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1 MESSAGE FROM THE CHAPTER OF PETERBOROUGH 
CATHEDRAL AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

1.1 MESSAGE FROM THE CHAPTER OF PETERBOROUGH 
CATHEDRAL 

 
The completion of this Conservation Plan for the Cathedral Church of St 
Peter, St Paul and St Andrew in Peterborough and its Precincts is a significant 
event. The Chapter is most grateful to all who have contributed to its 
production, especially to the principal author, Graham Keevill. 
 
This Conservation Plan is not a condition survey, nor is it a property 
management plan. Its purpose is to enable a better understanding of the 
Cathedral and its Precincts, and of their significance. It will act as a 
benchmark against which to test future proposals for repair and development.  
The policies proposed will act as a guide to best practice in all that is 
undertaken. However, as Policy A1 rightly indicates, there may be “financial 
constraints” so some policies may be aspirational rather than achievable. 
 
Above all, the Plan will be an invaluable tool for the Cathedral Chapter as it 
seeks to utilize the Cathedral and its estate for their prime and overriding 
purpose – that of providing for the worship of Almighty God and the sustaining 
and developing of mission and ministry. 
 

 
 

The Very Rev‟d Charles Taylor 
Dean of Peterborough 

 

1.2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
Peterborough seems to have been a small place through much of its history. 
The Anglo-Saxon and medieval population is unknown but probably stood in 
the high hundreds or low thousands at most. Even as late as 1801, census 
information still puts the city‟s population at only 4,075,1 but this grew steadily 
during the 19th century. The population doubled to around 15,500 between 
1841-1871, and had reached approximately 30,000 by 1901. By 1961 62,340 
people lived in Peterborough, rising steadily to 156,060 according to the 2001 

                                            
1
 These figures are from www.peterboroughuk.co.uk, and www.peterborough.gov.uk. 
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census. Current estimates place the city‟s population around 163,300. 
 
Irrespective of Peterborough‟s population, this was the site of a regionally 
(indeed nationally) important abbey throughout the Anglo-Saxon and medieval 
periods. The abbey was closed in 1539 under the Dissolution of the 
Monasteries, but re-opened two years later as a Cathedral. It has continued in 
that use to the present day. Thus Peterborough Cathedral is, as it always has 
been, a vital part of the city‟s religious, cultural and economic life. It is a 
landmark building in long, medium and short views, and is the most important 
visitor attraction for the city and the surrounding area. It is not difficult to see 
why. The Cathedral is a grand and hugely impressive building, both internally 
and externally. It also sits within the Precincts, a distinct and clearly defined 
area within the city centre. The Precincts contain large areas of green open 
space, making it a vital „green lung‟ within the otherwise heavily developed 
urban core, where hard landscaping is the norm. The Precincts also contain 
numerous other buildings: the Bishop‟s Palace and its gardens, the Deanery, 
other houses, gates, a chapel, offices, garages and outbuildings. Many of 
these are of high quality in their own right, with substantial amounts of 
surviving historic fabric. 
 

  
The cathedral seen from the west (across Cathedral Square) and south. 

 
It is not surprising, therefore, that the Cathedral and Precincts enjoy a high 
level of statutory and planning protection. The Cathedral and cloister are 
designated under the Care of Cathedrals (Amendment) Measure 2005, and 
thus fall within the remit of the Cathedrals Fabric Commission for England in 
planning terms. The rest of the Precincts lie under normal planning rules. The 
Precincts contain some 44 listed buildings, 20 of which (including the 
Cathedral itself) are of the highest grade (I). This marks them out as among 
the top 2.5% of England‟s most significant historic buildings. The site‟s 
archaeology is also very important, both below and above ground, and this is 
recognised by the designation of two Scheduled Monuments covering 
approximately one-third of the Precincts. The whole of the Precincts, with the 
exception of 3-9 Minster Precincts, is listed at Grade II on English Heritage‟s 
Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest, acknowledging its 
landscape value within the city. This is also covered by its inclusion within the 
Peterborough City Centre Conservation Area. 
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Peterborough Cathedral and its precinct. Statutory designation - Scheduled Monuments and 
Listed Buildings. Based on Ordnance Survey data, Ordnance Survey © Crown Copyright 
2011. All rights reserved. Licence number 100051221. 

 
Statutory designation is not the only way to ensure the preservation of our 
precious historic environment. The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral has a 
long and established pedigree of looking after its own property – buildings and 
landscape – and employs professional advisors to this end. Conservation 
planning also helps in the management of historic estates, especially ones as 
diverse, extensive and rich in both history and archaeology as Peterborough‟s 
Precincts. The Chapter has therefore commissioned this Conservation Plan 
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as an independent report to assist them in planning for the immediate and 
longer-term future of their estate. 
 
An executive summary does little more than paint a broad-brush picture of the 
situation at any given moment in time. In essence, this Plan shows that the 
Cathedral has benefited from a long-standing tradition of conservation, 
maintenance and repair that has been increasingly conscious of the 
architectural, historic and archaeological sensitivity of the fabric from the 19th 
century onwards. This is most clearly expressed through the system of five-
yearly review of, and reporting on, the condition of the fabric by the Cathedral 
Architect, but the regular annual cycles of maintenance and repair that are 
carried out are important as well. The same annual programme is extended to 
all other Precincts‟ properties as well, though by no means all of them have 
current Condition Surveys like that for the Cathedral. This has been identified 
as an issue in the Conservation Plan. In general terms, however, the buildings 
and grounds within the Precincts are in very good condition, and well 
maintained. The majority of buildings are in good decorative order as well, 
though there are some exceptions (eg parts of Laurel Court House).  
 
The economic recession has had an impact on the Cathedral and its 
Precincts, leading to the closure of two businesses run by the Chapter 
(Becket‟s cafeteria and the Cathedral shop). The effect of the recession is a 
continuing challenge. Fortunately the remaining residential and commercial 
leases within the Precincts have been stable through the last few years. 
Indeed two properties (Archdeaconry House, below left, and Canonry 
Cottage) came back into active use (residential and offices respectively) while 

this Plan was being prepared. The 
current state of the estate therefore 
looks reasonably sound and secure, 
although there are never any grounds 
for complacency on such matters. One 
pressing issue for Chapter in recent 
years has been the disposal of 
properties within the Precincts by the 
Church Commissioners. So far the 
Chapter has managed to purchase 
these properties and thus secure them 
within its own management, but such 
disposals look set to be a continuing 
challenge in the future.  

 
This Conservation Plan therefore looks at the current situation as a baseline, 
building upon the Condition Surveys already completed by the Cathedral 
Architect, Julian Limentani, and the extensive research carried out by the 
Cathedral Archaeologist, Jackie Hall, and her predecessor, Don Mackreth. 
The current joint project with Peterborough City Council to establish a 
Geographical Information System (GIS) for the Cathedral and Precincts as 
part of the City‟s GIS has been especially valuable during the preparation of 
this document, demonstrating its potential as a research database. The 
Conservation Plan provides a full description of the whole study area, with a 
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comprehensive gazetteer. It gives a wide-ranging assessment of the site‟s 
significance, and identifies areas where significance is vulnerable. Lastly it 
establishes conservation policies to deal with vulnerability in areas such as 
conservation and condition, the existing knowledge base (including the GIS), 
interpretation, access and ecology. It is impossible to define (let alone 
answer) all questions and issues for the future, but it is vital to address issues 
within a defined timescale - in this case over the next five years. This provides 
a vital framework for the Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral to continue 
moving forward with its stewardship of such a precious estate. 
 

2  INTRODUCTION 

 

2.1 PETERBOROUGH CATHEDRAL: THE LIFE OF THE COMMUNITY 

 
Mission Statement 
 
The Cathedral‟s mission is to promote the glory of God and to be a sign of His 
kingdom in the world. 
 
Role of the Cathedral 
 
The Cathedral Church of St Peter, St Paul and St Andrew in Peterborough is 
the seat of the Bishop of Peterborough and is a centre for mission and the 
worship of Almighty God. It is the Mother Church of the Diocese and as such 
has a central role as a ministerial resource for the Diocese by providing a 
variety of liturgical services and supporting the ministry of the Bishop. 

 
Building strong and lasting relationships with other bodies and organisations 
has always been an active policy of the Chapter. Indeed it believes that it is 
only through mutual understanding and an appreciation of the problems faced 
by sympathetic organisations that it can further develop its ministry and be 
truly integrated as a part of the local community and economy. 

 
Therefore, Mission and Worship are the core activities of this Cathedral 
Church. This is a multi-faceted role where the Cathedral is depicted as: 

Cathedra – the seat of the Bishop and a focus for the life and work of 
the churches in the Diocese of Peterborough; 
Custodian of the Tradition – telling and shaping the on-going 
Christian story; 
Icon – a symbol and focus for the wider community in Peterborough, 
the surrounding region and beyond; and 
Community – a body of people committed to worship and prayer, 
pastoral care and nurture, welcome and hospitality. 

 
This is a Cathedral Community whose diverse members, each in their own 
role, enable the work of Mission and Worship. There are some fifty full-time or 
part-time staff, some of whom both live and work within the Cathedral 
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Precincts. Their work is supported by about three hundred volunteers who 
undertake work as diverse as bell-ringing, providing hospitality for both visitors 
and worshippers, flower arranging, cleaning and stewarding for Cathedral 
services and events. Both staff and volunteers also form part of the various 
Cathedral congregations alongside the regular members who come day by 
day or week by week to worship and to pray. 
 
This Conservation Plan sets out “…to enable a better understanding of the 
Cathedral and its significance”. The fundamental significance of this Cathedral 
Church is that it is a gathering place for the Body of Christ - the Christian 
community and fellowship – and a place of encounter with Almighty God. 
This, of course, has been its role throughout its history, as an abbey during 
the Anglo-Saxon and medieval periods, and as a cathedral from 1541 to the 
present day. Current and future members of the Cathedral Community 
therefore maintain a long and rich tradition, faith and historic inheritance. Our 
buildings and estate are an impressive physical embodiment of all those 
aspects. 
 

 
A Christingle service in the cathedral, presided over by Canon Bruce Ruddock. Photograph 
courtesy of Peterborough Cathedral. 

 
There is no better assessment of the Cathedral‟s significance than that set out 
in Dean William Bullock‟s great hymn “We love the place of God”. Here we 
are reminded that it is the place “Wherein thine honour dwells” and from “the 
sacred font  ... the Holy Dove is ever wont to pour his blessing from above.” At 
“thine altar Lord, we find thy presence near”. Here we hear “the word of life 
that tells of peace, of comfort and joys that never cease”. It is the place where 
we “sing below for mercies freely given … and long to know the triumph song 
of heaven.” 
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2.2 A CONSERVATION PLAN FOR PETERBOROUGH CATHEDRAL 

 
Conservation planning is increasingly understood to be crucial to the 
beneficial use and guardianship of important historic structures and estates. 
Conservation Plans are designed to describe a place and define its 
significance. They then go on to assess the vulnerability both of the place and 
its significance. Finally they establish conservation policies to ensure the long-
term protection of the place, and the retention, or if possible enhancement, of 
its significance.  
 
The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral has commissioned this Conservation 
Plan in order to understand, assess the importance of, and provide policies 
for, the management of Peterborough Cathedral, its Precincts and buildings. 
The Conservation Plan process has been supported by the Peterborough 
Cathedral Development and Preservation Trust, English Heritage and 
Peterborough City Council through grant aid, information and involvement in 
the project‟s Steering Group. This consisted of The Reverend Canon Richard 
Cattle (Dean‟s Assistant), Julian Limentani (Cathedral Architect) and Jackie 
Hall (Cathedral Archaeologist) on behalf of Chapter; Ron Baxter on behalf of 
the Fabric Advisory Committee; David Eve and Ian Harper on behalf of 
English Heritage; and Jim Daley on behalf of Peterborough City Council.  
 
This Conservation Plan for Peterborough Cathedral has been devised in 
accordance with the general parameters laid down in the Cathedrals Fabric 
Commission for England and the Association of English Cathedrals‟ Advisory 
Note 4, Conservation Plans for Cathedrals (2002). Full reference has also 
been made to the Heritage Lottery Fund‟s guidance note, Conservation Plans 
for Historic Places (1998), and to James Semple Kerr‟s The Conservation 
Plan: a guide to the preparation of Conservation Plans for places of European 
cultural significance (2000). Various English Heritage publications on 
Conservation Plans have been used, and examples of other Cathedral 
Conservation Plans have also been consulted, eg Rochester Cathedral 
(2005), Blackburn Cathedral (2004) and the Canterbury Cathedral, St 
Augustine‟s Abbey and St Martin‟s Church World Heritage Site Management 
Plan (2002). 
 
The objectives of the Conservation Plan are to: 

 Understand the site by drawing together information including documents 
and physical evidence in order to present an overall description of the 
place through time. This includes a summary description of the site today, 
including its buildings and open spaces, supported by a more detailed 
Gazetteer describing each separately defined element. 

 Assess its significance both generally and for its principal components, 
again with supporting detail in the Gazetteer. 

 Define issues affecting the significance of the site and building remains, 
or which have the potential to affect them in future.  

 Develop conservation policies to ensure that the significance of the site 
is retained in any future management, use or alteration. If possible the site 
and its significance should be enhanced through implementation of the 
conservation policies. 
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2.3 THE STUDY AREA 

 
The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral defined the study area on a plan 
agreed by the partners in the Steering Group (see inside front cover). The 
area consists of the whole of the Precincts as defined by its boundary walls, 
with small additional areas along the southern and eastern margins outside of 
the walls but inside the urban inner ring roads (Bishop‟s Road and Vineyard 
Road). The few buildings within these external areas, however, are 
specifically excluded from the Plan. One building that lies partly outside the 
west gate is included (the King‟s Lodging), as it is of historic significance. 
 

 
Aerial photograph of Peterborough Cathedral and Precincts in the 1920s. Photograph 
courtesy of Peterborough Cathedral. 

 

2.4 NATURE AND LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY 

 
As the name implies, a Conservation Plan is essentially concerned with the 
protection of our fragile cultural, historic and natural resources so that they 
can be sustained into the future. Plans are usually specific to a site or place 
and seek to explain why it is significant and whether there are any threats to it 
or where the significance might be vulnerable. It must be emphasised, 
however, that this is not a Condition Survey, although the condition of the 
Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral‟s estate as a whole has been appraised 
during the Plan process. Extensive reference has also been made to existing 
and newly commissioned Condition Surveys by the Cathedral and Precincts 
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Architect. Neither is this document a Management Plan, and it does not seek 
to provide detailed instructions on how the place should be looked after. 
Rather it is intended to determine what is important about the site and why. It 
then establishes policies for retaining and, where relevant, enhancing 
significance into the future.  
 
The study was carried out through numerous site visits from March to August 
2009 to examine the site and its buildings in detail. Most buildings were 
examined internally as well as externally, though this was done on a sample 
basis for those that have been turned into flats (eg 3-5 Minster Precincts). 
Meetings were also held with members of the Chapter and their professional 
advisors, Cathedral staff, clergy and residents. Extensive research was also 
carried out in archives, via archaeological databases (eg the National 
Monuments Record, Peterborough City Council‟s Historic Environment 
Record, and especially through the Cathedral‟s own Geographical Information 
System), online and through publications. 
 
An ecological survey was also carried out on 13 August 2009 to provide a 
general overview of the ecological value of the site by recording the habitat 
types and notable species found there. The survey concentrated on external 
spaces and none of the buildings was surveyed.  
 

2.5 CONSULTATION PROCESS 

 
The Conservation Plan Steering Group includes representatives from all of 
the Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral‟s major partners, and thus potential or 
actual consultees: 

 English Heritage, 

 Peterborough City Council, and 

 The Fabric Advisory Committee. 
The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral also dealt with the co-ordination of 
site visits, especially to the interiors of the various domestic and commercial 
properties throughout the Precincts. Project Team and Steering Group 
members also met Cathedral staff and tenants during the numerous site visits, 
and discussed aspects of site management, access and other issues. 
Informal consultations thus took place with a wide range of directly interested 
parties, with most of the initial consultation done by and through the Project 
Team and Steering Group. The latter also provided feedback and comments 
on successive drafts of the Plan as the text developed. 
 
A second level of formal consultation was carried out during winter 2009, with 
the full draft of both the main text and the gazetteer being circulated on CD-
ROM or paper copy as requested by the consultees. Comments, suggestions 
and observations were elicited, and a period of approximately one month was 
allowed subsequently for the submission of written responses. A number of 
comments were duly received from individuals, and from organisations such 
as the Cathedrals Fabric Commission for England and Peterborough Civic 
Society. Only one of these responses required any changes to the Plan text 
(Don Mackreth made many valuable comments on the Gazetteer). All of the 
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responses were lodged with the project documentation at the Cathedral 
Office. Following further discussion by the Chapter of Peterborough 
Cathedral, the Conservation Plan was adopted in March 2010. 
 

2.6 AUTHORSHIP 

 
Graham Keevill and Catherine Underwood have drafted the greater part of the 
Conservation Plan text, with the assistance of and documentation from Canon 
Richard Cattle (Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral), Julian Limentani 
(Cathedral and Precincts Architect) and Jackie Hall (Cathedral Archaeologist). 
The sections on the condition of buildings and spaces were written by 
Stephen Bond. The sections on ecology have been prepared by Liz Brandon-
Jones. All authors have based their work on the results of site visits and 
research, the sources for which are cited in the bibliography. 
 

2.7  RELATIONSHIP WITH OTHER RELEVANT PLANS AND SOURCES 

 
The report has been devised with reference to:  

 The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral‟s Annual Reports for the years 
ended 31st March 2008 and 31st March 2009. 

 The existing (2006) Quinquennial Survey of the Cathedral‟s condition 
prepared by the Cathedral Architect. 

 The Peterborough Cathedral Precincts archaeological GIS (geographical 
information system). 

 A draft Master Plan for the Precincts prepared by Dejardin Design in 1999. 

 The Peterborough City Centre Conservation Area as defined by maps 
available online from Peterborough City Council‟s website. The Council 
has prepared a draft Conservation Area Appraisal in parallel with this 
Conservation Plan; a consultation draft of this document was received in 
May 2011. Associated Peterborough City Council local plan policies and 
guidance have been referred to as needed. Discussions have also taken 
place with Jim Daley, Conservation Officer, and Ben Robinson, formerly 
City Archaeologist. 

 Scheduled Monument mapping. No descriptions are available for the two 
monuments that cover approximately one third of the Precincts.  

 Listed Building descriptions, both in their original form in the „Greenback‟ 
volumes for Peterborough, and through the relevant revised texts (these 
are available through Listed Buildings Online at the Heritage Gateway). 
David Eve (also a member of the Steering Group) and other officers of 
English Heritage provided further information on the Scheduled 
Monuments and Listed Buildings. 
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John Spede‟s map of Peterborough in 1610, 
with the Cathedral and Precincts clearly 
shown. Courtesy of Peterborough Cathedral. 

3 UNDERSTANDING THE SITE 

 

3.1  INTRODUCTION 

 
The Cathedral Church of St Peter, St Paul and 
St Andrew lies in the south-east corner of the 
medieval city of Peterborough, adjacent to the 
commercial heart of the city, which is centred 
on its former market place (now named 
Cathedral Square). The remaining 14th-century 
part of the Chapel of St Thomas stands just 
inside the principal gate into the Precincts from 
the Square. The chapel formed an important 
physical and spiritual link between the 
Cathedral and the city, straddling the boundary 
between the two. The nave of the Chapel, 
which was outside the Norman Gate, was 
dismantled in 1402 and the stone was used in 
the building of the Church of St John the 
Baptist to the west of the market place. The 
latter still stands there, a major and impressive 
historic building in its own right. The Cathedral is, of course, a fundamental 
part of a living and vital Christian community, at the core of Peterborough‟s 
daily life. The building and the open spaces around it are a vital resource for 
the city and its people.  
 
This section of the Conservation Plan presents a detailed description of the 
site in all its aspects including history, archaeology, architecture and ecology. 
The description forms the first step in assessing and defining the importance 
of the Cathedral and the Precincts.  
 

3.2  CHRONOLOGY DEFINING CULTURAL PHASES 

 

3.2.1 Geology, physical geography and the fen edge location 

 
Peterborough occupies an area of Jurassic limestone, clays and alluvial 
deposits as a result of the continual flooding of the River Nene. The Cathedral 
and its Precincts lie on predominantly level ground at around 8m above 
Ordnance Datum (OD), with very little natural physical relief in the underlying 
land form. There are relatively minor gradients from north to south and east to 
west, but the only feature of any note is the man-made Tout Hill in the north-
eastern corner of the Precincts. This is a motte, part of the city‟s short-lived 
medieval castle, now incorporated into the Deanery Garden (as it has been 
since the mid/late 19th century). 
 
One other characteristic of the Precincts‟ physical geography is its proximity to 
the fen edge, with the fenland approximately 2km away to the east and south-
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east. The low lying nature of the fens, and the importance of water within 
them, was used to good advantage by the abbey community (and 
subsequently the Cathedral). The rivers and canals were used extensively for 
the supply of materials to the Precincts, especially during building works. 
 

3.2.2  Prehistoric and Roman 

 
Prehistoric material has been found in the area of Peterborough. A mound to 
the north of Bishop‟s Road may possibly be a barrow. There is a Neolithic 
Causewayed Camp at Northborough about 10km north of Peterborough 
(Wessex Archaeology 2005). Bronze Age activity is known within the Thorney 
area, at Eye and Fengate. Bronze Age field systems have also been found 
and extend within the raised area of Peterborough itself (BIAB, 2000 2/402). 
 
The area of Peterborough was well situated on major Roman roads, with 
Ermine Street crossing the River Nene near Castor and Water Newton. The 
Fen Causeway ran from east to west between East Anglia and the Midlands. 
The site of Durobrivae, an important Roman town, is west of the present city 
centre on Ermine Street.  
 
The site of the Cathedral may also have been the site of a Roman settlement. 
Numerous Roman finds were recovered in the 19th century, including 4th-
century coins found in 1886 and 1900 (Peterborough Museum Annual 
Reports 1890-1 and 1906). A possible well was uncovered at the West Front, 
and Roman stone may have been re-used in the foundations of the Anglo-
Saxon church. Pottery, burnt clay and wedge-shaped tiles that indicate a 
possible kiln site were discovered in an „old ditch‟ under the west wall of the 
north transept of the Cathedral in 1889 (JBAA 1889). Stone fragments with 
inscriptions, a sculptured column and Roman tiles were recovered during 
restoration work in the Cathedral between 1884 and 1889. Romano-British 
pottery has also been found in Bishop‟s Road Gardens to the south of the 
Precincts boundary walls. 
 

3.2.3 Anglo-Saxon 

 
A monastery was established in the middle Saxon period in Medeshamstede 
(the Anglo-Saxon name for Peterborough). In Bede‟s History of the English 
Church a foundation date is proposed of between 653-6 AD. Peada of Mercia 
is said to have founded the monastery in 655. The monastery may have been 
linked to a Mercian royal centre at Castor (Mackreth 1994). Several early 
charters refer to the site, although some of these are later forgeries. 
 
The original monastery may have had a plan like that at Brixworth (Mackreth 
1980), and one of the plaster floors noted by Irvine may be a Saxon floor 
level. Most of the detail of the Saxon monastic church was recovered in the 
rebuilding of the central tower in 1884, and consists of the foundations of a 
wide transept/porticus and the north and south walls of the possible 
sanctuary. These could be the original Saxon monastery or more likely the 
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10th-century rebuilding. The wide transept/porticus and the walls of the 
chancel are extant below the present south transept and part of the crossing. 
 

 
Evidence for the Anglo-Saxon cathedral recorded in J T Irvine‟s papers. Courtesy of 
Peterborough Cathedral. 

 
An Anglo-Saxon bronze mount dated to the 
9th century was found on the site of the 
school on the north side of the Cathedral 
Precincts in the 19th century (PSA 1861-4; 
Wilson 1964).  A small glass cup was found 
in the Cathedral Precincts in 1876. The cup 
has been dated to the 7th century. The 
coffins, however, are 10th/11th-century grave 
covers. The Hedda Stone (right, courtesy of 
Peterborough Cathedral) in the retrochoir of 
the Cathedral is dated to c 800 with carved 
figures of the apostles, a pitched top with 
interlaced scrollwork and pairs of animals. 
 
