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Summary

This report documents the fieldwork undertaken by CISMAS on the protected wreck site of HMS
Colossu the Isles of Scilly during the first week of September 2024. It includes the first steps in the
investigation of the newlgiscoveredeastern debris field of the wrecfollowing thegeophysical

survey of this earliein theyear. A number of small investigations of the site were undertaliad,

several exciting new discoveries maéally,a rapid audit of the siteand dive trailwas undertaken
which has posed some difficult questiomsncerninghe future management of the site.

Background

Fig 1

The location of the designated

wreck site HMEolossu# St

al NBEQa w2l RXZ Lat$s

Qx

Fig 2

Site planshowing the
exposed stern oHMS
Colossus

0 10 20 30m

The Ship

HMSColossusvas a 74gun warship built in 1787 and wrecked eleven years later on the Isles of

Scilly. She was the first warship to bear the name; five others were built over the years culminating in
an aircraft carrier launched in 1943.
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Colossusvas at Napleson 28 S LJi SY 6 SNJ ™ T thjrtAday Slavit2cglébeation was
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Loss

Colossuseached Scilly in December 1788charge of a convoy of merchant vessels. The ship was at
FYOK2NJ Ay {d al NEQa w2l Ra aKStGaSNAy3a FNBY | adz2N
onto shallow ground, losing her rudder and sustaining progressively worsening damage until she

foundered with only the poop and quarterdeck above water. All but one of the 595 souls aboard

were taken off safely in small boats. The ship soon turned onto its beam ends and began to break up,

a process hastened tHellowing month when the crew diMSFearlessvere employed?o NS I { A y 3 dzL
iKS gNBO1Q

Salvage

As well as two Navy transports full of stores and fittings recovered €otassu# January 1799, a

great deal was salvaged over the next few years. Guns, carriages and shot were raised by the intrepid
diver Ralph Tonkin of Penzance in August fhers found more guns in 1800 and 1802. The last
salvage we know about was undertaken by John Dean, who in 1833 recovered a number of guns and
three quarters of a ton of copper from the wreck.

Rediscovery

By the twentieth century all knowledge of where the wreclCallossusay was lost. The only clue

was the statement im number of newspaper accounts thatshe B NA FG SR 2y 42 | € SR13
called Southern Wells® ¢ KS f dzZNE 2F {ANJ 2 AT ALY | FYAfG2yQa f
adventurers to seek the wreck @folossusThe archaeologist John Dunbar hunted for it in the 1950s

as did several of the teams salvaging the wreck ofAtb®ociatiorin the 1960<; all were led astray

by those newspaper accounts. Then in 1974 a team led by Roland Morris found not only evidence of
GNBO1> odzii faz2z 208SNJonznnn FNFXrIYSyGa 2F { AN 2Af
1975. The British Musen backed tis excavation and the pieces of pot are now in London at the

British Museum. Morris also found 12 guns and numerous other artefacts, all of digtovered.

Some were housed in his Museum of Nautical Art in Penzance until thentemvere sold at auction

in 2001/2.

Morris published his site plan and was convinced he had found the wrec&lo$susscattered over

an area extending some 250m with the stern at the west (where he found rudder pintles) and her

bow to the east (where he had found evidence of the galley). However, the rudder had been beaten

off many hours before the ship foundered andtavidence for the galley areawdsa Y21 S o6t | O1 Sy
Y| Nb f STha gallep sio@dBolossusvould have been made of iron, and woydtbbablyhave

1 Horatio NelsopPocock1987p 176

2Vanguardreceived one 32, one 18 and onme-poundguns fromColossug Captains Log/anguard ADM51/1288
8 Salisbury & Winchester Journab July 1806 4

4The Lost Landlohn Dunbarl958 pp 32, 63
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sat on bricks. What Morrisadfound were fragments of burnt marbléaken from the ruins of a
Roman villa near Naples by Sir William.

Fig 3
Roman Villa San Marco, at Stabiaet (
century BCE) near Naples

Caldarium (the hot room of a Roman bath:
with a marble faced bath and now missin
bronze waterheater (large circular hole)

¢KS &aA0GS 3IdARS al e
several items taken by Sir William Hamiltc
that were lost in 1798 when the shif
Colossu® NNBEAY 3 (GKSY F2dzy RSNBRQ

Morris finished removing the wreckage in 1983 and the site wadad#gnated in 1984. What Morris
had never found were any substantial pieces of the hull itself.

