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1. Introduction
Site: Moistown
Location: Part of Pattiland Farm
Parish: Broadwoodkelly
County: Devon
NGR: SS6276 0562
The 2017 season at Moistown, (a settlement, possibly medieval), brought the project into its tenth year
and was fifth year of excavation there. The first five years were taken up with a, 170 x 105 metre
earthwork survey of the site including a hollow way leading to where the buildings once stood. A great
deal of scrub had to be cleared from the earthworks of the scarp and buildings, before any survey work
could be carried out.
We started digging with a week in early May, one
day in July for the Step Back in Time festival and
two weeks in August. Only a few days were lost
to rain (including one day of the festival
weekend), but with a keen team of diggers a lot
was achieved. The average age of the team was
brought down considerably by the presence of
younger members; some are new to ACE,
including one who wanted to try out archaeology
before committing to a degree course. It is good
to be able to pass on the basic techniques of
excavation to the next generation of
archaeologists.

Figure 1: Very young archaeologists at the Step Back in
Time festival.

Most ofthe original aims of the project set out in the
excavation outline are nearing completion.
However, excavating the site, although answering
some questions, has led to even more that need to
be answered! The next couple of years should see
the end of the first phase of the excavation; there
are already plans afoot for phase II.
One of the aims of the project was to make a
qualitative assessment and comparison of the
validity of dowsing and geophysics as
archaeological research tools. In the areas that have
been excavated so far, neither of the disciplines has
proved to be very effective, the dowsing being
slightly better than that of the Earth Resistance.
Figure 2: Two young ACE members, drawing a section.
The whole site is covered with a layer of demolition
material comprised mostly of cob and other clays, which appears to have masked the archaeology. Clays
are reputed to skew the results of Earth Resistance and dowsing too, so more work is needed here.
Early in the spring, before any more excavation took place, more dowsing surveys were carried out. Two
sessions were held, one for ACE members and another for Devon Dowsers. The area dowsed covered
both of the proposed trench extensions. On both surveys, those dowsing were asked to find any surviving
walls that were underlying the demolition material, the pegged findings were surveyed in as before. The
results are very interesting, as it does look as though the clays do skew the findings. However, it could be
3

due to our dowsing methods, on previous sites I have always dowsed as part of a team, checking rod
reactions with each other with very successful results and so assumed that this was the best way to carry
out a dowsing survey. This was the method used at Moistown, which some found difficult; therefore it
would be sensible to try again with one dowser at a time.

2. Excavation
In 2017, Trench 4 was extended by 8 metres and Trenches 2 and 3 by 2 metres, giving a total of 34 square
metres opened up in 2017. By the end of the season, there were 105 square metres of open trench.

Trench 4 was extended in August after the
completion of the 2016 part of the trench.
The extension was put in to see if the wall
continued to what could possibly be the
older part of the building, and to ascertain
what remained of it, also find out if the
courtyard cobbles survived.

The extension of Trench 2 and 3; here it was
hoped that the outshot wall would be found,
along with the rest of the brick and stone
structure. In addition to see if the exterior
cobbles and drain continued.