The Danes are reputed to have destroyed 
the monastery in 870. The monks and Abbot 
Hedda were killed, the altars and monuments 
were demolished, the library and charters 
were destroyed and the church and buildings 
fired (Serjeantson 1906, 83). The fire was 
said to have lasted for fifteen days. The monastery was derelict for a century 
but was refounded by Aethelwold of Winchester in about 963, and was a 
successful house in the later Saxon period. The abbey had jurisdiction over 
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the area later known as the Soke of Peterborough. It also controlled trade and 
commerce along the River Nene.  
 
The site was mentioned as a burh in the time of Aethelwold in the 10th 
century. A wall around the monastery was added in the time of Abbot Kenulf 
(992-1005) according to the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle. The town may have lain 
within these walls or just to the east of the abbey (ie on the opposite side from 
the later medieval market place and urban core). Archaeological work 
suggested the presence of a „burghal ditch‟ in the area of Bishop‟s Road 
Gardens. This may have been the Precincts boundary (1997).  
 

3.2.4 The Norman foundation and building 

 
In Domesday Book, Peterborough is described as a vill, although it was a 
large one with 52 inhabitants.  Anglo-Saxon and later 11th-century grave 
markers found as part of a renovation project indicate that some of the 
inhabitants may have been buried within the abbey grounds (Hall 2010). 
 
Hereward‟s rebellion had implications for Peterborough. A Norman abbot, 
Turoldus (Thorold) de Fécamp, was installed at Peterborough in 1069 and 
Hereward with his supporter Osbern instigated resistance to this. Osbern was 
a Dane based in the Isle of Ely. Houses near the abbey gateway were fired 
and the monastic buildings and the entire town were burnt. The abbey church 
survived, but the relics and riches of the abbey were removed to Ely 
(Serjeantson 1906, 84) and only partially recovered later on. According to 
legend Turoldus was taken prisoner by Hereward some time after the main 
attack on the abbey. The monastery struggled to recover from this and other 
actions of Hereward, and was impoverished as a result. A motte and castle 
has been attributed to the time of Turoldus as part of the northern defences of 
the monastery. The castle is known as Tout Hill and lies in the north-east 
corner of the Precincts (now within the Deanery Garden). It is traditionally 
dated to 1070. Excavations in the area of Tout Hill uncovered a ditch line that 
could extend further into the Dean‟s garden and could possibly be the circuit 
line of a bailey. A quarry pit might be associated with the construction of the 
castle or the early phases of the monastery. The building of the Precincts 
walls took place between 992-1006, and some of the monastic buildings were 
rebuilt after 1070 (Mackreth 1974, 26-7). Replacement abbots proved short 
lived and in about 1102 robbers stole several rich items.  
 
In 1107 Abbot Ernulf (1105-14) restored the abbey‟s finances and started on a 
building campaign. This included the building of the dormitory and refectory, 
and the completion of the chapter house. Ernulf had been associated with 
work at Canterbury and equivalent work was repeated at Peterborough. 
However in 1116 almost the whole monastery was destroyed by fire. John de 
Sais (1114-25) began the process of building a new abbey, though this would 
not be completed until 120 years had passed. A new monastic church was 
begun in about 1118. The East End of the Norman church is still present in 
part, with the central of the three apses at the end of the presbytery surviving. 
Zig-zag decoration on the level of the sills of the windows in the aisles of the 
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presbytery also dates to this period. The rib-vaulted aisles of the chancel are 
early for both England and Europe.  
 

 
Plan of the cathedral by Browne Willis. Courtesy of  Peterborough Cathedral.  

 
The number of monks had risen to 60 by this period. The monastery was the 
sixth wealthiest in England until the Black Death in the 14th century. The 
monastic Precincts included a bakehouse, brewhouse, a tailory (for clothes 
and shoes and washing clothes), an infirmary, stonemason‟s yard and 
refectory.  
 

  
The Norman Gate (left) and Tout Hill (right). 

 
The town was re-founded to the west of the monastic Precincts; this required 
the construction of a new monastic gate (the Norman Gate), the hithe and the 
market place under Abbot Martin de Bec (1133-55). The vineyard was 
established on the east side of the Precincts as land pressure there eased. 
The destruction of the castle on Tout Hill was said to have also taken place at 
about this time. The monastery drew revenue from increasing lands and from 
the miracles associated with the enshrined arm of St Oswald. Abbot Martin 
continued with construction work. The monks of the abbey were also involved 
with the last edition of the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle in about 1120. 
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The Crown occasionally held the abbey‟s lands and revenues during inter-
regnums, eg under Henry II for two years before the installation of Abbot 
Benedict. King John controlled the revenues in the early 13th century. Abbot 
Benedict (1177-1193) was present and a participant in the coronation of 
Richard I, Keeper of the Royal Seal and raised funds for Richard‟s ransom by 
selling church plate. He was also said to have brought several relics to the 
monastery, which had already acquired a wide range of relics in the early 11th 
century under Abbot Aelfsige.  
 
The relics reputedly included the swaddling clothes of Jesus, relics of Ss 
Peter, Paul and Andrew, the arm of St Oswald, and contact relics of St 
Thomas Becket. A former prior at Canterbury, Abbot Benedict had witnessed 
the murder of Becket and he finished both the nave and the chapel to St 
Thomas. Benedict‟s work on the nave respected the Romanesque style of 
what had already been built, even though he had seen the glories of the 
French Gothic style at Canterbury under William of Sens. The West Front was 
originally meant to be a Norman style front with two towers like Southwell. The 
supposition is that this was started but then demolished before completion in 
about 1170 and replaced with the present façade. Abbot Benedict may have 
started the western transepts with their towers.  
 

 
A „cut-away‟ view of the cathedral looking north. Reproduced with permission from The British 
Library and the Northamptonshire Record Society. 

 
Development was also taking place within the Precincts at this time. There 
would have been many buildings scattered around this substantial area from 
early times, though nothing is known of Anglo-Saxon Precincts buildings and 
little more of early Norman successors except for the Great Cloister. The 
picture becomes clearer from the 12th century, and several Precincts 
buildings are attributed to the period of Abbot Benedict or the 12th century 
more generally. The Norman (or Great) Gate on the west side of the Precincts 
is probably the most important of these, while there is a late 12th or early 
13th-century vaulted room in the so-called King‟s Lodging to its south. Arcade 
piers and arches of 12th-century date in Norman Hall and to its west suggest 
that there was a substantial and important building to the south-east of the 
cloister as well. This may have been a predecessor of the infirmary complex 
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of the next century. A very small part of the 12th-century monastic kitchen 
also survives within the Bishop‟s Palace gardens.  
 

 
Norman Hall – 12th-century arcading. 

 

3.2.5 The 13th century  

 
The west front of the church (right and front cover) 
was finished in the late 1220s (based on 
dendrochronology dates). It consists of an elaborate 
front with three entrances, and biblical statuary 
including the main saints associated with the abbey. 
The central door is more ornate and would have 
been the main ceremonial door; the other two doors 
were for worshippers. Abbot Robert of Lindsey 
(1214-22) instigated many improvements to the 
appearance of the abbey church and ancillary 
buildings. These consisted of glazed windows to the 
church, chapter house, dormitory and chapel of St 
Nicholas. The ceilings of both transepts were built 
in the first two decades of the century; tree-ring 
samples suggest a date of 1204-16 (Hall 2009, 52). 
The nave ceiling followed soon afterwards, probably 
being started shortly after 1238 (again from 
dendrochronology evidence; ibid, 53-4). These 
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ceilings feature lozenge-shaped panels, in the case of the nave richly painted 
and with biblical scenes, figures of kings, queens and saints, and other 
emblems.  

 
The Lady Chapel was started in 1272 and 
completed in 1286. It has since been 
demolished but the north transept still retains 
the two former entrance arches to the Chapel 
(left). The Infirmary dates to about 1250-62 
(Pevsner 1968, 324) and consisted of a hall 
with aisles for the patients and a chapel at one 
end. The main arches of the Infirmary remain, 
with a large arch to the east marking the 
entrance to the chapel‟s chancel. The abbey 
church was improved under the rule of Richard 
of London (1274-95), who completed the bell 
tower and expanded the library collections. 
Changes were also made to the windows in the 
transepts.  

 

 
The Infirmary Arcade, with houses built into and around the Infirmary Hall after the 
Dissolution, seen from the cathedral. Photograph by Jackie Hall. 

 
The conflict between King Henry III and his barons was a difficult time for the 
abbey, which suffered from fines from Simon de Montfort and his supporters 
and then from the King. By about 1274 the abbey had huge debts of 3,000 
marks. Abbot Richard of London had to spend 20 years in legal disputes to 
maintain and retrieve abbey revenues. A monk, Robert Swaffham, wrote the 
late12th/early13th-century history of the abbey. This continued the chronicle 
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of Hugh Candidus, who had written the earlier history. 
 
Development continued within the Precincts during the 13th century, and 
several buildings retain fabric of this era. These include two vaulted 
undercrofts in the Abbot‟s Lodging (now the Bishop‟s Palace), the very fine 
and largely intact gatehouse to the same buildings, a fine hall in the Deanery 
(the medieval Prior‟s Lodging), and the north vault windows from a further hall 
contained within the otherwise 19th-century Archdeaconry House. The 
Infirmary complex retains some of the most impressive 13th-century fabric, 
however, with a gauntly impressive unroofed nave to the hall. Most of its aisle 
arcades are encapsulated within later residences to either side (16-19 Minster 
Precincts). The Infirmary Hall lies immediately to the south-east of the Great 
Cloister. The nave of the Infirmary Chapel underlies a small garden to the 
east of the Hall, with some masonry still visible above ground. The chancel of 
the chapel is largely intact beyond this, with the blocked arch being a very 
distinctive visual feature. The greater part of an exquisite piscina survives 
within the chancel, which was converted for, and remained in, domestic use 
after the Dissolution (now Canonry House). The Infirmarer‟s Lodging survives 
largely intact in the Canonry House/Precentor‟s Lodging complex as well. The 
Almoner‟s Hall close to the south-east gate into the Precincts may also be of 
13th-century origin, but with the earliest windows dating to c 1300 (Pevsner 
1968, 325). 
 

 
Plan of medieval buildings surviving within the Precincts. Courtesy of the Victoria County 
History and Peterborough Cathedral. 
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3.2.6 Later medieval development  

 
The chapel dedicated to St Thomas of Canterbury was remodelled in the early 
14th century. It lay adjacent to the Great Gate, over which was the Chapel of 
St Nicholas. The upper part of this building was also re-modelled in the 14th 
century. The monastery, however, claimed that it was in debt partly due to the 
obligations of hospitality, and to expenses and exactions. These were due to 
the disputes between Piers Gaveston and the barons, gifts to Edward II and 
Gaveston, and financial aid for the wars in Scotland. Visits by the King and 
Court to Peterborough also proved expensive. 
 

 

 

The Chapel of St Thomas seen from the east (left), and the upper room on the Great (Norman) Gate 
looking north. 

  
Half of the monks died in the Black Death of 1349-50. The number of monks 
was reduced to 32. Work continued despite this. The crossing tower of the 
church was replaced by a lower, possibly more stable one. Samples from 
three of its timbers have been dated by dendrochronology to the winter of 
1371/2, while a further six samples are also consistent with this date (Hall 

2009, 54). This included a wooden octagonal 
tower similar to the one at Ely. The inner porch 
was added to the west front in the late 14th 
century.  
 
Abbot Robert Kirkton (1496-1528) rebuilt the east 
end with a new retrochoir behind the original 
central apse (left). The retrochoir is two bays deep 
and in line with the choir and the nave. The 
abbot‟s insignia and heraldic device, a church 
standing on a tun (a play on his surname), are 
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evident all over the east end. The building has four and three-light windows 
with panel tracery and fan vaulting over. The two Norman apsidal chapels to 
either side of the main eastern apse had already been squared off in the 13th 
century. Now they were opened up to allow an ambulatory passage to the 
new building. Abbot Kirkton also built the Prior‟s Gate to the north of the West 
Front.  
 
Table Hall is an impressive late medieval timber-framed building to the south-
east of the Great Cloister. It is of two storeys, with single large chambers on 
each floor (a passage has been inserted into the south end of the ground 
floor). Dendrochronology dating has shown that the building was erected in 
1461 or shortly afterwards (Hall 2009, 54-5). 
 

3.2.7 The Dissolution and post-medieval changes 

 
Abbot John Chambers, Prior John Walpole and 40 of the monks signed the 
Act of Supremacy in 1534. The Valor Ecclesiasticus of 1535 reveals the 
wealth of the abbey. Its revenues were valued at £1,679 15s 8¼d. Katharine 
of Aragon, as a Princess Dowager, was buried in the choir in 1536. 
Fragments of her tomb survive. It was said that the burial site of his former 
Queen caused Henry VIII to be more lenient to Peterborough.  
 
Peterborough Abbey was dissolved in 1539 and was made a cathedral in 
1541. The revenues were divided between the King, the newly appointed 
Bishop and the Dean and Chapter. The See of Peterborough was to include a 
new bishop (the last abbot, John Chambers), a dean and six prebendaries, 
eight minor canons, lay men for the choir and choristers, a choral master, six 
almsmen and some inferior officers. The new diocese took in 
Northamptonshire and Rutland. The monastic school was refounded as the 
King‟s School for twenty poor boys with two masters and formed part of the 
establishment of the new cathedral in 1541. The abbot‟s lodging was 
converted into the Bishop‟s Palace (below left – photograph by Jackie Hall), 
while a substantial residence to the north of the West Front (possibly the 

former prior‟s lodging) became the new Deanery (above right). Numerous 
other buildings around the Precincts were also converted or found new uses. 
The Almoner‟s Hall, for instance, was used for storage and stabling. The 
Infirmary complex was also put to new use, though in this instance the 
medieval buildings were carved up somewhat to make several separate 
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dwellings. The nave of the hall was unroofed but the arcades were left intact, 
and new houses were then built into both the north and south aisles. The 
Infirmary Chapel, meanwhile, was also converted and extended, again 
primarily for residences. Most of these dwellings underwent further changes 
and/or extensions in subsequent centuries, but they all remain in use today 
(though as a mixture of residences and offices). The Dean and Chapter 
retained some control in Peterborough through the manorial court. 
 
Mary Queen of Scots was buried in Peterborough Cathedral after her 
execution, at nearby Fotheringhay Castle, in 1587, but her body was removed 
to Westminster Abbey by her son James I in 1612. A slab marks the place of 
her former burial site. 
 

3.2.8  17th to 19th-century changes 

 
In 1643 parliamentary soldiers removed the glass, statuary and choir stalls 
from the Cathedral. Some fragments of window glass were subsequently 
saved and re-used in the apse windows. King Charles I stayed in the King‟s 
Lodging in the Precincts on the way to his trial and execution in London.  
 
In 1651 an act was passed that made the Cathedral the place of worship for 
the people of Peterborough and a place of employment (a workhouse) for 
local workers and firms to repair and maintain the building. In 1661 after the 
Restoration the Lady Chapel was pulled down and the masonry sold off to 
raise money for repairs to the Cathedral. The painted boards from the roof of 
the Lady Chapel were reused for the backs of the choir seats. These are 
shown in an 18th-century print.  

 
Development within the Precincts 
also began to gather pace in the 
18th century, and possibly 
beforehand. Laurel Court and the 
adjacent cottage were built on 
part of the site of the east range 
of the Great Cloister (left), and 
houses were further developed in 
and around the old Infirmary 
complex. Most of these were 
detached or semi-detached, and 
made clever use of medieval 
fabric (especially the tall arcades 
of the Infirmary Hall) as divisions 
between (and sometimes within) 
the new houses. The terrace of 

3-5 Minster Precincts formed a different kind of development, seemingly 
designed and built as apartments for residential letting despite their location 
firmly within (albeit on the western edge of) the Precincts. At or before this 
time the landscape of the Precincts also started to take on some distinctive 
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aspects, such as the orchards and gardens that are shown on Eyre‟s city map 
of 1721 (below). 
 

 
The Eyres map. Reproduced courtesy of Peterborough Museum and Art Gallery. 

 
Both the landscaping and the development of the built environment continued 
to gather pace during the 19th century. Victorian Gothic is much in evidence 
in the Bishop‟s Palace, the Deanery and all of the houses along the south side 
of the Galilee Court in front (west) of the Cathedral. Many, perhaps all, of 
these buildings retain medieval cores, but clad in the language of 19th-century 
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medievalism. New buildings also continued to appear, such as the substantial 
terraces of 6-9 Minster Precincts and the grand detached residences of the 
Vineyard, Archdeaconry House and Prebendal House. These had gardens 
carved out of the former orchards and open spaces of the Precincts, gradually 
making it more private in character. A similar process occurred at the 
Deanery, where the gardens were extended east to occupy the old orchards 
around Tout Hill. This culminated in the erection of two mock-medieval „folly‟ 
arches in the gardens around the Hill in 1906. 
 

 
A 19th-century engraving of Galillee Court. Reproduced courtesy of Tim 
Halliday. 

 

3.2.9  Restoration and repair from the middle of the 18th to the 21st century  

 
A survey of the Cathedral in 1742 showed that some of the windows were 
bricked up and others were broken, while the nave floor was damaged and 
broken. More positively, the wooden ceiling in the nave was repaired and 
repainted. The Dean and Chapter set aside £700 for repairs. In the 18th 
century (or perhaps earlier) the medieval window glass that survived was put 
in the apse windows and a new organ screen and altar screen were put in 
place. 
 
Before about 1800 the wooden octagon on the tower was removed and later 
Dean Kipling (1798-1822) had the four corner turrets added. An appeal for 
money from public subscription from 1827 onwards combined with money 
from the Dean and Chapter paid for an extensive plan of repair and renewal of 
the Cathedral. New roofs were put on the transepts, nave and bell tower, 
decorative work to columns and mouldings were redone, and some of the 
west front detail was repaired or replaced. Blocked windows were opened and 
reglazed. Internal fittings such as extra seats in the choir for Honorary 
Canons, and further new seats were installed. A new altar screen and organ 
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screen was built with brightly painted heraldic devices of the main subscribers 
on the West Side (Sweeting 1926). 
 
Windows in the south transept were put in place in the 1860s with an early 
William Morris Pre-Raphaelite example in the south wall to the east (Morris, 
Marshall and Faulkner 1862). A window by A Gibbs dated to 1861 lies to the 
west. 
 
Major restoration of the Cathedral took place in 1882-6 and included the 
rebuilding of the crossing piers and the crossing tower under the architect J L 
Pearson. He also designed and built the choir stalls, the bishop‟s throne, the 
marble floor and the Ciborium in 1891-4. Work was planned for the West 
Front and William Morris wrote to be assured that the work would not involve 
wholly replacing the decoration and structure (letter 2nd April 1895). The north 
and south gables on the top of the West Front (the north one in particular) 
were rebuilt, and the arches were underpinned.  
 
Leslie Moore designed the pulpit and reading desk 
in a Neo-Georgian style, in 1920-40. Alan Durst 
carved new or replacement figures for the West 
Front from 1949-65. The rood figure of Christ 
Crucified was added to the interior of the nave in 
1975. The cross was designed by George Pace – 
one of many striking additions to the Cathedral and 
Precincts by this architect – while the aluminium gilt 
figure of Christ is by Frank Roper (right). The Latin 
text at His feet reads Stat crux dum volvitur orbis. 
This is Carthusian in origin and means „the Cross 
stands while the earth rotates‟. The stark and 
powerful image created by the crucifix suspended 
high above the nave is an appropriate addition to 
the centuries-old tradition of embellishing our major 
churches. 
 
A less welcome „tradition‟ re-visited the Cathedral on 22 November 2001. The 
Very Reverend Michael Bunker, then Dean of Peterborough, received a 
simple but awful message that no-one connected with a historic building 
would ever wish to hear: “The Cathedral‟s on fire!” (Bunker 2006, 11). This 
had started in plastic chairs stacked in the northern choir aisle, and it spread 
to destroy the screen behind the choir organ and cause serious smoke 
damage to much of the nave. Indeed much of the interior of the building was 
coated with oily residue, all the more disheartening because the fire came at 
the end of a seven-year campaign of cleaning, conservation and restoration 
(ibid). The cleaning had to start all over again to reverse the effects of the fire, 
but it was found that the conservation work remained intact. In retrospect it is 
remarkable that the damage was not far worse, and one beneficial outcome 
was the removal of all remaining plastic chairs – these had caused so much of 
the damage when they burned. They were replaced with new steel and 
wooden ones of types used successfully at many other cathedrals and larger 
parochial churches. The repair work was completed by 2005, at which point a 
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programme of repairs to the architecture and statuary in the niches in the 
West Front started. This was completed by the end of 2009. 
 

3.3  DESCRIPTION: CHARACTER AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

 

 
The Character Areas in relation to the Conservation Area. Based on Ordnance Survey data, 
Ordnance Survey © Crown Copyright 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number 100051221. 

 
The following summary description of the Cathedral and its Precincts has 
been divided into a number of character areas. These represent distinct zones 
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within the wider study area. They have been defined through an assessment 
of the buildings and landscaping of the site as it stands today. This largely 
reflects the historic development of the site as well, although some of the 
complexities of the historic Precincts are difficult to characterise accurately 
because of gaps in current understanding of the layout and function of the 
medieval monastic buildings and spaces. This is especially the case in the 
south-east quadrant of the Precincts. 
 
The character areas are described in a broadly geographical sequence. This 
starts at the western entrance into the Precincts (indeed in Cathedral Square 
beyond it) and then works around it in a broadly clockwise direction. The 
extra-Precincts „marginal‟ areas are described at the end of this section, which 
concludes with a short description of the condition of the Chapter of 
Peterborough Cathedral‟s estate. The Gazetteer numbers are included in the 
text for ease of cross-reference to the more detailed descriptions there. 
 

3.3.1 Approach and entry: the Norman Gate and King’s Lodging  

 
For most visitors to the city, the first impression of Peterborough Cathedral will 
be gained on the approach to and across Cathedral Square. This gives a 
most impressive view, with the upper stages of the 13th-century West Front of 
the Cathedral rising magnificently above and behind the imposing Norman 
Gate (G1). While the West Front can be read as a statement of majesty in 
stone, the gatehouse acts as the principal point of invitation, entry, control and 
exclusion into and from the Precincts as required. The Norman Gate is 
visually impressive in its own right, with its Norman arches and arcading 
surmounted by the upper façade rebuilt in the 14th century (but reduced in 
height in the early 19th century). Its visual strength is enhanced by the so-
called King‟s Lodging (G42) attached to its south side, also of 12th-century 
origin but largely rebuilt around 1930. This lies at a slightly lower level than 
the gate, but the chimney stack on its outer (west) elevation rises to the same 
height as the turrets flanking the Norman Gate. The King‟s Lodging also has a 
battlemented parapet mirroring that over the gatehouse. Until 1840 this 
formed part of the post-medieval town gaol (the medieval abbot‟s prison had 
been on the site of the current 28 Minster Precincts, just to the east). The 
King‟s Lodging now enjoys a more prosaic function as a clothes shop entered 
from the west along the east side of Cathedral Square. The fine Town Hall 
designed in 1928 by E Berry Webber extends north towards the King‟s 
Lodging. This thus forms a direct link between the city centre‟s ecclesiastical 
and civic buildings, separated only by the National Westminster Bank building. 
 
Ecologically this area is predominantly paved and provides no place for 
vegetation to establish. The only evidence of wildlife was within the Norman 
Gate where a bird‟s nest was found on a ledge.  
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The Norman Gate and King‟s Lodging seen from the west, across Cathedral Square, with the 
West Front rising behind. 

 
Summary of essential character: the western approach towards and into 
the Precincts is a visually and physically strong one, with a real sense of 
an important spiritual destination. The Norman Gate is important to this, 
but the Cathedral itself is the main focus, with the West Front rising as a 
point of inspiration and invitation behind the gatehouse. 
 

