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1. Introduction
Site:  Moistown
Location:  Part of Pattiland Farm
Parish:  Broadwoodkelly
County:  Devon
NGR:  SS6276 0562

2016 was the ninth season of the project and the fourth season of excavation at Moistown.  Like the
previous year, we started with one week in May, a weekend in July for the Step Back In Time Festival,
which is part of the CBA’s Festival of British Archaeology, followed by two weeks at the end of August/
beginning of September.  

Over  the  years  that  ACE  has  been  working  at
Moistown,  it  became  apparent  that  more
accommodation  was needed for the diggers, tools,
finds and the office.  So with a donation from the
Winkleigh  Book  committee  allied  with  the
generosity  of  ACE  members,  two  large  canvas
tents were purchased.    

The weather during the time of our excavations in
2016 was  much better  than  any of  the  previous
years, this coupled with our team of enthusiastic
diggers, meant we were able to get a tremendous
amount of work done.  A total of 32 square metres
were opened up which nearly doubled the size of
the excavation.

After  the  backfill  and  horticultural  barrier  was  removed,  all  excavation  was  carried  out  using  only
trowels, with the exception of an area of compacted demolished cob, where a short handled Dutch hoe
was used to loosen the cob initially.  All of the finds recovered were three dimensionally recorded.
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Figure 1:  One of the new tents.



2. Excavation

The  2015  season  had  started  to
reveal at least two domestic areas
within  the  building  but
tantalisingly  left  many  questions
unanswered.   The  two  most
interesting of these questions are,
could  the  small  area  of  fire
damaged  cobbles  [305]  found  in
Trench 3 be part of a hearth and
the anomaly (310) in the cobbles
in  Trench  3a  be  associated  with
this;  and,  was  there  any  kind  of
access between the area of internal
cobbles [211] found in Trench 2,
to  the fine cobbled [303] area in
Trench 3 and 3a?
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Figure 2:  The trench plan at the end of the 2015 season.

Trench 2, with extension

Trench 3a

Trench 3



In May 2016, the baulk between trenches 2, 3 and 3a
was  removed;  just  excavating  these  few  metres  did
indeed  provide  the  answers  to  some  of  the  questions
posed  during  the  previous  year.   Underlying  the
demolition  material  was  a  hearth  and  the  anomaly  in
Trench 3a proved to be a chimney side (see figure 34,
end of the 2016 season trench plan, page 19).  Adjacent
to this there is a stepped doorway between the cobbled
areas in Trench 2 [211] and Trench 3 [303], although the
full  extent  of  this  access  between  the  two  cobbled
surfaces was not established until later in the year.

The Hearth

The hearth [305], discovered under the baulk was
cleaned off  (see figure 3),  recorded and then the
burnt  area  in  the  centre  was  half  sectioned  (see
figure 8).  After more recording, it was then fully
excavated, allied with the robbed out chimney back
[wall 302].

The hearth  was  originally  constructed  of  granite,
covering  about  two  thirds  of  the  area,  the
remaining third being of  fine cobbles.   This  is  a
very  unusual  design  and  was  either  built  for  a
specific  function,  or  maybe  these  were  the  only
materials available at the time.  The granite could
have been just a single slab but it is very difficult to
be sure,  as a large part  of it  had been burnt out,
leaving  a  residue  so  degraded  all  that  remained
were soft powdery red lumps akin to sand!  

There must have been a great deal of heat produced
because the burnt granite extends right to the back
of the hearth (see figures 5 & 6).  The burnt out area
was  repaired  using  local  stone  (which  tends  to
explode when heated quickly!), some attempt was
made  to  match  the  size  and  shape  of  the  fine
cobbles.

The slot [307] between the fine cobbled floor [303]
and those in the hearth probably contained granite,
which was robbed out during the demolition in the
early 19th Century.  The remaining granite, like the
rest  left  in  situ  on  the  site,  was  in  very  poor
condition and therefore not worth taking. 

