Men on their right sides and women on their left sides?

Erik DRENTH

1. Introduction
More than forty five years ago A. E. Lanting (1969) published a paper on corpse position
in barrows and flat graves of the Single Grave Culture from the Netherlands. This culture
is the northwestern branch of the Battle Axe or Corded Ware Complex and dates to c.
2800-2400 BC (Lanting & van der Plicht, 1999/2000: 35)1. In Dutch archaeology it is a
representative of the first half of the Late Neolithic, for which the term ‘Late Neolithic
A’ has been dubbed (van den Broeke et al., 2005: fig. 1.10).
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Men on their right sides and women on their left sides?
Corpse position in barrows and flat graves of
the Single Grave Culture from the Netherlands

In his paper from 1969 A. E. Lanting came to the tentative conclusion that men had
been buried in a crouched position lying on their right sides and women in the same
posture, however on their left sides. In other words, corpse position was regarded to
have been in all likelihood gender-related. On its own the archaeological record for the
Netherlands available at the time would not have allowed for this inference. As regards
to human remains it consisted only of corpse silhouettes at best. What is more, for his
analyses A. E. Lanting had only ten silhouettes at his disposal. He tried to overcome these
hurdles by assessing the Dutch data in the larger context of the Corded Ware Complex.
The Single Grave Culture from the Netherlands (hereafter abbreviated as SGC) was in
particular compared with the Enkeltgravskultur in Jutland, Denmark (Glob, 1944), the
Schnurkeramik in central Germany (Fischer, 1956) and the Schnurkeramik in Bohemia,
Czech Republic (Buchvaldek, 1967). By doing so, A. E. Lanting discovered that the SGC
had a connection between the way in which the corpse had been arranged and grave
good types that was in keeping with the general pattern observed for the sister cultures
above. An example is the positive correlation between stone battle-axes and ditto axes
on the one hand and on the other skeletons/corpse silhouettes lying on their right sides.
That correlation was one of the reasons for the afore-mentioned scholar to relate such
a posture in the SGC to men. To underpin the claim, A. E. Lanting referred to physical
anthropological evidence from the Corded Ware Complex outside the Netherlands.
The view held by A. E. Lanting has never been seriously questioned since, as exemplified
by publications by Ten Anscher (2012: 363), Drenth (2005: 357), Drenth & Lohof (2005:
435) and [J. N.] Lanting & van der Plicht (1999/2000: 36). Likewise new discoveries and
studies have reinforced a gender-related corpse position in the Corded Ware Complex
abroad (see the references cited here). It came therefore as a surprise that very recently