And then therewasy 2 NJSS X | f 20 Y2 NJS

In 2001 a large area of hull timber was discovered more than half a kilometre to the east of the
Morris site. It became evident that this represented the port side of the ship from the mainmast to
the sterng essentially the back half of the ship. The tendof the hull were in remarkable condition
and some of the guns were still in place. A large piece of decorated timber from the quarter gallery
was raised, conserved and is now on display on the island of Tresco.

Changing perceptions

What is interesting is how the perception of the wreck site changed after 2001. It was now thought
that as the new site was clearly the stern, then the Morris site must have been the bows. It was still
assumed that the ship had originally foundered on kherris site to the west of the stern. The stern
section was thought to have drifted east some 500m, shedding material along a debris trail as it went
¢ but did it?

CISMAS undertook a lottefynded survey of th&€olossuslebris field in 2004/5. The aim was to

map the debris from the wreck and determine its extent. A magnetometer survey of the area
between the two sites had been produced by the ADU. This was extended by CISMAS and the most
promising targets were all divezhd recorded. The survey did not extend far to the east of the stern
site. It indicated a trail of material between the two sites, but also found debris to the stngk to

5Villa San Marco, Stabiae, Bay of Naples an Archaeological,Bigigpie 2009 (t49:WBaths whose caldarium was heated by a bronze
water-tank spirited away by Sir William Hamilton and lost in the wrecking of HMS Colossus{ofdthd t A Sa Ay MT by Q
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the stern site. This was the genesis of growing doubts: at which of the two sites had the ship
foundered?

Extensive diver searches undertaken to fuaithof the stern site in 2017 revealed a wealth of ship
fittings whose location was puzzling. A theory tRatiossudad originally foundered some 30 metres
to the south-east of the stern site was proposedut although this theory explained numerous
anomalies, it could not be proven.

¢tKS (SadAayz2ye 2F W2KyYy 5SlIyQa ¢gSA3IK
Two substantial lead weights were located in 204[though heir importance was not at first

realisedthey were e/entually recognised as exactly the type of weights John Dean used in his early

diving equipment. What caused him to jettison or lose his weights is not recorded, but they remained

as testimony to exactly which site he had been diving on when he recoireredannon and copper
AKSFOKAY3I Ay My ow2dKyL (& SA ANIOKESER2 NERNR | iykR- dj dt 01t & F2
This would only have been possible because, as it was then only 35 yeaithsishigpwas lost,

there were still plenty of islanders who remembered where the wreck was. This demonstrates that

the stern, where John Dean lost his weights, was whereCthlessusriginally foundered and that

0KS Wo2¢g arAidsSQ Aa Ay FILOG 2yfeée LINI 2F GKS RSONXA

Fg 7
Rightq the Dean helmet and dress as illustrated in 18Mte the weight
suspended from the helmet by two ropes. Abayene of the lead weights
(C10.15) recovered from near the stern@dlossus

Why does this matter?

This has changed the centre of gravity for the site. Previously we thought of the old Morris site as

where the ship had foundered, and thus the origin of all the wreck material. The debris field which

exists to the west of the stern site was thoughttoBav I f £ 6 SSy WiN} @Sttt Ay3aQ St
Now we know thaColossu¥ 2 dzy RSNBR |4 (GKS WwWaiSNYy airiasSQ yR GK
small parts of the wreck which had broken off and been carried west by the tide from where the ship

6 HMS Colossus Debris Field Sur2695. Download at www.cismas.org.uk
"HMSColossa The Wrecking Project 2017. Download at www.cismas.org.uk
8 The Infernal DiveBevan, 2010 p 90
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was lost. This explains why he found no large structural pieces. But while the tidal flow is westwards
on the ebb, on the flood tide it is towards the east. So how much wreckage went east?