Figure 3: Trench plan at start of season.
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Trench 2 and 3
After the very shallow turf and topsoil were removed from the extension, it became clear that what had
been thought of as two contexts (202 and 301), were in fact one. This layer consists of silty clay loam
and covers much of the site, in varying depths from 2 centimetres to over 40 centimetres. It looks to have
been used to level/ landscape the site during the 1970s demolition, there have been very few finds in this
layer but do include plastic and other late 20th Century items.
In the lower part of this layer, to the south-east of
the brick and stone structure, random building
stones started to appear, which became more
organised at a greater depth, this was the top of the
outshot wall (see Figure 4).
The outshot wall [318] is a well-constructed stone
wall, 45 to 50 centimetres wide; a cob like
material had been used to “cement” the stones
together rather than mortar.
However, it looks as though the wall has been
damaged during the later demolition in the 1970s
by the heavy traffic of machinery, levelling/
landscaping the site. The wall at the north-east
end of the trench was protected by earlier Figure 4: The outshot wall, with some of the demolition
demolition material (212) deposited on, and either material removed. Scale poles; 2 metre & 50 centimetres.
side of it, whereas at the south-west end, much of
this had been removed, the upper courses of the corner of the wall slumping to the south and much of the
return [223] was missing altogether (see Figure 5).
A 1 metre sondage was cut in the south-east corner
of the trench to find the bottom of the wall. With
the removal of the rest of the demolition material
(212), the base of the wall was soon found, having
been bedded down onto a spread of redeposited
natural clay (321) (see Figure 5 at the base of the
wall by the 50 centimetre scale pole).
Interestingly to the south-east of the outshot wall,
the higher deposits of the demolition material
(212) have a higher proportion of medieval
pottery to later pottery in it, than that of the lowest,
which contained more industrial wares than
medieval. This could indicate that possibly part of
the midden was incorporated into the demolition
Figure 5: The outshot wall, at the end of the season. Scale material when the site was being tidied up and
poles; 2 metre & 50 centimetres.
levelled at the turn of the 19th/20th Century.

5

A 1 x 1 metre cut was put in across the wall [218], which separated
the outshot from the domestic part of the building; its postilion is
shown by the green line on the plan to the right. The cut was put in
to find out how the wall had been constructed and if there had been
wall base stones on the interior side of it (see Figure 6). Only one
interior base stone was found, this being in the section with some of
the fine cobbles [303] slumping to it. The fine cobbles along the
edge of the wall were all slumping onto where the wall had been,
which could mean that there had been at least one course of wall
stones as a base for the cob wall on the interior side. The fine
cobbles had been laid very much like those in the adjoining
passageway; bedded into stone free redeposited natural which
overlay a levelling layer of the same, but stony redeposited natural
(see Figures; 7 & 8 ).

Figure 8
Figure 7

Figure 6: The 1 metre cut across wall [218]. Mice had
made use of the stony levelling material, where the inner
side of the wall had once been. Scale poles; 50 & 25
centimetres

Wall

Figure 8: South-east facing section of wall [218] cut.

Figure 7: North-east facing section of wall [218] cut.
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The brick and stone structure, found in 2016
running into the section at south-east end of the
trench, was fully exposed when the trench was
extended (see Figure 9). Although there was a
thin covering of the earlier demolition material
(212) over most of the structure, it had been
seriously damaged. The dislodged building stone
and brick was been removed, to reveal the base of
a sub- circular structure built into the south-west
corner of the outshot. As in 2016, a great deal of
charcoal and clinker was found in the demolition
material on and around the structure, indicating
that the structure had been a utilitarian fire of
some sort, possibly a forge.
Figure 9: The brick and stone structure found in the southwest corner of the outshot. Scale pole 25 centimetres.

The exterior of the structure is constructed with
mainly stone, with a few pieces of brick and tile,
this all being mortared together. Locally made
bricks had been laid (also mortared) in the centre,
to form an open rectangle, these had been heat
damaged. At the back, two courses down, built
into the bricks and running across the rectangle,
are two iron bars; one flat and the other square,
possibly part of a grate, although this is a bit low
down for a fire to be at a comfortable working
height.

Figure 10: Half section of the pit in the centre of the
structure.

A half section was cut into the fill of the brick area, (see
Figure 10 & 13) and then fully excavated, three more
courses of brick were found, these being different to those
above the iron bars as they looked to be better fired and
had very shallow frogs (see Figure 11), could this be an
ash pit?
The base of the pit had a mortared floor, which had been
burnt and was badly worn in places, possibly caused by
constant emptying. In the fill, there was plenty of
charcoal, clinker and small pieces of unburned fuel with
finds similar to that of context (212) above, including a
complete glass stoppered Lea and Perrins bottle (see
Figure 12).

