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Abstract

In Czechhistoriography Queen Kunhuta has been quite neglected. Her figure has not been
investigated in monographs or specific studies. She can be somehow included within the
group of defamed queens, which is especially rich in the Middle Ages. This negative image
of the queen finds its origin in medieval chronicles, which blamed Kunhuta for her love
affair witlkenzdBtvea jgn, o fw hbbddeingaose ofthecpmomaeals of the

def eat of Ot akar I, K ubeeh wearyastale ancedespilsi ve po
rehabilitation in the most recent studies, i pr obabl y i ndidinterestiothe s c hol
part she performed as a political agent. The documentary material preserved shows that her
active role in Bohemian society of the thirteenth century desemore attention. She was
involved in various administrative and political tasks. The first chapter of the thesis should
provide an approach to the study of the queen, which mediates between a partial point of
vi ew and Ku-fadetad images It gimld introduce a figure to whom is linked a

letter collection, which represents the main theme of the present dissertation (i.e. the letter
collection of master Bohuslav, probably a chaplain and notary of the queen). The analysis
and the critical editionfahe source can be found in chapteHllland in the second section

of the present work (i. e. Critical Edition). &hetter collection, which cam#own to us
through a single mamsaript (ONB, sign. 526vas publ i shed al most ent
Palacky under the title Formelbuch der Konigin Kunigunde (Formulary of Queen Kunhuta).
Palacky published it with another collection of privileges as a whalehermore, he did

not edit some of the texts. He noticed their peculiarity and licitfy declared the
inappropriate positioning into the collection. The apparent irregularity in pattern of these
letters, which was noticed by the Czech scholar is linked to old criteria of historical
authenticity, which have been discussed, questioned and rejectediamsiéa, 11.b, and

I1.d.3 (The Erratic Letters). Furthermore, the previous editors, especially Palacky,
normalized the text according to classical norms. On the contrary, in the present critical
edition the orthography of the codex has been generalbgped since the edition is based

on only one manuscript. Besides, the letters have been edited following the order they have
in the manuscript.

The interpretation of this letter collection was in the past a matter of dispute among scholars
(chapter 11). Palacky considered the epistles as documents based on real letters. Jan B.
Novak had a different opinion. He defined this source as a compilation of fictive letters

(Afingovan® dopisyo). The past reseasech of
sources rigidly into real and fictional. Conversely, the most recent studies stress the
Avariation in the material o (Ysaerbert) and

work. The letter collection compiled allegedly by magister BohuslavIdho& studied

taking into consideration this new outlined approach method. The letters investigated are
precious historical sources, both from the dictaminal and smtioral points of views.

They are beyond the hdrufacts and raise questioabout idetities and mentalities of the

ti me. From them we | earn how relevant <conte
court. Besides, the letters bring light on the way in which conjugal affection and emotions

were expressed at the royal court. Furthermibvey inform us about the development of a



rhetoric tradition established in Bohemia from 13th century through the mediation of
Henriaus de Isernia. Last but nt#ast, the image of the queen portrayed by these letters

adds new information about the conteampane ou s understanding of
relevant fact is that this epistolary work is preserved in a manuscript, which was held by
Queen Kunhutads court -1281 (cOgptarvi\d. Thimmdratvshtlee y e ar
attention at least to three relevamirgs: 1) the court of the queen continued to be active

after the death of her husband; 2) her notaries perfected their knowledge in the art of letter
writing by using the practical model letters contained in the manuscript; 3) the chancery of

the queen aplied the method of learning the letter composition, which is usually adopted in

the main European chanceries.

In conclusion, the collection of master Bohuslav can be considered a meaningful historical
source from the socioultural and rhetorical poirdf view. Its historical value was already

noticed by the historians of 19th century, who included part of the letters in their editions of
documents. This study does not want to be exhaustive. Many aspects should be perfected
and more deeply investigatelis goal is to draw the attention to a queen and a queenly

letter collection so far neglected.

Key words: epistlesdictaming rethoric, Queen Kunhuta, magister Bohuslav

Abstrakt
VI esk® historiografidi byl a kr 8l ovna Kunhut a
nezablTvaly g8dn® monografie ani zvl 8gtn?2
ol er RovanlTch kr&loven, kter§8 byla ve stSed

hodnocenik r 81 ovny m§ sv® koSeny ve stSedovDiRDkIct
zmi |l ost n®ho pomMaluk esreg tZe§jvniag,enj ezng byl povago

por 8gky PSemysla Otakara |1. Negativn2 vn?2zm
navzdory saham o jeji rehabilitacime d §vnT ch studi 2ch pravdRDpodo
badatel T o jej?2 YW ohu politickou. Dechk® an®
spolelnosti tSinS§ct®ho stolet?2 si tatasd oug? v
politick® ¥Ykony. Prvn2 kapitola dizertaln? [
t®t o kr8lovny, kterT zprostSedkov8v§ spojen
jej?m obrazem zahrnuj2c?2m mnohosektsrpuejet T. M
spojovs8§na sb2rka |istT, kter8& je hlavnzm t ®n
Bohusl ava, pravdRDpodobnhD kr 8l ovnina kapl ana
pramene se nachazikapitolach I+ 1 | a Vve @ce (vih @ritichl E&dition). Tata

