Madingley Hall Report

During 2017 Archaeology RheeSearch Group carried out magnetometry and resistivity
surveys on this site to determine whether any archaeological features were detectable.

Members participating: Pat Davies, Liz Livingstone, lan Sanderson,

Maureen Storey and Tony Storey.

Site liaison: Dr Gilly Carr.

Site conditions: Rough grass.

Equipment:
Magnetometry readings: 8/m, 1 m separation.
Resistivity readings: 1 m interval, 1 m separation.
Raw data available as separate appendices.

Location: TL393603, Madingley, Cambs.
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Bartington 601 gradiometer; TRCIA 50 cm twin probe.
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Purpose of survey: The purpose of this survey was to determine if any subsurface features

could be detected to identify earlier activity on the site.

Site topography:

The main survey area was rough grass with fallen tree debris, sloping down to the north east.
The western boundary brick wall had a parallel gulley. The southern boundary had a dry ditch
line. The northern boundary was post and wire fencing. The eastern side was mature

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

scale.
Resistivit

Resistivity
85 mx55m

Raw data

High pass
filter 8

(black — low, white — high, red — null)

(purple/blue — low, red — high, white —
null)
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Magnetometry survey area 90 m X 86 m range +8 to -8 nT
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Superimposition of the magnetometer and resistivity surveys

Discussion:

The NW side of the magnetometry survey has areas of magnetic noise probably associated
with the construction of the adjacent boundary wall. There is a series of linear features
running SSW—NNE essentially down the slope of the site. These are likely to be either
geological or possibly the residue of quarrying activity. There are two linear features running
SE—NW. Extrapolation of these lines results in their convergence to the SE towards a
boundary to the S of the church. To the NW, extrapolation of these lines passes towards the
rear or towards the front of the hall. This suggests that they are both trackways. The S track
differed from the N track in having a line of low resistance values over its course.

The resistivity results show two areas of potential archaeological interest but neither covers
sufficient area to be able to speculate as to their origins. The first is the area of high resistivity
values between the N arm of the resistivity survey area and the W arm, with an associated
line of low values on its S side indicating that moisture is being prevented from moving down
the slope. The second is on the edge of the E arm of the survey where a line of high values
and a line of low values are unexpected.

Report by Dr I Sanderson for Archaeology RheeSearch