Figure 11: The fully excavated pit in the centre of
the structure. Scale pole 25 centimetres.
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Although the matrix was the same throughout, the upper part of
the fill (320), contained a lot of mortar, than the lower. A magnet
was run through the fill and plenty of tiny pieces of iron were
found some of which distinctly looks to be hammer scale (both
spheroidal and flake), making the possibility of this structure
more likely to be a forge (see Figure 13). The green line on the
plan below shows the position of the section.

Figure 13
Figure 12: The Lee and Perrins bottle with
a glass stopper, found close by it.

Burnt
mortar

Mortar

Figure 13: Half section of the pit in the brick and stone
structure.
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It looks as though the floor of the outshot probably
is made of compacted earth, although more
excavation is needed here to verify that (see
Figure 14). The exterior cobbles [213] between
the outshot door and the rear door of the
passageway, only run down to the south-west
corner of the outshot, curving round to the drain
(see Figure 15). There appear not to have been
any stopping cobbles laid on the curved edge,
allowing the cobbles near the edge to slump a
little, however these could have been robbed out.
By the wall of the outshot and built in with the
cobbles [213] there is an adapted shovel, this could
have been used as a boot scape, and would have
been needed here, it seems to be the only plausible
Figure 14: The outshot at the end of the season. Scale poles
explanation
for
it
(see
Figure
16). 2 metre.
From the edge of the cobbles to the south-east there
are several layers of a path constructed of very
small stones[322 & 323], the extent of this is not
yet known as excavation here has not yet been
completed (see Figure 15).
Projecting from the south-west corner of Trench 2
there is a part of a stone built pillar [239] (see
Figure 14), this could be just a random but well
placed piece of demolition material, however it is
in a position where it could be a corner of a garden
wall, a post pillar or a gate post. Although the top
courses of it are slumping to the south-east, the
lower courses are well set. It is surprising that
there is as much of it left standing as there is
Figure 15: The exterior cobbles appear to end at the corner because the earlier demolition material (212) is
of the outshot, a partially excavated stone path continues
very shallow here, only covering the lower set
from there. Scale poles 2 metre.
courses, the slumping courses are within the later
demolition material (301) .

Figure 16: A broken shovel built into the cobbles would
have made a good boot scrape. Scale pole 25 centimetres.
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Figure 18

Figure 17

Figure 19

The green line on the plan above shows the position
of the sections. The Trench 2/3 extension, northwest facing section (see Figure 17), clearly
shows two deposits of demolition material.
The upper layer is from the 1970s and contains
modern materials, including plastic. This layer
looks to have been used to tidy up the site after
the final demolition of Moistown and has seen
a great deal of rodent activity. There is no
evidence of a turf layer between the two layers
of demolition material, which must have been
Stone path
Stone
destroyed during the tidying process. There is
pillar
still a little of the lower layer of demolition
materiel to be removed, where it is hoped that Figure 17: Trench 2/3 extension, north-west facing section.
the extent of the stone path will be ascertained.
A little of the redeposited natural, which has been used to bed down the outshot wall stones, can be seen at the north-east end of the section, and the
possible stone pillar at the south-west end of the section.
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The south-west facing section in Trench 3 (see Figure 18), now slices right through the building, from the courtyard to the north-west, to the rear of the
outshot to the south-east. It shows that a lot of preparation took place before any construction of the buildings, the higher ground being dug out and the
lower ground built up to make it level.

Courtyard
cobbles

Wall
Interior fine
cobbles

Interior fine
cobbles

Wall

Wall

Figure 18: Trench 3, south-west facing section.

The north-east facing section in Trench 2 (see Figure 19) also slices right through the building, from the courtyard to the north-west, through the
robbed out wall of the passageway, to the rear of the building. Again, much levelling of the site had to be done here to facilitate construction. There is
a possible, but very thin, buried turf layer between the 1970s and early demolition deposits at the south-east end of the trench, indicated by very small
stones. This soon disappears as the ground rises to the north-west, where it looks as though the early demolition deposits were disturbed by the later
tidying of the site.

Top of wall
Stone
pillar

Wall?