sb2rka | istT, ktjeeadi ns&m nr8urk odpoi cshuo v(aOMNaB,v si gn.
publi kov&na Frant i gk e Rormdébadh aderkKomgin fKengdunde § z v e m
(Formul 8S kr8&8lovny Kunhuty). Pal ackT i vyd
Navz2c nthRkxttefr @ lesagenlch ve sb2rce nevydal, n



i mplicitnhD tak pouk&zal na jeji prhvidemespat Si | r

sch®matu tBhDchto |istT, kter® si | es kT badat
hi storickou autentilnost, kter &ldilechballlpr obr §n
a |I1.d.3 (Erratic Lett er Ry) navickmardizovalztéxt edi t o
podle klasickych norem. Y ®t o kr i ti ck® edi ci j e naopak ¢
zachovsgna, n e b o Sedinéhb i rakepisu.v istyh ®mtéd vydani dale
zachovavajp o Sad2, ve ktrekopBm se objevuj2 v

Interprée ace t ®t o s hbreimkuy olsitst p Skeyimdtem spor T mez
Palackl tyto listy povagoval za dokumenty z
byl Jan B. Nov&s&k, kterl oznalil tento pram
badatel ® zablTvaj2c2 se sb2rkami ' istT tyto p

NejnovhRj g2 studie naopak zdTrazRuj?2 rTznorod
tohoto dr uhu epistol 8rn2ch dnl .j nMSi mi sttu dinmu
Bohusl avem bychom mDI i vz2t v Ywahu tento n
historickymi prameny, jak pohledu ars dictaminis, takpzo h | e d u  skultudnikol e n s k o
PSesahuj?2 z8kladn2 fakta a klaadmantpaSeidt yn §tset
doby. MT gneinteh sdeo zzaz DA Nt jakiTm zpTsobem byly
viznamn® soudob® ud§losti. Kromh toho tyto
kr 8l ovsk®m dvoSe vyjadSov&na mazprdveb\sMojg | §s ke
r®t orick® tradice, zaveden® v LecHsemiée od 13
Vneposl edn2 SadhD n&m dWrcehz okl §lsdwercyh wpySk meglze
soudob®m ch&pg&n2 Kunhutina {6 vtodatao &/pizsitaonn®n

se dochovala wkopisu, ktery uJetech 12791 2 8 1 pat Si l K WOmphwtDi nu |
(kapitola IV). Zt oho vyplTvaj2 minim8lnn tSi viznamn
nad8l e fungoval [ po s mrt ikonpl@glizshon znalstn g el a ;

epistolografick®ho umhDn2 ug?2 t8to 2rukopisu;zDr ov i ch
kr 8l ovnina kancel 8S ug2vala metodu osvojend?
evropskich kancel §$52.

Z8vhDrem mTgeme konstsdtravaBohu®gd aeh2 mklaje mblt
viznamnl historickT 4kutanimne tak zétpriakého hledisks. @dejil e | e n s

hi storick® hodnoty si povgi mli jjiegj 2hcihs tdoorpiiks
do svich edicsdoéuemest TneRbhade za c21 Dblt vy
t Seba prozkoumat obg2rnRji. Jej2m Yl elem je

dopi sT dosud opom2jen®.

K1 2| ov:& ps Igdiomding rétorika KralovnaKunhuta, magister Bohuslav
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used in the Introduction and in the Critical edition

ACRB | = Hruby, Vaclaved. Ar chi vTm Cor on a,el PralmagsumptibBso h e mi a
ministerii scholarum et instructionis publicae, 19285

CDA = Wenzel CoGesztB8pl emmati cus Arpadianus ¢
okmg8nytl®®22, vol. VIII. Pest: Eggenberger F
CDBI V/ 1 = Geb8&nek, Ji nabdex diplomatiddsiefdpistolagis r&gg ga e d

BohemiaelV/1, 12411253. Pragae: sumptibus Academiae Scientiarum Bohemoslovacae,
1962.

CDB V/1 = Geb8nek, J i Godes diptomaticuDai eplstolari§regBi§ g a e
BohemiaeV/1l, 12531266. Pragae: sumptibus Academiae Scientiarum Bohemoakyvac
1974.

CDB V/2 = Geb8nek, J i Godes diptomaticuDai eplstolari§regBi§ g a e
BohemiaeV/2, 126%1278. Pragaesumptibus Academiae Scientiarum Bohemoslovacae,
1981.

cbB VI/ 1 = Svit§gk, Zbynnk, Hel ena Krm2]| kov §
eds.Codex diplomaticus et epistolaris regni BohenVa#.,, 12781283. Pragae: Sumptibus
Academiae scientiarum Rei publicae Bohemicae, 2006.

CDBR = Riedel, AdolphFriedrich edCodex di pl omati cus Brandenb
der Ur kunden, Chroniken und sonstigen Quell
Brandenburg und ihrer Regenterol. 26. Berlin: F.H. Morin, 1843.