3.3.2 The Cathedral forecourt (Galilee Court) and buildings defining it 

 
The visitor entering the Precincts through the Norman Gate enters a broad 
open space known as the Galilee Court (G44) approached through a funnel-
like zone of buildings. These are 1-2 Minster Precincts and the Chapel of St 
Thomas to the north (G2-4), and 24-28 Minster Precincts with the Bishop‟s 
Gate (G36-8 and G40-1) to the south. The Chapel, Bishop‟s Gate and most of 
number 24 are wholly medieval buildings, although numbers 1 and 28 contain 
remnants of medieval vaults. Numbers 1-2 and 26-8 are otherwise Victorian 
but in a consciously medieval style in keeping with their surroundings. Finally 
10 Minster Precincts (G9), a 19th-century building of domestic scale on the 
east side of Dean‟s Court, provides a strong sense of enclosure at the north-
west corner of the area. The north-western entrance to the Precincts (G8) lies 
directly beyond Dean‟s Court. 
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Galillee Court, July 2009. The Bishop‟s Gate is at centre-right, with the West Front of the 
cathedral at top left.  

 
The Precincts opens out into a broad, open space immediately beyond these 
buildings. This space provides a suitably large forecourt for the Cathedral 
itself and is well used by visitors and city residents for access and as a 
pleasant place to sit on the lawns during good weather. The grassed areas 
are bounded by roadways from the west and north-west gateways to the 
Bishop‟s Palace, the Deanery and the north-eastern Precincts. Footpaths also 
cross the lawn to the West Front and around its south side to the cloister. 
Access to the latter is sometimes locked, however, to prevent the south side 
of the Cathedral from becoming a „rat run‟ for pedestrians wanting to get to 
the city centre from the south-east. 
 
This large open space in front of the west face of the Cathedral consists of 
close mown lawn with a row of five lime trees on the north side. There is no 
other vegetation cover in this area. The grass sward is comparatively species- 
rich and may not have been altered by the use of horticultural chemicals, but 
the continuous mowing is likely to have reduced species diversity over the 
years. It is unlikely that grass cutting regimes could be reduced significantly 
because this is a heavily used area. 
 
Summary of essential character: the Galilee Court is a vital space for 
meeting and rest, surrounded on all sides by buildings. These range 
from the magnificence of the Cathedral itself to domestic terraces on 
two sides. Other major buildings include the Chapel of St Thomas, while 
the Bishop’s Gate offers a point of contact with another vital space 
within the Precincts. 
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3.3.3 3-9 Minster Precincts: urban terraces in the north-west corner of the 
Precincts 

 
The north-west corner of the Precincts has a strong and distinctive character 
of its own, and is substantially different from virtually the whole of the rest of 
the study area. Numbers 3-9 Minster Precincts (G5-7) represent two terraced 
groups of roughly equal size to either side of an access passage between 
them. The southern terrace (3-5, G5) of three-storey brick houses under attics 
and on basements is of early 18th-century date. There is a substantial raised 
area in front of them over detached vaulted cellars running to the edge of 
character area 3.3.2. This group is especially strong and unified in its design 
and materials, though many of the original sashes in the windows looking out 
onto the Cathedral were replaced in the 19th century. It may have been built 
to create residential accommodation for commercial letting. Each house is 
divided into four flats, one per floor (ie 12 in all), with little variation in 
treatment, fixtures and fittings at each level. This is not what one would expect 
in a standard Georgian townhouse, where the status of the occupants and 
uses of each floor would be reflected in their detailing. 
 

 
3-5 Minster Precincts (centre), and 6-9 Minster Precincts (centre-right). 

 
The northern terrace is of two unequal pairs in design and does not have quite 
the same visual impact because of this, but it still has a strong character. All 
four houses are of two storeys on semi-basements and under attics, but the 
southern pair of houses (6-7, G6) is taller than the northern one (8-9, G7). The 
first three (6-8) feature bay windows rising fully to attic level in their southern 
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halves, but the fourth (9) has a bay to the ground floor only. The north end of 
the group aligns with the north-west gateway into the Precincts. The two sets 
of terraces thus provide a real sense of boundary demarcation and enclosure 
at the north-west corner of the Precincts. 
 
These properties have hard landscaped courtyards to front and rear, with 
occasional raised borders. There is no ecological value, and little potential for 
providing it. 
 
Summary of essential character: 3-9 Minster Precincts form an 
important group of domestic terraces framing the west side of the 
Precincts, and especially the Galilee Court. 
 

3.3.4 The Deanery, Deanery gardens and other buildings north of the 
Cathedral 

 

 
The Deanery seen from the cathedral. Photograph courtesy of Jackie Hall. 

 
The Cathedral forecourt is bounded to the north by the Prior‟s Gate and its 
flanking walls (G11). The gate is a particularly fine early 16th-century feature 
with rich decoration. It forms the entry to a private area of residential and 
office buildings: the Deanery (G12), the Cathedral Office (G13), Deanery 
Mews (G10) and Garden House (G14). The Deanery was probably the Prior‟s 
Lodging during the medieval period, but has served its current purpose as the 
Dean‟s residence for most of the period since the 17th century at least.2 It 
retains important medieval fabric (principally a late 13th-century great hall) as 

                                            
2
 The building now known as Archdeaconry House seems to have served as the Deanery for 

a time during the 19th century. Other houses have also served as the Deanery (see GIS 
entry). 
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well as post-medieval masonry, but it was extended (including much of the 
adjacent Cathedral Office) in the 1840s/50s by W J Donthorn, E Browning or 
both. The new work was well and carefully matched to the original stylistically 
so as to be sympathetic to, but recognisably different from, the medieval 
fabric. The Deanery now has a particularly impressive east-looking aspect. 
Deanery Mews (1860s) was built to the west of, and as stables for, the 
Deanery but is now used as offices. Garden House was built in the north-west 
corner of the gardens c 1937.  
 
The Deanery and Garden House to its north-west have substantial formal 
gardens associated with them. That for Garden House is private and not 
generally accessible. The Deanery Garden, however, is open to the public on 
an occasional basis and can also be a subject for guided tours. The garden is 
very large, occupying most of the north-eastern corner of the Precincts. Its 
central and eastern portions are part of the Tout Hill and Site of Castle Bailey 
Scheduled Monument (PE 153). Before the 19th century the Garden 
consisted of separate orchards and closes, and the Deanery garden was to 
the west of the house. Tout Hill itself is an artificial earth mound standing tall 
in the north-east corner of the garden. It is a motte, a medieval defensive 
earthwork, and may have had a timber tower on its top. There is no known 
evidence for a masonry structure. The Hill was adopted as a garden feature in 
the 19th century, when an anti-clockwise „screw walk‟ was cut into its slope. 
Such features are quite common on deliberately created new mounds (eg 
Lyveden New Build, Northamptonshire) and on existing earthworks (eg 
medieval mottes at Oxford Castle and Hamstead Marshall, Berkshire).  
 
Tout Hill has both immature and mature trees growing on it and has also been 
planted with spring bulbs. Otherwise it is a low-maintenance feature; the 
screw-walk footpath is now overgrown and barely used. There was a 
Millennium brazier on top of the mound but this was removed in 2010. The 
rest of the Deanery Garden is largely laid to lawn with some impressive flower 
and shrub borders and a number of feature trees. There is also a group of 
picturesque follies to the south and west of Tout Hill, consisting of two arches 
and a well built in 1906 from medieval architectural fragments and freestone. 
The round-headed arch contains a complete order from a Norman arch with 
chevron decoration, while pieces of a second have been used in the other.  
 
The history of Tout Hill and the garden is described in a number of 
interpretation boards, reflecting the partial accessibility of the site. The garden 
is bounded by high walls, sections of which are brick-lined on the garden side 
but of stone on the outer side. These are in variable condition. Part of the 
inner face on the south side of the garden had collapsed away from the core 
in the winter of 2008/9 but has been rebuilt. 
 
The Deanery possesses a large and varied enclosed garden. Near the 
Deanery the garden is laid out as formal lawn with some mature planted 
specimen trees, shrubs and herbaceous planting. The garden becomes 
informal to the east towards Tout Hill. This mounded site is dominated by 
mature trees and many self-seeded saplings, especially sycamore. The area 
is densely shaded; the ground cover is overwhelmingly dominated by ivy. 
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There is a small patch of dog‟s mercury, which is an indicator species for 
ancient woodland, possibly signifying that this area has been woodland for a 
considerable time. The garden to the north and north-west of the Deanery 
contains a small area of orchard with mature pear and apple trees. There is 
also a rough area with a patch of nettles, a wood pile and some old stone 
rubble. This habitat provides good cover for amphibians, reptiles, small 
mammals and invertebrates. 
 
Summary of essential character: the Deanery complex and its gardens 
have varied character both in terms of buildings and spaces. The 
Deanery dominates the former, while Tout Hill is the major feature of the 
latter. There are other good examples of historic buildings in this site, 
however, and the grounds are pleasingly varied. This is a largely private 
area, but with some public access. 
 

3.3.5 The abbey church (the Cathedral) 

 
The abbey church (G15) – elevated by Henry VIII to cathedral status in 1541 
– is obviously both the focal point of and the dominant building within the 
entire Precincts. It is 146.6m (481ft) long, and up to 24.68 m (81ft) high 
internally. The tower is 43.59m (143ft) tall. Barnack limestone is the main 
source for the masonry. The interior is one of the most impressive Norman 
spaces in England, with tiers of monumental arches rising one off the other 
throughout the nave, transepts and choir. This is reflected in the external 
elevations, though here the dirt and sulphate encrustations on the masonry 
dims the effectiveness of the architecture somewhat. Irrespective of this, it is 
the later phases of construction that tend to dominate external views of the 
building. The extraordinary west front, though criticised by Pevsner (1968, 
314-7), is unquestionably a grand and impressive structure. As already 
mentioned, it is a highly visible feature not only inside the Precincts but also 
from beyond it. The statues in its niches are a mixture of medieval originals 
with 19th and 20th-century replacements. Unfortunately many of these were 
suffering from ill-advised past attempts at consolidation with hard, cement-
based mortar. A recent programme of repair and conservation has dealt with 
these and other condition issues across the west front. 
 
The east end of the Cathedral also displays an equally magnificent late phase 
of medieval masonry. This is the New Building, the retrochoir built by Abbot 
Kirkton in the early 16th century. The exterior of the Norman apse at the 
original east end of the Cathedral is now contained within and surrounded by 
Kirkton‟s masonry at ground floor level. The latter has fine three and four-light 
windows featuring panel tracery with buttresses between them. The parapet 
at the top of the external walls features exquisite openwork decoration, while 
the buttresses are topped with seated figures. These have suffered through 
erosion of the stone, with the features and limbs mostly missing, but the 
drapery is still clearly recognisable. The gaunt figures are still quietly 
impressive as they look out over the cemetery (see below). 
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The nave seen from the south along Hostry Passage (left), and the New Building also seen 
from the south.  

 
Internally the Cathedral has a number of important features. The buried 
remains of the Anglo-Saxon church have been revealed by excavation on the 
south side of the crossing and in the south transept. They are visible via a 
Victorian underground passageway and represent an extremely important 
survival. The Hedda Stone, an important Anglo-Saxon sculpture dating to c 
800, stands in the retrochoir. The medieval nave and presbytery ceilings 
retain a largely intact medieval decorative scheme of incomparable 
importance and rich decorative details. Other significant features include the 
monument of an abbot, possibly Kirkton, early 13th-century abbatical effigies 
and the burial places of Katharine of Aragon and Mary Queen of Scots. There 
are also three 14th-century misericords in the Holy Spirit Chapel. Glass of the 
late 1840s to the 1860s by Clayton & Bell, Morris, Marshall & Faulkner and 
others, and the late 19th-century Ciborium in the chancel (probably by J L 
Pearson) represent an important phase of Victorian work on the building. 
 
The limestone walls have many nooks and crannies, which could provide 
habitat for bats, owls, house martins and swallows as well as small mammals, 
although none of these were evident during this rapid survey. It was noted 
that fine gauge netting has been installed to prevent pigeons settling on the 
building. This may also be preventing other species from using it. The survey 
was carried out during daylight hours and access into the roof of the building 
was not feasible.  
 
Summary of essential character: the Cathedral is one of England’s finest 
historic buildings. It is a lasting testament to the contribution of the 
Church to the life of our nation over more than 1,350 years, with buried 
and visible features reflecting the whole of that history. It is also 
magnificent architecturally. 
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3.3.6 The Cathedral cemetery 

 
The area of open ground around the north, east and south-east sides of the 
Cathedral was the town (north and east) and clergy (east and south) cemetery 
(G45). The clergy cemetery is still in use, and there is a small memorial 
garden for ashes at the east end of the town part. The area still retains 
numerous tomb memorials and gravestones, though many more have been 
cleared away. Some of these now stand around the edges of the cemetery, 
especially to the south and east of the New Building. The lawns are well 
maintained by the Cathedral‟s gardeners, and are crossed by the Precincts 
access road (with driveways off to the Vineyard and other properties) and 
footpaths. The Precincts‟ two Scheduled Monuments exclude the cemetery. 
Its burial archaeology thus receives no statutory protection. It is highly unlikely 
that it would come under threat from development or other significant 
disturbance, however, while Peterborough City Council planning controls and 
policies would provide good protection in that context. Furthermore the area of 
the cemetery to the north of the Cathedral was heavily disturbed during late 
18th-century landscaping by Repton. This probably caused severe damage to 
the burials. The ground level was also raised during this work. 
 

  
The cemetery on the north (left) and south-east (right) sides of the cathedral. 

 
The cemetery is an area of close mown grass with a number of scattered 
specimen trees. The limestone surface of gravestones dating back to the 18th 
century and earlier provides a valuable micro-habitat for lichens, which can 
take decades to develop. Numerous species are evident and further surveys 
could be conducted. Many lichens grow as a thin crust on walls and stone 
surfaces. Many are grey or black and may be mistaken for grime, and could 
be in danger of being removed inadvertently during cleaning.   
 
The specimen trees in this area are a mixture of native and non-native 
species. Most are mature but none appear to be of any great age. A number 
of yew trees and rowan species have been planted. These are traditionally 
associated with graveyards and they seem appropriate for this area. The 
lawns over most of this area do not contain a great variety of species. The 
rest has a greater number of species occurring including yarrow and smooth 
hawk‟s-beard, often associated with more natural meadows. This grassland is 
likely to be of ancient origin. A small triangle of land to the north-west of the 
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cemetery area is bounded off by railings (ie the courtyard in front of the 
Cathedral Office). Here the ground flora is more diverse because 
maintenance is less rigorous. 
 
Summary of essential character: this area is largely one of peace and 
quiet becoming of a place for the city’s and church’s dead. It is also an 
important thoroughfare for pedestrian and vehicle movement around the 
Precincts and to other character areas.  
 

3.3.7 The Vineyard and its gardens 

 
The Vineyard (G16) is a substantial property set in extensive grounds in the 
north-east corner of the Precincts, immediately to the south-east of the 
Deanery Garden. The house itself is mainly of two storeys with attics, and was 
probably built in a number of stages during the 18th and 19th centuries. It 
does not have a single unifying style because of this, and consequently is not 
one of the most successful Precincts structures. It is not without character, 
however, and its southern elevation in particular has a satisfying inter-relation 
with the adjacent garden. The property has several garages and other 
outbuildings on its east side, where it also has a separate access onto St 
John‟s Street. This means that vehicular access need not be achieved via the 
Precincts or its gates. 
 

 
The Vineyard and its gardens seen from the north-west. 

 
The garden of the Vineyard is in two parts, north and south, separated by a 
high boundary wall. There is a memorial to W T Mellows‟ only son, who died 

224



Peterborough Cathedral Conservation Plan – Volume 1  43 

The Keevill Heritage Consultancy, for the Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral 

in World War II. It is maintained by the War Graves Commission. The north 
garden is largely laid to lawn with some mature trees, and has a raised path 
on its south side. An access drive runs round its outer edge and connects with 
the rear courtyard, garages and external access. The south garden is also 
mostly laid to lawn, but has the remains of a raised terrace along its west side. 
It was originally larger – the properties known as Ashton House and Mandell 
House, two grandly named semi-detached bungalows (G17), were built in the 
south end in the late 20th century. The remainder of the two gardens are 
offset, and if the terrace continued it would run through the centre of the 
northern garden. This fact and the boundary wall between the two gardens, 
may reflect documentary evidence which suggests that part of the Vineyard 
was added to the Monks‟ Cemetery in the 13th century. It is not clear whether 
this has any implications for buried archaeological remains, but both gardens  
fall within the Cathedral Precincts Scheduled Monument (PE 140). The house 
itself and its immediate surroundings are excluded from the scheduled area. 
 
The Vineyard garden possesses a mature specimen Bhutan pine (originating 
from Afghanistan) as the centre point. Surrounding this is an extensive area of 
shrubbery containing mature trees, which create a shaded environment. The 
ground cover is dominated by ivy. There is a lack of native shrubs in this area. 
Incidental areas of dry-stone walls provide good habitat for amphibians, toads 
and frogs. 
 
Summary of essential character: the Vineyard is one of the largest 
single properties in the Precincts, occupying the second or third largest 
plot within it. The site is not in Chapter management, and has separate 
access from St John’s Street. 
 

3.3.8 Buildings and spaces in the south-east quadrant of the Precincts 

  
The south-east quadrant is arguably the most historically, archaeologically 
and structurally complex part of the Precincts. It contains numerous buildings 
and associated open spaces, ranging in size from small to large. The 
buildings include many of medieval origin and/or retaining important medieval 
fabric (for example G20-G28). The mid-13th century Infirmary Hall and 
associated buildings that may have been the Infirmarer‟s Lodging form the 
core of the area. The Hall consists of substantial arcades from a „nave with 
aisles‟ structure. Parts of this stand in their own right (G28), while later houses 
have been built into and incorporate more of the aisles (eg G24-G27). The 
arcade piers and capitals (many with very high quality stiff-leaf carving) vary 
from good, near-original quality to badly damaged across the various 
buildings (and sometimes even within them). The chancel of the building is 
completely within the Canonry House and Precentor‟s Lodging complex (G20-
G21). The central building of this group is called the Infirmarer‟s Lodging and 
is the earliest (12th-century). Table Hall (G24) is a 15th-century structure, and 
is very unusual within the Precincts as being timber-framed. The roof structure 
is particularly impressive, and has been dated to 1461 or shortly thereafter by 
dendrochronology (Hall 2009, 54-5). 
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Canonry House/the Precentor‟s Lodging (left), and 17 Minster Precincts (right), both seen from 
the upper floor of Archdeaconry House. 

 
The so-called Norman Hall (G23) and the 
attached Archdeaconry House (G22, 
right) lie just to the south of the Infirmary 
area. The House is largely a late 19th-
century building, generally ascribed (if 
uncertainly) to Sir George Gilbert Scott. It 
includes substantial amounts of a 13th-
century structure, probably another hall. 
The Norman Hall, meanwhile, contains a 
tall and wide 12th-century arch in the 
middle and a hooded fireplace in its north wall. The later changes to these 
houses make it doubly difficult to interpret what is already a complex set of 
structural remains. It is possible, however, that the medieval masonry belongs 
to an earlier Infirmary Hall, replaced by the one described above in the middle 
decades of the 13th century. Further remains possibly associated with the 
earlier structure can be seen at the north-east corner of Prebendal House 
(G30). The Almoner‟s Hall (G31) just inside the south-east gate is another 
building now firmly associated with the medieval abbey‟s charitable work. 
Finally the Hostry Passage (G32) is an important access linking the south-
east quadrant (and the area beyond it) with the cloister and the western 
Precincts. The Passage had been designed as an important access and 
circulation route within the medieval abbey, especially between the abbey 
church and the predominantly domestic ranges to its south. It is now a long, 
narrow path flanked on its west side by a wall incorporating blind and infilled 
arcades from the Refectory to the Little Dorter. The arcading of the Refectory 
can also be seen in the Bishop‟s Palace garden (G39). 
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This area is divided into a number of private residences with individual 
gardens. Most are enclosed by limestone rubble walls. The garden of 18 
Minster Precincts contains a fairly species-rich lawn which may have 
originated from meadow land. It also contains herbaceous flower beds and a 
large old hornbeam tree, possibly formerly pollarded. The garden of Canonry 
House (G20) is larger and less formal. It contains a significant area of 
shrubbery with self-seeded native tree and shrub species; this provides a 
good habitat for nesting birds. The garden of Norman Hall contains mature 
trees including horse chestnut and a number of young yew trees. The lawn 
contains very few species and has probably been re-seeded recently.   
 
In the Infirmary Hall area the communal open spaces are laid to gravel and 
there are various nooks and crannies that are only loosely maintained. Many 
herbaceous native and non-native species have self-seeded including herb 
Robert and bramble. These small areas provide good habitat for invertebrates 
and other small forms of wildlife such as butterfly, bee species and hoverflies. 
 
Summary of essential character: the south-east quadrant of the 
Precincts is physically diverse in both its structures and spaces. 
Buildings range from small cottages to grand houses and offices. This 
is reflected in their gardens and courtyards. The complexity is increased 
as a result of post-Dissolution changes, which saw the important 
monastic infirmary complex divided by and into at least six separate 
clergy residences. 
 

3.3.9 The Great Cloister and Laurel Court 

 
The Great Cloister (G35) lies in the conventional medieval position to the 
south of the abbey (cathedral) church‟s nave. Surviving and highly ornate 
doors gave access from the nave into the north-west and north-east corners 
of the cloister. Corbels and scars on the south wall of the nave and west wall 
of the south transept also attest to the former positions of covered walkways 
on the north and east sides of the cloister. These walks would originally have 
existed around all four sides of the central garden (garth). A medieval well 
with a modern capping still exists in the centre of the garth, which is otherwise 
crossed by a footpath. The Cloister also contains several interpretation panels 
mounted on simple metal upstands. The boards were in poor condition but 
were renovated during 2009.  
 
The Cloister is still an enclosed courtyard defined by masonry walls, and to 
that limited extent the visitor can experience something of its orginal medieval 
sense of enclosure, privacy and peace. Even so the Cloister is now little more 
than a shadow of what the medieval monastic community would have seen 
and lived in. The surrounding walls are no more than fragments of the 
substantial buildings that, with the church itself, formed the framework for their 
daily lives. The Chapter House was the literal and metaphorical centrepiece of 
the east side of the Cloister. This ornate room was where the whole 
community met daily to contemplate life within their walls and enforce 
monastic discipline. The Chapter House is often likened to the Board Room of 
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a modern commercial enterprise, but this does not do justice to the complexity 
of its spiritual role. Somewhat more prosaically, the east side of the Cloister 
was also the location of the monks‟ dormitory, a long first-floor range where 
they slept communally (at least in the first century or so of the Norman abbey, 
though more privacy was usually introduced later). Little trace of the dormitory 
now survives. There would have been a toilet block (reredorter) at its south 
end. Part of the Little Dorter survives at the south end of the Hostry Passage, 
a vaulted corridor leading off the south-east corner of the Cloister. The south 
side of the Cloister was backed by the monks‟ dining room (fratry or 
refectory), while the west side was occupied by the cellarer‟s range (where 
food, drink and other goods were stored) with the abbot‟s hall on the first floor. 
Both are difficult to envisage now, but the south side in particular retains 
magnificent 13th to 15th-century decoration, in particular in the Lavatorium 
(where the monks would wash and ritually cleanse themselves before meals 
and the daily round of worship). 
 

  
The cloister garth and well, with the nave and south transept behind (left); the south elevation of 
Laurel Court (right). 

 
Laurel Court (G33) is a fine 18th-century detached house occupying much of 
the former course of the east cloister range. The house seems to have a 
complex development history, with both major and more minor episodes of 
extension and alteration. It has a double aspect, with impressive stone 
elevations facing both west (featuring two fine bay windows) into the Cloister 
and south towards the Infirmary Hall complex. The north elevation is plain and 
of brick, while an attached cottage (G34) runs along the east side of the 
house. The interior has a number of very fine rooms, including a very 
characterful entrance lobby at the south-west corner, but the upstairs rooms 
tend to be more plain. Laurel Court served as the Choir School for some 
years. The upper floors in particular are in a poor decorative state. The house 
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has small private gardens, with a boundary wall, railings and gates between 
these and the Cloister. 
 
The Cloister is an enclosed area containing a close-mown lawn. It is quite 
species- rich including smooth hawk‟s beard and selfheal. The limestone roof 
slates to the Cloister support an abundant growth of moss, and the 
overhanging eaves have the potential to provide nesting and roost sites for 
bats and birds.   
 
