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INTRODUCTION


Courts, Courtiers and Courtesy


One of the bestsellers of sixteenth-century Europe was a handbook of courtly deportment: Baldassare Castiglione’s Il Libro del Cortegiano [The Book of the Courtier], which was first published in Venice in 1528 but subsequently ran to many editions and translations. The book provides advice on all aspects of a courtier’s life gleaned from Castiglione’s own experience of the courts of Italy and Spain in the first quarter of the century. His discussion ranges from the trivial to the profound, but above all he wished to demonstrate that there was a moral purpose behind the ephemeral existence of a court favourite:




In my opinion, therefore, the end of the perfect courtier . . . is, by means of the accomplishments attributed to him . . . so to win for himself the mind and favour of the prince he serves that he can and always will tell him the truth about all he needs to know, without fear or risk of displeasing him. And, if he knows that his prince is of a mind to do something unworthy, he should be in a position to dare to oppose him, and make courteous use of the favour his good qualities have won to remove every evil intention and persuade him to return to the path of virtue. Thus if the courtier is endowed with the goodness . . . attributed to him, as well as being quick-witted and charming, prudent and scholarly and so forth, he will always have the skill to make his prince realise the honour and advantages that accrue to him and his family from justice, liberality, magnanimity, gentleness and all the other virtues befitting a ruler, and on the other hand, the infamy and loss that result from practising the vices opposed to these virtues. Therefore I consider that just as music, festivities, games and other agreeable accomplishments are, so to speak, the flower of courtiership, so its real fruit is to encourage and help his prince to be virtuous and to deter him from evil.1





In this passage Castiglione places his discussion of the nature and purpose of the Renaissance court firmly within the context of an ‘advice to princes’ tradition with a long pedigree in western European thought and in the book as a whole he is also able to demonstrate his humanist training. There are echoes of Aristotle’s Politics in the discussion of the best and worst forms of government; Castiglione quotes freely from Plato’s Republic, Cicero’s De Oratore and other classical texts. He also draws upon biblical stories and the great writers of the Tuscan vernacular: Dante, Petrarch and Boccaccio.2 His debt to the conventions of late-medieval discourse is also apparent in his awareness of the longstanding stereotypical images of the decadent and corrupting courtly environment, where the unseemly scramble for favour and preferment was said to encourage men to display all their base instincts. This may also be seen in his use of the moral framework of the search for good government delivered by the virtuous prince.3 Furthermore, his discussion is enriched by an appreciation of the chivalric culture of the northern courts of France, the Netherlands and England and by the lingering appeal of a pan-European crusading movement against the Turk.4 Thus he informs his readers that prowess at the martial sports of the lists and tiltyard is to be nurtured for the opportunities it provides to exhibit manly virtues and to impress potential patrons. Likewise, the chivalric orders of the Garter, St. Michael and the Golden Fleece are mentioned with approval, and Monsieur d’Angoulême, Prince Henry and Don Carlos (the future Francis I, Henry VIII and Charles V) are presented as the incipient heroes of a courtly revival.5


However, in pursuit of these exalted universalist ideals Castiglione is also fastidious in his attention to detail. He provides the budding courtier with a recipe for ‘how to win friends and influence people’ which advises him on such matters as his clothing (dignified and restrained for everyday wear, colourful and conspicuous for sports and festivals), his sense of humour (collect light and witty anecdotes for suitable moments but avoid being coarse or blasphemous) and his approach to playing chess (aim for mediocrity, since mastery of the game requires such dedicated application that it suggests that playing the game has become an end in itself, whereas it should be simply an agreeable way of ingratiating oneself with persons of quality). Once the skills and accomplishments of the ideal courtier have been acquired they should, if possible, be deployed in the service of the ideal prince. The good lord not only exhibits the standard attributes of enforcing justice, securing victory in warfare, protecting true religion, rewarding good service according to merit, and accepting wise counsel but, for Castiglione, he should have other characteristics too. He should have an appreciation of art, music, literature, oratory and scholarship; he must appear to be a splendid and generous patron, who holds ‘magnificent banquets, festivals, games and public shows’, and who keeps ‘a great many fine horses for use in peace or war, as well as falcons, hounds and all the other things that pertain to the pleasures of great lords and their subjects’ and he should also ‘erect great buildings, both to do him honour in his lifetime and to be memorials after his death’. Such are the marks of a truly great Renaissance prince.6


Castiglione had had personal experience of the courts of Urbino, Mantua, Milan, Rome and Spain and contacts with people from the courts of France, England and the Netherlands. Presentation copies of his book were sent to many of the great princes of the age and his text was thus widely disseminated even before translations were undertaken, such as that of Jacques Colin into French (c.1537) and that of Sir Thomas Hoby into English (1561).7 Thus The Courtier may well have been known to some of the educated and globe-trotting members of the Scottish court of the period (later in the century it appeared in the library of James VI)8 but, even if this were not the case, many of the ideals it expounds can be detected at work in the courtly culture of the reign of James V. This is hardly surprising since the popularity of Castiglione’s work rested not upon its novelty or particularity but on its compendious and eloquent insight into many of the general concerns, ideals, and customs of the political élite of the age. Indeed, many of the authorities cited by Castiglione were known in Scotland, and so were other texts on similar themes of courtliness, good lordship and chivalric virtue. For instance, Dante and Boccaccio were known to Sir David Lindsay of the Mount, the foremost vernacular poet of James V’s court, and other courtly texts appeared in Scottish versions in the manuscripts of Sir Gilbert Hay and John Asloan.9


The importance of Castiglione’s work for the purposes of this study is twofold: firstly, in that his eclectic use of a wide range of sources and influences is reflected in the cultural developments of European courts of the period, a pattern to which the court of James V largely conforms; and secondly, because his emphasis on the impression created by such apparently trivial details, such as clothing, manners, conversation, etiquette, sports and games and so forth, indicates clearly just how important such things were for the Renaissance court, in which the lifestyle of the prince and his circle can possibly be seen as a work of art in itself (albeit one with high political and moral purposes).


