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Abstract

This qualitative study was conducted to explore the impact of COVID-19 on
Faroese school leadership with a view to identifying challenges faced by leaders and
to assess the efficacy of their crisis leadership in enabling a positive learning-teaching
environment. The findings indicated that the challenges comprised teacher self-
efficacy issues in teacher ability to adopt Information Communication Technology
(ICT) to fulfill student learning outcomes, ensuring student participation and safe
learning environments, teacher and leader emotional/psychological burdens and
hygiene logistics. Faroese crisis leadership exhibited proactive support for teachers,
helped with online teaching, offered channels of open, meaningful communication,
supported teachers through active listening, accepted teacher feedback, and showed
an inclusive approach to managing teaching. School leaders appeared to have stepped
up to the challenge despite the crisis testing the resilience of staff, students and
themselves. They reflected on what COVID-19 has taught them and have grasped the
significance of the human element in crisis management. The Faroese school system
may require an established framework from the National Board of Education to cope
with future crisis to ensure a responsive instead of a reactive approach to maintaining
core competences of schools in a challenging environment.

Urtak

Henda kvalitativa kanningin vard gjgrd fyri at kanna avirkanina av COVID-19 &
fgroyskar skulaleidslur vio at eydomerkja avbjoédingar hja leidarunum og meta um
nytsluna av leidsluheaettum undir kreppu til at skapa eitt fremjandi undirvisingar- og
leeruumhvgrvi. Kanningarurslitini vistu, at avbjédingarnar fevndu um trupulleikar hja
leerarum at tillaga seg til tey kunningartgkniligu ambodini fyri at rgkka laeruur-
tgkunum hja naemingunum, at tryggja luttgku { undirvisingini og at skapa eitt trygt
leeruumhvgrvi, umframt at rgkta kensluligar ella salarligar avbjédingar millum
leerarar og leidarar. Fgroysk kreppuleidsla syndi framfusan studul til leerarar, veitti
hjalp vid fjarundirvising, gav mgguleika fyri opnum samskifti, studladi leerarum vio at
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lurta aktivt, toku imoti afturmeldingum fra leerarum og nytti eina inkluderandi
tilgongd vid handfaringina av leerarum. Skulaleidarar toktust at hava tak a stgduni
hoéast kreppan avbj6dadi motstgdufgrinum hja starvsfolkum, neemingum, leerarum og
teimum sjalvum. Teir hugleiddu um, hvat COVID-19 hevdi leert teir, og skiltu
tydningin av ti menniskjaliga partinum { kreppuleidslu. Fyri at kunna standa imoti
framtidar kreppum kann tann fgroyska skulaskipanin hava tgrv 4 fgstum kgrmum fra
Undirvisingarstyrinum fyri at tryggja eina skipada, heldur enn reaktiva, tilgongd til at
rgkja kjarnufgrleikarnar hja skdlum i einum avbjédandi umhvgrvi.

Keywords: Covid-19, Faroe Islands, Compulsory Schools, School leadership, School
Crisis leadership, Teacher Challenges

1 Introduction

This COVID-19 crisis is distinctive in its influence in modern societies, perhaps
hitherto not so aware of their vulnerability. Seldom has change been so sudden and the
teacher-student environments been so affected. The crisis brought about change to the
teaching and learning environment of the compulsory education school system in The
Faroe Islands. It required them to adapt to delivering different modes of education with
minimal preparation. Given the abrupt onset of COVID-19, in lieu of well-planned and
structured courses, schools went online or adopted the home-schooling model dictated
by expediency and convenience and not by informed advanced planning and decision-
making.

As change cannot be incremental or anchored in this COVID-19 pandemic, the role of
the school leaders in coping with sudden change and functioning optimally is crucial in
building confidence in their teachers that they are capable of providing leadership. The
schools in The Faroe Islands began shutting down on March 12, 2020, and teaching went
online within a few days. This study was launched on April 6,2020, soon after the COVID-
19 crisis made its unforeseen impact, and the survey deadline for the leaders was April
30, 2020. The interviews were subsequently requested on May 5 and completed by June
3, 2020. The rarity of this situation, brought about by external factors, makes it suitable
for research aiming to identify some trends regarding the role of school leadership in
crisis.

School leaders have to deliver the aims and objectives laid down by the Ministry of
Education with minimal negative consequences for all. “There is no neat blueprint for
leadership in such times, no pre-determined roadmap, no simple leadership checklist of
things to tick off” (Harris, 2020). School leaders need to deal with the present, with focus
on the future and establish the best possible teaching and learning environment, and
student learning outcomes (Australian Institute for Teaching and School Leadership
Limited, 2020).
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2 Rationale

In a crisis, planning and implementation are near simultaneous instead of being
sequential. During such times, active leadership is required to craft contingency
management action with focus on enabling the fulfilment of the strategic goals of the
organisation. Therefore, school principals, vice principals, head and solo teachers (solo
teacher playing leadership role in very small schools and is the only teacher) need aclear
emergency strategy to empower teaching and learning.

The study aimed to firstly identify the challenges Faroese school leadership faced in
coping with the sudden, unplanned change COVID-19 brought, and secondly, to identify
tendencies that may allow insight into the crisis leadership of Faroese school leaders in
empowering teachers to ensure a robust learning-teaching environment during the crisis.
To arrive at the relevant findings, the research questions posed were: What were the
challenges faced by the school leadership in coping with the impact of COVID-19, and
what aspects of crisis leadership and decision-making were evident in their actions in
facilitating teaching?

The analysis is based on the cognitions of school leaders elicited through their self-
reflection in response to the various issues raised in the survey to offer insight into leader
actions. The questionnaire offered them scope to contemplate, describe and account for
their response to the crisis in the relevant areas focused on in the research questions. The
tenets of crisis leadership were identified and used as a benchmark to evaluate Faroese
leadership performance.

3 Theoretical Underpinnings

In this context, literature on school leadership and crisis school leadership crisis may
provide a multifaceted view of the issue at hand to build a platform for data analysis.
Leadership in an organisation is always crucial, and more so in a crisis. Strong and
effective leadership provides the critical fulcrum for driving change that optimizes
organisational performance (Gilley, et al., 2008). It requires change leadership, which can
be defined as being active and responsive to the constant flux in the organisational
environment, using one’s leadership to motivate people and accessing necessary and
timely resources to establish a foundation for change (Higgs and Rowland, 2000). Crisis
demands change, and the role of the leaders in facilitating change is a key factor in crisis
leadership as leaders make meaning and help other stakeholders understand key
information in a crisis (Christianson et al., 2009). In so doing, they provide stability and
mitigate the potential for chaos (Schneider, 1992).

3.1 School Leadership

School leadership is viewed as a forward-looking process that involves the
development and communication of a joint vision through goals and objectives designed
to achieve the strategic aims of the institution (Kouzes and Postner, 2007). Successful
school leaders are motivated and actively engage with their staff through listening,
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reflecting, and empowering staff using clear, meaningful communication to achieve
results (ibid). This would be seen to be exhibiting authentic leadership, which is seen as
a process based both on the psychological capacity of leaders and the capacity of an
organisation resulting in positive organisational behavior engendered through self-
awareness and self-regulated positive attitudes (Luthans and Avolio, 2003). The authors
emphasize that authentic leadership creates flexibility in the educational environment
and enables response to change. A leader should seek to serve staff in a manner that
encourages, empowers and involves staff and creates trust and collaboration (Wheeler,
2012). School leadership must play a key role in actively guiding the schools in crisis
times as their actions and communications with staff contribute towards a culture of trust
in times of change and challenges (Kasper-Fuehrer & Ashkanasy, 2001).

3.2 (Crisis-as-event and its Implication for School Leadership

A crisis is an event of significant impact that threatens the capability of the
organisation - it results in uncertainty in the cause-effect relationship and outcome and
warrants a mindset of quick decision-making (Lagadec, 2007; Pearson and Clair, 1998).
The crisis-as-event standpoint facilitates research that studies stakeholder reactions to
uncommon and unique events (Williams et al., 2017). According to Coombs (2007), a
crisis carries the hallmark of the awareness that the situation is a threat to organisational
goals and affects stakeholder expectations with possible serious negative consequences.
Elliott et al. (2005) outline five common denominators for nearly all crises, which are
independent of the kind of organisation involved. They affect many stakeholders;
involve time pressures demanding prompt response; hit without warning; create high
ambiguity with no clarity on cause and effects and pose a threat to an organisation’s
strategic aims and objectives. Based on all these features, it would be fair to claim that
COVID-19 fulfills the definition of a far-reaching crisis that educational organisations
saw affecting the fundamental mode of instruction in schools. It required school
leadership that could weather the storm and minimise negative impact on all the
stakeholders. This article deals with crisis as an event i.e., it focuses on the crisis
dynamics of COVID-19, and how school leadership sought to re-establish balance
(Lalonde and Roux-Dufort, 2013) to enable schools to function optimally. As noted by
Kezar and Holcombe (2017), school leadership has a vital role in anchoring the
institution, creating stability, and ensuring certainty and confidence during a crisis. This
is accomplished by providing avenues for trust and hope through open, effective and
meaningful communication.

Leadership prior to a crisis has a significant impact on crisis leadership. The already
existing culture, if it is one based on trust, teamwork and inclusive leadership, will
positively influence organisational resilience to cope during the crisis (Fernandez &
Shaw, 2020). These authors further underscore that if school leaders had already created
this foundation in their schools, then this crisis could be withstood in cooperation within
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school systems serving as a foundation for contextual group decision-making based on
shared leadership. Leithwood et al. (2006) identify leadership as a catalyst for positive
impact, which is key to leading in a crisis.

3.3 School Crisis Leadership

Fernandez and Shaw (2020) highlight the qualities of an effective crisis leader as
accountability, trustworthiness and integrity. He adds that in crises like COVID-19,
academic leaders must provide training, support and resources to teachers to teach
online. Kezar and Holcombe (2017) underscore that despite the importance of building
relationships based on mutual trust, it is challenging in a crisis. This is because it places
demands on leaders to be authentic, commit to active listening, have a nonjudgmental
attitude, be open to advice, and unequivocal in communication, while ensuring a sense of
psychological safety for their staff. Doraiswamy (2012) rates emotional intelligence and
emotional stability as important criteria for crisis leadership.

Crisis response requires ad hoc capabilities of leaders. This demands improvisation in
decision-making, categorising and assembling resources and creating a sense of order
through communication and coordination (Neal and Phillips, 1995; Shepherd & Williams,
2014; Stallings and Quarantelli, 1985; Dynes, 2003). In the context of Faroese schools, the
COVID-19 crisis created a situation that required rapid and decisive action in media res.
The National Board of Education was quick to signal this transition and established online
learning or homeschooling as appropriate. This swift response was a clear signal to
school leaders that the board had grasped the importance of the crisis and was acting
accordingly.

A framework for assessing crisis leadership performance designed by Boin et al.
(2013) sums up what leadership should do in a crisis and encompasses the issues
identified from the literature review. It offers a concrete overview of the various tasks for
consideration without claims to being comprehensive or prescriptive. This framework
may afford a basis to study the manifestation of school crisis leadership traits of Faroese
school leaders through their self-reported cognitions, decision-making and actions. Table
1 sums up the authors’ suggestions to create a basis for the evaluation of leadership role
in Faroese schools.

Based on the review of school leadership in action in a crisis, ‘best practice’ can be
said to encompass leader role and rest on various foci: engendering confidence, ensuring
an atmosphere of trust through meaningful communication to inspire confidence among
staff, empowering staff to function optimally by being open to teacher concerns and
providing concrete help with teaching.

4 Methodology

The methodology adopted for this project can be defined as a mixed methods
approach ‘Qual + quant’ approach with a dominant role for the qualitative component



Fréoskaparrit 67. bok 2021 10

TABLE 1

Leadership in Times of Crisis: A Framework for Assessment (Boin, et al., 2013, pp. 82-87).

Tasks of Crisis Leadership Dimensions
Leadership
Assessment:

1  Early recognition Identify and recognise a threat and the imperative for
action.

2 Sensemaking Understand nature, characteristics, consequences, and
potential scope and effects of the crisis and share for
informed decision making.

3 Making critical Separate strategic and operational decision making and

decisions due process in decision making.

4 Orchestrating Promote inter and intra cooperation with stakeholders.

vertical and
horizontal
coordination

5 Coupling and Isolate the problems and concentrate on systems needed

decoupling here and now.

6 Meaning making Provide leader understanding of crisis and possible
solutions to return to status quo.

7  Communication Explain the crisis, identify consequences, and steps taken
to mitigate consequences. Give advice on who is doing
what and why = “actionable advice”.

8 Rendering Identify what worked and did not to provide

accountability accountability to higher ups.

9  Learning Focus on learning during and after a crisis will ensure
that organisations can adapt and learn from it.

10 Enhancing For crisis management to be effective, organisations

resilience should be able to weather the consequences and recover

rapidly.

and a secondary role for the quantitative component with “intramethod mixing” (Johnson
and Turner, 2003). At the survey stage, this duality is represented in the different
questions, but in the analysis stage, the findings work together to examine the complexity
of the phenomena under study. The quantitative aspect underpins the findings to offer, if
not triangulation, a multifaceted perspective of the issues under study.

For Denzin and Lincoln (2005), qualitative research is interpretive and naturalistic as
it is conducted within the environment to comprehend the phenomena under scrutiny
using the eyes of the people, who are the subjects of the study (Bogdan & Biklen, 2007).
The points of view of the leaders offer focus and build on the scope of the study as they
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offer insight into the demands and changes that managing the crisis brought to their
jobs. The ethos of qualitative research as embodying “. .. interpretation, not
quantification; subjectivity over objectivity; focus on context; the contribution of
behaviorand situation as a cogent factor in shaping experience, and acknowledgment
of the undeniable impact of the process of research on the research environment”
(Kohlbacher, 2005 in Vijayavarathan, 2018, p. 94) is the stance adopted by the
researcher through emphasis on perspectives of school leaders i.e., their reflections
on their professional praxis at a particular point in time. For this reason, this study
could be viewed as an idiographicapproach (Starman, 2013),i.e.,, wherethedistinctive
experience oftheindividual school leader is significant even though the person may not
share traits in common with another, despite being in the same boat - i.e.,, school
leaders during the COVID-19 crisis.

The attitude of the researcher plays a significant role as Denzin and Lincoln (2005)
highlight: ‘Behind all research stands the biography of the gendered researcher, who
speaks from a ... class, racial, cultural and ethnic community perspective’ (p. 21). As
aprofessional, whoisinterested in educational sciences and finds school leadership an
important success criterion for school progress and development, the keenness to
understand how leadership worked in the crisis is a given. As an ‘outsider’ to the actual
compulsory school environment, the researcher can claim some objectivity in studying
the outlined phenomenon.

4.1 Method of Data Collection

The instruments used for data collection were a mixed research questionnaire and
semi-structured interviews to elicit the know how only the people involved have i.e., the
particular expertise, which leaders have by virtue of being in leadership positions at this
time. Purposive sampling, with an emphasis on expert sampling, was used to identify the
key players to be the source of expert knowledge of leadership in action (Patton, 2002;
Etikan, 2016). There were 32 questions in the quantitative section consisting of three
parts (appendix A) and 6 open questions in the qualitative section, which were used as
the basis for the subsequent semi-structured interviews (appendix B).

The questionnaire used closed-ended and open-ended question, with the former
providing quantitative data and the latter, qualitative data (Creswell at al., 2006). The
open questions offered the scope of “greater level of discovery” (Gillham, 2000, p.5). This
two-in-one method in itself offers a kind of triangulation. According to Erickson and
Kaplan (2000), combining closed-ended and open-ended items within the same
questionnaire offers the dual benefits of both quantitative and qualitative datacollection
and analysis. Open questions may more correctly convey the respondent point of view
(Nunan, 1999).

Gillham (2000) and Brown (2001) identify clear advantages and disadvantages in
using questionnaires for surveys. The advantages include cost and time efficiency, and
access to a large number of respondents simultaneously, while ensuring anonymity that
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may encourage more open attitudes to sharing information. In a tiny country like The
Faroe Islands, this is particularly significant. The disadvantages could be that some
responses may be ambiguous or incorrect and the rate of return maybe low. The way the
questions/statements are constructed may skew the responses. The questionnaire was
originally written in English and translated into Faroese, and this may have affected the
clarity of the questions. This was evidenced by a couple of leaders calling me, the
researcher, and another two emailing me for clarity.

Sixty people were chosen as the sample out of a possible 72 to represent the different
areas in the islands, different sizes of schools, an equal gender representation as possible
and various leadership roles. Emails were sent to the potential participants with aclear
description of the project and agreement to be signed for participation and unconditional
freedom to withdraw, and clear information on confidentiality, secure treatment and
storage of data. The short-term nature of the project, and the amount of data that may be
generated in the qualitative section of the questionnaire were other deciding factors in
deciding the number of participants given the time pressure for results to be
disseminated. The survey responses received were 38 in all i.e., 62.2%.

Some leaders offered some interesting responses in their questionnaires, which were
deemed worthy of closer scrutiny. So, fifteen leaders were contacted for interviews, but
only three finally completed the semi-structured interview over the telephone with the
research assistant. Consent was sought for participation on the same lines as for the
survey.

The very phenomenon that inspired the study threw up clear barriers directly and
indirectly. The COVID-19 period created considerable stress and kept leaders busy, and
they were reluctant to participate given their workload.

4.2 Ethical Concerns in the Study

Several leaders expressed concern over the phone about their identities being pre-
served. They were keen to get reassurances that identities would be kept confidential. To
minimise participants tempering of their responses, assurance was given by telephone to
all participants that the agreement they had signed regarding confidentiality i.e.,
researcher’s “agreements with persons about what may be done with their data” (Sieber,
1992, p. 52) was taken very seriously. Furthermore, the grant saw publicity for this study
among other COVID-19 studies, so it was important to create leadership confidence in the
value of their contributions.

Given the small size of Faroese society, and even smaller compulsory school
environment, a special effort has been made in this article to ensure that participant
identity can in no way be traced. As a researcher, demands on my professional ethics
require that [ maintain the confidentiality of the identity of the respondents. To prevent
deductive disclosure, also termed internal confidentiality (Tolich, 2004), I make no
attempt in the analysis to identify the region, gender, school size the leader represents, as
it would be very easy to combine these two variables to pinpoint the school and the
leaders involved. My goal was complete confidentiality for every single participant, which
Baez (2002) terms the “convention of confidentiality,” which ensures that participant
involvement in the study causes them no harm.
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5 Analysis of Data

The data was collated by two research assistants with one assistant anonymising the
documents and plotting the data into Excel, and the other importantly, co-coding in NVivo
using the codebook. NVivo was used for coding qualitative data deductively with a set of
thematic codes built from the literature review in tune with the aims of the project. Data
was labeled with preexisting codes preceding interpretation and applied to both the open
questions and interview data. During the process of coding, only a single additional code
was added inductively by the research assistant. The leaders were categorized
numerically as L1, L2, through to L38.

Both the researcher and research assistant coded in NVivo, but independently of each
other. This was undertaken as a kind of ‘internal’ triangulation to ensure that data analysis
had been thorough and to check coding consistency between the two coders. The 16
thematic nodal data were printed and perused to ensure that coding fit the theme. The
researcher compared the collated 6 responses in Word to the NVivo print out to ensure
that no important details had been overlooked. There was indication of “diverse
confirmatory instances” (Armstrong, et al. (1997) in McDonald et al, 2019, p. 6), which
underpinned the findings.

5.1 Reliability and Inter-rater Reliability in Qualitative Research

When evaluating qualitative studies, Guba and Lincoln (1989) offer four criteria as
benchmarks, which this study fulfills. Credibility - In this study, one could argue the mixed
method approach has elicited the social reality of the school leaders in fulfilling its aims
to elicit the challenges of Faroese school leadership and its performance in a crisis;
Transferability - “Thick description” of this study facilitates transfer to other studies. The
context and method of this study have been described in detail, giving other researchers
an option to use this design should it meet their needs; Dependability - The audit trail
provided of the data analysis is detailed. Moreover, dual coding of qualitative data in
NVivo must reduce ‘cherry picking’ i.e., choosing data that underpins research focus and
Confirmability - It requires mitigating researcher bias by stating the researcher’s
position, which has been stated overtly.

5.2 The Inter-rater Reliability Fitness Values between Two Data Coders

There is no one accurate way to approach reliability in qualitative research. In the
words of McDonald et al.,, (2019), “Although statistical measures can help confirm that
interpretations are consistent between coders, they are not a substitute for interpretation
and making meaning from the data” (p. 6). The use of inter-rater reliability in NVivo was
an attempt to ensure that the codes were valid, the data had been fully utilised, and rigour
could be established in analyzing data. Mordal et al. (2010) classify Cohen’s kappa values
as: > 0.75 indicate excellent agreement; < 0.40 poor agreement and values between, fair
to good agreement. IRR as a statistical measurement is devised to ascertain agreement
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between two or more researchers coding qualitative data toindicate consensus between
researchers on what sections of data are coded at the various NVivo nodes, each with
their own attributes.

Fifteen codes in the code book were created by the researcher deductively from the
literature review, representing different attributes of participant behavior and 1 code by
the assistant inductively after perusing the data. The Kappa coefficient range for
qualitative coding (appendix C) for the 38 respondents with individual co-efficient of each
of the 16 codes can be found in appendix D. Overall, the inter-rater reliability (IRR) was
high for the data, establishing agreement between the two coders on thematic coding of
data. Revisiting data at the very few codes that showed low IRR revealed insignificant
differences, which did not warrant code modification.

The validity of the method can be claimed to be ‘fit for purpose’, in its use of purposive,
expert sampling in identifying key players with the relevant know how to be elicited. The
survey identified the challenges leaders had in coping with COVID-19 and their
leadership-in-action in their support of their teachers. These are appropriate to fulfilling
the aims outlined for the project.

6 Findings in Context and Discussion

The analysis focused on the pertinent issues that predominated COVID-19 school
environment in Faroese compulsory education. The findings below identify the
challenges faced by Faroese school leadership during the COVID-19 and aspects of crisis
leadership in praxis.

6.1 The COVID-19 Teaching Environment

In all, 38 school leaders from small, medium and large schools from various regions
in The Faroe Islands participated with 52% of female leaders and 45% of male leaders,
with 3% preferring not to disclose gender. Though this is a small percentage, it might be
an indication of the need to preserve confidentiality.

Microsoft Teams was used by 95% of the schools per se or used in conjunction with
Facebook for online teaching. The preponderance of Teams is likely due to the National
Board of Education promoting its use. The data indicated that over 65% of teachers
appeared to have taught frequently via Teams, and only 19% sometimes or rarely.

Peer Support Among Teachers: As teachers are used to working in groups, in a time
of crisis, the assumption was that teachers would help and support each other. Leaders
claimed that about 67% of teachers did so, which still left about a third, who did not
cooperate for reasons that leaders identified could be varied as being the only teacher to
teach the subject in a small school or one who preferred to work solo. About 40 % of the
leaders were clear that for some teachers, the challenge of Information Communication
technology (ICT) may have proven to be another barrier, and opined that teachers were
not accepting of help from colleagues for fear of revealing their incompetence
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Given that school leaders are part of a system, where they have localised authority,
but are part of a national education system, decision making was influenced from higher
up the hierarchy. Therefore, it made sense to discover what help, if any, was available to
them.

Role of the National Board of Education: The National Board of Education is the
authority that school leaders can consult in these kinds of crises. The analysis
demonstrated that leaders were given help by the board including organising courses in
Teams to help schools cope with the status quo. The help given by the board received
mixed reviews from the leaders. The feedback was mainly positive, about 65% of the
school leaders saying help was given over the phone and in written communication. Four
leaders remarked that the media was informed before they were and felt that the National
Board of Education had not been helpful. One leader felt the board could not give timely
help as they had to wait for political guidance, and one leader felt they did their best.

6.2 The Challenges Faced by Leaders

Teacher Knowledge Gaps for COVID-19 Teaching: Eighty-six percent of leaders
stated that teachers required help with online teaching. This is high, considering the
overnight move to online teaching praxis with little time for concrete preparation.
Leaders identified that teacher insecurity with ICT meant some teachers struggled with
Teams despite completing courses in using it pre-COVID-19 crisis and getting refresher
courses once Covid-19 hit. ICT in a few school environments had not figured in daily
teaching, and this proved to be a barrier in a crisis that challenged the teachers. The data
reinforced that leaders felt teachers needed to develop skills required to use ICT as an
integral part of education as some teachers refused to use Teams because they found it
intimidating.

Leaders said that some teachers did not have work computers (usually provided by
the municipality), and school leaders felt this was imperative to equip them to teach
online. The range of percentages mentioned by school leaders of teachers who adapted to
the new status quo is 35% - 95%, including overall factors and not just ICT. School leaders
estimated the extent to how much teachers struggled to adopt ICT from 5% - 40%. The
leader who mentioned 35%, implied that teachers did not adapt to online teaching,
because they were unfamiliar with ICT. The leader who mentioned 95% indicated that
teachers used Teams or Facebook prior the crisis for teaching/communication with
students, and these teachers tried to cope and engaged actively and found that their
success engendered student motivation.

Leaders noted that they had informed the Ministry of Education about the need for a
proper focus on developing ICT as required in 21st century digital pedagogy. Several
leaders said the response hitherto had been lacklustre. The lack of an ICT infrastructure
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and a culture of being conversant with digital pedagogy meant that the situation proved
particularly stressful for teachers. A few leaders noted that this lack of foundation put
their schools at a tremendous disadvantage. While the impact this may have had on
student learning in this period is outside the premise of this study, there may be some
cause for concern.

When it comes to information technology and education, there is the challenge of
enabling teachers to use digital pedagogy to facilitate learning and teaching i.e., “. . .
the content, transmission, and goals of learning in relation to DDT (digital technology
and tools)” as defined by Bontly etal. (2017, p. 2). ICT skills are considered important
among students within the literacy skills of the 21-century skills paradigm (Stauffer,
2020) and must somehow be reflected in desiring and ensuring that teachers acquire
similar skills to use digital pedagogy.

Emotional/Psychological Issues of Teachers and Leaders: A fifth of the leaders
noted that some teachers suffered from feelings of angst and inadequacy. They revealed
that both teachers and students felt stressed that they had to learn to use a new
programme — Teams and teach/learn subjects concurrently. Leaders said teachers
struggled emotionally from dearth of face-to-face teaching. They felt insecure and
doubted whether students learned from the Teams/Facebook sessions. Furthermore,
leaders remarked that teachers lacked confidence in the security of Teams, and when the
Data Protection Agency was approached for guidelines, none were available. This left
teachers insecure, fearful, nervous and strained.

Leaders shared that teachers felt their roles had been undermined by technology, and
Teams usage was given too much importance without enough focus on helping teachers
cope in a turbulent environment. If they were not ICT conversant, this created additional
stress. One leader remarked that he/she had not anticipated the emotional upheaval that
Covid-19 wrought and was caught off guard and did not have the means to address the
complexity of the issue. Another mentioned that he/she told the teachers that they were
not to over burden their students with work, and for teachers, who taught the higher
grades, this became a huge barrier as pressure to get students ready for exams was felt
to be a part of the teaching responsibility.

One leader indicated that a third of his/her teachers refused to accept that things had
changed and, in their anxiety, did not adapt to teaching online. They did not follow up on
the student assignments or give the kind of formative feedback that could have benefitted
the students. They behaved “as if nothing had changed, and they could carry on and this
is their normal negative attitude to ICT in teaching” (L13). The leader declared that not
only did this affect teacher efficiency, but also undermined their ability to get students
involved fully and be supportive of their students. As talking to them did not help, the
leader too felt overwrought and overwhelmed.
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Another leader described a sense of isolation from his/her leadership team and found
the changed decision making from a team-oriented approach to an individual one
burdensome. Teams as a channel of communication between leader, the leadership team
and teachers, seemed to enhance this sense of alienation. One leader concluded that the
change was within herself/himself. There was no mention of whether any leader sought
peer help or guidance to mitigate stress or provided direct stress relief measures for the
teachers, apart from ‘being there’ for the teachers. Arguably, this was not ideal as leaders,
teachers and students need support in crises to carry out their responsibilities.

A third of the leaders were clear that the effect of COVID -19 on the core competences
of Faroese schools left all levels of the organisation in a kind of imbo. Common vocabulary
used by leaders were, “feelings of frustration”, “anxiety and tension”, “helplessness”,
“stress” “confusion”, “not a normal work environment” and “very concerning” in the
context of the experiences of all involved. The fact that teaching and learning were
adversely affected only added to the burden.

Leader (L5) mentioned that the lack of face-to-face contact undermined fundamental
communication. It also modified the normal power structure in relationship between
teachers and students, as students were not physically present within a school for norms
and authority to play their usual roles in shaping the learning and teaching milieu. This
was particularly a challenge with the higher grades. The stark absence of help given to
leaders in this psychological/social context suggests that the National Board of Education
focused on teaching exclusively than on building a sustainable basis for long term school
resilience.

Angst and feelings of inadequacy can have an adverse effect on some of the teachers’
self-efficacy, i.e., an individual’s belief in his or her capacity to perform behaviours
necessary to produce specific performance goals (Bandura, 1997). The stress teachers
have felt could potentially undermined their self-efficacy, which can by extension, reduce
motivation (Ryan and Deci, 2000). The absence of a safe and secure learning environment,
which is fundamental to student learning (Kutsyuruba et al., 2015) can be attributed to
the COVID-19 effect.

Lack of Student Participation and Lack of Secure Learning Environment: Nearly all
the school leaders -categorically identified some problems from the teachers’
perspectives. Three leaders commented that the Corona period had been only negative
for teaching for several reasons. It was difficult to get students to participate online and
student disengagement was identified as the paramount troublesome feature of the
Faroese Corona school. Between 60 - 65 % of the principals outlined that teachers felt
that dialogic teaching i.e., talk and interaction between teachers and students as a vehicle
of learning had been replaced by monologic teaching, with teacher-centred, lecture-like
one-way communication. In their opinion, student class behaviour was not characterised
by the usual discussion, active communicative exchanges, which hitherto had made the
environment supportive of learning.
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Nearly 40% of leaders commented on their teachers being challenged by the lack of
sharing physical space with students and therefore direct contact with them in the
teaching and learning environment. One leader went so far as to say that 70% of his/her
teachers found this lack of physical space sharing extremely difficult and a troublesome
barrier to teaching. This led to further issues: teachers were unable to establish contact
with students; unable to gauge if they had understood what was being taught; unable to
judge how much work was optimal and could be justifiably given for students to do at
home and how much time was to be spent on Teams from home.

“Students who already have learning problems are suffering in this time. Motivation
of teachers is low as they miss the human connection with students” (L18). The person
continues, “I think this has affected how children see themselves - some are lucky &
privileged to have online teaching, while others have home schooling. This does not help
when we think of the bullying issue, which comes from making difference between
students. Teachers feel classes with till about 12 students is easier to manage.”

Several leaders declared that teachers had found intruding into the home
environment with parents and siblings in the same room genuinely stressful and little
rewarding. Concerns were raised by teachers regarding unequal treatment of students
i.e, some in face-to-face schooling and others online. There was a fear this difference in
treatment would exacerbate bullying given the Corona school environment was not set
up to be inclusive. Their concern was also for students who required face to face contact
as there were social issues involved. A clear majority of the leaders were unequivocal in
agreeing that the lack of equity was a heavy burden for the teachers.

It is safe to conclude that the change that COVID-19 brought meant that leaders,
teachers and students did not enjoy the comfort of a familiar environment. Kutsyuruba,
et al., (2015) draw attention to the importance of a positive school climate to promote a
healthy learning environment so “favourable educational and psychological outcomes for
students and school personnel” (p. 104) can be achieved. The authors highlight that a
negative school climate may hinder learning through impacting the environment and
affecting the efficacy of learning and development, which could be the case with the
Faroese Corona teaching and learning environment.