Summary of essential character: the Great Cloister was at the heart of 
medieval monastic life, and it is still a central area for the Cathedral and 
its visitors. It retains a strong sense of peace and spirituality, although a 
careful examination is required if the visitor wishes to understand how 
the buildings that once stood around the Cloister would have looked 
and functioned. Laurel Court is a fine 18th-century house. 
 

3.3.10 Medieval Bishop’s Palace, its gardens and associated buildings 

 
The Bishop‟s Palace and its gardens (G39) occupy the whole of the south-
western quadrant of the Precincts, bounded by 24-28 Minster Precincts and 
their gardens to the north and the Great Cloister to the east. A grand 13th-
century gatehouse (G38) between 25 and 26 Minster Precincts controls 
access to the Palace, and is one of the finest medieval buildings within the 
Precincts. It survives largely in its original state, with three very fine  statues in 
each of the front (north) and rear (south) elevations. The upper Jacobean-
style windows light the Knight‟s Chamber, a sadly under-used space of high 
quality reached via a square staircase in the south-west corner of the gate. 
 

  
The Bishop‟s Gate seen from the north (left), and medieval vaulting inside the Bishop‟s Palace. 
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The Palace itself is a mix of medieval (mainly 13th-century) fabric – two 
undercrofts and parts of a solar range are very fine survivals – with the 
majority of the house now having a Victorian Gothic appearance. There is 
also an extension by Edwin Lutyens. Paintings and illustrations show that the 
building had a complex development history. This is only to be expected, as 
this was the medieval Abbot‟s Lodging, its role subtly transformed into the 
Bishop‟s residence after the Dissolution. In either case its resident was the 
most important man in the community (though priors and deans may 
sometimes have begged to differ), with both the extent and quality of the 
building reflecting that. The Palace still fulfills its role as the Bishop‟s house, 
though a substantial part of it is also used as the Diocesan offices.  
 
The Palace grounds and gardens are very extensive. Substantial traces of the 
monastic refectory survive in its north-east corner (the only part of the 
gardens within Scheduled Monument PE 140). The Abbot‟s Lodging and 
Bishop‟s Palace are both very likely to have had numerous service buildings 
associated with them (eg stables, a bakehouse, a brewhouse, and stores). A 
hall is known to have been attached to the Little Dorter (now within these 
grounds), for instance. Little or no trace of these survives above ground, but 
buried remains can be expected (in currently unknown locations). 
 
This is the most biodiverse area of the whole site. It contains many habitat 
types, some of which may be of ancient origin. The area consists of a formal 
lawned area with rose beds surrounded by extensive shrubbery. There is also 
an extensive kitchen garden with orchard trees, and a small enclosed garden, 
which had been quite wild and unkempt until recently but has now been 
cleared and tidied. The kitchen garden provides plentiful opportunities for 
wildlife: food plants include soft fruit and vegetables, with numerous flowers 
providing a rich source of nectar. Cultivation provides bare ground where 
arable wildflowers can establish. Good nesting sites and shelter are provided 
by the extensive box hedges. There are various nooks and crannies, which 
are only loosely maintained, including bramble and small trees. Many 
herbaceous native and non-native species have self-seeded, providing good 
cover for wildlife. The rough rubble walls also provide hiding places and perch 
sites for wildlife. The small orchard contains numerous old apple, pear, fig and 
plum trees (some of which may prove to be rare or old varieties). There are 
some dead trees, and the provision of standing dead wood provides additional 
habitat for wildlife, particularly invertebrates, which in turn provide food for 
birds.  
 
The grassland under the orchard trees is particularly species-rich and 
contains lady‟s bedstraw with other species such as selfheal, smooth hawk‟s 
beard, ribwort and plantain. Fine leaved grasses indicate that this is semi-
natural grassland. Its position within the Bishop‟s private gardens and under a 
well established orchard could well mean that the area has never been 
grubbed up or chemically treated. Under the orchard the grass is quite long 
and so the richness of the sward is quite obvious. The main lawn of the 
Bishop‟s Palace is also species-rich although the lady‟s bedstraw is less 
dominant. By relaxing the mowing regime of the grassed areas wildflower 
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meadows would become evident. This would make an attractive feature under 
the orchard and around the periphery of the formal lawned area. 
 
Summary of essential character: this is the most important residence 
within the Precincts, providing not only the Bishop’s Palace but also the 
Diocesan Offices. The buildings are a mixture of fine medieval remains 
with post-Dissolution additions. Victorian Gothic is much in evidence 
inside and out. 
 

3.3.11 Extra-mural fringes of the Precincts 

 
Two distinct strips of ground outside of the Precincts and its boundary walls 
have been included within the study area. The first is a narrow area of ground 
outside the eastern boundary (G47). The second is a series of public and 
private gardens, and a municipal car park, on the south side of the Precincts 
(G48). The latter seem to have formed part of the area historically controlled 
by the abbey and cathedral. Dykes ran from the River Nene up to the 
southern boundary of this open ground, which was gradually developed as 
informal and formal gardens during the post-medieval period. Part of the area 
seems to have been an adjunct to the Bishop‟s Palace gardens, eventually 
disposed of. The name of the central area, Bishop‟s Road Gardens, partly 
reflects this. It is maintained as a municipal garden, early 20th-century in 
origin. The area immediately to the east of these gardens is private, and the 
far east of the area is largely laid out as a formal public garden (some of the 
former houses have been demolished). The area to the west of Bishop‟s Road 
Gardens again was part of the Bishop‟s Palace gardens until well into the 20th 
century, but now houses a substantial car park. The area along the east side 
of the Precincts has no formal use, and is little more than a wide verge for 
Vineyard Road, an important part of the inner ring road. The Vineyard has a 
separate access off St John‟s Street, where this meets Vineyard Road, as 
well as the one through the Precincts. 
 

  
Area to the east (left) and south (right) of the precinct wall.  

 
The amenity areas on the fringes of the Cathedral are quite extensive and 
managed for public access. The pleasure gardens to the south consist of 
close mown lawn with bedding areas, surrounded by a mix of mature trees 
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and shrubs of native and exotic origin. This area is not particularly high in 
biodiversity interest although bedding plants provide a good nectar source for 
insects.   
 
The area between the central and eastern gardens is private and not publicly 
accessible. It is dominated by close cut lawn. This has been reseeded and is 
therefore of low biodiversity interest. There is also a small area of orchard, a 
cultivated area and rough composting areas. There are some mature trees. 
The site is enclosed by limestone rubble walls. This area provides nest sites, 
perches and food sources for wildlife. An area of amenity land runs parallel to 
Vineyard Road to the east of the Precincts. It contains numerous mature trees 
that cast heavy shade. There is an absence of ground cover caused by the 
intense mowing regime and the high level of shade. The trees provide nest 
and roost sites but there is little else of biodiversity interest. 
 
Summary of essential character: the areas outside the east and south 
sides of the Precincts are potentially valuable public open spaces, but 
they are no longer important for the Cathedral in the way they once 
were. They are a mixture of public and private spaces, and include a 
ground-level car park.  
 

3.3.12 The condition of the Cathedral Precincts 

3.3.12.1 Introduction 

 
This overview assessment of condition has been produced following a single 
day‟s inspection of the Cathedral Precincts from publicly accessible vantage 
points only. Building interiors were not inspected. The level of examination 
and evaluation possible in the available time did not amount to that necessary 
to prepare a detailed report on the condition of any part of the built 
environment. Accordingly, the information provided in this overview must be 
regarded as being for guidance purposes only and should be backed up in 
due course by more detailed survey inspections before any corrective or 
follow up action is taken. It is not possible to comment upon the condition or 
adequacy of inaccessible and concealed parts of the structure and fabric of 
buildings and built elements around the Precincts. 
 

3.3.12.2 Buildings within the Precincts 

 
There are roughly 40 separate buildings distributed around the Precincts and 
these are variously in residential, commercial and educational use, as has 
been described previously within this Conservation Plan. Freehold ownership 
of these properties is mainly split between the Chapter of Peterborough 
Cathedral and the Church Commissioners. Much Church Commissioners‟ 
property and several buildings owned by the Chapter of Peterborough 
Cathedral are leased to other parties for approved uses. 
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The character and qualities of the built environment of the Precincts have 
been described elsewhere in this Plan. Inevitably, material usage in the visible 
external envelopes of the buildings plays a significant part in these. Generally, 
roofs are of ridged design (although a few hipped roofs can be found, along 
with a sprinkling of monopitched and flat roofs). For the most part, roof slopes 
are covered with clay tiling, natural blue slates or stone slates, although less 
pleasing corrugated sheeting and mineral felt can also be seen occasionally 
used as roof coverings around the Precincts. The external walls of the 
buildings are variously constructed in stone (ashlar, coursed, squared and 
rubble stone can all be found) or mellow brown, yellow or reddish-orange 
brick. Some elevations are dirty, although some cleaning has happened. 
 
With one notable exception, superficial cursory external examination 
suggested that the maintenance management regimes applied variously to 
the Precincts buildings are reasonably effective and appropriate. The 
exception is Laurel Court, an important building owned by the Chapter of 
Peterborough Cathedral. Even from the oblique and restricted views possible 
from publicly accessible pathways, this is clearly in poor condition, with 
extensive decay to its external joinery, fractured and distorted elevations, 
marked deterioration to stonework at parapet level, and at least one 
significantly bowed chimney stack. Parts of the interior are also in a neglected 
state. Notwithstanding that, where evident the standard of conservation and 
repair work being applied to the buildings appears to be good.  
 

3.3.12.3 Boundaries, roads and pavings 

 
Boundary walls are mainly of stone, but with sections of high brick walling, 
especially to the north-east corner of the Precincts, and some localised 
sections of fencing. One section of the eastern boundary between Ashton 
House and the garages close to Canonry Cottage has been replaced recently 
with an incongruous and visually jarring length of hopefully temporary boarded 
fencing. 
 
Plentiful evidence was seen of ongoing repair activity to boundary structures.  
The old stone boundary wall lining the north side of Gravel Walk to the south-
east was the subject of extensive repair and conservation work in 2009. It 
must be stressed that only the publicly accessible faces of boundaries were 
viewed, but generally such repair seems to be undertaken with sensitivity and 
care, although renewal of degraded historic brick using paint-covered, 
salvaged, common stock bricks can be seen in places on the coping.  
Perhaps inevitably, given the extent of boundaries involved, some sections of 
walling remain in poor condition and awaiting repair. Elsewhere, for instance 
along the northern Precincts boundary, defective stonework, brickwork and 
mortar jointing can be found, which, if left unattended, will lead to premature 
deterioration of the historic wall fabric. The northern boundary is also heavily 
overgrown in places by ivy and other climbing plants. This prevents adequate 
access for inspection and maintenance, and can cause damage to mortar 
jointing if allowed to grow unchecked. Tree root and sapling growth have also 
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contributed to distortion and degradation in some boundary walls. This mostly 
seems to have been kept under control in recent years, although some 
ongoing damage and associated wants of repair can be found – for example, 
along a short return section of the western boundary of the Vineyard. 
 
Roads and paths appear mainly to be in fair to good order, but some related 
safety hazards exist around the Precincts. The condition of paving inside the 
gate from Wheel Yard is of particular concern in this respect. 
 

3.3.12.4 Repair liabilities and maintenance management arrangements 

 
Copies of leases were not available for examination. However, it is 
understood that three properties – 10, 11 and 19 Minster Precincts - are let 
(by the Hastings Music Endowment Fund in respect of number 10 and by the 
Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral in respect of numbers 11 and 19) to 
commercial tenants on full repairing and insuring terms, while all other 
tenanted properties are let on internal repairing terms only. This leaves 
maintenance management responsibilities in the hands of the freehold owner 
of each property. 
 
It can be seen, therefore, that maintenance and repair liabilities for the 
Precincts‟ built environment are split between a variety of parties, each with 
differing legal and intellectual interests, as well as varying capacity to fund 
and manage conservation-oriented building works.  The precise terms and 
demands of individual leases are not known at the time of writing.  The split in 
responsibilities for repair and maintenance is a significant issue, potentially 
placing the character and significance of the heritage asset at risk.  It is 
understood that no direct employed labour force has ever existed, although 
much of the repair and maintenance work commissioned by the Chapter of 
Peterborough Cathedral is let to two local building contractors.  However, no 
contractual obligation is in place to dictate employment of suitably skilled 
contractors and/or operatives by responsible leaseholders when ordering 
repair and maintenance works to the Precincts‟ buildings or boundaries.  
Equally, it is understood that no care and repair guidance is made available 
by the Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral or incorporated within leasehold 
contracts for property in the Precincts to help control, influence and maintain 
high conservation standards.  The same is as true for alterations and new 
works as it is for repair and maintenance activities. 
 
Under the Care of Cathedrals Measure 1990 as amended, the Chapter must 
ensure that an architect or surveyor makes quinquennial inspections and 
prepares reports on all property, other than the cathedral church and any 
ancillary buildings, which the Chapter is liable to repair and maintain. This 
includes any such properties which lie outside the Precincts as defined by the 
1990 Measure. This person may be the Cathedral Architect or Surveyor of the 
Fabric, but it may be another architect or surveyor.  Where the Cathedral 
Architect or Surveyor of the Fabric does not personally prepare these reports, 
he/she should be given the opportunity to comment on them to the Chapter 
and to the Fabric Advisory Committee (see „The Role and Duties of the 
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Cathedral Architect or Surveyor of the Fabric’ published by the Cathedrals 
Fabric Commission for England, 2008).  It is understood that many of these 
quinquennial surveys and reports for the Precincts are currently outstanding, 
partly perhaps due to the variety of tenancies and leasehold arrangements. It 
is a given that, without regular detailed cyclical inspections of built assets, a 
fully effective planned maintenance programme cannot be established to 
allow efficient use of resources and appropriate and defensible prioritisation of 
actions.     
 

3.4 THE CATHEDRAL INVENTORY, COLLECTIONS AND MUSIC 

 
The Care of Cathedrals Measure 1990, as amended by the Care of 
Cathedrals (Amendment) Measure 2005, places a duty on the administrative 
body or Chapter to „compile an Inventory of all objects in the possession of 
the Chapter that the Fabric Advisory Committee (FAC) considers to be of 
architectural, archaeological, artistic or historic interest‟ (paragraph 1.1). The 
Chapter and FAC of Peterborough Cathedral have established an Inventory to 
conform with the terms of the Measure.  
 
In common with most Inventories, this includes a list of Items of Outstanding 
Interest. Any sale, disposal or loan of items on this List can only occur with the 
approval of the Cathedrals Fabric Commission for England. The summary list 
of these Items is broken down into material categories. 

 Metalwork, of which Abbot William Ramsey‟s brass lectern of 1471-96 
is probably the most important. It is one of 45 left in the country. 
Various items of post-medieval church plate in the Treasury are also 
included, such as an alms dish, candlesticks, altar cross, chalices and 
pattens. Larger items such as the Presbytery screens of 1894 and 
19th-century gates in the West Porch are also included, as is the Turret 
clock (16th to 19th-century). 

 Glassware. One item, an exceptionally important Anglo-Saxon palm 
cup or lamp, is included on the summary list under this category. It is 
not in the Inventory. 

 Monuments. Ten monuments or effigies of abbots and bishops are on 
the summary list. Six are of 13th or 14th-century date, while the 
remainder are of 16th or 17th-century. They include the effigy of John 
Chambers, who died in 1556, having been successively Abbot and 
Bishop. 

 Paintings. The 17th-century wall painting and 18th-century painting on 
canvas of Old Scarlett above the west doors of the Cathedral are the 
only outstanding items listed in the summary. 

 Stonework. These items include several Anglo-Saxon sculptural 
fragments (including the Hedda Stone), the 13th-century font (with its 
19th-century base), and fragments of Katharine of Aragon‟s tomb (the 
list notes that these could „perhaps be better classed under 
monuments‟). J L Pearson‟s Ciborium over the High Altar and tiled floor 
in the Presbytery are also listed. Finally the entire Lapidarium of 
architectural fragments is listed under a single entry, with a note that it 
has not been catalogued. 
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 Textiles. This comprises two altar frontals with superfrontals, two 
Flemish tapestry panels, a veil and burse, and a second burse. Most of 
these items are of 16th or 17th-century date. 

 Windows. Nine windows are included on the summary list. Six contain 
fragments of medieval glass; two date from 1863, one by Dante Gabriel 
Rossetti for Morris & Company and the other by Clayton & Bell; the 
final one dates from 1825 and is by M O‟Connor. 

 Woodwork. Fourteen items, including the Cathedra, two pulpits, 
reredos and other screens in the south transept and its chapels and the 
north transept, the West Front doors, a chest, and the Consistory Court 
Chair. 

 Archives. This is another item of outstanding interest that is evidently 
not on the Inventory at the moment. Cathedral papers are on deposit at 
the Northamptonshire Record Office, with papers also at Cambridge 
University Library. Some information on Peterborough Abbey is also 
contained within archives held by the Fitzwilliam Estate and the 
Canterbury Archives, and Chancery Papers, held by the National 
Archives. 

 
The list does not include the Cathedral Library, housed in the former Trinity 
Chapel over the West Front porch. This comprises a good collection of 
published documents relating to the history of the abbey and cathedral, 
several Victoria County History volumes, and a variety of other historic and 
ecclesiastical publications. These include several of the published collections 
and summaries of Peterborough‟s monastic documents (eg Karn and King 
2008 and Martin 1978). The documents form an important historic collection in 
their own right, of course. It is a valuable collection, of considerable use to 
researchers both within the Cathedral community (eg the architect and 
archaeologist) and beyond it. The library is well organised but in somewhat 
cramped conditions. The room is also not subject to environmental controls or 
monitoring on a systematic basis. It is not clear whether fire detection and 
prevention is in place, but the room is isolated and only accessible by a spiral 
staircase. Salvage of books would be difficult in the event of fire, flood or other 
major event. 
 
It is notable that all of the Items of Outstanding Interest are located within the 
Cathedral itself. Nothing in the Chapter‟s ownership is mentioned on the 
summary list from any other buildings within the Precincts or beyond it. Many 
of the buildings lived in and used by Chapter members and the wider 
Cathedral community contain interesting and potentially important paintings, 
furniture, books and fixtures (eg various items of metalwork designed by the 
architect George Pace, usually for their specific locations). While some of 
these are the private property of residents and others, more are Chapter‟s 
property. Even a cursory examination of these as part of this study suggests 
that these collections certainly include items of outstanding interest that would 
merit inclusion on an extended Inventory.  
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The Cathedral Choir singing as part of the Festival Chorus, conducted by Andrew Reid, 
Director of Music. Photograph courtesy of Peterborough Cathedral. 

 
Music has always been an important feature at Peterborough. This was true in 
its monastic days, but perhaps more so as a cathedral, where choral and 
organ music has always been a vital part of public liturgy. The Cathedral‟s full 
and voluntary choirs continue to play an extremely important role, not only at 
home but also on overseas tours. The Victorian choir stalls carved by the 
Thompsons of Peterborough (whose work is also much in evidence in several 
of the larger Precincts houses) are a fine feature of the building, as is the 
organ. The choir school also has a very large collection of printed church 
music. 
 

3.5 ASSOCIATED COLLECTIONS 

 
Various items associated with the abbey, the cathedral and their 
administrative bodies are held in other collections. A 13th-century psalter of 
Robert of Lindsey is held by the Society of Antiquaries, and there is a 
Customary at Lambeth Palace Library. Abbey and Cathedral papers are 
currently held in the Northamptonshire Record Office (NRO) and Cambridge 
University Library. Bailiffs‟ accounts and court records of abbey holdings and 
court cases from the 13th to 15th-centuries are at the NRO. All of these still 
belong to the Cathedral and are held by the relevant libraries and record 
offices on the Chapter‟s behalf. The NRO also contains the vast majority of 
the Cathedral‟s own paper archive, including Chapter minutes and 
documents, architectural drawings, and a wide range of other documentation. 
Other papers no longer in Chapter ownership are held elsewhere, eg the 
British Library. 
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3.6 ASSOCIATED PERSONALITIES 

 
Peterborough Cathedral is associated with a virtually unbroken list of Abbots 
and Bishops, the former from Saxulf in c 655-74 to John Chambers in 1528-
39, and the latter from Chambers again (1541-56) to Donald Allister (2010). 
The full list is contained in Appendix 1. Chambers inevitably occupies a 
special place as the man who oversaw the difficult transitional period during 
and after the Dissolution of the Monasteries under Henry VIII. Abbots such as 
John de Sais (1114-25), Martin de Bec (1133-55), Benedict (1177-93), Robert 
of Lindsey (1214-22), Godfrey of Crowland (1299-1321) and Robert Kirkton 
(1496-1528) are all important both as people and for their works in and on the 
Cathedral. Kirkton in particular can hardly be avoided, his rebus (symbols) 
being present on many buildings, including the Bishop‟s Palace and the 
Prior‟s Gate. The line of Bishops also includes many important names, 
matched for the entire period from 1541 onwards by the Deans who looked 
after the life of the Cathedral and Precincts while the Bishop ministered to his 
Diocese. Others with a strong connection to the Cathedral include the two 
queens who were buried here, Katharine of Aragon and Mary Queen of Scots.  
 
Generations of masons and architects have also held the fabric of the building 
in their care. While many of the medieval and even post-medieval masons 
must remain anonymous, architects come into greater focus during the 18th 
and 19th centuries. They include important figures in ecclesiastical 
architecture such as Edward Blore, John Carter, William John Donthorn, Sir 
George Gilbert Scott and J L Pearson. In more recent times the Cathedral has 
had the benefit of successive Cathedral Architects/Surveyors of the Fabric, 
whose professional duty is to ensure proper care for the Chapter‟s buildings. 
George Pace was particularly influential in the 1970s. Lists of Cathedral 
masons and architects are provided in Appendix 2. 
 

3.7 ECOLOGY 

 
Peterborough Cathedral is situated in the heart of the city, within an urban 
environment. To the south it meets the River Nene floodplain, a wide area of 
flat open land forming a continuous corridor of open space extending out into 
the countryside. Land use is highly urbanised to the north and west.  
 
The Cathedral Precincts is extensive: it covers an area of approximately 
100,000 square metres. The majority of it is publicly accessible but there are 
also significant areas not open to the public providing undisturbed refuge for 
wildlife, which can be especially important in the urban environment. There is 
a varied collection of habitats, ranging from highly maintained lawned areas 
with bedding displays to shaded shrubberies, private kitchen gardens, 
orchards and meadow areas. The main area around the Cathedral is a 
conventional burial ground with headstones and monuments. Many of the 
ancient buildings themselves are significant as micro-wildlife habitats. 
Precincts habitats include:  
 

 Wildflower meadow (semi natural neutral grassland) 
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 Improved grassland 

 Specimen trees  

 Shrubbery 

 Native copse  

 Hedges 

 Flowerbeds 

 Orchard 

 Kitchen/allotment gardens 

 Exposed stone outcrops (buildings, walls and gravestones) 

 Rough areas such as compost heaps, piles of rotting wood and stone 
and loose gravel.  

Short descriptions of ecological interest are provided in sections 3.3.1-11.  
 

4  ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

 

4.1  THE CONCEPT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

 
This section assesses the significance of the Conservation Plan study area. 
Firstly the background of statutory and other protection is examined. Then the 
Key Significance Factors of the site are described; these are aspects of the 
place that can be recognised by specialist and popular audiences alike, and 
may include intangible concepts which are difficult to define scientifically, but 
which can be appreciated in spite of this. Finally the significance of the site is 
examined at various stages in its history to the present day. Significance may 
lie in one or more categories such as architecture, archaeology, landscape, 
collections, ecology, society and associated personalities. A number of factors 
have been used in defining significance such as rarity, dates/periods present, 
condition, extent, group value, user value and fragility. Many of these relate to 
guidelines currently in use for the evaluation of sites and monuments at 
national and regional levels. The assessment also takes account of English 
Heritage‟s new Conservation Principles, which places evidential, historical, 
aesthetic and communal values at the heart of conservation planning. 
 
Significance is essentially a hierarchical concept, using ascending levels of 
value. These follow guidelines established by James Semple Kerr (The 
Conservation Plan, 1996) and adopted by the Heritage Lottery Fund, English 
Heritage and others. Starting at the highest end, the levels of significance are:  

 Exceptional – important at national to international levels, reflected in 
the universal recognition of World Heritage Sites, and in the UK‟s 
statutory designation of Scheduled Monuments, Grade I and II* Listed 
Buildings and equivalent nationally graded sites (including those of 
ecological and nature conservation value). 

