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Session	I.		
Space	and	Function:	Norm	versus	Reality	

	
Krista	DE	JONGE	(KULeuven	–	University	of	Leuven)	

‘In	the	Manner	of	Burgundy’.	Re‐examining	the	Spatial	Implications	of	the	Burgundian	and	Early	
Habsburg	Court	Ordinances	

Fifteen	 years	 after	 the	 1999	 Höfe	und	Hofordnungen	1200‐1600	 volume,	 the	 question	 of	 the	
interaction	 between	 court	 ordinance	 and	 court	 residence	 remains	 open,	 even	 where	 the	 –	
seemingly	 well‐studied	 –	 Burgundian	 and	 early	 Habsburg	 court	 in	 the	 Low	 Countries	 is	
concerned.	Our	work	on	the	residences	at	Brussels,	Bruges,	Ghent	and	Lille,	most	frequented	by	
the	Burgundian	dukes,	and	on	Brussels,	Mechelen	and	Binche,	relevant	 for	 the	early	Habsburg	
rulers,	 together	 with	 a	 number	 of	 residences	 of	 the	 highest	 nobility	 now	 offers	 a	 useful	
touchstone	for	the	spatial	aspect	of	the	problem,	which	has	turned	out	to	be	far	more	complex	
than	suspected	in	our	1999	essay.	It	is	time	to	reassess	documents	such	as	the	draft	ordinance‐
annex‐instruction	made	up	in	1594	for	the	new	governor,	Archduke	Ernest	of	Austria	(Brussels,	
Algemeen	 Rijksarchief,	Audiëntie	 33/1),	 which	 explicitly	 mentions	 the	 “manner	 of	 Burgundy”	
against	 this	 background,	 in	 order	 to	 fine‐tune	 our	 central	 thesis.	 Adaptations	 to	 the	 court	
organization,	 we	 contend,	 are	 not	 necessarily	 mirrored	 instantly	 in	 the	 architecture	 of	 the	
residence;	 its	 spatial	 organization	 being	 flexible	 to	 a	 certain	 extent,	 many	 changes	 can	 be	
accommodated	 in	 small	 increments	 without	 actually	 causing	 major	 material	 and	 spatial	
transformations.	But	there	is	a	point	of	no	return,	and	in	that	sense	the	residence	can	serve	as	a	
barometer	for	major	changes	in	court	organization	and	ritual.		
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As	 a	 consequence,	 documents	 such	 as	 the	 1594	 draft	 have	 a	 non‐linear	 relationship	with	 the	
architectural	 reality	of	 the	residence,	 as	well	as	with	 the	actual	 set‐up	of	 court	 life.	These	and	
other	 questions	 of	 method	 will	 be	 examined	 specifically	 on	 the	 basis	 of	 the	 aforementioned	
example,	which	is	situated	at	the	threshold	of	a	major	change	both	in	ritual	and	in	architecture	at	
the	Brussels	court.	
	
	
Orsolya	RÉTHELYI	(Eötvös	Loránd	University,	Budapest)	

From	‘Ordered’	to	‘Unordered’	Household.	Mary	of	Hungary	and	the	Spatial	Reconstruction	of	the	
Queen’s	Court	in	the	Absence	of	Ordinances	

