scandinavian countries. It conveyed stories about legendary kings and heroes, about heathen 
gods and goddesses, but also about giants, elves, and dwarfs (Clunies Ross 1994). Special importance 
was given to Snorri’s declaration that Odin immigrated to Scandinavia from Asia Minor and that the 
prevailing gods – the Vanir – were defeated and submerged by the Æsir. In the earliest times, as told by 
Snorri, there was a “Kumbl Age” (Swe. Kumbelålder) when the dead were buried in cairns. This epoch 
had been followed by an “Age of burning” (Swe. Brännålder) when the dead were cremated, which had 
since been replaced by a “Barrow Age” (Swe. Högålder) when the people were interred in barrows and 
mounds. After that, Christianity had been introduced and thereafter the written word unwound the history 
until today.

It did not take long before learned antiquarians realized that each of these epochs had left traces in the form 
of objects and monuments, traces that could still be found or studied in the landscape. Snorri’s writings 
about the Scandinavian people even spoke of a time before the immigration of Odin, a time before history; 
it spoke of – “Ante-Odin Ages” (e.g. Münter 1803; Sjöborg 1797; 1815; 1830). The question of how these 
ages could be studied and investigated in the present without the written word was thus aroused, but far 
from resolved.

The idea of the existence of other worlds and times when other ideals govern mankind than those described 
in the Bible aroused both wonder and astonishment. With Linnæus as a bright guiding star, many of his 
disciples embarked on worldwide odysseys to detect and classify God’s wonderful creation (Sörlin & 
Fagerstedt 2004; Ehrensvärd & Cormack 2010). Per Kalm (1716-1769) travelled to Russia, Ukraine and 
North America; Per Osbeck (1723-1805) went to China and Java; Daniel Solander (1733-1782) followed 
Captain Cook to the end of the world and back again; Anders Sparrman (1748-1820) went to Africa and 
there he performed one of the oldest documented excavations on this continent; Carl Petter Thunberg 
(1743-1828) travelled to Java, Ceylon and Japan, and so on. Many of Linnæus’ disciples died during their 
demanding journeys.

When Kilian Stobaeus (1690-1742), one of Linnæus’ most influential teacher at Lund University, 
compared stone axes retrieved from the Pacific with similar axes found in Scania, he could not reach any 
other conclusion than understanding these “thunderbolts” or “Thor-twigs” as made by humans (Fehrman 
& Westling 1993; Stjernquist 2005). Who these people were, was not so easy to detect however, all that 
he could conclude was that they were not mentioned in the Bible nor in any other historical sources. But 
the axes were there and suddenly they demanded an explanation. Only humans themselves could answer 
these questions. 

What we see here is some of the many seeds that led up to the formation of the archaeological field and 
a world described and defined by natural sciences – naturalism. When people were empowered by their 
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own reason as a guiding light, folklore and heresy could easily be identified and dismissed through logical 
thinking and arguments. Enthralling witches, whether they drowned, floated or fled, were soon declared as 
a wild erotic fantasy. The time of the infidels was ending. 

Less adventurous disciples of Linnæus remained at home to conduct less adventurously exploration 
journeys in Sweden. Some of them even began to explore the traces of Snorri’s Kumbl, Burning and 
Barrow Ages (Nordbladh 1997; 2006; Jensen 2002; Kaul 2010; Nicklasson 2011a; 2011b; 2012). Like 
the discovery of new remote continents and cultures, the traces in the landscape could provide clues to 
unknown worlds and epochs. Some of Linnæus’ disciples came to visit Bredarör on Kivik.

Thesis – Nils Wessman finds a Roman triumphal

Nils Wessman (1712-1763) is usually celebrated as the one who discovered the enigmatic rock engravings 
on the cist slabs from Bredarör (Nordén 1942; Randsborg 1993). For all we know, this happened in October 
1756, eight years after Pärsson and Sahlberg spent a night in the vault of Bredarör. Wessman was very 
pleased with his discovery. When he had his portrait painted six years later, in 1762, we encounter a stylish 
healthy man in his best years. Wessman is wearing a light blue jacket. In the background, we discern an 
unknown documentation of slab 7 from Bredarör, which according to Wessman depicts a Roman triumph. 
The message cannot be missed – here we have the discoverer of the famous rock art from Bredarör (Figure 
2). In fact, the portrait depicts a marked man, and Wessman died soon afterwards at the age of 51.

