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Executive Summary 
The Tombs of the Isles Project is funded by the North Isles Landscape Partnership Scheme 
(NILPS). As part of the project, geophysical survey was carried out at two possible chambered 
tomb sites on Sanday, at Whale Point and Rethie Taing, to establish more about their 
character and form, and their landscape context.  

Approximately 0.5ha of magnetometer survey was carried out at each site, with targeted earth 
resistance survey at Rethie Taing. The surveys revealed a number of archaeological features 
at both sites. At Rethie Taing, the mound thought to be a chambered tomb produced a distinct 
and strong signature, indicative of settlement. At Whale Point, the magnetometer survey 
showed a number of features related to known kelping activity in the area. A small area of 
targeted earth resistance survey at Rethie Taing revealed probable rig and furrow cultivation. 
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1 Introduction 
Orkney Research Centre for Archaeology (ORCA) undertook geophysical survey at two 
possible chambered tomb sites as part of the Tombs of the Isles project, which aims to 
celebrate, research and share stories of the Neolithic tombs of the North Isles of Orkney. The 
project is funded through the North Isles Landscape Project Scheme (NILPS) and is 
community-focused, with activities centred on a programme of research, walks, arts 
workshops, archaeological fieldwork (survey and geophysics) and school workshops. These 
activities aim to explore the well-known and lesser-known burial monuments and set them 
within their wider context. The results will form island-specific ‘tomb archives’, which, together 
with results of new fieldwork, will feed into the creation of an online digital atlas.  

Two sites on Sanday, Whale Point and Rethie Taing (Figure 1), were chosen for geophysical 
survey in order to understand more about the nature of the individual sites and to situate them 
within their broader landscape. Magnetometer survey was caried out at both sites, with 
targeted earth resistance survey undertaken at Rethie Taing. It is intended that the 
methodology used here will act as a model for further geophysical surveys as part of the 
Tombs of the Isles project. 

This report has been prepared in accordance with the standards and guidance specified by 
the Chartered Institute of Archaeologists (CIfA 2014a) and the European Archaeological 
Council (EAC) (Schmidt et al 2016). 

2 Site Location, Topography and Geology 
Both sites are situated on the northwest part of Sanday. Whale Point is located at National 
Grid reference (NGR) HY 6511 4542, on the north part of a rough pasture headland 
immediately south of the tidal Holms of Ire, locally known as Whale Geo). To the north, west 
and east, it is bounded by the sea. The site lies at c. 10m above Ordnance Datum (mAOD). 

Rethie Taing is situated at NGR HY 65123 44241 and comprises a mound adjacent to the 
coast within a pasture field, c. 1km to the south of Whale Point. The mound at Rethie Taing is 
partially overlain by a stone field boundary running north-south and the site lies at c. 10m 
above Ordnance Datum (mAOD). 

The solid geology for both sites and their environs is Upper Stromness Flagstone Formation 
(http://mapapps.bgs.ac.uk/geologyofbritain/home.html).The Survey Area comprises an area 
measuring 3ha centred on National Grid reference (NGR) HY 47241 03286, which lies in a 
pasture field at approximately 20m above Ordnance Datum (mAOD). 

3 Archaeological Background 

3.1 The Neolithic Tombs 
Whale Point is recorded as a possible Neolithic chambered cairn (Canmore ID 306729/ 
Sanday, Whale Point | Canmore). The site was originally recorded during coastal assessment 
by EASE Archaeology (Moore & Wilson 1999) as a small rise near a track leading to the Holms 
of Ire to the north. A ring of earth-fast boulders surrounds the summit of the rise and measures 
c. 2m in diameter and up to 0.8m high. While the site bears an apparent resemblance to a 
prehistoric cairn, EASE Archaeology thought that it could be of more recent origin. 

http://mapapps.bgs.ac.uk/geologyofbritain/home.html
https://canmore.org.uk/site/306729/sanday-whale-point
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Plate 1: Whale Point, remains of possible Neolithic tomb.  © ORCA. 