1. This branch also includes (part of) northwestern Germany (van der Waals, 1964: 11 [173]), where
the Single Grave Culture is called Einzelgrabkultur. This is indicated e.g. by the distribution of beakers
decorated with zigzags regularly alternating with oblique impressions (Drenth, 2015: 192-193 and
fig. 11). The author discusses only the Dutch finds in the present contribution, as he is far more familiar
with the Netherlands. Accordingly, he has practically studied the entire original documentation with
respect to Single Grave Culture burials from the Netherlands, whereas for the northwestern German
Einzelgrabkultur he has not.
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A. E. Lanting’s hypothesis has been challenged by Fokkens and Meurkens on the occasion
of an excavation at Twello, province of Gelderland (Fokkens, 2014: 103; Meurkens, 2014b:
98; cf. Meurkens et al., 2015: 46). Here, a corpse silhouette was excavated lying in a
crouched posture on the left side and furnished amongst other things by a non-flint stone
axe (Tab. 2, site no. 32). The observation does obviously not accord with the situation
sketched above. But does this mean that the general idea of a gender-related corpse
position in the SGC should be rejected, as Fokkens and Meurkens want it? And does the
SGC in this respect stand apart from other branches of the Corded Ware Complex, as
they seriously consider? With his stance they really put the cat among the pigeons, though
their assertion is not substantiated in figures. Nonetheless, the claim may hold an element
of truth and that is why the author has decided to revisit the issue under consideration2.
The key word in this re-assessment was quantification. A comprehensive list with SGC
corpse silhouettes and skeletons has therefore been compiled presenting per burial, as
far as possible and present, physical anthropological data, grave gifts and corpse position.
The list in question with references is included here as Table 2. As far as posture is
concerned, a simple distinction has been made between interments in crouched position
on the left or right sides. It should be stressed that the attribution to either group rests
solely on the arrangement of the legs. The burials have furthermore been ‘sexed’; the
results of this evaluation can also be found in Table 2. The criteria used were physical
anthropological evidence and grave-goods. In the latter instance the following assumptions
have been made. Stone battle-axes, axes both in flint and other kinds of stone, grinding
stones, flint arrowheads are all regarded typical male grave attributes (cf. Meurkens et al.,
2015: 46 with respect to non-flint stone axes). The Dose (a kind of vessel) is considered
to represent women. These suppositions may be accepted as reasonable, because these
gender-connections are indicated by graves in the sister cultures with sexed skeletons (e. g.
Buchvaldek, 1967; Dresely, 2004; Dzbynski & Wiermann, 2001; Hein, 1987; Wiermann,
2002). Basically the same assumptions has thus been made in this contribution as A. E.
Lanting has done in his study. In addition, the author has argued that as grave-goods
in SGC context Grand-Pressigny daggers – this group encompasses not only artefacts
in Grand-Pressigny flint but also daggers made of silex tertiaire, also named RomignyLhéry flint; in both instances the raw material originates from France – are typical of men
(Drenth, 2014). Though the present dataset does not comprise such daggers, it includes
two examples of copies of Grand-Pressigny daggers. There is currently no conclusive
evidence that these pseudo-Grand-Pressigny daggers should be related to a specific gender
(Drenth, 1990: 107; 1992: 208).
Like in many other studies – this is often done tacitly – it is assumed the present paper that
there was a very strong correlation between sex and gender in the SGC.

2. Sources and source criticism
The list of (possible) SGC skeletons and corpse silhouettes encompasses 36 cases. In
two instances the dating is not beyond doubt; these uncertain cases are labelled with
an asterisk in Table 2. One of these cases, barrow 38 at the Noordse Veld near Zeyen
(Tab. 2, site no. 36), will be discussed in more detail below. Three times a question mark
has been added, for the corpse position cannot be determined with certainty.

