
HISTORICAL AND TOPOGRAPHICAL
BACKGROUND

THE TOPOGRAPHICAL DEVELOPMENT OF THE SITE

R. M. Bryant and C. M. Heighway

Roman (fig. Sa)
The town of Cirencester lies on river-laid gravel at the
point where the river Churn, flowing from the
north-east through a winding valley cut into the oolitic
limestone of the Cotswolds, meets the flood-plain of
the river Thames. A slightly higher north-west to
south-east ridge of ground may have formed a spine
along which Etmin Street was aligned (Holbrook and
Wilkinson, forthcoming). Etmin Street entered the
town roughly on the line of Dollar Street (street A:
Holbrook and Salvatore, forthcoming) and passed
under the west end of the present parish church to
cross another street in the present market place
(Zeepvat 1979, 72). A Roman street ofless substantial
nature crossed the abbey site presumably parallel to
Ermin Street; on either side of this street were
domestic buildings used from the 2nd to the 3rd
centuries (McWhitr 1986, 222-233; below p. 19).

Early post-Roman (fig. 5b)
Two of the site sections (section 121, fig. 19, and
section 123, fig. 31) show a shallow 3ft (1m) deep linear
feature, probably a ditch, which cuts Roman layers and
some Roman destruction layers but was covered by
layers connected with the construction of the
Anglo-Saxon church. This ditch also had stake-holes on
the southern berm (section 120, fig. 19) and was on
roughly the same a1ignment as the Anglo-Saxon
church. Its purpose is unknown. It could be a very late
Roman feature but in that case its a1ignment seems
curious. This ditch could not be located in other
sections as intervening sections were not drawn.

Anglo-Saxon (fig. 6a)
The minster church founded in the 9th or 10th
century (below p. 14) was probably a royal foundation
(Evans 1989, 116). The minster acquired precinct land
in the north-east quadrant of the Roman town in a
peripheral position to the Roman centre (a similar
situation prevailed at Gloucester when the minster
there was founded in 679).

There may have been, in the 9th century, some
vestige of the principal Roman roads. Certainly the
north section of Etmin Street continued in the middle
ages, though shifting by some metres to the east The

new minster could have originally occupied
approximately the blocks of Roman town land of
Insula XXV and XXVI (McWhirr 1986, fig 2), though
not, it would seem, as far south as the cross-roads; this
cross-roads was later to develop into the market place.
It might be speculated that at the time of the
foundation of the minster, the cross-roads area was
already significant to the secular power, and only
peripheral land was allocated to the minster (again, the
analogy is with Gloucester, where the minster precinct
was drawn well short of the central market area).

Fig. 6a shows the borough boundary as recorded in
1875 (aS 1875). Though first mapped only at this late
date, the borough boundary is likely to perpetuate that
of the boundary of the township in 1571 (Slater 1976,
103); the medieval abbey precinct was then not only
outside the township but was also extra hundredal
(ibid, 104). The borough boundary (in its general
course though not in detail) could go back still further
to the original minster foundation and could mark the
division between minster and secular land. The area
later to be occupied by the parish church was also
south of and outside the minster boundary.

The buildings ofphase Ib: late 11th to early 12th
century (fig. 6b)
The Anglo-Saxon church, it is suggested below,
survived into the 12th century but with a modified and
shortened west end of the late 11th to early 12th
century. Some burials, many in stone-lined graves,
belong to this petiod. There is also evidence
north-east of the church for domestic occupation of
some kind (p.41); other domestic buildings laywest of
the church, although the date of these is more
problematic (p. 41). Some of this activity could relate
to temporary accommodation of the Augustinian
canons from 1130 onwards. However, some activity
in the 11th century is suggested by the Jarge collection
of pottery of that date (p. 103); this presumably related
to buildings associated with the old minster.

The building ofthe 12th century abbey (fig. 7a)
Cirencester Abbey was founded in the early 12th
century by Henry I as a house of Augustinian canons,
who inherited both the endowments and the parochial
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obligations of the former minster (Evans 1991, 99).
Building work may have begun in 1117, but more
probably in 1130 (ibid., 100). The new abbey was
probably begun when the old church, albeit
shortened, was still standing (below p. 41). When the
east end of the new church was completed, the
abbey's own services could be held there, but the old
church might have been left standing to serve the
needs of the parish until it had to come down to make
way for the nave of the abbey (Evans 1991, 101).

