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St Tudy 2010 Second Geophysical Survey: Statement of 
Archaeological Implications 
 

Introduction 

Historic Environment Projects, Cornwall Council, was commissioned by Mr Paul Solway 
of Cornwall Council’s Property Services to carry out geophysical survey of a second 
proposed development site at St Tudy (SX20647666) (Fig 1). The purpose of the survey is 
to inform the developer and the planning process. 

The survey area covers an area of approximately 1.3 HA, and is located to the north of a 
proposed school site which was the subject of an archaeological assessment carried out by 
HE Projects and a geophysical survey in June 2010 (Parkes 2010; GSB 2010a).  

The proposed development area is situated within land that has been classified as 
‘Anciently Enclosed Land’ (Countryside Commission 1996). ‘Anciently Enclosed Land’ is 
land which has been settled since at least the medieval period and which often contains 
buried archaeological remains dating to prehistoric and medieval times.  

The settlement and manor of St Tudy are first recorded in the Domesday survey of 1086, 
when it was known as ‘Ecglostudic’. Henderson says that at the Norman conquest, St Tudy 
was seized from the monks at Bodmin (St Petroc) by count Mortain. The place-name 
contains the element ‘eglos’, church, and the saint’s name, St Tudius, who was probably a 
Breton Saint of the diocese of Quimper.    

A number of archaeological sites were identified in the vicinity of the proposed 
development, which included: the medieval settlements of Bodinnick (MCO13436), 
Tremeer (MCO17533) and St Tudy (MCO6499). Associated settlement remains may 
extend into the project area. A previous geophysical survey to the north of the area 
identified a large number of anomalies, which are likely to be associated with earlier 
prehistoric enclosures and settlement-related activity (GSB 2008). However, the 
archaeological assessment and geophysical survey of the land to the immediate south of the 
proposed development site did not lead to the identification of any significant 
archaeological features 

Nonetheless, the proximity of archaeological sites and the potential of its setting meant 
that the development area had the potential to contain buried archaeological remains. In 
September 2010, a geophysical survey (magnetometer survey) was carried out over the 
survey area by GSB Prospection Limited who produced a report detailing the results of 
their survey (GSB 2010b).  

This statement is intended to assess the results from the geophysical survey and to present 
the implications for further archaeological mitigation. 

 

Summary of the results (Figs 2 and 3) 

The geophysical survey at St Tudy did not result in any significant archaeological features 
being discovered. Indeed, only one linear anomaly was suggested as being of possible 
archaeological origin, although two others are likely to be associated with removed historic 
boundaries. 

Other anomalies identified by the survey are likely to have been geological and modern 
features and are not of any archaeological significance. The area was affected by a high 
background magnetic disturbance. 
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• A number of weak pit-type and ferrous type features were found to cover much of the 
area. However, they were considered by the survey to team to be natural origin or 
caused by buried ferrous debris. These features are therefore unlikely to have any 
archaeological significance.   

• An iron pipe was also identified which ran along the eastern side of the study area. It 
does not have any archaeological significance.   

• Linear anomaly A is likely to be of an archaeological nature. A ditched linear anomaly 
(A) was identified in the northern part of survey, which ran north-east to south-west 
across the area. This feature is characteristic of a removed field boundary. A short 
linear boundary is shown on the 1880 OS map (Fig 4), which subdivides the northern 
end of the field, although it is in a different location from Anomaly A. Anomaly A is 
likely to be considered as being of local importance.  

• Linear anomalies B and C were roughly perpendicular to one another and were located 
in the central part of the study area. Anomaly B was orientated north-east to south-
west and Anomaly C north-west to south-east. It is possible that they represent 
removed field boundaries. However, they both terminate at a modern manhole cover 
(D). Anomaly B runs towards the sewage treatment works in the south-west corner of 
the field and C heads towards housing. Furthermore, neither of the features was 
depicted on the historic mapping. It therefore seems probable that they are modern 
features and therefore are not of any archaeological significance. 

• A short linear anomaly (E) was identified in southern part of the survey area. It was 
aligned north-south and appeared to terminate at the junction with Anomaly B. The 
date and function of this feature is uncertain but it is likely to be modern and therefore 
of little archaeological significance. 

• Sinuous anomalies (F) ran down the western side of the study area. These are in the 
area shown on the 1880 OS map as being marshy, and described by GSB as low-lying, 
boggy in places and adjacent to a watercourse. It is therefore probable that they are 
natural and represent a former watercourse. The date of the possible watercourse is not 
known, but it is possible that waterlogged silted deposits preserve evidence for the 
character of the early environment in the area.   

 
Further archaeological recording 

The results from the geophysical survey produced little evidence for buried archaeological 
features and are similar to those from the previously surveyed area to the south. In light of 
these results, it would seem unlikely that any significant buried archaeological remains will 
be affected by the development. However, the requirements for any further programme of 
archaeological recording should be agreed with the Cornwall Council Historic 
Environment Planning Advice Officer. 
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Figure 1: St Tudy Location Map (surveyed area shaded yellow) 

 
 
Figure 2: St Tudy geophysical survey results, greyscale 
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Figure 3: St Tudy, interpretation of results 
 

Figure 4: St Tudy, 1880 OS map (showing boundary between fields 319 and 32, which may correspond 
with Anomaly A) 