Rethie Taing is also recorded as a possible Neolithic chambered cairn (Canmore ID 3532/ 
Sanday, Rethie Taing | Canmore). A site visit by then County Archaeologist Raymond Lamb 
in 1979 describes the site as a roughly semi-circular cairn of packed stones, with its straight 
face formed by the eroded coastal face (Lamb 1979). Overall, the cairn measures c. 26m and 
on the east side of the shore dyke, it stands up to 0.9m high. It has a definite steep edge on 
its eastern extent, which may be a revetment. To the west of the dyke, just above the shore, 
a length of passage was exposed. Running northwest-southeast, the passage was visible for 
1.6m and measured c. 1m wide. Lamb described it as well-built with drystone walls using 
quarried stone and interpreted it as a chambered cairn, probably of Maeshowe-type. 

https://canmore.org.uk/site/3532/sanday-rethie-taing
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Plate 2: Possible chambered tomb mound at Rethie Taing. © ORCA. 

3.2 Other Sites in the Vicinity of the Survey Areas 
Prehistoric activity in the vicinity of the Survey Areas is highlighted by the presence of a Bronze 
Age barrow, now largely levelled, situated c. 400m southeast of Rethie Taing (Canmore ID 
3508/ Sanday, Knowe Of Yarrow | Canmore). Although the mound was largely demolished in 
1928, a cist and urn are said to have been discovered within it. In 1970, the farmer described 
the mound as a large earth and stone cairn. He recounted how his grandfather had told him 
of the discovery in the mound of a large urn containing ashes and burnt bone. 

To the north of Whale Point, a medieval chapel, St Colm’s (Sanday, Holms Of Ire, St Colm's 
Chapel | Canmore), is situated on the tidal island of the Holms of Ire. Records from an 
Ordnance Survey (OS) visit in 1970 describe the chapel structure as orientated east-west and 
measuring c 4m by 3m, with the eastern gable end surviving at just over 2m in height. During 
coastal assessment in 1999, however, the remains had deteriorated with the building barely 
visible, appearing as a shallow depression among heaped rubble and storm beach debris. 
Occasional stretches of coursed masonry were visible, and it was noted that part of the 
structure which had been crudely rebuilt in the recent past had also collapsed. 

There are several sites of probable post-medieval / modern date in the vicinity of the Survey 
Areas. A kelp-working site (Sanday, Holms Of Ire | Canmore) is situated on the south end of 
the inner holm of the Holms of Ire, comprising a series of kelp-pits, drying walls and the 
foundations of small buildings or huts. The kelp-pits are circular and measure up to 2m in 
diameter and up to 0,5m deep. The building foundations have been interpreted as kelpers’ 
bothies. 

https://canmore.org.uk/site/3508/sanday-knowe-of-yarrow
https://canmore.org.uk/site/3483/sanday-holms-of-ire-st-colms-chapel
https://canmore.org.uk/site/3483/sanday-holms-of-ire-st-colms-chapel
https://canmore.org.uk/site/3484/sanday-holms-of-ire
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A farmstead of probable post-medieval date, Airon Steading (Sanday, Airon Steading | 
Canmore), is located south-southeast of Whale Point. This site comprises two parallel linear 
ranges that are now partly ruinous. A sheepfold (Sanday, Airon, Sheepfold | Canmore) is 
present c. 150m to the southwest of Airon farmstead and was visited as part of the RCAHMS 
Scottish Farm Buildings Survey in October 1996. The site is disused and comprises a mixture 
of rubble walls and post and wire fencing. A 20th-century rock-crusher (Sanday, Yorstans 
Geo, Jaw Crusher | Canmore) is located south of Whale Point. 
A rectangular enclosure (Sanday, Roos Loch | Canmore) is depicted on the 1st Edition 
Ordnance Survey map of 1882, c. 100m to the north-northeast of Rethie Taing but is no longer 
visible on current mapping or satellite images. 

4 Fieldwork Aims 

4.1 Site-Specific Objectives 
The geophysical survey was carried out with the following aims: 

• To improve understanding of the character and extent of individual 
tombs. 

• To help contextualise the tombs and their immediate environs. 
• To provide potential targets for subsequent survey and excavation. 
• To provide opportunities for community training and engagement. 

4.2 Research questions 
• What is the layout of the site and are there any buried features or 

structures that many relate to its construction, use or abandonment?  
• Are the sites Neolithic chambered tombs as previously interpreted? 

5 Fieldwork Methodology 
The surveys were carried out in accordance with the project design (Brend & Lee 2022) and 
the standards and guidance issued by CIfA (2014a) and EAC (Schmidt et al 2016). 

The fieldwork was carried out on 31st October and 1st November 2022. The weather 
conditions on site were poor, with heavy rain and high winds. 

The table below summarises the equipment and methodology used in the field. A more 
detailed methodology for data collection, processing and display is presented in Appendix 1. 