The chapters that follow attempt to explain in some detail how many diverse cultural influences came to be inter-twined in the Scottish royal court of the period, and how the domestic routine provided by such elements as a hierarchical household, a regular itinerary, palatial surroundings and the staging of occasional public spectacles all combined to create a courtly culture which imitated in miniature those of France, England and the Netherlands, and which carried important political messages for consumption at home and abroad. Thus it is possible to detect the influence of humanist scholarship and its concern with the revival of antiquity in the classical decorative details applied to the courtyard façades of Falkland palace, or in the translation of Livy’s History of Rome, commissioned by the king. The imperial theme, which became a mainstay of political iconography of the period, is reflected in the refashioning of the royal regalia and in the images struck on coins, whilst the national identity of the Scottish realm was stirred by the rhetoric of Hector Boece’s Scotorum Historia (1527), also translated for the king.10 Similarly, the cult of chivalry was fostered at the court, which mounted jousts and tournaments, gave prominence to the art of heraldry and honoured the European orders of knighthood. Also the medieval customs of the Scottish monarchy were maintained: the king toured his realm relentlessly, showing himself to the people in regal magnificence and dispensing justice in person; he both supported and exploited the church simultaneously whilst presenting himself as the ideal Christian knight, eager (in principle but not in practice) for crusading duties; he led his feudal host on military campaigns in which the crown supplied the latest artillery and naval technology; and his genealogy as a descendant of an ancient line of kings was stressed. Within this brimming melting-pot of the Scottish court, a rich and heady brew was concocted in which fine art, architecture, scholarship, literature, music and piety jostled for attention alongside hunting, hawking, dancing, feasting, fighting, flirting, archery, tennis, cards, chess and the other routine activities of aristocratic life. Indeed, the patronage of learning and the arts at court seems to have been aimed essentially at providing the scenery, props and ‘sound-bites’ for the theatrical confection of royal pageantry and spectacle. The men of talent were probably regarded with little more reverence than other servants of the king, their artistic creations valued only in so far as they served to entertain people of rank, propagate the images of power, and enhance the honour, dignity and fame of the court.11 This book, therefore, is a consideration of cultural activity in its widest possible sense, which attempts to portray the totality of the courtly experience in the Scotland of the adult James V.


The format adopted is thematic rather than chronological in order to facilitate a detailed consideration of each of the main areas of cultural activity of the period, but within each chapter attempts have been made to indicate changes in the use and form of courtly patronage over time and therefore, where appropriate, some explanation is offered of the most significant events of the reign. Unlike the other Stewart monarchs, James V still awaits a full scholarly biography to make the story of his life and times widely known. The sixteenth-century accounts of the reign are so frustratingly terse and selective, that they are of very limited use to historians. The Chronicle of Perth and the Chronicle of Aberdeen both have very narrow, parochial perspectives and whilst the Diurnal of Occurrents is a little broader in its interests it scarcely elaborates on the rather bald sequence of dates and events it records.12 Friar Adam Abell’s Roit and Quheill of Tyme ranges in its scope from the Ottoman incursions into the Balkans and central Europe to the conversion of the pagans in Mexico and muses at length on the wickedness of the world, epitomised by the heretic king of England, but tells us very little about events in Scotland, and in any case it ventures no further in time than 1537.13 The idiosyncrasies and ‘hobby-horses’ of the later sixteenth-century narratives by Knox, Leslie, Pitscottie and Buchanan are well known and colour vividly all subsequent accounts by commentators from the seventeenth to the twentieth centuries, including Caroline Bingham’s popular biography of James V.14 However, recent research has attempted to unravel the history from the mythology by close examination of the surviving record sources and two important theses now provide a narrative of the reign, which both extends and challenges the analyses of the most successful general histories of the period, those of Gordon Donaldson and Jenny Wormald.15 The work of the late Jamie Cameron on the personal rule of James V has been published recently and makes a valuable contribution to the historical perspective, but unfortunately Kenneth Emond’s account of the minority regimes remains unpublished.16


The wide-ranging and incisive research of Carol Edington on Lindsay and the court has also made a significant addition to the published accounts of the period and the courtly theme is pursued in an important collection of essays edited by Janet Hadley Williams and entitled Stewart Style.17


The most important aspects of the sequence of events of the reign need to be borne in mind when considering the cultural analysis of the following chapters. James V was the only surviving child of King James IV and Queen Margaret Tudor, who was the eldest daughter of King Henry VII of England. He succeeded to the throne in September 1513, at the tender age of seventeen months, after the defeat and death of his father by the armies of the earl of Surrey at the battle of Flodden. He thus inherited a realm in which the political community was by and large (but not unanimously) instinctively hostile to the English crown, whilst himself having a prominent place in the line of succession to that same crown. He also inherited a long-standing alliance with the French kingdom which was widely considered to have served the interests of France more effectively than those of Scotland. The international standing of the Scottish realm was placed under further pressure in the early 1530s when the English king renounced his allegiance to the church of Rome but simultaneously entered a period of uncharacteristically warm relations with the king of France, which endured until the Most Christian King and the Holy Roman Emperor buried their differences in 1538. This rapprochement created a Habsburg-Valois alliance which for two years threatened to develop into a crusade against Henry VIII, but which had collapsed in acrimony by 1540–41. In the see-sawing international diplomacy of the period, the friendship of the Scottish realm was seldom prized for its own sake, but could be alternately cultivated or disregarded according to how useful it might have become to an opposing power.18


The shifting sands of international relations made the long minority of James V (1513–28) a particularly unstable period, since the official lord governor (because he was the closest adult male heir to the throne) was a man who styled himself Jehan Stuart, duc d’Albanie. He was the son of James III’s exiled brother, Alexander, by his French wife; he was married to a French heiress, Anne de la Tour d’Auvergne; he was a peer of the French realm; and until 1515 he had neither set foot in Scotland nor spoken a word of Scots.19 He exercised his governorship in person only for brief periods from May 1515 to September 1517, from November 1521 to October 1522, and from September 1523 to May 1524 and this timetable was dictated largely by the needs of French foreign policy (in particular relations with England) rather than Scottish domestic needs. In Albany’s absence, power was wielded by Queen Margaret, the earl of Arran and other lords with varying degrees of incompetence, until in 1525–26 Archibald Douglas, sixth earl of Angus, achieved hegemony by the simple expedient of acquiring and retaining custody of the king. Angus’s regime was partial and heavy-handed but was sponsored by Henry VIII, who was keen to counteract the francophilia of the duke of Albany. It came to an end in the summer of 1528 when the sixteen-year-old James V slipped away from his Douglas captors and proclaimed his personal rule. He set up camp at Stirling Castle (one of his mother’s dower houses, which she made over to him) and called to his side all those lords who had been alienated by the Angus regime. A parliament was swiftly convened in which the Douglases were forfeited for treason, and this was followed by an attempt to enforce the ruling through a siege of Tantallon Castle, which failed. In March 1529 a deal was done with Henry VIII which secured exile in England for Angus and possession of his properties for James V.20