2. The present contribution does not discuss the orientation that SGC corpses had. The author hopes to
address this topic elsewhere, including a comparison with other branches of the Corded Ware Complex.
Nonetheless, Table 2 gives the orientation of the SGC skeletons and corpse silhouettes, from which it
may be inferred that usually the deceased were interred in such a way that they were facing to the S with
deviations up to 45° (cf. Lanting 1969, 7 [167]).
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Of the discoveries that did not pass the test of scrutiny, two should be mentioned explicitly.
The first one is a ‘corpse silhouette’ claimed by van Giffen et al. (1971: espec. 108) to have
been found in a ground grave (equipped with amongst other things a stone battle-axe and
a Grand-Pressigny dagger) of a barrow at Putten (province of Gelderland) is not taken into
account here. Doubt arises if this discolouration does indeed represent the vestiges of a
human body. The stain that is held to represent the deceased’s head has been recorded
over a vertical distance of (at least) 0.6 m (van Giffen et al., 1971: fig. 3). Needless to say
that this seriously sheds doubt on the interpretation by van Giffen cum suis.
Neither is included another barrow at Putten, labelled no. 6. Bursch (1933: 5 & fig. 4)
has reported the discovery here of a corpse silhouette accompanied by a Grand-Pressigny
dagger. The deceased is said to have been interred E-W oriented, with the head probably
in the E. But since it is uncertain whether the person was facing to the N or the S, the
posture can only be guessed at.
The third rejection concerns a SGC skeleton of a male from the site Mienakker near
Opmeer, province of Noord-Holland. In a recent physical anthropological study Plomp
(2013: espec. 183) states that the body had been placed in crouched position lying on
the left side and facing southwards. This sharply contrasts with the posture given by
Pasveer & Uytterschaut (1992: 2) in a previous physical anthropological report. The
deceased is said to have been laid prone with the legs contracted. Both photographs
and drawings show that it indeed concerns an interment on the belly, the skull, though
slightly more inclined towards the left side, facing rather downwards than southwards.
What is furthermore important to mention is that Plomp (2013: 177-178), after having
examined possible displacements by postdepositional processes based on the principles of
archaeothanatology, comes to the conclusion that the deceased must have been buried in
basically the same position as hinted at by the skeletal elements. Currently, the Mienakker
burial is the only ‘belly interment’ known for the SGC. As such it is of no relevance in the
present discussion and therefore further left out.
In the 1980s teeth enamel from a corpse silhouette discovered at Eext-Eexterhalte has
been determined by Dr H. T. Uytterschaut (at the time Laboratory of Anatomy and
Embryology, State University of Groningen) as the remains of probably a 20-45 year old
male (Drenth, 1992: 208, note 4). Also on the basis of dental remains a corpse silhouette
associated with a Grand-Pressigny dagger in a barrow at Emmen-Emmerdennen (province
of Drenthe) – not no. 9, as reported by Drenth (2014: 139) but barrow 3 (cf. Drenth,
1992: 208, note 4) – has been determined by the afore-mentioned scholar as belonging
to an individual 20-35 years of age, probably a man. Since the posture is far from clear,
the present paper does not include the Emmen corpse silhouette. The one found at
Eext-Eexterhalte is, however, although the afore-mentioned sex determination has not
been copied (Tab. 2, site no. 11). The reason for not doing so is that the result should be
regarded with the utmost caution, since teeth are secondary criteria in sexing (Acsádi &
Nemeskéri, 1970: 78; see Drenth, 1992: 208, note 4 & 2014: 139 for further references
on this topic).
In the instance of grave D at Emmen-Angelslo (province of Drenthe) an incomplete corpse
silhouette was discovered, stains indicating only the head and part of the legs. According to
Arnoldussen & Scheele (2011, fig. 3) the discolourations hint at a burial on the left side. The
author is, however, convinced that the posture is just the opposite. The distance between
the ‘head’ and the ‘legs’ indicate that the latter must be the vestiges of the thighbones. The
latter’s orientation is indicative of a crouched interment on the right side.
To conclude this section, the site of P14, a lot on the former isle of Schokland (province
of Flevoland), should be briefly addressed. In his dissertation about the excavations
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carried out there, Ten Anscher (2012: chapter 15) has convincingly argued that the
graves 10-14 belong to the SGC (Tab. 1, site no. 25-29). The burials were lying close
to one another (12 m at most), apparently constituting a small cemetery of this culture.
The 14C-dates with respect to them have to be considered as unreliable (Ibidem: 353355 and fig. 15.45; cf. Lanting & van der Plicht, 1999/2000: 77). The ones for the
graves 11 and 14 – according to Ten Anscher’s numeration –, 3640 ± 100 BP (UtC1950) and 3740 ± 50 BP (UtC-1948) respectively, can thus not be accepted as indicative
of the Bell Beaker Culture (c. 2400-1900 BC), the successor of the SGC. Therefore,
there is no ground to exclude them.

3. Results
At present there are six to seven SGC skeletons known from barrow interments and
flat graves. Of the five specimens lying on their right sides four have been determined
as (probably) male, the ones lying on their left sides as female. So, in the far majority of
instances the relation between sex and posture corresponds to the hypothesis postulated
by A. E. Lanting.
But since the physical anthropological data is on its own a small a body of evidence, a
gender-related corpse position cannot be proven statistically for the SGC. This changes
if the physical anthropological evidence is combined with the archaeological indicators,
in the form of grave-goods. It now appears that men are statistically significantly more
often associated with a crouched position on the right side (Tab. 1)3. This accords well
with the observations made for the Corded Ware Complex abroad. Therefore it may
be surmised that the SGC interred women first and foremost on their left sides. The
problem is, however, that they are difficult to identify (cf. Lanting, 1969: 10 [170]).
Nonetheless, if the frequencies of interments on the left and right side are compared,
a statistical significant difference between the category ‘man’ and the joint groups of
‘woman’ and ‘gender indet.’ transpires4. As mentioned before, the former category
is significantly more often correlated with a right-sided posture. That difference may
be taken as a hint that a substantial number of the left-sided interments among the
category ‘gender indet.’ are women. All the more since there is, as we have seen,
physical anthropological evidence pointing in this direction.
In conclusion, contrary to what Fokkens and Meurkens have recently postulated, the
current archaeological record suggests a gender-related corpse position for the SGC, like
elsewhere in the Corded Ware Complex. Though it must be admitted that in particular

Tab.1 – SGC corpse silhouettes and skeletons from
barrow interments and flat graves arranged according to
posture and gender. In brackets are the figures including
uncertain cases.