Q SR

Colossus Stern

ossus Bows

c .
e

—
0

FHg 8
Map showing the main tidal flows over the site

The Historic Evidence

Shortly after the wreck ofolossusan anxious Sir William made enquiries as to whether any of his

ancient Greek pottery could be salvaged. The following extract is from a letter written in November

MT hPpPE FNRY al 22N . 26Sy 002YYIYRSNI 2F GKS { G NI/t
The Colossus being, as is generally thought here, in a very weak state, broke up uncommonly soon after
AOGNR LAY 2y GKS NROla&® ¢KS 1LIS2LX S 2F {d al NIAYyQa
among the rest those described to themas SitW.YA f 12y Qad ¢ KSe& | daSNI GKIFG=Z
adzNNI} 8Qa FyR Y& SINySad AyedzyyOtArzyaszr (GKSe& dzaSR (K
sea running very high and the wind blowing a storm, they found it impossible to lift the paekaighs
were very large into their boats. They then tried to disengage the contents. Unfortunately, in this also
GKSe FIFrAfSR® ¢KSANJ a2fSYy RSOfFINIGAZ2Y (2 YS A&z A
canvass cases, several large piecesof mdstdzéi A Fdzf t @ LI Ay ISR Oft2YSQ 6iGKS vy
KSNBOT Wodzi GKIFGZ 2y GKSANI GNBAYy3 (G2 fATG GKSYZ 4
used in joining them, a single piece could not be taken into the boat, each giving way in thisifikan
$Si R2dzAKQ

al22N) . 2¢Sy 32Sa 2y G2 aleée 0(GKIFaG Fy20KSNJ ONI S Kl

least ten of the pots had been recovered whole and purchased from the islanders on behalf of Sir

William. There were eight crates of pottery abo&@dlossusFrom the vessel count made by the BM

of the pottery recovered by Morris, it seems that at least three of the crates went west and lodged in

a gulley where Morris found and recovered them. Several more crates, apart from the one washed

dzLJ I i { dvenadadildnd wefe &eEn at Crow Sound. This all demonstrates ti@dlassus

broke up, wreckage went west on the ebb tide, where Morris later recovered much of it. But some

went east on the flood tidehow much waits to be found?
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The 2024 Fieldwork

Old Pots and the Morris Men

We havecontinued our search for the exact spot where Roland Morris recov@®€aD0 sherds of

ancient Greek pottery. This year we dived again in the area where his site plan shows he excavated.

The topography accords very well with the depths showma ¢h NJglAndasd the descriptions of the
surrounding features ifBlimtMacdonnelQd RA @S f 2 3 &have & Sedouddl tioSrefacts A a
on the seabed, but there is stillmore ground to be searchedVe will be back.

Safeguarding thereburial Trials

In 2012 CISMAS undertook a small excavattdhe stern of the wreckThe majority of the artefacts
recovered are now in the Isles of Scilly Museursinallrepresentative sample asused in dong-

term reburial trial on the site. These objects were placed into two separate repositories buried in the
seabed close to the wreck. The contents of one repository were retrieved after 10rgbarsal in
2022.The otherrepositoryis dueto be retrievedafter 25 yearof burial, in 2037°

C KEY )
[ Fromes [ Lapboard
[] Outer hull plonks @ vron

2] inner hull planks [ Copper
D Knees D Leod
[5] Deck plonks [ Guns

Dbocll beams

Fig9
Plan showing the location of the two reburrepositoriesA and B, to the south of the exposed wreckage

9 SeeColossus Reburial Trial Retrieval 2(Q228401)
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When thelO-yearfinds were reérievedin 2022 it wasioticeablethat the tops of the plastic reburial
crates were visible on the seabediue to falling sediment levels on the site. Armporary
measure extrasandbags were placed over tB&-yearrepository tohelp protect it.