In the early 1530s the king stamped his authority on his realm by launching raids on the Borders and the Highlands and by successfully defending Scotland from English incursions in 1532–33. A Frenchbrokered peace treaty followed in May 1534. James also obtained papal agreement to tax the church heavily, ostensibly to fund the college of justice (which was established in Edinburgh in 1532 as a body of professional judges to staff the court of session for regular terms), but in reality much of the money raised went into the royal palacebuilding programme.21 Other concessions secured from the papacy included the extension of the period for which the crown could draw the revenues of vacant benefices from eight months to one year (granted in March 1535), permission for the king to bestow five of the major Scottish abbacies upon his illegitimate and underage sons (and therefore to have access to their revenues until the boys came of age), and the gift of the blessed cap and sword, presented to the king in February 1537.22 After many years of involved negotiations with several foreign governments, James V’s marriage was agreed in March 1536. He was betrothed to a lady of the French blood royal, Marie de Bourbon, daughter of the duke of Vendôme. However, she was very much the consolation prize, since according to the treaty of Rouen (1517, ratified 1522) James should have married a daughter of King Francis I. In September 1536 James sailed to France to claim his bride, and having inspected her at her father’s residence at St. Quentin, he rejected the match and managed to secure the hand of the Princess Madeleine instead. They were married in Paris on 1 January 1537 amid lavish festivities and pageantry. Upon Queen Madeleine’s early death in July 1537, a second French marriage was arranged with Marie de Lorraine (otherwise known as Mary of Guise), eldest daughter of Claude de Lorraine, duke of Guise. She arrived in Scotland in June 1538 and produced two princes of Scotland who died in April 1541, before she gave birth to the future Mary, queen of Scots, in December 1542, just a week before the death of the king.23


By then relations with England, which had been cordial from 1534 to 1536, and increasingly tense from the time of the first French marriage, had broken down completely. The excuses offered for Surrey’s cross-border raids were that James V had refused repeated invitations to meet his uncle in a face-to-face encounter designed to settle the differences between them, and that the king of Scots had been harbouring English rebels. The real reason was that Francis I and Charles V were at war again and that Henry VIII was in the process of reviving his imperial alliance and his claims to the throne of France. He was therefore impatient to take his armies to the continent, where he was convinced that a glorious victory awaited them. However, the French marriages and the papal favour bestowed upon James V had convinced Henry that if England launched a cross-channel invasion of France the Scots would attack its northern border, as had happened in 1513. To avoid this potentially dangerous situation the English king decided on a pre-emptive strike in the summer and autumn of 1542 (there was no risk that an invasion of Scotland would precipitate a French assault on the English south coast), which he hoped would inflict sufficient damage upon the Scots to ensure that they did not venture a military campaign on behalf of the French. In the event, the decisive blow against potential Scottish action was delivered not by the English victory at Solway Moss on 24 November (although this was undoubtedly a humiliation for the Scots) but by the untimely death of King James on 14 December, leaving as his heir a baby girl only six days old. From the English point of view, this was a remarkable stroke of luck, and one which delayed Henry’s continental adventures for a further year, whilst he tried to exploit the situation. From the Scottish point of view it was a calamity, which brought an abrupt halt to a period of relatively stable and effective government and of remarkable cultural development, plunging the realm into yet another long and traumatic minority.24


Setting politics and diplomacy aside, the reign of the adult James V has long been seen as an important period of development for the legal and fiscal aspects of Scottish government.25 This may be largely a result of the accidental survival of official records, which are substantially more complete for the sixteenth century than for any earlier period, but it is also clear that this interpretation has at least some basis in reality. The financial administration of the period has been effectively dissected in the works of Athol Murray and it is not necessary to rehearse his findings in detail.26 However, it is clear that during the minority of James V the accounts of the comptroller and treasurer were often ‘superexpended’ (in deficit). This was largely because of the difficulties of regularly extracting full payments for rents, customs and other dues during a period of political instability, a problem which was compounded by the heavy expenditure of the regimes of the duke of Albany, Queen Margaret and the earl of Angus, which had to be met in addition to the household expenses of the young king. The problems continued into the early years of the adult reign because, as we have seen, there was still some unrest as well as military campaigns in the Borders and Isles during the period 1528 to 1534 and, even though the expenditure on the royal household was brought under firmer control, the king embarked on a lavish building programme and replenished the royal arsenal at considerable expense.27 However, by the end of the reign the crown finances had been put on a relatively sound footing by a combination of tighter general management and the use of several effective expedients: the raising of taxation (both clerical and lay) when opportunities presented themselves (as they did for the foundation of the college of justice in 1532, or for the expenses arising from the arrangements for the king’s marriage in 1535–36), the annexation of the lands of forfeited lords (those of the earl of Angus, Lord Glamis, Sir James Colville of East Wemyss and Sir James Hamilton of Finnart) and the control of monastic revenues held in commendam by the king’s under-age and illegitimate sons (those of the abbeys of Melrose, Kelso and Holyrood and the priories of St. Andrews and Coldingham). Crown revenues were also augmented by the large dowries brought by the two French queens (£100,000 with Queen Madeleine and 100,000 merks with Queen Mary), as a result of the king’s traditional act of revocation upon reaching his ‘perfect age’ of twenty-five years (an act originally made in Rouen in April 1537 and confirmed by the parliament of 1540–41), and following the resumption of Queen Margaret’s jointure lands after her death in October 1541.28 Cameron’s consideration of James V’s financial circumstances concluded that the king managed the collection and expenditure of his revenue well and generally lived within his means, and it was certainly the case that he left a cash surplus of £26,000 or more within his treasure chests on his death.29 This contrasts markedly with the enormous debts left by both Francis I and Henry VIII in 1547, which they had managed to accumulate despite having considerably larger incomes than the king of Scots.30


Consideration of legal developments during the reign of James V has, quite naturally, focused on the establishment of the college of justice in May 1532.31 This was presented as a royal initiative and James attended the opening ceremony in person, although Chancellor Dunbar and Secretary Erskine are usually credited with devising the scheme.32 It certainly suited the king’s financial ambitions to support the plan since it provided him with an excuse to levy regular taxation on the Scottish church with papal permission. It may also have appealed to him in principle as a means of fulfilling his royal duty to provide justice by establishing a professional body of judges in civil causes (and a group of licensed advocates) sitting for regular terms.33 A detailed legal history of this period has yet to be written but recent research at the University of Edinburgh should improve our understanding of the processes and personalities involved considerably: Mark Godfrey has just produced a thesis on the jurisdiction and operation of the court of session in the 1520s and 1530s and John Finlay’s work is on the development of the legal profession in the same period.34 It would be premature to venture much further comment on the subject at this point, but an examination of the published accounts of the period seems to suggest some links between the legal developments of the 1530s and the royal court.