 Considerable – important at regional level or sometimes higher, eg 
Grade II Listed Buildings. 

 Some, of local to regional significance, often for group value, eg a 
vernacular architectural feature. 
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 Little, of limited heritage or other value, or Neutral, of no heritage or 
other merit, but also without any detrimental impact on the site or its 
significance. 

 Negative or intrusive features, ie those that actually detract from the 
value of a site. A modern corrugated iron shed adjacent to an important 
medieval building might be a good example. 

 
A low designation of significance does not necessarily imply that a feature is 
expendable. Furthermore there are many instances where parts or aspects of 
the place may be susceptible to enhancement or reduction of significance as 
currently perceived, especially where there is a lack of information or 
understanding at the moment. Instances of this are highlighted in the following 
text.  
 

4.2  DESIGNATION: THE BACKGROUND TO SIGNIFICANCE 

 
Designation provides an important reference point because a site can only be 
granted protection (especially at the levels of Scheduled Monument, Listed 
Building or Site of Special Scientific Interest) if it meets certain criteria. All of 
these relate to importance in some way, usually at a national level. Statutorily-
protected sites are therefore inherently among the most significant examples 
of a type; they may even be unique. Scheduled Monuments in particular must 
be of national importance by definition if they are to be so designated. All 
these protective measures, however, are subject-specific. In most cases there 
is only one recognised grade of importance usually at a national level. The 
grading system for Listed Buildings does take this into account by providing a 
three-tier hierarchy, with Grade I being the most important (approximately 2% 
of all listed buildings), Grade II* next (approximately 4%), and Grade II last 
(approximately 94%). Even here, however, all listed buildings are considered 
to be of national importance. The assessment of significance undertaken for a 
Conservation Plan has the advantage of being able to use all relevant criteria 
across many specialist disciplines rather than concentrating on one of them. 
 
Peterborough Cathedral and its Precincts enjoy a high level of statutory and 
other heritage protection. The Precincts contains two Scheduled Monuments 
(PE 140 and PE 153, broadly covering the south-east and north-east parts of 
the Precincts respectively with detached parts to the west) designated under 
the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act (1979). They satisfy all 
eight of the Secretary of State‟s scheduling criteria in the strongest way: 
Period, Rarity, Documentation, Group Value, Survival/Condition, 
Fragility/Vulnerability, Diversity and Potential. The site also contains 
numerous listed buildings – 20 at Grade I, two at Grade II* and 22 at Grade II. 
Further information on the listing grade of individual buildings is contained in 
the Gazetteer volume. The Precincts is also listed at Grade II on English 
Heritage‟s Register of Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest (site 
reference number 5155). Only the terraced houses and their yards (3-9 
Minster Precincts) on the west edge of Galilee Court are excluded from the 
RPG area. 
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J Britton‟s 1828 illustration of the West 
Front.Courtesy pf Peterborough Cathedral. 

The entire Precincts lies within the Peterborough City Centre Conservation 
Area, designated on 19 June 1969. Peterborough City Council is currently 
working on Appraisals for all 29 Conservation Areas within its boundaries. 
Eleven of these had been approved by the Planning and Environmental 
Protection Committee, and a further three were currently out for consultation 
in 2009. The City Centre Conservation Area Appraisal was not among either 
group, but its preparation is complete in draft and it was out for consultation in 
May 2011. The Precincts has no statutory or local ecological designation, eg 
as a county wildlife site. 
 

4.3  STATEMENT OF KEY SIGNIFICANCE FACTORS 

 
Peterborough Cathedral is of exceptional significance as a centre of 
Christian worship that has been in continuous use for more than 1,300 
years. It started as an Anglo-Saxon abbey founded by Saxulf, seemingly 
encouraged by Peada, the first Christian king of Mercia. It became a centre 
for regional evangelism, with churches being founded as its daughter houses. 
These may have included important establishments at Breedon on the Hill, 
Leicestershire, and Brixworth, Northamptonshire, though the evidence for this 
is not certain. Peterborough was re-established under the Benedictine Rule in 
the 10th century and continued to follow this until the abbey‟s closure in 1539 
under Henry VIII‟s Dissolution of the Monasteries. It was then converted to a 
cathedral church under a bishop in 1541. The Dean and Chapter (now the 
Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral) took the place of the prior and abbey 
community. A cathedral school was also established (now outside the 
Cathedral Precincts). The Cathedral still serves the community today as a 
vibrant and vital regional centre of faith and spirit. 
 
The exceptional religious and spiritual 
value of the Cathedral cannot be doubted, 
but it is also iconic physically. The length 
and height of the building are imposing, 
while its profile (especially the West Front 
and towers) mark it out as iconic for the city 
as a whole. The Cathedral is undoubtedly 
the city‟s most important building, and it is 
of exceptional significance in this context. 
It is the tallest building in the city, and is 
thus of particular importance in many views 
and view corridors. These include those 
from close up (eg on the approach through 
Cathedral Square) but also in medium and 
longer-distance views from all sides. The 
Cathedral‟s visual contribution to the 
historic and visual character of its skyline is 
a matter of civic pride as well as being 
important for the church community, and is 
something to be both treasured and 
protected. 
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The Cathedral retains evidence of the construction and development of the 
abbey/cathedral church over hundreds of years. This reflects an extraordinary 
continuum of adornment, building and renovation. The Romanesque work still 
dominates, and indeed the pervading impression (especially internally) is of a 
building largely of this era. Even so English architectural styles from the late 
13th to the 16th century and beyond are visible. The buildings exemplify the 
investment of money, skill, faith and commitment of the abbots and bishops, 
monks and canons, in a unique building for Christian worship. Most elements 
of the Cathedral, its fixtures and fittings are therefore of exceptional 
significance in architectural and art historical terms. The remains of the 
Anglo-Saxon church, the austere but very grand Norman architecture, the 
remarkable mid 13th-century painted ceiling in the nave, the 13th-century 
West Front with its inset 14th-century porch, and the New Building of 1496-
1528 are all of exceptional significance individually and in their totality. The 
surviving medieval stained glass collected in the six apse windows of the 
original Norman east end are also of exceptional significance in giving an 
indication of the medieval abbey‟s ornamentation. Later window glass 
includes important examples by Morris & Company (designed by Rossetti) 
and Clayton & Bell.  
 
Though largely ruinous, the Cathedral‟s cloister is also of exceptional 
significance. As with so many areas of the Cathedral and its Precincts, this is 
a multi-faceted significance. The excellence of the surviving architecture, for 
instance, presents a visual history of medieval ornament set within walls that 
are spatially impressive. The below-ground archaeology of the cloister and its 
ranges has not been fully demonstrated by excavation, although part of the 
Anglo-Saxon abbey church has been revealed during excavations in the 
cloister in 1894 and 1982. The cloister can be ranked at the highest level of 
importance for structural remains and burials. The area may also contain 
remains of the Anglo-Saxon monastic complex; if anything, such remains 
would be of greater potential significance than the medieval archaeology. The 
cloister continues to be very important as a means of access and circulation in 
the Cathedral and Precincts for clergy, the local community and visitors alike. 
It also provides a particular haven of peace within a busy world, providing an 
opportunity for quiet contemplation or simple relaxation. 
 
In common with most of England‟s ancient cathedrals, however, the glory of 
Peterborough‟s architecture extends well beyond the core ecclesiastical 
buildings. The Precincts of Peterborough Cathedral contains many buildings 
that are unquestionably of exceptional significance individually and for their 
group value. Some of these are essentially of single-phase architecture, 
whether medieval (the Prior‟s and Bishop‟s Gates and Table Hall) or later (eg 
the Georgian 3-5 Minster Precincts). Others, however, are more complex 
multi-period structures. In some cases medieval fabric was carefully and 
skilfully blended with 19th-century Gothic work (eg W J Donthorn or 
Browning‟s and later work on the Deanery, and buildings to either side of the 
Bishop‟s Gate). In others new work was wrapped around important medieval 
fabric so that the latter becomes a startling feature seemingly concealed by 
the later fabric. The various structures built into and around the Infirmary Hall 
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complex offer many examples of this (eg 16-19 Minster Precincts, Norman 
Hall and Archdeaconry House). There are also examples where medieval 
buildings were adapted but then extended, so that the original fabric reads 
more clearly as a separate entity (eg Canonry House and the Precentor‟s 
Lodging). These varying approaches, from the archaeological and scholarly to 
something verging on the picturesque, provide a fascinating insight into 
contemporary architectural attitudes to medieval buildings.  
 

 
The Bishop‟s and Norman Gates (left and right), with 19th-century Gothic work between and 
to the sides of them. Reproduced courtesy of Peterborough Central Library, Local Studies. 

 
The Cathedral Precincts is also of exceptional significance in another quite 
distinct sense, because it contains the most substantial area of open ground 
within the city centre. There are large areas that are fully or largely open to 
the public, respected by users as public realm but nevertheless private 
property of the Chapter. There are also marginal areas of open space that are 
permanently open, particularly the municipal gardens on the outside of the 
southern Precincts wall. Other spaces are open to the public on a regular 
basis for open days and tours but are otherwise private spaces. The Deanery 
Garden and the grounds of the Bishop‟s Palace are the principal examples of 
this type. Many other gardens are largely or wholly private, principally on the 
east and south-east sides of the Precincts (eg the Vineyard, Archdeaconry 
House) but may still be open to visitors by invitation or on an occasional basis. 
Irrespective of the extent of public access that is allowed, these spaces 
represent a vital „green lung‟ for Peterborough, which is otherwise a heavily 
developed urban townscape with more hard landscaped than green open 
spaces. The following table summarises the significance of the buildings and 
spaces within the Precincts, as defined in detail in the Gazetteer. 
 

Gaz 
No 

Name Significance 

1 Norman Gate and St Nicholas Exceptional 
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Gaz 
No 

Name Significance 

Room 

2 1 Minster Precincts Considerable  

3 Chapel of St Thomas of 
Canterbury 

Exceptional 

4 2 Minster Precincts Considerable 

5 3-5 Minster Precincts Considerable 

6 6-7 Minster Precincts Considerable  

7 8-9 Minster Precincts Considerable  

8 The north-west Precincts Gate Some  

9 10 Minster Precincts Considerable  

10 11 Minster Precincts (Deanery 
Mews) 

Considerable 

11 Prior‟s Gate and adjacent 
walling 

Gate, exceptional; walls, considerable 

12 The Deanery and gardens Exceptional 

13 Little Prior‟s Gate (Cathedral 
Office) 

Considerable 

14 Garden House Neutral 

15 Cathedral Exceptional 

16 The Vineyard, garden, walls 
and gate piers 

Considerable 

17 Ashton House and Mandell 
House 

Neutral (boundary wall to east is of 
considerable significance) 

18 Garages east of Canonry 
Cottage 

Stone parts, some; brick parts, little 

19 Canonry Cottage Some  

20 Canonry House  Exceptional 

21 Precentor‟s Lodging Exceptional 

22 Archdeaconry House Medieval fabric, exceptional; 19th-
century parts, considerable 

23 Norman Hall Medieval fabric, exceptional; later 
parts, some to considerable 

24 Table Hall and 16 Minster 
Precincts 

Exceptional 

25 17 Minster Precincts Exceptional 

26 18 Minster Precincts Exceptional 

27 19 Minster Precincts Exceptional 

28 Infirmary Arcade Exceptional 

29 Education centre etc Little 

30 Prebendal House Considerable 

31 Almoner‟s Hall Exceptional 

32 Hostry Passage Exceptional 

33 Laurel Court House Exceptional 

34 Laurel Court Cottage Considerable 

35 The Great Cloister Exceptional 

36 24 Minster Precincts Exceptional 

37 25 Minster Precincts Considerable 
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Gaz 
No 

Name Significance 

38 Gatehouse to Bishop‟s Palace Exceptional 

39 The Bishop‟s Palace Exceptional 

40 26-27/27A Minster Precincts Considerable 

41 28 Minster Precincts Considerable 

42 The King‟s Lodging Exceptional 

43 Precincts boundary walls Exceptional 

44 Galilee Court Exceptional 

45 The Cathedral cemetery Exceptional 

46 The orchard Some 

47 Land outside the east 
Precincts wall 

Some, historically; little, as open 
space 

48 Land outside the south 
Precincts wall 

Considerable, historically; some, as 
open space (but little as far as the 
Cathedral is concerned) 

 
The inter-relationship of the Cathedral and city is an attribute of considerable 
significance for the historic development of both. The abbey and cathedral 
seem to have been largely static entities for most of their long history, though 
lack of knowledge makes it all but impossible to assess the nature and extent 
of the Anglo-Saxon monastic enclosure. The city, however, commenced its 
development on the east side of the Precincts before switching to the west 
side during the medieval period. This fluctuating bi-polar development is 
unusual in English urban planning. The subsequent late and post-medieval 
development of the religious and borough spaces have largely gone in 
parallel. The Great or Norman Gate has thus been a pivotal point of access, 
security and control for several hundred years. The religious world of abbey 
and cathedral has lain on one side, centred on the Galilee Court. The secular 
and commercial has lain on the other, centred on the former Market Place. 
The commercial element was also represented by the equally important 
bridge, wharves and the Almoner‟s Hall on the south side. 
 
All English cathedrals place great importance on education, and Peterborough 
is no exception to this. It is part of a tradition dating back certainly to medieval 
times and perhaps to the Anglo-Saxon period as well, when education was a 
fundamental aspect of life within the abbey community both for novices and 
the older monks. The abbey also had an important educational role in the 
local community. After the Dissolution this became formalised with the 
foundation of the King‟s School, an establishment that still has close links with 
the Cathedral. The latter, of course, has its own long-standing choir school; 
the Junior choir is drawn from pupils of the King‟s School. The Cathedral 
itself, meanwhile, provides an important regional educational resource for the 
many schools that visit it, both as a centre of Christianity and as a magnificent 
historic building. The Chapter has established an Education Centre in the core 
of the Precincts specifically to support this important area of outreach. It also 
runs groups and courses to help people find out about the Christian faith, 
while clergy are always available to offer spiritual counsel and advice. This is  
vital in our often confused and troubled times. In all respects, the Cathedral‟s 
past and present educational roles are of exceptional significance. 
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4.4 SIGNIFICANCE BY PERIOD 

 

4.4.1  Prehistoric and Roman 

 
While the east side of Peterborough and the fenlands contain much important 
prehistoric archaeology, this is not a core period for the Cathedral. There do 
not appear to be any reported finds of this date from the Precincts. Prehistory 
can only be ranked as of little significance for Peterborough Cathedral, 
although there is potential for enhancement of significance if artefacts or 
other remains of this period were discovered in the future. 
 
The area around Peterborough has strong potential for Roman archaeology, 
eg roads and the town at Water Newton. There have been several finds of 
Roman material around the Cathedral and Precincts, largely in the late 19th 
and earlier 20th century. As with prehistory, however, this is not a core period 
for Peterborough Cathedral. These finds are still of some significance, with 
potential for enhancement of significance if Roman artefacts or structures 
were to be discovered in the future. 

4.4.2  Anglo-Saxon 

 
Peterborough‟s first and second abbeys were founded during the Anglo-
Saxon period, seemingly in the 7th and 10th centuries respectively. Abbeys of 
this period with surviving fabric above ground are quite rare, although many 
current parish churches originated as Saxon monasteries, eg Peterborough's 

daughter houses at Breedon on the Hill and 
Brixworth (though the nature of the early 
charters means that such associations may 
be tenuous). Both are well known for the 
exceptional survival of Anglo-Saxon 
features. Saxon abbeys have been 
identified as being among the foremost 
priorities for archaeological research, and 
Peterborough could act as a type-site 
because of the survival of structural remains 
under the present Cathedral and the 
documentary references to an earlier 
building. This phase of the abbey‟s 
development is largely known from 19th-
century excavations by Irvine. These 
revealed substantial parts of what is 
generally accepted to be the monastic 
church, probably of the second abbey. The 
inevitably partial nature of what could be 
uncovered within the crossing and south 
transept means that the plan is imperfectly 

understood. The excavations were well recorded for their day (an example is 
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shown here, courtesy of Peterborough Cathedral), for Irvine was exemplary 
(he is known and recognised from other excavations such as Silchester and 
Bath). Inevitably, however, the work was not carried out to modern 
professional standards. It is therefore difficult to reassess Irvine‟s results in 
the light of the much more extensive work that has since been undertaken on 
contemporary abbeys (eg Eynsham, Flixborough, Hartlepool, Whitby and 
Whithorn) and cathedrals (eg Canterbury and Winchester).  
 
Furthermore the late 19th-century work was entirely restricted to the 
(presumed) abbey church, and little is known of the wider Precincts/enclosure 
or its buildings. To suggest that the Saxon Precincts might have been of 
similar or the same size as its medieval successor is little more than  
speculation, for instance. The Anglo-Saxon phase at Peterborough Cathedral 
is thus of exceptional significance historically, and of at least considerable 
significance for its known archaeology. There is very strong potential for 
enhancement of significance to national levels and perhaps beyond if more 
of the Saxon abbeys can be discovered, or more particularly if the 
contemporary Precincts and buildings can be researched. 
 
Notwithstanding this, the Cathedral contains a small but important collection 
of Anglo-Saxon sculpture. The Hedda Stone is certainly the most important of 
these, together with the two figures in the south transept, but several others 
have merited inclusion in the Inventory as Items of Outstanding Interest. The 
liturgical glass bowl dated to around 700 is also a very rare piece of very great 
importance. Unquestionably these items are of exceptional significance in 
their own right as ancient artworks, but more particularly they shed a light – no 
matter how limited – on contemporary life and liturgical practice within the 
abbey. They also provide a hint of the potential for further discoveries. 
 

4.4.3  Medieval 

 
Peterborough Cathedral as we see it today is the third abbey church built on 
the site, started in 1118 by Abbot John de Sais after a fire two years earlier. 
Despite the alterations of later centuries at the west and east ends, the interior 
is one of the best surviving Romanesque spaces in England. It does not quite 
have the decorative splendour of Durham‟s arcade piers but it is its equal in 
most other respects. Its scallop capitals and the zig-zag ornament rising in 
waves off them present a truly magnificent spectacle, as awe-inspiring now as 
it must have been in the 12th century. The magnificent painted ceiling of the 
mid 13th-century is among the most important survivals of its type in England. 
The Cathedral interior is therefore of exceptional significance for its 
Romanseque structure and painted nave ceiling. The exterior does not quite 
live up to this, partly because the masonry is very dirty in places. The 
architecture is otherwise of the same quality and will be enhanced if planned 
cleaning goes ahead as recommeded in the 2006 Report on the State of the 
Fabric.  
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Tiers of Norman arches (left), and the painted nave ceiling. 

 
The exact form of the original west end (or even if it was completed) is 
unclear, but its successor (started around 1200 and completed by the late 
1220s) stands as one of the Cathedral‟s grandest and most majestic 
statements in stone. Pevsner (1968, 314-7) disparaged the West Front in its 
current form as a misconceived and poorly executed piece of design that was 
not helped by the insertion of the porch in the following century. His analysis 
of the design faults has some validity. The five irregular bays feature three 
„giant niches‟ that do indeed cause problems of proportion and integration with 
the masonry behind and above the niches, including the corner turrets and 
their spires. Nevertheless the West Front (including the later porch) presents 
an impressive façade to the visitor, not only from inside the Precincts but from 
even further back in Cathedral Square. Anyone approaching from the west is 
presented with a grand vista as the upper stages of the West Front rise above 
the buildings along the west side of the Precincts, and in particular the Great 
or Norman Gate. Despite the design problems, therefore, the West Front is of 
exceptional significance architecturally and as a medieval statement of 
intent regarding God‟s power and majesty. 
 
The third major medieval phase at the Cathedral is the New Building at the 
east end, built by Abbot Robert Kirkton in the final generation before the 
Dissolution of the Monasteries. This was cleverly contrived so that the central 
apse of the Norman east end could be retained, albeit now as an internal 
feature (its flanking apses were demolished). Internally and externally the 
New Building is truly wonderful. The inside features an excellent fan vault 
rising from slender shafts, and has a sense of „comfortable as well as rich 
enclosure‟ (Pevsner 1968, 318). Externally the elevations have an openwork 
parapet similar to that at King‟s College Chapel, Cambridge, topped with fine 
seated figures (they have suffered from erosion, though not as badly as their 
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equivalents on the West Front). It has been 
suggested that John Wastell, who worked 
at the King‟s College Chapel from 1508 
(ibid) and built the fan vaults there, may 
also have designed the New Building. 
Whether or not this is so, the structure is 
another element of the Cathedral that is of 
exceptional significance. 
 
While the cathedral church is undeniably 
and unsurprisingly the greatest of the 
Precincts‟ medieval buildings, many other 
structures are wholly or largely of this 
period as well. The Norman, Bishop‟s and 
Prior‟s Gates, the Chapel of St Thomas, 
Table Hall and the Almoner‟s Hall (the 
latter two extensively renovated in modern 
times) can be singled out in this respect, 
but several other structures around the 
Galilee Court to the east of the Norman 
Gate also retain medieval fabric, while the 
Deanery contains a medieval hall of very 

high quality and the Bishop‟s Palace has a small gem in its 13th-century 
undercroft now used as a chapel. The cloister and its ranges are ruinous but 
very impressive nonetheless, while the remnants of the Infirmary complex 
stand out for their very high quality. These buildings are of exceptional 
significance individually and for their group value. 
 

4.4.4  The Dissolution, and the transition to Cathedral status 

 
This was obviously a crucial period in the life of the Cathedral, and thus of 
Peterborough as a whole. They suffered two years of uncertainty before the 
abbey and its community were reformed into a cathedral, as also happened at 
Chester, Christ Church Oxford and elsewhere at about the same time. There 
is relatively little fabric at the Cathedral that can be positively identified to this 
period, but in historical terms it is still of exceptional significance. 
 

4.4.5  17th and 18th-century changes 

 
This period again saw relatively few additions to the cathedral church, but it 
was at this time that the importance of conservation began to be realised. 
During the Commonwealth the Cathedral and buildings were subject to 
deliberate destruction (eg of the Chapter House) or became delapidated, and 
work was only done on the Cathedral in the late 17th century. Many buildings 
began to be altered as well, including the Bishop‟s Palace and Deanery as 
well as other buildings around Galilee Court and elsewhere. 3-5 Minster 
Precincts and Laurel Court seem to be the only complete purpose-built 
structures to be erected, perhaps rather surprisingly for a cathedral 
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community of this size. Furthermore 3-5 Minster Precincts seems to have 
been built independently of the cathedral (the clergy presumably had enough 
space in existing buildings), and may even have been a speculative 
development of commercial housing. Along with other contemporary changes 
at Peterborough Cathedral, it is of considerable significance architecturally 
and historically. 
 

4.4.6  19th century 

 
Three quite distinct architectural trends can be distinguished at Peterborough 
Cathedral during the 19th century. The first was the accelerating development 
of a conservation philosophy that took the buildings as worthy of preservation 
in their own right, as well as for their religious use. Secondly (as mentioned 
above) there was a growing interest in and appreciation of the site‟s early 
building stock, which led to numerous examples of their adaptation and 
incorporation into new structures. Finally there was an acceleration in the 
construction of new, substantial residences. Some of these were wholly new 
(6-9 Minster Precincts, for instance), while others were mainly so but 
incorporated some earlier fabric (eg Prebendal House, Norman Hall and 
Archdeaconry House). In all three cases, however, a strong element of 
scholarly interest in and respect for the existing fabric of the place can be 
detected. This was part of a wider national movement, of course, championed 
by William Morris and others. The founding of the Society for the Protection of 
Ancient Buildings reflected and represented this interest. It can also be seen 
in the accurate recording, publication and academic research into abbeys and 
cathedrals, something which increasingly included excavation. The work of 
Irvine and others must therefore be seen in a national as well as a regional 
context. While there may have been some infelicities and losses, the 19th 
century can rightly be seen as of exceptional significance at Peterborough 
Cathedral for the drawing together of all these strands. 
 