The purpose of Wessman’s visit to Scania and Kivik was to carry out an antiquarian topographical journey 
to the Danish counties that became Swedish in 1658. The goal was to complete Erik Dahlbergh’s (1660-
1703) unfinished large-scale Suecia Antiqua et hodernia, a nationalistic book project that aimed to glorify 
Sweden in the past as well as in the present. The principal sponsor was the Swedish state, Riksens Ständer. 
The estimated cost was 2000 daler, which was considered sufficient for a two-year long research trip 
(Schück 1936).

The assignment went to Wessman, who was then a translator and assessor at the Swedish Antiquity 
Archives in Stockholm, partly because he was Scanian by birth and partly because he had studied at 
Lund University. In addition, he had already produced an antiquarian description of Scania. The choice 
of Wessman for this assignment was controversial. He was known as a phlegmatic man who did not think 
much of work. He was known to hang out at bars and restaurants, tell ghost-stories from Scania and 
gossip. He enjoyed life, was keen to gamble and drink beer with good friends (Goldhahn 2013a: 62–70). 
On top of that “he was of medium height, used his own hair and was somewhat chubby” (Schück 1936: 
442, translated here).

Pressure from prominent friends in the right places made an impact and Wessman was able to begin his 
antiquarian journey. Prior to departure, he had, at his own expense, hired the artist Gustaf Fredrich Feldt 
(1729-1787) who held an unpaid position at the Swedish army. The party left Stockholm on August 22, 
1756, arriving in Kristianstad in northern Scania in early October. There, Wessman met the Commander of 
the Swea Order and Governor of Kristianstad County, Baron Christian Barnekow (1694-1762). By virtue 
of his office, Barnekow was previously familiar with Bredarör. He had probably attended the trial against 
Pärsson and Sahlberg in 1748. There is much to suggest that it was Barnekow, renowned for his dedicated 
care of ancient monuments, who had led the first restoration of Bredarör after the trial of 1748.

According to reliable historical sources, Barnekow sent a “rough” documentation of the engravings from 
Bredarör to colleagues at Lund University in 1752 or 1753 (Forssenius 1780; 1938, 13). This was before 
Wessman visited Kivik, which suggests that the engravings were already known by Barnekow, but this 
document has never been found. The knowledge of the rock art is also implicitly hinted by Wessman 
in his travel report that was printed in 1758 in the journal Den Swenska Mercurius. Here he states that 
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Barnekow “gave me information about a strange tomb in Albo District and Mjälby parish” (Wessman 
1758, 1312–1313, translated here). Nevertheless, through Wessman’s printed report from 1758, the rock 
art from Bredarör became known to a wider audience. 

On Feldt’s highly idealized copperplate engravings from this historical occasion, the landscape perspective 
is distorted (Figure 1). The cairn is enormous and obviously oversized. We see that the company travelled 
comfortably in a barouche pulled by six adorned horses. Their clothing is impeccable. Probably the 
persons seen in conversation on the cairn are Wessman and Barnekow. The governor stands to the left 
and Wessman, who was “of medium height, used his own hair and was somewhat chubby”, stands to the 
right. The monument seems quite intact. At the centre of the monument, by the stone cist, we see some 
men studying the newly found engravings. To the right in the picture we can see Äsperöd manor. Horses, 
sheep and pigs graze peacefully. Activities at sea were intensive. Several boats are hauling in fishing 
nets. The newly discovered rock art images are inserted in the right-hand corner of the image, where the 
assessor’s significant discovery is announced in Latin. Feldt also depicted himself in his drawing for future 
generations to enjoy. In the bottom centre of the picture we see him busy creating his drawing (Figure 1). 

