
   

ARCHAEOLOGY AT SILKSTONE 2013 
An archaeological investigation of two sites on the Silkstone Waggonway 

(South Yorkshire, UK) 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

Text and photographs 

by 

Dave Weldrake 

 

 
  



   

 

 

 

  



 

Archaeology at Silkstone 2013: an archaeological investigation of two sites 

along the Silkstone Waggonway (South Yorkshire, UK) 

 

Images and text © Dave Weldrake 2013 

Website: http://daveweldrake.wordpress.com/  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

  

http://daveweldrake.wordpress.com/


 

ARCHAEOLOGY AT SILKSTONE 2013 

An archaeological investigation of two sites on the Silkstone Waggonway (South 

Yorkshire, UK) 

 

CONTENTS 
 

1.0 Introduction 

2.0 Aims and Objectives 

2.1 Archaeological 

2.2 Educational 

3.0 Location 

4.0 Historical Background 

5.0 Archaeological Background 

6.0 Methodology 

7.0 Archaeological Results 

7.1 Site A:  

7.2 Site B:  

8.0 The Finds 

8.1 Ceramics 

8.2 Glass 

8.3 Iron Objects (with Liz Weldrake) 

8.4 Animal Bone 

9.0 Discussion and Interpretation 

9.1 Site A 

9.2 Site B 

10.0 Educational Outcomes 

11.0 Potential for further work 

12.0 Conclusions 

13.0 Bibliography 

  

Appendix 1 Site plans and photographs 

Appendix 2 Finds photographs 

Appendix 3 Photographs of work on site 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



A r c h a e o l o g y  a t  S i l k s t o n e  2 0 1 3  | 4 

 

Dave Weldrake: Heritage Education  http://daveweldrake.wordpress.com/  

ARCHAEOLOGY AT SILKSTONE 2013 

An archaeological investigation of two sites on the Silkstone Waggonway (South 

Yorkshire, UK) 

 

 

1.0 Introduction 

The following document is a report on two small-scale archaeological investigations which 

were carried out adjacent to the line of the Silkstone Waggonway between the 28th and the 

30
th

 of June 2013. The project was commissioned by the Roggins Local History Group. It 

was funded by the East Peak Industrial Heritage Support Programme, which is co-funded by 

English Heritage, Defra and the European Union. The project was led by Dave Weldrake 

with assistance from Colin Bower, Tegwen Roberts and Liz Weldrake.  The project team 

would also like to acknowledge the support given by staff from Silkstone Common Primary 

School and Silkstone Primary School and the hard work done by their pupils. Enthusiasm and 

a willingness to carry out hard work were also demonstrated by the members of the Roggins 

Local History Group who worked on the project.  

 

The project team are also grateful to Tom Horsfield (Pot-house Hamlet, Silkstone) and to 

Smiths Gore (Estate managers of Cannon Hall Estates) for permission to work on their land.  

 

Thanks are also due to Colin Bower, Tegwen Roberts and Liz Weldrake for the useful 

comments which they made on an earlier draft of this report.  

 

2.0 Aims and Objectives 

The aims of the investigation were twofold: 

 

2.1 Archaeological  

To investigate two sites along the line of the Silkstone Waggonway. Site A was to be an 

investigation of a section of passby in Silkstone village itself and Site B was an exploration of 

the foundations of a building where the main waggonway is joined by a branch line from 

Banks Hall. In the case of Site B it was also hoped that the work would provide information 

which would clarify the function of the building under investigation.   

 

Both sites were to be fully recorded and a detailed report produced. The site archive and any 

finds were to be curated in the Bramah Gallery in Silkstone Church. 

 

2.2 Educational 

 To provide children from two local schools (Silkstone Common School and Silkstone 

Primary School) with a basic understanding of the principles of archaeology through both 

classroom and practical work. The work would also provide an opportunity for members of 

the Roggins Local History Group to further their knowledge of the Waggonway by means of 

practical work. 

 

3.0 Location 

Site A was located at SE 29080 05678 in Silkstone village itself. At this point the 

Waggonway is represented by a public bridleway running approximately NW-SE between 

Silkstone Beck and gardens to the rear of the houses on the eastern side of High Street.  Site 

B was located approximately 3.0 km to the north-east of Site A at SE 2965 0726. This is 

where the main line is joined by a branch line from Banks Hall.  
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4.0 Historical Background 

Although Silkstone is a Domesday village, being one of the many granted to Ilbert de Lacy in 

the years immediately after the Norman Conquest (Faull and Stinton 1986), the present 

character of the village owes more to the development of the industry along the valley of the 

Silkstone Beck than it does to earlier antecedents. The late 18
th

 and early 19
th

 centuries saw 

the development of a number of enterprises in the area which were linked by a waggonway to 

the canal basin at Barnby near Cawthorne. The history of this waggonway has been examined 

in detail by ArcHeritage (2012) and it is therefore only necessary here to summarize those 

factors which are relevant to the present investigations. Readers wishing a full history are 

referred to the ArcHeritage report.  

