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MALCOLM VALE

England: Simple Imitation or Fruitful Reciprocity?

A severe and empty pomp reigned here, a formal symmetry which, being devoid of usefulness
and comfort, was content to represent nothing but itself – some lofty and exacting service no
doubt, which seemed anything but easy and comfortable, which set high standards of conduct
and discipline and controlled self-abnegation, but whose object was an undefined concept. And
it was cold in the Silver Hall, cold as in the palace of the Snow Queen where the children’s hearts
are turned to ice1.

Thus did the young prince Klaus Heinrich, heir presumptive to the Grand Duchy of
Grimmburg, bleakly contemplate the audience chamber in which his father was wont
to hold formal, stilted, receptions. Thomas Mann’s invented scenario might be seen as
a very late, effete monument to the legacy of the ›myth of Burgundy‹, transmitted, no
doubt, through Habsburg Austria and Spain, to the imagined court of a fictitious, and
very minor, German principality. Like Charles the Bold of Burgundy, the Grand
Duke could only be approached, in this setting, by courtiers and suppliants on bend-
ed knee2; no-one dared speak to him unless they were first addressed by him; strict
protocol had frozen out all that was natural; and there was a distance, an emptiness
and a coldness there, reflected in every feature of the room. What had once served a
purpose had become purposeless, and the »severe and empty pomp« was a mere shell
devoid of meaning«3. Yet Thomas Mann’s crown prince perceived that a kernel might
still exist within the husk; service, discipline and self-abnegation provided a residual
set of ideals on which a certain style of court life might be based. If Burgundy is to
offer us useful evidence for a comparative analysis of European courts, then the
concepts – however ill-defined – of service and discipline might furnish us with a
viable starting-point. Service and discipline were vital ingredients in the repertory of
measures whereby later medieval and early modern rulers attempted to contain, if

1 Thomas Mann, Royal Highness [Königliche Hoheit (1909)], trans. by A. Cecil Curtis, Har-
mondsworth 1979, p. 51.

2 See Werner Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy. A Model for Europe?, in: Ronald
Asch, Adolf Birke (eds), Princes, Patronage and the Nobility. The Court at the Beginning of
the Modern Age, Oxford 1991, p. 88–89; Olivier de La Marche, L’estat de la maison du duc
Charles de Bourgoingne, dit le Hardy, in: Mémoires d’Olivier de La Marche, ed. by Henri
Beaune, Jules d’Arbaumont, IV, Paris 1888, p. 1–94.

3 For a classic account of formality and protocol at the court of Burgundy, see Johan Huizinga,
The Waning of the Middle Ages, trans. by Fritz Hopman, Harmondsworth 1965, p. 40–41,
43–44, 48–49, and »all the trifling amenities of social intercourse are minutely regulated«, p. 44.
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never fully to control, their nobilities. Furthermore, the cultural dimension of that
style (or those styles) of court life which have been described as »Burgundian«, or
»Burgundo-Habsburg«, remains to be established. Furthermore, to identify what, if
anything, was essentially and exclusively »Burgundian« in all this, has exercised the
minds of many; but no real consensus has yet emerged4.

A comparative study of European courts in the »Burgundian« period, as conven-
tionally defined – that is, during the century from c. 1380 to c. 1480 – thus remains to
be written5. This is perhaps unsurprising, for there are plenty of roadblocks and
pitfalls lying in the way of such a broad and ambitious scheme. It might be objected,
for example, that to seek Burgundian influence on the English – or indeed any other –
court is likely to be a largely fruitless task. Above all, the questions of comparing like
with like, and of assessing the evidently varying degrees of reciprocity between
courts, need to be broached. Did England imitate Burgundy? Did it need to imitate
Burgundy? Or did Burgundy imitate England? Or are the questions simply mal
posées? Concrete evidence for reciprocity and direct influence has first of all to be
found, which is not always an easy task. It has then to be set against perceived
contrasts and differences between courts, so that a balance can be more convincingly
struck between slavish imitation, on the one hand, and creative reception and adap-
tation, on the other. The difficulty of discerning, in court history, clear linear pro-
gression over time has also to be kept constantly in mind. It has, in the past, been far
too common to create a continuous line of court evolution and development, cul-
minating at Versailles, Vienna and Potsdam6. Courts, their organization, practices
and personnel, could be personality-driven. Different rulers could adopt different
attitudes, expressing and implementing them in different ways. A Louis XI was not
an Edward IV; nor was either of them a Henry VI; and a Francis I was not a Henry
VIII. In Burgundy itself, Philip the Good and Charles the Bold represented rather
different kinds and expressions of ducal rule7. Again, are we comparing like with like?
England was an ancient kingdom; Valois-, then Habsburg-, Burgundy was a more
recently-created principality, however wealthy and splendid its dukes. As we shall
see, the ancient kingdom, such as that of France, or of the German Empire, had its
own models, exemplars and traditions of court structure, service and culture8. Of

4 For a recent discussion of the ›Burgundian‹ heritage in court life, see Jeroen Duindam, Vienna
and Versailles. The Courts of Europe’s Dynastic Rivals, 1550–1780, Cambridge 2003, p. 22–4.
This excellent volume also contains a copious bibliography (p. 320–342) and an up-to-date
review of studies of courts and households »on the eve of the early modern age« (p. 3–42).

5 For an attempt to do so, for north-west Europe, at a rather earlier period, see Malcolm Vale, The
Princely Court. Medieval Courts and Culture in North-West Europe, 1270–1380, Oxford 2005.

6 See Duindam, Vienna and Versailles (as in n. 4), p. 7–14; also his critique of the thesis of Norbert
Elias in: Id., Myths of Power. Norbert Elias and the early modern European Court, Amsterdam
1995.

7 See, for example, Chastelain’s account of access to the ducal person and the introduction of the
public audience in: Georges Chastellain, Œuvres, ed. by Joseph Kervyn de Lettenhove, V,
Brussels 1864, p. 370–371.

8 Olivier de La Marche, Advis des grans officiers que doit avoir ung roy et de leur pouvoir et
entreprise, emphasised that different practices and usages were applied to household offices,
especially those held by esquires, in different kingdoms: »et d’iceulx je me deporte d’escrire,
pour ce que en tous royaulmes ilz ont droiz et usaiges selon les coustumes de chacun royaulme«,
in: Mémoires d’Olivier de La Marche (as in n. 2), IV, p. 157.
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course, all western courts of the later Middle Ages and early Renaissance possessed
many cultural and other affinities; a ›common culture‹, which was chivalric, human-
istic, and secular, according to time, place, ruler, fashion and tradition, could be said
to have permeated them. So much appears obvious. To introduce national, usually
chauvinistically framed and charged, identities into court history makes little sense.
Indeed, to seek a ›national‹ style in either the Burgundian or Habsburg case – al-
though some recent work has argued the contrary – seems pointless and likely only to
produce distortions9. In an age of essentially dynastic rulership, of composite king-
doms and principalities, of common aristocratic lifestyles and culture, and of cultural
cosmopolitanism at princely courts, the ruler’s personal domestic establishment and
power-centre was unlikely to play much part in the formation of the unitary nation-
state10. It is to the concrete evidence of direct contact between rulers, and between the
inmates of their courts, that we must go if dominant or reciprocal influences, mutual
borrowings, and shared practices, are to be detected. Conversely, through their ru-
lers, who were often guided and influenced by intermediaries, courts might (like
peoples) define themselves in terms of how unlike, or how much better than, their
neighbours and rivals they perceived themselves to be. Moreover, an acute sense of
competition, of vying with peers, with superiors and inferiors, could also determine
the extent of acceptance or rejection, both conscious and unconscious, of other mo-
dels and exemplars. Such processes could be both subtle and complex.