Feldt also conducted a documentation of the rock art during this visit to Kivik (Figure 3). The slabs in the 
stone cist seem to be of similar size, which is not the case. Nevertheless, the engraved images are quite 
easy to recognize. We see that slab 8 was already damaged in its upper left corner. Some of the depicted 
people wear hats and clothes, others are depicted naked. On slab 7, the horses are decorated and Feldt also 
depicts a frog (?) and a winged fabled animal (!). Slab 6 is depicted fairly straightforward while slab 5 
reproduces a contemporary standard. Slab 4 is better documented, but both the ornamentation and horse 
motif on slab 3, which still stand out as very clear today, depict some indistinctive lines and waves. Slab 
2 and 1 are schematically reproduced (Figure 3). With the guidance of the war-chariot depicted on slab 
7, Wessman interpreted the engravings as a depiction of a Roman triumphal ceremony (Wessman 1758: 
1312–1313).

Figure 3. Gustaf Fredrich Feldt’s documentation of the rock engravings in Bredarör from 
Wessman’s visit to Kivik 1756, now at ATA in Stockholm.

On March 10, 1758, Wessman was back in Stockholm. He had exceeded his expenses and he was in debt. 
As on previous occasions he had a hard time delivering any credible account of his antiquarian journey. 
The case did not get better when his health deteriorated. His antiquarian report only comprised Figure 3. 
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Gustaf Fredrich Feldt’s documentation of the rock engravings in Bredarör from Wessman’s visit to Kivik 
1756, now at ATA in Stockholm. only comprised seven pages, which prompted his contractor to request 
an in-depth statement of the actual outcome of the journey. Had the assets been appropriately spent for the 
benefit of the Swedish State? The phlegmatic Wessman was unable to fulfil his duties. He died five years 
later without publishing any more profound account of his remarkable findings.

Antithesis – Nils Brocman and Sigurd Jorsalafarare

The next antiquarian to visit Bredarör on Kivik, who we can follow through preserved documents, was Nils 
Reinhold Brocman (1731-1770). He visited Bredarör on September 13, 1764 (Schück 1936). Brocman 
was employed, in competition with Wessman, as an amanuensis at the Swedish Antiquity Archives in 1760 
(Figure 2). He spent his short time here on earth studying subjects such as runic inscriptions, numismatics, 
the history of Swedish psalm books, and medieval seals and heraldry. He was particularly interested 
in the Icelandic Sagas (Schück 1936; Friedlaender 1970). In 1762, he published a Swedish edition of 
Ingvar Vidtfarnes Saga that raised great interest. With support of historical sources about this fatal Viking 
expedition he suggested that there were no runic-stones in Sweden that were older than the introduction 
of Christianity. Wessman, who with some right was displeased with the employment of Brocman at the 
Antiquity Archives, became furious and openly accused him of State treason!

According to his own statement, it was Wessman’s description in Den Swenska Mercurius from 1758 
that prompted Brocman to make a trip to Kivik (Schück 1936: 486–488). Brocman met Wessman and 
Feldt in Lund in the autumn of 1757. There he had been told about the remarkable monument and shown 
documents of the strange engraved hieroglyphs from Bredarör. Wessman had passed away. Before his 
journey, Brocman met with Feldt in Stockholm and from him he borrowed the documentation from 
Wessman’s visit 1756. However, it is apparent from Brocman’s own account that he left these documents 
in Stockholm, which he came to regret. Brocman was mostly occupied by the alleged Roman triumphal 
march, which Wessman said was depicted in Bredarör on slab 7. Could it be true? As a son of the

Figure 4. Nils Brocman’s documentation of the engraved slabs in Bredarör from his visit 
to Kivik in 1764, now at ATA in Stockholm. 
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Enlightenment, Brocman was sceptical. It is well known that there are no reliable historical sources that 
mention any such visit to Scania by the Romans (Randsborg 2015). Wessman’s lofty interpretation was to 
be put to the test and Brocman conducted a thorough review of the engravings on slab 7. Where Wessman 
found a Roman triumph, the more articulated sceptic only found some diffuse waves or lines (Figure 4).

In order to contest Wessman’s thesis, Brocman sought support from Sturluson who mentions the ravages 
of the Norwegian king Sigurd Jorslafar along the east coast of Scania during the first half of the 11th 
century. Special importance was given to slabs 1 and 2 with engraved boat motifs (Figure 4). Brocman 
also brought attention to some finds of “Norwegian axes” that were made in the vicinity according to local 
farmers, which looked similar to the depicted axes on slab 1. This is the first time we have indications 
for some form of comparative dating of rock art images in northern Europe. However, Brocman does 
not provide any documentation in support of this new dating methodology. These considerations made 
Brocman interpret Bredarör as the burial monument of some of king Sigurd Jorsalafar’s fallen men 
during his ravages along the Scanian coast. In support of his interpretation, Brocman again referred to the 
introduction of Christianity (Schück 1936: 486-488).