Hygiene and Sanitation Logistics: Not all schools had the physical environment for
the recommended COVID-19 set up, and several leaders found this additional headache
cumbersome. The demands placed on leaders to suddenly become proactively involved
with janitors in drawing up a plan for a hygienic environment saw them functioning at
the operational level. Logistics for students and staff entering and leaving the school
during face-to-face classes, classroom seating, social distancing and raising awareness of
use of hand spirit required effort, and leaders appeared to resent this added
responsibility.
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6.3 Aspects of Crisis Leadership

To capture leadership behaviour in a moment of crisis and in context allows for a
foundation on which to evaluate its robustness in compulsory schools. It is a unique
opportunity to posit the capacity of Faroese school leadership to cope with such issues in
the future. With education being a fundamental right of students, its contribution to the
development of society and the strength of the nation cannot be exaggerated.

Active Leadership Support for Teachers: The COVID-19 crisis has offered leaders
insight into certain gaps in teacher knowledge. Therefore, the picture the data gives as to
how leaders supported their teaching staff to close possible gaps in the short term is
important in crisis management. The school leaders assessed that their teachers were
helped in their online delivery with 92 % of leaders saying that teachers received help
ranging from ‘almost always’ to ‘often’. The leaders were clear that teachers knew they
could actively seek support from them. Given the high percentage of this assurance, it may
well have been the case. As the study did not include the teachers’ perspective, one can
but assume that the leaders had made it clear to their staff. Knowing they could rely on
their leaders could contribute to teacher confidence, efficacy and mitigation of stress
allowing for identifying a clear attribute of crisis leadership.

Nearly 58% of the leaders described their leadership style as one of encouragement
and enabling teachers to do their best, and this is borne out by nearly 84% of school
leaders who responded ‘always’ or ‘almost always’ to accommodating teacher feedback.
Time was spent on enabling and building confidence of teachers, so they could cope with
teaching online and helping students and parents to use Teams. Staff who were
vulnerable were kept informed, so they felt they too contributed through their online
teaching from home.

Some leaders actually taught their staff Teams and were on standby for their teachers
to contact them. Others organised courses, where teachers could acquire skills
simultaneously as they had to adapt to teaching differently. As perceived by the leaders,
clear guidelines were in place, so teachers could feel equipped to cope with their modified
roles supporting the criteria for crisis leadership.

In general, leaders felt they had exhibited awareness of the uniqueness of the situation
and committed time and energy towards ensuring a productive and positive work
environment for the stakeholders. It is evident they believed that they respected their
staff and committed to making sure that teachers knew they had their leader’s support.
To all intents and purposes, the empowering of teachers, which is a tenet of crisis
leadership, has been conscious and focused based on the sentiments expressed by leaders
about their roles.

Meaningful Communication with Parents: Communication, as established in
literature, is key in a crisis, so it is important to explore leaders’ views and thoughts on
communicating in this period. Parents, as significant stakeholders, were involved in home
schooling without any proper preparation. It is relevant to see if school leaders had
increased communication with parents at this time. The figures indicated that 54%
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ofleaders communicated ‘sometimes’, ‘rarely’ and ‘never’. The reason for this figure could
be that other leaders in the same school might have had the responsibility or the leaders
had not thought it important to connect with parents. Given that parents had taken on the
responsibility of home schooling, it may appear that the concerned subject teachers might
have had specific communication, so that the school leaders may not have had to do so.

Meaningful communication with Teachers: Leaders were aware that their
communication with teachers had a significant role. “The fact that the teachers were
clearly informed that I was there for them facilitated them to seek help actively” (L7). L3
was emphatic in concluding that his/her communication kept teachers grounded. L6 was
conscious of the stress facing teachers and communicated to mitigate this impact and kept
focus on enabling frameworks for teacher action. About 48% of leaders said they
maintained clear communication with teachers, and this is reinforced by similar
percentages for keeping teachers up to date. L9 felt that communication calmed the
teachers and helped them focus on the microcosm of their responsibilities without being
caught up in the macrocosm of the disturbance caused by COVID-19 in the national and
international arenas. School leaders appear to have used open and ready communication
as a positive tool, which is a facet of crisis leadership.

Leadership Approach of School Leaders: The role of the school leaders is pivotal to
successful student learning outcomes, especially mid-crisis (Fernandez and Shaw, 2020)
and involves the smooth running of the school. A clear majority of 87% of leaders were
clear that leadership style warranted change during the crisis, but when asked to
delineate the changes they had incorporated, a clear picture did not emerge of how they
accomplished it or how it differed from their routine approach. This is not surprising
given that it is not easy to convert cognition to words (Vijayavarathan, 2018), but there
were some indications to underpin their claims.

The findings revealed just under half the leaders in the study definitely agreed that
they had decided on a Corona strategy with staff, about 63% used the steps laid out with
teacher input to actively fulfil the goals; just over half of the leaders definitely agreed that
they lent a listening ear. Fourteen of the school leaders, constituting 62.3%, defined their
leadership as inclusive, democratic and enterprising. They justified this by describing
how they demonstrated patience, listened without being judgemental, gathered
knowledge, reflected and sought to communicate openly - all hallmarks of crisis
leadership for organisational direction. L5 said, “Patience in a confusing time  is worth
its weight in gold in my role as a leader and colleague.” Leaders speak of their interest in
not stressing their teachers. Several leaders use ‘openness’, ‘inclusive’, ‘cooperative’,
‘building trust and responsibility’ ‘democratic’, ‘approachable’, ‘helpful’ and ‘meaningful
communication’ in describing their approach to leading. “I have praised them for their
good suggestions and their positive attitude and tried my best to establish calm in a very
chaotic situation” (L5). The power of positive feedback engenders teacher cooperation
and involvement in school that is considered desirable for a positive and enabling school
culture and makes teachers feel supported in a crisis (Kelly, 2005).
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Nine leaders felt they had used change leadership, i.e., to inspire and influence their
staff to act using foresight and flexibility to engender change. They proactively created
channels of meaningful communication, so change could occur. They all emphasised the
importance of planning, even in the middle of a crisis, so there could be a sense of
structured action to simultaneously cope with parents, students and teachers’ needs. This
echoes some aspects of crisis leadership.

About 48% definitely agreed that they modified plans based on teacher feedback. In
conjunction with the 38% who said COVID-19 decision making was changed, if it caused
conflictin school, it suggests about 10% of leaders were not afraid of indicating they were
in charge. This established that inclusive style of leadership had to be balanced within the
demands of crisis leadership, which might sometimes leave little leeway for democratic
decision-making.

One leader defined herself/himself as “controlling by nature” (L22). Despite the
turbulence, by keeping in touch with staff constantly, they had become closer as a school
and “established stronger bonds”. Two crucial and interesting points were made by this
leader underscoring the person's implicit understanding of crisis leadership: firstly,
despite the isolation, the leader had learnt that all decision-making need not be a group
endeavour. Sometimes, it was easier to just take the decision as consultation could be
long-winded and time short in the crisis. Secondly, the leader talked of undergoing a
process of self-discovery, without the physical sharing of space with people who were a
part of the environment. This made the person contemplate and reflect on change in self
and the importance of the human angle in a crisis. The crisis has taught this leader the
importance of making decisions to follow a course of action justifiable and essential in a
crisis and reflect on its efficacy. Literature designates this reflective phase as laying the
foundation for coping with future crises.

In keeping with Smith and Riley (2010) about instant decision making, a couple of
leaders mentioned acting instantaneously without concern for rules to achieve the goal
of facilitating teaching. One of them commented that one could not consult with teachers
all the time, because time was short and the responsibility for the school functioning
under these conditions were fully the premise of the leader. It would be fair to observe
that school leaders appeared to have experienced some frustrations, but this appears not
to have hindered them from reacting in a decisive manner when the crisis struck. LaPorte
(2007) describes this as a valuable quality for a leader.

An attribute for effective crisis management identified by Covey (2004, pp. 20) is
“opportunity solving”. He believes that problems should be valued as opportunities, be it
to ensure high staff morale, improved communication systems or creating the rightimage
of the organisation outward. This should leave schools a better place after the turmoil of
the COVID-19 crisis.

“Should such a crisis suddenly return, then we can say that we are in a very good position
when it comes to technology. We're prepared to switch to online teaching instantly. I believe
both the schools and the educational system have learnt a lot from this crisis. But not
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everything can be organised via a computer, because face-to-face contact is important,
isn’tit?” (L14).

School leaders agreed that COVID-19 would impact the future of schools. It has been
a steep learning curve for teachers and leaders in setting up emergency solutions and
getting hands on with ICT. Many of them were clear that teacher and stakeholder
attitudes had a clear impact on effective and relevant adoption of digital pedagogy. They
acknowledged that online teaching was no simple case of transference, but a complex
process that included emotional, psychological and physical well-being under stressful
circumstances, so as to minimise negative impact on teaching and create positive student
and teacher management, while proactively keeping other stakeholders satisfied and
informed.

The data has shown that in terms of solidarity among staff, there has been a sense of
being united in the crisis. Leaders have demonstrated enabling communication, shown
awareness of the importance of improved ICT skills for teachers, and prospects for
increased ICT adoption in the school system in the future. The leaders referenced their
empowerment of teachers and providing them with coping mechanisms, and despite
the leaders mentioning that they were not prepared for the emotional fallout, one could
cautiously conclude that Faroese school crisis leadership was proactive to some extent.
In the context of Faroese schools, the COVID-19 crisis created a situation that required
school leadership to take rapid and decisive action in media res. Some leaders spoke of
laissez-faire in terms of allowing teachers to take decisions, as it was not possible to
track teacher actions in detail. They felt teachers must exercise autonomy within the
established framework and make professional decisions. In this sense, they did not
perceive any noticeable change in their styles during COVID-19. The establishment of
remote teaching and learning required a sea change during COVID-19. In such a crisis,
leaders are expected to show leadership and laissez-faire does not imply fit-for-
purpose leadership. On the other hand, if these leaders always practised this kind of
leadership, then the authentic, resilient and focused leadership, which earmark
leadership competencies in dealing with crisis situations (O’Brien and Robertson, 2009)
was never present in their repertoire, and therefore, cannot be adopted ad hoc.

Using the framework of Boin et al. (2013), it is possible to map the actions of the
Faroese leaders for crisis management from the data to highlight and detail their roles
(see Table 2).

The mapping indicates the contextual performance of Faroese school leadership, and
while it matches the criteria identified to a greater or lesser degree, there are possible
limitations to be considered. As the study was conducted so early in the crisis, it may not
have really given time for the leaders to reflect on their experiences or express their
cognitions. Therefore, insight obtained in this study cannot be and is not the complete
picture. The interviews gave some indication that from managing the crisis practically,
leaders would have to be more forward thinking and place more emphasis on
strategically developing robust learning and teaching environments. In this sense, the
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TABLE 2

Mapping of leadership tasks for crisis management.

Tasks of
Leadership
Assessment:

Early recognition

Sensemaking

Making critical
decisions

Orchestrating
vertical and
horizontal
coordination

Coupling and

decoupling

Meaning making

Communication

Rendering
accountability

Faroese School Crisis Leadership Dimensions

The National Board of Education (NBE) being at the

strategic level did this together with the school leadership.
The leaders certainly understood it was a crisis, but the

data does not indicate sensemaking more than some leaders
planning together with their staff, to a small extent with
parents and discussion with staff to arrive at solutions and
procedures.

The prompt response and decisive decision to close schools
came from the NBE, but on the ground, at the strategic level
within each school decisions were taken by the leaders. The
operational aspect was done together with the teachers. There
is some indication that there was sharing for informed
decision-making and where this was not possible, leaders did
what they had to keep things moving.

Clearly, the leadership communicated with NBE above them in
the hierarchy for major decision making as these decisions
covered all schools. They communicated with staff below them
in the hierarchy, but there is no indication that they drew on
other school leaders.

Leaders isolated that online teaching was crucial. Some schools
made learning packages for students to work on at home.
Leaders invested time and energy to get teachers working on
Teams. They got on with the here and now.

Leaders acknowledged the crisis and took the decision to
support online teaching. Solutions were based on surviving

in the crisis and not a return to status quo as COVID-19
prevented this.

Leaders claimed that they kept communication channels

open with their teachers, and could be called upon anytime,
using the ‘open door’ policy. They said they kept teachers
informed of the status quo and were supportive. Listened to
teacher feedback and were inclusive in their leadership
majority of the time. Gave help at the operational level to
facilitate teaching.

Identify that ICT did not work, and this meant student needs
were not met in certain instances. They conveyed to NBE that
ICT should be enabled by helping teachers

with digital pedagogy and supplying them with laptops.
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findings are the findings of a particular moment in time, and perhaps, not fully
representative of all the challenges, the lessons learnt or possible long-term influence of
COVID -19 on the schools.

Based on the data analysis, one could argue that a decent percentage of leaders
fulfilled Smith and Riley’s (2010) requirements for leadership efficacy in crises, which
include coping with ambiguity, responding quickly, changing direction to encompass
change as it happens and working with stakeholders through meaningful communication
towards creating order in the crisis.

Another possible limitation of the study maybe that the data has been collected only
from the leaders’ perspectives. A justification is that in a crisis, it is the leadership that
acts and is in a heightened state of alert. The leaders have responsibility of guiding the
organisation through the crisis, “of getting the job done”. The teachers and students
depend on them for direction and decisions, and they have to yoke together unfamiliar
aspects when routines and regular resources cannot fulfil the demands on the school
environment, while placating the various stakeholders (Boin et al, 2013). Hence, the
study focuses on the strategic level of the educational organisation. Only the leaders were
cognisant of the plans of the National Board of Education first and could actively state
their plans to the teachers. So, to understand leadership cognition and processes of
decision making and action taking, one has to go to the leaders. Only if they understand
the challenges posed to teaching and teachers can their leadership be on point to ensure
that students get the optimal learning environment. The accountability of leaders is very
high in a crisis, so they are the significant and central persons of interest (ibid).

When it comes to what leaders perceive as the challenges their teachers had, itwould
be appropriate to include teacher perspectives to analyse if they identify similar issues.
Being able to identify teacher challenges gives leaders the resources to adopt a strategy
in a crisis and navigate the complex environment to lead the organisation out of the crisis.
This insight is valuable and may create the understanding and support necessary for
teachers and teaching to fulfil educational aims and objectives.

7 Conclusion

The article has explored the impact of COVID-19 on Faroese schools by identifying the
challenges faced by leadership, and how leadership efficacy was manifested in the crisis.
The picture that emerged of Faroese crisis leadership was varied and complex, revealing
tenets of crisis leadership. The indications are that Faroese school leaders appeared to
have coped to a degree with the challenge despite the crisis testing the resilience of
teachers, students and themselves.

Whether Faroese school leaders were prepared or not, they appear to have stepped
up to the challenge and facilitated the transfer to online teaching by helping teachers to
orient themselves with Teams, kept channels of communication open to give help,
allowed teachers to express their fears and concerns, ensured that the teachers could
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do their jobs, restricted though it was and established a culture of trust in their schools.
They have resorted to pragmatic decision making to cope with the COVID-19 crisis.

Leadership skills differ from their norm in a crisis with increased demands on
professional input. This may also be a source of stress and impact leader efficiency and
effectiveness. Given the unpredictable nature of crises, the capacity of the leader to take
clear, focused action, while pivotal, cannot be substituted for being prepared for
unexpected developments. Lessons learnt here, may on reflection, impact the robustness
of the school system and its preparedness for other such eventualities. Each crisis is
unique and demands substantial flexibility of the school leader.

One needs to query whether the school leaders could have done anything differently
and ponder as to the short term and long-term consequences of this crisis experience.
The educational sector usually functions with a long-term strategy, which dictates its
visions and missions. This makes it slow to change and vulnerable during quick change in
the external environment. School organisational culture is seldom fit for rapid change, so
a planned strategy for crisis response would be key.

The fallout from students having to miss lessons, the effect on their motivation and
the demands for high standard scholastic performances from the external environment
may adversely affect student achievement and progress to the next stage of education. If
excellence in education, which is one of the hallmarks of a welfare nation is the goal, then
leaders should become well-prepared to mitigate the negative consequences of such
crises. They have to be authentic, resilient, focused and foster creativity, which O’Brien
and Robertson (2009) argue earmarks leadership competencies in dealing with crisis
situations. Tocope is not enough, so leaders should be equipped to master such challenges
and ensure optimal functioning of the school environment to the advantage of all the
stakeholders. If COVID -19 has taught the leaders something, it must be that they need to
acquire resilience and establish a crisis plan for their schools and for the psychological
wellbeing of all stakeholders.

While COVID-19 is incontrovertibly a pandemic of epic proportions from a health
perspective, it has certainly become an educational one too. To prevent crises from
undermining educational gains important to both individual and society at large, this
crisis should motivate the Faroese educational system to design a detailed plan to ensure
equity in education for students and staff. The National Board of Education might con-
sider it gainful to establish crisis management frameworks to ensure a robust Faroese
school environment that can fulfil strategic goals by preparing and supporting leader-
ship and teachers to maximise teaching and learning for students in future challenging
crises.

8 Academic contribution

The article breaks new ground - no research exists on school leadership in
compulsory schools in The Faroe Islands during the Covid-19 school crisis leadership. In
placing Faroese school leadership under scrutiny, it may pave the way for discourse that
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is focused on pedagogical leadership for improved learning outcomes rather than
financial accountability to the Ministry of Education and Culture. Given the
incontrovertible role of school leaders in enabling excellence in teaching and achieving
student learning outcomes, it would be fruitful to contemplate how leadership can fulfil
its remit to the fullest in The Faroe Islands to ensure a dynamic learning and teaching
environment that can best serve students and the society at large, even in a crisis.

9 Future Study

A study has been conducted to explore teachers’ points of view to establish the
challenges they faced and how school leadership in Faroese compulsory education proved
to be enabling or otherwise in a volatile, ambiguous environment. This would offer a new
perspective on teacher cognition about the COVID-19 impact, as this would be a re-
visitation of prior teacher situation and experiences since some time has lapsed since the
study. It would also provide a valid basis for comparison between teachers’ experience of
the crisis vis-a-vis that of the leadership.
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12 Appendix A

Survey of School Principals on the impact of Corona on Teaching

(Please answer all sections A — D)

Section A: Please circle your answer in the table:

1. Age: 25-35 / 36-45/ 46 —56 | 6. Our school has technology required for online

/ 56 + teaching: Yes / No

2.Gender: M/ F 7. We bought new equipment to teach online during
Corona : Yes / No

3. No. of years as Principal: 8. Learning platform: Moodle / Zoom / Microsoft

1-5§ /6-10 / 11-15 / 16- | Teams / Facebook

20 / 20+

4. School size: Small / 9. School has IT staff: Yes / No

Medium / Large Some teachers give IT support: Yes / No

5. Students already had 10. Due to Corona school closure, we have regular

laptop/Ipad from school before | meetings:

Corona: Yes / No Face to face: once a week / twice a week / thrice a
week / more
Virtual: once a week / twice a week / thrice a week /
more

Section B : Please mark your answer with ‘X’ in the table:

(6 = Always; 5§ = Almost always; 4 = Often; 3 = Sometimes; 2 = Rarely; 1 = Never)

No. 6 5 4 3 2 1
1.| Teachers had support to change to online
teaching.
2.| Teachers are face-to-face online with
pupils.

3.| Teachers need more help to teach online.

4. | Teachers cooperate more with colleagues
now.

5.| Teachers feel confident about teaching this
way.

6.| Teachers know I am there to support them.
7. | Teachers have actively changed their way
of teaching.

8. | Teachers have been asked for feedback
about the situation.

9. | Leadership skills to support my teachers
has changed in this period.

10| This experience shows that teachers need
training to use [T effectively.

11} T will be arranging for teacher
development courses to help teachers.

12| T have more contact with parents now to
facilitate student needs.
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)

Section C
Please mark your answer with ‘X’ in the table:

(4 = definitely agree; 3 = somewhat agree; 2= disagree; 1= definitely disagree)

I managed change in this period using the following leadership skills:

4 | 3 |2 1

1 | A Corona strategy was made with input from my staff to
cope with this change.

2 | Steps were planned to achieve the goals together with
teachers.

3 | The strategy was implemented using the steps to create
focus on the required change.

4 | Teachers were supported actively through listening to
their concerns.

5 | Some plans were changed to make sure goals could be
reached.

6 | Clear communication was maintained with teachers to
ensure confidence.

7 | If some decisions created conflict, they were adapted for
the good of staff and teachers.

8 | The changes made were anchored and milestones
achieved were communicated clearly to teachers.

9 | Teachers were kept upto date and meaningful and
relevant communication reduced stress.

10 | My leadership style in Corona times is one that
encourages teachers and enables them to give their best.

Section D
Please respond in detail as you can to all questions below:

How has undirvisingarstyrid helped you as head of the school in the Corona
period?

‘What kind of challenges have teachers experienced when teaching in this period?

What percentage of teachers would you estimate adapted well to the change in
teaching requirements?

In your opinion, what is negative about teaching in the Corona period?
In your opinion, what 1s positive about teaching in the Corona period?

‘What has been the greatest challenges for you as principal in the Corona period?
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13 Appendix B

Interview questions for semi-structured interview
Identify three ways your leadership has changed in the corona times.

e What has this crisis taught you as a leader?
e What, if anything, would you do differently if such a crisis were to return?
e How has the experience been valuable to you as a leader?

* How has this experience made you aware of the possibilities of how schooling can
change in the future?

» How did this influence your relationship with your teachers? Evaluate your
performance in leading your teachers in this period.
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14 Appendix C
TABLE 3
Codes for Part D in Questionnaire & Interviews.
No Attribute Code
1  Inclusive leadership (decision making includes teachers & other leaders LIN
in school)
2 Strategic leadership (leads from the front and has a clear plan of action) LS
3 Laissez-faire leadership (lets teachers find their way) LLF
4  Motivational leadership (encourages & supports teachers) LM
5  Change leadership (leading change proactively) LCH
6  No change in leadership (not really changed leadership approach during  LNC
Corona)
7  Crisis leadership (takes decisions which have to be taken) LCL
8  Respect for teachers (understands teacher problems) LRT
9  Meaningful communication (communicates with teachers clearly to LMC
reduce stress)
10 Positives about Covid Teaching L
Pos
11 Negatives about Covid teaching LNeg
12 Possible influence on future teaching /lessons for the future LFut
13 Teacher challenges in this period TC
14 Teacher adaptability to change way of teaching & working in this period = TA
15 Help/guidance from ‘Undirvisingastyrid’ - National Board of Education HU
16 Logistical issues in Corona teaching LRC
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15 Appendix D
TABLE 4
Kappa Coefficient for Coding of Thematic Data at Nodes 1-8
Participants 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 1 1 1 1 0.9905 1 1 1
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
3 1 1 1 1 0.9506 1 1 0.7243
4 0.9926 1 1 1 0.9923 1 1 1
5 1 1 1 1 0.9926 1 1 1
6 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
7 0.9727 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
8 1 1 0.5 1 0.5034 1 1 1
9 0.9959 1 1 1 0 1 1 1
10 0.9892 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
11 0.9913 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
12 0.979 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
13 0.9921 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
15 0.9855 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
16 0.9728 1 1 1 1 1 0.9962 1
17 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
18 0.9192 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
19 1 1 0.7269 1 1 1 0.6597 1
20 0.9913 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
21 0 1 1 0.9765 1 1 0.9469 1
22 0.9771 1 0.9888 0.9957 0.9914 1 1 1
23 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 -0.0143
24 1 1 1 0.9874 1 1 1 1
25 0.9911 1 0.9964 1 0.9966 1 1 1
26 0.5899 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
27 0.9089 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
28 0.9879 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
29 0.5229 1 0.6037 1 1 1 1 1
30 0.9665 0.9235 1 0.9972 1 1 1 0.5345
31 0.9899 1 1 0.9962 0 1 1 1
32 1 1 1 1 0.9943 1 1 0.8995
33 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
34 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
35 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0.9955
36 1 1 1 1 0.5 1 1 1
37 0.9813 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
38 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.9831
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Table 4 Contd. Kappa Coefficient for Coding of Thematic Data at Nodes 9-16

Part. 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 0.9711 0.9962 0.9873 1 1 1 0 0
2 1 0.7916 0.9954 0.9927 1 1 0.5899 0.3749
3 1 0.9977 0.9963 0.8597 1 0.2694  0.2441 -
0.0156
4 1 1 1 0.3054 1 1 0 0
5 1 1 0.992 1 1 1 1 0.9921
6 1 0 0 0.9863 0 1 1 1
7 1 0 0 0.9853 1 1 1 0
8 1 0.869 1 1 1 0.8591 0.5731 0.887
9 1 0 0.9964 1 1 1 0 0
10 1 0.9928 0 1 1 1 1 0.9255
11 0 0.8551 0.9926 1 1 1 0.5222 0.9901
12 1 0.9911 0.9911 0.2567 1 1 0.9839 0.4826
13 1 0.9872 0.9897 0 1 1 0 0.5369
14 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.5 0.4935
15 1 0.9953 0.9478 1 1 1 0.4267 0.8233
16 1 0.9977 0.9959 0.9972 1 1 0.3028 0.2468
17 1 0.9985 0.6921 0.8611 1 1 0.4991 -
0.0546
18 1 0.5 1 1 1 1 0.5972 0.9653
19 1 0.9628 0.9976 1 1 1 0.2762 1
20 0.9974 0.9538 0.9938 1 1 1 0.6253 0
21 1 0.9871 0.988 1 1 1 1 0.9879
22 1 0.9877 1 1 1 1 0 1
23 1 0.9971 0.9861 1 1 0.9931 0 0.1396
24 1 0 0.9874 1 1 1 0.9411 0.9955
25 1 0 0 0.9972 0.7976 0.9978 0.1636 0.2667
26 1 0.9776 0.9798 1 1 1 0 0
27 0.992  0.2857 0 1 1 1 0 0.9282
28 1 0.98  0.9947 1 1 1 0.5498 0.602
29 1 0.653 0.8569 0.2454 1 1 -0.0128 0
30 1 0.9322 0.9395 1 1 1 0 0.3879
31 1 0.9961 0.9962 1 1 1 1 -
0.0226
32 1 1 0.9804 1 1 1 0.5 0.8448
33 1 1 0.9931 1 1 1 0 0.1731
34 1 1 0.9912 1 1 1 0 1
35 1 0.6905 1 1 1 1 0 0.3347
36 1 1 0.8122 1 0.7968 0.5 0.8392 0.6411
37 1 1 0.9748 1 1 1 1 0.9664
38 1 0.9598 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Abstract

The article examines the royal administration and taxation of the Faroese
"skattland" or tax-land in the period between approx. 1300 and 1600 based on a
retrospective methodology. Questions are asked about, how the tax was assessed,
how many taxpayers there were, how many people they represented, what the tax
was used for, and how great the burden was of the royal tax. = The royal
administration of the 16! century was established with the Landlaw of King Magnus
the Lawmender before 1280, but the sources indicate that it was not fully expanded
with a Lawthing before 1350-1400. In the land register from 1584, we get the earliest
overview of the royal tax system, and the sources from the 16 and 17™ centuries
tell that the tax was a substitute for the leidang. The tax system in the land register
suggests that taxable farms were listed based on a past farm count. A comparison of
the fragmented Faroese source material from the High and Late Middle Ages with
information from other skattlands in the Norwegian realm indicate that this pasttime
has been approx. 1300. The land register therefore provides information concerning
how many taxable farms were in the Faroe Islands in approx. 1300, and where they
were. The study shows that approx. 2.471 people lived in the Faroe Islands when the
tax scheme was launched approx. 1300 and approx. 3.460 people in 1584. When the
number of taxpayers is compared with information from the bailiff's accounts in the
17th century, they indicate that the royal tax-rate of Faroese taxpayers was between
4 and 5% of their production in the period between approx. 1300 and 1600.
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Urtak

[ greinini verdur tann kongliga umsitingin og skattingin av ti fgroyska skatt-
landinum i tidarskeidinum millum umleid1300 og 1600 kannad vid stgdi i afturlitandi
hattalagi. Spurt verdur, hvussu skattur var liknadur, hvussu négvir skattgjaldarar
voru, hvussu négv folk teir umbodadu, hvat skatturin fér til og hvussu stor byrdan var
av kongsskattinum. Tann kongliga umsitingin { 16. gld var komin vid Landslégini hja
Magnusi kongi 16gbgtara fyri 1280, men keldutilfario bendir 4, at umsitingin ikki var
fult skipad vid einum lggtingi fyrr enn 1350-1400. I jardarbokini fra 1584 faa vit tad
fyrsta yvirlitio yvir ta kongligu skattaskipanina, og { keldunum ur 16. og 17. gld faest
at vita, at skatturin vard nevndur "leding" og harvid goldin { stadin fyri leidangs-
taenastu. Skattatglini { jardarbdkini benda 4, at dtgangsstgdio fyri skattadlikningini
var ein uppteljing eina ferd i fortidini av hisum, sum skuldu hava skattskyldu. Ein
samanbering av ti brotakenda keldutilfarinum tr Fgroyum ur ha- og seinmiogld vio
upplysingar ar gorum skattlondum { ti norska rikinum benda 4, athenda uppteljing
for fram umleid 1300. Jardarbokin gevur ti upplysingar um, hvussu négvir gardar vid
skattskyldu voru i Fgroyum i umleid 1300, og eisini, hvar i landinum teir voéru.
Kanningin synir, at umleid 2.471 f6lk bidu i Fgroyum, ta i0 skattaskipanin kom { lag,
og umleid 3.460 folk i 1584. T4 talid av skattgjaldarum verdur samanborid vid
upplysingar ur fataroknskapunum tur 17. gld, faast dbendingar um, at kongs-
skatturin, sum teir fgroysku skattgjaldararnir guldu, 14 millum 4 og 5% av framleidslu
teirra { tidarskeidinum millum umleid 1300 og 1600.

Keywords: Faroe Islands, Norwegian realm, "skatland", tax-land, tributary land, royal
income, tax, royal administration, "sysselmann"”, "leidang", lawthing, delegates,
taxfarmer, taxpayer, assessment-unit, land lease, farm-count, population.

1 Inngangur

[ 1271 foér fram ein munandi broyting i stjérnarvidurskiftum fgroyinga. T4 komu
Fgroyar undir norska léggavu. Broytingin hekk saman vid, at tad norska kongsvaldid
stovnsfesti seg og virkaoi fyri at skipa rikio sum ein stat vid 16ggavu, baedi innanlands og
i skattlondunum.

Um hetta mundiod hgvdu fgroyingar { meira enn 100 ar verid undir norskum yvirvaldi
og goldid norskum valdsharrum skatt. Tastgduna lesa vit um { Fgroyingasggu fra umleid
1215, har sggan um hgvdingadgmini { Fgroyum i vikingatidini verdur sggd. Eftir gllum at
dgma vid stgdi { sggn ur Fgroyum sigur hgvundurin, at eftir at hgvdingadgmini, sum véru
tvey i tali, voru sameind { eitt hgvdingadgmi gjggnum giftarmal millum Leiv @ssursson og
Téru Sigmundardottir, gjgrdi Leivur avtalu vido Magnus kong hin Gé6a (1035-1047) um
at hava Fgroyar i len fra honum (sbr. Mortensen, 2019).

Tad at gjalda skatt var { teimum forngermansku samfelggunum eitt tekin um kugan.
Tad var nakad, sum vard goldio til ein valdsharra, sum hevdi vunnid seer yvirvald vid
tvingsli. Henda hugsjon broyttist vio ti kirkjuligu skipanini so hvgrt sum vald vard
midsavnad, og ein midsavnad umsiting vard skipad i neergkjunum. Um okkara leidir kom
ein tilik umsiting, ta i0 kirkjan { tiéini kring 1100 skipadi seg vio biskupsdgmum. Fyri at
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figgja ta kirkjuligu skipanina vard avtala gjgrd millum partarnar i samfelagnum um, at
bgndur skuldu lata kirkjuni tiggjund, sum var ein tiggjundapartur av ognini og seinni av
framleidsluni. I Fgroyum vard bispadgmi stovnad i umleid 1120, sum var { tidini hja
Sigurdi kongi jorsalafara (1103-1130), og keldurnar siga, at hann innfgrdi tiggjundina.
Sggufrgdingar meta to, at hon kanska kom so tidliga, men at tad er sannlikari, at hon vard
innfgrd i sambandi vid stovningina av erkibiskupssetri { Nidarésa { 1152/53.

