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The Tunsbergdalsbreen Project

The Tunbergdalsbreen Project began in
1954 when a pioneering group of young
people travelled to western Norway to
survey the remote Tunsberg glacier,

Want to join us in 20127

Love the outdoors? Want to be involved in some
scientific research? Want to have loads of fun
and visit one of the most spectacular places on

through a collaboration of Nottingham Methodology earth?
University and Brathay Exploration The expedition aim is to document annual variations of the lower
Group (BEG). The Tunsberg glacier is the  section of the Tunsberg glacier, looking at its snout position, e

longest glacial arm of the Josterdalen ice  velocity and volume.
cap, stretching 18km in length (shown in  ° Front (snout) position — the snout, or front position of the glacier,

Figure 1). The first expeditions surveyed is measured from set points in the proglacial area. This is done

: : : using laser binoculars which calculate the distance to the front of
this glacier for ten consecutive vyears; . ‘L'
the glacier ice.

Email : norway@brathayexploration.org.uk
Go to our website for more details
Ask us © or find us at the BEG stand
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Two further expeditions have been stones laid down in previous years are also located and the velocity :
: . . : maps of the glacier.
made to measure the modern day extent of the glacier and any spatial variations in velocity can be recorded. . ,
f the glaci d this with th *Volume — Using dGPS equipment transects are walked up and JineE el gein I seen s
of the glacler and compare 1S Wi e g .C] P _ P Figure 3/4/5: Panoramic photographs of the Tunsberg glacier in 1959, 2010 and 2011. some areas between 2010 and -
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Conclusion
BORSR BRE\IL SEL’\I == BRATHAY ":.“ == Newcastle S Between 2010 and 2011 a reduction in velocity and volume of the lower section of
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