 

 

 

   



 

 

 

   

 





3. A two-tailed binomial test shows that the hypothesis that the determinations with the outcome ‘man’ are
distributed equally over the two postures (left side/right side) is rejected, as p = 0.012. If the doubtful cases
are included in the test, p = 0.004. In both tests α = 0.05.
4. A non-directional Chi-square test shows that the hypothesis that both categories (‘man’ and ‘woman’ +
‘gender indet.’, including uncertain instances) are distributed equally over the two postures is rejected,
as p = 0.0195. If the chronologically doubtful cases are excluded from from the analysis, a two-tailed
Fisher Exact Probability Test results in p = 0.03. In both tests α = 0.05.
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Tab. 2 – Overview of (possible) SGC barrows and flat graves with a skeleton or a corpse silhouette. In the column ‘site
no.’ chronologically uncertain cases are marked by an asterisk. Legend: Column I (type of burial): b = barrow interment;
f = flat grave. Column II presents the posture and the orientation of the corpse (mentioning the position of the head
first). Column III presents the physical anthropological data (sex and age at the time of death). Column IV lists the gravegoods, although it cannot be completely excluded that some of the smaller items like flakes are no grave gifts but objects
that have landed accidently in a burial context. The beakers (typology after van der Waals & Glasbergen, 1955), a Dose
and an amphora are all representatives of pottery. Arrowheads, blades, flakes and pseudo Grand-Pressigny daggers are
all in flint. The typological classification of the battle-axes (all in non-flint stone), is according to Hübner (2005). Column
V gives the gender according to physical anthropological data and/or grave-goods: M = man; W = woman; ? = indet.
Column VI presents the main references.

more evidence with regard to women would be welcome. Four clear exceptions to the
burial rule are known for the SGC. Three men appear to have been interred on their
left sides (Tab. 2, nos. 21, 23 and 32) and one woman on her right side (Tab. 2, no. 25).
Also in that respect the SGC did probably not differ substantially from sister cultures.
In the Schnurkeramik in Bohemia and central Germany deviations are especially men’s
interments (Hein, 1987: 149; Wiermann, 2002: 121). This resemblance links up the SGC
once more perfectly with other branches of the Corded Ware Complex and endorses
the claim of a gender-related corpse position in the former.

4. Final remarks
To conclude this contribution, some remarks are made with regard to the position of
various body parts as observed for the SGC, namely shoulders, legs and arms.
There are examples of both one or two shoulders resting on the ground. The former
dominates the record (cf. Lanting, 1969: 7 [167]), as there are only three unequivocal
examples of the upper body lying on their back, with both shoulders (Tab. 2, site nos. 26,
27 and 32).
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At the time A. E. Lanting (1969: 7 [167]) has described the position of the legs as follows.
The contracted upper legs make a straight or obtuse angle with the upper body, while
the lower legs are sharply angled with respect to the upper legs. The former are crossing
one each other, since one of the upper legs is pulled up more. Discoveries since are no
reason to revise this general description. Worthy of note is further that hitherto no
convincing evidence has come to light to assume that the SGC fastened up the legs of the
deceased when they were buried. In that case extremely crouched skeletons or corpse
silhouettes would have been found with very sharp angles between the trunk and the
upper legs as well as between the upper and lower legs.
With regard to arms A. E. Lanting (1969: 7 [167]) wrote that nothing could be said,
because any traces of these body parts had disappeared. Although he made mention of
one exception: the corpse silhouette lying on its left side in the central grave of barrow 38
on the Noordse Veld near Zeyen (Ibidem: 7, 9 [167, 169]; Tab. 2, site no. 36). It shows
that one or two hands were once resting close to the face. In a more recent study J. N.
Lanting (2007/2008: 213) arrives at the conclusion that the burial in question does not
belong to the SGC but to the Bell Beaker Culture (c. 2400-1900 BC). His argument is
that this arm posture is well-known from burials of the latter in the Netherlands. The
unretouched flint blade does in his eyes not contradict the assignment of the Zeyen
burial to the Bell Beaker Culture. From several graves of this culture come flakes in flint.
Besides, he does not exclude the possibility that the artefact in question is not a gravegood at all but a blade that ended up in the grave by accident. The view held by J. N.
Lanting is contradicted by two SGC burials. One of them is grave 1 at HattemerbroekBedrijventerrein-Zuid (Tab. 2, site no. 17). It contained the silhouette of a corpse in
crouched position lying on the left side. As indicated by the discolourations at least one
of the hands must have been placed close to the face. The second interment is grave 13
at lot P14 (Tab. 2, site no. 28). The skeleton, probably of a male, was lying on its right
side, the hand bones resting close to and partially underneath the chin.