 

The Silkstone Waggonway was constructed in 1809 to carry coal from the Silkstone district 

to the terminus of the Barnsley Canal at Barnby Basin near Cawthorne. The original terminus 

seems to have been just short of Silkstone Cross. At least this is the impression given by the 

Bingley Map of Silkstone village (Sheffield City Archives) which was drawn up in 1829. The 

line appears almost to peter out in an area of empty ground with no sheds or sidings. 

However, this may not be the point where the rails ended, but the point at which it ceased to 

be enclosed by fence walls (ArcHeritage 2012). Further lines were added by entrepreneurs 

wishing to connect their workings to the Waggonway. Only two of these would seem to have 

a direct bearing on the present investigations. These are the addition of the Banks Hall branch 

line which was probably commenced at the same time as the main Waggonway itself, and the 

extension of the Waggonway from Silkstone to Silkstone Common.   

 

Both extensions are well documented both by map and by a variety of written sources (See 

ArcHeritage 2012) but the documents do not give us a clear indication of the date of the 

structures looked at during the present investigation. Although the line of the waggonway is 

clearly indicated on a variety of maps (e. g. The Bingley map of Silkstone village of 1829 

(Sheffield Archives SpSt Map 103) and the Ordnance Survey of 1855), none record the 

presence of a pass-by at Site A. Documentary evidence for the building at Site B is perhaps 

slightly better. It appears on the Ordnance Survey map of 1855 but not on the 1875 edition. 

The latter was compiled after the Silkstone Waggonway went out of use and the structure 

may have been demolished.  

 

The viability of the Waggonway system came to an end with the construction of the Silkstone 

Coal Branch Railway in 1850. Mine owners opted for access to the growing railway network. 

By 1872 the line had closed and the rails had been pulled up (ArcHeritage 2012)  

 

5.0 Archaeological Background 
There have been several archaeological investigations of the industrial landscape of the valley 

of the Silkstone Beck. Several of these are summarised in the online database of the South 

Yorkshire SMR. There have been none in the immediate vicinity of Site B but a number of 

sites have been investigated between Site A and Pot House Bridge (SE 291 958). On the east 

side of Silkstone Beck at SE 292 058 English Heritage investigated the site of a 17
th

-century 

glassworks and an 18
th

-century pottery. The glassworks produced a variety of products 

including window glass, bottles and coloured tableware (South Yorkshire SMR 03526/01). 

The pottery produced only domestic items (South Yorkshire SMR 03526/02). On the 

opposite side of the beck lay the site of the medieval vicarage. The site had been used as a 

dump for material from the glassworks but trial trenching has revealed material going back to 

the 12
th-

century (South Yorkshire SMR 03814/01).  
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The above-ground features along the line of the Waggonway itself were catalogued by 

ArcHeritage although no excavation work was carried out at the time. Site A was adjacent to 

an area of the Waggonway which had been damaged by pipe-laying in the 1960s. In 2012 

part of it had been exposed during exploratory work by the Roggins Local History Group (C 

Bower pers. comm.). This revealed the existence of in situ material and the work was 

discontinued at that point.   

 

No below-ground activities of any kind had previously been carried out at site B and the 

function of the structure was unknown.   

 

6.0  Methodology 

 

6.1 Site A 

On Thursday 30
th

 and Friday 31
st
 of June Site A was worked on by children from the two 

local schools. Initially two separate sondages were opened by hand but when it became 

apparent that part of the trackbed was still extant the two sondages were then made into a 

single trench by members of the Roggins Local History Group. Only the overburden was 

removed from the site and no excavation of in situ features took place.  

 

6.2  Site B 

It was originally intended that Site B should by cleared by hand to establish the full ground 

plan of the structure. However this proved impossible given the constraints of personnel and 

time. It was therefore decided that once the north-east corner of the site had been defined two 

small sondages would be excavated to estimate the potential for the survival of in situ 

archaeology. The work was carried out by hand by members of the Roggins Local History 

Group.  

 

7.0 Archaeological results 

 

7.1  Site A 

(See also Appendix 1: Images .1-1.12) 

 

7.1.1 Context information 

 

Site A 
Context Number Type of Context Above Below 

001 Topsoil 002 - 

002 Fill – includes SS06- 

SS10 

003 001 

003 Cut 004 002 

004 Trackbed – includes 

SS01-05 

- 003 

 

 

7.1.2  Excavation results 

Layer 001 consisted of a 10.0 cm deep mixture of humic material and topsoil which extended 

over the whole site. Once it had been removed it became clear that the area had been cut 

through by the 1960s pipe-laying work (Cut 003) and then backfilled with Fill 002. Within 

Fill 002 were six ex situ sleeper stones (SS 06-SS11) clearly disturbed by the trenching work. 

It seems likely that these were placed along the edge of the pipe trench prior to backfilling. 
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Where the face of the stone is visible (SS08, SS09, SS10 and SS11), the stones have been 

turned at 90 degrees to their original axis. Sleeper stones SS06 and SS07 were replaced upside 

down.  

 

The western half of the trackbed was still intact revealing 5 sleeper stones (SS01-SS05) set 

within a matrix of hard-core (Context 004) overlain with ash. It seems likely that the stones 

were laid on a prepared surface and then the hard core tamped around them to provide firm 

support. However time constraints made it impossible to test this by excavation.   