Of the men who served on the bench before 1542, many were very close servants of the king and familiar figures within the court and household, and in that the court of session seems to have evolved as a sub-committee of the royal council, to which body the council’s judicial functions in civil cases had devolved, this should not be particularly surprising.35 Yet the number of names which can be located both within the royal court or household and within the court of session may nevertheless raise a suspicion that the foundation of the college of justice may have been, at least in part, intended to extend the operation of the royal prerogative rather than solely to formalise the disinterested administration of impartial justice. This impression is reinforced by the power which the king exercised to appoint extraordinary lords to sit alongside the ordinary judges at the royal pleasure, and by the fact that the court of session had an exclusive competence in all cases involving the crown.36 Senators of the college with dual roles included the first lord president, Alexander Mylne, abbot of Cambuskenneth, who acted as the administrator of the lands of two of the king’s illegitimate sons from June 1540; Sir James Colville who was also the comptroller between 1530 and 1538; whilst John Dingwall, William Gibson, Sir John Campbell of Lundy and Nichol Crawford of Oxgangs had all acted as auditors of exchequer at some point.37 Likewise the extraordinary lords of session included many royal familiars such as Lord Erskine, appointed in November 1532, who was the captain of Stirling Castle; two successive deans of the chapel royal were appointed in 1533 and 1541 (Henry Wemyss and Andrew Durie); the king’s secretary, Sir Thomas Erskine of Brechin was appointed in 1533; and Sir James Hamilton of Finnart was the master of the king’s stables when he was appointed in 1534.38 Some of the advocates licensed to plead before the court of session also moved in royal circles (and many were subsequently raised to the bench): Robert Galbraith had been treasurer of the chapel royal between 1528 and 1532; Henry Lauder became king’s advocate in 1538; whilst Thomas Marjoribanks, Henry Balnaves and James Carmuir had all worked as royal clerks.39 Thus, whilst it is certainly possible to interpret the establishment of the college of justice as a significant step along the road to the development of a centralised, bureaucratic and professional judicial system, it may also be viewed in a rather different light. The multiple activities and interests of the personnel of the court of session of the period might also suggest that this was something less than a professional body, an offshoot of the royal court and council which consisted of men experienced in legal matters, but who were not dedicated to a career in the law to the exclusion of all other possibilities. Adam Otterburn is perhaps a prime example of this: he was one of the original fifteen senators appointed in May 1532 (having already served as a lord of session for some years prior to that date), he was also the king’s advocate (and ex officio of his council) between 1524 and 1538, he was frequently appointed to one or both of the parliamentary committees of the period (the lords of the articles and of causes), he served as a parliamentary commissioner (for instance as a searcher at the ports to prevent the export of specie in 1535), and was repeatedly sent to England on diplomatic missions as a royal envoy and expert negotiator. Furthermore, he was also a burgess of Edinburgh who engaged in a trade in cloth and iron and served seven terms as provost of the burgh.40


Alongside Otterburn’s wide-ranging legal, commercial, diplomatic and public activities, there is also a suggestion that he had some literary talent: in June 1538 he was one of three men commissioned by the burgh of Edinburgh to compose a French oration, the text of which has not survived, to welcome Mary of Guise on the occasion of her royal entry to the town. The others were David Lindsay and James Foulis of Colinton and the speech was to be delivered by Henry Lauder. Otterburn has also been credited with composing some Latin hexameters which were later used by George Buchanan as the basis of a poem.41 It is easy to imagine that Castiglione would have approved of the administrative and artistic skills developed by Otterburn in his distinguished career, although the Italian would have found the trading activities inappropriate for a courtier and would have lamented the lapses in political judgement which led to dismissal from the post of king’s advocate in 1538.42 Nevertheless, it is clear that the concept of the uomo universale as propounded by Castiglione was not alien to the Scottish court of the period and, as the following chapters will attempt to demonstrate, James V recruited into his service many multi-talented ‘Renaissance men’ who contributed in various ways to a vibrant, assertive and cosmopolitan courtly culture.





 


1 Baldassare Castiglione, The Book of the Courtier, trans. George Bull (Harmondsworth, 1983), 284–5.


2 Richard Firth Green, Poets and Princepleasers: Literature and the English Court in the Late Middle Ages (Toronto, 1980), 135–67; Peter Burke, The Fortunes of the Courtier: The European Reception of Castiglione’s Cortegiano (Cambridge, 1995), 8–18.


3 Burke, Fortunes of the Courtier, 55, 106–15. Similar comments can be found in works by Peter of Blois, John of Salisbury, Walter Map, William of Malmesbury, Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini and others: Sydney Anglo, The Courtier: The Renaissance and Changing Ideals’, in A. G. Dickens (ed.), The Courts of Europe, 1400–1800 (New York, 1984), 33–4; C. Stephen Jaeger, The Origins of Courtliness: Civilizing Trends and the Formation of Courtly Ideals, 939–1210 (Philadelphia, 1985), 54–66.


4 See Cecil H. Clough, ‘Francis I and the Courtiers of Castiglione’s Courtier’, in European Studies Review, xviii (1978), 23–50.


5 Castiglione, Courtier, 115–16, 208–09, 312–13.


6 Castiglione, Courtier, 134–6, 154–203, 140, 310.


7 Castiglione, Courtier, 9–19; Clough, ‘Courtiers of Castiglione’, 23–50; Burke, Fortunes of the Courtier, 55–80, 158–78.


8 George F. Warner, ‘The Library of James VI, 1573–1583, from a Manuscript in the hand of Peter Young, his Tutor’ in Miscellany of the Scottish History Society (SHS, 1893), vol. i, p. lii.


9 Sir David Lindsay of the Mount, The Works, ed. Douglas Hamer (4 vols., STS, 1931–36) i, 3–38, 131, 265; Sir Gilbert Hay, The Prose Manuscript, ed. J. H. Stevenson (2 vols., STS, 1901–14); The Asloan Manuscript, ed. W. A. Craigie (2 vols., STS, 1923–25).