Figure 19: Trench 2, north-east facing section.
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Courtyard
cobbles

Trench 4
The excavation of the 2016 Trench 4 was
completed before the trench could be fully
extended to the north-east. The remaining 1970s
demolition material (309) was removed the
exterior courtyard cobbles [304] were found to be
damaged and missing exposing only bedrock
(410) (see Figure 20).
On the interior side of wall [400] only
redeposited natural (401) was found, the wall
appears to have been bedded down on this, there
was no evidence of a floor here (see Figure 21).

Figure 20: Trench 4, the 2016 part of the trench was
completed early in the 2017 season. Scale pole 2 metre.

The removal of demolition material (309) from the
south-west side of wall [400] revealed what was
left of the base of wall [302], which was badly
damaged and at the junction with wall [400] there
was a void (see Figure 20).
On the interior side of the wall [302], more of the
fine cobbles [303] were found, with the edging
cobbles set right up against the redeposited natural
base of wall [400], the cobbled floor being at least
40 centimetres lower than that of the room with
wall [404]. It looks as though the redeposited
natural that wall [400] was built on had been had
been cut away right up to it during the levelling
needed to construct wall [302] which now looks to
Figure 21: Wall [400] is stone faced with a cob and rubble be a later addition, this could have made this part
fill, a typical base for a cob wall. Scale poles 2 metre, 50 &
of the building unstable (see Figure 22).
25 centimetres.

Figure 22: Looking south-east, the fine cobbles have been
cut into the redeposited natural base of wall [400]. Scale
pole 50 centimetres.
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Deposited up against the north-west facing edge of
wall [400] was a layer of demolition material
containing a lot of mortar and lime plaster (402),
this was greater at the of the junction with wall
[302] (see Figure 23), with some of it being
combined with demolition material (309) by the
south-west facing return of wall [400].
Demolition material (402) was unlike anything
found before, so a transect was recorded to show
this (see Figure 24). The green line on the plan
below shows the position of the section.

Figure 23: A layer of mortar rich demolition material,
deposited against the wall.

Figure 24

Wall
Courtyard cobbles

Figure 24: Trench 4, south-west facing transect of mortar rich deposit, also showing the wall [400] and
the courtyard cobbles [304].

13

When the excavation of the 2016 part of Trench 4 was completed,
the sections were recorded. The green line on the trench plan to the
right shows the position of each section.
Figure 25
The south-west facing section (see Figure 25), demonstrates the
variation in depth of the upper layer of demolition material (301),
Figure 26
here it is only 10 centimetres thick. The lower layer of demolition
material (309) however, is much deeper here and is now considered
to be deposited during the 1970s. The redeposited natural (401) to
the south-east of the wall, looks to be a levelling material used to
bed the wall and whatever flooring there was here. On the exterior
side of the wall, the courtyard cobbles have been removed leaving
Figure 27
only bedrock (410).

Wall
Bedrock

Figure 25: Trench 4, south-west facing section, before the trench was extended to the north-east.

The north-west facing section (see figure 26), shows the difference in height of the two floors within the
building, the upper room being at least 40 centimetres higher than the lower. Again, much levelling must
have taken place here to prepare the site pre-construction.
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Wall
Interior fine
cobbles

Interior fine
cobbles

Hearth
Wall

Figure 26: Trench 4, north-west facing section, before the trench was extended to the north-east.

The south-east facing section (see Figure 27), runs across the
courtyard, the cobbles (304) to the north-east have been
destroyed, leaving just bedrock (410). It looks as though the
cobbles had shallow bedding here, because of the height of the
bedrock and would therefore have been vulnerable to the heavy
machinery used during the 1970s demolition.

Bedrock
Courtyard cobbles
Figure 27: Trench 4, south-east facing section, before the trench was extended to the north-east.
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After the sections in the 2016 Trench 4 had been
recorded, the trench was extended by 8 metres to
the north-east. When the turf and meagre topsoil
was removed, a spread of the demolition/ levelling
material (301) was found to cover the entire
trench, with the exception of a small stony area by
the south-east facing section (see Figure 28).
This layer was fairly shallow, especially at the
north-east end of the trench, under this at the
south-west end of the trench was, as expected the
demolition material (309), which ran up to and
around the stony area.