One of the only serious attempts – perhaps the only one to date – to identify what
was specifically »Burgundian« about the court of Burgundy, can be found in Werner
Paravicini’s state-of-the-art discussion entitled »The Court of the Dukes of Burgun-
dy: a model for Europe?«11. In that essay he listed five major distinguishing charac-
teristics of the Burgundian establishment: a preponderance in the ducal household of
knights and nobility; part-time service at court, by turns or in some form of rotation;
sophisticated methods of accountability and control; the imposition of the sacrali-
sation of the ruler, distance and discipline (Thomas Mann’s »frozen etiquette«); and
the size and splendour of the court12. Size and splendour could, of course, vary
according to circumstances; among them the personal wishes of the ruler, or the
limitations imposed upon conspicuous consumption and expenditure by his mini-
sters, or by disaffected and disgruntled subjects. But all these distinguishing charac-
teristics, it seems, could be seen in the English court in the fourteenth, fifteenth and
sixteenth centuries. Differences appear to stem largely from scale and degree.

First, a preponderance of knights and nobility at court can certainly be observed in
the English case. In England, the royal household, in its upper reaches, or Domus

9 For recent attempts to discern and define a ›national‹ identity in the Burgundian dominions, see
D’Arcy Jonathan Dacre Boulton, Jan R. Veenstra (eds), The Ideology of Burgundy. The
Promotion of National Consciousness 1364–1565, Leiden 2006, especially the essays by the
editors on p. 21–86 and 195–221.

10 For a survey of the history of the court in the light of governmental developments and state
formation see: David Starkey, Introduction. Court History in Perspective, in: Id., The English
Court: from the Wars of the Roses to the Civil War, London 1987, p. 1–24.

11 Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy (as in n. 2).
12 Ibid., p. 86–90.
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Magnificencie13, consisted very largely of those of ›noble‹ rank; in the sense that the
English social aristocracy embraced not only the Parliamentary nobility (»lords« or
»peers«) but the knights and esquires who were grouped with the burgesses among
the Commons in Parliament, but who were not included with the Lords. English
nobles differed from their continental counterparts. The English lords, knights, es-
quires and, by the fifteenth century, gentlemen, formed the equivalent of a Second
Estate. Yet they were internally separated for representative purposes. Had the Eng-
lish Parliament been transported bodily to the European mainland, the lower house
of Commons would have split; the knights of the shire, representing the counties,
would have sat with the nobility as in a French or German representative assembly,
while the burgesses, representing the towns, would have joined the Third Estate.
Thus, the lords in attendance upon the king, together with the knights and esquires of
the body, hall, and chamber, who made up the English royal household, were all
›noble‹ on a continental European definition of the term.

Before valid comparisons between courts and households can, therefore, be made,
we have to bear such differences in mind. English monarchs, like their Burgundian
ducal contemporaries, may have attempted to create and sustain a nobility of service,
and to a far greater extent than has often been recognized14. One means of doing so
was, in effect, to buy service through the giving of fees, robes, liveries, and wages to
members of the household, and by offering them opportunities to gain and retain
influence, both at court and locally, through the tenure of such positions and privi-
leges15. Such tendencies became more marked according to immediate political and
dynastic circumstances: after usurpations of the throne; on the termination of royal
minorities; and at all times at which crises of loyalty erupted. In this political society,
rank, status, and degree were all-important. It was thought to be a guarantee of
stability in uncertain times. William Shakespeare made the point well: Take but
degree away; untune that string / And hark! what discord follows16. In the daily life of
the king’s household, certain offices could be held only by those of a particular social
rank. Hence Henry V (1413–1422) insisted on being personally served at table only

13 The distinction between the Domus Magnificencie and the Domus Providencie is set out and
discussed in: David A.L. Morgan, The house of policy. The political role of the late Plantagenet
household, 1422–1485, in: Starkey, The English Court (as in n. 10), p. 25–70.

14 See, for Burgundy: Charles A. J. Armstrong, Had the Burgundian government a policy for the
nobility?, in: Id., England, France and Burgundy in the Fifteenth Century, London 1983,
p. 213–36; and, for England: David A.L. Morgan, The king’s affinity in the polity of Yorkist
England, in: The Royal Historical Society 5/23 (1973), p. 1–25. See also, for a judicious assess-
ment of the degree of success with which Yorkist and Tudor kings used their court to manage
their nobilities: Ralph A. Griffiths, The court during the Wars of the Roses. Continuities in an
age of discontinuities, in: Asch, Birke (eds), Princes, Patronage and the Nobility (as in n. 2),
p. 41–67, esp. p. 65–7.

15 This process could be traced back to (at least) the reign of Edward III. See, for example, the
career of Thomas Bradeston, king’s knight, as noted in: Nigel Saul, Knights and Esquires: the
Gloucestershire Gentry in the Fourteenth Century, Oxford 1981, p. 76–77, 266–2677. Brades-
ton was said to se port en court come un seinturel et en son pays com un lyon rampaunt
(c. 1330–1340). See also: Juliet Vale, Edward III and Chivalry, Woodbridge 1982, p. 61, 68, 138,
142.

16 William Shakespeare, Troilus and Cressida, act 1, scene 3.
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by knights17, as in Burgundy, and Edward IV’s (1461–1483) »Black Book of the
Household« (c. 1472), prescribed that four knights banneret, or bachelor, schooled in
»urbanytie«, should wait as carvers and cupbearers upon the king’s person18. The
carving and cup-bearing for the king himself might always be done by a knight, but
some monarchs had no objection to being also served by members of the large
contingent of esquires of the body and chamber (see tables 1 & 2, p. 444) who waited
upon them. Knighthood may not have been a pre-requisite in England, as it was in
Burgundy, for the holding of a post in the Great or Privy Chamber19. However, as in
Burgundy, one very significant aspect of recruiting and retaining a loyal nobility,
namely by means of the sovereign’s order of Chivalry – the Garter – was, without
exception, reserved to knights. No non-knightly member was admitted to its ranks
between its foundation in 1348 and the death of Henry VIII in 154720. The Burgun-
dian Order of the Golden Fleece, founded in 1430, did likewise, perhaps in imitation
of the Garter. Other ducal courts, such as those of Milan and Anjou, did not reserve
such rights to knights alone21. Burgundy was, as in other respects, here attempting to
emulate and perhaps outdo its sovereign, royal counterparts.

17 See Gerald L. Harriss, The court of the Lancastrian kings, in: Jenny Stratford (ed.), The
Lancastrian Court, Donington 2003, p. 10; The Ryalle Book (c. 1460), a manual of instruction
for the king’s chamberlain and ushers, noted that Henry V had to his sewere a knight by hym
selve lemytid in a day of estat, and every man that bare a dische that day was a knight, and all the
disches that he was served with was gold, printed in Francis Grose, Thomas Astle (eds), The
Antiquarian Repertory, I, London 1807, p. 314.

18 Alec R. Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV. The Black Book and the Ordinance of 1478,
Manchester 1959, p. 107.