CDH = Fejér, Georgius edCodex Diplomatica Hungarie ecclesiasticus et civjlisomus
IV, lll. Budae: Typogr. Regiae Vniversitatis Vngaricae, 1829.

CDLS | = Kélher, GustavedCodex di pl omaticus Lusatiae Su|
Urkunden f ¢r das Mar k@C°rralfitthzu:m GDbbeerrll aauwussiittzzi s
Wiss.,18511854.

CDM IV = Boczek, Antonius edCodex diplomaticus et epistolaris Moraviéé, 1268
1293.0lomucii: Ex typographia A. Skarnitzl, 1845.

CDM VIl = Bretholz, Berthold, Vincenz Brandl and Peter von Chlumecky €dslex

diplomaticus et epistolaris Moraviaé | | , -1B3A34 Br ¢nn: d eNitsch, and e s a
18581903.
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Dobner = Dobner, Gelasius ed.Di p | o mat ar rHurngaridimohne Monhumenta
Historica Boemiae nusquam antehac edual. 1l. Pragae: Clauser, 1768.

Doehl er = Doehl er, Ri chard ed. ADi pl omat
sanctimonalium ordinis cist. Die Urkunden des Koniglichen Jungfrauenstifts und Klosters
CistercieserOrdens zu St. Marienthal in der kgl. sdchs. Oberlausitz nach den samtlichen
Originalen des Ar c hi v NeudshausizisshesiMagaZigi(1902e n Re g e
1-138.

Hansiz = Hansiz, Marcussermaniae Sacrae Tomus Il., Archiepiscopatus Salgdnsis
Chronologice PropositusAugustae Vindelicorum: Sumptibus Martini Happach & Franc.
Xav. Schliuter, 1729.

Mei nert = Meinert, Joseph Geor g. JafrBiehert r ag z |
der Literatur22 (1823): 3451.

Pal . = Pakkacbkelr, Forrametlibge cher zun2chst in Bez
Nebst Beil agen. Ein Quellenbeitrag zur Gesc
X, XIV und XV Jahrhundert t omus | | . Prag: Bei Kronberge

RBM Il = Emler, Josef edRegesta diplomatica nec non epistolaria Bohemiae et Moraviae
II, 1253-1310. PragaeTypis Gregeranis, 1882.

RIV, 2, 4 = Bbhmer, Johann Friedrich &kgesta Imperii, Die Regesten des Kaiserrreichs,

unter Philipp, Otto IV, Fridrich II, Heinrich (VII), Conrad 1V, Heinrich Raspe, Wilhelm
und Richard, 1198272.P&pste und Reichssachdémnsbruck:Wagner,1901.
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l. Recovering Queen Kunhuta (ca. 1244/124% Sept. 1285): Image,
Power and Memory*

In Czechhistoriography Queen Kunhu{€unegundehas been quite neglected. Her figure
has not been investigated monographs or specific studie$urthermore, in the past
scholarshiphewas considered primarily in her role of a wife, a (good and bad) mottler an

a |l over. She is also depicted as a bad coun

whom she is supposed to have partly driven towards his fatal destihg lmattle against
Rudolf of Habsburg at Durnkrut (1278). Thiggative image of theugen fnds its oigin in

medieval chronicles, which | a me d Kunhuta for her |l ove aff a

whowasaccused to be one of the promoters of
portrayal has been very stabhnd despités rehabilitation in the most recent studies, it
probably influenced schol arsod disi ntTher est
documentary material preserved shows that her active role in Bohemian society of the
thirteenth century deserves moattention It shows that her court was active during her
entire life, from 1262 till her stay in Opava (12¥281) This chapteshould provide &
approach to the study of thei®pn which mediates between a partial point of view and
Kun hut a-fasdednroabetiti should introduce a figure to whom is linked a letter
collection, which represents the main theme of the present disser(agothe letter
collection of master Bohuslavyhis epistolary work and the manuscrytich preserves it,

as it wil be shown in the following three chapters, confirm thevahce of thewe e n 6 s
agencyand political power

F C2NJ (iKS yrYAy3 02y @Sydrzya o6O0FLAGHEATFGAZYO 488

t

0 KS

LN O FNRBY [y dzy Lddzof A A K SKizy KldZOK S KISINE K § A ¥ W -7 BpjS2 6 SH

9.9.1285KunhutaHungarian. Czech Queen, ca. 1245/1-24%.1285](Prague: Charles University, 2008).
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|.a. A Biographical Sketch

Before 1261: Youth and Family

Known in Czech historiographg s Hal i | sk 8§ (of Hal #Kuphutar Uher
gathersn herhalf-breed origin Daughter oRostislav Mikhailovich® and Anna of Hungafy

appears perfectly integrated in the group of the royal woiméhe P S e nuypsriodthat

apparently cam&om Polish, Hungarian, Russian, German or Serbian areas.