Fig10

Schematic section showing one
of the reburialcratesburied
beneath the seabed and covered
with sandbags

The first task CISMAS undertook in 2024 was to plaa®-anetre square ofgeotextile Terram

4000 over the25-yearrepository to protect it from falling sediment levelthe Terram was held in
placeby sandbagsplaced in a continuous line around the edgé the Terramt® This method has

been used elsewhere on the site and has proved very effective at protecting elements of the wreck
from falling sediment levels. Previoudliye Terram and sandbagmve beemuickly colonised by
seaweed and a layer of sangdickly accumulatesver thegeotextile

Fig 11
The Terram covering over the 3®ar repository shortly after installation Beptember 2024The Terram is 2 metres
square (scale = 0.5m)

10 Thanks to Dave Parham for suppling the Terram 48D0ther materialswere financedby CISMAS
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A Little Something for 2037
Ad Yl ff Wi wasSlepasltedddndhe Sebemder the Terram makach member of the

team contribuing an item. Theewere sealed into aelfsealing polythendag which was placed
underthe Terram

7 - Jewr pauvay  Oseoirevl 289Uy
v DANE Y IPLSE o S 1SS ises of Scily

Fll tome siaress Gy MEA DpanDlea it Travgl

W A0k, ELY, cBo Tul =

www.islesofscilly-travel.co.uk

SUB-AQUA ASSOCIATION
Membership Card

Fig 12

The CISMAS time capsule contains two coins, @peach of
Charles 1l & Elizebeth I8 waterproofpencil, golf ball, Isles of
ScillySteamshiguggage tag, diver qualification card and dive

computer
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Any Old Iron?

One of the least understood elements of the wreclColossuss the numerous pieces of heavily
concreted iron lying over the surviving timber. Some of the iron is easy to identify, such as ring bolts,
clench bolts and similar fastenings. But most has defied identification, one notable example being a
large, solid piee of iron lying on the seabed close@an 1. It appears on the site plan but has not

been examined in detail as it fmaever been properly deveeded (a timeconsuming process). One

of our tasks this year was identify this particular piece of iron andd function by clearing the
marinegrowth. We little imagined just hovinformativethis would be.

> ST

0 10 20 30m

Figl3
The position of the mystery iron object (shown hatched in bold on the inset) close to G1, theaststyof the
five upstanding 1$ound guns

The mobile kelp was first removed fromarouddzy M FyR GKSy (GKS FTAYyS wWaSl g
detached from the surface of the iron. It became immediately apparent that this object closely

resembled the broken and twisted shank of an argl@wvn anchor with the arms and crown broken

2FFTo /2488 SEFYAYL(GA2Yy NBGSIt SR WTFAngMRiE Q & 3G NI YR
madeof wrought iron.

The ironconsists o bar 2.35 metres long, square sectioned at its southern end §01%/7m) and

roughly circular in section for the rest of the bar (0.1Anaverage). It is slightly bent and appears to

be twistedas well. This is a substantial piece of iron and considerable force would have been needed
to bend it. Weinitially speculated that the anchor had become fast on the seabed and the shank was
bent and broken when attemptingecovery of the anchor.

ProjectReport HMSColossu2024




Figl4

The iron anchor shank found adjacent@an 1 after removal of marine growth. The position of the anchor ring hole
can just be made out in the lower photograptvhere itshows as a slight indentation in the iron concretiomicated
by the yellow arrowThe black arrow indicates a different textured area on#guareihichmaybe where the nut

was originally attache@he nut located the stock on the squar&cale = 0.5m
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Figl5

5A8SNE NBY2@Ay3d WaolOlITF¥aQ | yF
weed from the concreted iron

around gun 1. The iron bars

visible in the foreground are the

remains of the iron bolts which

fastened the wooden gun

carriage, still attached to gun 1

The anchor shank appears to confornthe typical Admiralty angkerown type of the late 18

century, so is of the right period and type to be part of the ground tacklecamd ColossusBut the

dimensions are far too smdbtir it to be one of thed K Abbdg@&anchors. 74un ships at this time

usually carried six anchofeur Y Ay 062 6 SNJ I y OK 2 NH'a étream afrboi (X7cwh,y T4 ¢ ¢
MHTG cé€0 YR I 1{SR3IS | yOK2 NI oRacddsellgithihe c ¢ 0 ® ¢ KS
published dimensions of a stream anchor for agth ship such aSolossus® Thebower anchors

were kept at the bow ready to be dropped and were used for mooring the gtepstream and

kedge anchors were used for manoeuvring in confined waters and were often deployed remotely

FNRY 2yS 27F HBuKy istKekelalOrakestearhainchob onboard at all?