19 For Burgundy, see: Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy (as in n. 2), p. 87; Id.,
Soziale Schichtung und soziale Mobilität am Hof der Herzöge von Burgund, in: Francia 5
(1977), p. 127–182, esp. p. 138–140, 164–167; the English Privy Chamber and its personnel is
analysed in: David Starkey, Intimacy and innovation. The rise of the privy chamber,
1485–1547, in: Id., The English Court (as in n. 10), p. 71–118.

20 For a complete list, in chronological order, of elections to the Garter, see Peter J. Begent,
Hubert Chesshyre, The Most Noble Order of the Garter. 650 years, London 1999, Appendix
A, p. 309–315. A detailed analysis of the Statutes of the Order (by Lisa Jefferson) is in: ibid.,
p. 52–76.

21 See Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy (as in n. 2), p. 87, n. 70, and for the
establishment and composition of the Golden Fleece, see: D’Arcy Jonathan Dacre Boulton,
Knights of the Crown. The Monarchical Orders of Knighthood in Later Medieval Europe,
1325–1520, Woodbridge 2000, p. 96–166; Id., The Order of the Golden Fleece and the Creation
of Burgundian National Identity, in: Boulton, Veenstra, The Ideology of Burgundy (as in
n. 9), p. 24, n. 6, where it is stated that the Order of the Garter »was the principal model of that of
the Golden Fleece, and by far the most important of the existing orders in 1430«.
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England and the court of Burgundy

Date Knights (of hall
& chamber)

Esquires (of hall,
body & chamber)

1392–93 8 101
1395–96 ? 168
1399–1406 12 90–110
1422 10 58
1437–1448 3(?) 120
1448–1452 ? 278 [serving by rotation]
1472 16(?) 24+40–60 [serving

by rotation]

Table 1: Total numbers of knights and esquires in the king of England’s household, 1392–147222

Date Knights (of hall
& chamber)

Esquires (of hall,
body & chamber)

1445 16 18 [12 esquires + 6 ushers]
1471 16(?) 18
1472 16(?) 24
1478 16(?) 24 [serving by rotation]

Table 2: Total numbers of knights and esquires attendant on the kings of England, 1445–147823

Similarly, the practice of part-time and occasional service, by rotation or turns, was
by no means unknown outside the Burgundian court. Royal France already had such
a system in place, certainly by 138724, and England also knew it. Henry VI’s
(1422–1461) household ordinance of 1445 merely regularized existing practice when
it prescribed occasional attendance at court for the king’s esquires at the five great
feasts of the year, at Parliaments, grete counsell, or for comynge of straungers, and at
othir tymes necessarie after the case requireth25. This was no different from the ple-
nary or ›full‹ courts which had been held on the liturgical feasts and other formal
occasions by virtually every European ruler since the early Middle Ages. The ordi-
nance also assumed rotation of service, whereby office-holders such as chamber

22 Numbers of knights and esquires in receipt of fees, robes, and liveries, from Gerald L. Harriss,
The court of the Lancastrian kings, in: Jenny Stratford (ed.), The Lancastrian Court, Doning-
ton 2003, p. 7–8.

23 Numbers of knights and esquires in receipt of same from Alec R. Myers (ed.), The Household of
Edward IV. The Black Book and the Ordinance of 1478, Manchester 1959, p. 69–75, 199–200;
p. 108–110, 27–29, 215, 215–217.

24 Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy (as in n. 2), p. 78, citing Charles VI’s house-
hold ordinances.

25 Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 66.
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knights, or knights of the body, as well as ushers, served by turns26, with only half of
their total number being present at any one time. Edward IV’s »Black Book« also
specified occasional attendance by the Great Chamberlain at the five principal feasts,
taking livery and serving after the astate he is of27. Similarly, of the twelve permanent-
ly retained knights of the household specified in the »Black Book«, only four were
actually to be present, continually attending upon the king’s person, presumably on a
four-monthly cycle, at any one time28. However, the most telling evidence concerns
the forty king’s esquires, twenty of whom, on a half-yearly basis, were to be in
attendance upon the king at any one time. Just as the Burgundian system of service by
turns allowed court and country to meet and interact, so these esquires from the
English shires – often holding office there as sheriffs, justices of the peace and com-
missioners, by whome it may be knowe the disposicion of the cuntries – served by rota,
taking wages, fees and robes for only a part of the year29. It therefore appears that
something very like the ›job-sharing‹ practices found at the court of Burgundy also
characterized the English court30. Further investigation is required into the precise
nature of the differences and similarities between such practices as they operated at
various European courts.

As for accountability and control, any comparison is likely to focus upon questions
of accounting and housekeeping practice, and on the extent and scale of detailed
regulation to be found in household ordinances. English royal household ordinances
survive from 1279 onwards and become increasingly detailed over time31, culminat-
ing in Edward IV’s, Henry VII’s and Henry VIII’s lengthy, elaborate, prescriptive
documents. The »Black Book« is about as systematic and comprehensive a text as
one could wish for, but it is by no means unique: the »Ryalle Book« (c. 1460)32,
describes a successive stream of household ordinances, and the »Liber Regie Capelle«

26 Ibid., p. 70.
27 Ibid., p. 101.
28 Ibid., p. 108, whereof iiij to be continually abydyng and attending uppon the kinges person in

courte, beside the kervers abovesayd, for to serve the king of his bason, or suche other servyse as
they may do the king in absens of the kervers, sitting in the kinges chaumbre and hall.

29 Ibid., p. 127–128. Also see figs. 1 & 2, and Harriss, The court of the Lancastrian kings (as in
n. 17), p. 8, where he concludes that »the households of Henry VI and Edward IV were essen-
tially similar in size and structure, with a modest nucleus of courtier-attendants and a diaspora of
those retained for occasional service«.

30 Cf. Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy (as in n. 2), p. 78–79, where the figures
cited for service par terme, for Burgundy, appear generally higher than those for England.

31 See the ordinances, for 1279, 1318 and 1323 printed in Thomas F. Tout, Chapters in the Ad-
ministrative History of Medieval England, II, Manchester 1920, p. 158–63; Id., The Place of the
Reign of Edward II in English History, Manchester 21936, p. 244–284; The later ordinances of
Henry VII and Henry VIII can be found in: A Collection of Ordinances and Regulations for the
Government of the Royal Household Made in Divers Reigns From King Edward III to King
William and Queen Mary, Society of Antiquaries, London 1790, p. 107–133, 135–207, 208–240.

32 The Ryalle Book (as in n. 17). Its first section has been re-dated to c. 1460 by David Starkey,
Henry VI’s Old Blue Gown. The English court under the Lancastrians and Yorkists, in: The
Court Historian 4 (1999), p. 1–28. The book was composed for the »use and remembrance« of
the king’s chamberlain and the ushers of his chamber, describing the manner in which his
»estate« was to be kept, and »how he shuld be servide, and with what persons off Estates«. See
The Ryalle Book (as in n. 17), p. 296.
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(c. 1446–1449)33, functions to describe and regulate the court chapel. Both provide
detailed accounts of court organization, ceremonial, liturgy and ritual. The long,
relatively unbroken series of wardrobe and household accounts, compiled for the
English crown since the thirteenth century, also enable us to chart the evolution of
the court in very great detail34. By the fifteenth century, the household had its own
›countinghouse‹ over which the Treasurer held sway, scrutinizing receipts and ex-
penditure on a daily basis35. The Burgundian daily accounting system was undoubt-
edly impressive – but it was, in principle, perhaps not totally unique.