 

Of the 10 sleeper stones SS01-SS09 were all type A sleeper stones as defined by ArcHeritage 

(2012) as rectangular in shape, with up to 2 circular holes for pegging a single shoe and a 

cut for fishbelly rail support. This is reflected in the fact that the centres of the in situ stones 

are set 1 yard (0.914 m) apart to allow for the intervening fishbelly rails. (See Appendix 1: 

Image 1.3) 

 

The remaining sleeper stone (SS11) could be a Type C sleeper stone, defined by ArcHeritage 

as rectangular in shape with a central slot cut to support the rail.   However, no mention is 

made of the obvious central hole. (See Appendix 1: Image 1.11). A similar stone lies exposed 

in the public bridleway adjacent to the site (Appendix 1: Image 12). . This is probably the 

sleeper stone catalogued by ArcHeritage as feature 0273. However it is difficult to be certain 

of the identification, as they describe all the stone along this stretch of the waggonway as 

Type A, which this is clearly not.   

 

The two stones (SS11 and feature 0273, if the identification is correct)  are probably best 

viewed as a combination of Type A with a Type not described by ArcHeritage. This Type has 

a large central hole and has been found on the Cross Pit - Silkstone Common extension. The 

presence of both sets of fittings on these stones might indicate that one type of stone had been 

reworked to allow it to be used on another section of trackbed than that for which it was 

originally intended. However it has not been possible to determine whether the stone was 

originally Type A or whether it was originally one from the Cross Pit - Silkstone Common 

extension. (I am indebted to C. Bower for this analysis) 

 

7.2  Site B 

(See Appendix 1: Images 13-18) 

 

7.2.1 Context information 

 

Site B 
Context Number Type of Context Above Below 

201 Topsoil 202,  - 

202 Layer 204, 206 201 

203 Wall foundations Natural 205 

204 Layer  205 202 

205 Layer  203 204 

206 Layer - 202 

207 Stone 203  

 

 

 

7.2.2 Excavation results 
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After the first day’s work on Site B, it became apparent that the original goal of revealing the 

whole outline of the building plan would be impossible given time and personnel constraints.  

It was therefore decided to confine the investigation to the north-west corner of the building. 

This allowed us to examine part of the structure and to sample the layers inside (See 

Appendix 1: Image 2.13).  

 

The wall of the structure (Context 203) was made of two rows of sandstone blocks dressed on 

both the interior and exterior faces. The blocks were approximately 33.0 cm x 17.0 cm and 

were held together by mortar. This had leached out on the top row of stones which when the 

building was first surveyed (ArcHeritage 2012) had given the impression that the building 

was of dry stone wall construction. The sandstone blocks were set on a slightly wider 

foundation which seems to have been set directly onto natural (See Appendix 1: Image 15). 

Context 203 also contained (or perhaps overlay a large (1.0 m x 1.0 m) boulder (Context 

207). This was investigated as it was thought that it might be an early form of sleeper stone. 

This proved not to be the case. However its precise relationship to the wall line is unclear. 

The southern edge of Context 207 was trapped under the edge of the wall (Context 203). It is 

therefore conceivable that it formed part of the foundation of the wall or that it had been used 

as a marker in laying out the building.   

 

Two sondages were excavated on the interior of the building. One of these is represented by 

Context 204 and Context 205 (See Appendix 1: Image 1.17) and the other by Context 206 

(Appendix 1: Image 18). All of these contexts were described in Section 7.2.1 as ‘layers’ 

which follows the descriptor on the site context sheets. However, it is difficult without further 

work to establish how meaningful a descriptor this is. It was impossible to determine the full 

extent of Context 204, Context 205 and Context 206 but the two sondage sections when 

compared look very similar and it may be that Context 206 should have been treated as two 

layers and not as one. However, the similarity may be illusory and it may be possible that the 

three layers represent only small areas of dumped material within the footprint of a disused 

building.   

 

8.0 The finds 
The descriptions given here represent a preliminary study only. A more detailed survey may 

bring out more information. This is particularly true of the assemblage of metalwork 

recovered from Site B (Context 205 and Context 206). 

 

8.1 Ceramics  
Several contexts produced a variety of potsherds. The majority of the whitewares and tin- 

glazed fragments from Site A were small (less than 2.0 cm x 2.0 cm). The thicker brown 

glazed wares are better preserved but the maximum size here was still only 7.75 cm by 4.0 

cm.  Among the types of pottery to be recovered were:  

 

8.1.1 Whiteware. (Site A Context 001 and Context 002) 

See Appendix 2, Image 2.1.  This form of pottery became popular in the 1830s when it began 

to replace the earlier pearl and creamwares such as those made by the Leeds potteries. 

(Weldrake n.d.). The fragments represent plates, saucers and other table ware. The vessels are 

machine-made and mass-produced. Similar vessels are in use today.  

 

8.1.2 Transfer-glazed ware. (Site A Context 001)  
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See Appendix 2, Image 2.1. Another 19
th

/20
th

 century mass-produced machine-made product 

in which a complex pattern is drawn out and glued to the surface of a plate or other vessel. 