Onsite, we speculatd that the anchor had broken on recovery from the seabed after becoming
stuck. However, a search of the documentary evidence revealed an entry from the logbook of the
Master, David Wallagérom 12" February 1797 which records a collision with HMSloderon the

eve of the battle of Cape St Vincent:

Wi G GKS 3pad tfié Qulloded, ward, tBe Orion hove in stays. Put our helm
up to pass to leeward dfie Orion. Hail the Culloden to keep her wind she came
aboard of us whicbroke the Shank of the Stream anchg@rarried away fore top
gallant mast and stove in some of the upper works abreast the 5 gun on the main
RSG Qo

The stream anchor was usually stowed lashed to the outside of the sheet or spare bowersanchor

which were carried just to the rear of the tWBNB | R &ow@raancBEofs (Thus, the stream anchor

would probably have been the first thi@ullodeny | RS O2y G4l OO ¢AGK RgzhNAy3I (K
onthemaindedlR ¢l & 2y GKS L2 NI &ARS$the dguisvéidnurmbarédi o O 7
starting at the boweven numbers on the starboard, odd numbers on the port.

UColossug Yt @ KFR o 026SNJ I yOK2NE ¢KSy &KSvangugrdnNegles 2y S KIR 0SSy 3IA@SYy
12The small is the section of the shank next to the squéthe anchorat thering / stock end of the shank

13 Arming & Fitting of English Ships of \MBrian Lavery]987p 32

“al a0 SNRAa [ 2 TADMASR 28082 f 2 a4 & dza
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Colossusdad not been back in home waters since this collision. It seems prglibbtefore, that

this mystery piece of iron, now thought to be the broken shank from the stream anchor, was the
same one broken in that collision wi@ulloderat the battle of Cape St Vincertie other half of tls
anchormay liesomewhere amongst the corroding iron scattered around the, siteon the seabed
off Cape St VincenThe broken anchor pafor parts)wasprobably stored in thatft hold for
transport back to England, and fell from there to its current location wbdessusvas onher beam
ends and breaking up.

Muchadohas been made by various authors of the fact tBatossutad given one of her anchors
away tob S f & 2 yV@arguaiK Waples and was therefore short an anchor when she was wrecked.
It now seems likely thaColossusnayhave been shomot one buttwo of her six anchors when she
foundered in 1798.

E Fig16
— Square
Nut—op [ a Sketch of a typical ¥8century angle
crown anchor. The part corresponding
Small— to the iron adjacent taGun 1 is shown
shaded the missing parts are shown
with dashedinesand unshaded
Trend ———p
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The EmptyGunPort

The row of upper gueck ports was one of the first thingscordedon the wreck in late 2001 and
early 2002. At thatime, we were faced with oveB50square metres of seabed to draw and next to
no resources to achieve thjaot even a planning frameThe early planningas undertaken at a
scale of 1:2@ which limits the amount of detaihat can be shownbut enables 46 square metres to
be drawn per hourln later years we drewhe site planat a scale of 1:1,@vhich allows much more
detail to be recoded ¢ but it takes about four times longdo cover the same area

We had been aware for some time that the empty upper-gieck portno longerlooked as ihad
when drawnbackin 2001.Therefore,one of our tasks for this year was to produce a measured
sketch and profile ait, to determine what had changed in the intervening 20 years. It was also a
good opportunity for team members to brush up on their recording skillich hal been sadly
underemployed of late.

B

Fig17
Detail from theColossusite plan showing the empty gunpditentre). The blank space to the left of the gun port is
where the timber was covered by sediment in 2001/2
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Fig18

Sketch plan of the empty uppeleck gunport made in September 20@drawn by Nick Sodergren.
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Fig19

An eastwest profile sketch
of the gunport drawn in
September 2024 by Jezz
Davies
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Referring tafigs17, 18 and20it is clear that a great deal of timber shown on the 2001 plan no longer
exists. Much of the inner hull planking has now geegposing thegun port linte| sill beams and
manymore of thehull frame timbers The inner hull planking was constructed of substasti@kes

of around12inches wideby 3 inches thickwhich werein nearperfect condition when first seen in
2001 it has only takera little over twenty years for these to largely disappear from around the
gunport Similarly the deck plankingf the upper gun deck shown in figy is, sadly no longer with

us.