Much the same might be argued for the rise of sacralisation, distance, and discipline
at court. Writing of the Lancastrian court (1399–1461), Gerald Harriss has recently
concluded that the court »had a ceremonial function, in magnifying the king’s estate,
and did this spectacularly on appointed occasions«36. Even the allegedly shabby Hen-
ry VI thus managed shows of considerable splendour on occasion, and Edward IV
purposefully used his court, especially after 1471, to keep his estate and to achieve a
degree of distance, both physical and psychological, from his courtiers and subjects37.
His Domus Magnificencie, or upper household, however, was built upon solid foun-
dations in past precedent38. One of the most striking aspects of the fifteenth-century
evidence found in household ordinances, treatises, and other descriptions of the
English court, is their constant allusion and reference to former indigenous models

33 Walter Ullmann (ed.), Liber Regie Capelle, London 1961, p. 55–58. This was drawn up by the
dean of the chapel royal, who had authority within the court itself, giving him direct access to the
king and to his major household officers.

34 For a description and analysis of these records (and of some of their continental equivalents) see
Vale, The Princely Court (as in n. 5), p. 72–93, esp. p. 77–82.

35 Griffiths, The court during the Wars of the Roses (as in n. 14), p. 46, and for the ›counting-
house‹ see Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 22–26, 71, 156–165, 226.

36 Harriss, The Court of the Lancastrian Kings (as in n. 17), p. 17. For the costs of the court and
household under both Henry VI and Edward IV, and the close similarities of levels of expen-
diture between them, see ibid., p. 9, and, for a prescriptive statement of annual allocation to such
expenses, see Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 89, cl. 12: for this
honorable houshold and lantern of Inglond hit is agreed by our soverayn lord and his councell […]
for all wey to be stablisshide for the yerely chargez in the thesaurer of houshold is ministracion […]
for the conversacion of his most high estate and contentment of his houshold royall and creditours
thereof, as hit is expressid before in the astate of this seyd court, for the yere xiij ml li., beside all
presentz that shalbe geven to the king for his foresayd householde every yere. Average annual
expenditure under Henry VI, between his coming of age in 1437 and his lapse into mental illness
in 1453, stood at £12,590, very close to the figure of £13,000 for Edward IV. See Harriss, The
Court of the Lancastrian Kings (as in n. 17), p. 9.

37 See, for example, the detailed description of the ways in which Edward IV »kept his estate« in
1471–72, in The Record of Bluemantle Pursuivant, in: Charles L. Kingsford, English Histor-
ical Literature in the Fifteenth Century, Oxford 1913, p. 379–88, esp. p. 378–381, 382–384, 388;
The Ryalle Book (as in n. 17), p. 302. A certain degree of ›sacralisation‹ of the royal person was
implied by the practice whereby the ritual for making the king’s bed required an esquire for the
body to »cast holy water upon the bede«.

38 Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 86. The Black Book of the Household
claimed that this is the new house of houses principall of Inglond in tymes of pees, bylded upon this
kinges [Edward IV’s] foundacions, precedentes, and upon other mo notable and husbandly
householders... The emphasis on ›precedents‹ is constant throughout the book; The Ryalle Book
(as in n. 17), p. 310–311, 314, also referred to the reigns of Henry IV and Henry V.
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and exemplars. Although his household ordinances have not survived, the »Black
Book«, on thirty-nine occasions, mentions Edward III’s (1327–1377) example as a
major point of both general and specific reference and comparison39. Edward’s
household was said to be the house of very polycye and flowre of Inglond, although it
was in turn based upon that of his father Edward II, whose household ordinances of
1318 and 1323 do survive40. Although the writer of the »Black Book« was aware that
many changes to the court and household had taken place since his time, Edward III
was clearly held in the very highest esteem, not least for the splendour of his demea-
nour and lifestyle. At meals, for instance, in the festyvall dayes or whan astate shuld
be showed, he wold be servyd with iiij course or v, his lordes and gentyles with iii cors,
and every messe after ij course41. This was indeed great luxury, as most fifteenth-
century households were accustomed only to three formal courses, and Edward’s
practice compares favourably with that of Henry VIII in 152642. The formal meal was
becoming transformed into a ritual even in the fourteenth century, and the fifteenth-
century English records endorse this tendency, further borne out by the increasing
number of courtesy-books and books of ›nurture‹. The ceremonies described in, for
example, the »Record of Bluemantle Pursuivant«, detailing the manner in which
Edward IV kept his royal estate at Westminster, Whitehall, and Windsor, and re-
ceived Louis de Bruges, Lord of Gruuthuse, in October 1472, were of a solemnity,
sacrality and lavishness that probably owed little or nothing to Burgundian exam-
ple43. Again, reference was made to existing English precedent and practice, as when
the king was served lyke as is his olde accustome in soche a feaste44. On such occasions
the king wore his crown and full regalia, with his sword of estate carried before him,
dining in the White Hall with secular and ecclesiastical lords on his left and right
hands respectively. Yet distance was offset by accessibility in the English case, as one
suspects it may have been in Burgundy under Philip the Good, but not Charles the

39 See Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV (as in n. 18), Appendix II, The Lost Ordinance of
Edward III, p. 298–299, for a comprehensive list of citations in the Black Book.

40 Ibid., p. 84 where Edward III is (inaccurately) described as the furst setter of sertayntez among
his domestycall meyne, uppon a grounded rule. Notwithstanding his fader, the secunde Edwarde,
made many good custumes of household; Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy (as
in n. 2), for Edward I’s and Edward II’s household ordinances.

41 Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 85–86; see also, for Edward III’s
court Vale, Edward III and Chivalry (as in n. 15), p. 1–2, 45–56; Id., Image and Identity in the
Prehistory of the Order of the Garter, in: Nigel Saul (ed.), St George’s Chapel Windsor in the
Fourteenth Century, Woodbridge 2005, p. 35–50, esp. p. 41–48; Caroline Shenton, Edward III
and the Coup of 1330, in: James S. Bothwell (ed.), The Age of Edward III, Woodbridge 2001,
p. 13–34, esp. p. 18–22; p. 24–26 for the political importance of members of Edward’s III’s
household.

42 For Henry VIII’s ordinance of 1526 see A Collection of Ordinances, p. 137–207; p. 208–240
(additions), esp. p. 174–176, for the courses served to the king and queen.

43 See note 34.
44 The Record of Bluemantle Pursuivant (as in n. 35), p. 383. The occasion described was the

dinner in the White Hall at Westminster following Louis de Bruges’s creation as Earl of Win-
chester, on the feast of St Edward the Confessor, in October 1472. Henry VI’s ordinance of 1445
also referred to the »old rule of courte«, and the »old custume«; Myers (ed.), The Household of
Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 63; The Ryalle Book (as in n. 17), p. 298–299, noted that bishops were
always to stand or sit on the king’s right hand in the Great Chamber or at dinner.
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Bold; after dinner, the king retired to the Great Chamber, where the ›void‹ – an early
version of dessert – was observed, in which wine, spices and sweetmeats were served,
the king standing and conversing or, on days of ›non-estate‹, receiving petitions and
requests45. Ritual, deference, and a sophisticated level of ceremonial were, however,
punctiliously observed on such occasions. Did England need Burgundy for instruc-
tion in the finer arts of court etiquette, organization and the ›civilizing process‹?
Foreign observers, such as the Bohemian nobles, Leo von Rozmital and Schaseck,
and the Nuremberg patrician Gabriel Tetzel, who commented admiringly on Ed-
ward IV’s establishment, evidently did not think so46.