This can then be sealed in place by the glaze. The process enables the mass-production of 

complex designs at a relatively low cost. The most popular design was the Willow Pattern, 

designed originally for the Minton potteries in the late 1700s. However, cheap copies quickly 

became popular and the characteristic blue and white design is easily distinguished even in 

fragmentary form. 

 

8.1.3 Brown-glazed wares.  (Site A Context 001) 

See Appendix 2 Image 2.1.  

The tradition of making hard-fired pots with a dark glaze goes back into at least the 1500s 

((Mayes et al. 1966, Moorhouse and Roberts 1992) though the majority of the fragments 

recovered from Context 001 will be of a much later date. One fragment (Appendix 2: Image 

2.2) shows an evident blob of glaze on one side and is therefore probably a waster. Given the 

proximity of the Silkstone potworks, this sherd and similar ones may originate from there. 

However, it is difficult to reconcile the fragments from Context 001 with the fabric 

descriptions given by Cumberpatch (2002) 

 

Brown-glazed wares tend to be for domestic use rather than table wares. A similar range of 

products was also made with a buff/yellow glaze.  (Site A Context 001 and Site B Context 

201).  

 

8.1.4 Earthenware marmalade jar  (Site A:Context 002 and Site B:Context 201) 

(See Appendix 2: Image 2.3) 

Several sherds of grey earthenware have the distinct ridging used on marmalade jars, possibly 

those of Kieller & sons. Though the company originated in Dundee in Scotland, this does not 

mean that the fragments have a Scottish origin. In the early 1800s the company also had a 

production centre in Guernsey. This was moved to London in 1879 (BBC 2004) 

  
8.1.5 Shell-tempered ware (Site A: Context 001) 

See Appendix 2, Image 2.4)  

One small (5.0 cm x 3.0 cm) fragment of a coarse pinkish fabric which has been tempered 

with shell was recovered from Site A Context 001. Several pieces of the shell temper have 

leached out of the section of the fragment giving it a pitted appearance.  A cluster of mica 

crystals are evident on the inside surface. Shell-tempering was widely used during the late 

Roman /Early medieval period. However, given the absence of known Roman activity in the 

area it might be more prudent to seek a medieval origin. The sherd bears some resemblance 

to the Early Medieval Sand Shell Cooking Pot illustrated by the Kent Archaeological Trust 

(2011) but a nearer source than Kent would seem more probable.  

 

8.1.6 Brick/Tile  
Several fragments of hand-made brick were recovered from the site. Most are too small to 

have much diagnostic value. Two exceptions are:  

 

Site B: Context 201  

An incomplete dense hard-fired hand-made brick. The breadth is 11.0 cm (4.75 ins) and the 

depth is 7.0 cm. Only 13.0 cm of the length survives. The break is irregular.  

 

Site B: Context 205  
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A piece of brick similar in width and height to the brick from Context 201 but surviving only 

to a length of 11.0 cm. The brick is badly fired and is showing signs of surface cracking.  

 

The dimensions of both bricks are consistent with those of a standard imperial brick.  

 

 

8.1.7 Clay Tobacco Pipes  
 

Site A: Context 001 produced two fragments of clay tobacco pipe. One is a 4.0 cm length of 

stem the other is a shorter (2.0 cm) length with a circular lip denoting the mouthpiece.  

 

8.1.8  Clay Knur or Potty 

(See Appendix 2: Image 2.6) 

 

Approximately half of a knur or potty used in the game of Knur and Spell or as it was 

apparently known in the Barnsley region ‘Potty Knocking’ (Masters 1997). The object of the 

game was to knock the knur through the air, the winner being the one who knocked it the 

farthest. The Silkstone example may have been broken by the force of a blow during such a 

game.  

 

The object originally used as a knur was a hard pot ball which was inserted into kettles to 

help scour out lime scale. As this was not a common object in the Barnsley district where the 

water is soft, a local pipeworks, Naylor’s of Cawthorne, was induced to make them (Masters 

1997). The Silkstone example may have been egg-shaped rather than round – one of this type 

is on display in the Bramah Gallery in Silkstone Church. 

 

8.2 Glass.  

 

8.2.1  Vessel glass  
 

Site A 

(See Appendix 2, Images 2.6 and 2.7).  

 

Several small (maximum dimension 0.4 cm) pieces of clear glass were recovered from 

Context 001. The majority are vessel glass, but the fragments are too small to enable their 

function to be ascertained. One vessel base bears the letter S which my represent the name of 

the manufacturer or the company for which it was made.  

 

Site B 

(See Appendix 2: Images 2.8 and 2.9) 

 

Site B produced a much greater quantity of glass fragments, many of which were much larger 

in size (up to 8.0 cm). 

 

Context 201 produced only vessel glass. Three fragments, possibly from the same vessel were 

dark green glass. The rest were in clear glass with a greenish tinge. These represent several 

vessels. Four fragments of the clear glass are of some interest as they bear letters in a similar 

style which may therefore represent portions of the same name (Appendix 2: Image 2.9). One 

fragment has B, the second BA, the third AR, and the fourth RN. Read together they could be 

the start of a name such as Barnby or, more likely Barnsley. 
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Smaller quantities of clear vessel glass with a similar greenish tinge to that recovered form 

Context 201 were found in   Context 205  and Context 206 but none of this has any 

distinguishing features.  