[ Fgroyingasggu lesa vit, at fgroyingar guldu skatt til norskar valdsharrar longu
40renn 1000. Henda upplysing er té ikki dlitandi og umbodar heldur stgduna, sum var,
ta i0 sggan vard skrivad (sbr. Mortensen, 2019). Um sggnin um lenstgkuna hja Leivi
@ssursyni er sonn, er ilt at meta um, og sggufrgdingar visa ti ikki aftur, hdast teir eisini
meta hetta vera 6sannlikt. Men skattland véru Fgroyar, ta Fgroyingasgga vard skrivao, og
sannlikast er, at skattlandsstgdan fekk varandi form i fyrru helvt av 1100-talinum, eftir at
Fgroyar véru skipadar sum biskupsdgmi. [ samtidarkeldum sidst ir 1100-arunum faest
nevniliga at vita, at fgroyingar guldu "tributt til avisar tidir" (Historia Norwegie, 2006:
68), og eisini, at ein sendimadur ur Noregi { hesi tidini tok saer av kongsins "syslu” (Sverris
saga, kap. 1).Eisini lesa vit { endakapitlinum { Fgroyingasggu (kap. 59), at { samtidini,
ta 10 sggan vard skrivad, voru tad aettarmenn Leivs og Téru, fedgarnir Einar og Skeggi,
sum voru syslumenn kongs { Fgroyum. Hoast tad er sannlikt, at just sggurnar um skattin,
sum verda sagdar { Fgroyingasggu, eru tidarrangar, so er tad tyduligt, at skattur vard
goldin { Fgroyum { umleid 1200. Sggan bendir eisini & ta fatan, at skatturin vard
innkravdur eins og vit lesa { Fgroyingasggu. Hgvdingarnir kravdu inn fra béndum sinum
og guldu til ein umbodsmann hja ti norska valdsharranum, annadhvgrt ttsendan ella ur
nzaergkinum, helst fyri veiting av trygd { handilsvidurskiftum i londum hansara. Hvussu
stérur skatturin var, og onnur vidurskifti i sambandi vid hann, vita vit t6 einki um.

[ keldutilfarinum vidvikjandi Fgroyum hoyra vit einki aftur um skatt fyrr enn i 1500-
talinum, og { hesi grein verdur spurt, hvgrjar dbendingar faast dr keldutilfarinum tr 1500-
talinum og 1600-talinum um kongsskatt og skattaumsiting i Fgroyum { hesi tidini og tidini
frammanundan. Eisini verdur spurt, naer skattaskipanin, sum seest t4, kann vera komin,
hvussu skatturin vard liknadur, hvussu ndgvir skattgjaldarar og hvussu négv folk véru,
hvat skatturin fér til, og hvussu stér byrdan var hja béndunum { Fgroyum av kongs-
skattinum.

Segufrgdiliga er tad vadaverk at gera nidurstgdur dr yngri tio aftur { eldri tid. Havandi
{ huga, at Fgroyar ikki voru tad einasta skattlandio { ti norska rikinum, kann hetta t6 {
avisan mun verda gjgrt, serliga t4 talan er um skipanarlig vidurskifti. I ein dvisan mun
kann tad brotakenda keldutilfario ur Fgroyum { ha- og seinmidgld verda samanborid vid
keldutilfarid ur gdrum gkjum ella skattlondum { ti norska rikinum og vid nidurstgour,
sum sggufrgdingar eru komnir fram til { teimum sambondunum. Eitt nt metti norski
sggufrgdingurin, Andreas Holmsen, at modellir, sum eru bygd upp gjggnum kanning av
sgguligum vidurskiftum { sama mentanargki i yngri tid, kunnu nytast sum
tulkingarkarmar i sambandi vid keldur tur eldri tid. Vid iblastri Ur ti franska Annales-
skdlanum legdi hann seg eftir i kanningum sinum av norskari buiskaparsggu at grund-
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geva fyri afturlitandi hattalagi. Hann visti t6 4, at tad afturlitandi hattalagio er treytad av,
at modellini innihalda algongd virdi og spegla eitt ni1 samfelagsligt framhald (Holmsen,
1976: 46). Just hetta ma ein skattaskipan, og tad, sum hongur uppi i henni, metast at
vera. Harumframt hevur granskingin { grannalondunum tey seinastu arini og vio stgoi {
samanberandi hattalagi, gjgrt munag6d framstig um tilgongdir { ti norska
skattlandspolitikkinum. Grannalondini véru eisini norsk skattlond { ha- og seinmidgld, og
eisini har er keldutilfarid brotakent, hoast tad er minni brotakent enn { Fgroyum. Henda
gransking finst millum annad i ritgerd eftir Randi Bjgrshol Wardahl (2011) og millum-
tjooa granskingarverkaetlanum, sum Steinar Imsen hevur stadid 4 odda fyri (1990,
1997b, 2010, 2011, 2013, 2018). Tad feroyska keldutilfario er eisini tikid vio i hesar
kanningar, men ikki gjglligar kanningar av keldutilfarinum, sum er til umrgdu her. {
viogerdini nidanfyri fari eg ti at samanbera vid hesi drslit og visa til tey, eitt nd har tad
faroyska keldutilfario er ov brotakent til at bera sjalvstgdugar nidurstgour.

2 Kongsumsitingin

Greiningin av skattaskipanini { Fgroyum byrjar vid spurninginum um, hvussu tann
kongliga umsitingin var skipad, ti ein skattaskipan kravdi umsiting. Umrgdan av syslu-
monnum { Fgroyum i samtidarkeldunum fra sidst { 1100-talinum og fyrsti 1200- talinum
sipar til tidina, t4 i0 tey fyrstu stigini vérdu tikin at skipa eina midsavnada kongliga
umsiting { t{ norska rikinum. Ta fyrstu tidina hevur meginuppgavan hja syslumonnunum
{ Feroyum verid avmarkad til umsiting av tributtinum, sum kongur skuldi hava, og neyvan
umfatad l6ggavuumsiting eins og seinni { 1200-talinum. Hetta kann verda sagt vio stgoi i,
at sambeert raettarbot Magnusar kongs légbgtara fra 1271 hgvdu fgroyingar sina egnu
16ggavu heilt fram til ta. [ reettarbétini sigur Magnus kongur seg nevniliga jatta bgn
faroyinga eftir besta manna radi, at i Fgroyum skuldi samalég galda sum { Gulatings-
lggum. Té skuldi bunadarbélkurin vera soleidis, sum egna l6gbdk fgroyinga bar bod um
(DF, 1985: 24). At meta eftir Fgroyingasggu, hevdi heimildarmadur hgvundans tidliga {
1200-talinum gddan kunnleika til norska l6ggavu (sbr. Foote, 1970; Mortensen, 2019), og
ti er tad sannlikt, at 16g faroyinga undan 1271 var eftir norskari fyrimynd. Men annars
vita vit einki um ta légina.

Légin, sum kom { gildi { Fgroyum { 1271, var endurskodanin av Gulatingslégini fra
1267, men av henni er bara kristindémsbdlkurin vardveittur. Hans Jacob Debes (1995)
metti utsagninirnar hja kongi um umbgn fgroyinga at faa norska 16g og um ta fgroysku
l6gbokina vera tekin um, at fgroyingar stutt undan hesum hgvdu jattad kongi 16ggavu-
vald i Feroyum. Undan ti mattu Fgroyar ti hava verid eitt sjalvstgdugtland eins og Island
undan samtykt islendinga i 1262-64 um at ganga undir tad norska kongsvaldid og gjalda
skatt. Henda meting verdur moétsvarad av utsggnini { Historia Norwegie fra 1160-75 um,
at fgroyingar guldu skatt til avisar tidir, og samtidarkeldum sidst tir 1100- talinum og fyrst
f 1200-talinum um syslumenn { Fgroyum. Hon verdur heldur ikki gédtikin av sggu-
frgdingum { dag (Weerdahl, 2011: 62f, 66; Imsen, 2018: 144). Metast ma ti, at onkur
kollveltandi politiskt hending hevdi verid { Fgroyum longu { 1100-talinum, sum veitti
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heimild fyri, at kongur ttinti l6ggavuvald { 1271. Eitt kent dgmi um eina tilika politiska
hending ur hesi tidini finst { Sverrissggu, har Sverri kongur revsadi jallin i Orknoyggjum
eftir tann miseydnada oyggjaskeggjauppreisturin i 1194. I uppgerdini i 1195 ognadi
kongur szer nevniliga gardarnar hja teimum falnu uppreistrarmonnunum ur Hetlandi og
tok seer raedisreettin, sum jallurin { Orknoyggjum hevdi i Hetlandi, baedi av skatti og gorum
skyldum, og eisini reettin til helvtina av sakaroyrunum ur Orknoyggjum og setti
syslumenn at taka sar av hesum (Sverris saga, kap. 125).

[ reettarbétini fra 1271 verdur tann kongliga fyrisitingin i landinum eisini nevnd.
Umframt ein syslumann fevndi hon um tveir lensmenn. Hetta saest { Utsggnini hja kongi
um, at "Eigi wilium veer att syslu madr hefuir fleiri lensmenn end ij" (DF, 1985: 24). |
utsggnini liggur ein avmarking, men um hon sipar til stgduna, sum longu var, ella um
eina avmarking av eini nyggjari stgdu, altso eini vidkan av ti kongligu umsitingini,
framgongur ikki. Men ut fra ti, sum vit annars vita um, hvussu tann kongliga umsitingin {
gorum pgrtum { t{ norska rikinum mentist hesa tidina, er helst talan um tad seinna, altso
at tad na vordu settir tveir syslumannshjalparar 1 ti fgroyska skattlandinum, og at teir
vorou nevndir lensmenn.

Gulatingslogin fra 1267 var bert fa ar i gildi { Fgroyum, ti sambaert reettarb6tini til
fgroyingar fra 1298, nevnd Seydabraevid, var Landslégin, sum Magnus kongur légbgtari
fekk samtykta 4 teimum norsku lggtingunum { 1274-76, komin { gildi { Féroyum adrenn
Magnus kongur doydi { 1280 (DF, 1985: 4). Hon fekk gildi { gllum pgrtum { rikinum, men
{ Islandi { tillagadari titgdvu. Saman vid Hirdlogini, sum skipadi umsitingina hja teimum
ovaru lggunum { ti kongligu umsitingini (sbr. Imsen, 2000), var hon krdnan averkinum {
skipanini av ti stovnsfesta monarkiska statinum i ti norska rikinum { midgld (sbr. Imsen,
2018). Landslégin var { gildi { Feroyum fram til 1604, ta Norska l6g hja Christiani IV kom
istadin. Hon var ein umseting og vidkan av Landslégini og var i gildi fram til 1687, ta
i0 Norska 16g hja Christiani V kom. Eisini { henni ganga fleiri avasetingunum i Landslégini
aftur.

[ Landslégini véru samstarvsvidurskiftini millum kongsvaldid og bgndurnar skipad.
Kongsins umbodsmadur, sum var syslumadurin, skuldi tilnevna umbod fyri bgndurnar at
vera lggraettumenn, og saman vido lggmanni, sum kongur tilnevndi, skuldu teir manna
lggreettin 4 tingi. L@greetturin var landsins domstdlur. Helst er henda skipan ikki sett i
verk beinan vegin { Fgroyum, ti at meta eftir Seydabraevinum var eingin lggmadur i
Fgroyum i 1298. [stadin hevdi kongur, til fyriskipan av hesi raettarbétini, sett eina nevnd,
sum var mannad vid biskupinum i Fgroyum og lggmanninum i Hetlandi, at gera l6gar-
uppskotid, sum vard lagt fyri tingid { Feroyum. Eingin syslumadur verdur nevndur {
Seydabraevinum.

Ogreitt er, neer tingid { Feroyum er skipad sum lggting vid einum lggreetti eftir Lands-
16gini. Békin vid 16gini, sum vard nytt { Fgroyum til umleid 1600, er vardveitt (Kongs-
bokin, Sth. 33 4°), og malfrgdingar meta hana vera skrivada { umleid 1300-1325 (Rindal
and Spgrck, 2018: 27). Men légskipanin um lgn nevndarmanna i Fgroyum, sum eisini
verdur nevnd Skipan um tingfaratoll, er innskrivad seinni, eftir malinum at dgma i umleid
1400 ella eitt sindur innan (Helgason, 1951: 107). I hesi tidini verdur eisini eitt lggting {
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Fgroyum fyri fyrstu ferd nevnt { keldunum. [ Hundabraevinum, sum eisini er innskrivad
I Kongsbokina, vatta badi lggmadur og lggraeettumenn vid innsiglum sinum, og hesa
innskriving meta malfrgdingar vera fra tidarskeidinum 1350-1400 (Helgason, 1951: 111-
112). Annars er tad lggskipanin um nevndarmenn i Gulatingsgkinum og samsyningar
teirra, sum stendur { ti fgroysku légbdkini, og hetta synir, at 16gbdkin upprunaliga er
skrivad til nytslu { Gulatings lggtingsgkinum. Ein onnur abending um, at nevndarmanna-
skipanin ikki kom { lag beinan vegin, er, at innsigli lggraettumanna, sum vit kenna ar
tveimum vardveittum stempulmerkjum fra avikavist 1533 og 1649, sambeaert bdkstavs-
forminum verdur av serkgnum mett at stava ar 1300-talinum (Thiset, 1915). Sggu-
frgdiliga ma ti verda mett, at lggtingsskipanin i Fgroyum, vid tilnevndum lggraettu-
monnum, sum umbodadu bgndurnar, { fullan mun er farin at virka { tidini millum umleid
1350 og 1400. At Landsldégin hevur verio i gildi fyri tad, er té einki at ivast i, ti Utsggnin {
Seydabreevinum um gildiskomuna er greid, og helst hevur kongsvaldid eisini sett ein
lggmann at vera ddmari { Fgroyum skjott eftir 1298, ti saman vid syslumansembaetinum
var lggmansembeetio sjalv kjarnan { ti stadbundnu styringini sambzert Landslégini.

Mynd 1
Innsigli lggraettumanna, sum hongur vid einum breevi fra 1533, verdur { braevinum nevnt
"lannsens insighell". Bokstavsformurin bendir 4, at tad er ur 1300-talinum. Hetta visir, at
lggtingid sum stovnur umbodadi Fgroyar { rikisvidurskiftum. (Mynd: Fgroya sgga 2).

So statt er tad likt til, at skipanin av ti fgroyska samfelagnum eftir Landsl6gini hevur
verid ein tilgongd, sum hevur varad tad mesta av eini gld, fra umleid 1280 til umleid 1350.
Ur gdrum pgrtum av ti norska rikinum og @drum norskum skattlondum vita vit, at
medan teir, i0 fingu tillutad syslumansembeeti, voru limir { kongsins hird, sum virkadi
eftir Hirdskranni, og vanliga véru adalsmenn, komu teir, id vorou tilnevndir til lggmans-
embeeti, Ur bondastzeettini, og tad sama var galdandi fyri teir, id vordu tilnevndir at vera
lggraettumenn. [ ti norska rikinum undir Landslégini og Hirdskranni var démsvaldid ti
latid yvir til bondasteettina, medan akaeruvaldid, sum vio 16gini gjgrdist alment, 14 hja
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kongi og haegsta umbodsmanni hansara, syslumanninum. Framman undan var einki
alment dkzeruvald, og reettaruppgerdin var privatraettarliga uppgjgrd, og { evsta fgri
politiskt uppgjerd 4 einum almennum tingi, ella altingi, partanna millum, har tann
figlmentasti parturin var vid yvirlutan. Eina tilika stgou lesa vit um { Fgroyingasggu (kap.
4-5) 1 uppgerdini millum hgvdingarnar Havgrim { Hovi gorumegin og Brestir og Beinir
hinumegin i stridnum, sum hgvundurin legdi til grund fyri segugongdini. { hesi skipanini
hevdi ein lggsggumadur skil 4 teimum grundleggjandi reglunum, sum véru samtyktar {
reettarsamfelagnum. [ Fgroyingasggu verdur ein lggsggumadur nevndur, sum zet Gilli, og
hann verdur nevndur { sambandi vid tidina { 1020-arunum.

Eingin lggmadur er kendur { Fgroyum undan Simuni lggmanni, sum er nevndur
{ Hundabraevinum fra 1350-1400. Eftir teir badar syslumenninar, sum eru nevndir ienda-
kapitlinum { Fgroyingasggu, er heldur eingin syslumadur kendur fyrr enn { 1388, t4 id
adalsmadurin Greipur [varsson, sum budi { Hattabergi sunnan fyri Bergen, verdur
nevndur "syslumadur i Fgroyum" (Isl. Ann., 1888: 415; sbr. DF, 1985: 31-35). Eftir 1388
hoyra vit aftur um ein syslumann i Fgroyum { 1437, t4 adalsmadurin Amund Sigurdsson
Bolt, sum hevdi stadid fyri einum miseydnadum uppreistri iméti Eiriki av Pommern kongi,
sum lidur { eini semju millum partarnar fekk Fgroyar ilen (DN, bd. 2, nr. 727). Sidani
kenna vit ikki navnid 4 ngkrum, i0 hevdi Fgroyar { len, fyrr enni1524-25,t4i0 Peder
Fresenberg, sum helst var ur Hamborg, verdur nevndur (StFS, 1908, nr. 16). Kanska
Amund Sigurdsson Bolt eitt stutt skifti bidi { Feroyum (Njastad, 2009), men annars er tad
ivasamt, um kongsins haegsti umbodsmadur { hdmidgld og seinmidgld nakrantid hevur
bd i landinum. I seinnu helvt av 1400-talinum hava Fgroyar helst ligid undir Bergenhus
skansa eins og teer vidhvgrt gjgrdu { 1500-talinum, og vérdu styrdar av fatum hadani.
Fatarnir toku szer av uppgavunum, sum syslumadurin ella hgvudsmadurin a Bergenhus
skansa formliga hgvdu evstu abyrgd av.

Futin var so statt haegsti umbodsmadur kongs, sum btidi { landinum. Vidhvgrt var hann
settur av kongi, og vidhvgrt avhonum, sum hevdilandid i len, vita vit ar keldum ar 1500-
talinum. Futin umsat heimildirnar, sum kongur hevdi latid vid leninum, og hevdi eisini
abyrgd av kongsins leiguggroum og innkrevjing av leigugjgldunum, sakaroyrum (b6tum),
skatti, tolli og g0rum inntgkum, sum kongur sambeaert samtykt fra bdndunum atti reett
til. Eisini hevdi hann dbyrgd av, at reett vard fario fram { handilsskapi, og at 16g og reettur
vorou hildin og reettvist umsitin. Fatin umsat so statt tad almenna akseruvaldio i
landinum. [ 1500-talinum skuldi hann eisini standa fyri kongsins studli til skdlaskap og
hospital (sbr. StFS, 1908, nr. 16, 17, 37, 46, 48, 54, 92, 94, 111, 178, 187, 192, 215, 228,
231, 232), sum fyri truboétina hgvdu ligid hja kirkjuni. Fatin umbodadi sostatt tey yvir-
skipadu ahugamalini hja kongi, og { 1500-talinum og 1600-talinum voru fatarnir ongan-
tio feroyingar.

Lggmadur var eisini settur av kongi, men hann var, tad vit vita, vanliga fgroyingur.
Hgvudsuppgava lggmans var at vera démari, og aftur at szer i hesum starvinum hevoi
hann lggrattumenninar, sum véru domsmenn (StFS, 1908, nr. 136, 173, 191). Lggmadur
hevdi l6gbdkina og landsins innsigli, innsigli lggraettumanna, i vardveitslu. Mal, sum
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lggraetturin dgmdi, kundu { 1500-talinum skjotast inn fyri ein lggmann { Noregi ella inn
fyri kong (StFS, 1908, nr. 65, 191, 234, 235), og soleidis hevur tad helst eisini verid { eldri
tio. Eisini saest i tingbokunum ur 1600-talinum, at tad var ein tydandi uppgava hja
lggmanni at hava eftirlit vid, at handilsskapurin hja keypmonnunum, sum hgvdu handils-
loyvi fra kongi, var reidiligur, ta i0 tad sndi seg um mal, vekt og vgrutakst (si t.d. Tingbdk,
1978: 143, 155). Aseting um hetta stendur eisini i Landslégini (ML, 1915, VIII: 29; Kongs-
bokin, 68r). Legmadur og lggraettumenn umbodadu so statt ahugamalini hja almuiguni.

Undir hesi skipan var tann kongliga umsitingin eisini skipad vid einum innaneftirliti.
Av skjglunum ur 1500-talinum og 1600-talinum saest nevniliga, at almugan eisini hevdi
atgongd til at klaga beinleidis til kong (StFS, 1908, nr.37, 94, 106, 115,116,118, 119, 120,
128, 134, 172, 176, 215, 228). Eitt nu { 1567, ta i0 klagad vard um, at lggtingio dgmdi
fatanum til vildar. Tad hevdi vid seer, at kongur arid eftir vidkadi umsitingina vio einum
skrivara, sum skuldi taka iméti klagum og skriva nidur avgerdir, sum voéru tiknar 4 tingi
(StFS, 1908, nr. 115, 116, 119, 120).

Hvussu neergkisfyrisitingin var skipad, feest innlit { { tingbdkini fra 1655. Har er tad
fremst innskrivad ein sidbundin tala, sum lggmadur las, ta id lggtingid vard sett. I henni
verodur sagt fra tingskipanini tr gamlari tid, millum annad, at 36 eidsvornir nevndarmenn
sétu i lggreettinum, og eisini, hvussu teir véoru tilnevndir. Teir vordu tilnevndir av kongsins
umbodsmanni ella fita hansara "hiemme vdi hans Schibsreede, I hans Leen, paa Det
Thing, som holdis om Midfaaste Thide", tvs. & vartingi (Tingbok, 1958: 12-13). Hetta
brotid finst eisini i norsku 16g hja Christiani IV, sum hevur tad tr Landslégini. { kapitlinum
i Landslégini um eid lggraettumanna, sum eisini fyriskipar, at 36 mans skuldu sita i lgg-
reettinum, verdur asett, at teir skuldu vera skikkadir til starvid og kosnir soleidis, at eitt
umbod var ur hvgrjum fylki (ML, 1915, I: 3; Kongsbokin, 3v).

Hugtakid skipsreida i taluni bendir 4 ta fatan i Féroyum { 1600-talinum, at skipanin vid
einum lggtingi var knytt at eini leidangsskipan. Leidangur var { sinum uppruna ein
sjéhernadarlig verjuskipan i Noregi Ur vikingatid, sum var grundad a avtalur millum
bgndur og kongsvald um hertzenastu eina tid av arinum, um tgrvur var a ti. Skipsreidin
var tad gkid, sum { felag atti og ttgjgrdi eitt skip til hesa verjutaenastu. Ur hinum skatt-
londunum eru ikki vardveitt tekin um, at leidangsskipanin { Landslégini vard sett { verk,
og tad hevur fingid Steinar Imsen (2018: 150) til at taka samanum, at hetta helst er "tad
stdra felags undantakid” fyri, at Landslogin vard sett i gildi { gllum ti norska rikinum. Men
{ Fgroyum finnast altso seinni og brotakendar abendingar um, at uppbytid av landinum
upprunaliga var grundad i eini skipan av landsverju. Ordi6 len i taluni sipar til syslurnar {
1600-talinum og seinni, sum véru embaetisgki hja hjalparmonnum fatans, sum { hesi
tidini nevndust syslumenn. I 1500-talinum vérdu teir eisini nevndir lensmenn (StFS,
1908, nr. 126), sum eisini er tad heitid, sum i raettarbotini fra 1271 verdur nytt um
hjalparmenn syslumansins, sum hevdi landid i len. I Islandi vérdu teir nevndir séknar-
menn. Syslumansheitio { seinni tid hevdi ti ikki sama tydning i 1200- og 1300-talinum
sum seinni. Leidangurin { Noregi misti sin tydning sum sjéhernadarlig fyriskipan tioliga
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{ 1400-talinum, men helt fram, eins og eisini hevdi verid vanligt sidan 1200-talid, sum
ein skattaskipan.

Sum hjalparmenn fatans téku syslumenninir seer av uppgavunum, sum fatin vardadi
av, { embeaetisgkjum teirra, eitt ni1 ti almenna dkaerumyndugleikanum (sbr. StFS, 1908,
nr.70). Teirhgvdu eitt slag av politimyndugleika, eins og tad saest { einum mali i ting-
boékini fra 1617, har syslumadurin vard tilkalladur { sambandi vio eitt drapsmal (Tingbdk,
1978: 48). Helst hevur tad eisini verid uppgava teirra, fitans vegna, at tilnevna teir seks
nevndarmenninar, sum ur sysluni skuldu mgta { lggraettinum alggtingi at vera déms-
menn. Ner henda skipanin vid uppbyti av landinum { syslur er komin, vita vit ikki,
men i einum skjali fra 1407, har ein syslumadur i Suduroy verdur nevndur (DF, 1985:
48), seaest, at skipanin var komin fyri tad. I tingbékunum tr 1600-talinum szest, at teir
stadbundnu syslumenninir eisini véru lggrettumenn og komu ur béndasteettini.
Umframt at umboda dkzeruvaldid véru teir so statt eisini meddémarar hja lggmanni.
Hetta var t6 ein leiklutur, sum teir fingu undir styrinum hja Christiani III kongi (1534-
1559) beint eftir traboétina (Imsen, 1997: 22-23). Av gdrum téku teir szer av teimum
figgjarligu uppgavunum, sum kongsins umbodsmadur (syslumadurin, lensharrin) ella
fatin formliga hevdi i landinum.

Tann kongliga umsitingin { Fgroyum, sum szest i keldunum tr 1400-talinum, 1500-
talinum og 1600-talinum, vid einum lggtingi og seks vartingum, tykist soleidis at vera
byrjad sum ein verjufelagsskapur, sum eisini fevndi um eina raettarskipan, har umbod fyri
kongsmyndugleikan og bgndurnar samstarvadu um abyrgdarbytid. Hetta grundmynstrid
vi0 samstarvi millum kongsmyndugleika og bgndur, sum seest { keldutilfarinum dr 1500-
talinum og 1600-talinum, eydkendi eisini umsitingar i gorum landspgrtum og skatt-
londum { tf norska rikinum longu { 1200-talinum og 1300-talinum. Hugsjénarliga var tad
grundad i ti kristnu leeruni um rex iustus, sum var ein fyrimynd um tann fridarskapandi
og reettvisa kongin, sum eisini var bindilidur millum kirkjuna og félkid. [ Noregi festi
hugsjonin rgtur { 1200-talinum og gjgrdist tann grundleggjandi lidurin i menningini av
rikisvaldi undir Hakuni kongi Hakunssyni (1217-1263). Vid stgdi { hesum eydnadist tad
kongsvaldinum at menna eina midsavnada styring av ti vidfevnda rikinum gjggnum
skynsamt samstarv vid bgndurnar. Tad kongliga styrid vardveitti sitt lgggildi justi hesum,
at landsins ibugvar { stéran mun raddu sezer sjdlvum innan teir lé6garkarmar, sum kongs-
valdio hevoi givid vio Landslégini, og bgndurnir hgvdu samtykt & tingunum.

Samanumtikid var tann kongliga umsitingin so statt skipad gjggnum samtyktir millum
kongsvald og bgndur a tingi um samstarv. Sambeert ti fgroyska keldutilfarinum var
umsitingin mannad vid einum adalsmanni, sum hevdi landid { len og ikki budi { landinum,
einum fuata fyri hann, sum budi { landinum, seks lensmonnum, sum eisini vorou nevndir
syslumenn, einum lggmanni og 36 nevndarmonnum, sum mannadu lggreettin. { 1568 vard
umsitingin vidkad vid einum skrivara.
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3 Kongsinntgkur og skattur i 1500-talinum

Ein annar partur av spurninginum um skatt er, hvgrjar kongsinntgkurnar véru, oghvat
teer gingu til. f keldunum tr 1500-talinum saest, at teer kongligu inntgkurnar av Fgroyum
vordu nevndar landskuld, sakaroyru, tollur, skattur og landahjalp, sum eisini var ein
skattur. Landskuldin verdur i keldunum eisini nevnd renta, og hon var rentuinntgkan,
sum kongur hevdi av at leiga jgrd, sum hann atti, ut. Sambezert jardarbdkini fra 1584, sum
er tann elsta jardarbokin, sum er vardveitt { Fgroyum, var rentuinntgkan hja kongi hetta
arid 1.566 gyllin.! T4 er rentan av pantsettum ggrdum ikki tikin vid. [ jardarbékini saest,
at hann ta atti 53% av jardarvirounum { Fgroyum; men sambeert lensgjaldinum hja
lensharranum { tidini 1547-1553 atti hann 5% av jardarvirounum fyri trubétina, og
kirkjan 48% (sbr. StFS, 1908, nr. 54, 55, 56, 59, 61, 67, 68, 78; Degn, 1933).2 f sambandi
vi0 ognarumsitingina hevdi kongur eisini inntgku av festigjgldum, sum voru umleid 173
gyllin um 4rid eftir trdbétina.? Fyri triibétina atti kirkjan, sum sambaert lensavtaluni
1547 atti 90% av jgroini, sum kongur seinni atti, meginpartin av hesum.

Sakaroyru, tollur og skattur voru kongsreettindi og verda i keldunum nevnd regales.
Sakaroyru véru bgturnar, sum kongur skuldi hava sambezert dsetingunum { Landslégini
fyri l6garbrot. Sambeert tingbékunum ur tidarskeidinum 1615-1688 voru bgturnar {
midal 112 gyllin um arid. Av teimum vdru 77 gyllin { midal um arid fyri sidamisbrot, og
35 gyllin { midal um 4rid fyri onnur misbrot. Sidamisbrot voréu dgmd eftir Stéradomi,
sum tad islendska altingid samtykti { 1564 og kongur stadfesti sum 16g { 1565; men fyri
trubétina véru sidamisbrot dgmd eftir kristinreettinum, har biskupur fekk meginpartin
av inntgkunum.

! Av rentuinntgkunum véru 642 gyllin fyri jardarleigu, 743 gyllin fyri seydaleigu, 173 gyllin fyri neytaleigu,
7 gyllin fyri rossaleigu og 1 gyllin fyri adra leigu.

“Leigujgrdin hja kongi verdur i jardarbékini uppgjerd eftir markatalinum. Samanlagt visur jardarbékin, at
kongsjgrdin i 1584 var 1.258 merkur og 162 alin. { seinni tid hevur tann almenna uppgerdin av ti samlada
jardarvirdinum { Fgroyum, har bzedi kongsjgro og 6dalsjgro eru vio, verid uppgjgrd eftir ti rhinska peninga-
virdinum, gyllin, sum vard innfgrt undir Christiani Il { 1513 (Jensen, 1976), til 2.368 merkur 9 gyllin og 16
skinn (Thorsteinsson, 1981: 671). Eftir ti gomlu skipanini svaradi tad til 2.368 merkur og 196 alin.

3Inntgkur av festigjsldum hgvdu gll, sum leigadu jgrd t, badi kongur, kirkjan og adrir jardareigarar. Eftir
Landslégini vordu festigardar tutleigadir tridjahvegrt ar (ML, 1915, VII: 1,2), og ta vard festigjald goldid. Hetta
broyttist vid tidini soleidis, at gardarnir { seinmidgld vordu festir fyri livstid, har festigjald vard goldid eina
ferd, ogein minni upphaedd, sum vard nevnd dgdva ella tridjadrstoka, vard goldin tridjahvgrt ar (Bjgrkvik,
1982a: 412). Sidst { 1500-talinum var festigjaldio eina gyllin fyri hvgrja mgrk (Zachariassen, 1961: 101), og
4gavan eina halva gyllin fyri hvgrja mgrk (Degn, 1945: 2 (inngangur)). Um roknad verdur vio, at festigjald av
einum gardi { midal vard goldid tjigunda hvgrt ar, og dgava tridjahvert ar, verdur vio stgdi i festigardatalinum
i jardarbdkini fra 1584 komid fram til, at festigjgldini véru 63 gyllin { midal um arid, og agavan 210 gyllin i
midal um arid. Sambeert Louis Zachariassen (1961: 111) var inntgkan fyri landskuld tey arini, 4gava kann
staofestast { fitaroknskapunum dr 1600-talinum, teett vid 500 gyllin stgrri enn vanligt.
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Tollur var avgjgldini, sum handilsmenn voru kravdir eftir { sambandi vid innflutning
og utflutning av vgru. Tollur var so statt inntgkan, sum kongur fekk av handlinum, um
hann ikki rak hann sjalvur. Eitt nt verdur sisegjald nevnt i 1535 (StFS, 1908, nr. 48), sum
var eitt avgjald fyri innflutning av vini, sum longu tykist at vera komid { 1302 (Blom,
1982). Vit vita t6 ikki, hvussu ndgv kom inn { tolli { Fgroyum.

