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Fig.  1. Site location. ('Crown copyright reserved). 

THE DEMOLITION of cottages during 1965 in 
School Lane and shops in Church Street (TQ 1673) 
made vacant an area which the Twickenham Coun- 
cil had levelled and surfaced as a car park. Close 
to the church and the river, with Church Street as 
the main shopping centre of Twickenham for two 
centuries and more, the site seemed very promising 
(Fig. 1). St. Mary's Parish Church has a recorded 
history of Norman foundation, whilst the earliest 
reference to Twickenham itself is in a charter of 
A.D. 790. However, no material prior to the Norman 
period had ever been recovered from the area. 

The Church, though so close to the river, stands 
on a slight eminence, and the rise from the mean 
low water spring tide level to Church Street is about 
15 feet. In March 1774 an exceptionally high tide 
rose nine feet up the churchyard wall and is there 
commemorated. We suspected that our area had 
been similarly flooded in the past. 

Although Twickenham Local History Society had 
never previously undertaken an archaeological ex- 
cavation, it was decided to investigate the site. The 
Secretary with Mr. G. Fowler as a CO-director were 

Fig.  2. Sketch plan o f  site showing trench layout. 





Fig. 3. Neo l i th ic  pot te ry  sherds 1-8, beaker  g(;) 

a single flake scraper, made on a thick shatter-flake; 
the working edge is steeply retouched. , 

Amongst some 90 flakes there are 13 that exhibit 
signs of use, one with serrations, and one with a little 
inverse retouch. By-products also include nearly 100 
very small flakes and spalls. 

So far as prehistoric studies are concerned, the 
great interest of the excavations at Twickenham lies 
in the discovery of this new evidence for Neolithic 
settlement along the Thames-evidence which goes 
some way towards solving a minor archaeological 
problem. Until the recent excavation at Staines, 
there was surprisingly little indication of occupation 
in the Greater London area during the earlier part 
of the Neolithic. The comparatively numerous ex- 
amples of Neolithic pottery recovered during dredg- 
ing of the river bed and now preserved in the collec- 
tions of the British, London and other Museums. 
belong to typologically later styles, chiefly of the 
Ebbsfleet and Mortlake varieties. It now seems pos- 
sible that the absence of earlier styles, with their 
plain or faintly decorated surfaces, may be explained 
in terms of selective collecting. The more conspicu- 
ous, and often profuse, ornament on Ebbsfleet and 
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Mortlake wares would facilitate identification of 
the fragments amongst the mud and debris poured 
from the dredge-buckets, and might also have been 
thought to enhance their value. Explanation along 
these lines, in conjunction with the positive evidence 
now at hand, helps to dissipate the mystery sur- 
rounding the apparent avoidance of this obviously 
attractive riverside environment by earlier Neolithic 
settlers. 

In southern England the pre-Ebbsfleet styles of 
Neolithic pottery fall into a series of local groups, 
each sharing with the others a number of general- 
ised traits, yet possessing its own distinctive peculiar- 
ities. The pottery from Twickenham will doubtless 
prove to belong to another such geographically limi- 
ted group; in quantity it is too small to afford by 
itself adequate criteria for definition. Affinities prob- 
ably exist with the large collection from Staines. 
only a few miles to the west. but detailed appraisal 
must await the publication from that site. For the 
time being comparison can only be made with the 
few sherds known from Marlow, Bucks. This assem- 
blage, like that from Twickenham, consists of rather 
clumsy, thick-walled pots and bowls with moderately 
enlarged rims, not closely comparable with any of 
the recognised groups. Only further discoveries can 
show the precise nature of the relationship. 

The full report on the excavation has been pub- 
lished by Twickenham Local History Society in their 
Paper Number 12, obtainable for 3s. post free from 
A.C.B. Urwin, 59 Park House Gardens, Twicken- 
ham. 
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