Set Out  
Instrument By hand 
Type of correction N/A 
Magnetometer Survey  
Instrument Bartington Grad601-2 
Grid size 20x20m 
Sampling along the traverses 25cm 
Traverse intervals 1m  
Collection mode Zig-Zag 

https://canmore.org.uk/site/112828/sanday-airon-steading
https://canmore.org.uk/site/112828/sanday-airon-steading
https://canmore.org.uk/site/112844/sanday-airon-sheepfold
https://canmore.org.uk/site/111890/sanday-yorstans-geo-jaw-crusher
https://canmore.org.uk/site/111890/sanday-yorstans-geo-jaw-crusher
https://canmore.org.uk/site/182146/sanday-roos-loch
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Earth Resistance Survey  
Instrument Geoscan RM15 with multiplexer 
Grid size 20x20m 
Sampling 1.0 x 0.5m 
Probe spacing 0.5m 
Array Parallel twin probes 

Table 1: The equipment and methodology used in the field. 

Approximately 0.35ha of magnetometer survey was carried out at Whale Point and 0.5ha at 
Rethie Taing. The magnetometer results are presented in greyscale plots of the raw data 
(Figure 2 for Whale Point, Figure 5 for Rethie Taing) and the processed data (Figure 3 for 
Whale Point, Figure 6 for Rethie Taing). The anomalies are presented in annotated 
interpretation diagrams (Figure 4 for Whale Point, Figure 7 for Rethie Taing). 

A small area of earth resistance survey was conducted at Rethie Taing. The results are 
presented in a greyscale plot of the minimally processed survey data (Figure 8) and a 
greyscale plot of the processed data (Figure 9). Anomalies referred to in the following text are 
presented in an annotated interpretation diagram (Figure 10). 

6 Fieldwork Results 
Anomaly numbers are highlighted in bold where first mentioned. Magnetometer anomalies 
are referred to by numbers and earth resistance anomalies by letters. 

6.1  Magnetometer Survey 

WHALE POINT  

The survey revealed a group of archaeological features scattered across the survey area. Two 
strong magnetic responses, Anomalies 1 and 2, each measuring approximately 2m in 
diameter, are visible in the centre of the Survey Area. Another feature, Anomaly 3, situated 
to the north of Anomaly 2 has a similar, but less pronounced response. These distinctive 
anomalies, with a positive response surrounded by a negative halo, represent the remains of 
kelp-pits, which are scattered across this portion of the headland. Similar features have been 
revealed during magnetic survey elsewhere in Orkney, for example at the Links of Noltland 
(OCGU 2010). Anomaly 1 corresponds with a slight mound noted during survey.  

These three features are surrounded by a cluster of weaker, oval positive features, Anomaly 
4. These features vary in size from 1.5m long and 1.2m wide to 3.1m long by 1.7m wide. The 
features forming this cluster may represent material by-products of the kelping process, such 
as dumps of waste material, areas where the soil has been heat-affected or the remains of 
more deeply buried kelp-pits. Excavation would be needed to determine their character. 

A faint linear feature, Anomaly 5, in the north portion of the survey area and situated among 
a group of positive features appears to correspond with the remains of a probable kelp dyke 
in this location (Plate 3). It measures c. 7m and is orientated north-northwest by south-
southeast. 

The area in which the possible tomb is situated is very magnetically quiet, apart from a few 
small positive anomalies, Anomaly 6. Without further archaeological investigation, it is difficult 
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to be certain whether these are archaeological in nature or whether they are related to kelping 
processes or any prehistoric activity. 

A portion of a negative halo, Anomaly 7, which is visible on the northern edge of the Survey 
Area may represent the signature of a further kelp-pit nearby. 

 
Plate 3: Remains of a possible kelp-drying wall at the north end of the survey area, which corresponds with 

Anomaly 5. © ORCA. 

RETHIE TAING 

Magnetometer survey was carried out across the mound at Rethie Taing and over an area to 
the east and southeast. It revealed a substantial sub-circular area of strong responses, 
Anomaly 1, corresponding with, and extending beyond the extent of the mound itself. The 
area measures c. 50m north-south by 29m transversely. The strength of these responses is 
suggestive of settlement activity across and beyond the mound. 

There are three main responses evident within Anomaly 1, which are set concentrically within 
each other. The first of these, Anomaly 2, is a band of negative response which defines the 
outermost edge of Anomaly 1 and runs for 50m north-south before curving westwards for 17m 
and extending beyond the edge of the survey area. The feature is fairly well-defined on its 
southeast and southern extent, where it measures 4m in width, but loses definition on its east 
and north sides. It is likely that this represents a stone wall or rampart defining the limits of the 
settlement. 