The  original  fine  cobbles  in  the  hearth,  although
fire damaged, are similar to those in the floor next
to it,  so the hearth and the floor could have been
laid at the same time; the bedding material (312), a distinct yellowish clay, is the same throughout this
room, thus supporting this idea.  
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Figure 3:  The hearth, found under the baulk..  Scale poles; 
50 and 25 centimetres

Figure 4:  The burnt out centre of the hearth excavated.   
Scale poles; 50 and 25 centimetres



The fine cobbles are unlike any found on the site
so far; all of which, with the exception of a few
pieces of granite, have been sourced locally.  Very
little (if any) of the stone used for the fine cobbles
has been sourced locally, it varies tremendously in
colour and texture, some containing small fossils,
some almost like marble.  Cobbles are notoriously
difficult to date, however fine cobbles like these
were  fashionable  with  the  wealthy  in  the  17th

Century  and  a  potsherd  found  in  the  bedding
material  of  the  hearth  has  been  dated  as  being
15th/16th Century, which would support this date.
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Figure 5:  The robbed out chimney reveals the back of the 
hearth.  Scale pole; 2 metres.

Figure 7:  The hearth, the green line shows the 
position of the section

Figure 6:  Detailed drawing of the back of the hearth

Figure 8:  Section of the hearth.



The stepped doorway

The stepped doorway [313] is approximately 1.5
metres wide and allows access from the cobbled
passageway [211] in Trench 2, to the fine cobbled
area [303] with the hearth [305] in Trench 3.  The
width of this aperture would make a single door
rather  large  and cumbersome,  so it  is  probable
that there would have been double doors in this
space.  The argument for there being a door of
any kind is the evidence of what looks like a post
pad  for  a  door  frame  on  the  south-east  side,
within the cobbles [303].  On the north-west side,
which  is  adjacent  to  the chimney side,  nothing
remains  of  a  post  pad  as  this  area  has  been
robbed  out,  although  there  is  a  square  space
where a post pad could have been.   

The wear on the cobbles indicates that almost the
full width of the aperture was used.
The  room  with  the  hearth  is  between  25  to  30
centimetres higher than the passageway, making the
need for quite a substantial step.  This can be seen
clearly in the section drawing (figure 12) which was
completed before Trench 3 was extended.  The step
has been robbed out (could this have been granite?),
leaving  the  fine  cobbles  [303]  to  slump  into  the
space  left.   There  is  a  row  of  what  looks  like
levelling  stones  running  alongside  and  level  with
the passageway cobbles [211], where the step could
have been but this is possibly a coincidence because
the step would have had to have been cut in below
the cobbles [211], to act as a stop to hold back the
higher cobbles [303].  

There is no evidence of anything else that could
have served this purpose but then that could have
been  robbed  out  too.   This  area  needs  to  be
excavated further to ascertain the position of the
step but it was decided that this would be left for
the  time  being.   Any  investigation  here  would
cause  further  slumping  of  the  cobbles,  so  a
conservation strategy needs to be considered and
put  in  place  first  before  further  work  can  be
carried out in the next phase of excavation.
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Figure 9:  Removing the baulk in May revealed where a step
had been.  Scale pole; 2 metres.

Figure 10:  In August the trench was extended, the rest of 
the rest of the step and a post pad was found.

Figure 11:  At the end of the 2106 season, the full extent of 
the step can be seen.  Scale poles; 2metres.



The green line on the trench plan to the right shows the
position of the section in figure 12.   The section is an
amalgamation  of  four  section  drawings  of  different
dates.   
The  differential  heights  of  the  two  cobbled  surfaces
shows the difficult nature of the site, as much levelling
was  needed  before  any  building  could  commence,  or
floor surfaces could be laid.   

The deposits of demolition
material are interesting, as
they  show  at  least  two
different  episodes  of
deposition.   In  the  upper
layers;  compacted
demolished cob (301) and
redeposited  soil  and
demolished cob (201) both had plastic and other late 20th Century objects found in them, indicating that
these layers were the result of the final demolition of Moistown in the 1970s.  In Trench 2, the lower
demolition layers contained no plastic or other late 20th Century objects.  The stony demolished cob (309)
in Trench 3 has produced very few finds compared to the other layers and so far nothing of the late 20 th

Century, but it must have been deposited during the final demolition as it overlies the remains of a wall in
Trench 4 (see figure 31) that was still standing in 1900.  Interestingly no buried turf layer has been found
between the demolition layers probably because of the machinery used in the 1970s to landscape the site
after the final demolition.
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Figure 12:  North-west facing section incorporating Trench 3a, the baulk and Trench 2.

