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Childerley Great Park Report 
 

In December 2016 Archaeology RheeSearch Group carried out magnetometry and resistivity 

surveys on this site to determine whether any archaeological features were detectable. 

Members participating: Brian Bridgland, Liz Livingstone, Ian Sanderson, Gill Shapland, 

Maureen Storey and Tony Storey. 

Site liaison: Mike Coles (for Cambridge Archaeology Field Group). 

Site conditions: Old stubble. 

Equipment:  Bartington 601 gradiometer; TRCIA 50 cm twin probe. 

  Magnetometry readings: 8/m, 1 m separation.  

  Resistivity readings: 1 m interval, 1 m separation. 

  Raw data available as separate appendices. 

 

 

Location: TL356612, Great Park, Childerley, Cambs. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Location plan: Survey areas 
(resistivity survey areas hatched, magnetometry 

areas solid) 

 

 

Purpose of survey: The purpose of this survey was to determine if any subsurface features 

could be detected relating to a concentration of flints found during field walking. 
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Site topography: 

Level stubble. 

 

 

Results: 

 

The images in this section are orientated for presentation. The images are not to a common 

scale. 

 

Resistivity survey, 30 m x 60 m 

  

Raw 

data 

  

High 

pass 

filter 7 

(black – low, white – high) (purple/blue – low, red – high)  

 

Magnetometry survey 60 m x 90 m range +4 to -4 nT 
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Some subtle features (highlighted left) and the original magnetometry survey (right) 

 

 
Superimposition of the resistivity and magnetometry results 

 

Discussion: 

Neither survey showed distinctive patterns indicating archaeological remains. The 

magnetometry results were within the range which would normally show archaeological 

features but it is possible that the local soil conditions prevent or obscure the detection of 

magnetic responses. There are subtle variations within the magnetometry results, some of 

which are highlighted above, but they cannot with any confidence be identified as 

archaeological. One line highlighted above running SE—NW does correspond to a diffuse 

line of high resistance values but the remainder have little coincidence. 
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