Acknowledgements
Thanks are due to Dr T. J. ten Anscher for his comments on a first draft of the present paper.

197

E. Drenth

Bibliography
ACSÁDI Gy. & NEMESKÉRI J., 1970. History of
human life span and mortality. Budapest.
ARNOLDUSSEN S. & DRENTH E., 2015. Lines
in the land: the Neolithic funerary alignment
of Noordbarge (province of Drenthe, NL).
Notae Praehistoricae, 35: 157-176.
ARNOLDUSSEN S. & SCHEELE E. E., 2011. The
ancestors nearby. The domestic and funerary
landscape of Angeslo-Emmerhout. In: van
der Velde H. M., Jaspers N. L., Drenth E. &
Scholte Lubberink H. B. G. (ed.), Van graven in
de prehistorie en dingen die voorbijgaan. Studies
aangeboden aan Eric Lohof bij zijn pensionering in
de archeologie. Leiden: 153-185.
BOURGEOIS Q., AMKREUTZ L. & PANHUYSEN
R., 2009. The Niersen Beaker burial: A renewed study of a century-old excavation.
Journal of Archaeology in the Low Countries [internet periodical], 1-2 (November 2009).
BUCHVALDEK M., 1967. Die Schnurkeramik
in Böhmen. Acta Universitatis Carolinae.
Philosophica et Historica Monographia, XIX.
Prague.
BURSCH F. C. 1933. Die Becherkultur in den
Niederlanden. Marburg [also appeared in
Oudheidkundige Mededeelingen uit 's Rijksmuseum van Oudheden te Leiden, N.R. XIV: 39123].
BURSCH F. C., 1936. Grafvormen van het
Noorden (I). Oudheidkundige Mededeelingen
uit 's Rijksmuseum van Oudheden te Leiden, N.R.
XVII: 53-72.
CUIJPERS A. G. F. M., DRENTH E. & LANTING
A. E. 1994. De grafheuvel ‘De Ketenberg’ te
Eext. Nieuwe Drentse Volksalmanak, 111: 19-38
(111-130).
DRENTH E., 1990. Een onderzoek naar aspecten van de symbolische betekenis van GrandPressigny- en pseudo-Grand-Pressigny-dolken
in graven van de Enkelgrafcultuur in Nederland.
In: Nicklewicz-Hokse A. & Lagerwerf C. A. G.
(ed.), Bundel van de Steentijddag 1 april 1989,
Groningen: 100-121.
DRENTH E., 1992. Flat graves and barrows of
the Single Grave Culture in the Netherlands
in social perspective: An interim report. In:
Buchvaldek M. & Strahm C. (ed.), Die kontinentaleuropäischen Gruppen der Kultur mit