In	1526	King	Louis	of	 Jagiellon	II	(1506–1526)	lost	his	 life	after	fighting	the	invading	Ottoman	
army	at	the	south‐Hungarian	town	of	Mohács,	while	the	queen,	Mary	of	Hungary	(1505–1558)	
fled	 the	 royal	 residence	at	Buda	with	 the	 remains	of	 the	household	and	escaped	 to	Pressburg	
(Bratislava).	 The	 death	 of	 the	 king	marked	 the	 end	 of	 the	medieval	 Hungarian	 Kingdom	 and	
made	way	 a	 few	 years	 later	 for	 a	 145‐year	 Ottoman	 occupation	 of	 Buda.	 Since	 the	medieval	
castle	of	Buda	was	destroyed	in	the	long	siege	preceding	the	re‐conquest	of	Buda	in	1686,	it	is	
especially	unfortunate	that	no	court	ordinances	are	known	from	the	late	medieval	royal	court	of	
Buda	to	help	reconstruct	the	architecture	of	the	residence.	My	research	has	focused	on	the	last	
years	of	the	royal	court,	preceding	1526,	with	special	attention	to	the	queen’s	household.	Mary	
of	Hungary	had	spent	several	years	as	bride	of	 the	King	of	Hungary	waiting	until	both	parties	
would	come	of	age.	These	years	were	spent	in	a	household	shared	with	her	bridegroom’s	sister,	
Anne	of	Jagiellon	in	Vienna	and	Innsbruck.			

The	household	of	the	princesses	was	regulated	by	court	ordinances	drawn	up	by	the	officials	
of	the	Emperor	Maximilian	I,	a	number	of	which	survives	to	this	day.	Once	Mary	arrived	to	Buda	
she	seems	to	have	progressed	from	an	‘ordered’	to	an	‘unordered’	household,	to	use	the	concepts	
of	 Paul‐Joachim	Heinig,	 which	 offer	 a	 useful	methodological	 framework	 for	 the	 comparison.	 I	
have	 tried	 to	 reconstruct	 the	 household	 of	 the	 queen	 within	 the	 royal	 household,	 taking	 in	
account	this	step.	Since	no	court	ordinances	for	either	the	king	or	queen	exist	from	Buda,	I	have	
tried	to	use	 the	sources	 I	have.	These	are	ordinances	 from	Mary’s	previous	household	and	the	
so‐called	 ‘court	reform	proposal’	aimed	at	reforming	the	household	practice	of	King	Louis	and	
his	 wife,	 presented	 at	 the	 diplomatic	 summit	 at	 Wiener	 Neustadt	 in	 October	 1523	 by	
participants	 of	 the	 summit,	 the	 royal	 couple,	 the	 archducal	 couple	 of	 Austria,	 and	 the	
representatives	of	the	Polish	king	and	the	emperor.	The	diary	of	the	Polish	chancellor	Krzysztof	
Szydłowiecki	written	at	the	summit	provides	a	unique	record	of	the	debates	around	the	issues	of	
court	 regulation,	 access,	 influence,	 and	 anxiety	 about	 the	 personal	 safety	 of	 the	 royal	 couple.	
These	sources	were	supplemented	with	 incidental	 references	 to	spatial	 aspects	of	 the	queen’s	
household	 from	 charters,	 diaries,	 letters,	 etc.	 My	 discusses	 the	 reason	 for	 the	 absence	 of	
ordinances	in	the	late	medieval	court	of	Buda	in	the	methodological	framework	of	‘ordered’	and	
‘unordered’	households,	and	talk	about	the	possibilities	of	reconstructing	spatial	dimensions	of	a	
court	from	peripheral	sources.		
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William	HEPBURN	(University	of	Glasgow)	

The	1508	Bill	of	Household	and	the	Residences	of	James	IV	(1488–1513):	Access,	Flexibility	and	
Function	

