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Postscript
A wider analysisof the Anglo-Saxon architecture of
the period (Gem 1993) has emphasised that the
group of churches to which Cirencester belongs is
to be compared more generally in plan and scale
with Carolingian architecture on the Continent, A
particularly dose parallel in this respect may be
drawn between Cirencester and the abbey of
Werden an der Ruhr as rebuilt from c: 840 to 875.
More recently, excavation of the Anglo-Saxon

cathedral of Canterbury (Blockley et at 1997) has
revealed another major building that may be
interpreted as belonging within this group of
churches. The date of the Canterbury building is
uncertain, but may plausibly be attributed to
Archbishop Wulfred (805-832). This would
strengthen the evidence for a 'Carolingian epo side'
in the Anglo-Saxon architecture of the period, with
Cirencester being a major representative of the
trend.

THESTRUCTURESOFPHASElb

R. M. Bryant

Immediately to the west of the abbey church
(trenches BN IV, V, VI and VIII, and BT I, II) lies a
series of structural features that seem to belong to a
single building (fig. 29).

On the north side, built into the half-tilled robber
trench of the Anglo-Saxon nave wall, is a well-built
wall, 201, of evenly coursed stones on rubble
foundations with a neat offset and three courses of
masonry above it (fig. 30). In trench BN VI a
north-south wall, 203, is represented only by a robber
trench, and robbing has obscured the comer where

the two walls meet, To the west of W203, at its
junction with W20I, lies a substantial, roughly square,
mortared foundation 204 which is interpreted as a
buttress. At the south end of trench BN VI a deeper
cut was dug to establish the position of the south wall
of the Anglo-Saxon nave, and in the north face of this
cur liesa foundation W210. This foundation is similar
to W204 and is probably the corresponding southern
buttress. A shallower stone foundation W205, running
north from the north-west comer of the building, may
be a further buttress. Within this building there is a

,

30. Wall 201,viewnorth
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secondary line of foundations, W202, running
north-south and broken only for a doorway. The
building extends southwards into the unexcavated
area, while, o n the east side, it is cut by the surviving
foundations o f the abbey's west front. The entire area
within the structure is covered with a hard, rammed
gravel 'lIoor' (BN IV 17 and 27 and BN V 16, fig. 31).
nus floor overlaps the offset on W201 and is
continuous through the doorway, where there are
signs of burning (Brown 1976,41-2 and site records).

All these features are sealed by a 'courtyard ' surface
(BN IV 14 and 15, and BN V 13) which was laid over
a large area outside the west end of the abbey church.
nus layer sealed the construction trench and
foundation offse t for the west wall o f the abbey

church and abutted the only surviving stone (stone B,
figs. 33, 41 and 42) in the west face o f the church.
The courtyard surface also sealed burials furth er to
the west (below P: 164), and is said to have sealed a
small gro up of SUUClUres, including a well, at the
extreme west end of the site (below and Brown 1976,
42-3).

On the north side o f the foundation raft o f the
Anglo-Saxon apse there was a sho rt length of robber
trench, W200, running northwards towards the north
aisle wall of the abbey nave (figs. 12,29). 'The bottom
of this trench was not as deep as the Anglo-Saxon
foundations. The trench cut the Roman levels, and
there were still three large stones in po sition in the
bottom (Brown 1976, 42).
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31. Section 123 BN iii. BN iv layers outside west end of abbey church
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TIlls complex of walls was originallyinterpreted as
a church of the mid to late 11th century (Brown
1976,41). Subsequent analysis led to the proposal
that all these phase Ib features were of the 12th or
early 13th century, and that the building was a
'Galilee Chapel' outside and contemporary with (or
added to) the original west end of the abbey church
(Wilkinson 1983a). TIlls interpretation was based on
two main points: (1) the suggestion that the west end
of the abbey church betrays two phases of
construction (Brown and McWhirr 1966, 249 ), and
that it was the later of these phases that cut W201
and the floor of the building. The surviving facing
stone of the church (stone B, fig. 33) would thus also
belong to this later period. Therefore, the courtyard
surface that abutted stone B and sealed the building
would also belong to this later period; (2) pottery
from layers that were considered to be part of the
courtyard surface, in trenches in areas BP and BV,
suggested a date in the 13th century or later (below,
p.l00).