198

Schnurkeramik, Praehistorica, XIX. Prague:
207-214.
DRENTH E., 2005. Het Laat-Neolithicum in
Nederland. In: Deeben J., Drenth E., van
Oorsouw M.-F. & Verhart L. (ed.), De steentijd
van Nederland, Archeologie 11/12. Meppel:
333-365.
DRENTH E., 2014. Late Neolithic daggers in
French flint from the Netherlands: gender- and
age-related grave goods? Notae Praehistoricae,
34: 137-145.
DRENTH E., 2015. A Single Grave Culture
burial at Groenlo (province of Gelderland,
NL). Notae Praehistoricae, 35: 177-201.
DRENTH E. & LOHOF E., 2005. Mounds for
the dead. Funerary and burial ritual in Beaker
period, Early and Middle Bronze Age. In:
Louwe Kooijmans L. P., van den Broeke P.
W., Fokkens H. & van Gijn A. L. (eds), The
Prehistory of the Netherlands, 1, Amsterdam:
433-454.
DRENTH E. & MEURKENS L., 2011. Laatneolithische graven. In: Hamburg T., Lohof
E. & Quadflieg B. (ed.), Bronstijd opgespoord.
Archeologisch onderzoek van prehistorische
vindplaatsenop Bedrijvenpark H2O – plandeel
Oldebroek (Provincie Gelderland), Archol rapport, 142, ADC rapport, 2627, Leiden/
Amersfoort: 197-276.
DRESELY V., 2004.
Schnurkeramik und
Schnurkeramiker im Taubertal. Forschungen
und Berichte zur Vor- und Frühgeschichte in
Baden-Württemberg, 81, Stuttgart.
DZBYNSKI A. & WIERMANN R., 2001. Von
Alten, Äxten und Amphoren. Praehistorica,
XXV-XXVI: 205-226.
FENS R. L., HUIS IN ’T VELD J. Y., MENDELS
J. P., NIEKUS M. J. L. Th. & UFKES A., 2010.
Jagen, wonen en begraven op de flank van de
Hondsrug (Gr.). Paleo-aktueel, 21: 39-46.
FISCHER U., 1956. Die gräber der Steinzeit im
Saalegebiet. Studien über neolithische und frühbronzezeitliche Grab- und Bestattungsformen in
Sachsen-Thüringen. Vorgeschichtliche Forschungen, 15, Berlin.
FOKKENS H., 2014. Het bekergraf van Twello in
context. In: Meurkens L. (ed.), Graven en bewoningssporen van het laat-neolithicum tot en
met de Romeinse tijd: Opgravingen in het plan-

Men on their right sides and women on their left sides?

gebied De Schaker in Twello (gemeente Voorst),
Archol Rapport, 260, Leiden: 102-103.
FURHOLT M., 2003. Die absolutchronologische
Datierung der Schnurkeramik in Mitteleuropa und
Südskandinavien. Universitätsforschungen zur
prähistorischen Archäologie, 101, Bonn.
GLOB P. V., 1944. Studier over den jyske
Enkeltgravskultur. Aarbøger for Nordisk Oldkyndighed og Historie, 1944: 1-283.

ningssporen van het laat-neolithicum tot en met
de Romeinse tijd: Opgravingen in het plangebied
De Schaker in Twello (gemeente Voorst). Archol
Rapport, 260, Leiden.
MEURKENS L., 2014. Het graf en grafritueel.
In: Meurkens L. (ed.), Graven en bewoningssporen van het laat-neolithicum tot en met de
Romeinse tijd: Opgravingen in het plangebied
De Schaker in Twello (gemeente Voorst), Archol
Rapport, 260, Leiden: 97-102.

HEIN M., 1987. Untersuchungen zur Kultur
der Schnurkeramik in Mitteldeutschland. Text.
Saarbrücker Beiträge zur Altertumskunde,
50, Bonn.

MEURKENS L., VAN BEEK R., DOORENBOSCH
M., FOKKENS H., HEUNKS E., DEBONO
SPITERI C., KNIPPENBERG S., MEIRSMAN E.,
VAN HEES E. & VERBAAS A., 2015. A Late
Neolithic Single Grave Culture burial from
Twello (central Netherlands): environmental
setting, burial ritual and contextualisation.
Analecta Praehistorica Leidensia, 45: 29-53.

HOGESTIJN J. W. H. & WOLTERING P. J.,
1990. ‘Het woiffie van Sijbekarspel’. Een LaatNeolithisch vrouwengraf te Sijbekarspel. WestFrieslands Oud en Nieuw, 57: 152-164.