Figure 28: Trench 4 extension, with the turf and topsoil
removed.

To the north-east of the stony area, it was different,
here there was, what appeared to be an area of
demolished cob (406), looking like the walls had
just been pushed in when this part of the building
was demolished in the 1970s, and not spread, like
elsewhere (see Figure 29).

Figure 29: The upper part of the Trench 4 extension, the 2
metre poles are on slabs of demolished cob.

The stony area found just under the topsoil, had a
lot of mortar and lime plaster in it and looked very
much like the demolition material (402) found
against wall [400], further excavation found that it
was indeed the same context. When the loose
stones and demolition material had been removed,
a short section of wall [407] was found, with
another running from it at an obtuse angle, this is
probably the house wall and part of the porch. The
porch wall had been faced with lime plaster and
the stones were generously mortared together (see
Figure 30).

Figure 30: The house wall (right) and the porch, are both
well constructed with a stone face and rubble fill. Scale
pole 50 centimetres.
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On the opposite side of the trench another short
section of wall [408] was found, this looked like
the base of an internal wall, as the stones used
were not as substantial as those of the exterior
walls. This wall is also mortared together, the
extent of it is not known as it runs into the northwest facing section (see Figure 31).

Figure 31: A possible base to an internal wall. Scale pole
50 centimetres.

Much of the demolition material to the south-west
of wall [407] has been removed, there is nothing
left of the courtyard cobbles, just badly damaged
bedrock. So far nothing more of wall [400] has
been found, there is no evidence of the exterior side
of it at all, there is still some demolition material to
be removed but it does not look hopeful (see Figure
32).

Figure 32: Under the 2 metre poles, there is just damaged
bedrock.

In the section, close to where wall [400] would
have been, there are the remains of what looks like
a beaten earth floor [409], this is damaged and
slumped in places, again more demolition material
needs to be removed to ascertain the extent of this
(see Figure 33).

Figure 33: A possible earth floor. Scale pole 50
centimetres.
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Excavation of the upper, north-east end of the
trench has proved to be very difficult, breaking
through the slabs of demolished cob cannot be
hurried as there could be sensitive archaeology (of
similar material, i.e. an earth floor) underlying it.
Within this matrix there are building stones, brick,
mortar and chimney deposits appearing. A
sondage was put in at the north-east end of the
trench to ascertain the depth of the stratigraphy
here. This was carefully trowelled and the
demolition material containing bits of brick and
mortar soon gave way to redeposited natural
clays, some of which was loose and crumbly but
some had been well-compacted (see Figure 34).
Figure 34: The sondage in Trench 4. At the top of the photo,
compacted redeposited natural can bee seen, possible wall
bedding?
Figure 35

The compacted clay [411] looks very much like the
foundation material (glue!) used to set the base stones of
a wall and it is on the same alignment as the internal
wall [408], which is most interesting. The section below
(Figure 35) is the north-east facing section of the
sondage, it shows the demolished cob sitting directly on
the possible wall base and further excavation should
verify this. The green line on the plan to the right shows
its position. No other sections in the extension to
Trench 4 were recorded in 2017 because the excavation
here is far from complete.

Wall base?

Figure 35: The north-east facing section of the sondage in Trench 4.
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Trench 4

Trench 3

Trench 2

Figure 36: End of season plan of Trenches 2, 3 & 4.
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With the extension to Trench 4, showing the plan of Trenches 2, 3 & 4 as a whole is getting unwieldy and
some of the detail may be too small or lost if printed. It is best to view the plan digitally, so that the plan
can be enlarged by zooming in. In future interims, the plan will be split to rectify this problem, as Trench
4 may be extended in the 2018 season.

