Whittlesford River Report
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In September and November 2013 Archaeology RheeSearch Group carried out magnetometry
and resistivity surveys on this site to determine whether any archaeological features were

detectable.

Members participating: Pat Davies, Brian Bridgland, Liz Livingstone, Bruce Milner, lan
Sanderson, Gill Shapland, Maureen Storey and Tony Storey.

Site liaison: Ashley Arbon.

Site conditions: Rough grass.

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: TL476486, Whittlesford, Cambs.
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Location plan: Survey areas

(resistivity survey areas hatched, magnetometry areas solid, Wenner tomography dashed red line)

Purpose of survey: The purpose of this survey was to determine if any subsurface features
could be detected that might identify a fording place on the river Cam.

Site topography:

Fairly level field of rough grass with the river Cam running along the eastern side.
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Results:

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

Resistivity survey, 20 m x 60 m
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(black — low, white — high) (purple/blue — low, red — high)

Magnetometry survey 60 m X 900 m range +6 to -6 nT
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Resistance tomography (Wenner electrode array) survey, 45 m m
Processing parameters: SSYYN
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Processing parameters: RRYYN combined
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Overlay of magnetometry and resistivity surveys on an aerial photograph

Discussion:

Nothing in the magnetometry or resistivity results gives an indication of a track to a fording
place. This is not unexpected in a paddock which has almost certainly been seasonally
flooded in many years. A route would only be likely to be detectable if it had been metalled
or had been specifically constructed. The unusually long vertical slice or resistance
tomography survey was carried out after consultation with Dr. C. Turner, an expert on
paleoenvironments at Cambridge, to try to elucidate some of the river course history. The
interpretation of the survey was that the river course in the past was a series of braided
channels. This suggests that there was no specific track to one fording place rather that the
crossing involved moving across small channels to the islands between them on an ad hoc
basis.

Report by Dr I Sanderson for Archaeology RheeSearch