I nformation about Kunhutaodos early years and
marriage with PSemys]| Ot akar (I (1261) is
uncertain. She was presubohaborn around 1244 because she was roughly fifteen when she
became spouse in 1285he had two brothers and two sisters: MichBélaMa | e v s k T

( B®l a o,Elisadethand@rifyna.

Most likely her childhood was partly spent at the Hungarian counepfgrandfather Béla

IV, where probablyRg i sl av married AnnArpadkk mglst a@aéds gmo &
Not surprisingly, the chronicles establigtunhutad genealogyneglecting hematernal

side’ Anyway, Annar ecover s her Vvoi ce i n charters.

> Sometimes also RuskRussian)2 S NI/ A ai@k § § Gra(Bdrbian).

® Michael VsevolodovicR & , &uyof2 SNYAFRG INF YR LINAYOS 2F YASO® aiOKl
OSNBY2Yy ALl f poSudgliof Hisysah iskdcdrded in 1229. The initiation ceremony officiated by the

Archbishop Spiridon in the cathedral of St. Sghae to Retislav the legal status of prce of NovgorodIf at

that time Rostislav was seven (Tatishchev) or tHime years old (Palacky) he might have been born after

1220. See Martin DimnikMikhail, Prince of Chernigov and Grand Prince of Kiev,-122@ (Toronta

Pontifical Institute of Mdiaeval Studies, 198138. A study on the Rus origin of the family of Queen Kunhuta

is provided byPalackfyC NJ y i A OSth NHza L} OYe 1 yNOSGA w2aidAratl g20Ax 2004
jeho rozbor kritick§f fAbout the RussiarPrince Rostislav, lie father of theCzechQueen Kunhutaand a

critical analysis of hisfamjig I @ 2 LJA & 2 SE6Y184R)2231Y.dza S |

* Her parents are Béla IV King of Hungary and Maria Laskarina.

°t nj S Yd@lyndsty married abroad and its nuptial court of fathers and brothers found in the wedding a good

way for building new international relationshipg;S Yt x @BIVE &f 2 BOAY 2L J11.Fdnfar = @f + Rf
general point of viewas stated bylanosMihaly Bak if rulers of medievalEurope married foreigners, this

might be considered almost a rule in Central Eurafimos MihayBak av dzSSy a +a { OF LiS3z2i
| dzy 3 Nskudying Mdiéval Rulers and their Subjects: Central Europe ayo@l SRA G SR o6& . I f 1
Dt 6 2 NJ Y(Burliighof) MVT: Ashgate, 2010), 228.

® Novotny guesses that she was arouseventeenrtwenty years old + |y Naoénl seventeeryears old

Probably,¢, S Y f i& édsédr to the truth. Hassumes that Kunhuta was rghly fifteen years oldSeex + Of | @
b2@22%&81S RS2Ayed 5Nfdz LPS 6+ a0 nods w212v)[Okch6Sa1S Y
history. vol.I=  LJF NIi nX 9ELJI yahAzy 2IEOtakéry1253 A Q(Rraha Band &idkiter2 ¥t njSye@
1937), 106;= NI G A & f |28 t 4|15y NROSBR ANV 8,13 319561 318[The great history of the Czech

CrowE oImoummpé o[ AlG2Ye03w2ads Syl OAY 2I[The OAft AT @
dynasty of the nj S Yd&hawi they lived, ruled, digdPrahar b | 1 f | RIGESy2BANEEZARZAPUOI MH
" See Petrus Zittaviensigtto, abbaj dChronicon Aulae Regigdn FRBIV, edited by Josef Eml@Prague:

bl Rt YA CNJI yGA Ol 12 Fitehitn Ofafsehdvia remyidam @enherosus et nobilis, qui filiam

a

—_
Q¢ i
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documents issued in Praglicurthermore, we know that at the time of the Czech
Hungarian struggle in 1271, she seemingly took the part of her biothaw, namely
PSemys|l Ot a Kstwwéan (Steghen)¥,gharisons iy bringing the treasury of the
Hungarian royal crown to Bohemia. Hence, Anna was a political agentis&eler

daughter will be wherrowned as Queen consort of BohenTiae exact date of her union

with Rastislav is unknown. Pieably it occurred around 1242 when his husband moved to

B®l a6s household after the Mongol Il nvasi on.
1240 and in 1241 Mongols drove their armies against Hungary. After the Hungarian defeat

at Muhi on 11 April 1241 Kunhut ads f at her apparently bec:
Hungary in preventing further Batu Khan invasitasn d pr ot ecti ng B®I| abs
Balkans. He was appointed as Duke of Bosnia ®hal | vamd as lieutenant in the
principality of Galicia'® Supposedly, Rstislav helped Béla IV to establish th&rpad

influence in the area from BosniaBor a n i. Whewnd®d in 1262, his sons inherited his

lands and continued to rule as vassals of Hunfafyh e name o f Kunhut ads
Michael is attested in documents till around 1%8nd that of the younger onBgla

Ma | e vveak probably killed in 1272 As for her sisters it is known th&lisabeth

married the Bulgar princMlichael | Asénand Grifyna, after the death of husband the

Polish princeLeszek Czarmeszek Il the BlacKd. 30 September 1288)oved to the court

of her nephew King V§G®&E§a{Ekshbeth Richeta)ii s spouse

bonis moribus insignitam nomine Chinigundam habuit NS E | dziSY { 0SLKI ydza RAGS YSY
avunculus secundum carnem exifXi.