For an explanation of the plan, see the summary on page 22 and simple plan (see Figure 37).
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Figure 37: Simplified plan of Trenches 2, 3 & 4.
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Summary
The extension to Trenches 2, 3 and 4 in 2017 has been very informative; as the simple plan (Figure 37)
shows, (the walls are shaded grey). Although the excavation of the extension in Trench 4 was not
completed, it is already showing the very different methods used in the two phases of demolition that took
place and consequently the preservation, or possibly the lack of it, of what remains. It may be too early to
say yet, but it appears that the demolition methods used in the 1970s were more destructive than those
used in the earlier phase. In the extension to Trench 4, wall [400] and the redeposited natural base, as
well as the exterior cobbles [304], look to have been totally destroyed, leaving just bedrock. Whereas
during the 19th/20th Century demolition, when presumably no machinery was used, much less wholesale
destruction took place, although a lot of the good building stone was taken away for other use. Further
work in the north-east end of Trench 4 needs to be completed to support this theory.
However, there are a few features remaining in the north-east end of Trench 4. A small stretch of possibly
internal wall [408] and what looks like part of a beaten earth floor [409] were found by the north-west
facing section. Part of an external wall with a possible porch [407] was found running into the south-east
facing section, this had been well constructed, with a great deal of mortar having been used, which could
explain its preservation.
A 1 x 1 metre sondage was cut in the north-east corner of Trench 4, to try to ascertain the depth of the
demolition material, this soon revealed a hard layer of redeposited natural clay, which is similar to that of
the wall base material found elsewhere and is on a similar alignment as wall 408. Apparently bedding the
base stones of a cob wall onto sticky natural clay is a typical building method in this part of Devon.
Trenches 2 & 3 were extended by 2 metres to the south-east, to encompass where the 1 st edition of the
Ordnance Survey map and the dowsing survey showed the exterior wall of the outshot to be. Trench 2 &
3 are in the earlier area of demolition, so it was surprising to find the base of the outshot wall [318] fairly
intact, as most of the building stone in this phase of demolition had been robbed out. Maybe by the time
this area was reached, enough building stone had been retrieved for its future purpose, alternatively the
decent stone may have been hidden by other debris. It is worth noting that the base of wall [218] on the
opposite side of the outshot has also been left, but the stones here would have been more difficult to
remove, as it is supporting the higher floor of the room with the fine cobbles [303], although the internal
wall base stones had been removed.
The sub-circular brick and stone structure [314] built into the south-west corner of the outshot wall, is
perhaps the base for some kind of fire. There was a great deal of charcoal and clinker in the brick lined
pit at the centre of the structure and within context (315) in the surrounding area. For what purpose the
fire was used is not yet known, although a small amount of hammer scale has been found which would
suggest that it is a forge.
The cobbled area [213] just outside the outshot, by the doorway had an adapted, broken shovel embedded
in it making a good boot scrape, which would have been needed as the cobbles ended at the corner of the
outshot wall. There were no cobble stopping stones here, which may have been robbed out or were not
there in the first place. Beyond this, there had been several layers of tightly packed small stones put down
to form a path [322 & 323].
In the south-west corner of the trench, part of a wall or stone pillar [239] was found, this could be part of
a garden wall or gatepost.
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3. Artefacts
In 2017, 665 single finds were recorded 3-dimensionally. All finds have been recorded this way until
2015, when an experiment with finds trays, by context was carried out in Trench 3 (2x3 metres), this was
soon abandoned, going back to 3-dimensional recording.
However, finds trays we used again this year in all of the new areas opened (in previously opened
trenches, all finds continued to be 3-dimensional recorded), although special finds were recorded 3dimensionally and the rest in finds trays, by context. These were bagged each day with a level reading
taken form the centre of the context and coordinates of the area noted. The bagged finds have not yet
been counted but will certainly increase the total substantially! The argument for abandoning 3dimensional recording at this stage is because of the insecure stratigraphy (demolition material) being
excavated; and enough finds have been 3-dimensionally recorded in these contexts for research purposes.
Of course, if any secure stratigraphy is to be excavated, 3-dimensional recording will be resumed.
The information the finds can give us from these contexts will help to date when the demolition was
carried out. As far as it is known, in the area being dug, there were 2 phases of demolition, the first at the
turn of the 19th/ 20th C and the second during the 1970s. In the upper demolition material contexts, plastic
has been found but none in the lower layers, hopefully the pottery will support this. This will also help to
understand the status of Moistown itself, pottery from the earlier demolition material is more likely to
have come from the site, whereas the later demolition material could be contaminated by material from
outside the environs of Moistown.
The finds team has now been expanded, so that the task of identification and cataloguing can start to take
place.

