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Science Meeting – Scientific Report

Scientific report (one single document in WORD or PDF file) should be submitted online within two months of the event. It should not exceed seven A4 pages.

Proposal Title: 
Workshop: Making Room for Order Court Ordinances as a Source for Understanding Space at Early Modern Princely Residences
Application Reference N°: 

5692
1) Summary (up to one page)

One of the obvious sources when analysing how space was used at early modern royal

residences are court ordinances. These are however far from as clear‐cut as they may seem. In several instances we can see how a world of order emerges that can easily be an illusion. Court ordinances are thus a rich material to use, but a source that poses a number of important methodological questions. The value of court ordinances has long been apparent. Already in 1761 Friedrich Carl Moser used court ordinances while compiling his work Teutsches Hof‐Recht. A more scholarly approach came later however. In 1905 and 1907 Arthur Kern published Deutsche Hofordnungen des 16. und 17. Jahrhunderts. This was an important step in making court ordinances accessible for research. After Kern various court ordinances have been published for principalities such as Kleve, Aragon, Brandenburg and Burgundy.

For court studies, the analysis of court ordinances has been indispensable. In his

groundbreaking research on early modern courts, David Starkey made extensive use of the

Eltham Ordinances. The possible Burgundian influences on the late Plantagenet English court, through court ordinances, is an on‐going debate. In later years two important scholarly works on early modern court ordinances have been published. The first, edited by Werner Paravicini, was Höfe und Hofordnungen 1200‐1600 in 1999. This was the result of a conference in 1996 by the Residenzen‐Kommission. The second large volume, Zu Diensten Ihrer Majestät: Hofordnungen und Instruktionsbücher am frühneuzeitlichen Wiener Hof, was publlished in 2011 by Jakob Wührer and Martin Scheutz. Thus, some scholars have highlighted court ordinances recently. They have however not focussed specifically on royal residences and the interplay between architecture and court life. This has left a fruitful and rich vein for PALATIUM to tap into. The workshop in Kalmar was aimed at analysing from a methodological standpoint how we can understand the uses and ideas of space at court by deploying court ordinances as a source. It was necessary to include not just court ordinances proper but also instructions and similar sources. The differences between court ordinances, instructions and other court laws/regulations were fluid at the time and this was reflected in the discussions during the Kalmar workshop.
2) Description of the scientific content of and discussions at the event (up to four pages)
The workshop was designed as part of the methodological theme of Palatium. Thus court ordinances were largely analysed and discussed from the perspective methodological issues. Why was a court ordinance drawn up? Was the aim to enforce economy at court or to enhance magnificence? The information we can draw from court ordinances depends to a large degree on such reasons. 

A number of evident questions to discuss leap to mind. Can we see how the shift from peripatetic to more sedentary courts is reflected in court ordinances? Will court ordinance reflect specific palaces rather than a generic group of royal residences for a prince?

Another obvious issue was how court ordinances both reflect reality and norms. Can we see if court ordinances were translated verbatim without any consideration for spatial differences between courts? Would court ordinances be switched from one architectural setting to another? Did this result in changes in architectural layout? What happened if a new court ordinance clashed with the existing palace plan?

Yet another issue concerned whether we can see how different court ordinances influence

each other? Were certain court ordinances especially influential? The interplay between the spatial reality and court ordinances must always be kept in mind. Perhaps we can deduce what a lost court ordinance looked like by using the architectural material, which can indicate both functions and shifts in those functions.

Papers were organised around the following four topics:
I. Space and Function: Norm versus Reality

Court ordinances are interesting on two levels. First, they tell us something about prevailing

ideas and attitudes within courtly society at the time. Second, they might tell us something about how reality was organised. The second half is, however, far from straightforward. As a

normative source, court ordinances pose special problems. How certain can we be that

ordinances paint a true picture of how space was used at court? We need case studies that

analyse how far the norm was realised. What can ordinances really tell us about the use of certain spaces at certain ceremonies? The princely residences of Burgundy, Hungary and Scotland were used as fruitful examples. 
II. Court Ordinances: Keepers of Tradition or Motors of Invention?
The courts of Spain, the Netherlands, England and Sweden were all discussed from the analytical viewpoint of change versus continuity. To what degree do court ordinances actually herald reform? In some instances, they obviously do indicate real change and reform. In other cases the changes in court ordinances may merely reflect changes that have already been carried through. In some cases, furthermore, court ordinances may even act as a conservative force that may deter change and freeze existing conditions. 
III. Palace versus Ordinace: Case Studies