Compared	to	its	European	neighbours,	very	little	evidence	of	household	ordinances	and	similar	
documents	 survives	 for	 the	 pre‐1603	 independent	 Scottish	 royal	 court.	 The	 earliest	 such	
document	of	 confirmed	 Scottish	origin	 is	 the	bill	 of	 household	 from	1508.	 It	 set	 out	who	was	
entitled	to	enjoy	access	to	James	IV’s	residences	and	the	privileges	of	bed	and	board	associated	
with	them.	In	this	paper,	using	the	bill	and	other	sources	for	James	IV’s	court	such	as	financial	
records	 and	 the	 accounts	 of	 foreign	 visitors,	 I	 will	 show	 that,	 whilst	 performing	 its	 stated	
function	of	restricting	access,	the	bill	accommodated	a	peripatetic	court	which	was	flexible	and	
ever‐changing	 as	 it	 moved	 between	 different	 residences	 both	 on	 a	 seasonal	 basis	 and	 in	
response	to	the	unique	events	and	circumstances	of	the	reign.		The	bill	also	divided	individuals	
into	 groups	 according	 to	 office,	 function	or	 status.	By	 comparing	 the	bill	 to	 the	plans	of	 royal	
residences	 –	 some	 of	 which,	 such	 as	 Stirling	 Palace	 and	 Linlithgow	 Palace,	 preserve	 building	
work	 from	 this	period	 in	 remarkably	good	condition	–	 I	will	 consider	 the	extent	 to	which	 the	
divisions	on	the	bill	matched	the	divisions	of	physical	space	within	royal	residences.	Lastly,	I	will	
compare	the	bill	to	similar	surviving	Scottish	documents	from	before	the	Union	of	the	Crowns	in	
1603	 in	 order	 to	 establish	 its	 place	 in	 the	 history	 of	 household	 ordinances	 and	 similar	
documents	 in	 Scotland.	 I	 will	 also	 compare	 this	 to	 the	 development	 of	 royal	 residences	 in	
Scotland	 in	 this	period.	Thus,	 the	paper	 aims	 to	 offer	 several	perspectives	on	 the	 relationship	
between	 Scottish	 household	 ordinances	 and	 royal	 residences	 for	 discussion	 in	 the	 European	
comparative	context	provided	by	the	Making	Room	for	Order	workshop.	
	
	

Session	II.			
Court	Ordinances:	Keepers	of	Tradition	or	Motors	of	Invention?	

	
Alexander	DENCHER	(Université	Paris	I	Panthéon‐Sorbonne)	

Ordering	Change:	Court	Ordinances	as	Dynastic	Agents	in	the	Seventeenth‐Century	Dutch	Republic	

The	marriage	of	the	future	Stadtholder	William	II	of	Orange	to	the	Princess	Royal	Mary	Stuart	in	
1641	had	 far‐reaching	consequences	 for	 the	organization	of	 the	princely	household	as	well	as	
the	spatial	reality	of	the	court	in	The	Hague.	To	accommodate	his	royal	daughter‐in‐law	and	her	
court,	the	Stadtholder	Frederick	Henry	of	Orange	ordered	the	renovation	of	the	official	residence	
on	the	Binnenhof	and	the	modernization	of	the	Noordeinde	Palace	from	1639	onwards.		

The	 importance	 of	 the	 transformation	 of	 the	 court’s	 ritual	 spaces	 was	 highlighted	 by	 a	
renewal	 of	 court	 protocol	 emphasising	 Mary’s	 royal	 status	 and	 thus	 the	 House	 of	 Orange’s	
dynastic	aspirations.	The	corollary	between	architecture	and	court	protocol	is	demonstrated	by	
an	unedited	 court	ordinance	written	by	Frederick	Henry	 for	 the	personal	 apartments	of	Mary	
Stuart.	 Entitled	Reglement	selon	lequel	Madame	la	Princesse	de	la	Grande	Bretagne	pourrait	être	
le	 plus	 honorablement	 servie,	 it	 confirms	 accounts	 describing	 the	 Stadtholders’	 instru‐
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mentalisation	 of	 dynastic	 marriages	 and	 classical	 architecture	 to	 legitimate	 the	 political	
ambitions	of	the	House	of	Orange.		

While	 the	Reglement	greatly	 contributes	 to	 the	 social	 history	of	Dutch	 court	 architecture	 it	
raises	 questions	 about	 its	 relation	 to	 existing	 traditions	 and	 building	 projects	 realised	 during	
this	period.	How	does	the	Reglement	differ	 from	older	court	ordinances?	How	does	 it	relate	to	
the	introduction	of	formal	planning	in	contemporary	court	architecture?	This	paper	argues	that	
the	Reglement	functioned	as	a	dynastic	agent	intended	to	persuasively	endow	the	Stadtholders’	
architecture	 with	 royal	 magnificence	 and	 thus	 sustaining	 Frederick	 Henry’s	 controversial	
dynastic	policies.	
	