Skattur var eitt fast avgjald, sum vard goldio eina ferd um arid, medan landahjalp var
ein serskattur, og { badum fgrum kravdist heimild. Landahjalp kenna vit i norskum
sambandi serliga ar figgjarpolitikkinum hja Christiani I1{ 1515, 1517 og 1519, t4 mann-
talslistar vérdu gjgrdir fyri at likna hana, men eisini seinni (Bjgrkvik, 1982b). I keldu-
tilfari, har Fgroyar verda nevndar, er hesin skattur umrgddur i 1534-35 (StFS, 1908, nr.
43,44, 45) 0g 1559-60 (StFS, 1908, nr. 91, 95), og badar ferdir var hann tveir dalar fyri
hvgnn skattgjaldara. [ skattabraevinum fra 1560, sum eisini vard sent til Fgroya, verdur
uppheaeddin udtgreinad soleidis, at hverjir 10 kongsbgndur og adrir leigulendingar
samhaldsfast skuldu rinda 10 dalar, har "den rige hjeelpe den fattige", eins og tad stendur,
medan ognarbgndur 4 sama hatt skuldu gjalda 20 dalar fyri hvgrjar 10 bgndur. I skatta-
brgvunum, sum vorou send um alt rikid, eru utgreiningar eisini um ttgerdarmenn, fiski-
menn, skiparar og kirkjumenn. { 1563 vard eitt einsljédandi skattabraev sent til Fgroya,
men ta ferdina sendu fgroyingar kongi bgnarbraev um at sleppa teimum undan serskatti-
num, og i svarskrivinum fra 1565 jattadi kongur fyri hesa ferd (StFS, 1908, nr.100, 106).
[ brgvunum, sum { 1534 og 1535 vérdu send Fgroya biskupi, lggmanni og almigu,
verour gjglla utgreinad, at heimildargrundarlagid fyri landahjalpini var ein samtykt a
lggtingi { Feroyum { 1533, sum hann, i0 hevdi Fgroyar { len, hevdi "tttingad" ella fingio
samtykta a tingi (StFS, 1908, nr. 42, s. 45; nr. 45, s. 49). Liknandi dgmi finnast eisini {
norskum keldutilfari undan tribétini. Men eftir statsreetti i seinmidgld hevoi tad norska
rikisradid, har millum annad Fgroya biskupur { seinmidgld hevdi seeti, formliga eisini
heimild at jatta kongi serskatt f6lksins vegna. I ti norska rikinum fall "tingingin" vid f61kid
td so hvgrt burtur, og ta i0 einaveldid vard innfgrt i 1660, misti eisini rikisradid
jattanarreettin (Holmsen, 1976: 34-35). At meta eftir ordingunum { fylgiskrivinum til
skattabraevio fra 1563 og svarskrivinum fra 1565 til bgnarbraevid fra feroyingum um at
sleppa seer undan serskattinum fra 1563, hevdi lggtingid ikki samtykt hann (sbr. StFS,
1908, nr. 100, 106).

Fyri truboétina luttok lggtingid { ti faroyska skattlandinum so statt { skattaumsitingini.
Tad er tyduligt, at hetta var eftir gomlum reettarsioi, og at kongsvaldid var tilvitad um, at
stadbundin politisk undirtgka var neydug, ta id skattur var alagdur.

Tann fasti skatturin verdur i keldunum ur 1500-talinum eisini nevndur leding (StFS,
1908, nr.46, 91, 99, 228, 231), og heitid sipar til leidangsskipanina { midgld. Hetta synir,
at skatturin hevur verid heimiladur { 1. kapitli i landsverjubé6lkinum { Landslégini um
avloysing fyri leidangsteenastu (ML, 1915, 111:1; Kongsbokin, 12r). Hetta saest eisini {
einum démi i tingbdkini frd 1660 um skattaeftirstgdu, har tad verdur vist til dsetingarnar
i 1. kapitli { landsleigubélkinum { Norsku 16g hja Christiani IV (sbr. Tingbdk, 1958: 180-
181), sum eru ur Landslagini.
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Talval
Skattur, hus og familjuuppihaldarar i 1584, skipad eftir syslum.
Sysla Skattur, gn Hus (gardar) Familjuuppihaldarar
Suduroyar sysla 64,15 73 100
Sandoyar sysla 43,40 51 68
Vaga sysla 29,00 40 50
Streymoyar sysla 72,18 102 117
Eysturoyar sysla 69,50 101 121
Nordoya sysla 52,90 60 76
Fgroyar til samans 331,13 427 532
Brotpartar av virdiseindini gyllin (gn), sum { jardarbokini eru uppgivin i skinnum, eru her umroknadir til
desimalar.

[ 1. kapitli { landsverjubélkinum i Landslégini verdur asett, at har, sum leidangs-
teenasta vard latin, skuldi kongur { fridartid ikki krevja meira { skatti enn helvtina av t
virdinum, sum var avtalad vio fullum leidangsutbodi, uttan so, at "so stor neyd rakar, at
menn, um teir kenna kongsins miskunn og gédvilja, vilja lata meira orsaka av keerleika til
hansara." (ML, 1915, 1I1:1,3; Kongsbdkin, 12r). Ivaleyst er tad hesi ldgarreglu um undan-
tak, sum teir donsku kongarnir, Christian II og Christian III, hava stydjad seg til vid
serskattum sinum beint undan trubétini. Sidani verdur asett i Landsldégini, at "Eingi
almenn avgjgld skulu kongur ella umbodsmenn hansara leggja 4 okkum, hvgrki gavur ella
veitslur ella hestafédur ella vidarhggging har sum leidangur verdur gjgrdur, uttan skjuts
og teer lydskyldur, sum standa i 16gbdkini. " (ML, 1915, III: 1,4; Kongsbokin, 12r). Oroid
lydskylda hevdi somu merking sum tegnskylda, tvs. skyldan, sum bgndurnir { rikinum
sambeert samtykt hgvdu moétvegis kongsvaldinum. Sambeert 16gini, og at meta eftir
utinningini av serskattinum { 1500-talinum, hava fgroyingar ti gijggnum tidina, tad vit vita,
ikki havt adrar skattaskyldur enn hesar badar, og so onkrar smeerri skyldur, sum verda
nevndar i Landslégini, eitt nd skjutsskyldu, sum hevur verid framd fram til nytid. |
Fgroyum vard skjatsskyldan tikin av { 1922, og skyldan at skjutsa prest { 1936. Hvussu
stort tad virdid var, sum leidangsteenastan i fridartio kundi avloysast vid, framgongur td
ikki av Landslégini, men einans, at tad fulla virdio i 6fridartio fevndi um manning, skip og
vapn eftir neerri avtalu, og eisini, at henda veiting eisini fevndi um skattlondini, um tey
vordu alopin (ML, 1915, 111:3,1; Kongsbokin, 13r).

[ jardarbokini fra 1584 seest, at tann fasti skatturin, ella leidangsskatturin, av
Fgroyum, var til samans 331 gyllin. Skatturin var liknadur millum 427 gardar vio 532
familjuuppihaldarum. { talvu 1 eru hesi tgl ttgreinad eftir syslum.

Eitt gjald, sum landsins bgndur eisini skuldu rinda, var Ign til nevndarmenn a
lggtingi. Jakob Jakobsen (DF, 1985: 27-28) nevndi skipanina um hetta, sum umleid 1350-
1400 vard innskrivad { Kongsboékina, fyri skipan um tingfaratoll av ti, at i tekstinum verda
gjgldini nevnd ting fara tollur, men { grundini er talan um eina skipan um samsyningar
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(sbr. Weyhe, 2012). Sambeert Landsldgini var tad lggmadur, sum umsat hana, men
kostnadin av hesi skipan vendi eg aftur til seinni.

Samanumtikid synir tad fgroyska keldutilfarid, at skattur kravdi légarheimild, og at
lggtingio { tidini kring trabédtina luttok { ti yvirskipadu skattaumsitingini eftir gomlum
reettarsidi, har kongsvaldid var tilvitad um, at stadbundin politisk undirtgka var neydug,
ta i0 skattur var alagdur. Eisini saest { keldutilfarinum, at lggtingio ikki einans var ein
doémstoélur, men hevadi eisini politiskar uppgavur, baedi i sambandi vid umbodanina ut eftir
og ta kongligu skattaskipanina { landinum.

4 Likningini 1584

Hvussu vard skatturin i 1584 liknadur? ijaréarbékini fra 1584 szest, at gll guldu ikki
eins nogv { skatti, og at samband var ikki millum, hvussu ndgva jgro, hver garour hevaoi,
og hvussu noégyv teir guldu i skatti. Av ti at skatturin ikki seer ut til vera liknadur i mun til
figgjarligar umstgour, hava frgdingar mett, at skatturin var ein koppskattur ella persons-
skattur (Arnbjgrn Mortensen, 1954; Thorsteinsson, 1981, 1991, 2008). Vi0 atliti athesum
hevur Arne Thorsteinsson (1981: 675-676) eisini sett fram eina tilgiting um, at skatturin
upprunaliga var ein persoénsskattur, sum seinni vard fgrdur yvir & byggigrundir
béndanna, og at skatturin, so hvgrt sum gardarnir vordu byttir gjggnum arvaskifti, {
teimum flestu fgrunum er vordin hangandi vid grundirnar hja tf upprunaliga gardinum.
Henda tilgiting er t6 ikki vattad.

Spurt kann ti verda, hvgrjar dbendingar keldutilfarid gevur um, hvussu likning av
skatti for fram i 15842 [ jardarbékini sjalvari er tad tyduligt, at tad véru gardar ella his,
har annadhvgrt ein ella fleiri familjuuppihaldarar bidu, sum véru likningareindir. I
jardarbokini eru upp i sjey familjuuppihaldarar skrasettir { eini likningareind. I jardar-
bokini saest eisini, at av teimum 427 likningareindunum guldu 397 gardar ella his (92%)
skatt, medan 30 gardar ella hus (8%) ikki guldu skatt. Tey voru hospitalio, lggmans-
gardurin og embeaetisgardar hja prosti og prestum.

Tad véru so statt hesar 397 likningareindirnar, sum guldu teer 331 gyllinirnar { skatti
1 1584. Verdur hetta kannad naerri, seest { jardarbokini, at 54% av teimum guldu eina gylin
{ skatti, medan 38% guldu minni enn eina gyllin og 8% meira enn eina gyllin. Ein gyllin {
skatti tykist ti at hava verid ein grundupphaedd. I talvu 2 saest talid 4 likningareindunum
vid skatti, familjuuppihaldarum i teimum og hvussu négv taer guldu { skatti. { talvu 3 szest,
hvussu négvar likningareindir hgvdu ein ella fleiri upphaldarar, sum guldu avikavist
minni enn eina gyllin, eina gyllin og meira enn eina gyllin { skatti.

Medan skatturin vard heimiladur i landsverjubdlkinum i Landslégini, so er landsleigu-
bolkurin (buinadarbdlkurin { Kongsbdkini) at meta sum eitt slag av skattalog, og likningar-
stgduna { 1584, sum seest { talvu 3, finna vit aftur { honum. { landsleigubdlkinum verdur
skipad, hvussu farast skuldi fram { sambandi vid leigumal, sama um tad var kongur, kirkjan
ella onkur annar, sum leigadi jar6arogn sina ut, og eisini, hvussu farast skuldi fram {
sambandi vid ivamal, millum annad vidvikjandi skatti. I fyrsta kapitli verdur fyriskipad,
hvgrji grundleggjandi raettindi partarnir hgvdu sindmillum, og sidani verdur i 16gini
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Talva 2
Tal 4 likningareindunum vio skatti, familjuuppihaldarum i teimum og hvussu négv ter guldu
iskatti.
Sysla Likningareindir vid Upphaldarar Skattur tils., gn
skatti
Suduroyar sysla 71 94 64,2
Sandoyar sysla 50 67 43,4
Véaga sysla 37 47 29,0
Streymoyar sysla 95 111 72,2
Eysturoyar sysla 89 109 69,5
Nordoya sysla 55 71 52,9
Til samans 397 499 331,1
Talva 3

Likningareindir vid einum ella fleiri uppihaldarum, sum guldu avikavist minni enn eina
gyllin, eina gyllin og meira enn eina gyllin { skatti.

Sysla 1 uppih. 1 uppih. 1 uppih. 2-7 uppih. 2-7 2-7 uppih.

og<lgni oglgni og>1gni og<lgni wuppih.og o0g>1gni
skatti skatti skatti skatti 1gni skatti
skatti

Suduroyar 15 45 0 2 5 4

sysla

Sandoyar 15 22 1 0 10 2

sysla

Vaga sysla 14 12 1 5 2 3

Streymoyar 42 37 6 1 6 3

sysla

Eysturoyar 38 36 2 3 7 3

sysla

Nordoya 13 32 2 1 1 6

sysla

Til 137 184 12 12 31 21

Samans
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utgreinad { 63 gdrum kapitlum, hvussu farast skuldi fram { ivamalum, ella ta id dsemjur
stédust. Fyrisitingin av hesum vard lggd til stadbundnar nevndir vid seks skynsomum
monnum, sum skuldu gera meting i tililkum malum (sbr. ML, 1915, VII, kap. 2, 3, 4,9,
12,13, 15,17, 20, 21, 24, 27, 28, 31, 32, 33, 37, 39, 42, 43, 48, 49, 50, 53, 58, 62, 64).
Steinar Imsen (1990) hevur vist 4, at hesar nevndirnar véru tann grundleggjandi lidurin
i ti reettarsamfelagnum, sum eydkendi styringina av landspgrtunum i ti norska rikinum {
neaergkjunum. Spurningurin er ti, um hetta seest aftur { likningini { 1584?

Stgdan { jardarbokini saest aftur { 15. kapitli { landsleigub6lkinum. Har verdur fyri-
skipad { sambandi vid nytsluraett av tilfeingi, ta i0 leigulendingaskifti var, at "um fleiri
menn bugva { hisum saman enn ein, lika mikid hvussu teir skifta hidsini, hava teir lika
reett til allar teer dyr, sum éskiftar eru. Men um hann hgggur fleiri dyr { hisini enn tad
voruy, tad hann kom til, skal hann gjalda eina mgrk { silvuri, kongi helvtina og ti, sum atti
husini, helvtina, og bgta skadan a husini eftir ti, sum skynsamir menn meta." (ML, 1915,
VII: 15.1; Kongsbokin, 45v-46r).

Vidari verour soleidis asett i sama kapitli: "Na koma ikki allir leigulendingar til jardir-
nar { senn, ta skal hann krevja skifti, sum vil hava, vid tveimum vitnum, um jgrdin er 6bygd
ella hann ikki er komin, sum leigar jgrdina. Ta malar hann seer ein eins stéran teig og eins
veel teddan, og sidan gera teir sum teir vilja, um teir kasta lut ella hvgr tekur tann teigin,
sum hann hevur tadad. Leigulendingaskifti verdur altio hildid, medan ein av teimum byr 4
jérdini. Men um ein fer burtur av jgro sini, skal tann, sum kemur til, hava teigarnar og
husini, sum hin hevdi, sum flutti burtur, og hvgr kann sidan njéta sin buskap. Jgrdin skal
skiftast soleidis, at allir hava teigar javnt breidar og javnt langar og javnt gé0dar eftir jardar-
leiguni. Men um ein hevur breidari teig ella longri, skal hann lata ganga fra av sinum akri,
til tann, sum hevur minni. Hann skal lata baedi av sadddum og 6saddum akri og einki hava
fyri starv sitt. Men um hann ikki vil lata av, ta kann leigulendingur krevja tad sum kunnig
skuld." (ML, 1915, VII: 15.3; Kongsbokin, 46r).

Hesi brotini lysa reettarstgdurnar { sambandi vio kongsskatt hja teimum fgroysku
hiishaldunum { 1584, sum guldu minni ella meira enn eina gyllin i skatti. Ut frd hesum
kunnu vit meta, at um eini has, har fleiri familjur badu, véru éskift, so svaradu familjur-
nar samhaldsfast fyri skyldum sinum. Men um husio for sundur { fleiri has, skuldi ein
stadbundin metingarnevnd virdismeta skyldurnar av nyggjum. [ ti gvutu stgduni, at his
lggdu saman, t.d. { sambandi vid arvaskifti ella keyp av jgro { somu buseting, kunnu vit
meta, at farid vard fram 4 sama hatt vid maling av tilhoyrandi teigum og nyggjari
virdismeting. [ tingbékunum tr 1600-talinum siggjast tvey dgmi um hetta. Eitt dgmi um
eina almenna virdismeting { sambandi vid jgrd, sum endadi i lggtinginum, szest { ting-
bokini fra 1617 (Tingbok, 1953: 51), og eitt annad dgmi saest { tingbokini fra 1647-48,
har tad voru syslumadurin og lggreettumenninir { Suduroy, sum stédu fyri metingini
(Tingbdk, 1953: 376-379; sbr. Zachariassen, 1961: 343).

[ kap. 53 i landsleigub6lkinum eru asetingar um, hvussu farast skuldi fram, t4 id talan
var um nybygging, og her verdur leidangsskattur beinleidis nevndur: "Na verdur rudd-
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stadur bygdur { heradinum ella { almenningi, ta skal tann, sum ruddar, hava hann frian
fyri leigu og leidang i triggjar vetrar, og ikki hava skyldu til bodbering ella at flyta
fateekrafolk. Men ta triggir vetrar eru lidnir, skulu seks skynsamir menn meta um, hvat
ruddstadurin kann bera { leigu ella leidangi." (ML, 1915, VII: 53.1; Kongsbokin, 57r).

Av légarasetingunum skilst, at ein likning skuldi fara fram, ta i hdshaldini broyttust,
{ mun til dyrkilendi teirra, og eisini, at ein likning skuldi fara fram { sambandi vid bygging
i nyruddadum almenningi ella { bygdini. Henda likning tykist soleidis at vera gjgrd vio
stgdi i eini grunduppheedd i skattinum, og tilikar umlikningar siggjast i fleiri fgrum at vera
farnar fram, ta i0 jardarbgkur Ur 1600-talinum verda samanbornar (si t.d. Degn, 1945:
93, 100, 166, 176, 186, 193, 197, 213, 235).

Oman fyri vard vist 4, at tad { ti fgroyska keldutilfarinum tr 1500-talinum og 1600-
talinum seest, at tann kongliga fyrisitingin { naergkjunum vard mannad av seksmanna-
nevndum. Syslumadurin, sjalvur sezetti, tilnevndi hinar, og { lggtinginum sétu teir allir sum
déomsmenn hja lggmanni i lggraettinum. Leiklutin at vera domsmenn hgvdu teir stad-
bundnu syslumenninir t6 neyvan { seinmidgld, og helst hava adrir verid domsmenn fyri
teir. Oman fyri vard eisini vist 4, at tad i landsleigubdlkinum i Landslégini fleiri stadni
verdur asett, at ta i0 ivamal ella 6semjur stddust i leigumalum, sama um tad var kongur,
biskupur ella onkur annar, sum leigadi ogn sina ut, skuldi ein nevnd vid seks skyn-
somum monnum gera eina meting i malinum. Eisini skuldi ein seksmannanevnd
sambeaert 16gini gera eina meting, um ein ruddstadur toldi leigu ellaleidang. Hesi mal hava
helst verid avgreidd fyrisitingarliga i naergkjunum, eins og 16gin leggur upp til, ti tey
siggjast ikki { tingbokunum uttan { teimum badum fgrunum fra 1617 og 1647-48, har
malini endadu i lggtinginum. [ teimum fyrisitingarligu malunum hava tad ti verid
nevndarmenninir i sysluni, sum hava mannad nevndirnar, sum Landslégin fyriskipar {
leigu- og likningarmalum, eins og tad framgongur dr tingmalinum fra 1647-48.

Tad szest soleidis eitt tyduligt samband millum likningarstgduna { 1584, upplysingar-
nar { tingb6kunum tr 1600-talinum og asetingarnar i Landslégini, sum kom i gildi i Fgroy-
um fyri 1280. Tad kann rimiliga verda mett, at bgndurnir luttéku i likningini av skatti
gjggnum nevndarmenninar, sum umbodadu teir a lggtingi. Hvgr grundupphaeddin var,
framgongur av jardarboékini. [ talvu 3 seest nevniliga, at av teimum 397 likningar-
eindunum, sum guldu skatt, guldu 215 likningareindir (54%) eina gyllin { skatti. Hetta
bendir 4, at utgangsstgoio fyri skattalikningini var ein uppteljing eina ferd { fortidini av
hisum, sum skuldu hava skattskyldu, og hvgrt his var liknad vid grundupphaeddini, sum
seinni hevadi eitt virdi upp a eina gyllin.

5 Husateljing i fortidini

Grundad 4 at skattur vard liknadur vid stgdi i eini grundupphaedd, sum i 1584 var ein
gyllin, er oman fyri komio fram til, at itgangsstgdio fyri skattalikningini var ein uppteljing
av husum, sum skuldu hava skattskyldu, eina ferd { fortidini. Vid stgdi { jardarbokini fra
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1584 gevur hetta okkum so statt ein mgguleika at meta um, hvussu ndgvir gardar ella
hvussu négv hiis upprunaliga vérdu sett i skatt. Adrenn trivid verdur i henda spurning,
skal verda mett um, naer tann upprunaliga teljingin av skattskyldugum hisum kann vera
gjord, og harvid, neer skattapolitikkurin, sum saest verda utintur { jardarbokini fra 1584,
kann vera byrjadur. Spurningurin um tidarfesting er eisini vidkomandi av ti, at { fgroysku
sgguskrivingini hevur verid tvidrattur um, neer skipanirnar, sum siggjast { jardarbdkini
fra 1584, komu i lag (sbr. Degn, 1930; Thorsteinsson, 1991, 2008).

Ongar beinleidis Utsagnir eru i keldutilfarinum um tad, men onkrar dbendingar eru.
Eisini kann verda samanborid vid tad, sum vit vita um kongligan figgjarpolitikk i gdrum
skattlondum og gdrum pgrtum av ti norska rikinum.

Sambeert Seydabraevinum kom Landslégin, og harvio eisini heimildin um leidangs-
skatt, { gildi { Fgroyum millum 1274 og 1280. Légarheimildin kann eisini vera komin vid
Gulatingslogini fra 1267, sum kom { gildi i Feroyum { 1271, men neyvan fyri tad. Hetta
kann verda grundgivid vio, at sambeert raettarbotini fra 1271 hgvdu fgroyingar ta egna
l6ggavu, og at légarheimildir um avloysing av leidangsskyldu vid skatti ikki siggjast {
teimum norsku landslagslégunum fyrr enn i endurskodanunum av teimum nakad ut i
1200-4rini (sbr. Bjgrkvik, 1981). Ein av hesum landslagslégunum var Gulatingslogin fra
1267, har t6 einans kristindomsbolkurin er vardveittur, og ikki teir partarnir, har
skattareglur kunnu hava stadid. Fyrstu ferd vit i samtidarkeldum yvirhgvur hoyra um
avloysing av leidangsskyldu vio skatti, er { 1182 (Sverris saga, kap. 62). Teljingin av skatt-
skyldugum htsum i Fgroyum kann ti { fyrsta lagi vera gjgrd { 1270-arunum.

T4 i6 tad snyr seg um kongligan figgjarpolitikk, so kann markatalsskipanin, sum szest
i jaroarbokini fra 1584, eisini siggjast sum ein lidur i einum tilikum figgjarpolitikki. Eitt
nu vard tad { l6garasetingunum, sum vorou nevndar omanfyri, skipad, at skattur skuldi
liknast vio stgdi { eini meting av jar8arvirdoum, hoast skatturin { Fgroyum i 1584 seer tt til
at vera ein husaskattur. Men hetta saest eisini adrastadni { tf norska rikinum, millum annad
i Halogalandi, har skatturin seer ut til at hava verid ein personsskattur (Bjgrkvik, 1981:
441). Hoast tad i jardarbokini fra 1584 framgongur, at skattur i Feroyum ikki upprunaliga
var liknadur eftir jgrd, so kunnu umlikningar av skatti seinni, sum eisini siggjast i
jardarbokini, vael hava verid gjgrdar vid meting av jardarvirdunum. Abendingar um, naer
markatalsskipanin kom { lag, eru ti eitt klipi til metingarnar um, nezer tann kongligi figgjar-
politikkurin vard verksettur, eftir at skattaskipanin i fyrsta lagi kann vera komin i
Fgroyum.

[ sambandi vid markatalsskipanina hevur Arne Thorsteinsson fgrt fram, at hon
neyvan er urslit av einum kongligum politikki { hAmidgld ella seinmidgld, men er komin
vid landnamsfélkunum ar Noregi longu i vikingatid. Fatan hansara er, at hon er sprottin
ur einum félksligum tgrvi 4 at kunna byta jgro { sambandi vid arv (Thorsteinsson, 1991,
2008). Hetta metir hann vid stgdi { landskuldarskipanini { 1584, sum hann ikki heldur
likjast ti norsku markebolskipanini, og annars tulkingum sinum av tilgongd { jardar-
vidurskiftunum { Fgroyum (sbr. Thorsteinsson, 1978, 1981). Til tulkingar hansara er t6
at vidmerkja, at ongar préovgrundir ella abendingar finnast i ti skrivliga keldutilfari-
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num, sum studla hesum, hvgrki i Noregi, Fgroyum ella adrastadni i ti norrgna gkinum,
eins og Jgrn Sandnes hevur vist 4 (Sandnes, 1991). Eisini visti Per Sveaas Andersen (1991)
4, at tad elsta dgmid um eina skipan, har eitt peningavirdi i vekt ella mynt verdur nytt {
sambandi vid likning av skatti og leigu { gllum Nordurvestureuropa, er i Domesday Book
fra 1086 { ti normanniska Englandi. Harafturiméti hevur Brian Smith vist 4 vid stgdi { ti
sonevnda Papey-braevinum ur Hetlandi fra 1299 (DN 1: 89), at kongsvaldid undir Hakuni
hertoga ta hevdi sett { verk eina nymeting av jgrdini, sum tad atti { Hetlandi, { mun til
vektvirdid av eini mgrk i gulli (Smith, 2011a). Vid gjglligu gjggnumgongd sini av
keldutifarinum grundgevur Smith sannfgrandi fyri, at ein markatalsskipan vard innfgrd i
Hetlandi { 1290-arunum.

[ hesum sambandi skal tad verda havt { huga, at sambeert Seydabraevinum, sum vard
samtykt eitt ar frammanundan, var tad { hesi tidini eitt teett umsitingarligt samband
millum Hetland og Fgroyar. Hetta kann verda sagt av ti, at tad var lggmadurin hadani,
sum saman vid Erlendi biskupi { Féroyum mannadi nevndina, sum vegna Hakun hertoga
gav tinginum { Fgroyum tilmeeli um légariskoytid til Landslégina um fgroysk bunadar-
vidurskifti, sum Seydabreevid er. Eisini hgvdu arvingar hja syslumanni hertogans i
Hetlandi i 1299, Torvaldi Térissyni, ognarahugamal { Fgroyum { 1300-talinum (Smith,
2011b; Imsen, 2018: 136). [ valdsbytinum eftir deyda Magnusar kongs gjgrdist Eirik
Magnusson kongur, medan brédurin, Hakun Magnusson, gjgrdist hertogi og hevdi
styringina av Fgroyum og Hetlandi, eins og Oslo syslu, Upplondum, Ryggjafylki og
mgguliga eisini Agder, undir szer. T4 10 Eirikur Magnusson doydi i 1299, gjgrdist Hakun
Magnusson kongur yvir gllum ti norska rikinum. Hann vard hin sidsti kongurin av Sverra-
eettini { fadiraett og doydi { 1319, og eftir hetta arvadist tad norska arvarikid gjggnum
mooduraett til Svgrikis og i 1380 til Danmarkar. Eisini { teimum landspgrtunum {
Noregi, har Hakun hertogi raddi, synir keldutilfarid, atein skipad virdismeting fér fram
i hansara tid { mun til virdiseindina mgrk (Holmsen, 1962: 171). Tad er ti sera veel
hugsandi, at figgjarpolitikkurin hja Hakuni hertoga Magnussyni i Hetlandi sidan 1290-
arini, eisini hevur fevnt um Fgroyar, baedi vidvikjandi virdismeting av jgro eins og gdrum
figgjarpolitiskum vidurskiftum so sum skatti.

[ sambandi vid tidarfestingina av markatalsskipanini, sum szst i sambandi vid
leiguavgjaldsskipanina hja kongi { jardarbokini fra 1584, kann tad eisini verda nevnt, at
sambaert reettarbdtini fra 1271 voru buskaparvidurskiftini { Fgroyum raettiliga 6skipad.
Kongur sigur nevniliga, at honum er sagt fra, at i Fgroyum voru mangir menn, sum fingust
vid at ligva pening og fee undan gdrum, og ti asetir hann { reettarb6tini revsing fyri tad
(DF, 1985: 25). Tad er ti veel hugsandi, at hetta er upprunin til virdismetingina av jgrdini,
sum kongur atti i 1584, og sum hann og kirkjan attu fyri tribétina.

Ein onnur dbending um, at skattaskipanin i Fgroyum for at virka, medan Hakun V var
kongur, er, at tad i testamenti hansara fra 1312-19 verdur tilskilad, at inntgkur hansara av
"regales" (kongsreettindum) { Hetlandi og Fgroyum, altso sakaroyru og skattur, skuldu
ganga til byggingina av Apostulkirkjuni i Bergen so leingi, sum hon st60d i gerd(DN 4: 128).
Kongsraettindini snddu seg { hesi tidini ikki um inntgkurnar av jardarogn, sum vérdu
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roknadar sum eginogn hja kongi. Hetta bendir 4, at skatturin av Fgroyum eftir Lands-
16gini var settur { verk fyri 1312-19.

Eina tridju og nakad veikari dbending faa vit { keldutilfarinum um tey sidstu arini hja
Erlendi biskupi i Kirkjubg, sum doydi i 1308, nevniliga { eini keldu fra umleid 1420
(Kalteisen, 1899: 201-203; umseting { Krogh, 1988: 79-81) og sggn av mannamunni, sum
vard nidurskrivad { 1800-talinum (Hammershaimb, 1891, I: 379-381). [ kelduni fra
umleid 1420 faast dbendingar um, at ein uppreistur var { Fgroyum stutt fyri 1305, ta
Erlendur biskupur orsakad av klagum fra fgroyingum til kong flyddi til Noregs fyri at verja
sgk sina, og har buidi hann, til hann doy®di. [ kelduni verdur millum annad sagt, at "hann
rikadi Fgroya kirkju vid framihjareettindum, ognum og timiligum lutum", og at medan
hann var { Noregi, "vordu biskupskirkjan og biskupsgardurin nidurbrend vid sviki"
(Kalteisen, 1899: 203; Krogh, 1988: 80). [ sggnini Gr 1800-talinum verdur sagt fra einum
béndauppreistri { sambandi vio byggingina av Kirkjubgmurinum. So statt gevur tad
fgroyska keldutilfario, héast tad er brotakent og ur seinni tid, abendingar um, at ein
béndauppreistur var i Fgroyum fyrst i 1300-talinum, sum hevdi samband vid mio-
savnadan figgjarpolitikk.