Of this, we should only state that Brocman wanted to keep his interpretation of Bredarör in line with 
established historical documents; this was accompanied by his reason rather than resolving speculations 
about visits of Romans that no one except Wessman had heard of. From this we learn that historical 
sources, such as the Icelandic Sagas, were the main line of justification for the Enlightenment attempts 
to approach the past (e.g. Sjöborg 1797, see Jensen 2002). Brocman’s antithesis should thus be seen 
as a source-critical account against Wessman’s Roman thesis, which attempted to circumvent the firm 
testimony of historical sources.

Synthesis – Monumentum Kiwikensi

As we have seen above, two separate but related stories about Bredarör on Kivik unfolded as early as 
in the 1750s and 1760s. Wessman who sought long-distance and exotic explanations for the monument 
represents one of these stories. Brocman who tried to understand Bredarör from a more local and regional 
perspective represented another story. Even though both stories mainly were based on the written word, 
they can be said to represent each other’s antipodes. These stories represent a common thread among 
different attempts that have been made over time to understand this mythical monument (Goldhahn 
2013a). The exotic narrative can be said to provide an outlet for our pure imagination and wonders about 
the past (e.g. Nilsson 1862–1865; 1872; 1875; Randsborg 1993; Kristiansen & Larsson 2005). The more 
simple and unpretentious story seems more sensible but somewhat limited (e.g. Nordén 1942; Welinder 
1974; Burenhult 1980; Malmer 1981; Skoglund 2005, 2016).

The dispute about how Bredarör should be understood was given new nutrition in 1780 through the 
influence of Sven Lagerbring (1707-1787). Lagerbring, a professor of history at Lund University, was 
a very well-known and influential person in his lifetime (Figure 2). He is perhaps most famous as the 
author of one of the first historical overviews of the history of Sweden in Swedish, Svea Rikes Historia 
which was published between 1769 and 1783. As a historian, Lagerbring followed the ideals of the 
Enlightenment. His work and deeds are considered to have laid the foundation for the source-critical 
research tradition in Swedish history writing (Wallette 2005; 2009a; 2009b). Many of his works were 
written in a remarkable archaic and high-flown style. His texts, however, are often spiced up with laconic 
and ironic understatements.

As a historian, Lagerbring was very interested and occupied with the early history of Scania. He published 
a series of dissertations and historical records on the subject under the title Monumenta Scanensia. In 
1780, it was Bredarör’s turn. He assigned the dissertation, which in reality was written by Lagerbring 
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himself with smaller additions and contributions by the student (see Fehrman & Westling 1993), to Anders 
Forssenius (1762-1805); the nephew of the famous bishop of Skara with the same name. Forssenius is 
described in contemporary sources as a student that was “witty and genius but also easy-minded and 
unstable” (Wilstadius 1938: 5, translated here). After his dissertation, he served as a lawyer and commander 
in the Jösse District in Värmland. He was dismissed shortly after he was appointment and was thereafter 
known as a cavalier and vagabond (Wilstadius 1938: 6). He died, sick and miserable, 43 years old at a 
home for the poor in Vänersborg.

The dissertation was written in Latin and entitled Specimen Historicum de Monumento Kivikensi 
(Forssenius 1780; 1938). The dissertation was presented under the subject of ancient history. At first 
glance, Forssenius’s dissertation clearly refers to Wessman’s theory that the engravings from Bredarör 
depict a Roman triumph (e.g. Nordén 1942; Randsborg 1993). Again, the engravings on slabs 7 and 8 were 
given most attention (Figure 5). Forssenius considered that a windswept disorientated Roman fleet landed 
on Kivik, after which “men as well as women rushed down from all directions to push back the strangers 
and unwelcome guests” (Forssenius 1938: 31, translated here). After a hard and vicious battle against the 
“Natives”, the Roman force went victorious from the battle. They captured both men and women. The 
Kivik monument was considered to commemorate a fallen mighty intruder and Roman ruler (Forssenius 
1938: 31).

