
EARLY FULHAM 
WHITEHOUSE 

THE BEGINNINGS of settlements in Fulhani and this point in time until the 8th century nothing is 
Putney appear to be due to a prehistoric river cross- known of the history of the crossing area. 
ing and the names Fulham and Putney are indica- 
tive of this. Grant of Fulham 

A Ford and Trackway 
Although the origins of the crossing are lost in 

antiquity, the ford was probably close to the site 
of the present Putney Bridge. Professor Grimes 
has suggested a conjectural route for a connecting 
trackway' which must have linked a number of 
settlement sites including the Neolithic one at Put- 

Geographically, this is a suitable spot on the 
Thames for a ford as the river banks are overlaid 
with gravel with no intervening alluvium. Roughly 
aligned with the Fulham Road, the trackway is a 
natural route of con~munication from the east of 
London to western Surrey. 

The middle Thames from Staines to the City has 
produced a wealth of weapons, tools and other 
artifacts of all the archaeological periods indicat- 
ing how important this stretch of the river has 
always been for communication and settlement. 
However very few riparian sites have so far been 
located, due mainly to the lack of archaeological 
investigation. Excavation in recent years has begun 
to attest to early settlement and more information 
should become available as the industrial sites of 
the riverside are redeveloped. In the case of Putney 
in particular the last decade has produced evidence 
of habitation for all the major periods. 

Although the trackway theory is becoming gen- 
erally accepted, there is controversy as to whether it 
could later have been laid out as a Roman road. 
This suggestion is made plausible by a Romano- 
British settlement, apparently centred around the 
Bemish Road area at P ~ t n e y , ~  and the discovery of 
a Roman road and settlement a t  Old Ford, 

After the Roman administration in Britain 
ceased, during the first half of the 5th century, in- 
vasions by Saxon and other raiders presumably 
brought the settlement at Putney to an end. From 

Circa A.D. 705 Waldhere, 5th Bishop of the East 
Saxons (London), acquired from Tyrhtilus, 2nd 
Bishop of Hereford, a place called Fulunhum. Thus 
the connection of the Bishops of London as Lords 
of the Manor of Fulham began, and remained so, 
despite a period during the Con~monwealth, until 
the Manor and its revenues passed into the hands 
3f the Ecclesiastical Commissioners in 1868. It can 
be said that the Bishop's land tenure is one of the 
3ldest in England. The present incumbent of the 
Bishopric still lives at Fulham in his 16th century 
manor-house, Fulham Palace. 

The Saxon Charter of the grant, survives as a 
:arly 17th century copy, taken from a medieval 
cartulary, the rcrtolus untiquus, belonging to St. Paul's 
Cathedral, the original charter having been lost. 

The translation reads as follows: 
'In the name of our Lord Jesus Christ 

I, Bishop Tyrhtilus, have resolved to offer and 
bestow a small portion of land on Wealdhere, 
bishop of London, in return for his acceptable 
money, with the consent and permission of Sige- 
heard, king of the East Saxons, and of Conred, 
king of the Mercians, that by these benefits will- 
ingly conferred on the Church I may be able to 
purge the guilt of my sins and obtain the remedy 
conferred by divine goodness. The possessions of 
this land are 50 hides in the place which is called 
Fulham, etc.5 

The 'etc' indicates that the medieval charter could 
not be fully deciphered. By its very nature of a 
copy, it should be treated with caution, although 
there is no reason to dispute its authenticity. The 
meaning of '50 hides' is disputable. It  could mean 
either 50 hides of land or 50 men working on the 
land. 

The grant had the approval of Sigeheard, king 
of the East Saxons and Conred, king of Mercia. 
At that time Mercia was the overlord oC the East 
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Putney to gain access to the two properties in Sur- 
rey. 

The meaning of 'Putney' is uncertain 
although the generally accepted interpreta- 
tion is "Putta's Hythe,' the 13th century 
appellation being 'Puttenhuth', the landing place 
of Putta. An interesting light has been thrown on 
Putta, 1st Bishop of Hereford, who died A.D. 688. 
As his successor, Tyrhtilus, owned Fulham, Putta 
may also have done so. But this early date has not 
been considered acceptable for Bishop Putta.' Her- 
eford Cathedral was sacked in 1055 by Gryffyth, 
a prince of Wales, destroying any documents which 
could have thrown light on these early bishops. 