Fine cobbles with kerb stone

Passageway cobbles

Figure 12



While  the  baulk  was  being  excavated  in  May,  the
remaining  demolition  material  (203)  was  removed
from the  damaged edge  of  the  internal  passageway
cobbles [211] in Trench 2.  
This revealed slumped cobble bedding (226), leaving
a narrow cut, which was too close to the section to
excavate any further.  It was hoped that more of the
wall base [229] found in the extension to Trench 2 in
2015  would  be  uncovered  but  only  one  more  wall
stone  was  found,  the  rest,  should  there  be  any,  are
probably  under  slumped  cobble  bedding  (226)  or
under the baulk.  

It does look as though a possible wall return [237]
at the south-east end was discovered (see figure 15).
Only two stones were found and here, the wall is
about 25 centimetres wider than at the other end of
the trench so is not overly convincing.  However,
the soil colours between and either side of the two
stones  are  different  and  indicate  that  there  is  a
change  here.   Between  the  stones  the  soil  is  a
yellowish  brown,  on  the  right  hand  side  of  the
stones,  is  the  orangey  clay  cobble  bedding  (226)
and on the left hand side the soil is dark and humic,
similar to the fill of the drain [231].  Trench 2 needs
to be extended to the south-west, to find out what is
going on here.  
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Figure 13:  A glorious day in May, the baulk and cut in 
Trench 2 being excavated.

Figure 15:  The possible wall return, the two stones either 
side of the 50 centimetre scale pole.

Figure 14:  The long tape indicates the line of the wall and  
hand tape shows the position of the return.



After  the  cut  was  excavated,  the  existing  section
drawing was updated (see figure 16).  The green line on
the trench plan to the right shows the position of the
section in  figure 16.   The only addition  to this section
drawing in 2016 is the increased depth from 2.75 to 7
metres on the scale bar.  All of the demolition material
was  removed  as  far  as  possible,  leaving  the  slumped
cobble bedding (226) between 3.5 and 7 metres on the
scale bar and the possible wall base [237] at 2.75 to 3.5
metres on the scale bar.
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Figure 16:  Trench 2, the north-east facing section  
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Figure 16



After the baulk sections were recorded towards the end
of our week in May, the remaining unexcavated area of
Trench 3 (3 x 4 metres) was contour surveyed, then the
turf and topsoil removed.  In preparation for the “have a
go” diggers at the festival, a new trench, Trench 4, was
opened  up.   For  the  festival  only  3  x  2  metres  were
opened,  this  was  extended  by  another  3  metres  in
August, making the new trench 3 x 5 metres.
 
During the festival in July, as well as the “have a go”
trench, the excavation of Trench 3 was continued and
during the 2 days a useful amount of demolition material
was removed.

In  August,  Trench  3  and  4  were  excavated,  although
neither was quite completed, the data gathered has shed
more light on this intriguing site.

Trench 3 during August

It was suspected that the stratigraphy would be deep
in this part of Trench 3, so a fairly robust trowelling
approach was used by the diggers.   Very soon the
upper layer of compacted demolished cob (301) was
removed,  revealing  the  same  redeposited  soil  and
demolition material (212) as that found in Trench 2.
This layer was quite stony and covered most of the
excavation area, except for within about 1 metre of
the edge of the fine cobbles [303], where the matrix
was  relatively  stone  free  and  similar  to  the  fine
yellowish clay cobble bedding (312).   
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Figure 17:  Aspiring archaeologists "have a go" in 
Trench 4 during the Step Back in Time Festival.

Figure 19:  Trench 3 the upper layer of demolition material 
removed.  Scale poles; 2 metres.

Figure 18:  May, while the hearth is recorded a contour 
survey of Trench 3 takes place.



It looked as though a wall had once stood here but
again the stone had been robbed out, with a few
remaining at  the south-west end.  This idea was
supported by the lack of edging stones to the fine
cobbles, they were dislodged or missing altogether
as were some of the fine cobbles, a few of which
were found in the spread of fine yellowish clay.
Later  this  was  proved  to  be  correct;  with  the
removal  of  the  redeposited  soil  and  demolition
material (212) which had many artefacts in it, the
back  of  a  wall  base  [218]  was  found  with  the
cobble bedding (312) slumped over the inner part
of it.  