	
Brian	WEISER	(Metropolitan	State	University	of	Denver)	

A	Call	for	Order:	Charles	II’s	Ordinances	of	the	Household	

Charles	II	Ordinances	of	The	Household	have	long	been	known	to	historians,	appearing	in	print	
in	1790	 in	 the	London	Society	of	Antiquaries’	A	Collection	of	the	Ordinances	and	Regulations	for	
the	Government	of	the	Royal	House.	Since	that	date	scholars	have	used	the	document	as	a	rough	
guide	to	the	official	etiquette,	particularly	rules	of	entrance,	at	the	Restoration	court.	Such	use	of	
this	 document,	 however,	 is	 predicated	on	 the	belief	 that	 they	were	 composed	during	 the	 first	
decade	of	the	reign	and	therefore	are	a	compilation	of	existing	practice.	As	I	have	shown,	they	
were	 actually	 issued	 in	 1679	 and,	 therefore,	 represent	 not	 the	 writings	 of	 a	 new	 regime	
recording	rules	of	etiquette	for	future	reference,	but	rather	a	mandate	for	reform.		

Placing	 this	 document	 in	 historical	 context,	 comparing	 it	 with	 earlier	 court	 orders,	 and	
examining	 how	 court	 officials	 enforced	 these	 orders	 demonstrate	 that	 in	 1679	 the	 king—
prompted	by	the	desire	to	energize	the	royalist	Anglican	party—used	these	new	ordinances	as	
part	of	a	general	program	to	create	order	at	and	limit	access	to	his	court.	This	was	a	key	aspect	
of	 the	endeavor	 that	Charles	 II	embarked	on	 in	 the	wake	of	 the	Popish	plot	and	 the	Exclusion	
crisis:	 to	 create	 a	 court	 whose	 actions	 symbolized	 and	 reminded	 participants	 of	 the	 nation's	
hierarchical	structure,	his	position	at	the	top	of	that	structure,	and	the	distance	between	him	and	
his	subordinates.	
	
	
José	Eloy	HORTAL	MUÑOZ	(Universidad	Rey	Juan	Carlos,	Madrid)	

A	Reign	Characterized	by	Reglementation:	Etiquettes	and	Ordinances	of	Philip	IV	of	Spain	(1621–
1665)	

The	government	of	the	Royal	Household	of	the	Spanish	kings	during	the	sixteenth	century	was	
ruled	in	a	consuetudinary	way,	as	well	as	with	different	partial	instructions	and	ordinances	for	
specific	offices.	Only	the	Household	of	Castile	received	in	1575	a	real	compilation	of	Etiquettes,	
when	Philip	II	gave	them	to	the	Household	of	his	fourth	wife	Anne	of	Austria.	So,	when	Philip	IV	
was	 consecrated	king,	 there	were	 several	questions	 related	 to	 this	 topic	 to	be	 elucidated,	 and	
during	his	reign	efforts	were	made	to	solve	them.	Those	years	would	represent	the	highest	effort	
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of	 reglementation	 of	 the	 courtier	 uses	 during	 the	 whole	 history	 of	 the	 Spanish	 monarchy,	
specially	in	questions	related	with	the	space.		