10 John MacQueen (ed.), Humanism in Renaissance Scotland (Edinburgh, 1990), 10–19, 32–5; Frances A Yates, Astraea: The Imperial Theme in the Sixteenth Century (London, 1985), 1–28; R. A. Mason, ‘Scotching the Brut’, in Mason (ed.), Scotland and England, 1286–1815 (Edinburgh, 1987), 60–84; Mason, ‘Chivalry and Citizenship: Aspects of National Identity in Renaissance Scotland’, in R. A. Mason and N. Macdougall (eds.), People and Power in Scotland: Essays in Honour of T. C. Smout (Edinburgh, 1992), 50–73.


11 Sydney Anglo, ‘Humanism and the Court Arts’, in Anthony Goodman and Angus MacKay (eds.), The Impact of Humanism on Western Europe (London, 1990), 66–98.


12 The Chronicle of Perth (Maitland Club, 1831); The Chronicle of Aberdeen’, in Miscellany of the Spalding Club, ii (1841); A Diurnal of Remarkable Occurrents that have passed within the country of Scotland since the death of king James the Fourth till the year MDLXXV (Bannatyne Club, 1833).


13 NLS MS 1746; Alasdair M. Stewart, ‘The Final Folios of Adam Abell’s “Roit or Quheill of Tyme”: An Observantine Friar’s Reflections of the 1520s and ‘30s’ in Janet Hadley Williams (ed.), Stewart Style, 1513–1542: Essays on the Court of James V (East Linton, 1996), 227–53.


14 John Knox, The Works, ed. David Laing (6 vols., Woodrow Society, 1846–64), i (The History of the Reformation in Scotland); Jhone Leslie, The Historie of Scotland trans. James Dalrymple, ed. E. G. Cody and W. Murison (2 vols., STS, 1888–95); John Lesley, The History of Scotland (Bannatyne Club, 1830); Robert Lindsay of Pitscottie, The Historie and Cronicles of Scotland, ed. Æ. J. G. MacKay (3 vols., STS, 1899–1911); Robert Lindsay of Pitscottie, The Chronicles of Scotland, ed. John Graham Dalyell (2 vols., Edinburgh, 1814); George Buchanan, The History of Scotland, trans. J. Aikman (4 vols., Glasgow, 1827–9); Caroline Bingham, James V, King of Scots, 1512–1542 (London, 1971). See also Extracta e variis cronicis Scocie, ed. W. B. D. Turnbull (Abbotsford Club, 1842).


15 Gordon Donaldson, Scotland: James V-James VII (Edinburgh, 1990), 3–62; Jenny Wormald, Court, Kirk and Community: Scotland, 1470–1625 (Edinburgh, 1992), 3–108.


16 James S. Cameron, ‘Crown-Magnate Relations in the Personal Rule of James V, 1528–1542’ (University of St. Andrews Ph.D., 1994) is now in print as Jamie Cameron, James V: the Personal Rule, 1528–1542, ed. Norman Macdougall (East Linton, 1998); W. K. Emond, ‘The Minority of King James V, 1513–1528’ (University of St. Andrews Ph.D., 1988).


17 Carol Edington, Court and Culture in Renaissance Scotland: Sir David Lindsay of the Mount (East Linton, 1995); Hadley Williams (ed.), Stewart Style.


18 Emond, ‘Minority’; R. G. Eaves, Henry VIII’s Scottish Diplomacy, 1513–1524: England’s Relations with the Regency Government of James V (New York, 1971); Eaves, Henry VIII and James V’s Regency, 1524–1528: A Study in Anglo-Scottish Diplomacy (London, 1987); D. M. Head, ‘Henry VIII’s Scottish Policy: A Reassessment’, SHR, lxi (1982), 1–24; C. Patrick Hotle, Thorns and Thistles: Diplomacy between Henry VIII and James V, 1528–1542 (Lanham, 1996).


19 Marie W. Stuart, The Scot who was a Frenchman (Edinburgh, 1940).


20 Emond, ‘Minority’; Cameron, James V, 9–69.


21 See W. S. Reid, ‘Clerical Taxation: the Scottish Alternative to the Dissolution of the Monasteries’, Catholic Historical Review, xxxiv (1948), 129–53.


22 The Letters of James V, ed. R. K. Hannay and D. Hay (SHS, 1954), 279, 285, 327–9, 342–3, 357, 399, 423–7.


23 Cameron, James V, 131–6, 263–5, 323–5; Edmond Bapst, Les Mariages de Jaques V (Paris, 1889); Rosalind Marshall, Mary of Guise (London, 1977), 40–107.


24 Cameron, James V, 70–97, 131–60, 286–327; Head, ‘Scottish Policy’, 13–21; Hotle, Thorns and Thistles, 141–91.


25 Donaldson, James V – James VII, 43–8, 53, 56–8; Wormald, Court, Kirk and Community, 12–13, 15–16, 20–26. See also Cameron, James V, 1–7, 255–62.


26 A. L. Murray, ‘Exchequer and Crown Revenue of Scotland, 1437–1542’ (University of Edinburgh Ph.D., 1961); Murray, ‘Exchequer and Council in the reign of James V’, Juridical Review, v (1960), 209–25; Murray, ‘The Procedure of the Scottish Exchequer in the early Sixteenth Century’, SHR, xl (1961), 89–117; Murray, ‘Accounts of the King’s Pursemaster, 1539–40’, SHS Misc., x (1965), 13–51; Murray, ‘Financing the Royal Household: James V and his Comptrollers, 1513–43’, in I. B. Cowan and D. Shaw, The Renaissance and Reformation in Scotland: Essays in Honour of Gordon Donaldson (Edinburgh, 1983), 41–59; Murray, ‘Exchequer, Council and Session, 1513–1542’, in Hadley Williams (ed.), Stewart Style, 96–117.


27 See chapters 2 and 5.


28 Murray, ‘James V and his Comptrollers’, 49–59; Murray, ‘Pursemaster’s Accounts’, 24–7.


29 Cameron, James V, 255–62; RSS, iii, 383; Murray, ‘Pursemaster’s Accounts’, 27.


30 R. J. Knecht, Renaissance Warrior and Patron: The Reign of Francis I (Cambridge, 1994), 505; J. J. Scarisbrick, Henry VIII (1990), 453–4, 456. The exact extent of James V’s income at the end of his reign is impossible to calculate, since much of it bypassed the official accounts; it has been estimated at something approaching £100,000 Scots p.a. (Cameron, James V, 262) which would equate to about £33,000 Sterling or £225,000 livres Tournois. Henry VIII’s ordinary income (i.e. excluding taxes) reached about £300,000 Sterling in the late 1530s (C. S. L. Davies, Peace, Print and Protestantism, 1450–1558 [London, 1990], 195) and Francis I’s total revenue (including taxes) at the beginning of his reign was roughly 4.9 million livres (Knecht, Warrior and Patron, 59). These figures are only very approximate but suggest that the Scottish king’s financial resources were possibly only a tenth those of the English monarch and a twentieth those of the French king.