Yet the fact of Burgundian splendour has lodged so firmly in our minds that it has
come to form the yardstick, or benchmark, for virtually all assessments of later
medieval and early Renaissance court life and court culture. In England, under Ed-
ward IV, we are told »the example of the Burgundian court was potent«, »the desire
to vie with the court of Burgundy« prompted changes in the organisation and life-
style of the English court, and that the king himself »had been fired by his experiences
[…] of the splendours of the Burgundian court«47. Edward had, however, been re-
ceived only once, and then tardily, by Charles the Bold, during Edward’s exile of
1470–147148, when he had spent most of his time in the company of Gruuthuse at
Bruges and The Hague49. There are, of course, no grounds for us to adopt an unduly

45 The Ryalle Book (as in n. 17), is significant here, as it details these practices. The »void« is
described on p. 297–298, where members of the nobility and knighthood were said to wait
personally on members of the royal family, and on p. 312–313, where the arrangements for
»disguisings« (theatrical performances) in the Great Chamber are also set out. Henry IV and
Henry V, it was reported, would – after dinner – lean on a cushion placed on the cupboard in the
Great Chamber »by the space of an houre or more to ressave billis and compleynts of whom-
soever wold come«, p. 314; see also Starkey, Henry VI’s Old Blue Gown (as in n. 30), p. 12–18.

46 Malcolm Letts (ed.), The Travels of Leo von Rozmital, Cambridge 1957, p. 45, 47–48, 53, 63; see
also the sceptical and cautionary observations of Griffiths, The Court during the Wars of the
Roses (as in n. 14), p. 43–44: »the literary, artistic, and chivalric contacts between the English
and Burgundian courts during Edward IV’s reign have been eloquently described, but it is quite
another matter – one for which evidence is lacking – to claim that the Yorkist court was in some
fundamental way transformed in the Burgundian court’s image«.

47 Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 4, 33. Edward’s institution of a series
of household reforms over the period 1471–1478 may have owed less to his recent exile in the
Burgundian dominions (pace ibid., p. 33) than to his need to re-establish a power-base, set his
finances in order preparatory to a renewal of war with France, dismiss and remove Lancastrian
supporters, and reward loyalty, especially that recently and conspicuously displayed by mem-
bers of the Yorkist household. Thus, of the ten knights of the body listed in his reforming
household ordinance of October 1471, no less than seven had been knighted on the field of battle
at Tewkesbury on 4 May 1471, which had re-established Edward on the throne (ibid., p. 199,
262–263; and A Chronicle of Tewkesbury Abbey, in: Kingsford, English Historical Literature
[as in n. 35], p. 376–378).

48 Edward arrived in the Burgundian lands in September 1470, but met Charles only on 7 and 8 Jan.
1471, at Aire and St-Pol, see Philippe de Commynes, Mémoires, ed. by Joseph Calmette,
Georges Durville, I, Paris 1924, p. 139, 211; Henri Vander Linden (éd.), Itinéraires de Char-
les duc de Bourgogne, Marguerite d’York et Marie de Bourgogne, Commission royale d’his-
toire, I, Brussels 1936, p. 27. Commynes reported that despite Charles’s apparently clandestine
but grudging aid to Edward in the recovery of his throne, jamais ilz ne se aymerent ne ne dirent
bien l’un de l’autre, p. 139.

49 See Johan Huizinga, Koning Edward IV van Engeland in Ballingschap, in: Verzamelde Werken,
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reductive or dismissive view of the Burgundian achievement. To adapt an old quip, it
could be said that the Valois dukes of Burgundy became legends not only in their own
lifetimes, but in their own lunchtimes. The extraordinary lavishness of their provi-
sion at court feasts, the sheer size of their establishment, the spectacular nature of
their entremets, revels, jousts and pas d’armes, the plethora of luxury textiles, gold
and silver plate, and jewels displayed, and the prodigious scale of their hospitality; all
received loud and fulsome praise from observers, as well as criticism and censure
from both clerical and secular moralists50. Symbolic of what came to be regarded as
›Burgundian excess‹ was the huge bed, kept in the Nassau palace at Brussels, into
which drunken guests were thrown if incapable of standing up, and noted by an early
sixteenth-century observer51. The oft-quoted words of the young and impressionable
Englishman, John Paston (John III), writing to his mother from Bruges in July 1468 –
during the marriage celebrations of Charles the Bold and Margaret of York – confirm
the impressions of other observers, from Philippe de Commynes to Leo von Roz-
mital and William Caxton, of the court of Burgundy and its splendour. Paston could
tell his mother:

As for the gydyng her in thys contre, it is as worchepfull as all the world can devyse it, and ther
wer never Englyshe men [that] had so good cher owt of Inglond that ever I herd of […] and the
same Sonday my Lord the Bastard [Antoine, the Grand Batard] took upon hym to answere xxiiij
knyts and gentylmen, with in viij dayes at jostys of pese […] and they that have jostyd with him
into thys day, have ben as rychely beseyn,and hemselve also, as clothe of gold, and sylk and
sylvyr, and goldsmyths werk, myght mak hem; for of syche ger, and gold, and perle, and stanys,
they of the Dwkys coort, neythyr gentylmen nor gentylwomen, they want non; for with owt that
they have it by wyshys, by my trowthe, I herd nevyr of so gret plente as ther is52.

Paston concluded his enthusiastic remarks with the famous observation that as for
the Dwykys coort, as of lords, ladys and gentylwomen, knyts, sqwyers, and gentylmen,
I hert never of non lyek to it, save Kyng Artourys cort53. This was, for him, a true

IV, Haarlem 1948–1953, p. 183–195; Malcolm Vale, An Anglo-Burgundian Nobleman and Art
Patron, in: Caroline Barron, Nigel Saul (eds), England and the Low Countries in the Late
Middle Ages, Stroud 1995, p. 115–131.

50 See Letts (ed.), The Travels of Leo von Rozmital (as in n. 44), p. 26–32; and, for secular criti-
cism: Commynes, Mémoires (as in n. 46), I, p. 13–14. The literature devoted to Burgundian
court splendour and conspicuous consumption is now voluminous and needs no rehearsal here.

51 See Antonio de Beatis, Die Reise des Kardinals Luigi d’Aragona, 1517–1518, ed. by Ludwig
Pastor, Freiburg im Breisgau 1905, p. 117.

52 James Gairdner (ed.), The Paston Letters, II, Edinburgh 1910, p. 317–318. The Pastons were,
of course, socially aspirant lawyers, anxious to enter court and household circles, and were
sometimes, perhaps, over-impressed by the lifestyles of their superiors. See Godfrey A. Lester
(ed.), Sir John Paston’s [II’s] »Grete Boke«. A Descriptive Catalogue, with an Introduction, of
British Library MS Landsdowne 285, Woodbridge 1984, p. 34–36, 43–46, 48–58. For John Pas-
ton II’s account of his enthusiastic participation in a court »tourney« at Eltham in April 1467, on
the king’s ›side‹, see Gairdner (ed.), The Paston Letters (as in n. 50), I, p. 303, with John Paston
III’s somewhat caustic reply on p. 304.