4. Conclusion
Although the excavation of Trench 4 is not yet complete it has become clear that the preservation of the
extant buildings at Moistown vary greatly, depending on how and when they were demolished. As stated
in the summary, the preservation of the building in Trench 4 looks to be poor, compared to that in Trench
2 and 3. Nevertheless a great deal of information has already been gleaned from what has been found in
the north-east end of Trench 4 this year. The beaten earth floor [409], if it is in situ could well be much
earlier than the fine cobbles [303] found in the adjoining room. This would support the argument that the
south-western range of buildings, possibly a 17th Century parlour and passageway, are a later addition to a
wing, which itself could be one of a pair that were added to an earlier building, possibly a Longhouse.
The latter is pure speculation, at the moment, as there is no dating evidence to verify the hypothesis.
However, the addition of paired wings and central porch, were popular during the Tudor period, for
buildings of relatively high status. The analysis of the finds from the demolition material will partially
help to verify this; obviously a find from a secure stratigraphy would be much better. The one and only
find recovered from a secure stratigraphy so far, is a 15th/16 Century pot sherd from the bedding material
of the hearth in the “parlour”. It is somewhat fanciful to hang the story of Moistown on this one sherd; it
is more of a place to start from, to unravel the tale of this fascinating site.
In the conclusion of the 2016 interim, it was suggested that “now is perhaps the time to open up a larger
area and adapt a more robust approach to excavation”. In an ideal world, perhaps this would be the
answer but a much larger workforce would be needed for this, which in turn has its drawbacks and would
require more funding for insurance etc. So for now the excavation will stay small scale, until phase I of
the project is completed.
Most of the main aims and objectives that are set out in the Moistown Archaeology project outline have
been fulfilled, except for the excavation of a trench across the scarp and some local oral history. Plans to
complete this work are set out in; 5. Future work.
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5. Future work
Over the next couple of years, it is hoped that the excavation of Trenches 2, 3 & 4, will be completed,
however it is proposed that Trench 4 be extended by 4 metres to the north-east, so it may take a little
longer! It is also hoped that in the extension of Trench 4, the back wall of the building will be found and
a reason for the existence of a “pit” behind it. There is a possibility that this could be the cellar mentioned
by a previous owner, he said that it had become dangerous and was knocked in during the demolition in
the 1970s. Cob buildings do not, for obvious reasons normally have a cellar but a Longhouse, is quite
likely to have a root cellar built into the hill slope at the rear of it.
During the excavation of Trenches 2, 3 & 4, a trench running through the scarp will be opened up, which
will hopefully provide some dating evidence from secure stratigraphy.
Non-excavation tasks:
The finds team will process, identify and catalogue all of the finds, in preparation for them to be handed
over to our expert.
It is proposed to analyse a sample of the fine cobbles in the “parlour” as they are not of local stone, this
will be done in house by keen ACE members who have a knowledge of geology.
Research into history of the type of building Moistown could have been, to add to Dr Sylvia Warham’s
work on History of Moistown and the people who lived there.
Research into field names of Broadwoodkelly and the surrounding parishes regarding the making and
firing of pottery, to try to establish where the local medieval pottery was made.
Local history & reminiscence of Moistown in Broadwoodkelly. A member of the dig team has offered to
take on oral history this spring and will be supplied with the equipment and guidance notes to enable her
to do this.
Carry out more dowsing surveys.

Figure 38: Some of the dig team at the end of the season.
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Figure 39: End of season aerial photograph.
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