It may have been at this time that the Gunstool
Brook was diverted across the town to flush the
reredorter of the new abbey (Holbrook and
Wilkinson, forthcoming; Slater 1976, fig 6.7).

The late 12th century (fig.7b)
The abbey church was dedicated in 1176 (Evans
1991, 101); the tomb of a respected founder or
benefactor (H118; below p. 165) was placed at the
centre of the nave. Only fragments of walls survived,
and the plan is, therefore, based upon foundations or
robber trenches. This explains some of the
irregularities in plan, and the presence of continuous
'sleeper' walls at the crossing, across the transepts,
and on the line of the nave and presbytery arcades.

The earliest work in the parish church dates to the
mid 12th century (McLees 1988, 38; Fuller 1893a,
35-6; Brown and McWhirr 1966, 250). The earliest
known reference to a separate parish church is
between 1182 and 1195 (Evans 1991, 101).Thevillof
Cirencester was first granted to Cirencester abbey in
1155 and the grant was made permanent in 1189.The
abbey would then as the church's proprietor have had
responsibility for the chancel. The chancel was
provided with a south aisle c. 1180, with an arcade of
two round columns, one re-used Roman (Fuller
18930, 35-6), and the chancel north aisle had an
external door of 12th-century date which could have
been for access from the abbey (Evans 1991, 101-2).

The abbey in the 13th to 16th centuries (fig. 8a)
The church walls have been reconstructed to the
thickness of the surviving wall of the north
presbytery aisle extension; the 14th-century Lady
chapel is reconstructed according to the paced
measurements of William Worcestre (Harvey 1969,
xvii,284; Evans 1993, 139, n.9); if it took in the south
transept, the east end of the Lady chapel extends to
the east end of the chancel (Evans 1993, 133). The
parish church is shown after its final addition: the
south porch of the end of the 15th century (Evans
1993, 133). In the 13th century the wide market
streets south and west of the parish church had been
colonised by a number of shops (Slater 1976, 101).

A building shown over the stream on the map of
1795 could represent the medieval abbey mill (Fuller
1893a). The abbey had had a plot of land for a mill
since the time of Henry I (Evans 1993, 116).

A cluster of 13th-ce,nturyburials west of the abbey
includes children. The interment of an evidently lay
population suggests that the boundary between the
burial ground of the canons and that of the parish
church did not alwaysrun on the line of the borough

boundary as later recorded, or on the parish
churchyard boundary of the 19th century. It may
have been that since the abbey also held the parish
church, the zoning of parish and canons' burial
grounds could fluctuate.

A burial pit found south of the 'borough boundary'
may have been in the parish churchyard (see 'Burials',
below). There were late medieval burials over the pit.

A building north of the cloister, which survived the
Dissolution to appear in Kip's views, alongside the
stream, could have been either the infirmary or the
abbot's lodging (Fuller 1893a).The abbot's lodging is
described as being between the cloister and the Spital
Gate Grange and to have been recently extended
when the abbey was dissolved (Evans 1993, 134).

The area c. 1700 (fig. 8b)
After the Dissolution the abbey church and claustra!
buildings were demolished, retaining at first the
abbot's house and other buildings of practical use
(Evans 1993, 134). Soon after the 1570s, when
Camden described the site as uninhabited and having
only the ruins of the abbey (Camden 1586, 195), a
mansion (later called 'The Abbey,) was built on the
site, and this house with its formal garden is shown in
two views byJohn Kip (figs. 65, 66). This house was
in turn rebuilt as 'Abbey House' c: 1780 after a fire
(Reece and Cading 1975, 19). Kip's view of The
Abbey is too faultyin persepective for the position of
this house to be identified with certainty, However
the 18th-century gateway survives today, and another
survivor from the garden appears in the map of 1795,
which shows a row ofdots west of the house (fig. 9a).
These, from their position in relation to the gateway,
can be identified as the row of trees on the north side
of the western garden of The Abbey. It is thus
possible to reconstruct the garden, placing The
Abbey on the same plan as Abbey House. This
reconstruction also fits with the various garden walls
found in the excavations. It is clear that the
18th-century Abbey House was indeed built directly
on the foundations of the Elizabethan mansion.

Kip's view of The Abbey shows a property
between The Abbey and the parish churchyard. The
north boundary of this property appears to have
been on the line of the borough boundary. The area
of this property had, in the 15th to 16th century,
contained burials (fig. 8a), presumably of the parish
churchyard. Perhaps this tract of land had been
leased by the abbey as a burial ground, and later
transferred as a dwelling plot by the secular owners.