53 Gairdner (ed.), The Paston Letters (as in n. 50), II, p. 318. The Pastons were to become no
strangers to the court of Burgundy and the Burgundian lands, given their close connections with
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Artushof. Werner Paravicini was, it seems, right to conclude that, in this context,
»contemporary Burgundian influence« on the English court must have »consisted in
the transmission of a higher standard of luxury«54. Luxury, in the broadest sense,
ministering to the comfort, well-being and sensual gratification of the recipient, was
clearly a Burgundian speciality. However, it had also found its way into English
court life: witness the description by Bluemantle Pursuivant of Louis de Bruges’
reception by Edward IV, at Windsor in 1472, where he feasted, hunted, was show-
ered with expensive gifts, danced, visited the king’s pleasure-garden, and lodged in a
suite of three richly-hung and carpeted chambers of Pleasaunce, in one of which he
shared a bath with the Great Chamberlain, William, Lord Hastings, before retiring to
bed after a late-night collation of green ginger, divers syrups, comfits and sweet
wine55. If Burgundian influence was at work here, the end-product evidently com-
pared very favourably with what the ducal court could offer56. Further, a comparison
between the social and companionable duties required of the esquires of the house-
hold and pages of honour, known as »henchmen«, in Edward IV’s chamber, and the
chamber esquires of Charles the Bold, as set out in the »Black Book of the House-
hold« and the »Estat de la maison« respectively, reveals close similarities. Singing,
reading romans et nouvelletez aloud, speaking of love and ladies, and generally di-
verting the prince were part and parcel of their daily activity at both courts57. The
»Black Book«, furthermore, tells us that the English household esquires:

Of old be acustumed, winter and somer, in after nonys and in evenynges, to drawe to lordez
chambrez within courte, there to kepe honest company aftyr theyre cunyng, in talking of
cronycles of kinges and of other polycyez, or in pypyng, or harpyng, synging, other actez
marciablez, to help ocupy the court and accompany straungers, tyll the tym require of depar-
ting58.

The very fact that this was said to be based on past practice – of old – must point to the
fact that well before Edward IV’s alleged seduction by Burgundian splendour, and
well before Baldassare Castiglione’s advocacy of very similar qualities in his courti-
er59, the English court was perfectly conversant with styles of ›civilized‹ behaviour
normally associated with its continental peers and neighbours.

Lord Hastings and the English community at Calais. See ibid., III, p. 88–89, 91–97, particularly
p. 95–96 for John II’s purchase of armour from Martin Rondelle, armourer of Antoine, the
Great Bastard (28 Aug. 1473).

54 Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy (as in n. 2), p. 95.
55 The Record of Bluemantle Pursuivant (as in n. 35), p. 386–388.
56 For the scope and scale of Burgundian hospitality to guests and visitors, see the thesis of Jutta

Huesmann, Hospitality at the court of Philip the Good, duke of Burgundy, c. 1435–1467,
unpublished Oxford Ph. D. thesis 2001.

57 See La Marche, L’estat de la maison (as in n. 2), p. 16; Myers (ed.), The Household of
Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 126–127.

58 Ibid., p. 129.
59 Castiglione’s discussion of the qualities and attributes of a courtier, including conversation,

dancing and musical skills, are set out in the Second Book of: The Courtier, composed in
1513–1519, and published in 1528. See Sir Thomas Hoby (trans.), The Book of the Courtier,
London 1974, p. 97–102.



451England: Simple Imitation or Fruitful Reciprocity?

It has been customary to cite, as prime evidence for England’s dependence upon,
and respect for, the Burgundian court, the two treatises composed by Olivier de La
Marche, and known as »L’estat de la maison« of Charles the Bold, and his »Advis des
grans officiers que doit avoir ung roy et de leur pouvoir et entreprise«60. The former
was composed in November 1474, at Edward IV’s desire, and transmitted through
the inevitable intermediaries: in this instance, Richard Whetehill and William Ross,
victualler of Calais, in the service of Edward’s courtier-favourite, William, Lord
Hastings, lieutenant of Calais from 1471 to 148361. The latter treatise, dedicated to
Maximilian I, was written at Brussels, in June 1500, by la Marche, who was, of course,
premier maitre d’hôtel to both the Burgundian and Habsburg rulers. Interestingly, la
Marche tells us in the »Advis« that he was sending to Maximilian descriptions of the
royal household organisations of France, England and elsewhere, but also:

The establishment of duke Charles [the Bold of Burgundy] which was, for a duke, very grand
and magnificent, and in the manner in which I had observed it, while we were at the siege before
Neuss [1474] at the request of Edward, king of England, who sent to me the victualler of Calais
to receive the said account in writing. This was because he [Edward] wished to descend with
force of arms into France and to show himself in his estate as a great and powerful sovereign62.

This text is often overlooked when reasons are sought for Edward’s request. The
commission related to a very specific set of circumstances, namely, his projected
expedition of 1475 to France, in alliance with his brother-in-law, Charles the Bold,
against Louis XI. According to la Marche, Edward wished to be seen as a great and
powerful sovereign63. One means for a ruler, who was in effect a usurper, to achieve
this desirable end was to upstage, outbid, and surpass in splendour and display, both

60 For the »Estat«, see above note 1. For the »Advis«, see the edition printed in: Mémoires d’Oli-
vier de La Marche (as in n. 2), IV, p. 152–7, from the MS copy in Vienna, perhaps, according to
the editor, »revue par La Marche«, p. CXVI; For the place of these works in the more general
corpus of La Marche’s literary œuvre, see Malcolm Vale, A Burgundian Funeral Ceremony.
Olivier de La Marche and the obsequies of Adolf of Cleves, Lord of Ravenstein, in: English
Historical Review 111 (1996), p. 920–938.

61 See La Marche, L’estat de la maison (as in n. 2), p. 1–2, 94. The state of cultural (and other)
contacts and connections between the courts of England and Burgundy at this time is surveyed
in: Charles A. J. Armstrong, L’échange culturel entre les cours d’Angleterre et de Bourgogne à
l’époque de Charles le Téméraire, in: Cinq-centième anniversaire de la bataille de Nancy (1477),
Nancy 1979, p. 35–49.

62 La Marche, Advis des grans officiers (as in n. 8), p. 154: L’estat du duc Charles, qui fut pour ung
duc grant et magnificque, et en la manière que je l’enregistray, nous estant au siege devant Nuys,
a la requeste du Roy Édouart d’Angleterre qui m’envoya l’avitailleur de Calais pour avoir ledit
estat par escript, pour ce que en celluy temps il vouloit descendre en France a puissance d’armes et
se monstrer en son estat grant Roy et puissant. La Marche told Maximilian that he was not
sending him anything relating to the household organizations of Germany or the Empire, as
Maximilian was assez informez de ceste matiere, but only to those of France, England and
elsewhere ou vous pourrez avoir regard a vostre bon plaisir, p. 153.