It is nowalsopossible to see damage to the gport lintel (the timber along the south side of the

port), in the form of amissingcentral curved section. This was probably caused by the upper part of
the gun muzzle striking the lintel on recailichcould be particularly violent when the gun was

hot). To reduce this type of damageval guns have flared muzzles while garrison guns often have a
ring at the muzzle. There is a similar piece missing from one end of the gun pért sill.

The sediment level recoliddicatesthat the seabedevels around the wreck have continued to fall
inevitably exposing more timber. But it is now clear that significant parts of the hull timbers have
decayed and no longer exisinfortunately, ar site plan is now a record of what existed when it was
drawn, not whatis there today

Fig20

The gunportpartially deweeded in September 2024. It is clear how decayed the remaining inner hull planking
is now (not long for this worlgdand the frame timbers are showing evidence of gribble and teredo attahis

is a good underwater photographbut note how much more information is contained on tthi&wingsabove
(figs17 and 18§, the ideal situation is to have botHNorth is up and the scale = 0.5m long

5The horizontal? F NI YSQ (A Y 0 Paitwasoatedife lidtedyhile Thalizyt the bottom was called the sill
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Planshowing the location of the debris field wreckage found in 2005, revisited in 2024(CMhd3he possible
site where Roland Morris recovered the ancient Greek pottery (MP18 blue rectangle shows the current
designated arearound the wreck

For many years we have been intending to revisit an area of wreckage discavénedvestern

debris fieldduringthe CISMAS Debris Field Survey in 20052005 a number of pieces of timber

and iron concretions were seen and their position record#@. had speculated that this might be

the area discovered by Tod Stevens in 1999 and described by Richard Larn at the 2002 International
Shipwreck conference in PlymouthHe said it was a vast area of timber decking in pristine

condition.We have been told that this no longer exists, and that some of it was used to make garden
FANYAGAzZNE 2y {0 al NEQA D ¢ K QbEerygdrlyaskelcl piag made/in Sy A Y |
2001 by Terry Hiron of the newly discovered stern site showing a westward pointing arrow and the

(i S BaproX110m to end of visible timidWhateverWisible timbefwas it forms an intriguing

prospect.

16 SeeHMS Colossus Debris Field Sur2e@6
17 A dive apparently where TS showed an area of Timber to Richard Larn, David McBride and other sometime in 1999
B2 KSy Fa1SR o62dz2i GKA&a Ay HnanHo ¢SNNE | ANRY NBLXASR WL KIF@S y2 ARSI
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Plank 2
Bolt

Plank 1

Sheathing ]X[
Timber Block o A Shot Line

0 1 2 3m
Fig22
Schematic sketch of the items located in the search of the wrecke®2@24 Positions were recorded as a distance and
bearing back to the shot line. Grey = timber, green = copper and blue = iron

This year we made the decisitmrevisit the remains wéadfound in 2005The search did not get
far ¢ almost as soon as we reached eabedwe started finding wreckage substantial timber
singlepulley block (0.3%0.25x 0.15m) which lay close to a folded sheetopper sheathing, only
partly exposed but confirmed by metal detector to be o¥€2m long.The sheathing had a row of
regularly spaced nalioles along the uppermost (exposed) edge.

Fig23
The pulley block
Scale = 0.2m

| : )
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Fig24
The folded copper sheathing
Scale =0.2m

Fig25
The iron bolt
Scale = 0.2m

Fig26
Plank 2
Scale =0.2m
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Fig27
Plank 1 and timber
Scale = 0.2m

Not far from these there was piece of planking (2.8%0.20x 0.075m)whichshowed signs of attéc

by wood boring organismd hislay over another piece of timber, thicker than the planking so
possibly structural (frame or deck beam timber 1xiM25x 0.11m). Closeto this wasa second

section of planking (2.300.20m) and fnally,a substantial iron bolt (1.600.082 m). Only a very

small area was searched and it seemed that everywhere we looked there was wreckage. This area
shouldbe recordedproperlyandits true extent determinedAs all the timber observed was showing
evidence of attack by wood boring organisrttss needs to happen fairly soon