The area c. 1795 (fig. 9a)
The 1795 map (Anon 1795) shows the market is still
fully colonised by buildings. The Abbey House of
1780 has a new wing to the west which Fuller
(1893b) labels as 'modem servants wing'.

The area in 1966 (fig. 9b)
The market place south of the parish church was
cleared of its buildings in 1830 (Slater 1976, 101),
Abbey House has been demolished and Abbey Flats
built. The area of the excavations is shown.
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HISTORICAL EVIDENCE FOR THE ANGLO-SAXON
CHURCH AND MEDIEVAL ABBEY

A.K.B. Evans

The Pre-Conquest Church
Cirencester church receives its earliest recorded
mention in Domesday Book, compiled in 1086. It
has an entry under its own name, as a tenant-in-chief
of the Crown:

Land of the Church of Cirencester (DB1, 1660)
In Cirencester hundred.
The Church of Cirencester holds two hides from the king
in alms, and it held them from King Edwacd free from all
customary dues. There are 6 acres of meadow. It was and is
worth 405.

Domesday Book has two further references to the
church, one under the heading of Roger of Lacy's
lands, and the other in the account of the king's
property in Gloucestershire:

Land of Roger of Lacy (DB1, 167d)
In Bisley hundred,
Roger holds Painswick...On thisland S" Mary ofCirencester
has one villeinand part of a wood. King William gave this
to it. It isworth lOs.
Land of the King (DB1, 162d)
In Cirencester hundred.
... .From the new market 205, of which St. Mary has the
third penny.

From these entries it is apparent that on the eve of
the Conquest the church had a two-hide endowment,
which was comparatively modest if for a group of
priests. 1 To this William I added a smaIl property in
Painswick and a third of the tolls of Cirencester
market. The church's status as a tenant-in-chief
under Williaro suggests that it was an old minster
with royal connexions. Cirencester was certainly a
royal viII in the 10th and 11th centuries, when it is
mentioned in charters and in the Anglo-Saxon
Chronicle as a place where on occasion the king
resided and met his Witan2 It is likely that it was royal
property long before.

Domesday Book is the only surviving historical
record of the existence of Cirencester's pre-Conquest
church. There is no reliable evidence for the date or
circumstances of its foundation. No local tradition
concerning it had survived into the sixteenth century,
since when Leland visited Circncester in c. 1540 his
inquiries on this matter elicited no response. He
remarked that 'of what Saxon's foundation no man
can telle' (lfin. 1, 128). However, the Rev John
Collinson, writing in the late 18th century, stated that
it was 'founded by Alwyn, a Saxon, in the time ofKing
Egbert'. Collinson cited as the source of this
information a chronicle of Cirencester Abbey in his
own possession.' TIlls manuscript chronicle has never
been traced. If, as will be suggested below, its own
date was no earlier than the fifteenth century, it would
not necessarily be a reliable source for the
pre-Conquest period.

Egbert was king of Wessex from 802 until 839. At
this time Cirencester was in the neighbouring
kingdom of Mercia. For one year, 829-30, Egbert
annexed and ruled Mercia, but both before and after
that year Mercia's king was Wiglaf (827-9, 830-40),
who refers to the period from 830 as 'my second
reign' (CS 400). It cannot be suggested that
Cirencester was retained by Wessex after Wiglaf's
restoration, for the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle records
that it was to Cirencester that Guthrum and his army
went in 879 when they left Wessex after the Treaty of
Wedmore. Circncester was in the border area
between Mercia and Wessex. If Wiglaf recovered his
kingdom from Wessex by military force, it seems
unlikely that a major church (as its excavated
foundations have shown Cirencester's to be) would
be founded in this vulnerable location: there was
already a royal minster at Winchcombe, 16 miles
further from the border, where the Mercian royal
archives were kept (Finberg 1961, 11 n.2, 229;
Finberg 1957, 59). Moreover, if the church was a
Mercian foundation, it would be attributed to the
reign of the king of Mercia, not of Wessex. But if, as
Dr S. D. Keynes has suggested" Wiglafs restoration
was by agreement with Wessex, and perhaps
accompanied by an alliance, it is possible that a
church might have been founded in Cirencester
under West Saxon pattonage.