4.4.7  20th and 21st centuries 

 
The 20th and 21st centuries have seen the continued development of 
conservation philosophy at Peterborough Cathedral, as elsewhere, building 
on the pioneering work of 19th-century architects. There have been few 
completely new buildings within the Precincts, Garden House and the  new 
north-west gate designed by Pace and built after his death being the main 
ones. Otherwise the trend has been toward conservation-based renovation 
projects,3 often on a large scale. Examples include Table Hall, 3-5 Minster 
Precincts, the Almoner‟s Hall, and the new Education Centre. This means that 
the historic legacy of both grand and vernacular architecture is respected and 
conserved in a sustainable manner for the future. Equally, there has been a 
conscious decision not to encourage or allow extensive new development 

                                            
3
 This category does not include regular programmes of repair or the periodic redecoration 

and re-furnishing of clergy accommodation. The latter in particular tends to happen cyclically 
between the vacation of a property by one incumbent and the occupancy of their successor, 
whether it be bishop, dean or canon. 
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during the 20th century and into the new millennium. Where new buildings 
have been erected, they have been relatively small and in private areas 
tucked away from general view (eg Garden, Ashton and Mandell Houses). 
The conservation-based philosphy that continues to be espoused by the 
Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral and their professional advisors is of 
exceptional significance in its own right, and for the maintenance and 
sustainability of the Cathedral‟s historic built environment. 
 
Modern cathedral life is not only about conservation and respect, of course. It 
is also about finding ways of adding to the extant fabric, fixtures and fittings in 
ways that both respect and enhance them. There have been many examples 
of this in recent decades, including Alan Durst‟s replacement of worn figure 
sculptures on the West Front from 1949-75, and the rood figure of 1975 by 
Frank Roper on a cross by George Pace. The latter‟s work is also much in 
evidence in many other buildings within the Precincts, eg Norman Hall and the 
Precentor‟s Lodging. These additions are important for the presentation of 
liturgy and mission at the Cathedral, and they are thus of considerable 
significance at least. 
 
More recently exhibitions have been created at the west end of the north aisle 
and by the tombs of Katharine of Aragon and Mary Queen of Scots, offering 
useful information and interpretation for the visitor. Interpretation boards have 
also been erected elsewhere in the cloister and Precincts, but some are now 
in poor condition and due for replacement. The process of interpretation has 
been taken a stage further with the installation of a touch-screen terminal in 
the south aisle, with an excellent presentation of the decoration of the nave 
roof and ceiling. A welcome leaflet and guidebooks are also available, giving 
simple and basic information for the visitor. The provision of information and 
interpretation at the Cathedral is very important in an age when many visitors 
may have had relatively little contact with or direct involvement in the Church. 
This aspect of the Cathedral is also of some significance, though there is 
potential for enhancement through improvements in information and the 
replacement of facilities that are in poor condition.  
 

4.5 COLLECTIONS AND MUSIC 

 
The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral owns substantial collections of 
artworks, furniture, books, stonework and many other materials. They are 
catalogued in the Cathedral Inventory. This includes a list of Items of 
Outstanding Interest. By definition these are of exceptional significance, but 
the same can justifiably be said of the collection as a whole because of its 
extent and breadth. This is especially so because the collections are not 
restricted to the Cathedral itself. There are important collections of paintings, 
books, furniture, fixtures and fittings in many other buildings around the 
Precincts. Not surprisingly much of this is focused in the more substantial 
buildings, especially residences. It is of course important to distinguish private 
collections owned by residents from items owned by the Chapter, not least 
because of the impression of shared ownership between the two.  
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Relevant associated collections are also held by various other organisations. 
The Cathedral Papers and Archives held at the Northamptonshire Record 
Office and at Cambridge University Library are unquestionably the most 
important of these, representing nationally important documents both for the 
ongoing life of the Cathedral, Chapter and its officers, and for academic and 
professional researchers. This collection alone is of exceptional 
significance, and the same can be said for individual items and smaller 
collections held elsewhere but not still owned by Chapter (eg at the British 
Library, the Society of Antiquaries and Cambridge University). It is important 
to reflect a negative aspect on the locations of these collections, especially 
the papers in the Northamptonshire Record Office. They are placed at some 
distance away from the Cathedral and its community, who might often require 
access to the information contained within the archives. Unfortunately the 
Chapter is not in  a position to establish the kind of environmentally controlled 
store that would be required to maintain its archives permanently on site. 
Neither was any such repository available elsewhere in the city until relatively 
recently when the Peterborough Record Office was opened. Any alteration to 
the current position on archive deposition is likely to be a longer-term issue. 
 
The smaller collections of historic books and items are also important for 
demonstrating the way in which parts at least of the medieval monastic library 
and other collections became dispersed in the aftermath of the Dissolution of 
the Monasteries. This pattern was repeated across the country, so that 
organisations such as Oxford and Cambridge Universities, the Society of 
Antiquaries and others often have incomparably important libraries of works 
that originated in abbeys both great and small. The corollary of this, of course, 
is that the dispersal of collections has meant that cathedrals such as 
Peterborough do not retain much if anything of their medieval stock, although 
some is at Cambridge University Library (Hereford is unusual and exceptional 
in retaining a substantial part of its medieval library). To some extent the 
disassociation of such collections from their place of origin is a negative 
factor, but the survival of the works and their availability for researchers (and 
where appropriate public display) overrides this. 
 
The collection of printed choral music held in the Choir School is clearly of 
considerable significance for the work of the Choir and the Cathedral 
generally. On a wider level the collection is also of considerable 
significance as a substantial music library that has been built up during 
generations of the Anglican choral tradition. 
 
Archaeological archives are an important category of collections. There is 
some overlap with the Cathedral Inventory, as the Lapidarium and other items 
such as the Anglo-Saxon glass lamp fall within an archaeological remit. There 
have been many excavations at the Cathedral and in the Precincts from the 
19th century onwards, and inevitably these generate both papers (more 
recently, formally created project archives) and finds such as pottery, tile and 
metalwork. Many of the finds and some of the archives are at Peterborough 
Museum. Others are still retained by the Chapter on a somewhat ad hoc 
basis. The archaeological collections are of considerable significance at 
least, but their current dispersal and the lack of a clearly focused policy for the 
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future retention or disposal of finds, and their storage together with associated 
project archives, are negative factors. The Cathedral Architect and 
Archaeological Consultant wrote a paper for the Chapter on this subject in 
2007, but no action has yet been taken on its recommendations. 
 
The Cathedral‟s Geographical Information System (GIS) is a new resource 
that has been developed by Chapter and the Cathedral Archaeologist with 
support from English Heritage and others. It contains extensive and detailed 
records of the Precincts‟ buildings, spaces, history and archaeology, with an 
extensive library of historic and contemporary images. It will be invaluable as 
a research and management database for the site, and is of exceptional 
significance as one of the first such resources to be developed specifically 
for a cathedral and its precincts. 
 

4.6 ASSOCIATED PERSONALITIES AND ORGANISATIONS 

 
The primary personalities of any cathedral perhaps inevitably derive from its 
religious community – in the case of Peterborough, both abbey and cathedral. 
As in so many areas the people involved may be known by name – Abbots, 
Bishops, Priors and Deans. Other senior officers may also be known, whether 
medieval Almoners, Infirmarers and Cellarers, or later Canons, Masters of the 
Music and choristers. Many others will either be anonymous or perhaps less 
willing to be known – generations of monks and congregation members, or 
bell ringers, vergers, and volunteers in so many areas of community life. 
Some of their names have passed into history anyway, such as Old Scarlett, 
the grave digger. Whether famous or anonymous, they represent the life-
blood of the abbey and cathedral throughout its long history, the people who 
have borne witness to Christ and have taken forward His mission on earth in 
this particular corner of England. This community, individually and together, is 
of exceptional significance. 
 
In common with most English cathedrals, Peterborough has had a long history 
of association with architects. Most of its medieval designers and masons are 
unknown, and major structural phases are more likely to be associated with 
the abbots who „built‟ them rather than an architect in the modern sense. This 
is still true well into the post-medieval period, but individual architects come 
into much greater prominance from the 19th century, and then include several 
important figures on the national stage. These include W J Donthorn, G G 
Scott,  Edward Blore and J L Pearson in the 19th century, and Lutyens, Moore 
and Pace in the 20th. Donthorn was a pupil of James Wyattville who went on 
to practise nationally, but always with a strong base in East Anglia and the 
East Midlands. Scott, of course, was one of the most important 19th-century 
architects nationally. Pearson had strong associations with many English 
cathedrals, with strengths in both conservation work and new design as in the 
Ciborium and presbytery tiled floor at Peterborough. Edward Blore worked at 
Lambeth Palace, St James‟ Palace and at Windsor Castle and was 
associated with medieval-style baronial castles. Their successors include 
George Pace, and the current Cathedral Architect, Julian Limentani. 
Individually and collectively as people, and for their built legacy, Peterborough 
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Cathedral‟s anonymous and named architects are of exceptional 
significance. 
 

4.7 ECOLOGY 

 
The site is ecologically of exceptional significance for its size and position in 
the urban environment as a “green lung”. It contributes to the wider network of 
open spaces within the Peterborough area. The site as a whole is unique and 
special because of its size and extent within the tight urban environment and 
the fact that it has been in existence for centuries.  The Bishop‟s Palace 
gardens are the most natural, with strong evidence that the grassland under 
the orchard and also the main lawn originates from ancient wildflower 
meadow, now a rare habitat type both in the Midlands region and the UK. This 
area supports a good range of habitats: old orchard, kitchen garden and 
woodland, creating an undisturbed refuge for wildlife because the area is in 
private use. 
 
The building stone of the many ancient buildings, monuments, gravestones 
and garden walls is an often overlooked but significant habitat. It provides 
many opportunities for nesting and roosting sites, but also a micro-habitat for 
lichens, many of which take many years to establish.   
 
The site contains a large collection of trees but their biodiversity potential has 
not been fully realised. There are many copses and small areas of woodland, 
but they suffer from a lack of structural diversity, in terms of age range and 
composition of the understorey layers (shrubs, field layer and ground cover). 
Sycamore is too dominant over the site and is further reducing the biodiversity 
of the wooded areas. 
 

5 ISSUES AND POLICIES 

 

5.1 INTRODUCTION 

 
Peterborough Cathedral, its Precincts and associated buildings form a crucial 
element of the city‟s townscape. The Cathedral plays a central role in civic 
and cultural affairs, while continuing to perform the primary function that has 
been at the core of its existence since 1541: to be the seat of the Bishop, a 
vital symbol of Christian worship within the Diocese of Peterborough as well 
as on the national stage.  
 
The Cathedral and Cloister represent the area covered under Ecclesiastical 
Exemption. Work therefore requires application to and approval of the 
Cathedrals Fabric Commission for England for major projects, or to the 
Cathedral‟s own Fabric Advisory Committee for lesser works. Any work within 
the Precincts likely to affect its archaeology also requires written permission 
from (and thus application to) CFCE. This is in accordance with the Care of 
Cathedrals (Amendment) Measure 2005. Many parts of the Precincts are also 
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designated within its two Scheduled Monuments. Most of the complex is also 
protected by Listed Building status at varying grades. The Cathedral and its 
Precincts also lie within the Peterborough City Centre Conservation Area – 
indeed, it is a defining element of it. This reflects the importance of the 
buildings, the functions they perform, and the spaces around them. Despite 
this protection and care the site and its significance can be vulnerable to 
threats, both physical and through inadequate information and/or 
understanding. This part of the Conservation Plan therefore addresses areas 
of vulnerability and establishes policies for dealing with them. The policies 
take due particular account of local, regional and national policies, especially 
as expressed in the Peterborough City Council local plan. 
 
This Conservation Plan, once adopted, will be important in helping the 
Chapter to look after the Cathedral, its Precincts and its associated historic, 
culturally-significant buildings. It can be used as a basis for decision-making 
on conservation, maintenance and research in many areas, and will assist not 
only the Chapter but also its principal partners such as English Heritage and 
Peterborough City Council in this respect. It will help to underpin the 
prioritisation that will be necessary in deciding the order in which work should 
be done, in accordance with the Cathedral Architect‟s condition surveys, and 
which buildings and/or features should receive the most urgent attention. It 
will also be an integral part of applications for grant aid that may be required 
for the implementation of conservation and consolidation work.  
 
The Conservation Plan should not be seen as a static document, however, 
not least because actions arising from it should render some of the policies 
obsolete. The Plan should therefore be reviewed on a regular basis, ideally at 
no more than five-year intervals and preferably in line with the quinquennial 
review of the Condition Survey. Reviews need not require a full re-
consideration of every aspect of the Plan, but instead should look at advances 
in knowledge, appreciation of, and any perceived changes in, significance, 
and progress in dealing with issues and implementing policies. There may be 
merit in combining the review with the Quinquennial Inspection process, but 
this will depend on the timetables of each. It is also important to maintain the 
site-wide approach of the Conservation Plan, as Inspections may not be as 
extensive in coverage. 
 
Policy A1: Subject to financial constraints, the Chapter and relevant 
partners will use the adopted Conservation Plan to assist them in 
managing the historic environment of Peterborough Cathedral, its 
Precincts and associated buildings. Management decisions will be taken 
in accordance with the principles and policies set out in the Plan, which 
will be subject to periodic review in the future at intervals of 
approximately five years. 
 
The strategic, tactical and daily management of such an important and 
complex site is inevitably a major undertaking in its own right. It involves a 
wide and disparate group of organisations and individuals. The Chapter, 
clergy and their profesional advisors are at the core of this, but others with 
vitally important roles include the Fabric Advisory Committee, the Company of 
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St Peter, the Friends of Peterborough Cathedral and the staff. The latter are a 
substantial and varied group in their own right, with vergers, choirs, bell 
ringers, gardeners, contractors, volunteer guides and welcomers all having 
important roles to play. The Church Commissioners hold an important 
portfolio of property within the Precincts, although they have been steadily 
reducing this in recent years. External partners with important roles and 
responsibilities include the Cathedrals Fabric Commission for England, 
English Heritage and Peterborough City Council.  
 
Policy A2: The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral will continue to 
engage with and call upon the assistance of a wide group of 
organisations and individuals in managing the buildings and grounds of 
the Precincts. 
 

5.2 BACKGROUND TO THE SITE 

 

5.2.1 Ownership, tenure, tenancy and management 

 
The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral is, and will continue to be, the main 
property owner within the Cathedral Precincts. This is obviously appropriate 
given the nature of the site and the principal purpose it serves, both 
ecclesiastically and in legal terms. No change to this principal right and 
responsibility is envisaged or required. 
 
The disposition and ownership of properties and land holdings within and 
around the Precincts had been largely static for many decades, in the hands 
of the Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral, the Church Commissioners and 
the Bishopric Estate. The disposal of the southern part of the Bishop‟s Palace 
gardens to Peterborough City Council (or its predecessor bodies) was the 
only major exception to this, in stages during the 20th century. Until recently 
little variation from this position was expected, but more recently there has 
been a gradual and continuing reduction of the Church Commissioners‟ 
portfolio. Chapter are understandably reluctant to allow ownership of property 
within the Precincts to become fragmented. This would make it far more 
difficult to maintain control over management of the site, and could materially 
threaten the important ambience of the Precincts. Restrictive covenants and 
legal agreements could offer a degree of control, while statutory and planning 
authorities would exercise their roles irrespective of ownership. Nevertheless 
it would inevitably be more difficult to maintain unified management and 
control of the historic and built environment (and perhaps even the security of 
the site) if ownership were to become more fragmented. Chapter‟s response 
so far has been to purchase properties as they have been put up for disposal 
by the Church Commissioners. This has been possible so far because of the 
generous support of the Company of St Peter and others. Even so the 
financial pressure has been very considerable, and may not be sustainable if 
further significant disposals occur. 
 
Both residential and commercial office tenancy arrangements are carefully 
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constructed and maintained by Chapter and its property and legal advisors. 
Monitoring of condition and arrangements for routine as well as larger works 
are aspects of leases. These are on full repairing terms where necessary. 
This needs to be properly monitored so that permission for work is requested 
before any changes are implemented, and all necessary ecclesiastical and 
secular consents are gained. 
 
Policy B1: Chapter will maintain its portfolio of residential and 
commercial leasehold tenancies, and will take the appropriate 
professional advice (property and legal) in drawing up, reviewing and 
maintaining such leases. Chapter will ensure that all leaseholders and/or 
tenants are fully aware of and comply with all relevant requirements for 
ecclesiastical and secular permissions and consents to carry out work, 
eg application to Chapter and their professional advisors, and thereafter 
as necessary to the FAC and/or CFCE.  
 

5.2.2 Use 

 
The Cathedral Church of St Peter, St Paul and St Andrew in Peterborough is 
the seat of the Bishop of Peterborough and therefore is a centre of mission 
and the worship of Almighty God. It is the Mother Church of the Diocese and 
as such has a central role as a ministerial resource for the Diocese by 
providing a variety of liturgical services and supporting the ministry of the 
Bishop. 
 
The uses to which the Precincts‟ properties and grounds are put is generally 
appropriate in type and level. There is currently no sense of over-capacity or 
undue intensity of use in any part of the Precincts, for instance, despite the 
commercial nature of many of the businesses based here. On the contrary, 
those businesses have a strong and appropriate sense of place, from their 
owners and managers down to junior staff. The mixture of church use, and 
ecclesiastical, private and commercial leases for residences and offices, and 
various other purposes (Education Centre, conference and hospitality 
facilities) provides a pleasantly varied aspect to the Precincts, and this is 
further enhanced by the respectful use of its open spaces by the city‟s 
population for congregation, rest and concourse. Buildings and open spaces 
alike are generally robust and well suited to their use, and the site as a whole 
stands up very well to the demands placed on it. There was no sense of 
„fraying at the edges‟ during any of the site visits made during the preparation 
of this plan, even though many of them were carried out during busy times of 
the year (spring and summer) and usually at peak hours. Indeed the 
disruption caused by ongoing improvement works in Cathedral Square 
probably increased people‟s use of the Galilee Court in particular, but there 
did not appear to be any detrimental impact or anti-social behaviour.  
 
Policy B2: Chapter in its management of the whole Cathedral Estate will 
always take regard of its primary purpose as a place of mission and 
ministry, which must always have the first call on the Chapter’s 
resources of both buildings and finance. 
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Unfortunately some uses of buildings have been susceptible to the difficult 
economic conditions prevalent in the wider economy. Both the Cathedral‟s 
main catering facility (Beckets) and its Shop on the west side of Galilee Court 
have had to close within the last two years, and the Tourist Information Centre  
closed and relocated in 2009. The smaller Benedict Rooms and conference 
facilities appear to be better placed to respond to market conditions and have 
coped well thus far. The potential relocation of the Choir School into the areas 
vacated by Beckets and the Tourist Information Centre could open up Laurel 
Court for improvement. The changes likely to be needed in both sets of 
properties may be challenging for Chapter, their professional advisors and the 
Fabric Advisory Committee, and may require applications to the Cathedrals 
Fabric Commission for England as well as secular consents. Chapter will take 
the lead in these matters, and will continue to focus on the need for viable and 
appropriate uses for its buildings. 
 
Policy B3: Chapter will continue to monitor the use of all parts of the 
Precincts and its buildings, ensuring appropriate types of intensity of 
use through its own practices, and through appropriate leases, terms 
and conditions wherever possible.  Also Chapter will continually review 
its own commercial and other uses of its properties to ensure that these 
are viable financially and appropriate for the buildings and their fabric.  
 

5.2.3 Records and disaster planning 

 
Everyone involved with Peterborough Cathedral is all too aware of the 
sensitivity of historic fabric to disaster. This is not simply a matter of theory or 
observation of the problems visited on other buildings such as Hampton Court 
Palace, Uppark House and Windsor Castle. The fire in the Cathedral nave on 
22 November 2001 was an appalling event (though the damage could have 
been far worse), and a reminder if one were ever needed of the vigilance 
required by everyone if we are to keep our priceless inheritance of historic 
buildings and contents. The potential loss of such a jewel as the nave ceiling 
is scarcely contemplatable, but something that could have occurred on that 
terrible occasion. Fortunately it did not. Many lessons were learned, however, 
with the immediate disposal of the remaining plastic chairs that were at the 
root of the fire being the most obvious one. It is difficult – perhaps impossible 
– to foresee every route or cause of disaster, and in the modern environment 
we live in, the potential for malicious damage is particularly difficult to predict. 
Nevertheless Chapter has been actively involved in devising fire and disaster 
plans, evacuation and salvage procedures, and general emergency planning. 
This has been carried out in consultation with its professional advisors and 
consultants, as well as with the local fire and emergency services and disaster 
response planners. Further work is probably required, both to ensure the 
currency and efficacy of current plans and to extend them to residences and 
offices within the Precincts where these are not yet covered. 
 
Policy B4: Chapter will continue to maintain and disseminate the highest 
level of fire and disaster planning and awareness, and will continue to 
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maintain, develop and extend its fire, disaster, salvage and evacuation 
plans – not only for the Cathedral but for all its properties within the 
Precincts.  Specialist safety audits and risk assessments will continue 
to be carried out as necessary to best current practice for fire, lightning, 
and other safety and security hazards.  This includes provision for staff 
and contractors to receive appropriate and adequate induction and on-
going training.  
 
Considerable damage can be wrought by the actions of emergency services 
where they have no prior knowledge of major conservation and preservation 
issues, items of particular value (in its widest sense), management 
responsibilities, disaster plan contents etc. Regular contact at senior and day-
to-day operational levels is very important, and this should be combined with 
joint planning and training exercises to ensure a secure and safe environment 
for the buildings and personnel in the case of an emergency. Chapter has six-
monthly Fire, Health and Safety meetings with the emergency services. 
 
Policy B5: Chapter will continue to maintain good working relationships 
with all local emergency services, including undertaking regular joint 
planning and training exercises.  
 
Comprehensive records of the Cathedral, the buildings in the Precincts and 
their contents are or should be fundamental tools upon which sound 
management decisions are dependent. Decisions relating to physical 
intervention in particular should only be taken on the basis of the detailed 
understanding that such records provide. Accurate surveys will provide an 
essential repository of information in the unfortunate event of partial or 
complete loss of any aspect of the building in a disaster. They also provide a 
more thorough understanding of each element of the building and space 
around it and enable appropriate and effective research to be undertaken in a 
systematic fashion to inform future decision-making.  
 
Policy B6: Chapter and their professional advisors will continue to 
develop and maintain a database (in hard copy and digital formats with 
appropriate storage locations and environments) of accurate 
architectural records for the interior and exterior of the Precincts 
buildings as resources and/or grant aid allow, to include:  
 

 Site plan, floor/roof and ceiling plan. 

 Building sections. 

 Building services layout. 

 External and internal photographic records; photogrammetric 
records of each significant elevation (excluding modern fabric 
except in broad outline) and rectified photographs of all important 
interior structures. 

 A fabric typology survey (internal and external) identifying 
original fabric and subsequent phases of repair/restoration 
graphically, photographically and in text. 
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5.3 CONDITION OF THE FABRIC 

 
Peterborough Cathedral has been well served by generations of architects 
from at least the 18th century onwards, with numerous schemes of repair and 
renovation having been carried out on everything from a small scale to major 
campaigns such as the one just completed on the West Front. For the most 
part these have been dedicated to the conservation and preservation of 
historically significant fabric, and the generally good condition of the building 
today reflects this. The Cathedral‟s conservation, maintenance and repair 
needs are nowadays examined and reported on every five years through the 
preparation of a Condition Survey by the Cathedral Architect (with input from 
the Archaeological Consultant). This system is well established as best 
practice for historic buildings generally, and is clearly appropriate for 
Peterborough Cathedral. Maintaining the quinquennial inspection system, and 
implementing works according to the priorities established in the Condition 
Survey, will be critical for the future of the building.  
 
In common with most Anglican cathedrals, the inspection regime is largely but 
not wholly restricted to the Cathedral. Condition surveys of specific buildings 
are always carried out before planning major works within the Precincts. This 
has happened in the last few years at the Precentor‟s Lodging, Canonry 
House and Canonry Cottage (the latter in particular having required 
comprehensive but sympathetic modernisation and conversion). Condition 
surveys are also sometimes commissioned where specific concerns arise 
over the current state of a particular building. Laurel Court House and Cottage 
were surveyed in this way in 2005, for instance. Finally some generic types of 
structure are also surveyed as and when the need arises. The Precincts‟ 
external and internal boundary walls were all surveyed in this way, again in 
2005. Other buildings are examined at the start and termination (or review) of 
leases, but this may not be to the same standard as for full quinquennial 
inspections. 
 