  

8.2.2  Glass Marbles 

Two glass marbles were recovered from Context 001. One is of clear glass with a blue 

‘teardrop’ in its interior. This is clearly modern. The second in opaque white glass with 

coloured swirls could be Victorian. However, with the resurgence of marbles as collectable a 

number of modern companies have begun to make marbles of a similar design.  The lack of 

wear on the surface of the marble might therefore suggest that this is a modern copy.  

 

 

8.3 Iron Objects 

Some of the metalwork recovered from the topsoil levels of the Silkstone excavations is 

obviously modern. This is clearly indicated by the car door handle and plastic Rover logo 

recovered from Site B: Context 201. However, Site B also produced an unusually large 

number of iron objects from stratified contexts. These deserve more formal study. What is 

presented here should be regarded only as an initial analysis which is intended to draw 

attention to some of the items present. Some of these are too corroded or fragmentary to 

allow for easy recognition but among the items in the assemblage are the following. 

 

8.3.1  Wrought Iron  Pins 

(See Appendix 2: Image 2.10) 

 

At least 7 of these survive in whole or part form. Six of these come from Context 006 and a 

seventh from Context 005. Allowing for the variations in size introduced by the products of 

corrosion, they all seem to be uniform in nature.   Each is approximately 14.5 cm in length 

which would correlate with an imperial 6 inch pin. The top is domed and the shaft tapers 

slightly.        

 

Context 206 also produced a single washer 5.0 cm (2.0 inches) in diameter. The central hole 

will take one of the pins and it seems reasonable to assume that the two were used together. 

 

 

 

8.3.2 Flange  
(See Appendix 2: Image 2.11) 

 

Context 006 produced a 9.0 cm square cast iron flange which shows breakage marks along 

one edge. It may therefore be part of one of the shoes used to attach the rails to the sleeper 

stones.  

           

 

8.3.3  Nails/Wedges 

(See Appendix 2: Image 2.11) 

 

Four object made of flat iron strip varying in width from approximately 2.0 cm to 3.0 cm. 

None of the objects is complete but the largest has a length of 10.0 cm. One end is slightly 

widened in the manner of a key rather than a nail head. The objects taper towards the bottom 
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of their shaft. Objects of this sort could key into the flange described in Section 8.3.2 and thus 

be regarded as nails or pins. However their tapered shape makes them reminiscent of wedges 

and some other use may be possible.  

  
8.3.4  Rail (Context 005) 

(See Appendix 2: Images 2.12 and 2.13) 

 

A 32.5 cm x 10.0 cm x 2.0 section of cast iron, probably representing part of a rail. All 

surfaces are heavily corroded and there are no evident   holes where the object could be 

attached to a sleeper. It is therefore impossible to tell whether this is the bottom part of a rail 

or whether it represents one of the raised flanges.  

 

 

8.4 Animal bone 

Only four pieces of animal bone were recovered during the course of the excavation.  

 

Site A: Context 001 

1 Tooth – probably a molar 

1 rib, species unidentified 

 

Site A: Context 002 

1 leg bone – species unidentified 

1 Cow’s rib. This has been sawn through indicating that the animal had been jointed for meat.   

 

9.0 Discussion and interpretation 

Despite the limited time at the disposal of the excavators the project at Silkstone has raised a 

number of points which should be considered.  

 

9.1 Site A 

The excavations at Site A have confirmed the earlier observations made by the Roggins Local 

History Group.  They also demonstrated that there is a considerable potential for in situ 

survival along the length of the passby despite the disturbance caused by the excavation of 

the 1960s sewer trench.  

 

The passby was laid with Type A sleeper stones This is what one might expect given the 

large number of this type recorded by ArcHeritage in the vicinity. However, it should be 

noted that one at least of the exposed sleeper stones (SS 11 Appendix 1: Image 1.) poses 

something of a problem. This is the sole sleeper stone in the excavation which is not Type A,  

although a similar one can be found in the adjacent bridleway. (Appendix 1; Image 1.12) 

Both are ex situ but it seems unlikely that they will have been brought any distance for no 

particular purpose. This therefore raises the possibility that they were both brought here as 

part of a repair to that section of the waggonway later removed by the pipe trench. This in 

turn would suggest that more than one phase of activity is represented by the sleeper stones 

uncovered during the excavation.  

 

Dating the construction of the passby remains problematic. None of the ceramic finds, which 

would normally help to do this, are from a stratified context and their general smallness 

indicates that they are likely to have been the product of ‘nightsoiling’ (the process of 

spreading the contents of middens and privies onto farmland as manure). A similar 

assemblage of finds was recovered from the grounds of Austhorpe Primary School in Leeds 
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(Weldrake 2013) which was formerly farmland. The one sherd of medieval pottery is clearly 

residual and could possibly have derived from the former vicarage to the north of Site A. 