Figure 5. Carl Gustav Gottfried Hilfeling’s documentation of the rock engravings 
in Bredarör from his visit to Kivik 1755, now in HM The Queen’s Reference Library in 
Copenhagen, H. M. Dronningens Håndbibliotek.

“To let mute stones speak”

At first, Forssenius’s disputation can be seen as a return to Wessman’s exotic Roman interpretation, 
but it added something new. Forssenius claimed archaeological sources in support of his interpretation. 
At the start of his dissertation, Forssenius, or to be more precise Forssenius and Lagerbring, state that 
some researchers avoid studying the past because of lack of proper historical sources, others spend time 
speculating and creating stories and yarns nobody believes, some stranger than others (Forssenius 1938: 
11). As an alternative, they suggested a “middle way”; they go on to paraphrase Linnæus when they argue 
that we ought “to let mute stones speak” (Forssenius 1938: 32, translated here).
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What constituted such a “middle way”? In their dissertation, the authors state that the absence of runes in 
Bredarör suggests an early date. It excludes a time frame articulated through Icelandic Sagas. Instead the 
searchlight wandered off to classic sources such as Pliny the Elder’s Natural History. In book 37 chapter 
11 (3) he states that amber is a product of the islands of the Northern Ocean (Forssenius 1938: 35). The 
role of amber was crucial for Forssenius and Lagerbring, and they sought to support their middle way 
by referring to the find of seven Roman coins at Ravlunda Lund, situated just north of Kivik. Since the 
prefix rav- means amber in Danish, the connection to Pliny the Elder’s amber islands becomes plausible. 
The thesis revitalised Wessman’s interpretation of Bredarör as a depiction of a Roman triumph. After 
substantial references to classical sources concerning these events, the thesis presents a novel comparative 
dating, resting on the resemblance between the iconography on Roman coins with chariot motifs, probably 
used in triumphal ceremonies, and the depicted war chariot on slab 7 from Bredarör (Figure 6). The thesis 
explicitly refers to three coins, one coin of Septimius Severus (145-211), who governed Rome between 
193 and 211, and two coins that celebrate his mother Faustina (130-175/176). Through this bold and 
innovative methodology, Forssenius and Lagerbring argued that the age of Bredarör should be set to 
the second century AD (Forssenius 1938: 35), a time before historical sources were present in northern 
Europe. 

Figure 6. Roman coins from Ravlunda of Septimius Severus (above) and Faustina (below) 
claimed in Forssenius and Lagerbring’s dissertation to support a comparative dating of 
Bredarör on Kivik to the second century AD. Source: Wikipedia Commons. 

According to my knowledge, this is one of the first sincere attempts to formulate a comparative methodology 
for setting objects and monuments in a time and place through studies without explicit support of written 
sources – “Ante-Odin times” (Figure 6). The dissertation formulates a new and golden middle way that 
points towards a new independent archaeological methodology to investigate the past, a methodology that 
enables mute stones to speak. 

Forssenius and Lagerbring’s dissertation featured two new interesting documentations of Bredarör 
conducted by Carl Gustav Gottfried Hilfeling (1740-1823), a well-known antiquarian with extensive 
experience in documenting ancient monuments and finds (Nordbladh 1997). The latter visited Kivik on 
his trip to Scania in 1775, a journey that was initiated on behalf of the Danish antiquarian and historian 
Jacob Langebek (1710-1775). One of the documents show the engraved images (Figure 5), the other the 
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Figure 7. Carl Gustav Gottfried Hilfeling’s documentation of the engraved slabs from 
Bredarör from his visit in 1775, now in HM The Queen’s Reference Library in Copenhagen, 
H. M. Dronningens Håndbibliotek.

decorated cist from South-Southeast (Figure 7). Most images are fairly accurately reproduced with the 
exception of slab 2, which Hilfeling seemed to have had difficulty in deciphering (Figure 5). 