The	 present	 paper	 will	 present	 the	 results	 on	 this	 field	 of	 the	 recently	 published	 multi‐
volume	study	on	Philip	IV’s	reign	co‐directed	by	professor	Hortal	Muñoz.	This	work	comprises	a	
specific	 volume	 on	 Etiquettes	 and	 Ordinances,	 but	 with	 a	 wider	 range	 of	 documents	 than	 in	
previous	publications	on	the	topic,	because	we	have	 included	not	only	 the	definitive	 texts,	but	
also	other	kinds	of	documents	related	to	their	publication	process.	Thus,	for	a	better	knowledge	
of	the	Etiquetas	Generales	of	1647–51,	we	have	included	discussions	of	the	Bureo,	of	the	Junta	de	
Etiquetas	and	of	the	Junta	de	Obras	y	Bosques.	At	the	same	time,	to	clarify	the	functioning	of	the	
Royal	 Households,	 its	 offices	 and	 the	 Royal	 Sites,	 we	 have	 reproduced	 personal	 titles	 of	
nomination,	where	their	 functions	are	explained,	and	also	different	consultas	of	the	Bureo	with	
particularities	over	several	offices.	Finally,	we	have	included	reformations	and	charters	related	
with	 jurisdiction,	especially	of	 the	Royal	Sites,	which	are	very	 important	 to	study	 those	places	
and	 the	 distribution	 of	 their	 spaces.	 Besides	 all	 this	 documentation,	 we	 will	 also	 use	 the	
drawings	 which	 the	 famous	 architect	 Gómez	 de	 Mora	 made	 to	 accompany	 the	 Etiquetas	
Generales.	
	
	
Fabian	PERSSON	(Linnaeus	University)	

The	New	Order:	Creating	Space	in	Sixteenth‐	and	Seventeenth‐Century	Swedish	Court		Ordinances	

This	paper	presents	examples	of	Swedish	(and	Danish)	court	ordinances	and	 instructions	 that	
demonstrate	the	transition	from	a	peripatetic	to	a	sedentary	court.	In	doing	so	it	also	looks	for	
possible	international	influences.	Were	the	Nordic	kingdoms	primarily	part	of	a	German	sphere?	
Or	 did	 the	 Burgundian	 influence	 stretch	 to	 the	 court	 ordinances	 of	 Sweden?	 Can	 we	 see	 a	
division	between	different	parts	of	the	palace	reflecting	a	spatial	hierarchy;	so	that	some	rooms	
were	more	open	to	the	public	whereas	others	had	a	more	guarded	access?	Did	that	change	over	
time?	Can	we	see	the	development	of	more	diversified	sets	of	rooms?	Would	a	spatial	hierarchy	
also	 be	 reflected	 in	 that	 some	 rooms	 required	 different	 conduct	 and	 deportment?	 I	 have	
gathered	material	from	the	court	ordinances	of	Magnus	Eriksson	in	the	fourteenth	century	going	
all	the	way	to	the	court	ordinances	of	King	Gustaf	III	in	the	eighteenth	century.	
	
	

Session	III.		
Palace	versus	Ordinance:	Case	Studies	

	
Nuno	SENOS	(CHAM,	Universidade	Nova	de	Lisboa)	

A	Court	Ordinance	of	the	Duke	of	Bragança	

When	 Teodosio	 became	 the	 5th	 duke	 of	 Bragança	 upon	 the	 death	 of	 his	 father,	 in	 1532,	 he	
immediately	started	the	construction	of	a	new	wing	in	his	palace	of	Vila	Viçosa.	Conditioned	by	
the	previous	building	of	which	 it	was	an	extension,	 this	extension,	which	has	 survived	almost	
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unchanged,	also	presents	features	that	do	not	entirely	fit	our	common	understanding	of	how	the	
interior	of	a	 courtly	house	should	work.	Particularly	 surprising	 is	 the	size	of	 the	rooms	 in	 the	
duke’s	lodgings	–	which	do	not	progress	from	a	larger	antecâmara	(anti‐chamber)	to	a	smaller	
câmara	 (bed	 chamber)	 to	 an	 even	 smaller	guarda	roupa	(wardrobe),	 as	 one	would	 expect.	 In	
fact,	descriptions	of	events	that	took	place	in	the	palace	show	that	the	placing	of	the	wardrobe	
poses	more	problems	than	it	is	usually	granted.	Furthermore,	other	documents	mention	spaces	–	
such	as	the	casinha	dos	vidros	(house	of	glasses)	or	the	casinha	das	armas	(house	of	arms)	–	that	
are	difficult	 to	 identify	 from	the	analysis	of	 the	plan	alone.	This	paper	will	 look	use	the	duke’s	
ordinances	 as	 a	 case	 study	 on	 how	 they	 can	 shed	 light	 upon	 the	 functioning	 of	 the	 house	 in	
confrontation	with	the	analysis	of	the	palace	itself,	descriptions	of	ceremonies	and	other	types	of	
documents.	
	