Samanberast kann eisini vid tann kongliga skattapolitikkin i {slandi. Island gjgrdist,
sum tad sidsta landid { Norduratlantshavi, norskt skattland { &runum 1262-64. Arid fyri,
{1261, hgvdu grgnlendingar jattad Noregs kongi tegnskyldu. Sattmalin, sum islendingar
ta gjgrdu, Gissurar sattmali, nevndur eftir kongsins syslumanni i {slandi um hetta mundid,
er varoveittur, men ur seinni tid og helst gjggnum avskrivingar nakad litadur av polit-
iskum vidurskiftum { tidini eftir 1262-64. Sggufrgdingar meta to, at avtalurnar um skatt {
avtaluni eru upprunaligar (sbr. Jénsson og Boulhosa, 2011). [ti islendsku tillagingini av
Landsldgini, Jonsbdk fra 1281, er avtalan nagreinad, og vio stgdi { upplysingunum, sum
eru til skjals, meta islendskir sggufrgdingar, at skattaavtalan fra 1262 ma hava verio
grundad i upplysingini hja Ara fr6da fra uml. 1122-1133 um, hvussu négv fé6lk budu i
[slandi, t4 i landid var fullbygt i umleid 930 (Pérlaksson, 2011). Eisini saest { vardveittum
islendskum skjalsbrgvum, at Hakun V i 1311 lat gera eina uppteljing av, hvussu négvir
skattbgndur véru { hvgrjum landsparti { [slandi um hetta mundid, og hvussu négv hesir
bgndur guldu i skatti (DI IV: 9f, I1: 372 ff, XII: 20f; sbr. Karlsson, 2009: 77-81; Imsen, 2018:
97). Tyouligt er i ti islendska keldutilfarinum, at hugtakid "skattbondi" er eitt stovnsfest
hugtak, sum sipar til gardar vid skattskyldu. Hetta synir, at eisini { ti islendska skatt-
landinum vérdu uppteljingar gjgrdar av hisum ella ggroum vid skattskyldu um somu tid,
sum ein liknandi midsavnadur figgjarpolitikkur tykist at hava verid fgrdur i Fgroyum.

Tad er ti sannlikt, at uppteljingin av skattskyldugum hdsum ella ggroum { fortidini,
sum jardarbokin fra 1584 gevur abendingar um, for fram i byrjanini av 1300-talinum,
medan Erlendur var biskupur og Hakun V var kongur, ella ngkur fa r frammanundan, at
Hakun V i 1311 lat gera eina uppteljing av béndum { Islandi, sum hgvdu skattskyldu.
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6 Likningareindir i 1584 og tann upprunaliga likningin

Hvussu noégvar likningareindir véru so i Fgroyum, ta id skattaskipanin vard innfgrd?
[ Gissurar sattmala fra 1262 vard millum annad avtalad, at hvgr béndi i fslandi, sum adur
hevdi goldid fyri pingfarakaup, tvs. samsyning til umbod 4 altingi, skuldi gjalda 20 alin
i vaomali i skatti (sbr. Imsen, 2018: 48-49, 95-99). i Jonsbok fra 1281 verdur hetta
nagreinad soleidis, at helvtin av upphaeddini, altso 10 alin { vadmali, var skattur til kong
og hin helvtin til tingfarakeyp, sum kongsins umbodsmenn i teimum islendsku syslunum
umsoOtu og var samsyning til teirra og tingumbodini (Jonsbok, 1970, 11, 1; Pérlaksson,
2011: 143-146). Til samanberingar kann verda nevnt, at baedi sambeert leiguavgjald-
inum, sum Munkalivs kleystur ték { Fgroyum { 1400-talinum, og ti fgroyska landgildis-
takstinum { 1656, hevdi grundupphazeddin upp a eina gyllin, sum fgroyingar guldu iskatti
i 1584, sama virdi sum 10 alin { vadmali (sbr. StFS, 1908, nr. 63; Berntsen, 1971, 2. bok:
116-117). Tad er ti likt til, at eisini likningareindirnar { Fgroyum, ella skattbgndurnir, um
tgkniordid ur teimum {slendsku keldunum fra 1311 verdur nytt, guldu 10 alin { vadmali
i skatti, ta i0 uppteljingin av hisum ella ggroum vio skattskyldu vard gjgrd i umleio 1300.

Samanborid kann eisini verda vid Jemtland, sum var tad eystasta skattlandio i
ti norska rikinum. Hadani eru eisini spjaddar upplysingar um skattin, har hann varo
goldin { stasiligum skinnum, serliga av mardyrum, men eisini fkornum. I keldum tr 1300-
talinum og 1500-talinum tykist at framganga, at hann vard goldin av ggroum ella pgrtum
av ggroum { mun til jardarogn vio eini upphaedd ar einum halvum marskinni upp { seks
marskinn fyri hvgnn gard, og at likningin seer t til at fylgja einum mynstri, har gardarnir
annadhvgrt guldu tvey ella fyra skinn hvgr (Njastad, 2011: 346; 2014: 299-301).
Sambeert ti norska landgildistakstinum { 1656 hgvdu tvey marskinn umleid sama virdi
sum ein fgroysk gyllin.* Nevnast kann, at eisini i Jemtlandi hgvdu seks- ella télvmanna-
nevndir, mannadar vid béndum, ein virknan leiklut i 4setingini av skatti (sbr. Njastad,
2014: 299-300). Henda samanberingin bendir 3, at skattapolitikkurin var hin sami i
skattlondunum, bzedi vidvikjandi alikningargrundarlagi, skattaupphaedd og béndalut-
tgku { umsitingini.

Vid stgdi { jardarbokini fra 1584 geva stadfestingarnar omanfyri um likningareindir {
1584 og skattin, sum tzer gulduy, so statt ein mgguleika fyri at meta afturlitandi um, hvussu
nogvar likningareindir ella skattbgndur véru i Fgroyum i umleid 1300, ta id ein husa-
teljing tykist at vera gjgrd, og eisini, hvar { landinum skattbgndurnir budu. Hetta skal
verda greinad nidanfyri.

[ jardarbokini fra 1584 verda gll his ella gardar i Fgroyum, sum hgvdu skattskyldu,
nevnd vid stadanavni. Stadangvnini eru gll kend ur yngri tid og svara til teir sonevndu

*Eitt marskinn hevdi sama virdi sum ein halvur leypur av smgri (15,9/2 = 7,95 kg) ella ein neytahtid, sum
svaradi til ein rikisdala ella eina tunnu av hardkorni (Berntsen, 1971, 2. bok, s. 208). Sambezert ti fgroyska
landgildistakstinum i 1656 hevdi ein vag av smgri (17,9 kg) sama virdi sum 1,5 gyllin (1 gn =119 kg
smgr), og ein gyllin svaradi til ein dala (Berntsen, 1971, 2. bék: 116-118).
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bylingarnar, sum vit kenna tr bygdunum i Fgroyum seinni. { teimum flestu bylingunum
var ein gardur, men { summum bylingum voéru fleiri skattskyldugar eindir, ar tveimum
upp i sjey his.  summum hiisum véru eisini fleiri familjuuppihaldarar. Eisini saest, hvussu
négv hvegrt hiis rindadi { skatti. { talvu 4 saest eitt dgmi um hetta tr Porkeri.

Talva 4
Skattur (gyllin), hds og familjuuppihaldarar i bylingunum i Porkeri i 1584.
Porkeri Skattur, Hus Familjuuppi-
gn (garoar) haldarar
Bache (i Bgkkum) 1,15 2 2
@de Stredum (i Eystrum) 0,5 1 2
Paa Hgye (4 Heyggi) 1 1 1
Ved Aa (vid A) 1,5 1 3
Vnder Hamrum (undir 0,25 1 1
Homrum)
Vnnder Hoye (uttan Heyga) 1 1 1
Til samans 5,4 7 10

Brotpartar av virdiseindini gyllin, sum { jar6arbokini eru uppgivin i skinnum, eru umroknadir til desimalar.

Skattaskipanin i 1584 gav kongi til samans 331 gyllin i faroyskari veru i inntgku. Likt
er til sambeert greiningini omanfyri, at uppi i teimum 331 gyllinunum eru eisini urslitini
av umlikningum av fleiri hishaldum gjggnum tidina, annadhvgrt ti tey voru farin sundur
ella hgvdu lagt saman, ella at ruddad hevur verid fyri nyggjum bustadi.

Um tad verdur mett, at brotpartar av eini gyllin { skattauppgerdini { dgminum eru
urslit av umlikningum gjggnum tidina, har tann upprunaliga grundupphaeddin var tag,
sum seinni svaradi til eina gyllin, verdur komid fram til, at tad { Porkeri voru fyra gardar
vid skattskyldu { umleid 1300, iméti sjey { 1584. [ talvu 5 er ein tilik teljing gjgrd. Sambaert
talvuni hava bylingarnir { Eystrum og undir Homrum, sum guldu minni enn eina gyllin,
ikki verio til umleid 1300, men eru drslit av umlikningum. Bistadirnir hava annadhvgrt
fingio tillutad jéro fra einum av hinum ggrounum i bygdini, eitt ni gjggnum arvaskifti ella
keyp, ella hava teir lagt jgrd inn, so mikid, at teir stadbundnu myndugleikarnir hava mett,
at teir toldu skatt. Badir bylingarnir liggja eisini soleidis fyri i landslagnum, at tad er
tyouligt, at teir ikki hoyra til ta upprunaligu busetingina { bygdini. Teir liggja badir uppi i
brekkuni, dygst undir bggardinum, og tyduliga 4 jgrd, sum er innlggd seinni. { bylinginum
{ Bgkkum, sum liggur nidri { bygdini og neerri sjonum, voru tveir gardar ella his { 1584,
men teir hgvdu minni enn tveer gyllin { skatti. Likt er ti til, at har hevur bara verid ein
gardur vio skattskyldu { umleid 1300, og gardurin hevur sidan fingid meira jgro, so mikid,
at tann stadbundna metingarnevndin hevur mett, at neydugt var at umlikna. { bylinginum
vid A saer tad tt til, at ein halv gyllin  skatti erliknad afturat eftir ta upprunaligu likningina
{ umleid 1300.
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Talva 5
Meting av husatali vio skattskyldu { Porkeri { umleid 1300.
Porkeri Skattur, Hiis (gardar) i Hus (gardar) uml.
gn 1584 1300
Bache (i Bskkum) 1,15 2 1
@de Stredum (i Eystrum) 0,5 1 0
Paa Hgye (4 Heyggi) 1 1 1
Ved Aa (vid A) 1,5 1 1
Vnder Hamrum (undir 0,25 1 0
Homrum)
Vnnder Hoye (uttan Heyga) 1 1
Til samans 5,4 7 4

Umrokningin er gjgrlig, ti vit enn kenna stadsetingina hja bylingunum, og ut fra t
eisini kunnu meta um ta busetingar- og dyrkingarsgguligu gongdina { bygdunum. Eitt nd
saest hetta tyduliga { Sumba, har bylingarnir eru spjaddir, og har finst eisini eitt av fleiri
dgmum f{ jardarbokini fra 1584 um, at gardar { einum bylingi eru farnir { tviningar og
skatturin umliknadur samsvarandi. I bylinginum { Hgrg véru try his { 1584, sum guldu til
samans tver gyllin { skatti, men tvey av hiusunum, sum { mun til hitt tridja ikki s6tu vio
kongligari festijérd, guldu ta einu gyllinina i skatti { felag vid eini halvari gyllin i part.
Umlikning kundi ti eisini fgra vid saer, at hus guldu minni { skatti, og dgmid bendir 3, at
umlikningin vard gjgrd eftir, hvussu négv jgro la til husini { mun til ta upprunaligu
likningina av busetingini.

Um gll skattaupphaeddin { 1584 verdur upptald 4 henda hatt, verdur komid fram til, at
305 likningareindir ella skattbgndur véru i Fgroyum { umleid 1300. I talvu 6 eru tglini
uppsett eftir syslum, og gardar, sum voru fritiknir fyri skatt { 1584, eru taldir vio.
Vgksturin, sum tglini visa { tidarskeidinum, er gjgrdur upp i %. (I fylgiskjalinum eru tglini
uppsett eftir bygdum. Har saest eisini, hvussu komid verdur fram til teer 305 likningar-
eindirnar ella skattbgndurnar).

Spurningurin er so, hvussu eftirfarandi hetta er, sed i mun til, at Fgroyar i tidini
millum umleid 1300 og 1584, eins og onnur lond, vérou rakt av héttafallum, sum hgvdu
buskaparliga afturgongd vio seer. Eitt ni er sggn um stoért mannafelli { sambandi vid
svartadeyda, sum sambeert islendskum annalum rakti Fgroyar { 1349 (Isl. Ann., 1888:
224, 275, 404; sbr. Jakobsen, 1972: 46). Um mett verdur ut fra ti almenna
fornminnalistanum (Tj6édsavnid), seest, at 124 adrar busetingar eru stadfestar innangards
i Fgroyum enn teer, i0 nevndar eru { 1584, og 28 busetingar uttangards. Men naer teer voru,
er ikki stadfest, tiansheldur um teer véru til { millumbilinum fra umleid 1300 til 1584. Vid
stg0i i, at teer 427 likningareindirnar { 1584 umsétu g¢ll jardarvirdini i Fgroyum, og at tey
somu jardarvirdini l6gu til grund fyri teimum upprunaligu likningareindunum, kann to6
verda mett, at uppteljingin av ggroum { umleid 1300 er & g60dari leid. Roknast ma ti vig,
at um mannafellid av svartadeyda ella gdrum séttum i seinmidgld hevur verid so stort,
sum sagnirnar
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Talva 6
Skattur og hus (gardar) vid skattskyldu { 1584, meting um tal 4 likningareindum (skattb6ndatal)
fumleid1300 og vgkstur { tidarskeidinum.

Sysla Skattur Likningar- Likningareindir i Vgkstur i
1584, eindir uml. 1300 tidarskeidinum
gn i1584

Suduroyar sysla 64,15 73 59 24%
Sandoyar sysla 43,40 51 38 349,
Vaga sysla 29,00 40 26 54%
Streymoyar sysla 72,18 102 69 48%
Eysturoyar sysla 69,50 101 64 58%
Nordoya sysla 52,90 60 49 22%
Fgroyar til 331,13 427 305 40%
samans

siga, so eru gardar, sum kanska vordu lagdir { oydi, endurbygdir seinni { seinmidgld og
félkatalid annars vaksio i mun til félkatalié 1 umleio1300.

7 Folkatal

Stadfestingin omanfyri av, hvussu négvar likningareinir voru i Fgroyum i 1584 og ta
i0 skattaskipanin vard sett { verk umleid 1300, reisir spurningin, um tad ber til Ut fra
hesum at meta um, hvussu négv f6lk biidu { Fgroyum um hesi baedi tidarhvarvini?

Vio stgdi i leiguskipanini og ngvnunum & uppihaldarum, sum standa { jardarbdkini fra
1584, gjordi Arnbjgrn Mortensen (1954) eina tilika kanning, og kom fram til, at umleid
3.180 personar bidu { Fgroyum um 1600. Hetta tal kom hann fram til vid fyrst at meta
um, hvussu négvar familjur verda nevndar { jar6arbdkini, ti & mongum ggréum ganga
ngvn aftur. Sidan metir hann um, hvussu négvar uppsitarafamiljur hava havt gardar hja
gorum um hendi. Hesin parturin av kanningini syndji, at tad veruliga uppihaldaratalid var
436 i mun til tey 532, sum eru skrasett { jardarbdkini. Vid stgdi { einum midaltali upp 4 5
f6lk { hvgrjum huaski, sum grundgivio verdur fyri, kemur hann fram til, at ter 436
familjurnar taldu umleid 2.180 persénar. Harumframt voru teenastufélk 4 ggrounum, og
vi0 stgdi { sgguligum upplysingum um gardsrakstur samanborid vid gardsstgddir kemur
hann fram til eitt midaltal uppa eitt teenastufélk fyri hvgrjar triggjar merkur. Av ti at teir
fgroysku gardarnir voru virdismettir til umleid 2.400 merkur, kemur hann fram til, at
umleid 800 teenastufélk voru 4 ggrounum, og hetta talid rundar hann upp til 1.000.
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Arne Thorsteinsson (1978: 70-72) helt ikki hetta urslitid vera reett og grundgav vio
dgmum ur jardarbokini. Har eru bygdir, har skattakontur eru nevndar einans { sambandi
vid kongsjgrd og ikki 6dalsjgrd, sum var { hesum bygdum. Eisini helt hann, visandi til
boékina hja Lucasi Debes frad 1673, at 6dalsgardarnir ikki kunnu hava verio so stérir i mioal,
sum tad verdur komio fram til, td mett verdur tut fra skattakontunum i jardarboékini. Lucas
Debes sigur nevniliga, at jgrdin hja 6dalsbondunum eftirhondini var sera smabytt, og at
teir ikki longur voru rikir, imedan kongsins leigubgndur nd voru teir stéru { samfelagnum
(Debes, 1963: 86, 111). So statt metti Arne Thorsteinsson, at tad mugu hava verid fleiri
og smeerri 60alsgardar enn teir, i0 verda nevndir { jardarbékini, og harvio eisini fleiri félk.

[ b4dum kanningum verdur sjéneykan sett 4 ognarbytid { mun til bytid avkongsjgrd
og 600alsjgrd { mun til markatalid, imedan minni verdur gjgrt burtur ar skattaskipanini.
Arnbjgrn Mortensen metti hana vera ein koppskattur, sum vard aliknadur gllum jardar-
eigarum. Arne Thorsteinsson helt tad t6 vera okkurt annad slag av skatti, t{ hann kundi
stadfesta nogva jgro, sum ikki var umfatad av skattaskipanini. Hann sa tad ti sum ein
mgguleika, at kongsskatturin upprunaliga vard aliknadur ggrdum, i0 hgvdu meira enn
eitt vist markatal eins og kongsskatturin { [slandi, men at kongsskatturin sidani, so hvgrt
sum gardarnir eru sundurskiftir, er vordin eitt slag av bustadarskatti, og meelir til eina
neerri kanning av hesum vid samanbering vid grannalondini (Thorsteinsson, 1978: 70-
71). { greinini setir hann sjgtil 4 henda spurning ur einum fornfrgdiligum sjénarhorni tt
fra eini fatan, sum er grundad 4 utsagnirnar hja Lucasi Debes um smaar 60alsgardar og
kemur fram til eina nidurstgdu um, hvussu busetingin { teimum fgroysku bygdunum er
farin fram sidan vikingatio, og hvussu jgro hevur arvast. Men nidurstgdan fevnir ikki um
sjalva skattaskipanina og uppruna hennara.

[ kanningini omanfyri er komid fram til, at skattaskipanin i 1584 var grundad i eini
uppteljing av skattskyldugum ggroum { umleid 1300, ta eisini markatalsskipanin vard
innfgrd. Eisini er vist 4, hvussu umlikning fér fram, so hvgrt sum ognarvidurskifti hja
likningareindunum broyttust. Um vit na venda aftur til spurningin um félkatal, kann
verda spurt, hvat ngvnini hja uppihaldarum { jardarboékini { grundini syna, saed tr einum
yvirskipadum myndugleika sjonarhorni. Eftir mini fatan syna tey { fyrsta lagi, hvgr rindadi
skattin, og { minni mun, hvgr sat vid ggrounum, eins og Arnbjgrn Mortensen eisini var
inni 4. Saed ur hesum yvirskipada sjonarhorninum, og vio stgdi i nidurstgdunum omanfyri
um umsiting, er ikki grundarlag fyri at royna at minka familjutalio ella at skyna 4, um talan
var um kongsjgrd ella 60alsjgrd, eins og Arnbjgrn Mortensen gjgrdi, ti fyri skatta-
myndugleikan var tad lika mikid, hvgr atti jgrdina. [ veruleikanum sigur jardarbokin
heldur einki um, hvussu 6dalsjgrdin var bytt millum likningareindirnar, og tad er veel
hugsandi, at likningareindirnar { n6gvum fgrum bzedi hava sitio vio kongsjerd og jgro,
sum kom undir 60alsraettin, og eisini, at storir kongsbgndur hava havt négva 6dalsjgro,
sum teir hava leigad ut. Teir hava id hvussu er havt betri rad enn smeerri bgndur at gera
ilggur i jgro. Reettindi til jgrd og avekst eru veel skipad { Landslégini, baedi { arvabdlkinum,
60alsloysingarbolkinum og landsleigubdlkinum, og { 16gini er einki, sum fordar fyri
samansettum ggroum, tvgrtur imoti tykist hon at leggja upp fyri ti.
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T4 i0 tad snyr seg um meting av félkatalinum, eigur tad ti eftir mini fatan heldur at
vera gingio ut fra uppihaldaratalinum 532, sum kemur til sjéndar i jardarbdkini, enn tali-
num 436, sum Arnbjgrn Mortensen kom fram til, ti sambaert skattaskipanini umbodar
hetta talio tey, sum rindadu skattin hja teimum 427 likningareindunum { 1584.

Um vit nd nyta sama roknihatt sum Arnbjgrn Mortensen, at 5 f6lk véru i midal {
hvgrjum huski, sum rindadi skatt ella ein part av skattinum, og at eitt teenastufélk var fyri
hvgrjar triggjar merkur { jgrd, verdur komid fram til, at familjurnar taldu 2.660 f6lk og
teenastufolkini 800 folk. Tiskil budu umleid 3.460 folk i Feroyum i 1584. Tad gevur i midal
8,1 folk fyri hvgrja av teimum 427 likningareindunum.

Hetta midaltalid samsvarar rimiliga veel vid tad, sum islendskir sggufrgdingar eru
komnir fram til { sambandi vid metingar av félkatali { {slandi, millum annad 1t fra skatt-
béndatalinum { 1311, og sgguligum upplysingum um félkatal { hvgrjum hdshaldi annars.
Teirra kanningar syna, at midal folkatalid fyri hvgnn skattskyldugan gard var ar 7,1 til
7,5 folk (Karlsson, 2009: 82). Sambeert ttrokningunum omanfyri voru likningareindirnar
{ Feroyum upprunaliga 305 { tali, ta id skattaskipanin vard sett { verk, og verdur hetta
faldad vio 8,1, verdur komid fram til, at umleid 2.471 btodu { Fgroyum i umleid 1300. i
talvu 7 eru hesi tgl sett upp eftir syslum.

Talva 7

Foélkatal { umleid 1300 og 1584.
Sysla Folkatal uml. Folkatal Vekstur i

1300 1584 tidarskeidinum
Suduroyar sysla 478 623 30%
Sandoyar sysla 308 432 40%
Vaga sysla 211 323 53%
Streymoyar sysla 559 791 42%
Eysturoyar sysla 518 770 49%
Nordoya sysla 397 521 31%
Fgroyar til 2.471 3.460 40%
samans

8 Kongsutreidslur og skattabyroa

Oman fyri vard eisini spurt, hvat skattainntgkurnar féru til, og hvussu stér skatta-
byrdan var hja teimum fgroysku skattgjaldarunum? Vithava saed, at inntgkurnar av skatti
voru 331 gyllin { 1584. Til figgingingina av ti kongligu umsitingini komu aftur at ti onnur
kongsraettindi, sum voru tollur og sakaroyru. Tollin kenna vit ikki, men { tingb6kunum ur
tidarskeidinum 1615-1688 sazest, at sakaroyruni voru { midal 112 gyllin um arié. Til
samans voru inntgkurnar av kongsreettindunum so statt umleid 443 gyllin { midal um
ario.
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Louis Zachariassen (1961: 113), sum kannadi futaroknskapirnar fra 1584 til 1652,
visti 4, at kongur { tidarskeidinum 1600-1632 { midal hevdi 2.660 gyllin til gédar av ti
faroyska buskapinum, og at teer fgstu arligu utreidslurnar voru 291 gyllin. Teer voru 80
gyllin i lgn til fatan, 100 gyllin til skala, 100 gyllin til hospital, 5 gyllin { samsyning til
landsskrivaran og 6 gyllin { samsyning til bgdilin. Tad gevur til samans 291 gyllin {ut-
reioslum um 4arid. Harumframt voru smeerri eykautreidslur, eitt na til umveeling av
bygningum.

Aftur at hesum komu utreidslur, sum ikki siggjast i fitaroknskapunum, nevniliga
samsyningar til lggmann, syslumenn, prost og prestar. Nakrar teirra siggjast to i jardar-
bokini fra 1584, har tad framgongur, at lggmadur, prostur og prestar sétu vid skatta- og
rentuavgjaldsfrium ggroum. Eisini saest, at hospitalid 4 Argjum var fritikid fyri skatt og
rentuavgjald, og til ber at rokna ut virdio av hesum.

Lggmadur sat vid gardinum a Steig { Sandavagi, og i jardarbdkini saest, at tann van-
liga rentan av jgrdini var 3,13% fyri hvgrja mgrk.> Vid stgdi i, at grundupphaeddin i skatti-
num var 1 gyllin, kann tad rimiliga verda mett, at virdid av skatta- og rentufritgkuni hja
lggmanni var umleid 94 gyllin. Hetta var so statt tann kongliga samsyningin til hansara.
Vid stgdi i ti vanligu rentuni kann tad 4 sama hatt verda mett, at tann kongliga jattanin
til hospitalid & Argjum, sum hevdi 4 merkur { jgrd og 7 kyr fra kongi { 1584 umframt
ta arligu jattanina, var umleio 15 gyllin. T4 i0 mett verdur um virdio 4 skatta- og rentu-
fritgkuni hja présti og prestum, seest, at tann samlada kongliga samsyningin til teir var
401 gyllin til samans.

Hvgrki { jardarbokunum ella fitaroknskapunum sezest, at syslumenninir vérdu sam-
syntir 4 henda hatt. Ur teimum keldunum kenna vit t6 flestu teirra { tidarskeidinum fra
1584 til 1652 (sbr. Zachariassen, 1961: 337-343). Syslumenn véru vanliga dr mugvandi
e@ttum og so6tu vid kongsfestum, og mangan gekk starvid i arv. Teir hava ti { 1584 myndad
kjgrio { ti fgroysku béndasteettini. Lgnarvidurskifti teirra eru ikki skipad { Landslégini,
men umframt at faa reettindi til kongsfesti hava teir helst verid samsyntir beinleidis av
béndunum fyri teenastur sinar i naersamfelagnum. [ {slandi verdur mett, at teir stad-
bundnu kongligu embeaetismenninir vérdu samsyntir av tingfarakeypinum (sbr.
borlaksson, 2011: 145).

Av hesum saest, at eftir trubétina megnadu inntgkurnar av kongsreattindum ikki at
figgja ta kongligu umsitingina. Undan trubétini kann verda mett, at inntgkurnar av
sakaroyrum hava verid minni, og nakrar av teimum nevndu atreidslunum hevdi kongur
heldur ikki ta. Um mett verdur ut fra tingbékunum ur tidarskeidinum 1615-1688, voru

*Sambeert jardarbokini fra 1584 guldu 278 likningareindir leigu til kong. Rentan var tr 1% til 12% av
taksatiénsvirdinum fyri hvgrja merk. { 135 av teimum 278 leigumalunum (49%), sum fevndu um 592
merkur (55%) av kongsjgrdini, var rentan eina halva gyllin fyri hvgrja mgrk ella 3,13% av taksatidns-
virdinum. Tann sama rentan seest i eini uppskrift ur seinnu helvt av 1400-talinum um jardarg60sid, sum
Munkalivs Kkleystrid { Bergen atti i Feroyum, har tad vid stgdi i ti eldra taksationsvirdinum, har mgrkin var
uppbytt i alin, verdur nevnt, at rentan av hvgrjari mgrk var 10 alin i vadmali, altso 3,13% (StFS, 1908, nr. 63).
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69% av sakaroyrunum fyri sidamisbrot, medan 31% voéru fyri onnur misbrot. Fyri tru-
bétina fekk kirkjan sambeert kristinraettinum meginpartin av inntgkunum fyri sida-
misbrot, medan kongur atti inntgkurnar fyri onnur misbrot. Inntgkurnar av kongs-
reettindunum hava ti ligio um 366 gyllin um arid fyri tribotina. Men ta skuldu teer heldur
ikki figgja landsskrivarastarvid, id sum nevnt kom i lag { 1568, ella prést og prestar ella
jattaninar til skdla og hospital, sum komu { 1547 (StFS, 1908, nr. 54), og sum framman
undan hgvdu verid ttreidslupostar hja ti biskupaligu umsitingini. Ut fra hesum kann ti
verda mett, at fyri tribotina var betri javnvag imillum inntgkurnar av kongsraettind-
unum og utreidslurnar av ti kongligu umsitingini enn eftir trib6tina. Men har var nég
mikid at taka av, ti eftir triibdtina fekk kongur baedi rentuinntgkurnar av jardargédsinum,
sum kirkjan hevdi att, og inntgkur, sum kirkjan hevoi havt av tiggundaskipanini og sakar-
oyrum fyri sidamisbrot. Hvussu landsins embaetismenn vordu lgntir ella samsyntir fyri
trubotina, veit tad fgroyska keldutilfarid t6 einki at siga um.

Nevndarmenn { lggreaettinum vérou samsyntir eftir skipanini um tingfaratoll fra
1350-1400 ar einum kassa, sum lggmadur sambzert Landsldgini umsat saman vid einum
kongsumbodi og einum béndaumbodi (Kongsbokin, 3r, 12r; ML, 1915: I: 2,1b; 1II: 1,5).
Sambeert ti siobundnu lggmanstaluni fra 1655 véru tad syslumenninir, sum kravdu inn
(Tingbdk, 1958: 12-13). Eftir skipanini ar 1300-talinum skuldu nevndarmenninir sam-
synast vio eini avisari upphaedd eftir, hvar i landinum teir bidu i mun til tingstadin {
Toérshavn. Vid 36 nevndarmonnum, seks dr hvgrjari syslu, kann verda utroknad, at
skipanin kostadi umleid 423 alin i vadmali um arid. Skipanin er eisini kend ur ti
siobundnu lggmanstaluni, men har verdur upphaeddin asett eitt sindur gorvisi eftir,
hvussu nogvar mil teir skuldu ferdast til tingstadin. Sambeaert henni fingu teir nevniliga 40
danskar skillingar fyri hvgrja mil.® Verdur hetta roknad eftir sama hatti sum upphzeddin
vard utroknad eftir sambeert dsetingunum fra 1350-1400, verdur komio fram til, at{ 1655
guldu bgndurnir umleid 4.480 danskar skillingar um &rid { nevndarmannasamsyningum.
Fyri at samanbera virdini, svaradi tao til 467 alin { vadmali ella 46,7 gyllin um ario. Tad
er tilikt til, at gjaldio til nevndarmannasamsyningar var at kalla 6broytt i tidarskeidinum
millum umleid 1350 og 1655. Eins og syslumenninir hava nevndarmenninir helst eisini
fingid samsyningar beinleidis fra bdndunum fyri teenastuveitingar i nsersamfelagnum.

Til ber eisini at meta um, hvussu stér skattabyrdan hja teimum fgroysku
likningareindunum av kongsskattinum var i 1500-talinum. Umframt kongsskatt guldu
faroyingar fyri tribdtina tiggjund til kirkjuligar stovnar. Sambeaert kristinraettinum vard
tiggundin i katolskari tid bytt i fyra partar, har ein partur for til biskup, ein til figging av
presti, ein til figging av kirkjum og ein til figging av fateekrahjélp. I ti faroyska keldu-
tilfarinum framgongur ikki, hvussu tiggundin vard umsitin, men Ur gdrum pgrtum av

®Ein norsk mil var 11,29 km. 96 danskir skillingar gingu til ein dala, sum hevdi sama virdi sum ein
gyllin i vgru ella 10 alin { vadmali.
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rikinum vita vit, at i0 hvussu er fateekratiggundin vard umsitin av bondunum sjalvum, ti
hon vard ofta nevnd béndaluturin. Eftir trabétina fekk kongur tann partin, sum biskupur
hevdi fingid fyri trabdtina, og hesin parturin vard ta nevndur kongstiggjund.