® See below.

° A second Mongol invasion took place in 1285/ f & | FGSNJ . St L+Q& RSIFIGK® ! yesl
RS@FradaliAz2y 2F GKS (GKIFIG 2F MHnmM® C2NJ GKS azy3az2f TANAI
[+ al f s, AHBY df BiddaryMillennium in Central Europ@lampshire: Pgrave Macmillan2002),

78-84.

1% SeeDimnik, Mikhail, Prince of Chernigov and Grand Prince of, Ki2¥123.

! He also invaded Bulgaréad in 1257 took the title of t.t + f e Ré&afnof St. Stephen: A History of

Medieval Hungary 898526(London, New York: I.B. Tauris, 2001), 106.

2See chapter IlI, 69.

* He inherited from his fathe Rostislav the administration of I 6 @rea, including Beograd, and the

province of Brarfevo (cf.John Van Antwergrine, The Late Medieval Balkans. A €ati Survey from Late

Twelfth Century to the Ottoman Conquéann Arbor: The University of Michigan Press, 1987], 175). After

the death oflstvanV (6 August 1272), his widdirzsébet 9t A al 6 SG K0 06SOFYS NBX3ISyid RdzN
According tox | ¥\ édnder the influence of Queen Kunhuta, probably Prague court was considering the

possibility to ascribe ta St | a |thie So@20] motector of the Hungaryt( y N6 S TS RS2Aye 1S
1 2 Ndzy & & S-43[059¢ and F44)M H p n

' Since she wasnly twelveyears old when she was sent to Prague (1300), she probably was placed under

the care of Grifyna before to marry Vaclail{ y N8B 1ZS RS2Ay e 1, 250N310485NHzye 6541 Sd

15



1261 1277:Queen nsort of Bohemia

Conformingly to the normal custowrf the timeKunhutamarriedfor diplomatic reasons.

After the union between Roslavad A nn a, B®| a6s weddingsagparofi n ar r a
his alliance strategy waspeated also when he marriedfjis andaught er to PSer
II. After beingdefeated by Boheran armies (Kroissenbrurt60 the Hungariansigned

the peace with the Czecimlg. Theysealed this precmus friendship giving the Czeclin,

Kunhutg as a spousdHowever, his marriage waapparentlynot a simple and ahdard way

to conclude geace.tlalso prowded a solution to the thormyroblemof the lack of duture

heir to the Bohemian throne

In 1252 Otakar had married Margarete of Babenberg, who inherited the Duchy of Austria

and Styria after the death of his brother Duke Friedri¢H.I1246)*> Margarete was around

41 years old and perhaps because of heshgalid not bore to the Czecimds any child®

A

Furthermore, Otakaros requesMi kafl §tgh { ddi echod i
heir to the crown was rejected by theppd® Hence, this situation urged a second marriage

and this time the spouse had Rus origins

Kunhuta as wife of theikg hadto fulfill the essential task to give th to a male

offspring® Her union with Otakar generatdidre children two daughter§Kunhut&® and

15Through this union, Otakar legitimized his contool the Babenberg provinces that in 12%4ter four years

of struggles were divided with B# The Hungarian King got the southern part of Styria, which in 1258
granted to his sonistvdnV. Anyway, in 1260 Styrian lords revolted and asked for help to Qtakds

situation led to the battle of Kroissenbrur(Kontler, A Hstory of Hungary81-82; Engl, The Realm of St.
Stephen106).

'8 czech chronicleascribe the reason of Otakar and Margaretivorce to the gzS Sy Qa ./JSgeFefusli A f A ( &
Zittaviensis [Otto, abba$, dChronicon Aulae Regiae  Mianilydeniqgue de contingentibus ab utroque
obmittitur, sed regina, ut dictum est, omnino sterilis invenitdthen Margarete married P. Otakar Il probably

she wasearing menopausand entering in a period of ldife that did not facilitate pregnancy.

" A child that Otakahad with Agnes of Kuenring, one of Marga@ta O 2 daNJvaitihgr RA S &

'® From the fourth Lateran Coundil215) the legal norms concerning the marriage were precisely defined.
Withinthisco/ 6 SEG G KS OKdzZNOK | OOSLIISR +a GKS KSAN (2 GK
NEBlazy GKS L1LIS ! fSEIFIYRSNI L+ NB2SOGSR hil1FNR& N
successor to the throne. See CDB W/239 370-371; n. 244, 38.