It now seemgossiblethat this was not the area found by Mr Steveasthe position he recorded on
his sketch plaf 2003is over 80m from thdocation of this wreckag® That position should also be
investigated to determinevhetherany wreckage remains on that sitEhere is certainly morevork

to be done in thigart of the debris field

The Eastern DebriField

As outlined in the background sectiabove oncewe krew that Colossusvas wrecked where the
Wa i SNy Q oawRaidettiatanehsted debris fielavasalsolikely toexist. The first stage in
investigating this was a geophysical survey of the &wahe north-east ofColossus

Geophysical Survey

A geophysical survey was undertaken betweer2Z0 of April 2024 by a team of six peopleluding
charter boat skipperThe aim was to locate the hypothetical eastern debris field from the wrecking
of ColossusThe survey was funded by Historic Englénd further details se Catching the Drift
available at cismas.org.uk

19He gave a slightly different position to Wessex Archaeaotaghichis 130m awayrom our timber. The differencesa single digit in the
northing, so possibly a transcription error.
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Analysis of the geophysical data has produced a list of potential targets / anomalies to be
investigated. So far 230 magnetic anomalies have been identified as well as 102 sidescan sonar
targets. We allocatetialf ouravailable project time this year to investigagithese anomaliesThis
amounted tothree dayof divinggeophysics target&vhich would have allowed 12 targets to be
searched and recordegdlput this was reduced to two dayshen a dayf divingwas lostdueto bad
weather?® We managed to diveevenof the targets irthe two days

Hunting forTreasure

SAMSON

. Colossus

3

CML&S*

AB

MP1

0 500 1000 m

St MARY'S

Fig28

tfly aK2gAy3a GKS t20F0GA2y 2F GKS aS@gSy (I NB)SThagreanS+ NOKSR Ay

rectangle is the geophysics area &8eeCatching the Drifat www.cismas.org.uk

The difficulty was choosing which targets to dive from literally hundreds of creosmmalies One
consideration was that targets wegeelectedin pairs preferably less than 200m apart. This allowed
them to be dived simultaneously by two dive teams witigh remainedin sight of the dive boat
allowing more targets per day to be investigatddvestigating these targets will be a letegm
project.

20 A week of diving in Scilly on the available charter boats consistsddys diving, two dives per day per divere almost always lose at
least one day per week to bad weathas accommodatioand transport to and fronthe islandshas to be prebooked,this lost time
cannot easily be regained

HMSColossug024 Project Report




T3

Sidescan target = MJ_38

Magnetic Target = none

Not an outstanding target but its proximity to the Colossus stern site (33m south of Gun 9) allowed
investigation while we were moored at the stern site (just south of Colossus 28)fig

H: 0.17m, W: 0.72m, L: 3.46m| .
(i s ~|  Fig29

260164134 E, 553 874N, H: 0.
-7 z '..?f"’?‘-of 2

£

Left: sidescan target MJ_38, described as linear
features. There were no detected magnetic
anomalies near this target

Below:what was found on the seabed at that
locationg a timber pulley block with iron
concretions

What was found at the location specified wakage pulley block with attached iron concretion
0.60 x 0.35 x 0.13m. It seems unlikely that this block would have caused the linear features observed
on the sidescan imageriut nothing else was visible at that location.
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T8
Sidescan target MJ_35, MJ36 & MJ_37
Magnetic target = AB248, 6nT, (estimated as 5B50kg of iron)

W: 1.18m, L: 2.50
EETSED,

Fig31
AB224 3 time seriegraphof magnetic

Fig30 target (estimated as 5@50kg of iron)

aWgop WKIFENR GFNBSG gAGK a

This target was searched foradiusof 20m around the sidescan target position. Two anomalies
were locatedafragment from a large iron anchor and a small raised mound of eel@raSm high
and 3m in diameterThe mound of elgrass is th@nly possible cause of thabject shown on the
sidescan imagéig XX ¢ the rest of the area searched was flat, featurelsaad. Thesmall mound
was found 16mo the west ofthe shot line We also foungbart of a largebrokeniron anchor partly
buried in the sand some 8m to the west of the shot [ffig 32). This consisted of the broken off end
of one armwith the palm partly buried in the san@he arm of the anchds 0.22msquarein section
at the point it has brokerand the palm is 0.6m at its waedt point Not enough of the anchowas
exposed to determine its agebut it is possiblyl8-20" century. This area has been used as an
anchorage for centuriegnd anchors are a fairly common find.