MODDERMAN P. J. R., 1954. Grafheuvelonderzoek in Midden-Nederland. Berichten van de
Rijksdienst voor het Oudheidkundig Onderzoek,
V: 7-44.

HÜBNER E., 2005. Jungneolithische Gräber auf
der Jütischen Halbinsel. Typologische und chronologische Studien zur Einzelgrabkultur. Nordiske
Fortidsminder Serie B, 24. Copenhagen.

PASVEER J. M. & UYTTERSCHAUT H. T. C.,
1992. Two Late Neolithic human skeletons.
A recent discovery in the Netherlands.
International Journal of Osteoarchaeology, 2:
1-14.

HARSEMA O. H., 1977. Kroniek van opgravingen en vondsten in Drenthe in 1975. Nieuwe
Drentse Volksalmanak, 94: 79-85 (251-257).

JAGER S. W., 1985. A prehistoric route and
ancient cart-tracks in the gemeente of Anloo
(province of Drenthe). Palaeohistoria, 27:
185-245.
LANTING A. E., 1969. Iets over de grafgebruiken van de standvoetbekerkultuur. Nieuwe
Drentse Volksalmanak, 87: 5-18 [165-178].

PLOMP E., 2013. The human skeleton. In: Kleijne
J. P., Brinkkemper O., Lauwerier R. C. G. M.,
Smit B. I. & Theunissen E. M. (ed.), A Matter
of Life and Death at Mienakker (the Netherlands).
Late Neolithic Behavioural Variability in a Dynamic
Landscape,
Nederlandse
Archeologische
Rapporten, 45, Amersfoort: 175-184.

LANTING J. N., 2007/2008.
De NONederlandse/NW-Duitse klokbekergroep:
culturele achtergrond, typologie van het aardewerk, datering, verspreiding en grafritueel.
Palaeohistoria, 49/50: 11-326.

REINDERS H. R., WATERBOLK H. T. &
DRENTH E., 2012. Archeologie en geschiedenis van Pesse 4. Bewoning in het Neolithicum
en de Bronstijd. Nieuwe Drentse Volksalmanak,
129: 153-184.

LANTING J. N. & VAN DER PLICHT J.,
1999/2000. De 14C-chronologie van de Nederlandse pre- en protohistorie, III: Neolithicum.
Palaeohistoria, 41/42: 1-110.

REMOUCHAMPS A. E., 1928. Grafheuvel-onderzoekingen. Oudheidkundige Mededeelingen uit
's Rijksmuseum van Oudheden te Leiden, N.R. IX:
58-73.

LANTING J. N. & VAN DER WAALS J.
D. 1974.
Oudheidkundig onderzoek bij
Swalmen. I. Praehistorie. Opgravingen in de
jaren 1936-1938 en 1968-1973. Oudheidkundige
Mededelingen uit het Rijksmuseum van Oudheden
te Leiden, LV: 1-111.

SCHONEVELD J., 1994. De prehistorie en vroege middeleeuwen. In: Ootjers R., Gerding M.
A. W., de Jonge G., Klompmaker H., Liewes
A. G. & Veen H. D. (ed.), Geschiedenis van
Borger, Meppel: 23-60.

MEURKENS L. (ed.), 2014a. Graven en bewo-

TEN ANSCHER T. J. (with a contribution by
VAN DER KROFT P.), 2012. Leven met de Vecht.

199

E. Drenth

Schokland-P14 en de Noordoostpolder in het
Neolithicum en de Bronstijd. Amsterdam.

tijd, bij Eext, Gem. Anloo. Nieuwe Drentsche
Volksalmanak, 60: 109-111.

VAN DEN BROEKE P. W., FOKKENS H. & VAN
GIJN A. L., 2005. A prehistory of our time.

VAN GIFFEN A. E., ADDINK-SAMPLONIUS M.
& GLASBERGEN W., 1971. Een grafheuvel te

In: Louwe Kooijmans L. P., van den Broeke
P. W., Fokkens H. & van Gijn A. L. (ed.),
The Prehistory of the Netherlands, volume 1,
Amsterdam: 17-31.