There remains the problem of the founder, who,
Collinson's source implies, was not royal. No known
Alwyn (Alhhun, AIhwine or lEthelwine) of this period
had any connexion with Cirenccster, Consequently,
although the date given in Collinson's manuscript
chronicle may be appropriate (and the archaeological
evidence could well support it), the name of the
founder could be mythical, perhaps based on an
Alwyn mentioned in Domesday Book (Evans 1989,
108-9). It remains uncorroborated and unexplained.

The cartulary of Cirencester Abbey has no
statement or document which might throw light on
the foundation of the church which preceded the
abbey on its site. But the cartulary docs contain a
marginal comment which could have given rise to
the date mentioned in Collinson's source. In the
margin next to the dating clause of the copy of the
abbey's foundation charter (Reg. A, f.14v), a
memorandum was added in a 15th-century hand:
'Note that the monastery of Cirencester has been
established for about 300 years'. The date given in
the abbey's foundation charter was 1133: a date 300
years before that would be in the 830s when Egbert
was reigning in Wessex. It could be that the compiler
of the chronicle Collinson used took this marginal
comment to refer to a church which was established
300 years before the abbey's foundation. But, as the
editor of the Cirencesrer Cartulary pointed out (CC1,
p. 23), the marginal memorandum was written in the
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15th century and did not refet to the pre-Conquest
church at all: it referred to the abbey. The
15th-century annotator of the cartulary was drawing
attention to the fact that the abbey had been founded
300 years before his own time. If this was the origin
of the supposed date of the pre-Conquest church, it
would be no more than a lucky chance that Egbert's
reign comes within the period suggested for it by the
archaeological evidence.

The Danish invasions of the 9th, 10th and early
11th centuries involved Mercian churches in
impoverishment, through obligatory contributions to
tributes and Danegelds, and in physical destruction,
if in the path of a Danish army. Cirencester
experienced a year of Danish occupation in 879-80;
and probable raiding in 893, wben the invaders were
based in the Severn valley, and in 1015 when they
rampaged through Gloucestershire: consequendy, it
could have suffered on both counts. This might be
an explanation both of the church's limited resources
in 1066, and of a truncated rebuilding (to the Phase
1b of the archaeological picture) whether this
occurred in the 11th or the 12th century. Failure to
recover both size and endowment was in tune witha
general movement towards more numerous but
smaller churches, for the most part served by only
one priest.

It is not known whether the two hides belonging to
Cirencester's church at the time of the Norman
Conquest supported one priest or more. By the
1130s, when it was replaced by Cirencester Abbey, it
had a community of priests (secular canons), who
were compensated for losing their church and their
livelihood. William I had augmented its resources,
though not lavishly. It is likely that it had been
further endowed by Regenbaldi, a well-rewarded
king's clerk under both Edward the Confessor and
William I, who had family connexions with the
Cirencester area. A much later tradition, which first
appears in the 13th century, credits him with being
the dean of the church's community of priests
(Evans 1989, 116-18); if so, he was probably an
absentee, but there seems little doubt that he was a
benefactor.

The Abbey
The Worcester chronicle records under the year 1117
that according to the command of Henry I a new work
was begun at Cirencesrer,? TIlls refers to building
works,which may (but may not) be connected with the
abbey the kinglater established there.

The date of the foundation of the abbey is noted
in the contemporary chronicle ofJohn of Worcester,
and there arc two versions. In the original version,
the appointment and blessing of the first abbot,
Serlo, appears under the year 1131 (Lambeth Palace
MS 42, f.153). In the final version,John altered it to
1130 Uohn of Worcester; 31). Since his revised dates
were sometimes less accurate than those.in the
original version, and since the consecration of
Robert, bishop of Hereford, was similarly but
erroneously altered from 1131 to 1130, it has been
usual to atrtibute Serlo's appointment to 1131. But

the abbot of Cirencester is mentioned in the Pipe
Roll of 1129-30 (PR 31 Henry I, 80, 126): he must,
therefore, have been appointed no later than 1130.

The abbey's foundation charter is dated 1133 (eC
1,28). Although internal discrepancies show that the
original text has been tampered with, the date is not
unlikely; many monastic foundation charters were
drawn up some years later than the actual foundation
gift. Henry I in this charter granted to his new abbey
all the property which had been held by Regenbald.
It seems probable that Regenbald was the original
donor of this benefaction to Cirencester church.
Some of his former properties had fallen into other
hands: in the charter the interests of these holders
were protected for their life-times, as were the
incomes of the existing priests of Cirencester church,
which by Henry I's foundation now became an
Augustinian abbey of regular canons. The abbey
would have taken over the endowment and pastoral
responsibilities of the church it replaced.