Fig32
Left:the shallow mound covered in eelgrass. Ritfe: broken arm of an iron anchor with part of the palm visitte
bill of the anchor was not exposed. Scale = 0.2m

HMSColossug024 Project Report




T9
Sidescan target = MJ4,3Scatter of small objects plus linear feature
Magnetic target = AB3_1, AB22/1 4 & AB22/2 (&stimated a00-900kgof iron)

Fig33

Plan showing the three magnetic
anomalies clustered around the sidescan
target MJ_34 (AB23_1 is 1nom MJ_34
AB22/1_4is 16m and AB22/2_1is 21m
(15m run line spacing)

1439 N, H: 0.57m, W: 1.34m, L: 3.92m|

G 22

Left: sidescan target MJ_34 scatter of small hard objects plus linear feature. Right: time series graph of magnetic
animallyAB23_1 a8 nT negative spike

The area around this target was searched to a diameter of 40m. A numbesad of exposed rock

were found, all with tabular fissures so that the rock had a superficial resemblance to a laid

pavement. No doubt natural formations like this are what gives rise to the persistent rumours of a
pavedr@R dzy RSNB I GSNJ 60S6SSy (KS @ AsfroirghfoBject8 Were{ (G a I NEB C
observedthe origin of the three magnetic anomalies remssgmystery.
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Fig35
Two examples of the exposed tabular rock encountered in this search. These are thought to be natural
formations The scale is 0.2m long

T14
Sidescan target = MJ_Sluster of small features and bould&s
Magnetic target = AB8_1, 105nT dipolesbtimated1-6 tonne of iron)

260958.399 E, 553¢ 512 N, H: 0.17m, W: 3.82m, L: 11.20n
£

AB38 1

|

Fig36
[ SFOdY &aARSa0Oly AYIF3S 27 & Soud&siRgRttinelsetiEsSyiaph $fOf
magneticanomalyAB_38_1, a 105nT dipole

One of the reasons for selecting this target e magnitude of thenagnetic anomalyhut sadlyin
this casdt was probably caused by a disused, brokstael armoured electricity cable partly buried
on the seabed (fi§7). Several fragments of 180" century pottery were also seen (normal for this
area as it has long been used as an anchorage).
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Fig37
Left:the broken armoured cable found partially buried on the seabed. Rigidil of the end of the cable

T16

Sidescantarget=Md T Wf 221 & dzydzadzr f odzi LINRPOlFo6fé& 3IAS2f2380Q
Magnetic target -AB33_2 5nT spike (estimated 1:B00kg of ironBm from SSS pos

261050.176 E, 55 - B.iO’S’N,'H: 0.55m V\_I, 10.03m, L: 13.15
: - >

T

Fig38
Left: sidescan imagshowingWnusual featur@Righttime series graph showing 5nT negative spike

The shot line was within a small pilelfulders, which \asabout 10m in diameter. This was

surrounded by a sandy, gently undulating seabed covered with eelgrass. The stone pile was probably
what was picked up by the sidescan but nothives seerto account for the magnetic targethe

cover photograph shows ihisearch in progress over the eelgrass beds.
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T30

Sidescan target NS_AB28_®mall hardargetsg A i K

aKIFR26Q

Magnetic target = AB_3, 10nT spike (estimated 2Q000kg of iron)

Fig39

Left: NS_AB28_3 small hard targets with shadow. Riighe series graph of magnetic anomaly AB9_3

In a searclover sandy seabed for a diameter of 60m, the only thing seen was an isolated rock about
0.5m square standing 0.35m above the seabed (sadlpnotographed). No iron objects were seen.

T31
Sidescan target = NS_AB2 <2m> MJ_43
Magnetic target -No magnetic anomaly

Fig40

v

2 h A2 L
s 7, o
//;9:’{/ A2

>

Left: sidescan target chosen by Nick Sodergren, linear hard target with shadow
Right:the same objecthosenby Mark Jamegposition differs by only 2m)

This sidescan target looked just like a gun lying on the sedl¢dhere wasno magnetic anomaly in
the vicinity. Diving the positiorevealednothing at all noteworthy on the seabed despite searching a
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