The second response is a curvilinear positive feature, Anomaly 3, which is visible within 
Anomaly 2 and runs for 40m north-south before curving westwards for a short distance. It is 



  12 
 

substantial in width, up to 7.5m wide. The strength of the anomaly suggests that this is a ditch, 
which has been filled with enhanced deposits, such as midden.  

A further band of negative response, Anomaly 4, is situated within Anomaly 3. It is visible for 
39m north-south and curves slightly westwards before reaching the limit of the Survey Area. 
The feature is substantial in width at its southern extent, measuring up to 9m across, while 
narrowing to 2.8m at its north end. The feature is likely to represent the remains of structural 
elements, such as walling or perhaps a rampart. 

A small area of strong responses, Anomaly 5, is visible within Anomaly 4. Although only a 
limited area is visible, measuring 28m north-south by 5m transversely, it likely represents an 
area of buildings and associated deposits within the interior of the settlement. 

Two linear negative responses, Anomaly 6, run across the southern stretch of the ditch 
(Anomaly 3), which may represent cross-walls within the ditch, as seen at the Broch of 
Gurness (Aikerness, Broch Of Gurness | Canmore). Similar features are visible in the 
magnetometer data from Loupandessness, Skaill (Skaill, Loupandessness | Canmore) (Brend 
et al 2020). 

Situated c. 40m to the east-southeast of Anomaly 1, is a further feature, Anomaly 7, which 
may be archaeological in nature. The feature is visible as an amorphous area of increased 
magnetic response, measuring approximately 30m north-south by 9m east-west, with several 
small discrete positive responses within it.  

An area of magnetic enhancement, Anomaly 8, is just visible on the northern edge of the 
Survey Area, immediately north of possible settlement, Anomaly 1. Although only a small 
portion of this enhancement is visible, it may relate to activity associated with Anomaly 1. 

A faint linear feature, Anomaly 9, is situated c.13m to the east of Anomaly 1. It measures 27m 
northeast-southeast, seeming to continue eastwards beyond the Survey Area, and up to 4m 
transversely. It is uncertain whether this feature is archaeological or natural, such as a 
paleochannel, but it may partly correspond with a mound noted here during survey. 

Despite being fairly clear on its south and southeast side, a slight ragged edge to Anomaly 2 
is suggestive of plough damage. Faint linear, Anomaly 10, trends running northwest-
southeast in this area are likely cultivation remains. Further trends, Anomaly 11, to the 
southeast of Anomaly 1 may represent further agricultural remains. 

6.2 Earth Resistance Survey 
A small area of earth resistance survey was carried out to investigate the mound at Rethie 
Taing and to investigate magnetic Anomaly 1. The results show a group of small amorphous 
areas of high resistance (Anomaly A), measuring from 2m in diameter to 5m long by 1m wide 
and 6m long by 5m wide. It is possible that these reflect underlying structures on the mound. 

The data, however, are dominated by a series of parallel linear trends (Anomaly B) running 
east-west through the eastern portion of the survey area. They measure between 7m and 
18m. Given the small area surveyed, interpretation is less clear, but it is likely that these 
features represent the remains of rig and furrow cultivation. 

https://canmore.org.uk/site/2201/aikerness-broch-of-gurness
https://canmore.org.uk/site/1678/skaill-loupandessness
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7 Discussion 

7.1 Whale Point 
At Whale Point, the magnetometer survey revealed a complex of features related to kelping 
activity, a prolific feature of the North Isles’ industrial past. At least three of the features 
(Anomalies 1-3) are certainly kelp-pits while some of the others (Anomaly 4) may represent 
more deeply buried kelp-pits or material by-products of the kelping process. The extant 
remnants of a probable kelp-drying wall are also visible in the survey area. The highly 
magnetic response of some of these features may mask other, more subtle traces of activity. 

While there is no visible magnetic signature from the mound thought to represent the tomb 
(see Figures 2, 3 & 4) this absence is only indicative of a lack of enhanced deposits and not a 
lack of archaeological remains. Geophysical survey of other tomb sites in Orkney, for example, 
Roeberry, Hoy, produced similarly ‘quiet’ results (Robertson 2007; Lee 2012). A small number 
of possible archaeological features (Anomaly 6) may represent elements of this site. 