31 R. K. Hannay, The College of Justice, ed. Hector L. MacQueen (Stair Society, 1990), 27–78.


32 Ibid., 49–54; D. E. Easson, Gavin Dunbar, Chancellor of Scotland and Archbishop of Glasgow (Edinburgh and London, 1947), 41–53.


33 APS, ii, 335–6; Donaldson, James V – James VII, 46–8.


34 Andrew Mark Godfrey, ‘The Lords of Council and Session and the Foundation of the College of Justice: A Study in Jurisdiction’ (University of Edinburgh Ph.D. thesis, 1998); John Finlay, ‘Professional Men of Law before the Lords of Council, c.1500 – c.1550’ (University of Edinburgh, Ph.D. thesis, 1998). I am very grateful to both of them for discussing some of their findings with me.


35 Hannay, College of Justice, 1–25; A. M. M. Duncan, ‘The Central Courts before 1532’, in G. C. H. Paton (ed.), An Introduction to Scottish Legal History (Stair Society, 1958), 330–39.


36 Hannay, College of Justice, 28, 128–30.


37 James V Letters, 399; ER, xv, 84, 357, 373, 550; xvi, 127, 402; xvii, 155; TA, v, 99, 111, 280, 454, 463.


38 ADCP, 389; G. Brunton and D. Haig, An Historical Account of the Senators of the College of Justice (Edinburgh, 1836), 41–2, 68–9, 43–4, 52–5. For their offices in the royal household see Andrea Thomas, ‘Renaissance Culture at the Court of James V, 1528–1542’ (University of Edinburgh Ph.D. thesis, 1997), Appendix A, pp. 299–375.


39 RMS, iii, 605; RSS, ii, 1104, 2714; TA, vi, 327–32; RMS, iii, 2116; RSS, i, 4090. For the advocates of the period see F. J. Grant (ed.), The Faculty of Advocates in Scotland, 1532–1943 (SRS, 1944), 10, 13, 14, 26, 46, 78, 82, 110, 114, 117, 118, 121, 123, 128, 132, 144, 179, 197, 203, 218, 225–6; G. W. T. Omond, The Lords Advocate of Scotland (3 vols., Edinburgh, 1883), i, 9–24. See also Thomas, ‘Renaissance Culture’, Appendix A, pp. 299–375.


40 ADCP, 177; RSS, ii, 2714; APS, ii, 336, 285, 292, 304, 322, 333, 334, 341, 343; ADCP, 293, 405, 450–51; J. A. Inglis, Sir Adam Otterburn of Redhall (Glasgow, 1935), 1–3, 5–6, 15–16, 35–6, 41–3, 61–2, 66–7, 77, 82–9.


41 Extracts from the Records of the Burgh of Edinburgh, 1528–1557 (SBRS, 1871), ii, 89; Inglis, Adam Otterburn, 116–18.


42 See Inglis, Adam Otterburn, 67–70 and Cameron, James V, 256





ONE


Magnificence and Domesticity: the Royal Household


The early-modern royal court was an important ‘point of contact’ for those people engaged in all aspects of political, diplomatic, religious, social and cultural activities, and the royal household, at the centre of the court, was therefore of considerable significance.1 Recent household studies for France and England in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries have greatly assisted a fuller appreciation of the physical and social environment in which the political and administrative developments of the period took place and traced the interaction of the mechanisms of domestic service with the wider world.2 The study of the household of Scottish monarchs is still in its infancy, so this consideration of the household of James V is a preliminary sketch against which to set the cultural developments discussed in later chapters.3 It is also an attempt to place the Scottish experience within the wider context of the northern European Renaissance court. In so doing, this chapter is primarily concerned with the personnel, organisation and routine of the domestic life of the Scottish court, but it also sheds some light on the networks of patronage and clientage which can be discerned dimly in the surviving records. Later chapters pursue the cultural themes in more detail and further illuminate the operation of patronage within the royal household, in the wider court circle, and beyond into the local communities and international arena.


In an age of personal monarchy, the household of a sixteenth-century king fulfilled several overlapping functions and that of James V was no exception. It provided a permanent staff to perform services for the monarch and his entourage, ranging from the ceremonial to the menial. It provided opportunities for subjects to develop direct relationships with their sovereign, fostering ties of mutual trust, affection and loyalty, which could be utilised by both parties in pursuit of personal, dynastic and political goals. The household could also act as a cultural focus for the court, adding lustre and prestige to the monarch and the rituals of monarchy by accommodating favoured artists, writers, craftsmen and musicians in lucrative and influential posts. Finally, the household frequently provided sinecures for the clerks, lawyers, bureaucrats and other functionaries involved in the management of the crown lands and revenues and in the administration of the realm (two areas of responsibility which inevitably overlapped at this period).4 In all these functions the royal household was a many-faceted support system designed to help the king reconcile the many contradictory demands and expectations placed upon a ‘good lord’: it was concerned with economy and liberality, with the humdrum and the majestic, with the private and the public, with security and accessibility. The Liber Niger of Edward IV of England (1471–72) expressed this duality of function in the way in which it described the two main divisions within the English royal household: the domus providencie and the domus magnificencie.5 This arrangement was borrowed by the English king from the Burgundian tradition and such terms do not appear in the Scottish sources but the Scottish household was nevertheless a multipurpose organisation in a similar mould.


The natural starting point for most household studies is the record of rules and regulations governing the organisation, such as the Liber Niger (which was a draft of proposed reforms) or the Eltham Ordinances of 1526.6 Unfortunately, very few household ordinances survive in the Scottish record, and what little information is available is not always as full or as explicit as one might wish. However, analysis of the available evidence is not a totally unrewarding task and does suggest areas in which the Scottish practice conformed to, and differed from, the conventions of other courts. The earliest Scottish document which bears any resemblance to the English ordinances dates from January 1508 and may suggest that James IV was intending to impose greater discipline on his household than had previously been the case. It opens:




The haill place and residens of the kingis quharever it be to be clengit of all maner of rascall and boyis weill & onhonest personis quhatsumever [’quheddir tha be on the bill or nocht’ struck out].


Item ilk lord extra ordinar out of the bill of houshald to enter witht ii personis witht hym and to be nemmyt quaht he was at the nixt compt be name be the mercheall.