19 Thought relevant her pregnancy, as it will be shown latéunhutd) &ueenship will not be based
exclusively on her role of matrix of the future king. Furthermore, if the past scholarship tended to individuate

in the royal maternity aonditio sine ga nona queen could not continue to be a queen, recently scholars

have driven the attention to the many childless queens that were not rejected by their husbands. This is
especially shown by the database on paternity and maternitypmrg the royal familie®f medieval Europe

that Theresa Earenfight is preparing. On the topics of pregnancy, motherhood and queenship see among
others: John Carmit | NJA 2T{ied Bregnant Queen as Counsellor and the Medieval Construction of
Motherhood> ¢ Medigval Mothering edited by John @&mi Parsons and Bonnie Wheeler (New York: Garland

Pub., 1996, 3961T . S K I yuhority Mihd YM&terdity in Latdedievd Castile: Four Queens

wS 3y | yASpects ofAR6wer and Authority in the Middle Agedited by Brenda BoltorChistine Meek
(Turnhout: Brepols, 2007), 12B; Lisa Benz Sfohn Three Medieval Queens. Queenship and the Crown in
FourteenthCentury Englan{New YorkPalgrave Macmillan, 2012
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A n e ¢Algney and three sons, whose two died in infafitin 1271, the future Bohemian

King Vaclav1??was born.

The male son arrived in the eleventh year of her marriage. She married Otakaf on

October 1261 in the castle Bfr e § ptodaydBkatislava. Afterwards, the royal couple fled

to Vienna waiting for the ceremony of the coronation, which took place after two months

from their wedding? Indeed, this rite of markinghe formal investiture of theugen of

royal power through thplacement of the crown on her head, which was a typical tradition

of German countriesequired time for its preparation.

Two days before being crowned Kunhuta reached Prague and the chronicles describe her
entrance in the cityith the great exultatioof the people?* On the Christmas day, which

indicated the beginning of the New Yearcaling to the calendar of Stitus cathedal,

Kunhuta with her husband wasowned by the hand of Werner of Eppenstein, archbishop of

Mainz. Other six bishops, thedviyave Otto Ill of Brandenburg and various representatives

of the nobility (Czech, Silesian, German) were present to the ceremony. Dof 27
December, the celebration of the coronation continued @t e n s KL8tnaPlaig)Ra

large empty plain appositely settled to guest the Czech citizenship that wanted to acclaim

the new married royal coupfé According to the tradition the rite concluded by posing a

stone in the royal burial ground located in the conveth®Clarissebla Fr ant i gku
Oon20"Apri l 1262 the nullification of Ot akar 6:
approved by the new pope Urban IV. This faoned to Kunhuta her title ofuwggen consort

of Bohemia. The first document attesting the existee of her ¢ ¢tesbactkbos c han
the same year. Theuge e n6s court , involved in various a
active for Kunhutaoés entire life affd its fun

12781285:Widow, Lordessof Opavaand again Spouse

The defeat and death & Se my s | & the latile of Diknkrut against Rudolf | of
Habsburgl 26 August 1278) had relevant consequenc

2 She was born in 1265. Anyway, it is not sure if she was the firsttotblel born or the first to survive to the
critical neonatal age.

L petrus Zittaviensis, [Otto, abbagf;hronicon Aulae Regide,2.

?2vi, 12, 14.

28 Kunhuta stayed in Vienna and Otakar went to Prague to arrange the rite of the coronatlory (N4 $f1 | S
RS2Aye T SYN | 2NeH@o8). 6S41SP® 03X MHpPAN

** petrus Zittaviensjs[Otto, abbag dChronicon Aulae Regizee : Gumegundautem dum ad partes venit
Bohemie, Letantur cives, gaudet cum paupere dives, Juxta suas metas exultat quelibet etdardavetha
perierunt gaudia spreta, hec cum Cunegunda redeunt consorte secunda.

Pt yy Lt Sa . 2nKeSTYWA TS [MAnidecLIR7R &N FBE, &qit& bye Wi o/ G A O $Praha: | £ | O é
Yyt 1t RSY adzaSI 8Wm)i2979a i N 2Sa1 SK2

#1088 4¢KD20dexFiSNEQ &
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Czech kng she hado face the end of thédream of a great Czech realthe sudden lack of a

ruler and the blow of the anarchy in Bohemia. After his victory in the Marchfeld, Rudolf
continued an offensive in direction of Moravia and Bohemia. He took the control on the first

and granted the secorid Vaclav Il the legitimate heir and his son in AwAnyway,

Véaclav wastoo young(7 years old) to ruleDue to the minority of her son, Kunhuta had to

become the regent for him. She shows to be a relevant political ldetosicquisition of the
dowagerqueen statusccus within the context of a critical conjecturafter P. Otakar 1D s

deaththe Czech nobility erupted in revolTheyt ook advantage of V§8cl a\
his impossibility to ascend to the Bohemian throne. First the monastétgtéKorunawas

razed to the ground, subsequent BydBOespioc & ec
Apparently, Queen Kunhuta requirsdpportfrom Otto V of Brandenburgwho arrived in

Bohemia with his troops under her requéstet, she probably entered in contrast with

him® and refered tddenryk IV of Wraclaw called thérobus® The struggle between the

two rival aspirants to the grdianship of Vaclav 1l concluded whédtto was declaredhe

winner3!