By a writ dated between 1130 and 1133 (Ce 1, 55),
Henry I granted exemption from tolls on materials to
be bought by the abbot and canons of the new abbey
for the building of their church. However, it appears
that little progress had been made by Henry I's death
in 1135; and the work must have suffered a setback
under Stephen, when Cirencester was in the front line
of the civil war. In 1142, when Stephen temporarily
took the town from the Empress Matilda's adherents,
Cirencester Castle, which adjoined the abbey, was
burned down (Gesta Stephani, 2, 70).

It was left to Henry II to press forward what his
grandfather had begun. In 1155, soon after his
accession, he made a generous grant of the revenues
of his royal vill of Cirencester to help finance the
building of the abbey church (CC 1, 66). The work
was sufficiently advanced for the dedication
ceremony to be held on 17 October 1176 (Howden, 2,
101; Gesta Henna II, 1, 127), when the four bishops
who were present granted an indulgence (CC 1, 164),
no doubt intended to encourage pilgrims whose
donations would enable the church to be
completed'. As a further subvention to the funds,
Henry II even gave up his right to the abbey's
revenues during the vacancy which occurred when
Abbot Andrew died shordy after the dedication of
his church (CC 1, 70).

Although building work was still proceeding, the
king's generosity did not extend to a similar sacrifice
at a later vacancy, in 1186. On this occasion he took
from the abbey the £433 17s l l d balance of income
over necessary expenditure, as wellas the contents of
the late abbot's treasure-chest. Among the expenses
of this year was an item of D 7s Od for roofing the
church and repairing the workshops (PR 33 Henry II,
26-7).

Henry II's grant of the revenues of the royal manor
of Cirencester, to fund the completion of the church,
expired with him in 1189. To retain this useful
income, the abbey had to approach the new king,
Richard I. An agreement was reached by which the
abbey paid £100 down and £30 a year in perpetuity
for Cirencester manor plus the viII of Minety and the



16 CIRENCESTER EXCA VAnONS IV

lordship of the Seven Hundreds (CC 1, 32).
Eventually, in 1214, these former royal demesne
lands were recognised as exempt from tallage (PR 16
John, 56; CC 1, 17,39).

During the long period while the abbey church was
in building, and before the cloister with its domestic
ranges could have been begun, the Augustinian
canons must have had living quarters somewhere on
the site, temporary in the sense that they would
eventually be replaced by the cloister buildings, but
substantial enough to last for more than half a
century. The pre-Conquest church would have
continued in use while the chancel and transepts of
the abbey church, well to the east of it, were being
constructed. This could be the context (as is
suggested below, pp. 39-42) for the structural
alterations to the early church (phase 1b) involving
not only a new west front for its shortened nave but
also readier access to its reliquary crypt. Relics, like
Indulgences, attracted pilgrims and funds.

In the 1220s the abbey was preparing to build a
conduit to bring water to the washing place
(lavalonum) in the cloister (CC 1, 235-8) which
presumably by then was nearing completion; and in
1248-9 the abbey treasurer's accounts mention £9 8s
8d spent on the dormitory, perhaps for repairs. The
abbot's lodging and the guesthall, which normally
occupy the west range of a monastic cloister, receive
incidental mention in the accounts of the abbot's
chaplain in 1248-9; and the cellarer's accounts for
that year record expenditure on modifications to an
upper room adjoining the Great Hall (the refectory),
which at Cirencester, where the cloister was on the
north side of the church, would be in the cloister's
north range (Obedientiaries' Accts., ff. 7,7v). Water
for the refectory was brought by conduit from the
spring called Letherwell at a date between the 1220s
and the 1280s (CC3, 288-9).

A prison, built with royal permission granted in
1222 (Rol. Claus. 1, 490), was ready to hold royal
prisoners from Gloucester Castle in 1223 (Rol. Claus.
1, 543b, 556). Possibly, like that at Bridlington Priory,
it lay next to the abbey gate (Caley 1821, 271).

According to Wtlliam Worcestre, two bells were
consecrated at Cirencester in 1238 (Harvey 1969,
·285). Perhaps they were for the tower of the abbey
church, but they could have been for the parish
church.'