Both these documentations are well known and often discussed by the research community (e.g. Nordén 
1942; Randsborg 1993), and are also reproduced in guide books about Bredarör and as postcards. This 
is partly grounded in the fact that this is the last documentation of slab 1 (Figures 5, 7), a slab that was 
removed from Bredarör during the 1790s (Goldhahn 2013a). Its fame is also based in the fact that most 
researchers have argued that the depicted axes on slab 1 are the images from the stone cist that are the 
easiest to date (e.g. Nordén 1942; Welinder 1974; Malmer 1981; Randsborg 1993; Kristiansen & Larsson 
2005). The latter relationship is peculiar, not least since no trained archaeologist has ever examined these 
engravings (Goldhahn 2013a).

Another of Hilfeling’s documents from his trips to Kivik is less known, like the map he made of the area 
on his second antiquarian journey in Scania in 1777. Forssenius and Lagerbring probably commissioned 
the map in preparation for their dissertation. It depicts Albo District (Swe. härad) and its churches from 
an interesting bird’s eye-view facing Kivik from the sea (Figure 8). The shoreline runs across the map. To 
the left we find “Steens Hufvud” and “Lilla Sten”, two distinctive topographic features that are still used 
today by private and professional seafarers. On the previous peak, we see a megalith burial marked out as 
“Jette Stugan”, which can be translated as “the Giant’s cottage”. To the right of Lilla Sten we find Äsperöd 
mansion. In the middle of the map we see the fishing village Kivik, further to the right the picturesque 
“Hwite Mölle”, and to the far right “Ravlunda Lund” where Linnæus found his amber during his visit in 
1749. In addition to these orientation points, Hilfeling has written down the names of all the vicars in Albo 
District, who were his informants. To the right we find the explanation for the signs he used making the 
map, such as places where old coins have been found, etc. 
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Figure 8. Carl Gustav Gottfried Hilfeling’s map of Albo from his visit to Kivik in 1777, now 
in Collectio Rönbeckiana at Lund University Library.

Bredarör is marked out and situated just to the left of Kivik (Figure 8). The map also marks out and names 
a long row of prehistoric remains and monuments, some that have been lost and destroyed in modern 
times, such as Bronze Age cairns named “Marle rör”, “Höÿe rör” and “Söle rör”. Other cairns did not 
have any known name to Hilfeling’s informants but are marked out between Vitaby and Vitemölle. Here 
we also find a few Bronze Age barrows named after legendary kings, such as “K. Svartings hög”, “Kg 
Frode hög”, and “Dronning Steen”. The faint remains of a medieval fishing place are marked out between 
“Kiwik” and “Hwite Mölle”. The same applies to a hoard of Viking Age coins that was found in 1775 
between “Hielmare” and “Hvitabÿ”. It contained 127 German, Danish and English silver coins dated to 
the late Viking era, e.g. the first half of the 11th century AD (Galster 1939).

Of paramount importance for this context is that Hilfeling marked out the find spots for a series of Roman 
coins (Figure 8). At the bottom of the map to the right it is stated, among other things, that seven Roman 
coins were found at Ravlunda Lund. These are the same coins that are referred to in Forssenius and 
Lagerbring’s dissertation from 1780. It can be argued, most likely with great certainty, that it was the latter 
finds that made Lagerbring order the map to be made by Hilfeling in 1777. This is strengthened through 
the active references to the map in the dissertation (Forssenius 1780; 1938). It was the indicated coins on 
the map that led Forssenius and Lagerbring to formulate their innovative comparative dating of Bredarör 
to the second century AD. Besides the comparative dating, we can thereby also add the active and novel 
use of distribution maps to their innovative methodological tool kit. 
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Discussions and conclusions

With Forssenius’ dissertation Specimen Historicum de Monumento Kivikensi from 1780 and through 
Lagerbring’s cultural capital, the fame of Bredarör began. It soon became one of northern Europe’s most 
discussed and controversial ancient monuments, an epithet still valid today (Goldhahn 2013a). Forssenius 
and Lagerbring’s dissertation presents two innovative methodologies. Later on in the 19th century, 
these became crucial in creating a demarcation line between archaeology and other related academic 
disciplines: comparative dating and distribution maps. These methodologies were put into active use in the 
suggested dating of Bredarör to the second century AD and to “Ante-Odin Times”, that is, a time before 
historical sources can inform us about human beings’ history and culture in northern Europe. Forssenius 
and Lagerbring supported their dating on three arguments. Their first argument rested on historical sources 
such as Pliny the Elder who refers to amber islands in the Germanic Sea. This argument can be said to 
function as a safeguard against people that would reject any accounts on the past without proper historical 
sources. Their second argument was a courageous and innovative comparative analysis and dating of 
the depicted wagon motif in Bredarör and similar depictions on Roman coins (Figures 5, 6). Their third 
argument was the distribution map of monuments and finds in Albo District, not least the seven Roman 
coins found at “Ravlunda Lund” (Figure 8). Maybe the prefix in the place name Ravlunda should be 
added as a fourth argument here, though rav means amber in Danish, but that is only implicitly stated in 
Forssenius and Lagerbring’s dissertation.