Kunhuta signed a compromigeth Rudolf in order to gain his protection over her children

and normalize the political situation in Bohemia. According to some docunkanibpta

with her children met the King of the Romanghe monastery of Sedlec with the pretext to

require the bdy of his husban® The compromise with Rudokivas signedbefore the

2 Jutta (QudithE  wdzR2f FOQRIF RIGAKOGSARYS =+t Of ¥ LLQ&a &aLk2daSo ¢
conformity to the peace treaty signed by Otakar Il with Rudolf off 2&vember 1276, in which the Czech

king was invested with the Kingdom of Bohemia and the Margrave of Moravia. Anyway, the compromise was

not followed by Otakar that finally met his fatal defeat at the battle ofrikiut in 1278.

%8 ApparentlyOtto V of Bandend dzNHB X h i | { | N & onyvéasJioRivaked asi®ot ofl \Ndlaklidy &

King POtakarll himself during his last expedition agair®tidolf of Habsbuy: This information is based on a

F2NY R20dzYSyid o{ SLIWi® wmHT Yy Kister,zantainvedzyl telFoimulary2of Petfus deNKA EZ  h i
Hallis (RBM Il n. 1144, 491In.the letter we readd ipsum decedere contigeret, vobis et filio vestro karissimo,

domino O. inclito marchioni Brandeurg, nos et pueros nostros ac terras suas et suam anpuaiditer

NB O 2 Y YlAeltek ByXKunhutao Otto, included in the sameofmulary, repeats the above information

(RBM Il n. 1145, 492).

# Kunhuta complains about the crimes accomplished by Otto, who brought under his power the castle and

the city of Praga without her approval and that of the nobles. He violated the treaty of peace signed with

Rudolf of Habsburg and took the treasury of the Bohemian kingdom (RBM Il n. 1200, 520).

% Marie Blahova éBohmen in der Politik Rudolfs von Habstiigg Rudgff vonHabsburg, 1273291Y SAy S

YI YATEAKSNNEOKEF Fi 1 6 A zeditedSby EgbriNBoshdFianzRejher ErieRé ¥ N fyYRISK | dzZ
1993, 5978; Josefe, SYf, /1S G N L2 at SRyYNOKS at1rgS yaelatt i ol04d a uast S6y 2 a i
cemidzNE 2F (GKS tnSyeéeatARY /1 SOkrrakaPhnordmal1ggR156180A S & Ay (|
%' Bohemia had two potential regents. Both were claiming their rights to take the temporary control over the

Czech lands. Finally, Otto reached the easflPrague. He apparently was helped by the city, which opened

its doors without previous consultation with Czech nobility and the queen hefBelfgm registra censuum

Bohemica compilata aeta bellum husiticum praecedente S & S  dzNDH t mio &6 SIAGRROKGHE 1| Y
K dza A ( édited byNosef Emler (Praha bt { £ F RSY YNI f @ 6S5)ag9S alLlRf Séy2aiAiA yI
YFGSnAYLE #+KONDG IRGOPYE tHad Of 6 Szech énd Paliskiigd a9 ©NI K'Y +& OSKN
2007), 47 Thereference to the request of the body of the death husband is containdRBN Il n. 1146, 492

493.
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bishop Hénrich of Isny onOctober 1278° It was appointed @ommission made of five

members, which includethe bishop Bruno of Olomouc and Mehart ofdli As stated in

the agreementOt t o was confirmed as V8cl avds tut o
(capitaneus regni Bohemiaet tutol) for five years® Henryk IV of Wraclaw was
temporarily granted of the administration ¢
income at her residence of &@ and assured for his son the throne after the minority age.

In 1279 Kunhuta fled to the castle liradec nad MoraviciAs dowager, she had at her

disposal estates and could count on a fixed incdfnethermore, the quedrad her own

court which progressively expandadcluding new members and people of the Moravian

nobility, suchazZ 8§ vi g of (R&0, vihe ecamehemhusband beem 12831285.

Kunhuta also gavehim a son (Jan Their relationship was condemned hfe
contemporanaus It gave risdo afictional story thanegativelyinfluencedthe image of the

gueenuntil modern times (see below).

In1281Mi kuyl 83 akar s bastard sonrclamedhidriglgiot i mat e
govern in Moravia. As a result Kunhuta movaday from her residence idradec nad

Moravici. In 1283 her son Vé&clav Il ascended te throne. In the same year theegn

settled withZ § vi g of aFtad rayal cayrt in Prague. She died §hSeptember

1285 and was buried in the rogahve in the monastery of $t.n e JAgres)in Prague.

Ib.Scandal and Rumours at the PSemyslid Court

Al n h hséncias miles quidam Zawissius o mi n e [ é] Kunegundem,
Boemie, domini Ottokari sive Przemisl relictam, illicito amore adamawvit et ex ea filium

*RBM Ilnos. 1153, 1154495-496.