 

 

However, a clue to the dating of the construction of the passby may be obtained by 

considering the sleeper stones themselves. The in situ stones in Site A are the same type as 

were laid in the extension of the original waggonway from Silkstone Cross to Silkstone 

Common (C. Bower pers. comm.). This fact may offer some light on the date of the 

construction of the passby itself. When the waggonway terminated at Silkstone Cross there 

would be little need for a passby as facilities would surely have been available for parking up 

the waggons. The situation was somewhat different once the southwards extension had been 

made. Now there would be more likelihood of meeting traffic coming in the other direction 

and so a passby may have been  put in to alleviate a potential problem. Repair and 

consolidation work might also be represented by sleeper stones such as SS 11 which appear to 

be hybrids of more than one type.  Exploratory work on the southern extension of the 

waggonway might help to elucidate this hypothesis.  

 

9.2 Site B 

A different set of problem is encountered when trying to evaluate the work carried out on Site 

B. Although more of the wall line (Context 203) was exposed, we are no nearer to defining 

the building’s form or function.  The fact that Context 203 consists of mortared stone blocks 

might lead to the assumption that the rest of the structure was built in stone. If that is the case 

it must have been thoroughly dismantled to recover the stone when it went out of use for no 

loose stone was noted in the interior of the building. 

 

Of course it need not have been a building built to its full height in stone. Context 003 may 

represent only sill walls on which a wooden structure built on top of it. This too would leave 

little trace especially if what could not be recycled was burnt in situ. It is possibly more likely 

than suggesting that the building stone could be totally robbed away and the debris from such 

a fire could account, at least in part, for the burnt material encountered in some of the internal 

layers.  

 

Neither theory accounts for the presence of brick in the lower levels of the site (Context 005 

and Context 006). 

 

The finds from the site do not help elucidate the problem. They are clearly different in quality 

and quantity from those at Site A. As noted above, the Site A finds are comparatively small 

which suggests that they derive from farm manuring. Those at Site B are not. This opens up 

two possibilities regarding their deposition. The finds could derive from material produced in 

or near the structure represented by Context 003 or the material could have been dumped into 

the void of the demolished building to level it up to form the access to the adjacent field. 

Until this problem is resolved it will remain impossible to be certain whether the finds 

generated through the excavation can be associated with the building while it was in use or 

whether they are merely part of a destruction phase. If they are to be associated with the 

building then it seems likely that it functioned as some sort of repair workshop for 

maintenance of the line, rather than a tally house as has been suggested by earlier surveys 

(ArcHeritage 20011). If it is not a workshop, no further clue as to its function was recovered 

during the excavation.  
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The finds themselves provide an interesting range of items which require further study to 

elucidate their use on the waggonway (if any) and to examine what they can tell us about 

metalworking techniques in the 19
th

 century.  

 

 

10.0 Educational Outcomes 
(See also appendix 3) 

 

Over the duration of the project all the children involved responded positively to the task set 

for them. During the classroom sessions they displayed a willingness to interact with the 

members of the project team, asking relevant questions about the material under discussion.  

 

They also showed a great deal of enthusiasm for the fieldwork and a high level of cooperation 

over working with the tasks allotted to them. They were all focused on task and none of them 

expressed a desire to leave early even on the day when it rained heavily all morning.  

 

The children have learned to appreciate the nature and value of archaeological finds. They 

also proved themselves to be thorough in their collecting strategies. During the classroom 

session we were only able to show a limited range of artefacts. Children were however 

encouraged to put anything they found into a finds tray and the material gone through with 

them. This resulted in the finding of a wide range of artefacts, many of which the children 

now have the confidence to identify for themselves.  

 

The archaeological work at Silkstone has helped the children to engage with their local 

historic environment in what for them is a new and exciting way.  Such internalisation will 

help give them an enhanced understanding of the development of their community.  

 

However, it is not just historical awareness which has benefited from this activity. There are 

health and social issues to consider too. Providing enjoyable outdoor activities of this nature 

can contribute to children’s health and fitness. Children learn to work as a team, not only with 

each other but also with the adults forming the project team. It is also a democratic activity in 

which all children can take part regardless of ability. For this reason it is taken to by those 

pupils who perhaps have difficulty with formal classwork.  

 

In the case of the adults involved in the project the situation is perhaps slightly different. 

Prior to the project the members of the Roggins Local History Group already had a thorough 

knowledge of the history of the waggonway. The project offered them the opportunity to test 

out their theories by excavation, something which few of them had done before. The group 

proved willing and capable workers and their discussions over the artefacts and structures 

which were found has done much to help inform the present work. 

 

More formally the efforts of both the children and the adults involved in the project made a 

real contribution to the understanding of Silkstone and to that of the surrounding region. They 

did this by following the scientific method of creating a hypothesis, testing it by excavation 

and evaluating the results. Their work was of such a standard that copies of this document 

can confidently be deposited with the Sites and Monuments Record for South Yorkshire (the 

database which is used by local councils as a guide on matters to do with planning and 

archaeology) secure in the knowledge that it will be of use to future archaeologists. An 

abstract will also be prepared for Forum (the journal of the Council for British Archaeology’s 

Yorkshire section) so that the children’s work can be shared with as many people as possible. 
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11.0 Potential for further work 
The archaeological investigations at Silkstone have once again proven the value of 

community engagement in investigating its historic past. However, without further work the 

conclusions drawn about the development of the area must remain tentative. Further 

archaeological work at Silkstone might help clarify the picture. Possible approaches might 

include: 

 

 Further excavation work at Site B. This might help clarify whether it is a metalworking 

site or not. This would however require a larger-scale operation than was possible during 

the investigation being reported here. Exposing the full footprint of the building would 

require both more time and personnel - perhaps something run over several successive 

weekends. There is sufficient potential in the site to suggest its use as a formal 

opportunity in training in archaeological techniques. 