Martin	KRUMMHOLZ	(Institute	of	Art	History,	ASCR,	Prague)	

Liechtenstein	Residences:	Visions	and	Reality	

Princely	 families	 of	 the	 former	 Habsburg	 monarchy	 in	 Central	 Europe	 cannot	 be	 formally	
classified	 as	 ‘sovereign	 princes’.	 However,	 they	 belong	 to	 the	 most	 significant	 early‐modern	
artistic	 patrons	 of	 the	 region,	 thanks	 to	 their	 renowned	wealth	 as	 well	 as	 their	 political	 and	
social	 importance.	 Václav	 Eusebius	 of	 Liechtenstein	 (1611–1684)	 and	 his	 son	 Johann	 Adam	
Andreas	 (1657–1712)	 belonged	 to	 outstanding	 builders	 and	 patrons	 among	 many	 important	
personalities	of	 the	princely	 family	of	Liechtenstein.	Václav	Eusebius	–	 a	dilettante	architect	–	
was	the	author	of	a	remarkable	treatise	Werk	von	der	Architektur	 (around	1675),	summarizing	
his	 (and	 contemporary)	 views	 on	 the	 mission	 of	 architecture,	 aristocratic	 building	 activities,	
optimal	princely	representation	as	well	as	ideal	appearance	of	princely	residences.	Johann	Adam	
Andreas	 was	 the	 builder	 of	 spectacular	 urban	 and	 countryside	 family	 residences.	 Their	
appearance,	proportions,	layout	and	interior	decorations	mirror	the	ideas	of	his	father	as	well	as	
his	own	extraordinary	refined	artistic	taste.	The	subject	of	this	case	study	is	the	comparison	of	
selected	 Lichtenstein	 residences	 of	 the	 period	 around	 1700	 (spaciousness,	 layout,	 function,	
occupancy)	 with	 the	 relevant	 preserved	 written	 sources	 (treatise	 by	 V.E.	 Liechtenstein,	 his	
correspondence	with	his	son,	building	instructions,	Haus‐Instructions	of	both	princes).	
	

Bart	van	EEKELEN	(Utrecht	University)	

The	Markiezenhof	in	Bergen	op	Zoom	and	its	Lost	Court	Ordinance:	Deducing	the	Use	of	Space	from	
Related	Ordinances	

Since	the	world	of	European	courts	was	international	and	interconnected	in	several	aspects	of	
cultural	 activity,	 a	 single	 court	 organization	 or	 court	 residence	 (as,	 in	 this	 case,	 the	
Markiezenhof)	 should	 be	 studied	 in	 an	 international	 perspective,	 considering	 international	
exchanges	 of	 ideas,	 traditions	 and	 rituals	 or	 ceremonies	 and	 the	 use	 of	 space.	 Because	 the	
Markiezenhof	at	Bergen	op	Zoom	 forms	 the	 subject	of	my	PhD	research,	 I	will	 take	 its	 spatial	
layout	as	a	starting	point	for	the	search	for	aspects	of	a	common	ground	of	the	European	court	
world	to	place	it	in	an	international	context.	The	use	of	space	and	courtly	ritual	and	ceremony	in	



www.courtresidences.eu  7

high	noblemen’s	court	residences	in	late	medieval	and	early	modern	times	in	general,	as	derived	
from	court	ordinances,	are	taken	into	account	for	investigation	of	the	case	of	the	Markiezenhof.	
International	 standards,	 as	 communicated	 by	 means	 of	 court	 ordinances,	 are	 applied	 to	 the	
Markiezenhof,	making	use	of	its	architectural	layout,	to	try	to	establish	a	hypothesis	of	the	use	of	
space	in	the	Markiezenhof	in	early	modern	times.	
	