Here the cases of the residences of the Dukes of Bragança, the Liechtenstein residences and the Markiezenhof were all put in a more general context. The actual presence and, sometimes, absence of court ordinaces were analyzed in a concrete fashion. 
IV. Enforcing Hierachies

Rules and regulations at court could obviously serve to enforce and uphold hierarchies. They could both uphold existing hierarchies and help supporting and enforcing newly created hierarchies. Examples from Portugal and England helped to illustrate how this process worked at early modern courts. The English example elegantly used space and dining at court as its theme. 
3) Assessment of the results and impact of the event on the future directions of the field (up to two pages)
“Making Room for Order” was organized in conjunction with Linnaeus University, which covered the cost for the venu, Kalmar castle. It raised the profile of the scholarly study of princely residences and court life, especially in a Scandinavian environment where such meetings are scarce. It can be noted that among undergraduate students at Linnaeus University the number focussing on princely courts as an aim of scholary study has increased. 
The workshop also highlighted useful, but complicated, source material in the form of court ordinances and instructions. Together with inventories, economic accounts and diplomatic reports these can be crucial and our analysis of early modern princely residences, but must be understood and interpreted using proper methodological tools. The coming together of a group of scholars within the field meant that court ordinances could be more usefully contextualized. Case-studies from different countries both highlighted differences as well as similarities and helped identify common important themes for future research.
The meeting also showcased two royal Swedish residences that are somewhat outside the travel route of most scholars interested in early modern residences. To be able to use Kalmar Castle as our venu was a great bonus and at two times participants were able to more closely study the rest of the castle apart from the workshop venu. A further bonus was the excursion to the well preserved Borgholm Castle ruin during the final day of the workshop. Situated at the island of Öland it is normally too remote for most scholars to visit. Now a whole group of international scholars could benefit from such a visit and incorporate his residence into their future research. 
This event was very well attended with a total of 30 participants (between speakers, Scientific Committee members and audience). The audience was composed of scholars from Sweden, Denmark and the UK and staff from museums. The audience also included students at various levels. 
An online publication edited by Dr Fabian Persson and Dr Charlotte Merton will follow the workshop.

4) 
Annexes 4a) and 4b): Programme of the meeting and full list of speakers and participants

Annex 4a: Programme of the meeting

[image: image2.png]G DNENEIEN Linéuniversitotet ¥

Making Room for Order
Court Ordinances as a Source for Understanding Space at
Early Modern Princely Residences

23 Octaber 2014
Kalmar Case, Sweden
gty
5P Reeach Neerking Pogramne ALATION,
innacs berdy
‘THURSDAY 20CTOBER
0900 Opeing Regisrtion

Foan P (s Usiersty)
Kt D s (U o Levne), PALATION

M e (i Ml e Minces)




[image: image3.png]Oty e (s Lo ey, Bdapes)
o Drdre o Dnrteres et Moy ofongry oo e et
Fecontrcion f h Qe Gt b o Ordarcs

Wik s vty ofGsgow)
The 509 B f oot v e Reecesof e 1488-1523)

SessionL. Cour Ondinances: Keepers of Tradiion or Motors of nventon?

i KonrsdOTrse (Ut Unersiy)

Nersndr D (et P Prion orbonee)
OrdeingChnge:Cour Ordancs s Dyasic Aens e Sviseth enry
o et

i W Mesoplion St Uty o Dervr)

Ao Ot s Ordinarss o e ol




[image: image4.png]FRIDAY 3 0CTOBER

Session . Paace verzus Odinaee: Caze St

i e MasT Uity ofLesve)

Nuno 5005 UnvrddeNovsde Lisbos]
o —

Mt Ko s ety n Prage]
it o Vs nd ey

Bt ey U Unersiy)

The e o Lo Cout O Do teUsofSac o

SexsionIV. Enfrcing Hierarhies
Chle: K D o (Usversty feuv)

ot T € s U N o)
oy o Epeopl Pl ond el e nFrsl

Mt ot (Ui o e, P S
o Ondinences and Dfomasy: e Spoceof Fosgn Ambasadrs St
oy Eurpe Curts.