The possible tomb at Whale Point is, however, similar to the remains of some Bronze Age 
barrows in Orkney, where the mound is demarcated by an external ring of stone or a ‘kerb’. 
Geophysical survey of barrows elsewhere in Orkney, for example at Linga Fiold, Sandwick 
(Downes & MacGregor 1995), has produced a range of responses, some of which are faint 
and ambiguous in nature, similar to Anomaly 6. Further archaeological investigation would be 
required to establish more of the nature of the Whale Point site. 

7.2 Rethie Taing 
The magnetometer survey at Rethie Taing revealed the likely presence of a substantial 
prehistoric settlement on and extending beyond the mound. In both their scale and form, the 
geophysical responses suggest that the presence of a prehistoric settlement, most as an Iron 
Age broch or substantial roundhouse, with concentric walls/ramparts and ditch elements. The 
results bear a strong resemblance to survey of other later prehistoric settlements elsewhere 
in Orkney, for example, Big Howe, Stenness (Brend et al 2020, 213, Figure 6.30). A glimpse 
of magnetic enhancement on the north edge of the survey area may reflect activities 
associated with this settlement. 

Other possible archaeological features were revealed in the magnetic data. These include a 
group of features surrounded by an area of increased magnetic response in the southeast 
area, Anomaly 7, and rig and furrow cultivation on the south-southeast edge of Anomaly 1. 

The earth resistance survey was limited to two grids in the northwest survey area, to target 
magnetometer Anomaly 1. While no indication of the settlement was visible, the survey did 
reveal an area of possible cultivation remains, which may be part of the same cultivation 
activity that has truncated the mound on its east side, which is visible in the gradiometer 
survey. 

8 Conclusions & Recommendations 
The geophysical survey at both Whale Point and Rethie Taing revealed a suite of 
archaeological features spanning the prehistoric to post-medieval periods. The results at 
Whale Point revealed a kelping site on the headland, while those at Rethie Taing showed a 
probable later prehistoric settlement, possibly a broch, and other features that may be 
archaeological in nature. 
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Although the magnetometer surveys did not establish the definitive location of the possible 
tombs, the results do not rule out the presence of Neolithic structures at either site. The lack 
of definitive features at Whale Point may suggest that any activities associated with the tomb 
left little geophysical trace or be so subtle that they are difficult to see amongst the kelping 
activity. It is possible that the possible tomb is a burial mound as it bears some physical 
resemblance to Bronze Age barrow monuments elsewhere in Orkney. At Rethie Taing, the 
overwhelming magnetic signature over the mound at Rethie Taing, likely that of a later 
prehistoric settlement, would mask the presence of any earlier, Neolithic activity.  

The earth resistance survey at Rethie Taing was small-scale and showed possible cultivation 
remains across the mound. The site would, however, benefit from a larger area of resistance 
survey to provide a wider perspective. 

9 Dissemination and Archiving 
Findings will be submitted to the national record via the OASIS system, and a short report for 
Discovery and Excavation Scotland will be generated. The results will also be shared in the 
project digital atlas online: Tombs of the Isles - Archaeology Orkney   

Information on the results of the report will be made public in digital form so as to be included 
in any further research into the archaeology, history and development of Orkney. 
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Figure 2. Raw magnetometer data
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Figure 3. Processed magnetometer data
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Figure 4. Magnetometer interpretation
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Figure 5. Raw magnetometer data
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Figure 6. Processed magnetometer data
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Figure 7. Magnetometer interpretation
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Figure 8. Raw resistance data
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Figure 9. Processed resistance data

Project Name:  Rethie Taing, Sanday

Project No: 842

Date: Dec\2022 Initials: AB/CB Rev. No. 1Contains Ordnance Survey data ©Crown Copyright and database right 2022

177

90

ohms

Foreshore

Field

Rethie Taing



Scale @A4

Figure 10. Resistance interpretation
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12 Appendix 1 

12.1 Metric Survey 
Metric survey was undertaken using a Leica GNSS system  

Data Processing 

Most data processing involves the manufacture’s software applicable to each instrument. 

12.2 Methodology 
Gradiometer Survey 
Data Collection 

Gradiometer survey was undertaken using a Bartington Grad601 gradiometer. The 
gradiometer comprises two fluxgate sensors mounted 1m apart on a vertical axis. Each sensor 
measures the earth’s magnetic field, in nano-Tesla (nT), and the instrument records the 
difference between the observed readings for each sensor. By measuring the magnetic field 
in this manner, the dependency of fluxgate sensors upon the angle between the sensor and 
the earth’s magnetic field and the variations due to large-scale geological variations and 
diurnal fluctuations are filtered out. By doing so the instrument is recording subtle changes or 
anomalies in the earth’s magnetic field caused by material in the top metre or so of the earth’s 
surface. 