On the first edition Ordnance Survey map of 1889
an outshot (an additional building, possibly a lean-
to) is shown on the back of the south-east wing of
the house.  The outshot, like the south-east wing

was demolished around 1900.  
It looks as though part of the outshot was found in
this area of Trench 3 (see figure 21).   The outshot
was  not  fully  excavated  to  floor  level  because
excavation time was running out,  so a  protective
layer of (212) was left covering it.  Trench 3 needs
to  be  extended  to  the  south-east  to  ascertain  the
position of the exterior wall of the outshot.

The base of the back wall of the house [218] seems
to be quite sturdy, with a supportive pier tied in to
it (figure 21, bottom right).  The outshot wall [316]
at the opposite end to the pier on the back wall does
not appear to be tied in, so may have been built at a
later date.  The purpose of the outshot is not yet
known but it may have been a workshop of some
kind.  

A brick and stone structure [314]  (see figure 22)
was  found  on  the  right  of  the  entrance  to  the
outshot, it looks to have been built at 45 degrees
against what is left of the wall [223] which could
indicate that the structure was built into the corner.
There  was  a  great  deal  of  burnt  material  and
charcoal around the structure which indicates that
it  was some kind of firebox, or base for a forge
perhaps.   It  is hoped that the structure’s purpose
will become apparent when the trench is extended
and the floor uncovered.  If hammer scale is found
on the floor it could mean the structure was part of
a forge.
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Figure 20:  A broken sharpening wheel, one of the many 
finds from the demolition layer (212).  Scale pole 50 
centimetres.

Figure 21:  The outshot, built against the back wall of the 
house. Scale poles; 2 metres.

Figure 22:  A brick and stone structure, found in the 
outshot. Scale pole; 50 centimetres.



The green lines on the trench plan to the right show the
position of the sections; the horizontal line is the south-
west facing section (figure 23) and the vertical green line
is the north-west facing section (figure 24).

The south-west facing section runs from the courtyard in
the north-west end of the trench, through the building,
stepping down into the outshot to the south-east.  

It would appear that the cobbled courtyard [204] is at a
slightly higher level at the house wall [302] than the fine
cobbled floor surface [303] on the other side of it.  There
are  no base stones  left  of  the wall  [302]  at  all  in  the
south-west facing section, it has been robbed right out.
There is a large gap in the interior cobbles [303], which
could have been caused by the machinery used during
the demolition of the building to  the north-east  in  the
1970s. 

The  gap  in  the  cobbles  [303]  was  filled  with  stony
demolished cob (309) which also covered them and most
of back wall [218] piling up on the in situ exterior wall stones.  This layer became rapidly much thinner to
the south-west and petered out at the other end of the wall [218] and the step in the cobbles [303 & 211].
This can be seen in the section in figure 12.  

Although the floor level of the outshot has not yet been reached the south-west facing section shows how
much levelling of the site had to be done in preparation for the building; the courtyard cobbles [204] are
over 50 centimetres higher than the bottom of the trench in the outshot. 

The lower redeposited soil and demolition material (212) within the outshot is quite different to that in the
main building, the other side of the house wall [218] and as mentioned before is thought to be from the
demolition work carried out around 1900.  This extends across the cobbled area [213], adjacent to the
outshot in Trench 2, (see the sections in figures 23 and 24) however within the outshot there are some
large building stones within the matrix.  This is interesting because no stones of this size were found in
the early demolition material (212 and 203) in Trench 2, where no building material of any use was left,
not even half a brick.  Maybe the required amount of building material had been taken by the time the
outshot was reached.  
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Figure 24

Figure 23
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Figure 23:  Trench 3, south-west facing section.
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Trench 4

Trench 4 is being excavated for several reasons:  The full
extent of the width of the dowsing grid had not yet been
covered, needing a further 2 metres to the north-east of
Trench 3.   The geophysics results  in the dowsing grid
were not very clear and did not show any walls at all.
However,  just  outside  the  dowsing  grid,  a  wall  could
clearly  be  seen  to  the  north-east  and  on  the  same
orientation   as  the  wall  [302]  found  in  Trench  3.
Therefore  a  trench  of  5  x  3  metres  was  put  in  to
encompass  this  and  to  explain  why  the  wall  in  the
geophysical  survey results  showed up here  and not  in
Trenches  2  and 3.   Also  by  extending  the  trench,  the
relationship  between the  buildings  excavated  so far  to
that of the rest of the complex could be established.