Policy C1: Chapter and its professional advisors will maintain the 
system of Quinquennial Inspection of the Cathedral fabric, and will act 
on the prioritised recommendations for action.  Chapter will also 
continue to extend the system as appropriate and necessary to include 
Condition Surveys for other historic buildings within the Precincts, 
subject to the availability of financial and other resources and grant-aid.  
A co-ordinated and prioritised action plan for the whole estate would be 
the next step forwards to implementation.  
 
Peterborough‟s Precincts appear from superficial examination to be mainly in 
fair order, but the built fabric and environment must be considered as being 
vulnerable to: 

 Neglect arising from future funding pressures on the Chapter of 
Peterborough Cathedral, other property owners and leaseholders; 

 Inappropriate tenancies or misuse of tenanted property; 

 Inadequate protection to the built environment and fabric resulting from 
inappropriate or ambiguous wording of repairing liabilities in leasehold 
contracts; 
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 Inappropriate maintenance or repair works commissioned by property 
owners or tenants, as a result of lack of effective and practical 
guidance on the character, conservation value and needs of the built 
environment; 

 Inappropriate alterations or new works to property, arising through lack 
of understanding or definitive controls established through leasehold 
terms, and/or lack of effective and practical guidance on the 
significance and vulnerability of the Precincts‟ built environment; 

 The absence of a comprehensive quinquennial inspection programme 
for the whole estate and, by implication, a proficient planned 
maintenance programme; 

 Vandalism or arson; and 

 Unforeseen disaster or failings in the disaster management plan and 
related procedures for the Precincts.  

 
Policy C2: Chapter has established and will maintain a cyclical 
maintenance schedule for the Precincts.  This involves routine matters 
such as regular clearing out of drains and gutters, checking for loose or 
missing tiles, keeping external and internal paint finishes in good 
condition, and similar measures as advised by the Cathedral Architect.  
 
Policy C3: Major programmes of work are an inevitable fact of life in 
large historic estates such as Peterborough Cathedral and its Precincts.  
Walls, roofs and other structural elements cannot be maintained in good 
condition indefinitely, even with good maintenance. Chapter will 
continue to plan for such future works within its annual and forward 
budgeting.  
 
It is important to ensure the retention of historic fixtures and fittings in 
buildings whether listed or not. Many (eg right-angle exposed hinges, neo-
classical door furniture) are highly characteristic and make an extremely 
important contribution to the visual appeal of the buildings. They are also of 
historic interest. The various fixtures and fittings designed by George Pace in 
the second half of the 20th century are a distinct and important element of this 
group/issue. While it may seem obvious that such items should be retained, it 
is not always something that is taken fully into account during restoration 
work. It is clear, for instance, that modern door handles and window furniture 
were used extensively during renovation of 3-5 Minster Precincts in 1999. It is 
possible that the original fixtures had survived (not least because right-angle 
hinges and other fixtures do survive in places), but it is difficult to demonstrate 
this now (it is not clear whether a pre-work photographic survey was made). 
No attempt seems to have been made to match the door handles with existing 
historic ones in Precincts buildings. 
 
Policy C4: Chapter and its professional advisors will ensure that historic 
fixtures and fittings are retained during restoration or any other works to 
Precincts buildings unless the condition of those items means that they 
are beyond repair or retention, or they are demonstrably later insertions 
that are inappropriate in their context.  
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Policy C5: An archaeological photographic survey to at least English 
Heritage Level II will be carried out before substantial works to Precincts 
buildings. 
 
The fabric of Peterborough Cathedral and the historic buildings within its 
Precincts are of exceptional importance. It is essential that any building, 
restoration, renovation or maintenance work is carried out in a sympathetic 
and sustainable way, normally using traditional materials and techniques. 
Where necessary this will involve like-for-like use of materials in as much as 
this is feasible and appropriate. It is not always advisable to use salvaged 
bricks in conservation work, for example, because it can be difficult to source 
enough material of an appropriate quality that matches the existing work. 
Similarly it can be very difficult to replace historic stone slates with new 
material because of quarry closures (eg Collyweston). Nevertheless it is 
axiomatic that a good conservation-based approach will usually require the 
use of materials that are as closely matched as possible to the original fabric. 
The use of inappropriate materials and replacements (eg uPVC windows) 
must be avoided in historic buildings and areas. Lime mortar should be used.  
 
Policy C6: Appropriate conservation-based materials will be used in all 
works to historic fabric throughout the Precincts. Modern techniques 
and materials may be appropriate where buildings have little or no 
historic significance, or the materials enhance the preservation of the 
property without altering the appearance. 
 
Furthermore, securing the ongoing good condition and structural stability of 
historic fabric will require the best technical knowledge available in the fields 
of building conservation and structural engineering. It is thus essential that the 
specification, execution and recording of any works to historic fabric (and any 
interventions that may affect the below ground archaeology) are undertaken 
by suitably qualified and experienced professionals and craftsmen. Normally 
this will take the form of appropriate conservation accreditation from the 
relevant professional institute or similar body. Preferably they should also 
have experience of working at the Cathedral and Precincts as well, or at the 
very least on similar historic buildings in Peterborough and its region. While 
the responsibility for day to day supervision would rest with the contractor it is 
important that Chapter and their professional advisors (in this context 
principally the Cathedral Architect) maintain an overview of the quality of 
works. This would be carried out in conjunction with the Cathedrals Fabric 
Commission for England and/or the Fabric Advisory Committee for the 
ecclesiastical exemption area, and by Peterborough City Council elsewhere. 
English Heritage has a clear and important remit, especially where the 20 
Grade I Listed Buildings are concerned, but also more generally. They also 
have a specific statutory responsibility to ensure compliance with any 
scheduled monument consents that are granted. The Cathedral Archaeologist 
will be responsible for overseeing any recording works and must be fully 
involved in the planning of any interventions to the historic fabric or below 
ground interventions in the scheduled areas. 
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Policy C7: Where works are proposed to historic fabric, only consultants 
suitably accredited, qualified and experienced in working with the 
conservation of historic buildings and structures will be employed.  
Contractors engaged to work on historic fabric will also be suitably 
qualified and experienced in conservation techniques.  
 
Policy C8: Chapter’s professional advisors will monitor all conservation-
based works to ensure a high standard of quality and the use of 
appropriate materials and techniques, consulting with CFCE, FAC, 
English Heritage and/or Peterborough City Council. 
 

5.4 UNDERSTANDING 

 

5.4.1 A framework for enhancing knowledge of Peterborough Cathedral 

 
The Geographical Information System (GIS) being developed for 
Peterborough Cathedral and its Precincts is a very powerful tool for research 
and management. Its current use is mainly for archaeological purposes but it 
can be equally useful in virtually all other areas of Cathedral and Precincts 
management. There may be some adjustments needed to ensure maximum 
usability by all (eg in mapping levels and conventions) but this should be 
readily achievable. 
 
The GIS also provides strong links to other resources, especially the 
Peterborough City Historic Environment Record in which it will be embedded. 
Other important sources of information include the National Monuments 
Record and online resources such as the Heritage Gateway and Magic.Gov.4 
These also provide links to statutory designation information (eg Listed 
Buildings Online via the Heritage Gateway and an abridged version of the 
Registered Park and Garden entry via Magic.Gov). There are gaps, however, 
in that the Scheduled Monument description is not available online at 
Magic.Gov. The GIS also needs to be a dynamic tool, subject to constant 
development and addition as fieldwork and research are carried out in the 
future. It will not retain its value if it is viewed as a static or complete entity. A 
specific period of review may not be necessary, but could help to focus 
understanding in Chapter and at English Heritage of how the database needs 
to develop. 
 
Policy D1: The City Council will maintain and continue to develop the 
Peterborough Cathedral and Precincts GIS as a major resource for the 
understanding and management of the site’s historic and present 
environment. This will be supported by Chapter. 
 
In archaeological terms there are essentially two types of project that are 
likely to occur at the Cathedral and within the Precincts. These are 
opportunistic (eg project-dictated watching briefs, evaluations etc) or 

                                            
4
 www.heritagegateway.org.uk; www.magic.gov.uk.  
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dedicated (research-based). The Cathedral Archaeologist is tasked with the 
preparation of a report on the Precincts‟ archaeological potential in line with 
requirements of the Care of Cathedrals (Amendment) Measure 2005, and to 
present a report annually thereafter on progress towards achieving the aims 
of this report. The Cathedrals Fabric Commission for England published 
guidance on this in October 2009. This establishes an outline of the 
anticipated content of the report but also acknowledges that the 
circumstances and thus the detailed content will vary considerably from 
cathedral to cathedral.  
 
Policy D2: The Cathedral Archaeologist (on behalf of the Chapter) will 
prepare a report on the archaeological potential of the Cathedral and 
Precincts in line with the CFCE guidance, after budget approval. This 
will take full account of the assessments made in this Conservation 
Plan. 
 

The report will need to consider both the plan extent and depth of below 
ground archaeological remains. Deeper features in particular may be 
waterlogged, with high potential for survival of organic remains and evidence 
of the past environment5 within the Precincts. This can also apply to 
„moats‟/the western culvert, canals and wells, as well as the reredorter or any 
garderobes/cess pits. It is important that due provision is made for the study 
of the Precincts‟ past environment when this is relevant in planning projects. 
 
Archaeology, of course, is not restricted to buried remains. It includes surface 
remains such as earthworks and historic paving, and the built fabric of the site 
in stone, brick, tile, timber and other materials. These all merit full and detailed 
consideration. The Cathedral‟s potential for dendrochronological studies has 
already been demonstrated, for instance.  
 
Policy D3: The professional advisors will advise Chapter on the 
Precincts’ potential for environmental archaeology as part of the 
Precincts report, and due provision will be made for such work in 
planning projects.  The professional advisors will also advise Chapter 
on the at-surface and above-ground archaeology of the Cathedral and 
Precincts both in the Precincts report and through specific provision in 
project planning in these areas, subject to external funding. 
 

5.4.2 The development of the site through time 

 
Any advances in understanding of the prehistoric, Roman and pre-monastic 
Anglo-Saxon background of the site are likely to come about through 
opportunistic work or as a secondary adjunct of monastic/cathedral-based 
research. These pre-ecclesiastical periods do not appear to be critical to the 
foundation and development of the religious community and its environment, 
and are therefore unlikely to be priority areas for the research agenda. 

                                            
5
 For example, ancient pollen, cereal grains, seeds, beetles, molluscs etc can be preserved in 

the right burial conditions. Many of these are very sensitive indicators of past environments, 
such as molluscs that can only survive in particular conditions (dry, wet, stagnant water etc).  
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In contrast, knowledge of the Anglo-Saxon monastic buildings will surely be a 
crucial part of the archaeology report. At the moment understanding of the 
form, use and extent of the monastic church is restricted, and seemingly of 
the later building rather than the primary church. The same can be said only 
more so for the contemporary Precincts and buildings, of which next to 
nothing is known at present. There is a much better understanding of the 
medieval and later Cathedral and Precincts, but there are still many important 
areas for research. These include (but are not limited to) the form and 
development of the cloister and its ranges (including the Chapter House), the 
Infirmary plan and development, other „halls‟ around the south and east sides 
of the Precincts, the Abbot‟s Lodging/Bishop‟s Palace (and its own complex of 
buildings), land use and management, and the original whereabouts of the 
King‟s Lodging. There are also questions on the relationship of the bounds of 
the Precincts and the shifting city centre. This affects how we perceive 
buildings now, for example the Almoner‟s Hall, seemingly peripheral and on 
the wrong side of the Precincts now, but not so when it was built. This is 
important in understanding how the Precincts and its buildings developed. 
These are not only matters of academic interest – they feed through into 
better protection (especially the Scheduled Monuments) and management of 
the site. These questions extend fully through the Dissolution and throughout 
the post-medieval period, because the layout of medieval buildings clearly 
had some influence on how the Precincts was developed through into the 
19th and early 20th centuries. 
 
Policy D4: The professional advisors’ reports will develop robust 
policies for enhancing understanding of the site’s origins and 
development, especially in its ecclesiastical history, subject to external 
funding. 
 

5.5 INFORMATION RESOURCES 

 
The Chapters of all Anglican cathedrals are required to compile and maintain 
an Inventory of contents in their ownership. This is a statutory responsibility 
under the Care of Cathedrals (Amendment) Measure 2005 (as indeed it was 
in the original Measure of 1990). The geographical coverage of the current 
Inventory, however, is not clear. The List of Outstanding Items only appears to 
contain and refer to objects in the Cathedral. CFCE Procedural Guide 6, para 
5.3 is explicit that the Inventory should not be confined to the Cathedral but 
should „include … relevant objects in the Deanery and Canons‟ houses, or 
objects in gardens in the close‟. There are many items of furniture, paintings, 
books, fixtures and fittings that do not appear to be in the Inventory. 
 
Policy E1: Chapter and the Fabric Advisory Committee will review the 
current extent of the Inventory, and if necessary will update it to take 
account of objects owned by Chapter in buildings other than the 
Cathedral if these are not already included. 
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Unfortunately it is rarely possible or advisable to allow extensive open access 
to historic collections because of security concerns, especially where valuable 
collections are concerned. This is undoubtedly true of the Cathedral‟s 
collections, which include valuable artefacts, artworks and church plate. 
Information such as the Cathedral Inventory will therefore need to be kept on 
reserve to protect the security of the collections. 
 
Policy E2: Chapter will reserve access to security-sensitive information 
in the Cathedral Inventory. 
 
The Cathedral has a small but very useful library of antiquarian, historical and 
archaeological publications to do with the monastic/cathedral site and its 
place within Peterborough and its wider context. The library is probably an 
under-appreciated resource but it is well used by local historians and the 
Cathedral Archaeologist. The Cathedral‟s primary archives, of course, are a 
vital source not only for the Cathedral‟s building, history and mission but also 
for the wider history and development of the city and its community. The 
building has been central to the city‟s life throughout its history, and the 
resources of one can help in understanding the other. Most Cathedral papers 
are and continue to be lodged at the Northamptonshire Record Office. The 
NRO is an excellent facility and provides a permanent repository with full 
archival storage conditions – for as long as Northamptonshire County Council 
maintains it. Museums, libraries and archives regularly come under funding, 
and thus political, pressure unfortunately, but the NRO seems secure in the 
long term despite this. The Peterborough Record Office could offer an 
alternative location in the future but there would be issues of transfer from 
NRO to deal with as well as the same issues of funding and political changes. 
Therefore there is no immediate prospect of a change in archiving policy, but 
the paper produced for Chapter by the Cathedral Architect and Archaeologist 
should form the basis for further consideration of all issues surrounding the 
Cathedral‟s own archives, as well as its archaeological archives and 
collections. 
 
Policy E3: Chapter and the Fabric Advisory Committee will revisit the 
issue of general and archaeological archives with the 2007 paper by 
their professional advisors as the starting point for discussion and 
decision-making, including the possibility of bringing the archives back 
to Peterborough.  Wider public awareness of and appropriate access to 
the Cathedral’s archives and collections is an important longer-term 
aim. 
 
The collection of architectural fragments and other worked stones held in the 
Lapidarium provides invaluable insights into the form and development of the 
abbey and cathedral through time – especially the lost monastic elements. 
Unfortunately there is no comprehensive catalogue of the worked stones, and 
therefore it is not fully integrated into the Cathedral Inventory. There is little or 
no point in starting this process, however, until the long-term storage of the 
stones is addressed, as stated in the Cathedral Architect and Archaeologist‟s 
joint paper (2007). 
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Policy E4: Chapter and its professional advisors will move forward to 
establishing an adequately sized, controlled and resourced space for 
the Lapidarium, which should then be catalogued as the first stage in a 
proper assessment of its research potential as funds permit. 
 

5.6 INTERPRETATION, PRESENTATION AND TOURISM 

 
The provision of interpretation and information at the Cathedral and around 
the Precincts is varied both in media and content. Most of the welcoming and 
other information about the daily round of services and events at the 
Cathedral is provided on display boards on the outside of the Norman Gate 
and on a large board inside at the entry to Galilee Court. These are obvious 
and sensible locations given that the majority of visitors will approach and 
enter from this direction. The main display board is very large but not 
obtrusively so. Interpretative provision is more widespread. There is a good 
exhibition in the north aisle of the nave, and various display boards around the 
cloister and elsewhere in the Precincts (eg Hostry Passage and the Deanery 
Garden). Several of these were in poor condition and were renovated 
successfully during 2009, but in some cases the content may also need 
review. The boards in the Deanery Garden are more recent and not in the 
same format and style as others in the Precincts. The lack of uniformity is not 
a major issue, as access to the Deanery Garden is mostly at specific times 
(eg open days) or by arrangement. It would be appropriate, however, to 
examine the overall style and content of display boards in the Precincts 
sooner rather than later.  
 
Policy F1: Chapter will review the condition and content of interpretative 
display boards in the Cathedral and Precincts, and amend or renew 
these as they pass beyond reasonable repair. 
 
Guidebooks and information leaflets are updated as necessary, and need to 
inter-relate with boards and other interpretative media. Interpretation through 
information technology and audio-visual devices has excellent potential at 
historic sites. Peterborough Cathedral seems to be reasonably well catered 
for in these areas, with an online VR tour and interactive panels in the nave. 
The latter are excellent, particularly in their presentation of the nave ceiling, 
but they seem somewhat under-used – this may be a matter of location or of 
audience resistance, although people are usually very keen to use this kind of 
display. The „Petercam‟ on the website is also a good and innovative, if 
remarkably simple, idea. 
 
Policy F2: Chapter will continue to research and develop the use of 
modern media in the interpretation of Peterborough Cathedral, taking 
care not to let the media intrude either physically or visually onto the 
Cathedral or the appropriate spirituality of visitors’ experience of it. 
 
The Cathedral and Precincts are one of, if not the, main attractions in the city 
for visitors. The current improvements in the city centre will enhance the 
overall environment of the site, and other attractions such as the city museum 
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and other historic buildings will continue to be a draw. Despite this the 
Cathedral and Precincts are likely to remain as the principal attraction. It is 
therefore important to maintain contacts between the city and Cathedral 
authorities so that information, interpretation and facilities are mutually 
supportive at all times.  
 
Policy F3: Chapter will continue to work closely with Peterborough City 
Council on all matters related to tourism, security and visitor 
management within the city and the Precincts. 
 

5.7 PHYSICAL ACCESS 

 
The provisions of the Disability Discrimination Act 1995 came fully into force in 
2004. The provision of equivalent and inclusive access for all to historic sites 
and buildings open to the public is therefore a legal requirement as well as a 
desirable aim. Having said that, it is accepted in law (and Part M of the 
associated Building Regulations) that the historic, archaeological and 
architectural sensitivity of the fabric must be taken fully into account when 
devising new access arrangements, and will take precedence if access 
proposals would involve unacceptable intervention in and loss of significant 
fabric. The exceptional visual quality of the Cathedral‟s and Precincts‟ 
architecture and landscape are also extremely important and need to be 
protected. The visual impact of any proposals and their effect on this aspect of 
the site‟s significance would therefore be vital considerations as well. 
 
Accessibility generally seems to be good in the public areas at the cathedral, 
and to a lesser extent within the Precincts. Most of the grounds are level or 
with minor gradients (which are common to all), and where steps do exist (eg 
from the nave directly into the cloister) alternative routes are available. There 
are some areas where access to cellars/basements or upper floors are 
difficult, such as the St Nicholas Chapel in the Norman Gate and the Knight‟s 
Chamber in the Bishop‟s Gate, but these are not currently in public use. 
 
Policy G1: Chapter will take full account of equivalent and inclusive 
access in all its planning for use of space within the Cathedral 
Precincts, using and updating its access plan as the yardstick for 
decision-making. It will always be the case, however, that accessibility 
must be balanced with concerns over the fragility, sensitivity and 
character of historic fabric and below-ground archaeological remains. 
 

5.8 PROTECTION 

 
The ecclesiastically exempt Red Line area established by and with the CFCE 
seems appropriate, with no obvious need for revision or amendment. The 
areas of the two Scheduled Monuments (PE 140 and 153), however, do not 
appear to be soundly based. Many open areas are excluded (part of the 
Deanery Garden, all of Galilee Court and the cemetery), while the ground 
under several important historic buildings (eg most of the Infirmary complex, 
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Norman Hall and Archdeaconry House) also appears to be excluded (this is 
not usually the case). The site of the Chapter House is also not covered. This 
could be less of an issue if a unified system of Heritage Asset designation 
were introduced as envisaged in the 2008 White Paper, but there seems to be 
little prospect of this in the next year or two at least given the nature of the 
parliamentary process and timetable.  
 
Policy H1: Chapter will support the suggestion that the status and extent 
of the Precincts’ two Scheduled Monuments need to be reviewed. It is 
important to have a common understanding of the extent of ground that 
ought to be deemed as of schedulable quality. This can be the first step 
towards a review by English Heritage of designation and unified 
Heritage Assets if such a system were brought forward in the near 
future. 
 
Listed Buildings within the Precincts may also need some review of the status 
and/or grade in some cases. The majority of cases are clearly correct and 
appropriate, although it is not always easy to determine which lengths of 
boundary walls (both to the Precincts and individual gardens) are listed. There 
is also one apparent anomalous entry – the Victorian north-west gate into the 
Precincts is still included on the List even though it was demolished to make 
way for the existing gate in the late 1970s. That is presumably an accidental 
anomaly that needs to be removed, but it is unclear whether the old Listing is 
still deemed to apply to the existing gate. Any listing review would be carried 
out by English Heritage‟s regional or specialist architectural teams, in 
consultation with Chapter, their professional advisors, and Peterborough City 
Council‟s planners and conservation officers. 
 
Policy H2: Chapter would support a review of the status of listed 
buildings where necessary and appropriate. 
 
The Registered Park and Garden covers virtually the whole of the Precincts 
(only 3-9 Minster Precincts are excluded). The extra-mural strip of land 
alongside Vineyard Road is also included. The gardens and car park along 
the southern margin are not, but this is not a cause for concern as they are 
included (as indeed is the whole of the Precincts) within the City Centre 
Conservation Area. Peterborough City Council has been working on an 
Appraisal and Management Plan for the Conservation Area, in parallel with 
the preparation of this Conservation Plan.  
 
Policy H3: Chapter and Peterborough City Council will continue to have 
coordinated and common goals for the conservation and management 
of the Precincts as part of the City Centre Conservation Area.  Chapter 
will also take due note of all local plan (and successor) policies 
specifically or generically relevant to the Cathedral and Precincts. 
 

5.9 ECOLOGY 

 
A substantial two-volume Historic Landscape Survey and Restoration Plan for 
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the Minster Precincts was prepared in 1998-9 on behalf of the Chapter 
(Dejardin Design nd). This was based on numerous reports that had been 
prepared from 1993 onwards, and was part-funded by the Heritage Lottery 
Fund as part of an application to them for a landscape restoration grant. Much 
of the content remains valid and could be revisited relatively straightforwardly, 
though it would need to be updated to take account of work carried out by the 
Chapter and others in the new millennium, and on a revised cost basis.  
 
Policy J1: Chapter will look to develop a new landscape management 
plan, utilising as much as possible of the Dejardin study, and taking 
account of the further comments deriving from the assessment carried 
out as part of this Conservation Plan, subject to external funding. 
 
The rapid ecological appraisal carried out for the Conservation Plan confirms 
that even small changes in management could significantly boost the 
biodiversity value of the whole site without compromising its amenity value. A 
Management Plan should be developed to concentrate on key areas: the 
buildings and monuments, grassland management and a long term tree 
strategy including the development of woodland. Interpretation of the site‟s 
wildlife value would raise the profile and understanding of the biodiversity 
value and cultural history of the Cathedral Precincts‟ landscape. 
 
Policy J2: Chapter will support ecological surveys being carried out, 
subject to funding, on detailed surveys for bats and protected bird 
species (including the roof spaces of buildings), as these need to be 
taken into account when planning work anywhere within the Precincts. 
 
Policy J3: Chapter will draw up a Management Plan, or revise the 1998-9 
Plan, to protect and enhance the natural features of interest and 
increase the biodiversity value of habitat types and species (see also 
Appendix 4), subject to financial resources. 
 