Leland states that the heart ofSanchia ofProvence,
wife of Henry Ill's brother Richard of Cornwall, was
buried in Cirencester Abbey church (Jtin. 1, 129). She
died in 1261, and left £100 to the abbey in her will
(CC 3,283).

Small items of expenditure on the abbey buildings
are recorded in the third quarter of the 13th century;
and in 1276-7 £4 lOs 2d was spent on roofing part of
the abbey church (Obedientaries Accts., f. 35v),
perhaps after some structural alteration. A rebuilding
project is likely to have prompted the papal grant in
1292 of an indulgence of a year and 40 days to those
who visited Cirencester Abbey each year during the
octaves of the feasts of the Nativity, the Annunciation,
the Purification, and the Assumption of the Blessed

Virgin, and on the anniversary of the church's
dedication (CC 1, 171). Donations arising from the
indulgence would have provided funds for new
building. Possibly this was for the construction of the
new square-ended chancel with its eastern chapels,
where the three new altars consecrated in the abbey
church in 1309 might have been placed (Reg. ~no/ds,

10).
Whatever income was generated by the papal

indulgence was apparently vastly overspent, for
when Wtlliarn Hereward became abbot in 1335 the
abbey was deep in debt and parts of the church were
in danger of collapse. Within ten years Abbot
Hereward's efforts had restored the abbey to
solvency and its church to stability. In gratitude, his
community established a chantry to him in the Lady
Chapel which he seems to have constructed (Reg.
Bran.rford, 144-6). The Black Death of 1348-9 must
have interrupted building operations, but more
extensive reconstruction of the church was
apparently planned, for in June 1351 Pope Clement
VI granted another indulgence, valid for ten years,
specifically to those who contributed to the fund for
the rebuilding of the abbey church (CaL Pap. Len.
1342-62,456).

Not only Abbot Hereward but three more abbots
died between 1352 and 1363, no doubt owing to
recurrences of plague. This meant not only changes
of leadership but also four expensive vacancies in
just over eleven years. Again the abbey was plunged
in debt, with its buildings threatening collapse (CC1,
140). Finances apparently recovered by the 1370s,
but the abbey's administration and morale incurred
severe criticism from the bishop in 1378 (Reg.
Wakefield, 155-8). Nevertheless, Pope Urban VI
consented in January 1379 to a petition to make
Cirencester a mitred abbey'; he was informed by the
abbot that its annual income was one thousand
marks (CC3, 120).

This revenue was dramatically reduced in Henry
IV's reign when the townsmen of Cirencester,
enjoyingthe king's support after quelling the incipient
rebellionof January 1400,withheld their services from
the abbey, causing losses which amounted to an
estimated £6000 before, under Henry V, judgment
was given in the abbey's favour in 1413 (CC 1, 12;
Fuller 1885,330-8;Fuller 1894,45-9, 58-74).

Henry IV's reign was a prosperous time for the
townsfolk, who between 1402 and 1413 added the
great west tower to Cirencester parish church. When
the abbey's prosperity returned in the reign of Henry
V, it is likely that buildingactivity on the abbey church
was resumed. William Worcestre visited Cirencester in
1480 and made the following notes (Harvey 1969,
284-5: blank spaces occur in two places, for
measurementswhich he had intended to fill in):-

The great church of Canons Regular of the order of St.
Augustine is 140paces or [ l yards long;its navewith two
aisles is 41 paces or 24 yards wide, apart from the east
chapel whose length is[ J. Thevery old chapel ofSt.Mary
on thesouth side of thechoir of theabbey church, with an
aisle anciently annexed to it, is 44 yards long, andthewidth
of thesaid oldchapel is 22paces including the oldaisle.
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The length of the cloister is 52 paces.
The length ofthc Chaptcrhousc is 14 yards andits width is
10yards. And it hassix windowsglazedwiththree lights; and
in the whole Chaptcrhousc arc10 lights filled with quarries,
eachlight having three om [Proundels].