The Turf  and topsoil  in  Trench 4 came off  very
easily, the topsoil only just starting to form on the
compacted  demolished  cob  (301)  and  the  stony
demolished cob (309) layers below it  (see figure
25).  Both  of  these  demolition  layers  were
extremely difficult to excavate by trowel, which is
interesting,  as unlike Trenches 2 and 3, this area
had  not  been  regularly  driven  on  by  farm
machinery.   These  layers  could  have  been
compacted by whatever machinery had been used
to landscape the site in the 1970s.  

After  the  removal  of  the  upper  layer  (301)  an
adapted,  short  handled  Dutch  hoe  was  used  to
loosen  the  stony  demolished  cob  (309),  before
trowelling, this helped a lot.

The removal of this layer at the south-west end of
the trench, soon revealed that the courtyard cobbles
[304]  continued  up-slope  to  the  north-east.   The
edge of the wall [302] however, was more difficult
to find, as much robbing out had taken place. 
The damage to the fine cobbles [303] continued in
the south-west end of Trench 4 (see figure 30).

The  progress  of  the  excavation  of  Trench  4  was
understandably quite slow and it was not completed
by the end of the season.  However the wall [400],
which  showed  clearly  in  the  geophysical  survey
results was found in the upper part of the trench (see figure 27).
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Figure 25:  Trench 4, the turf and topsoil removed.  Scale 
poles 2 metres.

Figure 26:  Excavating Trench 4.



The wall [400],  in the foreground of figure
27 differs from wall [302] (at the other end
of the trench), in as much as there is a lot
more of the stone base left in situ and does
not  look to  have  been robbed out  at  all.
The relationship between the two walls is
not yet clearly understood, as there is still a
layer  of  stony  demolished  cob  (309)
covering where they join.  

A sondage was cut in the return of the wall
[400]  to  find  out  if  there  was  a  cobbled
surface  here  but  no flooring of  any kind
was  found.   Under  the  layer  of  stony
demolished  cob  (309),  there  was  only
redeposited  natural  (401),  possibly
levelling material (see figure 28).

Against  the  other  side  of  the  wall  [400]  to  the
sondage and laying on the courtyard cobbles [204],
there is a pile of lime mortar or plaster mixed with
humic  material  (see  figure  29), this  was  found
under  the  stony  demolished  cob  (309),  so  was
deposited at an earlier date.  Possibly this is a sign
that Moistown had fallen into a  state of disrepair
and one of the reasons that it was demolished.
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Figure 29:  A pile of lime mortar or plaster, lays against 
the wall.  Scale poles 25 &  50 centimetres.

Figure 28:  The sondage in Trench 4. Scale pole 50 
centimetres.

Figure 27:  Trench 4 at the end of the season, looking south-west. 
Scale poles 2 metres.

Figure 30:  Only a few fine cobbles were found in 
Trench 4.  Scale pole 50 centimetres.



The green lines on the trench plan to the right show the
position of the sections:  The horizontal line is the south-
west facing section in figure 31.  The long vertical line
is  the  south-east  facing  section  in  figure  33  and  the
shorter is the north-west facing section, figure 32.  

The south-west facing section in  Trench 4  (see figure
31);  although  this  end  of  the  trench  is  not  fully
excavated,  the  section  still  tells  a  story.   The  stony
demolished cob (309) clearly overlies the wall [400], so
this layer must have been deposited after the demolition
of the wall.   This part  of the building is shown to be
standing in the second edition of the Ordnance Survey
map  of  1905,  thus  confirming  the  layer  of  stony
demolished  cob  (309),  was  deposited  after  the
demolition  of  the  adjacent  part  of  the  building  to  the
south-west, in 1900. 

The  north-west  facing  section  in  Trench  4
(see figure 32), runs from 0 to 5 metres on
the  scale  bar,  the  rest  of  the  section  was
recorded earlier, this being in Trench 3 and
the baulk.   There is  still  a lot  more of the
stony  demolished  cob  (309)  layer  to  be

excavated along this side of Trench 4, with the exception of the sondage and between 4 and 5 metres on
the scale bar, where (309) has been removed revealing smooth cobble bedding (312) for the fine cobbles
[303].  
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Figure 31:  Trench 4 south-west facing section.