 

 A smaller-scale project would be to work on exposing (or if time allows sectioning) 

another portion of trackbed. It has been suggested above that Site A was constructed in 

similar method to parts of the southern extension to Silkstone Common. It would 

therefore be useful if a section of this part of the waggonway could be investigated as it 

would allow direct comparisons to be made.  

 

 And excavation of one of the other sites identified in the ArcHeritage Survey  

 

Looking at the wider community there are a number of other activities which might help 

place the two sites more securely in its historical context. These include: 

 

 Fieldwalking. Essentially this involves walking across a field immediately after it has 

been ploughed and before it has been sown again. The aim is to pick up any artefacts 

which the plough has turned up.  This in turn gives us a clue to what might be buried 

under the ground.  

 

 Garden pottery survey. This would involve pupils in doing what a couple of the children 

have already done without prompting – collecting surface finds from their own gardens. If 

the schools could be involved as well as members from the Roggins and other local 

societies it has the potential for generating a large amount of material which can then be 

used for data handling purposes. 

 

 Digging test pits in nearby gardens.  Again this can produce significant results if carried 

out systematically. It would also encourage community involvement and raise the profile 

of local historic environments. 

 

Any one of these activities could make a significant contribution to our knowledge of the 

history of the historic environment around the Silkstone waggonway. Taken together they 

could form a powerful tool for enhancing our understanding of a much wider region. 

 

12.0 Conclusions 
The archaeological work at Silkstone succeeded in meeting both its archaeological and 

educational aims. It has demonstrated how even young children can engage practically with 

their local historic environment and make discoveries of their own about the past. It has also 

given adults with an interest in Silkstone’s past to put their knowledge to practical use. 
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However, as is often the case, it has raised as many questions as it has answered. Further 

work will be needed to secure a clear understanding of the development of the Silkstone 

waggonway and its relationship to the wider region.  
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APPENDIX 1: SITE PLANS AND PHOTOGRAPHS  

 

 

Image 1.0(A): Plan of site A 

 

The site itself (indicated by the dotted 

lines centred on SE 29080 05678.  

 

The line of stones to the right of the 

diagram are the stones which can still be 

seen in the public bridleway.  These are 

most likely to be the sleeper stones 

recorded by  ArcHeritage (2012) as 

features 0269 – 0280 though there is some 

discrepancy between the features as seen 

on the ground and the description given in 

the report. (See for example Appendix 1: 

Image 11). If this identification is correct, 

feature 0269 would be the most southerly 

of the line of stones (top left).  

 

An enlargement of the plan of the trench is 

given in the next illustration so that the 

position of the excavated stones can be 

more easily read.  
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Image 1.0 (B) Close-up 

of SE corner of previous 

plan to show numbering 

of  the excavated sleeper 

stones.  

 

They have been 

numbered clockwise 

from the top right. 

Therefore the right-hand 

column contains (from 

top to bottom ) SS01 to 

SS05 

 

The column on the left 

contains (from bottom to 

top) SS06 to SS10. 

 

SS11 Is adjacent to 

SS07.   
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Image 1.1: Site A after removal of Context 002. The photograph was taken looking south 

with a 1 metre scale. On the right can be seen the five in situ sleeper stones SS01-SS05. SS05 

is in the foreground while SS01 is furthest to the south. The other three stones from nearest to 

farthest are SS08, SS09 and SS10. 
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Image 1.2: Site A looking south with a 1.0 m scale. ORIGINAL 

Sleeper stones SS01 (top) and SS02 (bottom) set with their centres a yard apart with shallow 

v-shaped grooves to allow for the insertion of the fishbelly rail. Both stones are Type A. 
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Image 1.3: Site A. Type A sleeper stone SS03 looking south with 1.0 m scale 

 

 
 

Image 1.4:  Site A. Type A sleeper stone SS04 looking south with 1.0 m scale   
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Image 1.5; Site A. Type A sleeper stone SS05 looking south with 1.0 m scale  

 

 

  
 

Image 1.6: Site A. Type A sleeper stone SS06 looking south with 1.0 m scale. This ex situ 

stone is within Fill 002 and was put back upside down by the excavators of the pipe trench.    
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Image 1.7: Site A. Type A sleeper stone SS07 and the uncategorized sleeper stone SS11 

looking south with 1.0 m scale. Both stones are within Fill 002 and sleeper stone SS07 was 

put back upside down by the excavators of the pipe trench.   