The ferry may support the theory that Putney 
is a secondary settlement from Fulham to work 
the ferry, for there is no evidence of habitation 
there before the 11th century." 
Vikings 

The major event of the Dark Ages for Fulham 
must have been the visitation of the dreaded Danes. 
The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle for 879 states: "In 
this year the pagans set out for Cirencester from 
Chippenham and stayed there one year. In the 
same year, too, a body of the pagans drew to- 
gether and sat down in wintcx quarters at Fulham 
on the Thames. In this year the pagans left Ciren- 
cester for East Anglia and occupied and divided 
the region. And in the same year the pagans, who 
had before sat down at Fulham, went over the sea 
by way of France to Ghent and remained there 
one year."9 It is to this unwelcome horde that the 
intriguing one mile long moat, formerly encom- 
passing Fulham Palace, is attributed. 

Until the 19207s, the Palace grounds of 28 acres, 
were enclosed by a moat, approximately loft. wide 
and up to 8ft. deep in some parts (see map). Its 
origin is uncertain but it has been the centre of 
much speculation. Generally it is considered to be 
defensive and not a land boundary;1° this theory 
appears to be originally the view of Sir Arthur 
Blomfield, in a lecture 'The Olden Times of Ful- 
ham.'ll Claiming that the Danes were the only 
known large armed force to be in the vicinity be- 
fore the Conquest, he concluded that the moat 
must be therefore attributed to them. 

London at this time was under Viking control 
with the figure holding the position of Bishop of 
London being uncertain but it may have been 
Swithwulf. 

Although it is now generally accepted that the 
site of Fulham Palace is where the Vikings camped, 
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it is by no means certain. Chiswick Eyot on the 
Chiswick/Hammersmith border is considered to be 
a contender for the encampment. However, this 
belief appears to bs a documentary miscopying. 
Various chroniclers since the Anglo-Scrxon Chron- 
icle have handed down the story to posterity and 
Roger Hoveden12 states that the Danes landed at 
Insula Home which appears to be a misreading of 
in fulanhame mistaking the 'f' for an 'S'. This 
fictitious 'Isle of Hame' has been dubbed onto Chis- 
wick Eyot. 

The suitable landing place at the ford, perhaps 
with the already fortified Palace, was more than 
ample reason for chgosing Fulham to make camp. 
The visitation of pagans, who left the following 
year with some of Guthrum's discontented follow- 
ers. to continue hostilities in Europe, apparently 
left a lasting mark on the local inhabitants, there 
was a wharf near Putney Bridge called 'Comedane- 
wharf' as late as 1447. Near Crabtree Dock, not 
much more than half a mile north of the Palace, 
Thomas Faulkner tells of "great quantities of 
human bones have been from time to time discov- 
ered. A tradition has prevailed, that they have lain 
here since the period of the invasion by the Danes; 
but we have not been able to discover any certain 
traces of the time when, or how they were deposi- 
ted here." 

Roman Camp? 
The discovery of a Romano-British settlement 

in Putney opposite the Palace has lead to the sug- 
gestion in recent years, that the moat may have 
had its origins in a Roman Camp. The site is ideally 
situated to defend the ford, and a camp could well 
have been established there as a bridgehead by 
Aulus Plautius while he waited at the Thames for 
the arrival of Claudius. 

The Palace earthwork is a rough 'D' shape, which 
is typical of Viking camps, but the north, south 
and west sides are at right angles making two play- 
ing card' corners similar to a Roman camp. The 
east side looks alien in shape and may have been 
a later alteration as it varies in width (see map). 

The earliest documented account is in the Court 
Rolls of Fulham Manor for 1392 when it is referred 
to as the great ditch (mcrgna fossa). In 1476 it is 
referred to as the 'moat ditch of Fulham.' 

Regardless of the origins of the moat, one may 
Feel safe to say that it is pre-conquest. It  could 
have been dug by the Saxons, perhaps against the 
Viking invasions, with the Bishop taking the initia- 
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