5.10 INTRUSIONS 

 
The Precincts is remarkably free of visually intrusive elements. There are a 
few mildly unsightly garages near the Education Centre, but they are 
acceptable so long as they are well maintained. There are no other 
significantly obtrusive or intrusive buildings anywhere within the Precincts. 
This is a testimony to the Chapter‟s management and policy in this respect, 
which has been supported by Peterborough City Council‟s local planning 
policies as far as development on non-Chapter land in and around the 
Precincts is concerned. Neither is signage nor the seemingly inevitable 
infrastructure of modern life such as satellite dishes, property alarms and 
central heating boiler vents a major issue in the Precincts. Such items are 
difficult (at the very least) to avoid, but where they are present they have been 
located carefully to minimise, and wherever possible avoid, physical and 
visual intrusiveness. The satellite dish on the west elevation of 19 Minster 
Precincts and the central heating vent on the same side of 16 Minster 
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Precincts are cases in point. Neither is easily visible, if at all, from public 
spaces. 
 
Policy K1: Chapter will continue to try to control and prevent visually 
intrusive features, fixtures and fittings in all areas of the Precincts under 
its control, and will encourage the same policy elsewhere. 
 
The Cathedral is iconic for the city of Peterborough. It is a highly visible 
building in many views, from all sides and in long, medium and short 
perspectives. The height of the towers over the crossing and West Front is 
especially important in this respect. It is obviously difficult for any building to 
be permanently visible through a 360 degree panorama in a highly developed 
townscape, but it is crucial to protect existing views and the framing for them. 
The Vineyard, for instance, is a fine building itself but also provides a good 
reference point for views of the Cathedral from the east. Views can be 
extensive or they can be in narrower corridors where glimpses are as 
significant as grand perspectives. The Chapter can and will protect views 
within its boundaries, but it is for others to look after the wider perspectives 
beyond and into the Precincts. 
 
Policy K2: Chapter will support the Cathedral’s importance for landmark 
views to and across Peterborough being guarded carefully and 
protected through local planning policy and through all other means 
that may be appropriate. 
 

6 IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY 

 
The Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral will doubtless face many specific and 
individual issues over the next five years and beyond in managing the 
Cathedral and its Precincts. It seems likely, however, that the disposal of 
further property by the Church Commissioners will provide the single greatest 
challenge. Even after recent disposals to the Chapter, the Commissioners still 
retain a significant portfolio within the Precincts. The Bishop‟s Palace and its 
Gate owned by the Bishopric Estate cover a substantial area of the Precincts. 
It is difficult to envisage this property becoming redundant given its nature, but 
other Anglican bishops live at some distance from their seat.  
 
Other issues that can be highlighted and which will need careful consideration 
to bring them to fruition include: 

 Continuation and extension as necessary of the Cathedral Architect‟s 
quinquennial inspections. 

 Robust business planning for the Chapter‟s own ventures, to include 
consideration of the buildings being used. 

 Maintaining a high level of occupancy and therefore rental income in 
Chapter‟s leased/let properties. 

 Plans for re-use of the now-vacant Cathedral shop and Tourist 
Information Centre. Can they (and Beckets) become the Choir School, 
and if so can this be achieved without major losses of historic fabric?  

 Plans for Laurel Court House and Cottage if the Choir School moves to 
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new accommodation. 

 Review of statutory and other protective designations. 

 Fire safety, emergency, disaster, salvage and evacuation planning. 

 Access planning.  

 Landscape and open spaces planning. 

 Archives, archaeological finds and the Lapidarium. 

 Archaeologist‟s Report, as required under the Care of Cathedrals 
(Amendment) Measure 2005. 

 Interpretation and information planning and delivery. 
 
It will be for the Chapter to decide how to proceed on these and other matters, 
but some possible further moves may be suggested here:  

 Prepare a Management Plan, developing the themes and issues 
addressed in this Conservation Plan and past reports such as the 
1998/9 Historic Landscape Survey and Restoration Plan and taking 
them forwards towards implementation. 

 Prepare a prioritised Action Plan, effectively merging and co-ordinating 
the recommendations contained in the various Condition Surveys 
carried out by the Cathedral Architect and others, and adding in further 
desired actions. This should not be seen as a „wish-list‟ but as a 
carefully considered and achievable set of targets. 

 Continue discussions with partners such as English Heritage, 
Peterborough City Council and the Cathedrals Fabric Commission for 
England on the potential for joint ventures, grant aid, Management 
Agreements and other possible initiatives. 

 Approach funding bodies such as the Heritage Lottery Fund and 
various charitable bodies to investigate the potential availability of 
grants from such sources. 

 Continue to encourage and work with the Company of St Peter, the 
Friends and others in their fund-raising efforts, perhaps initiating a new 
campaign to raise personal donations to the Cathedral. 
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APPENDIX 1: SENIOR CLERGY AND MUSICIANS OF PETERBOROUGH 

 

ABBOTS OF PETERBOROUGH 

  
c655 – 674 Saxulf 
675 – c709   Cuthbald 
Before 716 Egbald 
?                   Pusa 
758 – 789 Bothwin 
c789 – 823 Beonna 
c852  Ceolred 
? - 870 Hedda 
971 – 992 Aldulf (Archbishop of York, 992) 
992 – 1005 Kenulf (Bishop of Winchester, 1005) 
1005 – 1042 Aelfsige 
1042 – 1052 Earnwig 
1052 – 1066 Leofric 
1066 – 1069 Brand 
1069 – 1098 Turoldus (Thorold) de Fécamp 
1099 – 1103 Godric 
1103 – 1105 Matthias 
1105 – 1114 Ernulf (Bishop of Rochester, 1115) 
1114 – 1125 John de Sais 
1128 – 1133 Henri d‟Angely (banished, 1133) 
1133 – 1155 Martin de Bec 
1155 – 1175 William de Waterville 
1177 – 1193 Benedict 
1193 – 1201 Andrew 
1201 – 1214 Acharius 
1214 – 1222 Robert of Lindsey 
1222 – 1226 Alexander of Holderness 
1226 – 1233 Martin of Ramsey 
1233 – 1245 Walter of St Edmunds 
1246 – 1249 William of Hotot 
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1249 – 1262 John de Caux 
1262 – 1274 Robert of Sutton 
1274 – 1295 Richard of London 
1295 – 1299 William of Woodford 
1299 – 1321 Godfrey of Crowland 
1321 – 1338 Adam of Boothby 
1338 – 1353 Henry of Morcot 
1353 – 1361 Robert of Ramsey 
1361 – 1391 Henry of Overton 
1391 – 1396 Nicholas of Elmstow 
1396 – 1408 William Genge 
1408 – 1438 John Deeping 
1438 – 1471 Richard Ashton 
1471 – 1496 William Ramsey 
1496 – 1528 Robert Kirkton 
1528 – 1539 John Chambers 
  

BISHOPS OF PETERBOROUGH 

  
1541 - 1556 John Chambers, last Abbot of Peterborough Abbey; died in office  
1556 - 1559 David Pole, deposed  
1560 - 1584 Edmund Scambler, translated to Norwich  
1584 - 1600 Richard Howland, died in office  
1600 - 1630 Thomas Dove, died in office  
1630 - 1632 William Peirse, translated to Bath and Wells  
1632 - 1634 Augustine Lindsell, translated to Hereford  
1634 - 1638 Francis Dee, died in office  
1638 - 1649 John Towers, died in office  
1649 - 1660 vacant  
1660 - 1663 Benjamin Laney  
1663 - 1679 Joseph Henshaw, died in office  
1679 - 1685 William Lloyd, translated from Llandaff; translated to Norwich  
1685 - 1690 Thomas White, deprived  
1691 - 1718 Richard Cumberland, died in office  
1718 - 1728 White Kennett, died in office  
1728 - 1747 Robert Clavering, translated from Llandaff; died in office  
1747 - 1757 John Thomas, translated to Salisbury  
1757 - 1764 Richard Terrick, translated to London  
1764 - 1769 Robert Lamb, died in office  
1769 - 1794 John Hinchliffe, died in office  
1794 - 1813 Spencer Madan, translated from Bristol; died in office  
1813 - 1819 John Parsons, died in office  
1819 - 1839 Herbert Marsh, translated from Llandaff; died in office  
1839 - 1864 George Davys, died in office  
1864 - 1868 Francis Jeune, died in office  
1868 - 1891 William Connor Magee, translated to York  
1891 - 1897 Mandell Creighton, translated to London  
1897 - 1916 Edward Carr Glyn  
1916 - 1923 Frank Theodore Woods, translated to Winchester  
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1924 - 1927 Cyril Charles Bowman Bardsley, translated to Leicester  
1927 - 1949 Claude Martin Blagden  
1949 - 1956 Spencer Stottisbury Gwatkin Leeson, died in office  
1956 - 1961 Robert Wright Stopford, Bishop of Fulham; translated to London  
1961 - 1972 Cyril Eastaugh, Bishop of Kensington  
1972 - 1984 Douglas Russell Feaver  
1984 - 1995 William John Westwood, Bishop of Edmonton  
1996 - 2009 Ian Patrick Martyn Cundy, died in office 
2010 -          Donald Spargo Allister  
 

DEANS OF PETERBOROUGH 

 
1541 – 1543 Francis Abree, last Prior of St Andrew's, Northampton 
1543 – 1549 Gerard Carleton, died in office 
1549 – 1557 James Curthopp/Curthop, died in office 
1557 – 1560 John Boxall, deprived, 1560 
1560 – 1585 William Latymer, died in office 
1585 – 1589 Richard Fletcher, Bishop of Bristol, 1589 
1590 – 1597 Thomas Nevill, Dean of Canterbury, 1597 
1597 – 1607 John Palmer, died in office 
1607 – 1612 Richard Clayton, died in office 
1612 – 1616 George Meriton, Dean of York, 1617 
1616 – 1622 Henry Beaumont, Dean of Windsor, 1622 
1622 – 1630 William Peirse, raised to the see, 1630 
1630 – 1638 John Towers, raised to the see, 1638 
1638 – 1640 Thomas Jackson, died in office 
1640 – 1660 John Cosin, exiled 1643-1660; Bishop of Durham, 1660 
1660 – 1664 Edward Rainbow, Bishop of Carlisle, 1664 
1664 – 1679 James Duport, died in office 
1679 – 1689  Simon Patrick, Bishop of Chichester, 1689 
1689 – 1691 Richard Kidder, Bishop of Bangor, 1691 
1691 – 1707 Samuel Freeman, died in office 
1707 – 1718 White Kennett, raised to the see, 1718 
1718 – 1721 Richard Reynolds, Bishop of Bath and Wells, 1721 
1721 – 1722 William Gee, Dean of Lincoln, 1722 
1722 – 1725 John Mandeville, died in office 
1725 – 1740 Francis Lockier, died in office 
1740 – 1744 John Thomas, Bishop of St Asaph, 1744 
1744 – 1764 Robert Lamb, raised to the see, 1764 
1764 – 1791 Charles Tarrant, died in office 
1791 – 1792 Charles Manners Sutton, Bishop of Norwich, 1792 
1792 – 1797 Peter Peckard, died in office 
1798 – 1822 Thomas Kipling, died in office 
1822 – 1830 James Henry Monk, Bishop of Gloucester, 1830 
1830 – 1842 Thomas Turton, resigned, 1842 
1842 – 1853 George Butler 
1853 – 1878 Augustus Page Saunders  
1878 – 1891 John James Stewart Perowne, Bishop of Worcester, 1891 
1891 – 1892 Marsham Argles 
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1893 – 1901 William Clavell Ingram  
1901 – 1908 William Hagger Barlow  
1908 – 1928 Arnold Henry Page   
1928 – 1943 James Gilliland Simpson  
1943 – 1966 Noel Charles Christopherson   
1966 – 1981 Richard Shuttleworth Wingfield Digby   
1981 – 1992 Randolph George Wise   
1992 – 2006 Michael Bunker  
2006 -  Charles William Taylor  
 

MASTERS OF THE MUSIC AT PETERBOROUGH CATHEDRAL 

 
1540 Richard Storey  
1569 John Tyesdale  
1574 Richard Tiller  
1584 John Mudd  
1631 Thomas Mudd  
1632 David Standish  
1643 Vacant  
1661 David Standish  
1677 William Standish  
1691 Roger Standish  
1714 James Hawkins  
1750 George Wright  
1773 Carter Sharp  
1777 James Rogers  
1784 Richard Langdon  
1785 John Calah  
1799 Samuel Spofforth  
1808 Thomas Knight  
1812 Edmund Larkin  
1836 John Speechley  
1870 Dr Haydn Keeton  
1921 Dr Richard 'Henry' Coleman  
1944 Dr Charles Francis  
1946 Dr Douglas Hopkins (later became Organist of Canterbury Cathedral)  
1953 Dr Stanley Vann  
1977 Christopher Gower  
2004 Andrew Reid (Director of Music)  
 
Sources: Serjeantson R M and Adkins W R D (Eds) 1906, Houses of 
Benedictine monks: The abbey of Peterborough, A History of the County of 
Northampton: Volume 2, 83-95 (Victoria County History). Higham J 2001, 
Peterborough Cathedral, Pitkin guide. Peterborough Cathedral website. 
Wikipedia entry for Peterborough Cathedral. 
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APPENDIX 2: MASONS AND ARCHITECTS AT PETERBOROUGH 
CATHEDRAL 

 

LIST OF MASONS 

 
Robert Man, monk    1425-1444 
John Kilham, mason  1473-1488 
John Wastell, master mason  1485-1515 New Building 
Henry Seamark, mason   1482-1534 New Building 
William Wetying, mason   1505-1508 New Building 
Richard Tugney, mason   1518-1519  
Thomas Green, mason                 1659-1730 Bishop Cumberland memorial 
Robert Wright, master builder  1734  General repairs 
Robert Taylor, mason   1690-1742 Thomas Deacon memorial 
Farnell, mason    1759  Thomas Whitwell memorial 
Edward Bingham  d 1796 Richard Tryce and 

William Grey memorials 

LIST OF CATHEDRAL ARCHITECTS 

 
     Born  Died  At Cathedral 
 
Edward Blore    1787  -  1879  1820s and 1830s 
Sir George Gilbert Scott  1811  -  1878  1855 
John Loughborough Pearson 1817  -  1897  1882-1897 
George Frederick Bodley   1827  -  1907  1897- ? 
Temple Moore    1856  -  1920  1919-1920 
Leslie Moore    1883  -  1957  1920-1955 
George Gaze Pace    1915  -  1975  1956-1975 
Alan Rome     1930  -  2010  1975-1989 
Julian Limentani    1946  -  1989- 
 

APPENDIX 3: RELEVANT SAVED PLAN POLICIES 

 
The Cathedral Precincts is located within the City Centre Conservation Area 
and is covered by the Peterborough Local Plan (First Replacement) 2005.  
The following is a summary of the main policies that apply to the Cathedral 
Precincts:  
 
Policy H7 Housing development on unallocated sites 
H15  Residential density 
H16  Residential design and amenity 
OIW5  Office uses in City and District Centres 
T9  Cycle parking requirements 
T10  Car and motorcycle parking requirements 
CC8  Housing development  
CC9  Loss of housing 
CC15  Car parking  
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CC17  Cathedral views 
DA1  Townscape and urban design 
DA2  The effect of development on an area  
DA7  Design of the built environment for full accessibility  
CBE1  Archaeological remains of national importance 
CBE2  Other areas of archaeological potential or importance 
CBE3  Development affecting conservation areas 
CBE4  Controls over demolition of buildings in conservation areas  
CBE5  Controls over demolition of listed buildings 
CBE6  Control of alterations and extensions to a listed building  
CBE7  Control of development affecting the setting of a listed building 
CBE8  Sub-division of the grounds of a listed building 
CBE9  Controls over change of use of listed buildings 
IMP1  Planning obligations 
 
Policy CC17 is particularly important for, and indeed specifically about, the 
Cathedral. It is therefore reproduced here. 
 
CC17 Planning permission will not be granted for any development, 
whether located within the City Centre or elsewhere, whose height, 
location, design or bulk would unacceptably detract from views of the 
Cathedral or its setting.  
 
6.113 Peterborough has developed around one of England's great 
Cathedrals. The Cathedral remains the most architecturally and historically 
important building in the City as well as being one of the most prominent 
visually. It contributes enormously to the image and character of 
Peterborough and its centre.  
 
6.114 We have a duty to protect the historical legacy we have inherited for 
future generations. To this end, the City Council will not allow development, 
wherever located, which would detract from views of the Cathedral or its 
setting. Views from the north and south/south-east across open space are of 
particular importance in townscape terms.  
 

APPENDIX 4: FUTURE ECOLOGICAL MANAGEMENT IN THE 
CATHEDRAL PRECINCTS 

 
The following paragraphs provide some suggestions as to areas and topics 
that may be addressed in a landscape management plan. 
 
Grass: The Bishop‟s Palace garden supports the richest area of neutral 
grassland. This is typical of the semi natural grassland found on alluvial soils 
over calcareous bed rock, once common in the Midlands but now scarce due 
to agricultural improvements over the last century. This grassland type is also 
found on other parts of the site but is not so species-rich. The Management 
Plan should identify these areas and recommend where grass should be 
allowed to grow longer to create wildflower meadow. Weed out thistles and 
nettles from the main areas, but a corner can be kept for them. Nettles are a 

280



Peterborough Cathedral Conservation Plan – Volume 1  99 

The Keevill Heritage Consultancy, for the Chapter of Peterborough Cathedral 

food plant for caterpillars of red admiral, peacock and tortoiseshell butterflies. 
Thistles provide late nectar for many insects as well as seeds for small birds. 
They can be grown in a container to stop them spreading too much. 
 
Trees and shrubs: Although there are many areas of trees and shrubbery on 
the site, they lack structural diversity; sycamore dominates the canopy layer 
creating dense shade with a resulting absence of understorey trees (such as 
yew, field maple, hawthorn, birch and holly) and field layer. The ground layer 
is overwhelmingly dominated by ivy because it is shade tolerant. Therefore 
the overall biodiversity of these areas is poor. Sycamore should be cleared 
and in the more wild areas native trees and shrubs should be reintroduced. 
These are best for wildlife, as the species are naturally adapted to each other. 
Old trees are also of great benefit and veteran trees should be encouraged 
throughout the site. Away from public areas, it would be safe to leave dead 
standing trees to provide good habitat for invertebrates. 
 
When introducing new planting, species that have value for birds include 
those baring fruit, berries, seeds and nuts, for example hazel, hawthorn, wild 
cherry, rowan, holly, elder, spindle and orchard trees including walnuts and 
almond. For butterflies and other insects flowering trees and shrubs should be 
planted (eg lime). Those that flower early and late are especially good, when 
food sources are scarce. Because this is such an extensive site there are 
opportunities for encouraging large forest trees such as oak (one of the best 
for supporting insects), birch, hornbeam and ash. Species with dense 
canopies such as laurel, sycamore and horse chestnut should be discouraged 
as their leaves shade and kill everything underneath.   
 
Hedges: Maintain dense hedges to provide good nesting sites for birds. This 
is best done by traditional laying, or by cutting tightly, preferably in an "A" 
shape, wider at the base than at the top. Trimming should take place outside 
the nesting season (between March and August). Allow a foot or two of uncut 
grass at the base of hedges to give cover for wildlife. Preferably hedges 
should be of native species such as hawthorn, blackthorn, holly, field maple 
and hazel.   
 
Flower-beds: Perennial planting is the easiest to maintain and can provide 
good ground cover. Some are also valuable for insects, eg marjoram, 
lavender, sage, savoury, mints, golden rod, Michaelmas daisy, bugle and 
Welsh poppy. Creepers on sheds or walls can be attractive. Ivy provides late 
flowers for insects, honeysuckle gives nectar, virginia creeper gives good 
autumn colour, and all provide nesting places. 
 
Compost heap: Good for worms, spiders, slowworms. 
 
Piles of rotting wood and stones: There are many areas of rotting wood 
and stones around the site. These form a good habitat for many insects, mice, 
voles, hedgehogs, wrens and other small birds.  
 
Kitchen/allotment garden areas: There are a number of small orchards and 
kitchen gardens within the Cathedral site. Species that are attracted to this 
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type of habitat include house sparrow, blackbird, robin, wren, song thrush, 
goldfinch, kestrel, sparrow hawk, frog, newt, hedgehog, fox, wood mouse and 
slowworm. The use of chemical control of pests should be avoided in order to 
prevent harm to wildlife. Wherever possible, small areas should be left 
unkempt allowing rough vegetation such as bramble to grow.  
 
Buildings, walls, roof slates and tiles: Walls are important for mosses and 
lichens, which vary according to the type of stone, its age, and exposure to 
weather. Lichens need light, and mosses need damp. Ivy and other plants 
climbing over the church and boundary walls smother the existing lichen flora 
and inhibit lichen establishment. They should be actively discouraged by 
cutting at the root and allowing the dead plant to fall away naturally. Physical 
removal may damage mortar and stone. 
 
Check regularly (at least once a year) for self-setting bramble, elder, ivy etc. 
Hand weed or, when necessary, spot treat with a herbicide. Other plants will 
also flourish on walls, such as ice plant (a late flowerer), thrift, wallflower, wild 
thyme, and rock rose. The garden walls of rough limestone with lime mortar 
joints provide a good habitat for small mammals, reptiles, amphibians and 
invertebrates. Holes in walls can also be useful for nests for birds and bats.  
 
Bats and buildings: Along with the Cathedral there are numerous old 
buildings on the site that may be providing good habitat for bats. They will 
roost in a variety of different areas of churches, often at eaves level, or in the 
porch and sometimes under roof tiles or lead-covered boarding. They usually 
return every year to the same favoured crevice. The eves also provide 
opportunities for roost and nest sites for birds such as house martin and 
swallow. 
 
Gravestones: In lowland England, where natural outcrops of rock are largely 
absent, the churchyard is the most important site for lichens growing on stone. 
Some species rarely occur in other habitats. They should not be cleaned. The 
gravestones at Peterborough Cathedral are mainly of limestone, which is an 
especially rich habitat for lichens compared with granite or sandstone. Lichens 
enhance the appearance of a stone adding a patina and an appearance of 
antiquity. The older stones often have the greatest lichen diversity. Ancient 
chest tombs often have significant lichen communities, particularly on the flat 
tops. Ivy and other vegetation should not be permitted to grow over them. 
 
The aspect or orientation of a memorial is very important. If this were to be 
altered some lichen species will die. Removing or relocating a tombstone 
should be avoided; where removal is unavoidable a lichenological survey 
should be undertaken first, and the new location should replicate the original 
aspect and light conditions. Leaning stones against a church or boundary wall 
kills the lichens on the memorial as well as those on the wall covered by the 
tombstone. 
 
Repair work to the church fabric: Repair only where necessary. If repairing 
a wall, for example, try to do small sections at a time with an interval of 
several years between repairs. This allows for lichen re-colonisation from the 
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original stonework. Re-point with lime-based mortar rather than cement. Take 
particular care of areas of intact medieval stonework where significant lichen 
communities are often present. Those on the south and west walls of the 
church flourish in the unshaded conditions usually found there, whereas those 
on the north wall are adapted to damper and shadier conditions. Try not to 
alter these conditions. Reuse original materials as far as possible and do not 
brush or clean roof tiles before re-positioning, or reverse natural slates. 
Replace eroded stone with a stone similar in geology to that used in the 
building. 
 
Water: Even very small areas of water can provide a major benefit to wildlife. 
There is a lack of water over the whole site. Small ponds and simple water 
features could provide spawning sites for newts, toads and frogs. 
 
Nesting boxes: Nesting boxes can be erected in trees and on buildings for 
bats, birds and insects, different species having different requirements. 
 
Other areas: 

 Bats and other protected species – seems unlikely that there would be 
none. If present they will require survey, and projects must allow for 
mitigation if and as necessary to avoid impacts on roosts and roosting 
season. Policy for an initial survey at least. 

 Landscaping and gardens/grounds maintenance on public areas – 
good in general though a little variation in grass lengths and mowing 
regimes could be beneficial. 

 Private and periodically opened areas such as the Deanery Garden 
generally seem better for ecological management and biodiversity, 
more variation in management regimes, cut trees and branches left as 
ecological habitat, which is acknowledged good practice (same applies 
to the extramural strip along the east Precincts wall). 
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