63 See Armstrong, L’échange culturel (as in n. 59), p. 46–47; Charles D. Ross, Edward IV, Lon-
don 1974, p. 226–238; J. R. Lander, The Hundred Years War and Edward IV’s Campaign in
France, in: Arthur J. Slavin (ed.), Tudor Men and Institutions. Studies in English Institutions
and Law, Baton Rouge 1952, p. 70–100.
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his allies and his enemies. In order to do so, given what he had seen and heard about
the Burgundian establishment – from his sister, Margaret, Duchess of Burgundy
herself, and as a result of his enforced sojourn in the Burgundian Low Countries in
1470–147164 – the king needed precise and up-to-date information on Charles the
Bold’s household. He may have had neither need nor desire to copy or exactly
replicate Burgundian practice, but he certainly wished to emulate, if not to surpass it;
and this he did. Moreover, the progressive ›militarization‹ of the Burgundian house-
hold under both Philip the Good and Charles the Bold had been noted65, and la
Marche gave accurate and very useful information on the extent to which the knights
and esquires of its four etats or departments – paneterie, echansonnerie, chambre,
ecurie – formed military units in the field66. He also added a section describing the
military organisation of the ducal army outside the household67. Bluemantle Pursui-
vant had already reported on the nature and quality of Burgundian forces drawn up
near Blangy in September 1472, under prominent captains from the ducal household,
such as Philippe de Crevecœur, Baudouin de Lannoy, and Olivier de La Marche,
himself68. It is not surprising that Edward, no doubt through the auspices of his Great
Chamberlain, William, Lord Hastings, at Calais, was anxious to know how Charles
the Bold ›kept his estate‹, even in campaigning conditions. The English force which
descended on the kingdom of France in the summer of 1475 totalled 11 450 com-
batants and was one of the largest English armies ever to invade France in the four-
teenth and fifteenth centuries69. Although the campaign itself was conspicuously
inglorious, it was not without benefits, both financial and commercial, for Edward. It
is, moreover, striking, in view of Edward’s request to Olivier de La Marche of the
previous year, that of the five dukes, one marquis, five earls, twelve barons, fourteen
knights banneret, eighteen knights bachelor, and 173 esquires and gentlemen, plus
retinues, who made up the army, many were members of Edward’s own household.
Of the fourteen knights banneret, for example, at least nine were household men70.

64 For Edward’s exile see note 45; for Margaret of York and England see the thesis of Harry
Schnitker, Margaret of York, Princess of England and Duchess of Burgundy, 1446–1503.
Female Power, Influence and Authority in Later Fifteenth-Century North-Western Europe,
Unpublished Edinburgh University Ph. D. thesis 2006.

65 See Paravicini, The Court of the Dukes of Burgundy (as in n. 2), p. 74–75. A case could also be
made for the militarization or ›re-militarization‹ of the English household under Edward IV,
and continued under the early Tudors, after Henry VI’s relative neglect of such traditional
aspects of that establishment.

66 See la Marche, L’estat de la maison (as in n. 2), p. 8–9; p. 13; p. 20 (écuyers panetiers); p. 33
(écuyers échansons); p. 42–43 (écuyers tranchants); p. 58–61 (écuyers d’écurie); p. 70–71 (trom-
pettes de guerre); p. 71–73 (ducal bodyguard); p. 75–76 (formation in which the ducal household
is drawn up in time of war); p. 76 (maréchaux and écuyers des logis of the ducal household in
war). See also: »Advis des grans officiers …« (as in n. 8), p. 155–156 for the military roles of
Burgundian household officers.

67 Ibid., p. 82–94.
68 The Record of Bluemantle Pursuivant (as in n. 35), p. 382–383.
69 For a record of the composition of the army see: Francis P. Barnard (ed.), Edward IV’s French

Expedition of 1475, Oxford 1925, fol. 1r–4v.
70 See Myers (ed.), The Household of Edward IV (as in n. 18), p. 240, n. 95; Barnard (ed.),

Edward IV’s French Expedition (as in n. 67), fol. 2v–3r.
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This was, therefore, an army with a very strong court and household component,
which was not unlike the forces gathered by Charles the Bold. However, it could not
be argued that either side was directly imitating the other.

It is also revealing that La Marche should observe that Charles’ household was, for
a duke, very grand and magnificent71. A king ought not to be outdone, or outshone,
by a duke, and Edward and his advisers were clearly conscious of this fact. Therefore,
Edward IV, like Charles the Bold, was simply expressing a contemporary preoccu-
pation, shared by all rulers. As Charles Ross has pointed out:

This attitude of mind sprang less from a mere vulgar admiration for ostentatious display than
from the sharp contemporary sense of order and degree. Society was competitive and fluid;
therefore it needed the social cement of an acknowledged social hierarchy. The conspicuous
splendour of his court was a direct yardstick to measure a king’s wealth and power72.

Perhaps one could add that, not only was society »competitive and fluid«, but Eng-
lish dynastic kingship shared some of those qualities at this time. It was essential for a
king, especially a representative of a new, usurping house, to outshine all rivals, not
least the great households of the magnates from whose ranks those new houses had
themselves stemmed. To maintain one’s due and proper estate was also an imperative
in foreign relations; to impress ambassadors, envoys, and visitors at court. So, too,
was it essential for a ruler to be adequately represented abroad by impressively
accompanied envoys, ambassadors, and members of their immediate and extended
families. The accompanying entourages of those destined to be married at foreign
courts had always been important indicators of a ruler’s wealth, power and prestige.
The mission to Bruges, on which John Paston served in 1468, for the marriage of
Margaret of York, was one such occasion. In the letters issued by Edward IV com-
manding Paston to dispose himself to accompany the future duchess of Burgundy,
the king stated that it behoveth her to be accompanied with great nobility of this
realme, for the honour thereof, of us and our said sister73. The size and splendour of
Margaret’s retinue and entourage attracted favourable contemporary comment, and
was intended to leave no doubt about the new Yorkist dynasty’s wealth and deter-
mination to regain the European prestige which had been lost under their Lancastrian
predecessor74.

71 La Marche, Advis des grans officiers (as in n. 8), p. 154.
72 Ross, Edward IV (as in n. 61), p. 257.
73 Gairdner (ed.), The Paston Letters (as in n. 50), II, p. 316.
74 Margaret continued to be treated by Edward with lavish and conspicuous generosity and was

accorded hospitality befitting her status at the English court. The royal wardrobe accounts for
1480 contain frequent references to provisions made for her reception in England in July of that
year and to costly gifts given her. These included luxury cloths, tapestries and bed-linen for her
chambers and chapel at Greenwich and Coldharbour, and horse-coverings of crimson velvet. A
fine new black gown was issued to the Master of the King’s Barge for the reception of the
duchess (24 July 1480). See Nicholas Harris Nicolas (ed.), Privy Purse Expenses of Elizabeth of
York. Wardrobe Accounts of Edward IV, London 1830, p. 132, 141–142, 144, 153, 159; For
informed contemporary comment on Margaret’s marriage festivities in 1468, see la Marche,
Mémoires, IV, p. 95–144.
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While English monarchs did not then need to turn to Burgundy for models on
which to base their courts, the sheer size of the Burgundian establishment, and its
conspicuous splendour, brought an additional factor into the process whereby pow-
er was translated into practice, in part through display. Yet, there were perhaps
further affinities between the courts of England and Burgundy, especially after the
re-making of the Anglo-Burgundian alliance in 1468. Although they had little else in
common, both rulers – Edward IV and Charles the Bold, as brothers-in-law – not
only shared, in French, a common language, but also understood each other’s vernac-
ular tongue. It was quite exceptional for any foreign ruler or noble at this time to have
knowledge of Middle English, which had only, by the later fourteenth century,
recently become an acceptable court language in England itself75. Nevertheless, in
August 1475, Charles the Bold spoke angrily to his brother-in-law in English about
what he considered Edward’s duplicitous behaviour in negotiations with the French.
Commynes tells us that: ledict duc se courroussa et parla angloys (car il scavoit le
langaige)76. Yet, Edward was also competent in French: again, a few days later, Com-
mynes tells us that Edward met Louis XI of France at Picquigny and conversed with
him en assez bon françois77. A tiny minority of the francophone courtly elites outside
England also knew English: Charles d’Orléans and his brother, Jean, count of An-
goulême, knew the language as a result of their captivity after Agincourt, and Charles,
of course, composed poetry in English78. Although there is no proof, one suspects
that some of those Burgundian courtiers, who were regularly employed in diplomat-
ic and other missions to England and Scotland, could also make themselves under-
stood in English. Gruuthuse, as Earl of Winchester – the exceptional and signal
honour conferred on him by Edward IV in 1472 – may well have spoken it, although
to move in the highest reaches of English court circles required only a knowledge of
French, it seems79. However, the regular and daily use of English at court was begin-
ning to give a more particular sense of self-identity to Edward IV’s, and his succes-
sors’, establishments and their culture80. Henry VI, from a very young age, had been
proficient in French; in 1433, when he was eleven years old, and again in 1445, at