	 	 	

Session	IV.			
Enforcing	Hierarchies	

	
Cátia	TELES	E	MARQUES	(IHA,	Universidade	Nova	de	Lisboa)	

Early	Modern	Episcopal	Palaces	and	Ecclesiastical	Ordinances	in	Portugal:	The	‘Paço’	of	the	
Archbishop	of	Évora	

After	the	Council	of	Trent,	prelates	were	obliged	to	live	in	their	assigned	diocese,	away	from	the	
royal	court.	Not	only	did	this	obligation	 implicate	a	deeper	concern	with	the	administration	of	
dioceses	 and	 the	 regulation	 of	 its	 offices,	 it	 also	 increased	 the	 attention	 paid	 to	 episcopal	
residences.	This	paper	will	address	 the	episcopal	palace	with	regards	 to	 its	different	uses	and	
areas,	 taking	 into	 account	 Portuguese	 ecclesiastical	 ordinances	 published	 in	 the	 post‐Trent	
period	 and	 introducing	 the	 case	 of	 the	 archdiocese	 of	 Évora.	 In	 the	 decade	 of	 1590,	 the	
archbishop	of	Évora,	Teotónio	de	Bragança,	 commissioned	 the	reconstruction	of	 the	episcopal	
palace	(paço)	and	issued	the	publication	of	the	reformed	ordinances	for	the	archdiocese’s	head	
offices	 (Regimentos	 do	 Auditorio	 Eclesiástico	 do	 Arcebispado	 de	 Évora	 e	 da	 sua	 Relação	 e	
Consultas	e	Casa	do	Despacho,	1598).	The	new	paço	should	fit	 the	requirements	of	the	prelates’	
official	residence.	In	addition,	it	should	also	house	the	head	offices	of	the	archdiocese,	regulated	
by	 the	 ordinances,	 which	 converted	 the	 palace	 into	 the	 centre	 of	 ecclesiastical	 government.	
Therefore,	 the	 building	 was	 virtually	 divided	 into	 three	 different	 areas	 –	 household	 of	 the	
bishop,	administration	offices	and	maintenance	–	distributed	along	the	floors	and	wings.	

The	 Regimentos	 contribute	 to	 a	 better	 understanding	 of	 the	 uses	 and	 distribution	 of	 the	
chambers	 and	 halls.	 On	 the	 instructions	 regarding	 janitors,	 in	 particular,	 there	 are	 important	
references	to	the	interiors.	Moreover,	an	existing	plan	of	the	paço	of	the	archbishop	of	Évora	–	
prior	to	its	transformation	in	the	nineteenth	century	–	identifies	every	compartment,	enabling	us	
to	 link	 these	 ordinances	 with	 the	 building	 itself.	 Consequently,	 these	 sources	 combined	 shed	
light	on	space	hierarchies	established	by	the	location	in	the	plan	and	on	the	relation	between	the	
archdiocese’s	head	offices	and	the	houses	of	the	prelate.	
	