The hypothesis that these walls might represent a
12th or early 13th-century 'Galilee Chapel' is not
inconsistent with the evidence. However, there are
some difficulties with this interpretation.

1. The suggestion that the west wall of the abbey
church was rebuilt and that the evidence survives in
the excavated foundations is a hypothesis which
cannot be substantiated with any certainty (see
below).

2. No dating evidence whatsoever was recovered
from the courtyard layers immediately next to the
abbey west end (BN IV 15, fig. 31, and BN V). The
dating evidence for the courtyard surface relies on
evidence from layers 50ft (c. 15m) or more to the
west of the abbey church's west wall (trenches BP
VII and BV I, II, III). While the correlations may be
correct, none was tested by the removal of baulks
and some of the sections of the western trenches
show more than one surface (fig. 19).

3. Beneath the courtyard surface lies another layer
(fig. 31, BN IV 16) which is up to 6 inches (150mm)
thick. TIlls layer also seals the construction trench for
the west wallof the abbey church, and at least part of
the destroyed wall W201. There is no dating evidence
from this layer, but it must represent an earlier
surface outside the abbey church.

4. The west section of trench BN IV (fig. 31,
Section 123) shows that W201 was built into the
robber trench of WI06 of the Anglo-Saxon church
before the robber trench was completely backfilled.
TIlls must indicate a relatively short period between
robbing and new building. Indeed it might be
suggested that they were two parts of a single
campaign. Layer 30 in trench BN IV (fig. 31), which
covers most of the trench west of the abbey church
footings, filled the top of the WI06 robber trench
and ran up to the faced foundations of W201.

5. The pottery evidence for the robbing of the
western half of the Anglo-Saxon church is consistent
with a late 11th-century date, or even an early 12th
century one (see above p. 32).

6. Most importantly, these walls make litrle sense
architecturally in relation to the abbey church. The
orientation of Wall 201 lies midway between that of
the Anglo-Saxon church and that of the 12th-century
abbey. As the excavator originally remarked, the
position of this building in relation to the nave of the
Anglo-Saxon church, and the similarity of axis
suggested by the position of the doorway in W202,
point to the influence of the Anglo-Saxon church
rather than the abbey church (Brown 1976,42).

It is therefore suggested that this building should
be interpreted as the construction of a new west end
onto the surviving east end of the Anglo-Saxon
church, and that it belongs to the late 11th or early
12th century (possibly even representing the 'new
work' of 1117).

Wall 200 also seems to require the eastern end of
the Anglo-Saxon church to be still standing. Wall 200
could be seen as part of a reorganised access to the
crypt after the church had been taken over by the
Augustinian canons, allowing a flow of pilgrims
through from north to south without the need for
intrusion into the canons' choir in the church.

Whatever form the late 11th-century church took,
it is likely that the canons left it standing while they
started to build their new (phase 2) church to the east
of the old minster, a solution that would have
allowed worship to continue in the old church until
the eastern part of the new work was completed.
TIlls first part of phase 2 would have included the
eastern arm with the transept and crossing, together
with the first and second bays of the nave (Brown
and McWhirr 1966, 250).

Structures at the west end of the site
About 35ft (10m) to the west of the 11th-century
building (BV II and III), lies a small group of walls
and a well (fig. 29). These are said to be covered by
the same courtyard surface that sealed the
destruction of the 11th-century building. At least two
phases are indicated by the fact that W206 is cut by
W209, and W207 is cut by W208. Pottery from the
foundations of W208 suggests a date in the late 12th
century for the later of these two phases. The
presence of the well and significantly greater
amounts of pottery than from the area of the church
suggest that these buildings were domestic. The
earlier of the two phases may have been late 11th
century, as suggested by the excavator, but there can
be no certainty about this, in view of the difficulty
about dating the courtyard surfaces described above.

Structures in the area of the later cloisters
Significant remains, also apparently of a domestic

nature, were found over a large part of the area
covered by the east range of the 12th-century cloister
(trenches BG I, II, III, V and BH IV, V, VII). These
remains consisted of a hearth (BH IV, fig. 32), walls,
beam slots, post holes, and floors. The pottery from
this and other areas, though in phase 2 contexts,
includes a quantity of the locally-made F202 (below,
p. 99) which implies the presence of late 11th
century occupation.
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33. Plan of the abbey church in the 12th centuty, showing later additions