Figure 32:  Trench 4 north-west facing section (incorporating Trench 3 and baulk).
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The 12 metre section shown in figure 33 is the longest on site so far, it incorporates
Trench 2 (0 to 4 metres on the scale bar), baulk 2 (4 to 5 metres), Trench 3 ( 5 to 7
metres)  and  finally  Trench  4  (7  to  12  metres).   The  section  runs  across  the
courtyard with all of the demolition deposits overlying the exterior cobbles [204],
which  are  suspected  to  continue  under  the  remaining  unexcavated  stony
demolished cob (309)  at  the  north-east  end of  Trench 4.   When the remaining
buildings at  Moistown were demolished in  the 1970s,  it  would appear  that  the
resulting material was spread widely over the site, rearranging earlier demolition
deposits  in the process.  This can be seen in the long section between 4 and 7
metres, where the cobbles [204] are only covered with the compacted demolished
cob (301), there was no buried turf layer found on the cobbles or within the earlier
demolished material in Trench 2.  This would support the idea that the site was
substantially landscaped after the final demolition episode.
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Figure 33:  Trench 4 south-east facing section (incorporating Trench 2, baulk 2 and Trench 3).

Courtyard cobbles



The plan is starting to show the layout of Moistown, for an explanation, see the summary and simplified
plan (figure 35) on page 20. 
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Figure 34:  The end of the 2016 season plan of Trenches 2, 3 and 4

Trench 4

Trench 2, with extension

Trench 3



Summary.

Opening up and joining trenches 2, 3 and 4 in 2016 has been very useful and is starting to reveal the
layout of the buildings at Moistown, see the simplified trench plan below (figure 35 ).   The walls are
shaded grey; the heavy dashed lines represent damaged or unexcavated areas. 
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Figure 35:  Simplified plan of Trenches 2, 3 and 4.



The walls  were probably mainly constructed of  cob on a  stone base,  this  being a  common building
tradition  in  Mid  Devon.   The  evidence  for  this  interpretation  is  provided  by  the  large  spread  of
demolished cob covering much of the site.  A possible exception however, is the south-west wall [229] of
the passageway which may have been of stone construction only, as the surviving foundations at the
north-west end are only 0.5m wide,  which is considered too narrow for the base of a cob wall  in a
building of this status.

Evidence suggests that there were two distinct phases of demolition in this part of the site.  The first
phase, thought to have been around 1900, covers all of the trenches except for a short length of wall [400]
and its return in the north-east  end of Trench 4.  During the first demolition phase, all  of the easily
obtainable and useful  building material  such as,  granite,  building stone and brick,  was removed.   In
places, very little of the wall base remained with some parts of the wall [302] being only defined by a
robber trench visible as a gap between the exterior and interior cobbles. 
 
In the second phase of demolition (possibly in the 1970s), the building stone appears not to have been
robbed out, leaving the wall base [400] in the north-east end of Trench 4 fairly intact.  A small 0.5 x 0.5
metre sondage was excavated in the return of the wall to ascertain if there was a cobbled surface similar
to that found in the other internal areas but no recognizable floor surface of any kind was found.
The  exterior  cobbled  surfaces  are  constructed  of  local  stone  and  probably  extend  across  the  whole
courtyard, this type of surface being necessary because of the claggy nature of the local soils and for
rainwater management.  In the south-west extension to Trench 2, the cobbles step down into another
cobbled area [227], which was possibly covered and of agricultural use.  The two robber holes look as
though large posts where removed during demolition, both holes are oval in shape and there is damage to
the cobbles around them.

At the moment, it looks as though the south-west wing of the building was entered from the cobbled
courtyard via the threshold into the passageway.  The threshold stone has been robbed out but there are
remains of a large slab of granite within the exterior cobbles adjacent to the threshold, making this quite a
grand entrance.  The cobbles in the passageway are fairly utilitarian but smaller and more neatly laid than
the exterior cobbles, again constructed of local stone with the addition of a few pieces of granite, also
there have been some repairs, where brick was used.  From the passage there is a wide, stepped doorway
leading to a room with a hearth and very fine cobbled floor.  Many different types of stone have been used
here varying greatly in colour and texture, very little appears to have been sourced locally.   This kind of
flooring was popular with the wealthy in the 17th Century, a potsherd found in the bedding material of the
hearth (thought to be constructed at the same time as the floor) was dated as 15 th or 16th Century, would
seem to support this date.  Could this room (possibly a parlour) and the passageway be a 17 th Century,
cross passage, extension to the earlier part of Moistown?  As yet it is not known what access there is from
here to the rest of the building but presumably there is one.