Marina	PORRI	(Università	di	Firenze,	Pisa	e	Siena)	

Court	Ordinances	and	Diplomacy:	The	Space	of	Foreign	Ambassadors	in	Sixteenth‐Century	
European	Courts	

My	intention	would	be	to	analyze	some	European	court	ordinances	in	order	to	retrace	the	role	
played	by	foreign	ambassadors	in	European	courts	during	the	sixteenth	century.	Thanks	to	the	



www.courtresidences.eu 8

fact	 that	many	 court	 ordinances	 have	 already	 been	 published,	 I	will	 examine	 the	 information	
concerning	 ceremonial,	 etiquette	 and	 settings	 staged	on	 the	occasion	of	diplomatic	 receptions	
and	 to	 compare	 them	 with	 the	 information	 reported	 by	 treatises	 and	 essays	 written	 in	 the	
sixteenth	 and	 seventh	 centuries	 and	 dealing	with	 the	 figure	 and	 function	 of	 the	 ambassador.	
With	this	kind	of	research,	I	would	like	to	retrace	the	inner	workings	of	negotiations	through	the	
major	Renaissance	 courts	 and	 to	 find	 an	 answer	 to	 several	 questions	 such	 as	which	were	 the	
main	routes	intended	for	ambassadors’	reception	inside	the	court	residences,	how	ambassadors	
moved	inside	the	court	and	when	they	were	received.	Attention	will	be	paid	to	the	information	
reported	by	the	texts	taken	into	account	to	understand	and	underline	the	differences	between	
the	 ‘ideal’	 reception	 proposed	 by	 ordinances	 and	 the	 ‘real’	 reception	 reflected	 in	 the	 need	 of	
regulating	the	court	life	by	the	same	ordinances.	
	
	
Panagiotis	DOUDESIS	(National	Technical	University	of	Athens)	

The	Formal	and	the	Informal:	The	English	Sovereigns’	Level	of		Spatial	Limitation	and	Freedom	at	
their	Public	and	Private	Eating	in	the	Seventeenth	Century	

A	court	ordinance	was	mainly	a	sum	of	regulations	in	written	form,	dealing	with	various	aspects	
of	 courtly	ceremonials,	whether	daily	or	exceptional.	One	of	 the	most	 important	ones	was	 the	
public	eating	of	the	sovereign	in	certain	rooms	of	the	residence,	combining	a	public	performative	
spatial	practice	in	the	prince’s	schedule,	with	a	simple	corporeal	necessity.	My	main	intention	is	
to	 inquire	 whether	 the	 above	 practice	 regulated	 through	 the	 court	 ordinances	 not	 only	 the	
public	apartments,	but	also	the	private	ones,	reflecting	the	spatial	freedom	and	the	limitations	of	
it.	 This	 investigation	 will	 consider	 and	 compare	 the	 English	 ordinances	 that	 emerged	 at	 the	
beginning	and	at	the	end	of	the	seventeenth	century.		

The	paper	addresses	the	following	questions:	Firstly,	the	public	eating	of	the	sovereign	was	
without	doubt	spatially	defined,	but	to	which	extent?	Moreover,	was	the	private	eating	defined	
to	the	same	extent?	If	the	answer	to	this	is	affirmative,	then	what	kind	of	spatial	implications	can	
be	 traced	 there?	 Finally,	 and	 in	 relation	 to	 the	 above,	 if	we	 consider	 the	 ceremonial	 of	 public	
eating	as	an	entity	with	functions	arranged	in	space,	then	is	it	possible	to	organize	the	pieces	of	
information	 in	 three	 clear	 categories:	 a)	 the	 standardized	ones	provided	by	 the	ordinances	 in	
clear	written	 form;	b)	 the	ones	not	mentioned,	but	understated	and	 therefore	understood	 	by	
contemporaries;	 and	 finally,	 c)	 the	 clearly	 not‐mentioned	 ones,	 which	 essentially	 suggest	
freedom	of	spatial	organization	and	arrangement?		

Finally,	the	methodological	approach	will	have	an	investigative	character,	as	my	intention	is	
to	 find	 informalities	 in	 a	 source	 that	 prescribes	 primarily	 the	 formalities	 of	 courtly	 life,	 thus	
providing	me	with	material	to	answer	the	above.	
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