 

 
 

Image 1.8; Site A. Type A sleeper stone SS08 looking east with 1.0 m scale  
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Image 1.9: Site A. Type A sleeper stone SS09 looking east with 1.0 m scale  

 

  

Image 1.10: Site A Type Sleeper stone SS10 looking east with 1.0 m scale  

  



A r c h a e o l o g y  a t  S i l k s t o n e  2 0 1 3  | 27 

 

Dave Weldrake: Heritage Education  http://daveweldrake.wordpress.com/  

 
 

Image 1.11: Site A sleeper stone SS11 looking east with 1.0 m scale. This is the only stone 

recovered from the excavations which was not Type A.  

 

 

 
 

 

Image 1.12: Ex situ Sleeper stone in bridleway to east of site A (looking west) with 1.0 m 

scale. It is probably the sleeper stone identified by ArcHeritage as feature 0273. However, 

they describe it as a Type A stone which it clearly not. On the other hand it does bear 

resemblances to the excavated sleeper stone SS11 (see previous illustration). 
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Image 1.13: Plan of Site B (Drawn by Liz Weldrake) 

The site centres on SE ** ** The location of three contexts are shown  on this plan i.e. 

Context 203, Context 205 and Context 206. For a discussion of these see Section 7.2 above. 
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Image 1.14: General view of Site B looking south after removal of Context 201 with 2.0 m 

ranging rods for scale. The wall line Context 003 is beginning to become clearer along the 

bottom and right of the image.  
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Image 1.15 Site B North-west corner of wall (Context 203) with 10.0 cm scale. The footings 

of the wall extend out from the lowest stones. They may be laid directly onto natural.   
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Image 1.16 Site B looking west with 1.0 m ranging rod for scale. 

It was originally thought that the large stone in the centre of this photograph (Context 207) 

might be an early form of sleeper stone but this proved not to be the case. Its northern edge is 

clearly overlain by the wall of the building (Context 203) but their exact relationship (if any) 

was not established.  
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Image 1.17 Site B Section of sondage showing Context 004 and Context 005 looking 

east. Note the end of a rail (See 8.3.4) protruding from the section.  
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Image 1.18 Site B Section through Context 206 looking west. Context 206 was extracted as a 

single layer. However, there is a marked resemblance between this section and that shown in 

the previous image.  It may therefore be that Context 004 and Context 005 are continuous 

throughout.   
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**APPENDIX 2: THE FINDS 

 

 
 

 

Image 2.1: A selection of 19
th

/20
th

 century pottery from Context 001 with a 5.0 cm 

scale.   
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Image 2.2: A fragment brown glazed pottery from Context 001 with a 5.0 cm scale. 

The glaze on this sherd has formed a blob, which might suggest that this is a waster.   

 

 

 

 
 

Image 2.3: Fragments of earthenware marmalade jars from Context 001 with 5.0 cm 

scale.  
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Image 2.4: Shell-tempered ware from Context 001 with 5.0 cm scale. Note the oval 

fragments of shell within the fabric of the pot. 
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Image 2.5: Knurr (Approx. 2.0 cm in diameter) 

This object was found in Context 001 and may have been discarded as it broke during the 

course of a game.  An egg-shaped Knurr of a similar size can be seen on display in the 

Bramah Gallery in Silkstone Church. (Photograph courtesy of Tegwen Roberts) 
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Image 2.6: Glass from Site A Context 001 

Context 001 produced these small fragments of glass. The curvature on the majority marks 

them out as vessel glass but the fragments are too small to allow the type of vessel to be 

identified. Shown with 5.0 cm scale. 

 

 

 
 

Image 2.7: Base of vessel from Site A: Context 001.  

This vessel clearly has an S moulded into its base. This may represent the name of the 

manufacturer or the company for which the vessel was made. Shown with 5.0 cm scale.  
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Image 2.8: Glass from Site B: Context 201 with 5.0 cm scale 

 

 

 
 

Image 2.9: The lettered glass from Site B: Context 201.  

The central two fragments fit together to form part of the base of a vessel. It bears lettering 

which reads BARN... before it is broken off. The whole word is likely to have been 

BARNSLEY.  Shown with a 5.0 cm scale.  
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Image 2.10: Pins and washer from Site B Context 206 with 5.0 cm scale.  
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Image 2.11: Two of the possible wedges and the flange from Site B Context 206 with 

5.0 cm scale.  
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Image; 2.12: Section of cast iron rail from Site B Context 206 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Image; 2.13: Close up of above. 
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APPENDIX 3: WORK ON SITE 

 

 

 

 
 

Image  3. 1: Pupils working on site. 

Archaeology can engage both children and adults through physical action and through a sense 

of discovery. It can also engender a high level of commitment. These children are absorbed in 

their task despite the fact that it is raining.  
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Image 3.2: Archaeology also helps foster team work. Here a group of children are working 

together to excavate part of Site A.  
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Image 3.3: If asked what an archaeologist does, most children will reply ‘Dig’. However, 

teaching archaeology is about more than the acquisition of physical skills,. It can involve a lot 

of thinking too. Here a group of children are learning how to plan archaeological features. 

This is essentially a practical application of the co-ordinate maths which they will have learnt 

in the classroom. 
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Image 3.4: The Silkstone Archaeology Project also provided the opportunity for adults to 

gain new skills. The members of the Roggins Local History Group (shown here and on the 

front cover) have a passionate interest in the history of their community. Archaeology has 

offered them a practical way of extending their knowledge.      