[ fitaroknskapum ur tidarskeidinum fra 1584 til 1652 saest, hvussu négv kom inn {
kongstiggjund hetta tidarskeidid. Louis Zachariassen (1961: 70 ff.) visti 4, at hon skifti
millum 132 og 408 gyllin um 4rid. [ midal var kongstiggundin 210 gyllin um &rid i tidar-
skeidinum. Vid stgdi { ti kann verda mett, at tann samlada upphaeddin, sum vard goldin {
tiggund, hevur verid umleid 840 gyllin { midal um 4rid. So statt hevur tann samlada
framleidslan hja likningareindunum { Fgroyum, sum tiggjund skuldi latast av,imidal verid
umleid 8.400 gyllin um ario i tidarskeidinum millum 1584 og 1652. Roknast ma t4 vio, at
veel minni vard tiggjundad enn tad vard framleitt, og harvid, at tann samlada framleidslan
sambzert kongstiggjundini man vera { leegra lagi. [ sambandi vid kongstiggjund i 1700-
talinum visti Anton Degn (1929: 14-15) 4, at gll framleidsla hja bondunum vard ikki
tiggjundad, men serliga tilik vgra, sum kundi avreidast til utflutning, medan kongs-
tiggjundin av adrari framleidslu gekk uttan um tann kongliga tiggundaroknskapin og gekk
millum annad til at lgna teimum stadbundnu syslumonnunum. T6 kann verda mett, at
midaltalid omanfyri er leidbeinandi fyri, hvussu stér tann samlada framleidslan hja
bondunum { Fgroyum var fyrr i 1500-talinum og eldri ti, ta i0 félkatalio var laegri.

Seed { mun til, at 427 likningareindir voru { Fgroyum { 1584, harav 397 likningareindir
hgvdu skattskyldu og guldu til samans 331 gyllin { kongsskatti, hevur tad arliga skatta-
prosentid hja teimum fgroysku likningareindunum i endanum av 1500-talinum ligié um
4% av ti, sum teer framleiddu. Mett kann verda, at midal framleidslan hja likningar-
eindunum i seinmidgld neyvan hevur verid munandi stgrri enn hon var umleid 1600, og
tiskil, at kongsskattaprosentid, vio stgdi i metingunum omanfyri um skattbéndatal og
skattauppheedd { umleid 1300, { seinmidgld hevur ligid um 4-5 % av ti virdinum, sum
likningareindirnar framleiddu. Oman & hetta komu tiggundin, sum formliga var 10% av
framleidsluni, tingfaratollurin, sum kann roknast til 0,6% av framleidsluni, og teenastu-
gjoldini til ta kongligu umsitingina, sum hissini véru.

[ tingb6kunum szest, ati 1622 og 1633 hevdi ein fgroysk gyllin sama virdi sum 1 vag
av fiski (18,52 kg) ella 4 pgr av morreydum hosum (Tingbdk, 1953: 164-167, 261-262).
Tann samlada framleidslan { midal um arid hevadi so statt sama virdi sum umleid 156 tons
av turrum fiski ella 33.600 pgr av morreydum hosum, og kongsskatturin sum umleid 6,1
tons av fiski ella 1.324 hosupgr. Sambeert fitaroknskapunum framleiddu bgndurnir i
Fgroyum eisini smgr, ull, vadmal, skinn, talg og fjgdur, sum teir avreiddu. Um einans
verour mett vid stgdi i fiskavekt ella hosum, svaradi kongsskatturin, vid 397 likningar-
eindum vio skatti, til, at hvgr likningareind i midal skuldi framleida umleid 15 kg av
turrum fiski ella 3,3 hosupgr um ario fyri at gjalda kongsskattin { umleido 1600.

Umframt hetta vard { 1500-talinum vidhvgrt goldin ein serskattur upp a tveir dalar
fyri hvgrja likningareind. Ein dali hevdi { hesi tidini sama virdi sum 1 gyllin { fgroyskari
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vgru. Eisini skuldu teir bgndur, sum leigadu jgrd sina, annadhvgrt fra kongi ella gdrum,
rinda festigjgld og rentu. Hoast folk { Fgroyum munnu hava kent skattabyrduna rikiliga
tunga, so ber ikKi til at siga, at skattainntgkurnar hja kongi av ti fgroyska skattlandinum
hava verio storar. Heldur ber til at siga, at fyri kong hevur skatturin havt symbolskan
tydning fyri at minna fgroyingar 4, at teir voru tegnar hansara.

9 Nidurstgoda

[ greinini er skattaskipanin kannad vid at samanbera dbendingarnar { jardarboékini fra
1584 um, hvussu hon vard umsitin, vid l6ggavu og vid tad brotakenda keldutilfario
viovikjandi Fgroyum um kongsumsiting. Harumframt eru granskingarurslit { sambandi
vid skattaumsiting { grannalondunum tey seinastu arini tikin vid. Kanningin er gjgrd vio
stgdi i afturlitandi hattalagi og metingum um, at modellir, sum eru bygd upp gjggnum
kanning av sgguligum vidurskiftum { sama mentanargki i yngri tid, kunnu nytast sum
tulkingarkarmar i sambandi vid keldur tr eldri tid, um modellini innihalda algongd virdi
og spegla eitt framhald. Spurt er, hvgrjar abendingar faast ur ti fgroyska keldutilfarinum
um skatt og skattaumsiting i tidini undan 1600, nzer skattaskipanin ta kann vera komin,
hvussu skatturin vard liknadur, hvussu négvir skattgjaldarar véru, hvussu nogv folk teir
umbodadu, hvat skatturin for til, og hvussu stér byrdan var hja teimum fgroysku
bondunum av kongsskattinum.

Komid er fram til, at kongsumsitingin, sum i 1100-talinum var ein syslumadur, id hevoi
landio { len, vard viokao 1 1271 vid tveimum lensmonnum, sum véru hjadlparmenn syslu-
mansins. Samstundis vard samtykt a tingi i Féroyum, at Gulatingslégin fra 1267 skuldi
galda 1 Fgroyum. Fa ar seinni, og fyri 1280, vard henda 16g avloyst av Landslégini, sum
saman vido Hirdlégini var krinan a verkinum { tilgongdini at skipa tad norska rikid i
hamidgld vid stovnsfestum statsvaldi. Vido Landslégini komu légarkarmarnir fyri skatti og
ti kongligu umsitingni av ti fgroyska skattlandinum, sum vit best kenna ur keldutilfarinum
ur 1500-talinum, medan 16gin enn vari gildi, og 1600-talinum, ta id ein endurskodad og
viokad utgava av henni var i gildi. Helst er ein Ilggmadur settur { byrjanini av 1300-talinum
at standa fyri ddmsvaldinum, men eitt lggting vio lggreetti seer ikki ut til at vera komio i
lag fyrr enn { seinnu helvt av 1300-talinum. T4 seer tad sambeert keldunum ut til, at landio
vard skipad eftir leidangsskipanini { Landslégini, og at stadbundnir syslumenn, sum komu
ur nzersamfelagum, vordu settir at vera hjalparmenn syslumansins ella fta hansara.
Umframt at taka saer av akeeru- og figgjarheimildum syslumansins { naergkjunum, hgvdu
teir stadbundnu syslumenninir, lensharrans ella fatans vegna, til uppgavu at tilnevna
nevndarmenn til lggreettin & lggtingi, 36 nevndarmenn til samans og seks ur hvgrjari
syslu.

Keldutilfarid bendir 3, at skattaskipanin, sum szest { Landslégini og var til avloysing av
leidangsteenastu, vard innferd { Fgroyum umleid 1300. Baedi { Landsldgini, ti feroyska
keldutilfarinum tUr 1600-talinum og i keldunum Ur gdrum norskum skattlondum eru
tyduligar abendingar um, at bgndurnir hgvdu ein virknan leiklut { likningini av skatti
gjggnum nevndir, sum légin fyriskipadi. I ti fgroyska tilfarinum eru eisini 4bendingar
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um, at tad voru nevndarmenninir 4 lggtingi, sum mannadu hesar nevndir i nzergkjunum.
Ti kann tad eisini verda sagt, at lggtingid ikki einans var ein démstolur, men eisini ein
partur av ti kongligu skattaumsitingini, og at teir fgroysku bgndurnir { stéran mun raddu
saer sjalvum. Enn i 1500-talinum kravdu nyggir skattir eisini heimild fra lggtinginum, sum
so statt, umframt uppgavuna at vera domstolur, eisini hevdi politiskar uppgavur.

Stgddin & skattauppheaeddini, sum saest { jardarbdkini fra 1584, likist henni, sum vit
hava upplysingar um dr gdrum norskum skattlondum. Skattaskipanin { 1584 bendir 4, at
hon var grundad a eina uppteljing av ggroum, sum skuldu hava skattskyldu, og
likningin vid hesi uppheedd tykist at vera gjgrd um eitt mundid { fortidini, ta id
skattaskipanin vard sett i verk, helst umleid 1300. Kanningin hevur vist, at ter 427
likningareindirnar { 1584 upprunaliga véru 305 likningareindir, og vid stgdi i jardar-
bokini ber til at stadfesta, hvar i landinum hvgr teirra var. Hetta synir ein vgkstur i
talinum & likningareindum upp 4 40%. Sambeaert kanningini budu umleido 2.471 félk {
Fgroyum { umleid1300 og umleid 3.460 folk i 1584.

Vid inntgkutglunum ur jardarboékini fra 1584 og midaltglum ur fataroknskapunum og
tingbokunum dr 1600-talinum er mett um, hvat tann kongliga umsitingin kostadi i umleid
1600, samanborid vid tidina fyri trubotina. Henda meting synir, at medan inntgkurnar av
kongsraettindum fyri trabdtina figgjadu ta kongligu umsitingina, megnadu teer ikki hetta
eftir trabdtina. Tann kongliga umsitingin eftir trubétina var ti figgjad vid inntgkum,
sum kongur yvirték fra kirkjuni { sambandi vid truboétina. Eisini er vid stgdi { kongs-
tiggjundini 1 1600-talinum, sum var biskupstiggundin fyri tribétina, mett um, hvussu stor
byrdan hja teimum fgroysku likningareindunum var av kongsskattinum. Metingin synir,
at i tidarskeidinum millum umleid 1300 og 1600 hevur skattaprosentid i sambandi vid
kongsskattin ligid millum 4 og 5% av framleidsluni hja teimum fgroysku likningar-
eindunum.  virdi hevdi skatturin symbolskan tydning fyri kongsvaldid fyri at minna
faroyingar 4, at hann var kongur teirra.
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11 Fylgiskjal
Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgdi i
skatti 1584
Suduroyar sysla 64,15 73 100 59
Sumba 9,5 10 12 9
Lange Gardtt (i Ggroum) 1 1 1 1
Neder Huus (1 Hasatoftum) 1 1 1 1
Neder Kaalgaardr (f Ggroum) 1 1 1 1
Offuer Kaalgaardr (1 Ggroum) 1 1 1 1
Paa Krosse (4 Krossi) 1,5 1 3 1
Vdi Hgrge (Horg) 2 3 3 2
Vedquea (vid Kviggja) 1 1 1 1
Vnder Hamre (Undir Hamri) 1 1 1 1
vagur 7 8 9 7
Brecke (i Brekkugerdi) 1 2 3 1
[ Vaagetoffthe (f Toftum) 1 1 1 1
Paa @rre (4 Oyri) 1 1 1 1
Quandals Huus (vio 1 1 1 1
Hvanndalsa)
Smgrlgffue Ved Krgye (i 1 1 1 1
Smillum)
Smgrlgffue Ved Krgye (vio 1 1 1 1
Krair?)
Vid Gioffueraa (vid Gjégvara) 1 1 1 1
Nes 2,5 3 3 2
Med Brgdellerd (vid Breytalid) 0,5 1 1 0
Paa Jader (& Jaori) 1 1 1 1
Sigtoffte (i Sjovartoftum) 1 1 1 1
Porkeri 5,4 7 10 4
Bache (i Bgkkum) 1,15 2 2 1
@de Stredum (i Eystrum) 0,5 1 2 0
Paa Hgye (4 Heyggi) 1 1 1 1
Ved Aa (vid A) 1,5 1 3 1
Vnder Hamrum (undir 0,25 1 1 0
Homrum)
Vnnder Hoye (uttan Heyga) 1 1 1 1
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vio
stgai i
skatti 1584
Hov 8,25 9 9 8
Braa y Hoffue (4 Brugv) 1 1 1 1
Breke (a Brekku) 1,25 2 2 1
Gierde (vid Garo) 1 1 1 1
Hoffue 1 1 1 1
Leffs Gaard (i Leivsgaroi) 1 1 1 1
Nygaardr (i Byrgi) 1 1 1 1
Varre y Houffue (i Vgrou) 1 1 1 1
Vnnder Hamrum i Hoffue (undir 1 1 1 1
Homrum)
Famjin 7,5 9 14 6
Aff Thggum (4 Teigum) 0,5 1 1 0
Famge Y Hodttne (i Horni) 1 1 1 1
Foroffuenn Kierke (oman 2 2 2
Kirkju)
Herdeudal (i Herdali) 1 1 1 1
Hagefledt (4 Hagaflgtti) 0,5 1 1 0
Indside Giered (i Jansagerdi) 1 1 1 1
Siffuord Gardr (i Sjurdargaroi) 0,5 1 5 0
Thradum (i Trgdum) 1 1 1 1
@roavik 2 2 3 2
@rdeuig 2 2 3 2
Trongisvagur 4,25 6 6 4
Sualballe (i Svalbaroi) 1 1 1 1
Thrangis Vaage (4 Hasgardi, i 3,25 5 5 3
Husi)
Frooba 5,5 5 6 5
Frodebge (a Bg) 2,5 2 3 2
Paa Hamre (uppi 4 Hamri) 3 3 3 3
Hvalba 12,25 14 25 12
Garschodttne (i Gardshorni) 1 1 1 1
Gillium (f Giljum) 1 1 1 1
[ Leirum (gjaldfriur 0 1 1 1
embaetisgardur)
Ngste (vio Neyst) 2,5 3 3 2
Paa Hgye (a Heyggi) 0,5 1 1 0
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgai i
skatti 1584
Qualbg Y Schalle (i Skalum) 3,25 4 6 3
Smortoffthe (vid Toftir) 1 1 1 1
Vestrre Hamre (vestur a Hamri) 2 1 6 2
Wdi Nesse och Varde (i Nesi og 1 1 5 1
undir Vgrou)
Sandoyar sysla 43,4 51 68 38
Stéra Dimun 1 1 1 1
Storre Dimmen (Stéra Dimun) 1 1 1 1
Skuvoy 7,4 10 11 6
Brede Stuue (i Skavoy) 1,9 4 4 1
Storre Stuffue (i Skavoy) 3 3 4 3
Syslemanndtz Stuue (i Skuvoy) 1,5 2 2 1
Vdi Hodtnne (i Olansgardi) 1 1 1 1
Skarvanes 2 2 3 2
Skarffuennes (4 Skarvanesi) 2 2 3 2
Dalur 3,5 3 4 3
Paa Dall (i Dali) 3,5 3 4 3
Husavik 4 5 5 3
Husseuigh 3,5 4 4 3
Sgder y Hage y Husseuigh 0,5 1 1 0
(suduri i Haga)
Skalavik 11 11 18 11
Hagebrecke (undir Hagabrekku) 6 6 10 6
Hiem aa Dall (f Dalsgaroi) 1 1 1 1
Paa Hamre (4 Hamri) 2 2 2 2
Paa Jnnderdall (i innara Dal) 1 1 3 1
Paa Kierckegierde (i 1 1 2 1
Kirkjugeroi)
Sandur 14,5 19 26 12
Aargaardt (uttan A) 2 2 3 2
Hallkebreke (undir 1 1 2 1
Halgabrekku)
Norder Thodnnes och Sgnnder 0 1 1 0

Todnnes (i Todnesi) (gjaldfriur
embatisgardur)
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgai i
skatti 1584
Paa Braa (undir Breytasandi ?) 0,5 1 1 0
Paa Hodtnne (i Horni) 0,5 1 1 0
Paa Hgye (4 Heyggi) 1 1 1 1
Paa Kigdtte (1 Koytu) 1 1 1 1
Paa Sglle (i Soylu) 1 1 3 1
Paa Tradegaard (i Trgdum) 1 1 1 1
Sannde Gard (4 Sondum) 1 1 1 1
Sanndisbreche (nordri a4 Bg) 2,5 5 5 2
Vdt aa Rgenn (uti & Reyni) 0,5 1 1 0
Vnnder Scharde (undir Skardi) 1 1 1 1
Wnnder Rgenn (undir Reyni) 1,5 1 4 1
Vaga sysla 29 40 50 26
Sandavagur 5,5 8 9 6
Sannde Vaage (4 Sondum) 55 7 8 5
Stege Gardett (a Steig) 0 1 1 1
(gjaldfriur embaetisgardur)
Midvagur 6 9 13
Anside Gierde (i Jansagerdi) 0 1 1 1
(gjaldfriur embeaetisgardur)
Erichstoff (vid Eirikstoftir) 0,25 1 1 0
Jnnde y Huusse (inni { Huasi) 1,5 1 2 1
Kalffueleye (i Kalvalid) 1 1 1 1
Paa Rygge (4 Ryggi) 3,25 5 8 3
Sgrvagur 3 3 3
Sgrre Vaage (i Seyrvagi) 3 2 3 3
Bgur 2,75 4 5
Bge (i Bg) 2,75 4 5 2
Gasadalur 3,5
Gaassedal Vp meth Gaardtt 1,5 2 3 1
(uppi vid Gard)
Vid Graatenn (vio Grastein) 2 1 2 2
Mykines 8,25 14 15 6
Forhaanndenn Aa (handan A) 2,25 3 3 2
Jnnde y Stuue (4 Bg) 2,75 5 5 2
Paa Tgdall (a Tgoali) 1,75 3 1



Fréoskaparrit 67. bok 2021 74
Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgai i
skatti 1584
Vdi Stuue (4 Bg) 1,5 3 3 1
Streymoyar sysla 72,18 102 117 69
Koltur 2 2 2
Hiem y Hussegardt (heimi { 1 1 1 1
Husi)
Paa Gierdum (nord i Gerdi) 1 1 1 1
Hestur 4 4 4 4
Hest (i Hesti) 4 4 4 4
Nolsoy 10,75 15 16 10
Nolssge (i Ndlsoy) 9 11 12
Paa Kornnedall (i Korndali) 1,75 4 4 1
Kirkjubgur 3 2 2
Arge (4 Argjum) (hospital) 1
Kierche Bge Gaardt (heimi & 1 1 1 1
Garoi)
Vd aa Bge (uti & Bg) 1 1 1 1
Velbastadur 11 13
Adt Stennum (4 Steinum) 2 2 2 2
Noreraa Hgye (norduri a 1 6 1
Heyggi)
Valbgsted Vde paa Hyoe (uti a 2 3 5 2
Heyggi)
Sydradalur 0 1
Sgnnerdal (i Sydradali) 0 1 1 1
(gjaldfriur embeetisgardur)
Nordradalur 2,5 3
Neffmtons Gaard (4 Saevarong ?) 1 2
Norderdall (i Nordradali) 1,5 1 1 1
Skaelingur 1
Skellinnge (& Skeelingi) 1 1 1 1
Leynar 2
Lgnnhaffue (f Leynum) 2 2 2 2
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgdi i
skatti 1584
Kvivik 5,8 15 15 6
Faar hiemmen Aa (heiman A) 4,8 11 11 4
Paa Helde (4 Hellugardi) 1 3 3 1
Queuig Kiercke Theig (4 0 1 1 1
Kirkjuteigi) (gjaldfriur
embaetisgardur)
Vestmanna 6,13 9 11 5
Gierdum (i Ggroum) 3,63 6 7 3
Paa Delde (4 Deild) 0,5 1 1 0
Paa Roffue (a Roégvu) 1 1 2 1
Vesmennde Haffnn 1 1 1 1
Saksun 3 5 3
Paa Duffue gaardenn (i 2 2 4 2
Duvuggroum)
Sax Haffue Paa Suertaa (vio 1 1 1 1
Svartd)
Tjgrnuvik 2 2 3
Thigrnneuig (i Tjgrnuvik) 2 2 3 2
Haldorsvik 2,5 4 10
Haldersuigh (i Hald6rsvik) 2,5 4 10 2
Streymnes
Strgmmennes (4 Streymnesi) 2 2 2 2
Hvalvik
Paa Qualuig (i Hvalvik) 2 2 2 2
Hoésvik
Paa Tofftum (i Toftum) 1 2 2 1
Thorsuig Paa Garss Ennde (i 1 1 1
Gardsenda)
Kollafjgrour 9 12 12
Koldefiord Paa Kieldnes (a 1 1 1 1
Kjalnesi)
Paa Hamrum (i Homrum) 2
Paa Hgye (a Heyggi) 1 1 1

Paa Meddtt Jord (4 Midgerdi)

Juny
N
N
Juny
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgdi i
skatti 1584
Paa @ringum (4 Oyrareingjum) 1 1 1 1
Paa Signnebge (4 Signabg) 1 1 1 1
Paa Thodnnes (& Todnesi) 1 3 3 1
Vid Sioff (vio Sjégv) 1 1 1 1
Kaldbak 3,25 3 4 3
Jnnde aa Boe (inni & Bg) 1 1 1 1
Kalback Vd meth Aa (tti vid A) 1,25 1 2 1
Solle Gaardett (i Soyluggrdum) 1 1 1 1
Sund 1,5 1 1 1
Sundaze Gardt (4 Sundi) 1,5 1 1 1
Hoyvik
Houigh (heimi 4 Gardi) 2 2 2 2
Toérshavn 1,75 2 3 1
Sannde Gierde 0,25 1 1
Thorschaffnn, Huussegaardt 1,5 1 2 1
Eysturoyar sysla 69,5 101 121 64
Strendur 6,75 9 11 6
Gierdum (i Gerdum) 1 1 1 1
Hiem aa Hgye (4 Heyggi) 1,5 3 3 1
Seblennde (i Sevlendi) 1,25 2 3 1
Vid Sigff (vid Sjogv) 3 3 4 3
Selatrao 4 5 5 3
Hiem aa Bge (heimi 4 Bg) 2,5 3 3 2
Paa Medtt Hodnn (i Mittini) 0,5 1 1 0
Selletrunde Vde paa Hgye (a 1 1 1 1
Heyggi)
Oyri
Paa @rre (a Oyri) 1 1 1 1
Nordaskali
Norder vedt Schalle (vid 1 1 1 1

Nordskala)
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgai i
skatti 1584
Eiodi 6 9 9 6
Eydde (a4 Eidi) 6 9 9 6
Gjogv 2,5 5 5 2
Vid Giou (vid Gjogv) 2,5 5 5 2
Funningur 5,25 8 10 5
Fundinge (i Funningi) 4 6 7 4
Jnnde i Husse (inni i Husi) 1,25 2 3 1
Skala 6,75 11 15 6
Hiem ad Skaalle Y Groff (i 2 2 2 2
Grogv)
Op y Hodttne (uppi { Horni) 2 1 2 2
Siffuortonn (i Sjévartini) 1,5 3 6 1
Skaalle Yttre Skaalle (4 ytra 1,25 5 5 1
Skala)
Elduvik 3 4 4 3
Elleuigh (i Elduvik) 3 4 4 3
Oyndarfjgrour 3,5 8 9 4
Anndefiordtt (f Sjévartini ?) 3,5 7 8 3
Garschodttenne (f Gardshorni) 0 1 1 1
(gjaldfriur embeaetisgardur)
Fuglafjgrour 5 5 11 4
Foruden Aa (um A) 1 1 1 1
Fugilfiordtt Vp vid Gaard (vio 2,5 2 4 2
Gard)
Gioffueraa (vid Gjogvara) 1,5 2 6 1
Leirvik 4,75 7 7 4
Foruden Aa (uttan A) 2,25 4 4 2
Leruig Thoffnes (a Toftanesi) 1 1 1 1
Vp med gaardt (vid Gard) 1,5 2 2 1
Nordraggta 5 5 6 5
Nordergaa Gatte (i Nordraggtu) 5 5 6 5
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgdi i
skatti 1584
Ggtugjogv 1 2 1
Vid Gioff (vid Ggtugjogv) 1 1 2 1
Sydruggta 4 6 3
Sgnnder Gatte (i Sydoruggtu) 2,5 1 3 2
Vdi Groff (ati { Grogv) 1,5 3 1
Sgldarfjgrour 2 2
Salmande Fiordt (heimi 4 Bg) 1 1 1 1
Vdttbge (4 Utbg) 1 1
Lamba 1 1
Lamhauge (i Lamba) 1 1 1 1
Glyvrar 2,5 2
Gliffuerom (a Glivrum) 2,5 3 3 2
Toftir 4,5 11 12 4
Hiem aa Tofftum (heimi & 1,5 2 3 1
Toftum)
Tofftum Jnnd aa Hgye (inni & 1 2 2 1
Heyggi)
Vp y Haye (a Torkilsheyggi) 2 7 7 2
Nes 0 1
Ness (a Nesi) (gjaldfriur 0 1 1 1
embaetisgardur)
Nordoya sysla 52,9 60 76 49
Blankskali 2,5 4 2
Blanckschaalle (& Blankskala) 2,5 1 4 2
Husar 3 7 3
Kallsge Hussum (Husar) 3 5 7 3
Mikladalur 3,75 4 4 3
Mgchledall, For sgnndenn och 3,75 4 4 3
nordenn Aaen (i Mikladali)
Trellanes 2 2
Troldennes (a Trgllanesi) 2 2 2 2
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal a Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgdi i
skatti 1584
Kunoy 3,5 4 6 3
Kunng Hiem i Huusse (heimi { 2 2 2 2
Husi)
Suiderbge (sudur & Bg) 1,5 2 4 1
Haraldssund
Harrillsanndt (i Haraldssundi) 1 1 1 1
Skaro 2,5 2 5
Scharde (4 Skaroi) 2,5 2 5 2
Nordoyri
@rre (4 Oyri) 3 3 3 3
Klaksvik 8,15 11 11
Gierdum (Gerdum, uppi a 3 4 4 3
Grundum)
Mgrckennoo y Bordoe (& 1 1 1 1
Myrkjanoyri)
Vaage (i Vagi) 1 1 1 1
Vp Sallum (4 Uppsglum) 3,15
Strond 1,5 1 4
Strandtt (a Strond) 1,5 1 4 1
Skalatoftir 1,5
Skaallethoffthe (4 Skalatoftum) 1,5 1 1 1
Muli 1,5
Mulle (a4 Mula) 1,5 2 3 1
Depil
Deble (i Depli) 1 1 1 1
Norotoftir
Tofftum (& Nordtoftum) 1 1 1 1
Arnafjgréur

Arnnefiordt (i Arnafirdi) 1 1 1 1
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Sysla, bygd, stad Skattur Hus 1584 Tal & Hus uml.
1584, uppihald- 1300,
gyllin arum 1584 meting vid
stgdi i
skatti 1584
Hvannasund 2 2 2 2
Quannd Sanndt (i Hvannasundi) 2 2 2 2
Vidareioi 3 4 4 4
Foldenn (i Follendi) 1 1 1 1
Gaardt (vid Gard) 1 1 1 1
Viderge Hgye (4 Heygum) 1 1 1 1
Vnna Gierde (i Onagerdi) 0 1 1 1
(gjaldfriur embeetisgardur)
Svinoy 5
Hiem y Huusse (Heimi 4 Bg ?) 4
Suinoe 1 1 1 1
Fugloy 2,5 4 4
Fuglge Ad Kircke (4 Kirkju) 2,5 4 4 2
Hatteruigh (i Hattarvik) 35 6 6 3

Brotpartar av gyllin, sum i jardarbokini eru uppgivin i skinnum, eru umroknadir til desimalar.
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Abstract

This paper discusses the relative order of four types of sentential adverbs in
Insular Scandinavian. Data from two judgment tasks show that the relative orders of
adverbs that follow Cinque’s (1999) hierarchy receive more positive judgments than
orders that violate this hierarchy in both languages, but the contrasts are much
weaker than expected. That Icelandic and Faroese behave in very similar ways with
respect to adverb placement is expected, given all the syntactic similarities between
the two languages.

Urtak

Henda greinin vidger tad lutfalsliga ordaradid { sambandi vio fyra slggav
setningshjaordum { islendskum og fgroyskum. Tilfar fra tveimum spurnakanningum
visir, at tad lutfalsliga ordaradio i sambandi vid hjdord, sum fylgja radskipanini hja
Cinque (1999) { badum malum, faa positivari metingar enn ordarad, sum stridir
imo6ti hesi radskipan. Métsetningarnir eru t6 négv minni enn veentast kundi. At
islendskt og faroyskt bera seg at a sera likan hatt, ta id tad snyr seg um plass hja
hjdordum, er veentandi, ta id havdir eru i huga allir teir setningafrgdiligu likskapirnir,
sum eru millum tey bzedi malini.

Keywords: Word order, sentential adverbs, Cinque’s hierarchy, Icelandic, Faroese,
Insular Scandinavian

1 Introduction

This paper discusses the relative order of sentence adverbs in Icelandic and Faroese
from the following four classes: conjunctive adverbs, speech act adverbs, evaluative
adverbs and evidential adverbs. Some combinations of these adverbs in Faroese are
exemplified below:

“E-mail: asgriman@hi.is
*E-mail: jj@hi.is


mailto:asgriman@hi.is
mailto:jj@hi.is
http://www.frodskapur.fo/

Fréoskaparrit 67. b6k 2021 82
(1) a Jon hevur satt at siga tydiliga gjort eitt  mistak.
Jén has honestly obviously done a mistake
speechact =  evidentiality
b. Joén hevur tydiliga satt at siga gjort eitt  mistak.
Jén has obviously honestly done a mistake
evidentiality » speech act
(2) a. Hanus var té tibetur sloppin 6skaddur.
Hanus was still thankfully escaped unharmed
conjunction = evaluation
b. Hanus var tibetur to sloppin 6skaddur.
Hanus was thankfully still escaped unharmed

evaluation —»

conjunction

The main goal of this paper is to examine possible sequences of these four adverb
classes in Faroese and Icelandic to see how well they fit with Cinque’s (1999) theory of
adverb placement across languages. For convenience, the word adverb will be used in this
paper to refer to single adverbs as well as phrases of various kinds that carry an adverbial
meaning since Cinque’s theory should predict the syntactic behavior of adverbs in this
broad sense. Icelandic and Faroese are well suited for a comparative study because these
two languages are closely related and share many syntactic similar- ities. Hence, adverb
sequences may behave in very similar ways in these two languages. The relative order of
adverbs is determined by a hierarchy of 30 functional projections hosting adverbs as their
specifiers in Cinque‘s theory. Deviations from this hierarchical order should lead to
ungrammaticality unless some specific conditions hold (see further in 3.4). The data
presented here show that orders that comply with Cinque‘s hierarchy are always
preferred to orders that violate the hierarchy in both languages. Thus, far more Faroese
speakers accept (1a) and (2a) than (1b) and (2b), but the contrasts are not nearly as
strong as one would expect from Cinque’s theory. As discussed by Jonsson (2002), similar
facts hold for sentential adverbs in Icelandic.

The structure of this paper is as follows. Section 2 lays out the theoretical back-
ground of the study. Section 3 presents the results from questionnaire surveys that were
conducted in the Faroe Islands in 2016 and in Iceland 2017, as well as naturalistic data
from Icelandic, and discusses the theoretical implications of these results. Section 4
contains some concluding remarks.

2 Theoretical background

Adverbs can be divided into many classes depending on their syntactic and semantic
properties (see Jackendoff 1972, Travis 1988, Alexiadou 1994, 1997, Cinque 1999,
Nielsen 2000, Ernst 2002, 2004, 2007, Svenonius 2002, Pittner et al. 2015). As is well
known, the syntax and semantics of adverbs is strongly linked in that adverbs with a
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similar meaning tend to have a similar syntactic distribution. In this paper, we will only
be concerned with adverbs that are often referred to as sentential adverbs because they
modify the whole clause rather than a subpart of the clause. Sentential adverbs split into
various subclasses but we will focus here on conjunctive adverbs, speech act adverbs,
evaluative adverbs and evidential adverbs.