When Worcestre gave dimensions in yards they were
measurements, not estimates (Harvey 1969, xvii).
Since his measurement of the nave's width is given in
both yards and paces, it is apparent that his pace at
this time was 1ft 9in. Consequently his description is
of a church 245ft long and 72ft wide, with an
elongated Lady Chapel, 132ft long and 38ft 6in wide,
on the south side of the choir. The length of the
cloister was 91ft, which is likely to represent the
length of the nave west of the transept, less the width
of the east and west cloister walks. The Chapter
House was 42ft by 30ft, with six three-light windows
and ten windows in all. Worcestre refers to a chapel
at the east end of the nave; this may be the chapel
built by Henry Morton which is mentioned in a will
of 1403 (Reg. Arundel 1. f.205; Wadley 1886, 78):
Henry Morton occurs as canon at Cirencester in
1349-50 and as prior in 1353-4 (CaL Pap. Lett.
1342-62,328,420; CC2, 574; CaL Pat. 1354-8,116).
Since Worcestre said that this nave chapel was
additional to the stated width of the nave, it must
have projected; and it was presumably on the south
side, for the cloister lay on the north side. Perhaps
the chapel occupied the angle between south
transept and nave, as did the Lady Chapel at
Rochester Abbey half a century later.

Cirencester's last two abbots, John Hagbourne
(1504-22) and John Blake (1522-39), were concerned
with building work in the parish church's chancel, for
which as rector the abbey was responsible. Probably
they were also rebuilding the nave of the abbey
church, for Leland in c. 1540 described the abbey
church west of the transept as 'but new work to speke
of'. The eastern part, on the other hand, appeared to
him to be 'of a very old building' (Itin. 1,129).

When the abbey was dissolved in December 1539
there were 17 canons (LP 14,no, 705). Numbers had
been declining since 1307 when there were 40 (Wore.
Reg. s.v. 1301-1435,101). In 1498 there were 24 (Reg.
Morton 1, f.171; VCH G/oucs 2, 83 gives the date
erroneously as 1428); in 1534 there were 21 (Dep.
Keeper's Rep. 7 (1846), App. ii, 283). But the abbey's
income remained high. It was assessed in 1522 at
D333 6s 8d (U' 3, no. 1047; Goring 1971,701); and
in the Valor Ecclesiastic.us of 1535, when some
abatements were allowed, at £1053 16s 8d (Lindley
1957, 113-4). After the Dissolution, the revenues
were valued at £1131 Is 5d a year (Mon. AngL 6,
178-9). It was the richest of nearly 200 Augustinian
houses in the kingdom.

The Dissolution Survey of 1539 gives lists of the
buildings deemed to be superfluous and therefore to
be demolished, and of those which were permitted to
remain undestroyed. Reprieve from demolition was
allowed only to purely domestic constructions, all of
them standing detached from the church and the

cloister, which were to be completely removed
(p.R.O. E 315/494, f.61; Fuller 1893a, 45-6).

Assigned to Remayn undefaced

The late Abbottis lodging with the New lodging
adioyning and the houses of Office to the seid lodging
Annexed as they be sene betwene Spittell gate Grange
and the lodging called the Squiers lodging. The Baking
Bruying and Malting houses The late Abbotts Stabull The
Bame in the Spittell gate Grange with ii entrees in the
same. The Gamer in the Base Courte The Gate that
Closith the Quadraunte of the Base Courte. The
Wollehouse with the Stable by the Mille And the A1mery
Grange for husbandry.

Demed to be superfluous

The Church with the Chapelles Adioynyng
The Cloister!" with the Chaprrehouse Donnytory Frayrer
Library. the Hostery The Fennary with alle the Lodgings
to theym adioynyng. The Cellerers Chambre. the Squiers
Chambre The Sextery. The Convent Kitchyn with the
houses adioyning. The Storehouse in the Courre. The
Slatehouse. The Stywards Chambre. The Gesren
Chambre. and Stabulles And the Heyhouse.

The site of the abbey and its lands in Minety were
leased in 1540 to Roger Basing, the lease to include
all the buildings except those which the king had
commanded to be pulled down and carried away
(p.R.O. E 315/212, ff. 138-40; U' 16, 720). Lead
from the roofs of the doomed buildings was reserved
to the king: it was stripped off by July 1541 (Youings
1971, doc. 31a). The stone, timber and other
materials were sold to Sir Anthony Hungerford and
Robert Strange for removal (p.RO. E 321/17/48).
In January 1565 the reversion of the site of the abbey
was purchased from Elizabeth I by her physician,
Richard Master (CaL Pat. 1563-6, 201), who
presumably built there the late Elizabethan mansion
shown on John Kip's drawing made in c. 1700 (in
Alkyns 1712, 2, pI. 18, and here fig. 66). When
Camden visited Cirencester in the 1570s the abbey
ruins were still visible (Camden 1586, 195), but no
trace of the abbey church, the cloister, or the
conventual buildings is visible in Kip's drawing: and
Browne Willis, writing before 1718, stated that
memory of the abbey church had entirely perished,
together with the church itself; the materials having
been so wholly removed that the local inhabitants
could not give any satisfactory account even of
where it had stood (Willis 1718, 58).