Forssenius and Lagerbring’s keen and bold attempt “to let mute stones speak” is almost unknown among 
researchers who have shown an interest in the history of archaeology. It is not mentioned in any of the 
numerous overviews aimed to explore and present thoughts on the formation of a modern archaeological 
science (Hildebrand 1937-1938; Klindt-Jensen 1975; Gräslund 1987; Jensen 1992; Svestad 1995; Jensen 
2002; Baudou 2004; Stjernquist 2005; Rowley-Conwy 2006; 2007). Bronze Age and rock art scholars 
dealing with Bredarör on Kivik have furthermore misunderstood its purpose and goals, and, not least, 
the innovative methodology of the dissertation (see Nordén 1942; Randsborg 1993). The main reason for 
these misunderstandings is likely to be that the dissertation in question is rare, only a few copies exist, and 
that it is written in Latin, a language that few contemporary academics master. The fact that the Swedish 
translation of Forssenius and Lagerbring’s dissertation produced by Wilstadius in 1938 is regarded as a 
collector’s rarity, printed privately and in few copies, has not helped.

A contributing reason for the outlined relationship is that Hilfeling’s documentations of the decorated cist 
and his distribution map over Albo District ended up in different collections. The Danish historian Langebek 
commissioned his well-known documentation of the rock art and of the missing slab 1 in 1775 (Figures 5, 
7), while Lagerbring probably ordered the map in 1777 in preparation for the coming dissertation (Figure 
8). The previous documents eventually ended up in HM The Queen’s Reference Library in Copenhagen, 
H. M. Dronningens Håndbibliotek. Both are well known by the research community and incorporated 
in most publications about Bredarör. Hilfeling’s map of Albo District from 1777, on the other hand, is 
totally unknown, and its importance for the history of archaeology has only been brought to our attention 
quite recently (Goldhahn 2013a). After the dissertation, it was kept by Lagerbring and after his death it 
was handed over to his heirs and was thereafter lost a few generations before it was included in Collectio 
Rönbeckiana at Lund University Library. 

A contributing circumstance to this situation is that there was no successor to continue Forssenius and 
Lagerbring’s attempt to let mute stones speak (Stjernquist 2005; Nicklasson 2012). Lagerbring carried 
on with his research about Swedish history while Forssenius ended up in Värmland as a cavalier and 
vagabond. He died young and under non-gratifying circumstances. The latter makes me suspect that it 
was Forsennius’ “witty genius” that was the main promoter behind the innovative methodologies that were 
presented in Specimen Historicum de Monumento Kivikensi.
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Forssenius and Lagerbring’s dissertation formulates two important methodological principles for 
an archaeological science that aims “to let mute stones speak”. The first was the comparative dating 
method, the other was the use of distribution maps. However, history teaches us that it was not enough to 
distinguish and establish an archaeological field distinctive from other related academic disciplines. More 
complementary methodologies were needed before it happened. Other researchers contributed insights 
into the importance of stratigraphical observations and analyses (Kaul 2010; Nicklasson 2011b), and the 
need of find combinations and style analyses (Thomsen 1836; Montelius 1885; 1986), all of which have 
been noted earlier in studies on the history of archaeology. It took almost 100 years after Forssenius and 
Lagerbring’s dissertation before all of the above-mentioned methodologies were in place in the same 
toolbox and archaeology had been established as an academic field vis-à-vis other adjacent disciplines 
(Baudou 2004; 2012). To highlight singular geniuses as both the cause and effect in this intricate process 
does not make us wiser. It serves other purposes, national pride being one and the wish to mirror your 
better self in other enlightened beings another; but that is, as the saying goes, a completely different story.
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