Sentential adverbs in Faroese are a largely uncharted territory (but see Thrainsson et
al. 2012: 181-190 for some discussion). More is known about sentential adverbs in
Icelandic (see Bergsveinsson 1969, Jonsson 2002, J6hannsdottir 2005 and Thrainsson
2005:123-137 and 2007:37-40, 79-87) although further studies are needed. The
examples in (3) show the type of sentential adverbs that are the main focus of this paper:

(3) a. Ferdin til Husavikur gekk samtsem vel. (conjunctive
aour adverb)
trip.the  to Husavik went nevertheless well
b. Maturinn er i hreinskilni ekki négu gdéour. (speech act
sagt adverb)
food.the is honestly not enough good
c. Hann er skiljanlega midur sin. (evaluative
adverb)
he is understandably devastated
d. Hun er greinilega verdugur (evidential
sigurvegari adverb)
she is clearly worthy winner

These examples illustrate the neutral position of sentential adverbs in Icelandic,
which is after the finite verb (Thrainsson 2007:37-40 and references cited there). This is
also the case in Faroese (Thrainsson et al. 2012: 241-246). Sentential adverbs can
also be fronted in both languages but that should not make any difference for the ordering
relations between the adverbs.

If two or more sentential adverbs occur in the same clause, Cinque‘s theory
(1999:106) predicts a rigid order between them. This is shown in (4), which features
three subclasses of sentential adverbs where each class is expected to precede all classes
that are lower in the hierachy.
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(4) a. Conjunctive adverbs
lastly, consequently, nevertheless
b. Speech act adverbs
frankly, briefly, honestly

C. Evaluative adverbs
fortunately, understandably, luckily
d. Evidential adverbs

supposedly, apparently, truly

Conjunctive adverbs are not included in the hierarchy proposed by Cinque (1999).
However, since the only analysis of this adverb class that is consistent with his approach
to adverb ordering is to place them in the hierarchy, presumably above the other adverb
classes, we will assume that this is a correct interpretation of Cinque’s theory. Note also
that (4) constitutes only a small part of Cinque’s (1999) hierarchy of 30 functional
projections hosting adverbs as their specifiers. Still, we believe that investigating four
adverb classes should give a good indication of the plausibility of Cinque’s theory with
respect to the relative order of sentential adverbs in Insular Scandinavian.

Cinque’s (1999) theory falls within hierarchical analyses of adverbs which state that
adverbs occupy fixed specifier positions in the syntactic structure (Alexiadou, 1997;
Cinque, 2004). The alternative is the adjunction analysis, which holds that adverbs adjoin
rather freely to any maximal projection so long as they receive a suitable interpretation
(Alexiadou, 1997; Ernst, 2002, 2004, 2007, 2020). The adjunction approach has the
advantage of being flexible enough to allow some variability in the relative order of
adverbs, but it is also too weak in allowing too much variability. By contrast, the
hierarchical approach is often seen as too restrictive in ruling out various adverb
sequences that are not categorically excluded. However, for the Insular Scandinavian data
examined here, it is also a problem for the applicability of Cinque’s theory that various
examples that follow his hierarchy are not only marginally acceptable for many speakers.

Cinque (1999: 3-4) allows for certain deviations from the hierarchical order imposed
by his theory. First, one adverb may modify another adverb, in which case the two adverbs
form one syntactic constituent. It is difficult to determine if this applies to any of the
examples in the two surveys discussed here because the participants were not asked
about the interpretation of the test sentences. Our own intuition is that the Icelandic test
sentences do not allow for this kind of reading and the same seems to hold for the
corresponding example in Faroese (Zakaris S. Hansen, p.c.), with one or two possible
exceptions discussed below.

Parenthetical adverbs which are set apart prosodically from the rest of the clause are
also exempt from Cinque’s hierarchy. As with semantic interpretation, it is hard to know
what role (if any) intonation plays in the evaluation of individual examples in a written
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survey of native speakers’ judgments. While there are indications that some speakers
treat some adverbs as parenthetical in the surveys discussed here (see further in 3.2-3.4
below), such adverbs are quite marked in Insular Scandinavian, and thus we believe that
they cannot be an important factor in native speaker judgments of illicit adverb
sequences.

In this paper, we therefore focus on Cinque’s theory without any comparison to other
theories of adverb ordering. It will be shown that Icelandic and Faroese pattern in very
similar ways with respect to adverb ordering and data from both languages pose
problems for Cinque’s theory. We will argue that most of these problems can be accounted
for if various non-syntactic factors are taken into consideration, factors that either
improve the relevant examples or make them less acceptable.

3 Adverb ordering

3.1 The questionnaires

The data discussed here are mainly based on two written questionnaires
administered to comparable groups of university students in Iceland and the Faroe
Islands. We have also added some corpus data from Icelandic wherever there were
enough exam- ples to provide a meaningful comparison to the results from the judgment
tasks. The following table gives some basic information about the two questionnaires:

TABLE 1

Judgement studies on the relative order of adverbs

Questionnaire Participants  Place Date

Written (123 examples) 32 students Frédskaparsetur April 4, 2016
Fgroya

Written (24 examples) 37 students University of Iceland November 24, 2017

The questionnaires had the same kind of instructions and format, but the Faroese version
was much longer since it contained not only examples of the constructions discussed
here, but also various other examples. The Icelandic questionnaire consisted of 24
examples, including 10 examples testing the relative order of sentential adverbs. In both
questionnaires, the examples were presented as minimal pairs or triplets and the
participants were asked to rate them as good, dubious or impossible. These options
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correspond to a three-point scale which has been used in various studies on syntactic
variation in Insular Scandinavian (Thrainsson, 2015). The two surveys did not cover all
possible combinations of the adverb classes under investigation but this should not be
necessary to test the predictions of Cinque’s theory of adverb ordering.

Most studies of adverb sequences that we know of are based on the judgments of the
author or a handful of native speakers. However, since the relevant data can be quite
delicate, it is preferrable to use the judgments of a large number of speakers. In fact, the
limitations of Cinque’s theory are clearly exposed in studies of that kind as can be seen in
Payne’s (2018) study of some adverb sequences in English.

We will present results from the two surveys in sections 3.2 and 3.3 and point out
various challenges to Cinque’s theory. We will also discuss some naturalistic data from
Icelandic found in the Risamalheild Corpus (Steinpérsson et al. 2018) to compare to the
results from the judgment tasks.! This chapter concludes with a brief summary in
3.4 which also highlights some theoretical implications.

3.2 Icelandic

Cinque’s (1999) theory of adverbs predicts a very strong contrast between the a-
examples in the following sentence pairs and the b-examples as the former comply with
his hierarchy whereas the latter do not.

These predictions are confirmed in that orders consistent with Cinque’s hierarchy are
clearly preferred to the opposite orders. Still, the judgments are much more gradient than
expected as many speakers find these examples questionable rather than acceptable or
unacceptable.? To be sure, examples with adjacent sentential adverbs tend to produce a
rather awkward prosody because the two adverbs do not naturally form aphonological
phrase, and this may explain the relatively low acceptance rate for (5a). Note, however,
that this type of explanation does not rely on Cinque’s theory, and it also fails to explain
the number of speakers that found (5b) merely questionable.

As for (6a), the acceptance rate was only 30%. Some of the participants in the survey
mentioned in a box for additional comments that they found it odd to have both
skiljanlega ‘understandably’ and satt ad segja ‘honestly’ within the same sentence. We
agree with this intuition, and we suspect that combining these two adverbs sounds con-
tradictory to some speakers since the adverb skiljanlega indicates that the proposition s

!Unfortunately, there is no online corpus of Faroese that is large enough to be used for this purpose.

?It should be noted that the judgments of various filler sentences in both surveys were far more categorical
than what we find with the test sentences. Thus, the results for the adverb sequences cannot be explained
by reference to other results in the surveys.
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TABLE 2

The relative order of speech act adverbs vs. evidential andevaluative adverbs

Yes ? No
(5a) J6én hefur sattad segja greinilega gert mistok 76% 21% 3%
Jon has  honestly obviously made mistake
speech act - evidentiality
(5b) Jon hefur greinilega sattad segja gert mistok 3% 32% 65%
Jéon has obviously honestly made mistake
evidentiality — speech act
(6a) Jon hefur sattad segja skiljanlega engan dhuga 30% 16% 54%
Jén has honestly understandably no interest
speech act —» evaluation
(6b) Jon hefur skiljanlega satt ad segja engan ahuga 9% 32% 59%

Jén has understandably honestly no interest
evaluation — speech act

expected whereas satt ad segja is typically used to reduce the effect of a frank statement
that is likely to express unexpected information.

Of course, one could ask if this pragmatic incompatibility should not also be a prob-
lem for (6b), making it even worse than a standard violation of Cinque’s hierarchy. Our
tentative answer, based on our intuitions as native speakers, is that some speakers mit-
igate the problem by interpreting satt ad segja as modifying skiljanlega rather than the
whole clause. This interpretation could be paraphrased as ‘J6n has no interest, and this is
frankly understandable.” The same may apply in (5b), i.e.,, some speakers marginally
accept the reading where satt ad segja modifies greinilega ‘clearly’. Note that this type of
account evades Cinque’s hierarchy in a way that his theory allows for.

Judgments on the relative order of conjunctive adverbs on one hand and evidential
and evaluative adverbs on the other hand are shown in Table 3.

Jonsson (2002) claims that the relative order of conjunctive adverbs with respect
to these types of adverbs is relatively free in Icelandic, but these results show that
speakers prefer to place conjunctive adverbs before evidential and evaluative adverbs.
Still, the acceptance rate for the a-examples is quite low, especially (7a), and the
acceptance rate for (8b) is unexpectedly high. Our consultations with native speakers
suggest that the problem with (7a) is that the participants in the survey did not like the
word megrast instead of the more common (and less formal) verb grennast ‘lose weight'.
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TABLE 3
The relative order of conjunctive adverbs vs. evaluative and evidential adverbs
Yes ? No
(7a) Hann hefur samt greinilega megrast 50% 25% 25%
he has still obviously lostweight
conjunction — evidentiality
(7b) Hann hefur greinilega samt megrast 8% 22% 70%
he has obviously still lost.weight
evidentiality = conjunction
(8a) Hann hafdi samt sem betur fer sloppid O6meiddur 65% 14% 21%
he had still fortunately escaped unharmed
conjunction — evaluation
(8b) Hann hafdi sem betur fer samt sloppid 6émeiddur 30% 30% 40%

he  had fortunately still  escaped unharmed
evaluation — conjunction

To make sense of (8b), it should be noted that samt does not have to take scope over
the evaluative adverb sem betur fer ‘fortunately’. On the contrary, (8a-b) are most
naturally understood as stating that what was unexpected in view of the preceding dis-
course was that he escaped unharmed. It is much less natural to interpret the counter-
expectation in (8a-b) as the fact that he fortunately escaped unharmed. This means that
the word order in (8b) reflects the most normal scopal relation between the two adverbs
and this is probably the reason why so many speakers find (8b) acceptable. By contrast,
samt takes scope over greinilega in (7a-b), i.e. the counter-expectation in these examples
is that he has clearly lost weight.

The contrasts found in (7) and (8) are much stronger in the naturalistic data found in
the Risamalheild Corpus. As shown in Table 4, the order evaluative adverb + conjunctive
adverb is highly infrequent compared to the expected order conjunctive adverb + evalua-
tive adverb.3 Thereis also a very strong preference for conjunctive adverbs to precede
evidential adverbs.

Since most of the texts in the Risamadlheild Corpus are highly formal texts, it is
plausible to attribute this difference to a difference in register. Thus, we might conclude

3We only searched for cases where the two adverbs are adjacent. When one adverb is fronted, there seems
to be more freedom in the relative order of sentential adverbs but this merits further investigation.
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TABLE 4
Results from the Risamalheild Corpus (Icelandic)
Adverbs Number Percentage Order
samt - sem betur fer 35 94.,6% conjunction — evaluation
sem betur fer - samt 2 5,4% evaluation — conjunction
samt - greinilega 149 96,1% conjunction — evidentiality
greinilega - samt 6 3,9% evidentiality — conjunction

that deviations from Cinque’s hierarchy are more acceptable in the judgments tasks
under discussion here because they are fairly neutral with respect to register.

Table 5 shows two different orders of evaluative and evidential adverbs following a
speech act adverb. Examples with three adjacent adverbs received very negative
judgements with only a minimal difference between the expected order in (9a) and the
unexpected order in (9b):

TABLE 5
The relative order of evaluative and evidential adverbs following a speech act adverb
Yes ? No

(9a) Maria hefur sattad segja sem betur fer greinilega 29% 14% 57%

Mary has honestly fortunately obviously

lesid bokina

read book.the

speech act — evaluation — evidentiality
(9b) Maria hefur sattad segja greinilega sem betur fer 21% 24% 55%

Mary has honestly obviously fortunately
lesid bokina

read book.the

speech act — evidentiality — evaluation

The low acceptance rate for (9a) is not surprising because three adverb sequences are
incredibly rare as they often create problems with respect to semantics and prosody even
if the ordering restrictions imposed by Cinque’s hierarchy are respected. It is likely that
the participants in the survey struggled to find an appropriate context for these examples
and the prosody is also unnatural because (9a) seems to require a break both before and
after the second adverb (sem betur fer) and possibly also before the first adverb (satt ad



Fréoskaparrit 67. b6k 2021

segja).* Prosody also plays a role in (9b) because this example requires a break before
and after the adverb greinilega and this break surrounding the adverb greinilega makes
the order in (9b) compatible with Cinque’s hierarchy. Thus, the main problem with (9b)
is semantics and prosody just as with (9a) and the result is that native speakers only get

a minimal difference between these two examples.

3.3 Faroese
Let us now look at possible combinations of sentential adverbs in Faroese. Table

shows sentence pairs where the a-examples reflect the order predicted by Cinque's

theory (1999) but the b-examples illustrate the opposite order.

TABLE 6
The relative order speech act adverbs vs. evidential and evaluative adverbs
Yes ? No
(10a) Jon hevur sattad siga tydiliga  gjgrt eitt mistak 73% 17% 10%
Jén has  honestly obviously made a  mistake
speech act - evidentiality
(10b) Jén hevur tydiliga  sattad siga gjgrt eitt mistak 10% 14% 76%
Jéon has  obviously honestly  made a  mistake
evidentiality — speech act
(11a) Jon hevur sattad siga veel skiljandi ongan ahuga 42% 34% 24%
Jéon has  honestly understandably no interest
speech act —» evaluation
(11b) Jén hevur yeel skiljandi satt ad siga ongan ahuga 38% 38% 24%

Jén has  understandably honestly no interest
evaluation — speech act

The order required by Cinque’s hierarchy is strongly preferred in (10a-b), just as in
the corresponding Icelandic examples in (5), but there is very little difference between

*There is a general issue here concerning the effects of weight on adverb ordering. As Hoskuldur
Thrainsson (p.c.) reminds us, one would expect that the weight of adverbs could influence their placement in
view of the general tendency in Icelandic and other languages for light phrases to precede heavier phrases.
The surveys reported here were not constructed to test weight effects of this kind, so we have no results to

report here but this is clearly something that merits further investigation.
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(11a) and (11b) as neither order is widely accepted. The negative reactions to (11a)
might be due to the fact that the adverbs satt at siga ‘honestly’ and vzl skiljandi ‘under-
standably’ are semantically incompatible for many speakers, as already discussed with
respect to (6a) in Icelandic. This problem of incompatibility may be solved for some
speakers in (11b) if the speech act adverb (satt at siga) modifies the evaluative adverb
(veel skiljandi) as we have suggested for (6b).

TABLE 7
The relative order of conjunctive adverbs vs. evaluative and evidential adverbs
Yes ? No
(12a) Oddran er t6 tydiliga  Kklenkad. 87% 3% 10%
Oddran is still obviously lost.weight
conjunction = evidentiality
(12b) Oddrun er tydiliga té klenkad. 3% 10% 87%
Oddrun is obviously still lost.weight
evidentiality — conjunction
(13a) Hanus var té tibetur sloppin  6skaddur. 73% 10% 17%
Hanus was still fortunately escaped unharmed
conjunction = evaluation
(13b) Hanus var tibetur té sloppin o6skaddur. 23% 30% 47%

Hanus was fortunately still escaped unharmed
evaluation = conjunction

Just like the Icelandic speakers, the Faroese speakers prefer to place conjunctive
adverbs before both speech act adverbs and evidential adverbs rather than the other way
around. Still, the acceptance for the order evaluative adverb - conjunctive adverb in (13b)
is unexpectedly high, just as in the corresponding Icelandic example in (8b), presumably
for the same reason.

As in Icelandic, sentence pairs with evaluative adverbs and evidential adverbs after a
speech act adverb were also tested in Faroese. The results are illustrated in Table 8.

Although a minority of speakers finds (14a) acceptable, there is a much stronger
contrast between (14a) and (14b) than the corresponding Icelandic examples (9a) and
(9b). There is an important difference in that (9a-b) has a heavier evaluative adverb than
(14a-b), i.e. sem betur fer ‘fortunately’, and this may reduce the prosodic difficulties
associated with (14a-b). The result is a higher acceptance rate for (14a) than (9a).
However, (14b) has a lower rate than (9b), possibly because it is only in (9b) that native
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TABLE 8
The relative order of evaluative and evidential adverbs following a speech act adverb

Yes ? No
(14a) Maria hevur sattad siga tibetur tyadiliga 41% 31% 28%
Mary has  honestly fortunately obviously
lisid bdkina.
read book.the
speech act — evaluation — evidentiality
(14b) Maria hevur sattad siga tydiliga  tibetur 3% 3% 94%

Mary has honestly obviously fortunately
lisio bokina.

read book.the

speech act — evidentiality = evaluation

speakers are likely to think of the prosodic breaks that make the adverb sequence
syntactically well-formed.

3.4 Summary and theoretical implications

As shown in the preceding sections, Icelandic and Faroese display very similar results
when native speakers judge possible ordering relations between sentential adverbs inthe
four classes examined here. When the two languages diverge in significant ways, this
seems to be due to the fact that the experimental items are not fully comparable across
languages rather than some differences in the syntax of sentential adverbs.

Native speaker judgments of various adverb sequences in Icelandic and Faroese are
problematic for Cinque’s theory. This is most obvious in examples that comply with
Cinque’s hierarchy and are nevertheless rejected by many native speakers. Thus, the
acceptance rate for canonical orders of two sentential adverbs in Icelandic ranges from
30 - 76% and the corresponding figure for Faroese is 42 - 87%. This is shown in the a-
examples in (5) - (8) for Icelandic and the a-examples in (10) - (13) for Faroese. A
relatively low acceptance rate for examples that conform to the hierarchy is in many cases
due to various non-syntactic factors. Although our suggestions in sections 3.2 and 3.3
are somewhat speculative and require further investigation, we conclude that Cinque’s
hierarchy defines the syntactic well-formedness of adverb sequences, but other factors
must also be taken into account as they can significantly reduce the acceptability of such
sequences.

Challenges to Cinque’s theory of adverb order are not limited to cases where his
hierarchy of adverbs is respected. Thus, examples (8b), (9b), (11b) and (13b) violate the
hierarchy and still receive an acceptance rate well above 10%. As already discussed, it
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appears that both (9b) and (11b) rely on comma intonation for full acceptability, in which
case the relevant adverbs are exempt from Cinque’s hierarchy. Examples where an
evaluative adverb precedes a conjunctive adverb, i.e., Icelandic (8b) and Faroese (13b),
are more problematic because the crucial issue in these examples seems to be scope
rather than prosody and scope is not an independent factor determining adverb order in
Cinque’s theory.

4 Conclusion

The data presented in this paper show that the relative order of sentential adverbs
that follow Cinque’s (1999) hierarchy are always preferred to orders that contradict the
hierarchy in Insular Scandinavian. This conclusion is based on two questionnaire studies
on four different classes of sentential adverbs conducted in Iceland and the Faroe Islands
and some corpus data from Icelandic. However, Cinque’s theory has its limitations, and
this is most evident in the numerous examples that conform to his hierarchy and still
receive a relatively low acceptance rate. As we have argued, pragmatic, semantic and
prosodic factors play an important role in such examples. Thus, Cinque’s hierarchy seems
to be correct as far as syntax is concerned, but it cannot be the whole story.
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Abstract

The article discusses literary criticism as communication between the critic and
the poet. Considering the claim that the literary review is a threatened genre, the
article delves into a selection of the ongoing dialog between Faroese poet Téroddur
Poulsen and his critics. It is argued that the poetic texts of Poulsen can serve as
examples of how literary reviews, understood in the widest sense, are not restricted
to the media they are often perceived as depended upon and that they can transgress
the criteria defining their genre.

Urtak
Greinin varpar ljés 4 békmentaummeeli sum samskifti millum ummeelara og
skald. Vio ti utbreidda uppdhaldinum { huga at ummeeli eru hétt tekstslag, verdur
royndarborad { eitt urval av samskiftinum millum Térodd Poulsen skald og
ummeelarar hansara og vist 4, at skaldskapur Térods er dgmi um, at ummeeli {
breidastu merking avmarka seg ikki til teir midlar, sum verda hildnir at treyta tey, og
til tey tekstslagskrgv, sum skilmarka tey.

Keywords: Literature, literary criticism, reviews, authority, power, media, genre.
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IThe quote by Téroddur Poulsen refers to his description of the critic: He does not need to be a
butcher, but he must know how to clean a rumen of a slaughtered sheep (Poulsen, 1994, s. 113).
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Inngangur

Tad tykist, sum semja er 4 mentanarpallinum um, at i dagsins samfelag eru
umstgdurnar samanumtikid ikki gdédar fyri ummeeli, sum vit kenna tey, baedi ti at
ummeelarin er héttur { broyttum valdsstrukturum { samfelagnum og vegna storar
broytingar i midlalandslagnum seinnu arini. Ut frd4 hesum kannar greinin stgduna
viovikjandi békmentaummeelum i fgroyskum hgpi. Leitad verdur Uit um tey strongu
tekstslagskrgvini og vist 4, at ummeeli { breidari merking hava mgguleika ogevni til at
finna adrar pallar. Vist verdur samstundis 4, at tA ummeeli trina fram 4 hesum évaentadu
pallum, kann teirra valdmikla stgda eykast.

Vidgerdin { greinini er avmarkad til eitt kut ar fgroyskum békmenta- og ummeelara-
heimi: gdrumegin eitt trval av tekstum og utsagnum hja Téroddi Poulsen skaldi og
hinumegin ngkur dgmi um ummeeli um tekstir Térods. Dgmini { irvalinum rgkka fra 1979
til 2017.

Ummeelid sum tekstslag

Ummeeli eru tekstslag, sum & serligan hatt er treytad av gorum tekstslggum og av
samspeelinum millum tekstir og midlar. Ummeelid er lidur { samansettum kervi, id er
myndad av ymiskum leikarum & ti békmentaliga gkinum, sum vidvirka til, at ein bok
verour framleidd, kemur Gt 4 marknadin og verdur mottikin. Franski
bokmentagranskarin Robert Escarpit, sum setti ta modernadu békmentasosiologiina a
stovn, lysir hetta sum eina bokmentaliga ringras (Escarpit, 1958/1968).

Ummeelini hava sitt sjalvsagda plass i bokmentaligu ringrasini. Tey eru tydandi lidur i
mottgkuni av einum verki, sum verdur givid it & marknadin, og virka sum millumlidur
millum rithgvund og lesara { moéttgkutilgongdini. Tey eru vio til at gera lesaran tilvitadan
um, at ein bok er utkomin, og tey eru vio til at avgera, { hvénn mun verkid yvirhgvur
verdur mottikid.

Ummeelini eru valdmikid tekstslag, sum kann hava avirkan i gllum lidum i teirri bok-
mentaligu ringrasini; & sglutgl, hver feer virdislgnir og viourkenning av gorum slag, eins
og tey kunnu hava avirkan a kanoniseringartilgongdina { békmentakervinum - a4 hvussu
békmentasggur verda skrivadar.

Ummeelid vaks fram sum tekstslag { dagblgdum og tidarritum { 18. gld, ta eitt
borgaraligt almenni vard til, og ein marknadur fyri tidindamidlan i tidarritum og
dagblgdum (Bredsdorff et al., 1983, s. 7), har kjak og tann almenna samrgdan um list og
bokmentir, sum bygdi 4 félkaraedi og alment vit og skil, setti dagsskrdanna (Eagleton,
1984/2005, s. 9).

Granskarar hava vist 4, at ummelid sum tekstslag inniheldur fyra hgvuds-
komponentar, nevniliga kunning um, at eitt verk er utkomid, samandratt av verkinum,
viogerd av ti og meting (Andreasen & Winge 1972, s. 48-53, Bredsdorff et al., 1983, s. 8).
Fleiri granskarar hava lagt serligan dent a kravid um metingina og fara so langt sum at
siga, atsmaksdémurin er eitt 6fravikiligt tekstslagskrav (Kyndrup, 2009, Christiansen,
2010, s. 59, Pedersen, 2019).
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Ummeeli sum skaldskapur og skaldskapur sum ummeaeli

Eitt av teimum fyrstu ummeaelunum i fgroyskari ummeaelarasggu kann betur lysast sum
motyrking til 4dur prentada yrking enn sum ummeeli { strangari merking. Motyrkingin
kann sigast at vera ein undanformur til ummeelid, skrivad sum vidmerking til skaldskapin
fyri at meta um hann, altso at fremja ta funktiénina hja ummeelinum, sum sambaert
flestum astgdingum er tann fremsta: at meta um skaldskap.

Tad kendasta fgroyska dgmid um moétyrking, sum hevur ummeelisfunktién, er
aftursvarid hja Andras Samalson (seinni: Samuelsen) til visuna “Vaagen” eftir J. P.
Gregoriussen, sum var0 prentad i Faringatidindi 15. februar 1894 (Sdmalson, 1994). Hann
vildi, sum Malan Marnersdéttir og Turid Sigurdardottir hava vist 4, vera vid, at skipid var
{ vanda, ti Varharra sendi stormin og var ti eisini tann, sum bjargadi teimum, ti “hann
vildi visa sina almakt” (Marnersdéttir & Sigurdardottir, 2011, s. 493). Turid
Sigurdardéttir nevnir eisini hetta dgmio { grein um kappyrking og métyrking og sigur, at
til og vio romantikkinum var tad ikki 6vanligt, at skald svaradu aftur yrking vio yrking, og
atlyriskur skaldskapur soleidis teenti sum kjakpallur fyri ymisligastu evni (Sigurdardéttir,
1994). Her er sostatt talan um, at fgroyskt ummeelaravirksemi { hesum fyrsta tidarskeioi
var partur av tf almenna kjakinum { samfelagnum, eins og hann var { upplysingargldini,
ta tey fyrstu ummeelini vorou skrivad (Eagleton, 1984/2005, s.10), og kritikkur var
mentanarligur og ikki beinleidis ein bokmentalig afturmelding til b6kmentir (Eagleton,
1984/2005, s. 18). [ snidi var métyrkingin yrking, men innihaldsliga var hon { ztt vid
ummeelini og onnur tekstslgg, sum meira leggja upp til kjak og motspael.

Hesin hattur at svara einum teksti aftur og meta um hann i yrkingasnidi er ikki
ovanligur { dag, t6 at hann nu gjarna verdur nyttur vid einum tilviti um, at yrkingin just
skal vera formurin og ikki ummeelistekstslagio. Dgmi um hetta er ummeelid, sum Hanus
Andreassen (ni Kamban) skrivadi, ta tydingin hja Axel Torgard av Nordlandsltidrinum
eftir Petter Dass, sdlmaskaldi, var itkomin, og formadi tad sum yrking { sama grindislagi
sum yrkingin hja Petter Dass (Andreassen, 1999).

Dgmi um tad motsetta, nevniliga at ummeeli verda skrivad sum yrkingar millum adrar
{ atgivhum yrkingasgvnum, er yrkingin eftir Alexandur Kristiansen { yrkingasavninum
Bddumegin bldtt, sum ber heitid “UMMALI (yrkingar eftir Chr. Matras)”, har hann halovar
skaldskapinum hja Chr. Matras { fyra rimadum grindum (Kristiansen, 2005).

Hja Téroddi Poulsen er hetta slagid av ummezelaravirksemi ein tydandi partur av
hansara skaldskapi sum heild og lidur i einari dagsskra at toyggja og tamba tekst-
slagshugtakid. I einum Kkapitli, sum verdur nevndur “Fiktionalisert litteraturkritikk” i
bokini Forfatteren som kritiker, kemur norski granskarin { ummaelum Sissel Furuseth inn
a hetta, at ummeeli kunnu trina fram i ymiskum formum. Tey eru ikki avmarkad til blgo
og tidarrit. Furuseth visir til norsk dgmi um hgvundar, sum metaummeela i sinum
skaldskapi, t.d. Erlend Loe og Nicolai Houm. Hon visir 4, at “ummaeelarin” her hevur serlig
kor, og at tad ger hann onkursvegna betur vardan, ti hann ger ummeelio til ein part av
fiktionini (Furuseth, 2015, s. 48-49). Hon visir eisini 4, hvussu Nicolai Houm i skaldsggu



Frédskaparrit 67. bok 2021 99

sini letur ummeelaran verda yvirkoyrdan av einum sporvogni i Berlin 4 veg til eitt
bokmentatiltak, ti hann rennur aftan & franska rithgvundinum Michel Houellebecq og
gloymir at hyggja uttan um seg (Furuseth, 2015, s. 48). Hetta kann samanberast vio tag,
sum Joanes Nielsen ger vid ummeaelaran og rithgvundin Carl Jéhan Jensen i skaldsgguni
Bommhjarta, ta Carl Johan smellur { gélvid og doyr, medan hann situr sum ahoyrari til
koérframfgrslu av sinum egnu yrkingum (Nielsen, 2016, s 282-285). Eisini visir Furuseth
4, at Knut Hamsun og Hanne @rstavik vid 110 ara millumbili baedi hava ummaeli sum part
av skaldskapinum { sinum utgavum. Bgkurnar hja Knausgard eru somuleidis dgmi um
skaldskap vid longum brotum um adrar bokmentir, t.d. um skaldskap hja just Hamsun
(Furuseth, 2015, s. 50).

Ummezelarin og umdgmi hansara millum rithgvundar

Granskarar hava vist 4, at ummeelarar eru illa ddmdir av rithgvundum, og at teir hava
verid seeddir sum snultarar og gjgrdir til laturs. Ummeelaravirksemi hevur verid mett at
vera eitt Okreativt starv; eitt avleitt virksemi, sum reett og sleaett hevur litlan tydning
(Hagen, 2004, s. 13, McDonald, 2007, s. 8). i skaldskapinum eru 6teljandi dgmi um, at
rithgvundar beinleidis nidra virksemid hja ummeelarum. Amerikanski sangarin og
yrkjarin, nobelvinnarin Bob Dylan, setir { yrkingini “Ballad of a Thin Man” nidur &
ummeelaran, ta hann setir hann fram sum ein, i0 hevur allar fgrleikar til at ummaela, men
skilir ikki, hvat tad er, sum er upp 4 speel, ta tad kemur til list (Dylan, 1965/2014). Hetta
er heldur ikki évanligt { fgroyskum skaldskapi. Skaldid Poul F. Joensen visir sin hugburd
til ummeelarar, ta hann { yrkingini “Skaldametarar” sigur, at ummeelarin feer nakad annad
burtur dr verkinum, enn hgvundurin eetladi: “Teir jotra sum neyt eitt skaldaverk,/ til
betur enn skaldio teir duga,/ ja, finna hugsjonir, symbolir og gatur,/ sum aldri var honum
{ huga” (Joensen, 1967/1988, s. 48), og Steinbjgrn B. Jacobsen samanber i yrkingini
“Ummeelarin” tad at yrkja vid at baka dryl, men sigur, at ummeelarin etur drylarnar,
medan hann alsamt mglmar um breyd. Hann ummeelir vid gdrum ordum ikki verkid, men
tad verk, sum hann kundi hugsad seer at lisid: “Hon hevur bakad drylar/ Hvgrki
fransbreyd ella rugbreyd/ Hann at drylarnar so dant/ Alsamt mglmandi um breyd”
(Jacobsen, 2002, s. 39). Eisini her endurspeglast skaldsins hugburdur til ummeelarar.
Fjgllistamadurin Téroddur Poulsen, id henda greinin tekur st@di i, kallar ummeelarinnuna,
sum hann nevnir hana, blinda (Poulsen, 1992a). Hetta verdur komid aftur til.