Richard Master's house was pulled down in 1776
when a new house was built, re-using the
Elizabethan house's foundations (Bigland 1791,
344). It was thought that these successive houses
stood on part of the site of the demolished abbey
church, and attempted reconstructions of the abbey's
lay-out by 19th-century antiquarians placed the
church in this position (Beecham 1887, facing P: 66;
Fuller 1893a, pI. II). But the excavated foundations
of the abbey church lie clear of the site of Abbey
House, which was built west of the cloister.
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Notes
1. Two hides could have supported a group of priests, as at

Tettenhall in Staffordshire (DB 1, 247d); but other
communities of priests had much larger endowments, for
instance Wolverharnpron, with 20\,. hides in 1086 (Va;
5taJfr 3,315-16,321-2).

2. In 935 (Gihbs 1939, 5 no. JI0); in 956 (Finberg 1961, no.
280); in 985 (Finberg 1961, nos. 141-2 withASC1.0.985); and
in 1020 (A5C 1.0.).

3. 'Chronicon Abbat. Circnccsr, MS penes Edit.' (Collinson
1791,2,191).

4. Dr S. D. Keynes suggests that the alliance between
Wessex and Mercia, which was so important in the wars with
the Danes, had its roots in me second quarter of the 9th
century, in an understanding between Egbert and W.iglaf. and
between their successors Aethelwulf of Wessex and
Berhtwulf of Mercia whose coins were similar and struck by
the same rnoneyers (Keynes and Lapidge 1983, 12, citing J. J.
North, EngliIh Hammered Coinage 1 (2nd edn, London 1980),
70-71,89-90; see also Keynes, 'King Alfred and the Mercians'
in M. Blackburn and D. Dumville (cds), Kings, O"'rncy and
AUian"'I (Woodbridge, 1995).

S. Regenbald seems to have been given the church of
Cirencester the 211/.. hides for which it was exempted from
'ax in 1128-9 (Evans 1989, 118). Probably he ~ueathed all
his property to the church, but more than half of it had fallen
into other hands (Evans 1991, 100). For a consideration of
Regenbald's possible career, see Keynes 1988.

6. The \Vorcester Chronicle has only thisbare statement and
gives no further information: Secundum regis Hemidpmtcptum
apud Onnoastn novrrm opllI est ,,,ceplum (Flo"n", '!fIFo"'Iter, 2, 70).

7. The dedication of a church did not wait until its
completion. It could occur as soon as the walls were standing
(Cheney 1973, 363).

8. The parish church, which stands just outside the abbey
precinct, has its earliest known mention in 1182 x 95: J. E.
Sayers, Papal JUdgei Delegate 1198-1254 (Oxford 1971), 50.
However, surviving Romanesque arches suggest a mid-12th
century date. It appears among the churches belonging to the
abbey in 1222 (CC 1, 161). Although the abbey was
responsible for the chancel, the nave was the responsibility of
the parishioners. who twice rebuilt it, in &.1235-50 and in
1515-30.

9. The privileges granted by Urban VI to Cirencesrcr
Abbey raised its status. Its abbot was given the right to use the
seven pontifical insignia normally belonging to bishops
(mitre, ring, sandals, pastoral staff, gloves, tunicle and
dalmatic), and to bestow solemn benediction after mass,
vespers and matins ifno bishop or apostolic legate was present.

10. The survey apparently proceeds round the cloister
anti-clockwise. Thus the chapter-house and dormitory are in
the east range, and the refectory (since Cirencester's cloister
was on the north side of the church) is in the north range. The
library could bein the upper storey of the refectory range, as
at Walsingham (Evans 1993, 122). However, many monastic
libraries, purpose-built in the 14th and 15th centuries, were
located above the book-rooms and slypes(passage-ways) with
book-cupboards which they replaced (f. Tattoo-Brown, The
Medieval Library at Canterbury Cathedral', in Canterbury
Cathedml Chrrmirle no 82, 1988). At Cirencestcr, this would be
over part of the east range.