Putten (Gld.). Helinium, XI: 105-123.

VAN GIFFEN A. E., 1930. Die Bauart der
Einzelgräber. Beitrag zur Kenntnis der älteren individuellen Grabhügelkulturen in den Niederlanden.
Mannus-Bibliothek, 44 & 45, Leipzig.
VAN GIFFEN A. E., 1936. Het zgn. ,Jodenbergje’
op het Zeijerveld bij Zeijen, Gem. Vries.
Nieuwe Drentsche Volksalmanak, 54: 98-101.
VAN GIFFEN A. E., 1938. Het zgn. Jodenbergje

op het Zeijerveld bij Zeijen, Gem. Vries (II).
Nieuwe Drentsche Volksalmanak, 56: 92-95.
VAN GIFFEN A. E., 1942a.

Drie grafheuvels (I-III) uit steen- (I) en bronstijd (II-III),
met neolithisch „vlakgraf” onder III, N. van
Vredenheim, Gem. Rolde. Nieuwe Drentsche
Volksalmanak, 60: 103-108.

VAN GIFFEN A. E., 1942b. Twee tumuli, een
tweeperioden-heuvel I, uit steen- en bronstijd, en een ringslootheuvel II, uit den steen-

200

VAN DER WAALS J. D., 1964. De amfoor van
de Hankenberg en de andere amforen van de
Standvoetbekercultuur in Nederland. Nieuwe
Drentse Volksalmanak, 83: 11-42 (173-204).
VAN DER WAALS J. D. & GLASBERGEN W.,
1955. Beaker types and their distribution in the
Netherlands. Intrusive types, mutual influences
and local evolutions. Palaeohistoria, V: 5-46.

WATERBOLK H. T., 1964. Ein Grabhügel auf
dem Gut „De Eese”, Gem. Vledder, Prov.
Drenthe. Palaeohistoria, X: 71-86.
WATERBOLK H. T., 1977. Opgravingen rond
het Witteveen op het Noordse Veld bij Zeijen,
gem. Vries (1949-1953).
Nieuwe Drentse
Volkalmanak, 94 : 5-31 (177-203).
WIERMANN R., 2002. Zur Sozialstruktur
der Kultur mit Schnurkeramik in Böhmen.
In: Müller J. (ed.), Vom Endneolithikum zur
Frühbronzezeit: Muster sozialen Wandels?,
Universitätsforschungen zur prähistorischen
Archäologie, 90, Bonn: 115-129.

Men on their right sides and women on their left sides?

Abstract
The present paper discusses the corpse position in barrow interments and flat graves of the Single
Grave Culture from the Netherlands (c. 2800-2400 BC). More than forty five years ago it had
been proposed tentatively that the posture is gender-related, with as a rule men having been
buried in a crouched position on their right sides and women in a similar position, however on
their left sides. Very recently this view has been challenged, though this claim is not substantiated
in figures. A statistical assessment of the physical anthropological evidence and archaeological
hints (grave-goods) indicates, however, that there is no compelling reason to reject the hypothesis
of a gender-related corpse position.
Keywords: Single Grave Culture, Late Neolithic, The Netherlands, barrows, flat graves, corpse
position, gender.

Samenvatting
Deze bijdrage is gewijd aan de houding van doden in grafheuvels en vlakgraven van de
Enkelgrafcultuur in Nederland (ca. 2800-2400 v.Chr.). Meer dan vijfenveertig jaar geleden is
geopperd dat die waarschijnlijk geslachtsgebonden was. Het idee was dat mannen in de regel
werden begraven met opgetrokken benen liggend op de rechterzijde en vrouwen doorgaans
in eenzelfde positie werden bijgezet echter op de linkerzijde. Kortgeleden is deze opvatting
ter discussie gesteld, echter zonder cijfermatige onderbouwing. Een statistische analyse van de
fysisch-antropologische data en de archeologische indicatoren in de vorm van grafgiften laat
evenwel zien dat er geen dwingende redenen zijn de hypothese van een geslachtsgebonden
dodenhouding te verwerpen.
Trefwoorden: Enkelgrafcultuur,
dodenhouding, ‘gender’.
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