75 See, most recently, Jeremy Catto, Written English. The Making of the Language, 1370–1400,
in: Past & Present 178 (2003), p. 24–59.

76 Commynes, Mémoires (as in n. 46), II, p. 53.
77 Ibid., II, p. 65.
78 See Mary-Jo Arn, Two MSS, One Mind. Charles d’Orléans and the Production of Manuscripts

in Two Languages, in: Ead. (ed.), Charles d’Orléans in England, 1415–1440, Woodbridge 2000,
p. 61–78.

79 For Gruuthuse, who was clearly bi-lingual in French and Dutch, see Maximiliaan P. J. Martens
(ed.), Lodewijk van Gruuthuse. Mecenas en Europees Diplomaat, c. 1427–1492, Bruges 1992,
p. 13–38. Gruuthuse’s patent granting him arms as earl of Winchester, dated 23 Nov. 1472, is
illustrated on p. 24; See also: Vale, An Anglo-Burgundian Nobleman (as in n. 47), p. 115–131;
and, for a summary biography, Mario Damen, De staat van dienst. De gewestelijke ambtenaren
van Holland en Zeeland in de Bourgondische periode, 1425–1482, Hilversum 2000, p. 464.

80 Already under Henry VI, in July 1452, Melchior Rechenberg, a Silesian nobleman, was not
received into the service of Henry’s household because he did not speak English, suggesting that
knowledge of that language was becoming increasingly essential for the holding of household
office. See Pierre Chaplais, English Diplomatic Practice in the Middle Ages, London 2003,
p. 131.
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twenty-three, he had inspired both the Burgundian and the French ambassadors to
comment favourably on his fluency in the language81. However, times were changing,
and by 1524, Henry VIII of England could request Lord Berners, Lord Deputy of
Calais, to translate Froissart’s »Chronicles« for the first time into the »maternal
English tongue«. The rubric at the beginning of the printed edition ran: Translated
out of Frenche into oure maternal englysshe tonge by Johan Bourchier, knight, lorde
Berners: at the commaundement of oure moost highe redouted soverayne lorde kyng
Henry the viii, kyng of Englande and of Fraunce82.

William Caxton had already rendered into printed English a number of favourite
works from Burgundian libraries. ›Burgundian‹ and, more generally, francophone,
culture was now being transmitted through the medium of a vernacular language
largely unknown in continental Europe. The implications of such a tendency remain
to be more fully explored, not least for English court culture in the sixteenth century.

To attempt to demonstrate that a ›common culture‹ was shared by the courts of
England and Burgundy at this period would be otiose. The work of others, such as
C.A.J. Armstrong, Gordon Kipling, K.B. McFarlane, Lorne Campbell, Janet Back-
house, Scot McKendrick, Thomas Kren, Maryan Ainsworth, Catherine Reynolds,
Ann Sutton, Livia Visser-Fuchs, and others, has amply endorsed and illustrated this
important aspect of Anglo-Burgundian relations83. English commissioning, acquisi-
tion and transmission of Flemish and Dutch illuminated books; the patronage of
Netherlandish panel-painting by English patrons; the English taste for tapestries
woven in Arras and Brussels; the reciprocal influences on English and Burgundian
court music, in both chapel and chamber; the shared devotional practices, often
influenced by the Carthusians, of both court societies, especially well represented by
the great women of those courts, such as Isabella of Portugal, Margaret of York,
Cicely Neville, or Mary of Burgundy; and the ubiquitous cult of chivalry, both
within and outside the Orders of the Garter and the Golden Fleece; have all attracted,
and will continue to attract, separate studies in their own right. It might be an exag-
geration to seek, with Gordon Kipling, the origins of the ›Elizabethan Renaissance‹
in the Burgundian Low Countries, but influences, borrowings, and cross-fertiliza-
tions can be detected in many areas of the arts, as well as in the culture and lifestyles of
the English court and its members, well into the Tudor age84. Connections – of all
kind – with the former Burgundian Netherlands, were vital to England’s role in

81 Joseph Stevenson (ed.), Letters and Papers Illustrative of the Wars of the English in France
During the Reign of Henry VI King of England, II, London 1861–1864, p. 218–220; ibid., I,
p. 117–118.

82 Jean Froissart, Chronicles, ed. by George Campbell Macaulay, London 1908, p. XXVII.
83 Once again, the secondary literature on this subject is now very substantial. A useful survey,

however, of the current state of studies in the field of, for example, Burgundo/Netherlandish
manuscript illumination and its wider diffusion, can be found in Thomas Kren, Scot McKend-
rick (eds), Illuminating the Renaissance. The Triumph of Flemish Manuscript Painting in Eu-
rope, Los Angeles, London 2003.

84 Gordon Kipling, The Triumph of Honour. Burgundian Origins of the Elizabethan Renais-
sance, Leiden 1977. For a discussion of possible Burgundian influences on English architecture
see Simon Thurley, The Royal Palaces of Tudor England: Architecture and Court Life,
1460–1547, London, 1993, p. 11–24.
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continental Europe during the Habsburg period. As a source of political and diplo-
matic démarches against France, the rulers of the Habsburg dominions, at least for
the first half of the sixteenth century, were useful and natural allies for England. A
series of what were, in effect, re-creations of the Anglo-Burgundian alliance of the
fifteenth century linked the Tudor court with its Habsburg neighbours. This helped
to ensure that, as David Starkey and Gordon Kipling have argued, the courts of both
Henry VII and Henry VIII could be described as »European court[s] in England«85.
Further work on relations between England and Burgundy may allow us to say the
same for later medieval, as well as early modern, English monarchs. However,
throughout this period, there was little, if any, sign of Thomas Mann’s »severe and
empty pomp«. Pomp served power; pomp was not for pomp’s sake. It was not
»content to represent nothing but itself«. Rather, it was a crucial, if not always
successful, means whereby power and authority might be both expressed and exer-
cised. Burgundian pomp provided a vital, living force which long outlived, if only in
nostalgic and sometimes mythical memory, the dynasty which had given it birth.

85 See David Starkey, Henry VIII. A European Court in England, London 1991, p. 1–24; see also,
for Henry VII, note 79.


