Seminar Notes
Week 7

Cistercian architecture

Much of what Bernard wrote in the Apologia criticised the buildings of the Cluniacs. In this seminar we look at Cistercian architecture, and assess how distinctive it really was. This subject can be approached in two ways, function, and form. Function tells us how the way in which a monastery was laid out reflects the functions of its various parts, and may reveal something of the concept of monastic life and observance. Form relates to style and decoration. We remind ourselves first of all of what the Exordium Parvum, and Capitula have to say about building and architecture. How distinctive were Cistercian buildings? And who designed and paid for their construction?

Ground plans: Rievaulx, Fountains

Reading:

Booklist section iv(f), especially:
Coppack, Fountains Abbey
Coppack, Abbeys and Priories
Fergusson, Architecture of Solitude
articles by Brooke, Coldstream, Fergusson, Holdsworth and Wilson in Norton and Park, Cistercian Art and Architecture in the British Isles
Gilyard-Beer and Coppack, ‘Excavations at Fountains Abbey’
Robinson, The Cistercians in Wales

You will also find the following web site useful:
cistercians.shef.ac.uk
 
Questions for discussion:

1	What do EP and the capitula say about art and architecture?

2	What do the literary sources (William of Malmesbury, Orderic, Bernard, Ailred) say?

3	In what ways was the Cistercian layout distinctive?

4	Was Cistercian decoration, or lack of it, distinctive?

5	Were the Cistercian plan and architectural detail influenced primarily by the ethos of the order, or by other factors?