Toéroddur Poulsen og krgv til ummalaran

[ 4durnevnda brotinum i skaldsgguni Bommhjarta eftir J6anes Nielsen, har Carl J6han
Jensen letur liv, verdur ummeelaravirksemi hansara i skemtiligum téna umrgtt sum slakt,
ja “livsneydugt slakt & ti heilaga bokmentaliga offurstabbanum® (Nielsen, 2016, s. 285).
Eisini Téoroddur Poulsen nytir myndamal fra slakti i sinari lysing av ummaelaranum i
bokini Reglur: “Ein ummeelari nytist ikki at vera sveevari, men vembur ma hann duga at
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vaska” (Poulsen, 1994, s. 113). Myndamalid skapar hugasambond til héttandi myndir av
ummeelaranum sum svavara og lysir, at talan er um vald at gera av, hvat id livir ella doyr,
hoéast sagt verdur, at ummeelarin ikki nytist at vera svaevari. Hetta vald, sum ummeelarin,
ta til stykkis kemur, hevur, ger skaldverkid til offur, sum ikki faer vart seg, men verour fyri
alskyns vioferd.

Uppgavan hja ummeelararnum er sambeaert Téroddi Poulsen ikki fyrst og fremst at
vera “svaevari”. Leikluturin sum durdavgrdur { teirri békmentaligu ringrasini er vio
gorum ordum ikki tad, sum fyrst og fremst nytist at eydkenna ummeelaran, men eitt
minstamark av krgvum ma verda sett til ummaelaran: hann méa duga at vaska vembur, ella
hann ma duga at hagreida tekst vio skili.

Toéroddur Poulsen gevur ummeelaranum harda vidferd, ti hann misskilir skaldskap og
dugir ikki at ummeela (Poulsen 1994, s. 42-45). Hann er itgkiligur og visir til avist ummaeeli
av sinum skaldskapi, i0 ikki livir upp til tey krgv, sum hann setir til ummeeli - ein
kritikkur, sum er atgreinadur i métummeelinum “Hin blinda 4 listaframsyning”. Ummeelio,
sum hann kritiserar, er eitt Gtvarpsummeeli av yrkingasavni hansara navn nam vié navn
(1991). Sambeert T6doddi Poulsen livir ummeelarinnan her ikki upp til sina uppgavu, m.a.
ti hon ikki dugir at lesa millum reglurnar og greida fra sinari uppliving av yrkingunum.
Vegna sin vantandi lesifgrleika verdur hon kallad hin blinda; altso verdur hon lyst sum ein,
i0 ikki seer - les: skilir - skaldskap, men bara reksar tad upp, sum hon sar standa a
bokarsidunum (Poulsen, 1992a).

Hetta, dhaldandi at harta og tykta ummaelaran og seta honum krgv, saest ikki bara {
Reglum og hesum eina métummeelinum, men er ein tradur, sum gongur aftur i skald-
skapinum hja Téroddi Poulsen.

Tekstslag i kreppu?

Héast ummeelararnir oftast tykjast vera ein pest meira enn nakad annad {
skaldskapinum hja Téroddi Poulsen, feer lesarin kortini eina héming av, at orsgkin er
ikki vanvirding fyri starvinum at ummeela, men heldur tvgrturimoti. Og ti feer ummeelarin
toyggid, ta hann ikkKi livir upp til krgvini til hetta tydningarmikla starvid. [ Vardanum fra
november 2017 sigur Téroddur Poulsen { samrgdu vid ritstjoran Dorit Hansen, at hann
saknar tey veel gjggnumarbeiddu ummeelini, ti tey hava nakad at siga lesaranum
(Hansen, 2017, s. 55). At seta krgv til ummeelaran sprettur ti ur tilviti um, at ummeelio
hevur tydning; at ummeelid er tekstslag, sum millum annad sambaert honum hevur ta
funktion i ti bokmentaliga stovninum, at tad mennir goédar lesarar av skaldverkinum og
kann provokera rithgvundar og geva teimum okkurt at hugsa um. Téroddur Poulsen sigur
somuleidis { samrgduni, at hann heldur ikki, at ttvarpsummeelid kann koma { stadin fyri
tad veel gjggnumarbeidda skrivada ummeelid. Hann fer so langt sum at siga, at vit eru {
vanda fyri at missa ummeelid sum tekstslag, um vit ikki halda tad vidlika (Hansen, 2017,
s. 55).

Téroddur Poulsen er ikki tann einasti, sum 6ttast um framtidina hja ummaelinum sum
tekstslag. Tad hevur { mong ar verid ein partur av retorikkinum rundan um ummeelini, at
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tey standa 4 gravarbakka, ikki bara her heima hja okkum i Fgroyum. Kortini eru tad tey,
sum vilja vera vid, at sggan um deydan hja ummeelinum sum tekstslagi er ein endurtgka,
sum litid innihald er i, og sum kanska minnir mest um skemt (Furuseth, 2016b, s. 551).
Ummeelid hevur so mangan verid sagt at vera { kreppu fyrr, og hdéast nekrologar verda
skrivadir um ummeelini { hesum dggum, so visir norski granskarin i bokmentakritikki
Sissel Furuseth 3§, at hetta kjakid kann tykjast absurd eitt na fyri Norsk kritikerlag, sum
als ongar trupulleikar hevur hvgrt einasta ar at finna ein virdiligan kandidat til
heidurslgnina “Arets Litteraturkritiker” (Furuseth, 2016b, s.551).

f oktober 2017 var temavidgerd i dagbladnum Information um hetta evnid i sambandi
vi0 kanning, sum visti, at ummaeelini i teimum donsku dagblgdunum véru fallin 34 prosent
fra 2007 til 2017. Greinarnar { temavidgerdini, sum hevdi yvirskriftina “Et Danmark uden
anmeldere”, hgvdu ymisk bod upp4, hvgrji rao eru til at taka, ta kritikkurin verdur sagdur
at vera { kreppu.

[ kjalarvgrrinum av hesum, sum i svenskari grein verdur Iyst sum ein mentanar-
bumba, id brast { Danmark tann 6. oktober (Edenborg, 2018), eru somu kanningar gjgrdar
i Noregi og Svgriki. Norska kanningin visir, at ummeelini { norskum dagblgdum eru fallin
yvir 50 prosent hetta sama tidarskeidid fra 2007 til 2017 (Larsen, 2017), medan svensku
ummeelini eru fallin 21 prosent hetta tiggjuaraskeidio; ein abending um sama rak, héast
stgdan er eitt sindur minni apokalyptisk, sum greinskrivarin malber seg (Edenborg,
2018).

Ummeelini hava ymisk kor { skiftandi tidum, ti tey verda avirkad av samfelagsligum og
politiskum rakum og ikki minst av midlastgduni, sum avirkar tey, baedi ta tad kemur til
nggd, longd og innihald, men beint nd er tad kortini tydiligt, at tad ekkoéar i londunum
rundan um okkum av avaringum um hetta sama, sum Téroddur Poulsen er inni §, at
ummeelid sum tekstslag er { kreppu ella { gllum fgrum 4 einum vegamoti, sum krevur, at
nyggj ella onnur krgv verda sett til ummeaelararnar. Svenski ummeelarin og yrkjarin
Magnus William-Olsson visir t6 4, at hugtgkini “kritikkur” og “kreppa” eru neer skyld. Tey
eru baedi skyld etymologiskt, ti tey hava somu malsligu rét, nevniliga grikska sagnoroid
“krinein”, i0 merkir “at kritisera”, og innihaldsliga vio tad, at tad just er gjggnum kreppu,
i0 leidir til eina vend og harvid menning, at kritikkurin virkar (William-Olsson, 2018, s.
227). Seed { hesum ljésinum er kreppa { kritikkinum just tad, sum skal til, fyri at yrkio
mennist og verour styrkt.

[ einari av greinunum fra temavidgerdini { Information i oktober 2017 skrivar danski
bokmentagranskarin og ummeelarin Erik Skyum-Nielsen, at hann vid Ut vid fjgruti ara
royndum sum ummeelari héast svartskygdu metingina kann stadfesta, at tad altio fer at
vera ein teigur tgkur { blgdunum til ein lesara (ummeelara), sum er opin og dhugadur, sum
er veel lisin og sum elskar gédar bokmentir, vael at merkja, um vidkomandi hevur eina
sermerkta og mynduga ummaeelarargdd (Skyum-Nielsen, 2017).

Ta0, sum krevst fyri at verda hoyrdur i dagsins samfelagi, er vid gdrum ordum dugna-
skapur - her lystur 1t fra eginleikunum at vera opin, dhugadur og vzl lisin - og ein
sermerkt og myndug rgdd.
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Bokmentaligur kritikkur er samskifti millum menniskju

[ nevndu greinini, “Littereer kritik er omgang med mennesker, trods alt”, visir Erik
Skyum-Nielsen §, at tad at ummeela, ta alt kemur til alt, er samskifti vid menniskju, og eitt
ummeeli er eitt mgti millum menniskju & trimum stigum.

Fyri tad fyrsta er tad eitt mgti millum tekstin og ummeelaran sum lesara. Fyri tad
annad er tad eitt mgti millum ummeelaran og rithgvundin. Fyri tad tridja er tad eitt mgti
millum ummeelaran og lesararnar og harvid eitt iskoyti til ta almennu samrgduna um
bgkur { einum samfelagi, lutvist fyri at seta eina fagurfrgdiliga og mentanarpolitiska
dagsskrj, ella - vid ordunum hja Bourdieu - fyri at ogna szer og stadfesta valdio at
skilmarka 4 tt b6kmentaliga gkinum { samfelagnum (Skyum-Nielsen, 2017).

Eisini danski bokmentagranskarin Morten Ngjgaard setir ord 4 fortreytirnar fyri ti,
sum Erik Skyum-Nielsen er inni 4, nevniliga at kritikkur grundleggjandi er mgti vid onnur
menniskju.

Fortreytirnar fyri at uttala ein virdisdom um eitt verk eru, at eitt bokmentaligt verk
er tgkt, sum hevur virdi og dygdir, i0 gerast viokomandi og verda mett { menniskjans tilviti
{ mgtinum vid verkid, og at semja er um, at Utsggnin hevur eitt avist alment gildi
(Ngjgaard, 2003, s. 296-297, 301).

Hetta er ein tvistgda { b6kmentakritikkinum: gdrumegin tann subjektiva upplivingin
av verkinum, sum ummeelid krevur, og hinumegin kravido um eitt alment objektivt gildi i
utsggnini av einum virdisdomi. Sambeaert Ngjgaard kanst ti hava eina personliga meining
um eitt verk, so leingi tu ikki sigur hana hart. Men { tf ti sigur tina meining, er tad ikki
bara tin persdénliga meining longur, men ein meining, sum vil einum gdrum menniskja
okkurt, antin tad er at avirka tess hugburd ella okkurt annad. Tad er ein samskiftislig
gerd(Ngjgaard, 2003, s. 301), byrjan til eina samrgou.

Tad er hesari samrgduni, eg hyggi at vio Téroddi Poulsen sum sniningsdepli. Ti hdast
vit hoyra n6gv um vanalig kor hja ummeaelum og ummeelarum { Fgroyum og um verk, sum
eingi ummeeli faa, ta tey koma 1t - og hetta er eisini reett - so ber til at siga, at ritverkio
hja Téroddi Poulsen er dgmi um nakad annad. Alt tad, sum sagt verdur um ummeelarar i
og rundan um ritverkid hja Téroddi Poulsen, er ein sprelllivandi samrgda, sum {
veruleikanum byrjar, t4& Téroddur Poulsen { Vardanum { 1979 ummeelir fyrsta
yrkingasavnio hja Jéanesi Nielsen, Trettandi mdnadin. Hann byrjar hetta ummaeelid vio
inngangi, har hann setir teir lesarar ella ummeelarar upp & plass, sum ikki kenna bdk-
mentasgguna og ti halda, at Jéanes er fyrstur at skriva um samfelagstrupulleikar og
arbeidarasteettina (Poulsen, 1979, s. 125). Tann 21-22 &ra gamli yrkjarin, sum té ikki leet
sitt fyrsta savn ar hondum fyrr enn 5 ar seinni, nytir ummeelio til at harta ummeelarar, og
hann visir longu her vitan um skaldskap og tilvit um leiklutin hja ummaelaranum, sum
hann setir ngkur krgv til - ein tradur, sum sidan tad hevur verid gjggnumgangandi {
hansara ritverki.

Hetta er helst einastu ferd, at Téroddur Poulsen hevur skrivad eitt sidbundid ummeeli.
T6 skrivaoi hann i Oyggjaskeggja 1 1996 eitt sermerkt ummeeli av skaldsgguni Rim eftir
Carl J6han Jensen, sum kann lesast sum ein vidmerking til ummeelid sum tekstslag
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(Poulsen, 1996), og & sinum bloggi hevur hann tveer ferdir gjgrt viomerkingar til atgavur
av Vardanum, har hann leggur dent & ummeelini ella tad, sum vantar av ummeaelum {
tidarritinum (bloggoddur, 2016a, bloggoddur, 2016b). Adrar beinleidis utsagnir fra
Toéroddi Poulsen vidvikjandi ummeelum eru at finna i einum vidtali (Hansen, 2017), men
{ hgvudsheitum hevur hann gjggnum arini ahaldandi fleettad metavidmerkingar inn i
skaldsligu skriving sina, sinar reaktiénir upp & ummeeli um tekstir sinar, viomerkingar til
ummeeli sum tekstslag o.s.fr. Ummeeli og onnur slgg av metatekstum verda vend upp og
nidur, umdoypt og avskeplad i skaldsligu tekstum hansara.

Sidani fyrsta yrkingasavn hansara Botnfall kom ut i 1984, hevur Téroddur Poulsen
sum einstaklingur vid sinum mongu utgadvum veitt fortreytina fyri einari samrgdu um
bokmentir, sum hevur vart gll hesi arini, tvgrtur um vanlig stadar- og tidarmgrk. Einari
samrg0ou, sum t6 ikki er ein faktiskur ella relationellur felagsskapur, men ein imyndadur
felagsskapur, har tey, sum taka lut { samrgduni hava leiklutir og kunnu samskifta tvgrtur
um mgrk i tid og rimi; ein felagsskapur, sum Sissel Furuseth vid stgdi i Carolyn Miller
kallar virtuellan ella imyndadan felagsskap, sum likist, men eisini kann fria seg fra
itgkiligum samfelagsligum relationum (Furuseth, 2016a, s. 463). Hetta at taka & seg
leiklutir i einum imyndadum felagsskapi gevur meining, ta vit tosa um Térodd Poulsen, ti
hann ger at kalla allar sinar viomerkingar um ummeelarar, gll sini m6tummeeli, til ein part
av sinum skaldskapi, og hansara atfinningar eru partur av fiktionini. Men eisini
ummeelararnir hava sinar leiklutir i imyndada kritiska felagsskapinum, meira og minni
tilvitao.

Tekstslag i broyting

Vio dhaldandi at métummeela, seta ummaelaran upp & plass og noyda hann at vera
tilvitadan um sin leiklut hevur Téroddur Poulsen verid vid til at avirka samrgduna um
ummeeli { tf imyndada kritiska felagsskapinum, héast hann hevur skrivad f& ummeeli
sjalvur. Hetta ger hann i trimum lggum: { vavi, innihaldi og formi.

Hann hevur fyri tad fyrsta avirkad samrgduna um ummeeli { vavi, tf hann hevur fram-
leitt so nogv tilfar, og tey flestu av hansara verkum hava fingid fleiri ummeeli { part.

[ gdrum lagi hevur hann &virkad samrgduna i innihaldi, jist ti hann noydir
ummeelaran at vera tilvitadan um sin leiklut. Dgmi er um, at hann { paratekstinum til
Reglur feer ummeelaran at bruka eina heila sidu upp a at svara aftur og bera i bgtuflaka
fyri, at hann upplysti skeivt fgdidato hja hgvundinum { einari vidgerd av hansara
skaldskapi (Isaksen, 1995).

[ tridja lagi 4virkar hann samrgduna i formi, ti at hann feer ummaelaran at vera
tilvitadan um tekstslagid. Besta dgmid um hetta er kanska ummaelid, ella “sussmeelid”,
sum Téroddur Poulsen plagar at kalla ttvarpsummeeli (“bloggoddur”, 2016a), hja Trygva
Danielsen i samrgdu vid Sissal Kampmann av Skriftstsdum { Mentanarkaféini hja Kring-
varpinum (“Téroddur a vektini”, 2016). Her verour tilvitid, sum Téroddur Poulsen noydir
ummeelaran at hava um sin leiklut, tittalad beinleidis, ta Sissal Kampmann stedgar Trygva
Danielsen mitt i ummeaelinum og minnir hann 4, at hann ma hugsa seg um, hvussu hann
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ummeelir, ti at tad er Térodd, hann ummeelir. Hetta er avtalad speel, ein sjénleikur ella eitt
metaummeeli, sum verdur fgrt fram { trimum ymiskum ttgadvum, sum visa, hvussu ymiskt
ta kanst faa burturur, og hvgrjar nidurstgdur tu kemur til, alt eftir hvussu tu fert til verka
sum ummeelari, hvgnn leiklut tu tekur 4 teg, hvgrjum brillum tu lesur tekstin vid.

Eitt annad dgmi, um at Toroddur Poulsen oébeinleidis toyggir tekstslagid, er
“eftirgangurin” hja Joanesi Nielsen { S6t og sggn. Tad framgongur i tekstinum hja Jéanesi
Nielsen, at hann er bidin um at skriva eftirord til S6t og sggn, 4drenn hann yvirhgvur hevur
sae0 verkid. Hann hugleidir eitt sindur um hetta tekstslagio, i0 hann sigur seg ikki hava
hugsad um sum eitt serligt bokmentaligt tekstslag, men meira sum eina brodering.
@drvisi er vio forordunum, i0 eru sum eitt slag av portri inn i sgguverk og skaldsggur, og
sum mangan eru eitt tad besta vid bokunum. T4 J6anes greidir fra uppgavuni, hann hevur
fingid fra Téroddi at skriva eftirord, hdmast ein speiskur téni, td Téroddur ikki vil lata
Jéanes siggja handritido frammanundan og letur tad vera “hansara problem” at finna utav,
hvat skal standa { hesum eftirordum (Nielsen, 1997). Ta bokin kemur tt, hava eftirordini
fingid heitid “eftirgangur”, eitt ord, sum kann samanberast vid“sussmeeli”: eitt nygjgrt oro,
sum er i aett vid eftirord ella eftirmaeli, men sum ikki er til frammanundan. Soleidis verdur
teksturin hja Jéanesi Nielsen avskepladur, ti hann faer 6kent heiti, sum broytir hansara
fyritreytir sum tekst, og gerst lidur { spzelinum hja Téroddi Poulsen vid tekstslggunum.
Soleidis toyggir Téroddur Poulsen tekstslggini og brytur nidur tey yrkisligu mgrkini vio
at hoyggja vio teimum yrkisligu hugtgkunum, sum eru ambodini hja hgvundum og
ummeelarum vid ordum sum “eftirgangur” og “sussmeeli”. Onkur ummeelari undrast a
eftirgangin og setir spurning vid, um tad er trystio 4 hgvundinum at vera nyskapandi,
sum er orsgk til, at eftirgangurin er vid, ti bokin hevdi verid fult so g6d uttan (Reinert,
1997). Men i hesum sermerkta teksti hja Jéanesi Nielsen, sum fzer eina litla speiska vend
vid heitinum, sum Téroddur Poulsen gevur honum, skrivar J6anes Nielsen { veruleikanum
okkurt, sum likist einum ummeeli av Reglum, har hann lysir hana sum eina av teimum
bokunum, id seta mark. Hann lysir hana sum “avantgardlitteratur vid stéra A”, sum eitt
slag av syntesu yvir tdsund adrar bgkur. Umframt at vera ein endurspegling av
modernismuni metir Jéanes Nielsen bokina at vera eina av “balkongunum” hja somu
modernismu, v.g.0. veitir hon Utsyni yvir modernismuna. Reglur, sigur hann, er ein bdk,
i0 spekir glgggar kritikarar (Nielsen, 1997).

Sum nevnt skrivadi Toroddur Poulsen eitt sermerkt ummeeli { Oyggjaskeggja i 1996
um Rum eftir Carl J6han Jensen. Ummaelio hevur undirheitid “Békaummeeli”, og tad er sett
upp sum eitt vanligt ummeeli vid yvirskrift, undiryvirskriftum og ordingum, hdast
sermerktum, sum vit kenna aftur frd ummeelinum sum tekstslagi: “Fyri slgkum atjan arum
sidani...”, “Afyriaftanpermuni...”, “Veer endurgevum 4 bladsidu 229..” og “Té gevur rimid
eitthvgrt til umhugsunar”, ordingar, sum bera bod um, at eitt verk verdur vidgjgrt. Ut fra
paratekstinum verdur lesarin soleidis leiddur til at lesa tekstin sum eitt vanligt ummeeli,
men hann verdur grkymladur, ti teksturin er 6lesiligur, & tremur vio innihaldsliga tomum
ordum. Teksturin kann ti ikki lesast itgkiliga sum ummeeli avbdkini Riim, men ma
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skiljast sum ein long og speisk vidmerking til malsliga stilin hja Carl J6han Jensen
(Poulsen, 1996).

Hesin tekstur er { trad vid parodisku yrkingina “Ur innasta loynikamari uttangards-
kalla” vid undirheitinum “Eg dugi latin!”, sum vard prentad { yrkingasavnium Villur
(Poulsen, 1992b). Yrkingin ger malsliga stilin hja Carl Jéhan Jensen til laturs og sipar
til ummeelid hja honum i Brd av yrkingasavnium Framtidin kemur ikki av seer sjdlvari
eftir Jéannes Dalsgaard. Carl J6han Jensen heldur 1itid um savnid hja Jéannesi Dalsgaard,
sum hann sigur umbodar eitt skaldskaparslag, sum hann nevnir maliskuskaldskap. Carl
Jéhan Jensen talar hinvegin fyri einum skaldskapi, sum hann nevnir uttangardsskaldskap,
og sum hann lysir sum skaldskap, sum yrkir seg undan ti hevdbundna, tgmir malid fyri at
lg0a tad av nyggjum og soleidis leggur afturat og vidkar livstilvitid hja seer sjalvum
(Jensen, 1989). Hetta ummeelid vakti ans, og Hanus Kamban (ta Andreassen) skrivadi eitt
motummeeli { Sosialinum. Hann sigur tad umboda eina skaldskaparsjon, har allur
menniskjaligur samhugi og samfelagsligur ahugi er utkdlnadur, og tad ger ein ummaelara
blindan. Métummeelid hevur yvirskriftina “T4 hugmd0d verdur haft” (Andreassen, 1989)
og er kritikkur av Carl Jéhan Jensen sum ummeelara. Hetta hugméd lysir Téroddur
Poulsen { yrkingini vid keipumynd (Poulsen, 1992b) i liknandi malsligum stili sum
ummeelid um Rim og einum mgguligum bodskapi um, at tad eisini kann vera ein vandi {
at fara so langt uttangards, at teksturin ikki er skaldskapur longur, men bert ordaskvaldur.
Jast hetta er eitt gott dgmi um, hvussu Téroddur Poulsen kemur inn i samrgduna um
ummeeli vid speiskum vidmerkingum, sum hann ger til ein part av sinum skaldskapi, {
hesum fgri { einum avskepladum métummeeli { yrkingaliki.

Ummeelid um Riim kann lesast sum ein slik speisk viomerking til bokina og stilin hja
CarlJ6han Jensen, men eisini sum eitt metaummeeli; sum ein vidmerking til ummaelio sum
tekstslag, har hgvundurin tgmir tekstslagid innihaldsliga, so tad kann verda fylt av
nyggjum (Poulsen, 1996). Samstundis er just hetta “ummeelid” eitt lysandi dgmi um,
hvussu ummeelid sum tekstslag tekur utgangsstgdi { skaldverkinum og hermir eftir ti, {
hesum fgri tilvitad vid ti endamali at speireka verkid. Tad verdur gjgrt i skaldskaparliki
og er vio til at avlaga tekstslggini vio ti drsliti, at skaldskapur Térods verdur settur inn
i eitt hgpi, sum lesarin setir i samband vido ummeelid, samstundis sum ummeeli hansara
verda fleettad inn { yrkingasgvnini. Soleidis grkymlar rithgvundurin teer vaentanir, lesarin
hevur til tekstin frammanundan, og tann speiska frastgfan er vio til at birta upp undir ta
valdmiklu stgdu, sum Furuseth sigur eyokenna tad fiktionaliserada ummeelaravirksemio
(Furuseth, 2015, s. 49).

Eitt avleitt tekstslag

Tad er ikki 6kent fyribrigdi, at skaldverkid setir spor { ummeelid innihaldsliga, ti
ummeelio snyr seg um skaldverkio, og i formi og i stili, ti ummeelié hevur lyndi til at leggja
seg upp at ti verkinum, sum tad lysir. [ skaldskapinum hja Téroddi Poulsen sast hetta sera
vel, ti hann konfronterar ummeelaran og kemur vid beinleidis viomerkingum jist um
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tekstslagid og ummeelaran. Tekstslagio er ju { sinari grund eitt avleitt tekstslag, eitt
mimetiskt tekstslag, skilt 4 tann hatt at ummeelini fyrst og fremst spretta ar
skaldverkinum, men eisini so ella so leggja seg upp at ti verkinum, sum tey umrgda og
herma eftir teimum. Hetta saest ofta endurspeglad { heitunum & ummeelum, ti tey leena
seer heiti fra verkinum, sum tey umrgoa.

f ummeaelum av skaldskapinum hja Téroddi Poulsen saest hetta t.d. aftur i ti, sum
Réi Patursson skrivadi i Brd i 1985 um Botnfall, sum hevur heiti eftir einari reglu ar
savninum: “Tad er altid onkur, sum smilist i nattini” (Patursson, 1985) - eitt heiti, sum
endurspeglar blidu veelkomuna, Téroddur Poulsen fekk vio sinum fyrsta yrkingasavni.
Seinni szest tad mimetiska tekstslagid i umskrivingum av heitinum { yvirskriftini &
ummeelinum hja Kim Simonsen av Eygnamgrkum, sum hann kallar “Lagmark ella
eygnamark” (Simonsen, 2005). Her er talan um eina utbygging av heitinum a savninum,
sum eisini lysir vael innihaldid { ummeelinum vid sinum avgjgrda virdisdéomi. Kinna
Poulsen tekur { einum av sinum ummaeaelum ord Ur paratekstinum til savnio Skriftstgd,
men umordar og kallar ummeelid “Soleidis elskar hann ordini” (Poulsen, 2016) eftir
ordingini & baksiduni “Soleidis elski eg ordini” (Poulsen, 2016c). Alt hetta eru dgmi um,
hvussu tad endurspeglast i tekstinum, at ummeeli eru avleitt tekstslag, sum tekur
utgangsstgoi i ti skaldsliga tekstinum.

Turid Sigurdardottir skrivar, at ta yrkingasavnid hja Janusi Djurhuus kom ut i 1914
kallar fyrsta einmansyrkingasavnio fram nyggja ritgenru, t.e. fyrsta veruliga békarum-
meelid, nevniliga i Tingakrossi hja Kristini i Geil (Sigurdardéttir, 2004, s. 273). [ ordingini:
“savnid kallar fram nyggja ritgenru” byr hesin sami tanki um ummeeli sum avleitt
tekstslag, sum tekstslag, sum er 6loysiliga tongt at einum skaldsligum teksti. Men eisini
byr { ordingini tankin um hetta, sum eg havi verid eitt sindur inni a ut fra Ngjgaard, at eitt
ummeeli treytar, at eitt bokmentaligt verk er tgkt, sum hevur virdi og dygdir, i0 gerast
viokomandi { menniskjans tilviti { mgtinum vid békina - eitt tilknyti, sum ummeelid hevur
til tann skaldsliga tekstin. Carl J6han Jensen lysir hetta tilknytid og hesa framkallan av
ummeelinum veel { sinum ummeaeli av Speispei Spei. Verkid setir nakad i gongd hja
lesaranum, sum ger, at hann ma svara aftur. Og hann sigur: “Nu eglegoi yrkingasavnid
fra meer 4 bordid, og tann témi og blanki telduskiggin ger so forbankad vart vio seg”
(Jensen, 2000).

Hvgr skal taka lut i samrgdéuni?

Tann imyndadi kritiski felagsskapurin, samrgdan um skaldskapin og um
ummeelararnar vid skaldskapinum hja Téroddi Poulsen sum snuningsdepli byrjadi
vid einum ummeeli { 1979 og er enn sprellivandi. I samrgdu i november 2017 sigur
Téroddur Poulsen sina hugsan um ummeszelaran og ummeelid sum tekstslag, sum hann
metir vanda vera fyri, at vit kunnu missa.

[ grannalondum okkara verda nekrologar skrivadir um ummeelini i hesum dggum.
Stgdan hja hesum tekstslagi er neyvan betri i Fgroyum enn i grannalondunum. Ti er
samrg0an millum Térodd Poulsen og ummeelararnar, har krgv verda sett til tekstslagio,



Frédskaparrit 67. bok 2021 107

kaerkomin og kann vera vid til at skapa tilvit og virding rundan um ummeelid sum tekst-
slag. Hetta skapar harvio eisini eitt tilverugrundarlag fyri ummeelid sum tekstslag, sum
eigur sitt plass og hevur krgv at liva upp til; nakad, sum eisini kann vera vid til at byrgja
fyri, at ummeelid sum tekstslag doyr, og hesin valdmikli lidur { b6kmentaligu ringrasini
verdur umlopin.

Téroddur Poulsen lysir krgvini til ummeelaran rdamandi vid myndburdinum fra slakti
og setir eitt minstamark av dugnaskapi, sum skal til fyri at kunna taka lut { ti almennu
samrgduni um bédkmentir. Spurningurin er so, hvegr ser seg fgran fyri hesum; hvgr dittar
saer at hagreida skaldskapin hja gdrum og taka lut { samrgduni. { 4dur nevndu samrgdu
2017 letur Téroddur Poulsen sina hugsan um, hvgr eigur at taka lut i samrgduni um bék-
mentir, skina igjggnum, t4 hann sigur: “Vithava upp i négvar trillibgrur av frgdingum, sum
hava lisio fgroyskt mal og bokmentir, men hvar eru ummeelini?” (Poulsen, 2017, s.
56). Hann hartar frgdingarnar fyri at hugsa meira um at skriva slikt, sum gevur lgn og
tign & universitetunum, heldur enn at skriva ummeeli, i0 ikki geva “stig til nakra
doktaragrad”, sum hann malber seg. Ein av orsgkunum til faiteeku ummaeelaramentanina {
Fgroyum er sostatt sambeert hesum, at utbunu frgdingarnir svikja. Ahugaverdur
spurningur at seta sum framhald av hesum er, hvi ummeelaravirksemi ikki gevur somu
tign og lgn sum annad bokmentaligt virksemi. Hvi ummeelaravirksemi er so nidurradfest,
hoéast tad er so valdmikid og kann hava so breida avirkan 4 békmentagkinum - ikki minst,
ta hugsad verdur um jast tey mongu krgv, id verda sett til hetta starv.

Tad kann vera trupult at liva upp til krgvini, sum verda sett til ummeaelarar, og tad er
kanska ikki altid bara stuttligt at salda gor fra ti, sum er etandi, men tad er ein
tydningarmikil uppgava, og tann, sum er dugnaligur, feer tad at bera til og skapar seer teer
umstgour, i0 skulu til fyri at verda hoyrdur.
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