Data were collected at 0.25m intervals along traverses 1m apart, in ‘zig-zag’ fashion i.e. the 
direction of the traverse alternating between adjacent traverses, within a series of 20m by 20m 
grids which were later merged together.  

Fieldwork 

Data were collected at 0.25m intervals along traverses 1m apart, in ‘zig-zag’ fashion i.e. the 
direction of the traverse alternating between adjacent traverses, within a series of 20m by 20m 
grids which were later merged together.  

Data processing 

The data were processed using Geoplot 4.0.  

‘Zero mean traverse’ corrections have been applied to all the data. This process sets the mean 
of each line to zero. These corrections remove discontinuities between adjacent grids and 
striping effects within grids caused by ‘zig-zag’ collection of data. 

De-stagger has been applied to the data to remove positional errors in the data caused by 
collecting data in a ‘zig-zag’ fashion.  This function shifts the data along even lines until it 
visually matches with the data in odd lines. 

The processed data has been interpolated twice in the Y direction to create a ‘square’ data 
set. This has the overall effect of smoothing the data. 

Data Display 

Greyscale images: Greyscale images display the data within a predefined range with all values 
below the minimum being white and all values over the maximum being black with gradual 
increments between these two extremes. 

 

Electric Resistance Survey 
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Data Collection 

The earth resistance survey was undertaken using an RM15, system manufactured by 
Geoscan Research. This device has up to 6 probes mounted on a fixed frame (mobile), 3 were 
used during this survey. Two additional (remote) probes are place in a fixed position. The 
console of the RM15 allowed automatic reading when the contact is made with the ground 
and the multiplexer MPX15 dispatch the current between probes configuration using a pair of 
electrodes. For each reading two probes are used to inject the current and the two others are 
used to measure the voltage. The measurement is then used to determine the apparent 
resistivity.  The data shown are the resistance values in ohms. 

Fieldwork 

Readings have been collected using the twin parallel configuration allowing the collection of 
two parallel traverses continuously. The use of this configuration involves positioning two fixed 
remote probes at a distance of 30 times the mobile electrode separation. This probe 
separation used during this survey being 50cm the remote probes have to be kept at least 
15m from the survey area. 

Data were collected with a probe spacing of 0.5m, at 1m interval along traverses 0.5m apart, 
in ‘zig-zag’ fashion. 

Data Processing 

The data were processed using Geoplot 4.0. 

Despiking is generally applied to the data to remove individual extreme value called “spikes”. 
Spikes are mainly due to poor contact with the ground during collection. 

The data have been interpolated in both X and Y directions, producing a smoother 
appearance. 

A high pass filter can be applied to the dataset to remove large variations in the dataset that 
are often the product of underlying geological factors in order to clarify anomalies of a 
potentially archaeological nature. 

 

 

 


	842 Geophysics Report Cover
	842_Sanday_Geophysics_Report_v1
	1 Introduction
	2 Site Location, Topography and Geology
	3 Archaeological Background
	3.1 The Neolithic Tombs
	3.2 Other Sites in the Vicinity of the Survey Areas

	4 Fieldwork Aims
	4.1 Site-Specific Objectives
	4.2 Research questions

	5 Fieldwork Methodology
	6 Fieldwork Results
	6.1  Magnetometer Survey
	Whale Point
	Rethie Taing

	6.2 Earth Resistance Survey

	7 Discussion
	7.1 Whale Point
	7.2 Rethie Taing

	8 Conclusions & Recommendations
	9 Dissemination and Archiving
	10 Acknowledgements
	11 Bibliography
	Figures
	11.1
	11.2

	12 Appendix 1
	12.1 Metric Survey
	12.2 Methodology


	Figure 1_Location_Map
	Figure 2_Mag_Raw
	Figure 3_Mag_Processed
	Figure 4_Mag_Interpretative
	Figure 5_Rethie Taing Mag_Raw
	Figure 6_Rethie Taing Mag Pro
	Figure 7_Rethie Taing Mag_Interpretative
	Figure 8_Rethie Taing Res Raw
	Figure 9_Rethie Taing Res processed
	Figure 10_Rethie Taing Res interp