From the passageway there is also access to the rear of the building to another cobbled area [213], again it
is uncertain as to whether this was covered.  The quality of the cobbles here are similar to those in the
other cobbled area [227] although it has been repaired with brick.  A stone cut drain runs along the south-
west side of this.

To the north-east of the rear cobbled area [213], is a doorway to an outshot, the rough stone wall [316]
does not appear to be tied into the back wall [218] of the main building and therefore would have been
built at a later date.  In the outshot, there is a brick and stone structure which, has a lot of burnt material
within it.  The structure looks to be some kind of firebox possibly for a boiler, or the base of a forge.  The
outshot was not fully excavated in 2016; the floor being left with a covering of demolition material, the
purpose of the outshot should become apparent with further excavation.
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End of the 2016 season trench photographs

These photographs were taken with a camera on a
pole on the last day of the season, just before the
trench was covered over for the winter.
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Figure 37:  Looking south-west, with Trench 4 in the 
foreground.

Figure 36:  Looking north-east, with the Trench 2 extension 
in the foreground.

Figure 39:  Looking south, from the earthworks of the north 
wing.

Figure 38:  Looking north-west, with Trench 2 and 3 in the 
foreground.



3. Artefacts
In 2016 a total of 777 artefacts were found, all being three dimensionally recorded.  All of the pottery has
been washed and numbered and although this has not been analysed yet, there appears to have been a lot
of medieval and possibly a few more sherds of Saxo/Norman coming out of the ground this year.  Of all
the 2221 finds from Moistown, only one of them was found in a secure stratigraphy, this being the pottery
sherd found in the bedding clay of the hearth, everything else has come from the demolition material.
Nevertheless, it is interesting to note that there was probably a settlement of some kind at Moistown
before the 1302 records of the Moyes family owning land in Broadwoodkelly.

4. Conclusion
Considering the amount of work involved creating the scarp to level  the site  for the construction of
Moistown, it has been surprising to find that a good deal more levelling was needed for the buildings that
have been uncovered thus far.  This could lead to the conclusion, that this part of the complex has been
added to the original building, the dating evidence from the hearth would support this. Even though the
excavation area was increased substantially in 2016, we are still only getting a small snapshot of what
was there.  Could there have originally been a long house erected on the newly formed building platform,
with wings added at each end at a later date and then finally in the 17 th century the addition of a cross-
passage, possibly including a parlour?  

Although slowly unpicking the story of the demolition of Moistown has been necessary to ascertain the
condition of the remains, now is perhaps the time to open up a larger area and adopt a more robust
approach to excavation.  Until the demolition material is removed from the rest of the complex, we can
only speculate as to what was there.  

5. Future work
In the spring another dowsing survey will be carried out, this will be in the area (between Trench 3 and 4)
where the geophysical survey results show walls.  The dowsing results will then be compared to those
from the original dowsing grid which, although it shows walls, the findings are inconclusive:  In all three
surveys, the front wall of the house was found but about 0.5 metres from where the wall actually is.  The
earth  resistance  survey  showed  nothing  in  this  part  of  the  dowsing  grid,  not  even  the  cobbles.   In
geophysical surveys, clay and demolition material can mask what lies below, skewing the results.  This
could be what happened during the earth resistance survey in the dowsing grid, so could this have a
similar effect on a dowsing survey?  Hopefully the results from the proposed dowsing survey will answer
this question.

In May 2017, it is hoped that the excavation of Trench 4 will be completed and Trenches 2 and 3 will be
extended at the south-east end by 2 metres.  After the completion of Trench 4, an area to the north-east
and south-east of the trench will be opened up, how big this will  be depends on the progress of the
extension to Trenches 2 and 3. 

As the compacted cob has been so difficult to excavate by trowel, in 2017 mattocks will be used to loosen
this  up,  followed by trowelling to clean up afterwards.   Also while the demolition material  is  being
excavated, the three dimensional recording of all finds will cease, this method only being used for special
artefacts, everything else will be recorded by context.

The excavation area is getting too large to completely backfill each year, so at the end of the 2016 season,
the archaeological surfaces in the trenches were covered in horticultural barrier and then only lightly
covered with soil, to hold it in place.  This seems to work very well and will save a great deal of time at
the beginning and end of each season.
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