Pansgos Dooess tors TechilUnvrty of Athrs)
The ol and h It The Egie Soeragns L of Sptl it nd
Friom st ht Pt e Eeting e Sevetanh Cotiy

Excrsion: Borgholm Castie Ruin




[image: image5.png]Comvenor: Pt ek soessUaversty, o)

‘Scientiic Commitse: Mosie AT Cene A Chastl, N P
ot Dejonc Uvrety of e, PLATIOM e
Mk HENC368 (L Mot Uversts onches)
Sebsston 0L <010 (vertyof Copertage)
o —
[ iy ——
[ —

s Unvrsy,Dparimenof CalorsScinces
Nt bygraden  LnnégsnS
39162 Ktoar (Swoder)

[————
Vease: Kooz s

Kengegen 1

mar Sweder)
Repitration:  Aveniingth oferences e bt for prci] e gt

s e, lse s e egton o vl e
v ——




Annex 4b: Full list of speakers and participants
	Status
	Name 
	Surname
	Nationality
	Gender
	Organisation
	City
	Country

	Participant
	Alexandra 
	Johnson
	British
	F
	University of Edinburgh
	Edinburgh
	UK

	Participant
	Julia Gustafsson
	Gustafsson
	Swedish
	F
	Linnaeus University
	Kalmar
	Sweden

	Chair
	Charlotte 
	Merton
	British
	F
	Independent Scholar, Lund, Sweden
	Lund
	Sweden

	Speaker
	José Eloy 
	Hortal Munoz
	Spanish
	M
	URJC
	Madrid
	Spain

	Chair
	Pieter
	Martens
	Belgian
	M
	University of Leuven
	Leuven
	Belgium

	Participant
	Sara 
	Gómez Ventura
	Spanish
	F
	Patrimonia Nacional
	Madrid
	Spain

	Speaker
	Bart 
	van Eekelen
	Dutch
	M
	Markiezenhof
	Utrecht
	Netherlands

	Particpant
	Lena 
	Dahrén
	Swedish
	F
	Uppsala University
	Uppsala
	Sweden

	Speaker
	Brian 
	Weiser
	US
	M
	Metropolitan State University of Denver
	Denver
	USA

	Chair
	Birgitte 
	Bøggild Johannsen
	Danish
	F
	The National Museum of Denmark
	Copenhagen
	Denmark

	Participant
	Robin 
	Karlsson
	Swedish
	M
	Linnaeus University
	Kalmar
	Sweden

	Speaker
	Cátia 
	Teles e Marques
	Portuguese
	F
	Universidade Nova de Lisboa
	Lisbon
	Portugal

	Speaker
	Krista 
	De Jonge
	Belgian
	F
	University of Leuven
	Leuven
	Belgium

	Participant
	Alexander 
	Isaksson
	Swedish
	M
	Linnaeus University
	Kalmar
	Sweden

	Participant
	Arne 
	Göth
	Swedish
	M
	Kalmar Castle
	Kalmar
	Sweden

	Participant
	Stephan 
	Hoppe
	German
	M
	Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München
	Munich
	Germany

	Speaker
	Nuno 
	Senos
	Portuguese
	M
	Universidade Nova de Lisboa
	Lisbon
	Portugal

	Speaker
	Orsolya 
	Réthelyi
	Hungarian
	F
	Eötvös Loránd University
	Budapest
	Hungary

	Speaker
	Martin 
	Krummholz
	Czech
	M
	Prag
	Prague 
	Czech Republic

	Participant
	Eelco 
	Nagelsmith
	Dutch
	M
	University of Copenhagen
	Copenhagen
	Denmark

	Speaker
	Mark 
	Hengerer
	German
	M
	Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München
	Munich
	Germany

	Speaker/Convenor
	Fabian 
	Persson
	Swedish
	M
	Linnaeus University
	Kalmar
	Sweden

	Chair
	Konrad 
	Ottenheym
	Dutch
	M
	Utrecht University
	Utrecht
	Netherlands

	Participant
	Berndardo 
	Garcia Garcia
	Spanish
	M
	Fundacio Carlos Amberes
	Madrid
	Spain

	Participant
	Herbet 
	Karner
	Austrian
	M
	Austrian Academy of Sciences
	Vienna
	Austria

	Speaker
	Marina 
	Porri
	Italian
	F
	University of Florence, Pisa & Siena
	Pisa
	Italy

	Speaker
	William 
	Hepburn
	British
	
	University of Glasgow
	
	UK

	Speaker
	Panagiotis 
	Doudesis
	Greek
	M
	University of Athens
	Athens
	Greece

	Speaker
	Alexander 
	Dencher
	Dutch
	M
	Université de Paris I
	Paris
	France

	Participant
	Oscar 
	Holst
	Swedish
	M
	Kalmar Castle
	Kalmar
	Sweden