Item ilk knycht i persoun sic lyk & ony honest gentilman of reputacioun providing alway tha be nemmyt.


Item that na maner person haf ma entering na thar ordinar in the kingis bill of houshald & the extra ordinar be admittit as is befor said.


Item that na officiar kep ma in his offis housis than is conteint & allowit in the bill of houshald.7





It then proceeds with the ‘bill of houshald’ which lists the members of the household both ‘ordinar’ and ‘extraordinar’ (i.e. those receiving fees, wages and/or livery clothes and those who served unpaid) and catalogues the number of personal servants each would be allowed to keep at court, with the implication that they would be fed and housed at the king’s expense, a privilege known as ‘bouche of court’. The list ranges from the hereditary master of the household, the earl of Argyll (who was allowed eight servants), down to the pages, clerks of the chapel royal, and other lesser figures (who do not seem to have been permitted any). This document is important for several reasons: firstly, it indicates a concern for maintaining the proper dignity of members of the court, according to their rank, whilst at the same time limiting the population in the interests of economy and discipline. It also suggests that the king felt some responsibility for the moral welfare of his entourage. Both of these concerns can also be detected in the household ordinances of other courts of the period.8 More significant is the indication it provides of the number and quality of the extraordinary members of the household. There is no surviving ‘bill of household’ for the reign of James V and because the extraordinary lords and knights did not receive fees or livery, they hardly feature in the accounts of the king’s expenditure, except when they received an occasional payment by special precept. For example, at Yule 1538, the following received ‘livery extraordinar’: George Steel, John Hamilton of Colmskeith, William Durham (the heir of the laird of Grange in Angus), John Denniston (the parson of Dysart), sir Michael Dysart, sir William Drummond (both of the chapel royal) and a French apothecary. Thus, if the precedent set by James IV was followed by his son (and, as we shall see, James V did seek to emulate his father in many things), we should expect to add the nobles and prelates, who usually served on the king’s council, as well as a body of knights and squires of attendance (numbering forty-eight men on the 1508 list) to the list of the recorded household members. Indeed, in August 1526 (admittedly before James V was ruling in his own right), the king’s auditors of exchequer were instructed to ‘caus our officiaris to have siclyk wagis and dewitis lyk as thai had in our said derrest fadiris tyme and eftir the tenour of his saidis bukis’.9


There are only two surviving examples of (partial) household ordinances from the reign of James V. The first is undated but signed by the king’s own hand and is a set of instructions to his master of household concerning the smooth running of the organisation. The king insists that his master of household should ensure that no one enters or leaves the court without proper authority (especially ‘laddis or vyle boyis’), that his servants are decently housed, fed and clothed and that any complaints about non-payment of wages or allowances are dealt with swiftly and fairly. The second document seems to have been drafted c.1582 by one of James V’s former masters of household, Sir James Learmonth of Dairsie, as guidance for the reform of the household of James VI.10 However, it concerns only the duties and responsibilities of the king’s steward or senior caterer, and presumably it was once accompanied by similar descriptions of other key offices. It indicates that the steward was responsible for supervising the provision and distribution of all food and drink within the household (particularly supplies which had to be purchased at market), for obtaining value for money, for keeping in good order household items such as pots and pans and for answering for all relevant expenditure at the daily accounts. Incidentally, this document also reveals that there was no established formal system of purveyance, such as was enforced in England, for the steward was advised to buy supplies with ready cash whenever possible and to be very cautious when obtaining supplies on credit; but certain crown revenues were still paid in kind rather than cash, since grain, herrings, beef-cattle and so forth were regularly received as the king’s dues.11 Other sources of information on the household of James V are primarily records of expenditure: the accounts of the king’s pantry, buttery, kitchen, wine cellar, spice-house, and avery are still in manuscript form12 but the Treasurer’s Accounts, Exchequer Rolls, Pursemaster’s Accounts and Masters of Works’ Accounts are in print.13 The financial records can also be supplemented by information taken from the legal, administrative and narrative sources of the period (as subsequent references will demonstrate), but these usually provide only tantalising glimpses of a wider picture, which is now very difficult to reconstruct with great confidence.


Heavy reliance on financial accounts brings dangers for the historian: the terminology used by the clerks may have been developed more to suit their own convenience than to represent the realities of domestic arrangements and warnings have been sounded against accepting the evidence of such sources too literally.14 However, even if the surviving records appear to suggest a more coherent departmental structure for the household than was actually the case, it is clear that such places as ‘the stable’ and ‘the wardrobe’ did have real physical locations and specialist members of staff serving in them. Thus, although listing recorded household members by their ‘department’ is a rather clumsy analytical method, yielding results which must be tentative and subject to further qualification and elaboration where possible, it is nevertheless a useful exercise in that it enables us to place the wider developments of the political, economic, religious, social and cultural spheres in a personal and domestic context. A study of the royal household therefore sheds considerable light upon the daily routine and environment of the men of power and influence within the Scottish realm.


The royal household provided the close personal body servants, such as the king’s barber, or the attendants who would sleep on pallet beds in the king’s bedchamber (Henry VIII even had a lavatorial attendant, the groom of the stool)15 as well as the more distant menials, who served the king and his court (the stable-lads, kitchen-boys, footmen and the like). It also provided, in its more ceremonial and honorific positions, opportunities for men of influence in the localities to be drawn into the orbit of the court, opening channels of communication and patronage useful to both parties. In this respect James V may not have used his household as successfully as his father had done, at times relying too heavily on a narrow group of favoured lairds rather than encouraging personal service from a wide range of influential families.16 However, this impression may have been created by the patchy survival of relevant sources and it has been argued recently that the king’s relations with his magnates were far from being as antagonistic as they have been represented traditionally.17 If the surviving household records understate the noble presence at court (as the 1508 bill of household, considered above, would appear to suggest), it may have been the case that James V was more successful in implementing the established conventions of household politics than he is generally given credit for. One suggestive reference is in Sir Ralph Sadler’s description of his reception at the court of James V in February 1540, when he was sent there on a rather delicate embassy by Henry VIII. He was entrusted to the care of Sir David Lindsay of the Mount, Robert Hart, Sir Walter Ogilvy and Sir John Borthwick: only the first two of whom, as heralds, feature in the household accounts of the period. Furthermore, when Sadler dined at court he was entertained by Cardinal Beaton, the archbishop of Glasgow, the bishop of Aberdeen, Lord Erskine, the earls of Huntly, Errol, Cassilis, Atholl and other lords and gentlemen. The three prelates, the earl of Errol and Lord Erskine all held household posts but none of the others had an official role, except as great magnates of the realm. Without Sadler’s testimony we would be unable to detect their presence at court at this time and this may well apply to the periods for which we lack an ambassador’s report too.18


Foreign parallels include the fifteenth-century dukes of Burgundy (who were kings in all but name), who regarded this aspect of their household management as so important that key posts were held by provincial magnates for three or six months of the year in rotation, and when they returned home they were expected to promote the ‘partyline’ in their localities.19 Likewise, in Tudor England, the possession of a household office conferred such status and influence on a country gentleman that he would be eager to advertise his court connections by embellishing his house with the Tudor arms, heraldic badges and livery colours (green and white), as did Sir Richard Clement at Ightham Mote and Sir William Compton at Compton Wynyates, both in the 1520s.20 Similar conditions probably existed in Scotland as well, where the Register of the Privy Seal stands as prime testimony to the rewards garnered by faithful royal servants. Grants of lands, titles, offices and exemptions (benefices for clerics) conferred financial and social privileges on many members of James V’s household, the most outstanding example of which was Sir James Hamilton of Finnart (an illegitimate son of the first earl of Arran), who accumulated the posts of master sewer (from 1526 to 1539), master of the stables (from 1527 to 1536), principal master of works (from 1539 to his death), captain and keeper of the palace of Linlithgow (from 1526 until his death), and captain of Dumbarton Castle (from 1527 to 1531) before his forfeiture and execution on trumped-up charges in August 1540.21 His fate, like those of Wolsey and Cromwell in England or Semblançay in France, also illustrates graphically how the continuing rewards of service were dependant on maintaining the favour of the king (and not provoking his covetousness), again underlining the very personal nature of the monarchy of the period.


Among the chamber servants of James V’s household were the men who came as close as was possible to being the king’s friends. These were the high-spirited gallants, who would join him in riding, hunting, playing tennis and other amusements: men such as Oliver Sinclair of Pitcairn (who was the king’s cupbearer and reputedly housed one of the king’s mistresses for him), or John Tennent of Listonshiels (the king’s pursemaster and yeoman of the wardrobe, who is supposed to have swapped roles with the king when James wanted to visit incognito his affianced bride, Marie de Vendôme, in 1536).22 There are hints in the Treasurer’s Accounts that the courtiers’ amusements were sometimes rather boisterous. In 1533 James paid compensation to Elizabeth Macall, the wife of the keeper of the park of Stirling, whose cow he killed with a culverin, presumably accidentally. Similarly, compensation was paid in April 1540 to the owner of two lambs slain by John Tennent.23 There are also references to egg-throwing, which are reminiscent of the accounts of Francis I and his gentlemen careering through the streets of Paris hurling insults, stones and eggs at the common people for a lark.24 Entertainment was also provided by dwarves, fools and a juggler and the king owned a splendid chess set, the board made of silver and gold and the pieces of jasper and rock crystal.25 There is a scarcity of narrative sources illustrating the day to day pastimes of the court of James V but it is likely that wagers were laid on games of cards, dice and tennis as well as on archery contests and jousting matches, which featured in the life of other courts of the period.26 According to Pitscottie, such a match was arranged at St. Andrews by Queen Margaret in February 1536, when the gentlemen accompanying the English embassy of Lord William Howard and William Barlow, bishop elect of St. Asaph, were challenged to an archery contest against a team of Scottish lairds and yeomen. The prize, supplied by the queen, was a purse of one hundred crowns and a tun of wine – the Scots won.27 One indication of some of the favourite pastimes of James V is given by David Lindsay in The Testament of the Papyngo:




Quharefor, sen thou hes sic capacitie


To lerne to playe [music] so plesandlie, and syng,


Ryde hors, ryn speris with gret audacitie,


Schute with hand bow, crosbow, and culveryng,


Amang the rest, schir, lerne to be ane kyng.28





In addition to providing personal service and companionship for the king, the household could be used as a method of bestowing patronage on favoured artists, writers, craftsmen and musicians. The cultural patronage of the court will be considered in more detail in subsequent chapters but at this stage it is probably useful to indicate that such matters seem to have had a considerable impact on the Scottish royal household. Many contemporary kings were far better placed to use their households in this field than James V: Francis I had both Leonardo da Vinci and Benvenuto Cellini on his payroll for brief periods and many other artists, architects and humanists, Italians, French and Flemish were employed in his châteaux, libraries and lectureships. Likewise, Henry VIII employed Hans Holbein, Nicolaus Kratzer, Thomas Tallis and others in household posts.29 In comparison, James V’s artistic patronage was rather low-key, but lacking as he did the superior financial resources of the Valois and Tudor monarchs, he nevertheless made a creditable effort in some areas. As will be seen, Scottish architecture, music, poetry, humanism and the sciences of ballistics, navigation and fortification all benefited from the interest of the king; and masons, sculptors, minstrels, writers, scholars, gunners and shipwrights all appear in the household records in considerable numbers. If the names of these men are not all amongst the foremost of the period, their achievements are nevertheless worthy of note and some, such as the herald-poet Sir David Lindsay, or the humanisthistorian Hector Boece, were figures of international standing.


There is another very important aspect to the functions of the royal household in this period. Many of the chaplains, lawyers, clerks and scribes that served the king were also servants of the crown in its administrative, judicial and financial activities, manning as they did the exchequer, the chancery, the treasury and other offices. There was considerable movement of personnel between the two areas and experience and expertise developed in one field was clearly regarded as valuable in the other. The boundary between service to the monarch in person and service to the crown in matters of government was very indistinct in the sixteenth century; indeed every subject of the king was also, in a sense, his servant. Just as the sheriffs and justices were charged with enforcing the king’s laws, and the various treaties or conflicts of the reign were considered to be the king’s causes, so too the officers of state were understood to be his men. In England, privy councillors (whether holding official posts or the magnatial status which entitled them to offer counsel to the king as of right) were considered to be ‘ordinary of the chamber’ with ‘bouche of court’ and, as we have seen, the 1508 bill of household suggests that the councillors of the Scottish king may well have had similar privileges.30 Certainly, it is sometimes very difficult to discern from the contemporary records exactly who was a member of the government, or of the household, or both. Many of the clerics recommended for ecclesiastical preferment to the pope and the cardinal protector at Rome by the king were described as his ‘familiar’ or ‘well-loved servitour’ or something similar, even if their names never appear in the surviving household accounts.31
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