* The years 1279281 were quite critical in Bohemian lands apparently partly because of the bad
administration of OttoV of Brandenburgln 1279 themargrave appointed on his behalf tihéshop Gerard as
adminigrator of the Czech territory. Gerarentered in contrast witit 2 6 A+ O T . SOK ®ishG o
of the chapter of StVitus.Generally speaking, the actionstbe Brandenburg created a general discontent.
Before a new agreementas signed with the argrave, it is possible to assume that existed several paliti
factions:D S NI NRQa | pewpleyfe grauNbii A @ xinkutad  OA NDt S 2 Faafdthé f 2 6 SNE )
entourage ofRudolf I. Apparently, the situatiowas solved again through the mediation of Rudolf in 1280.

Otto signed an agreement with the Czech nobles and the bishop of Prague in128B0 See Dana

502 njt MAZ GIET YA O 2nA @ (NS OKH# OKI @draniborsk@Svztang a§ 233 G2t SGNE
[Brandenburgs in Bohemia antthe captivity of Vaclav Il. CzeBhandenburg relationships in the 173

century]inY2 NHzy y N 1 SYS @ RS2AytI OK 6S&1SK&ylAli®ion B2&S alLl2 @S
2S2NOK 20eMxdi S& G XBS\GPBIRD 08 [VEWIIF Y. Z/aARPEG e RAIDE |

International, 2005), 139; Jan Liber] y A1 T SYa]1 SK2 &2 dzRdz [Thexdeusldp@iéntoti (i njSR2 @S
provincial courts and the administratiaof the medieval Moravia] (Brno: Masarykova univerzita, 20238

242. As for the restoration of the peace in Bohemia (1280) throught the action of the King of Germany,

Rudolf of Habsburg see RBh. 1215, 526. Theompromissunbetween Kunhuta and Otto V of Brandenburg

and the renovation of the peace signed in 1280 before the bishop of Piagué i induded in the edition

of the present study (Ed. Appendix n. 1).

* This title was assigned tom by his father in 1269.

w
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Johannem, qui postea factus est crucifer, genuit in grave scandalum omnibus honestis
femi nabus s ¢lohischiosemcernzditamse bd e man cal keédi E§Vicg
loved Kunhuta, the @een of Bohemia, the widow ofikg Otakaro r P Semysl , and
herbegot a son named Johannes, who la¢eaime a knight of the Crosshich was a

great scandal among all the honourable women and l&8ies).

In comparison to other Bohemian royal female figures, Queen Kunhuta occupies a valuable
space in chronicles. Ygher image is portrayed in a negativghli and associated with

scandal as shownybthe excerptquot ed from the work written
Krabice of Weitmile, a chronicler of Prague cathedral. Most likely, the way in which she

has been discredited in the words of the reporters of the time had been influenced by her
assumedelaionwithZz8 vi g of ,Fad keedyteff nhaving betrayed
the Czech Kind® Se my s | . I@ somé& sourced itlis said that from their union Jan was

born and that he was especially favored by Kunhuta at the expenses of her legitiniate son

As aresult,the queenis blamedin Bohemian chroniclesShe is accused of abandoning her

son, young Vaclav I(Wenceslaus )| the future heir to the Czech threnin a state of

captivity in the castle ofB e z dddring the guardianship oMargrave OttoV of
Brandaburg® She is also accused of infidelity to her death husband (see below).

LAYWR]F . Sy SO Y NICiohica$cclésiae PBaljahaisiBEnSssiirKrabice de WéitiikRBYV,

SRAGSR o0& W2aST 9YEtSNI 6bt 1tFRSY bFRtYN CNIYGAOLF t k€t
1 62dzi W2KI yySa &dBé Cruifensruni Ghdso Mdllitan L ¥ A HZRAY WSOl S &adyl
CHt1SyoOiGSayl I [l Mdine Erdtifetorum Chfistadmiiligamlgout the destiny of Jan, son of

aeyl TwICHXQ &g Guéed Rufituta S&1 & 6+ a2 99X2D00)KLIBATH.2 NA O é

Ly &a2YS &42dNDSa Ad A& &FAR GKFG FFGSNI GKS RSIFGK 2F
court chamberlain Gregorius de Drazic$ K 2rif S K N1 , ¥ S K 25iN\a YAWe(became/aclavl L Q &

preceptor and irorder to take away him from his influencéaclawvas brought in the castle of ST 3%l

GYNRBY ALl CNJI y (iChioricbn FtantdscDBrags&i2 $RA G SR 0 @Pramwl Natlacezl OK 2 @t
Patriae,l A & (2 NA O] & S@iR 235 SN ESRISSY, 15:Wencezslaus vero, filius regis, predicto

domino Gregorio de Draziczc fuit commendatus; tandem marchio, puerum de manibus ipsius accipiens, ipsum

in castro Bezdiez pro tempore collocavitcording to one of Xa Y I & Q O 2 g€ Kyhdata (wRhNe

royal family was moved there. The queen was allowed to leagl BeSdral timeson 24 April 1279 visited

the churchof StDS2NHBS Ay CNBAAGFRGT Ay (KS aSO02yR GNARL) aKS ¢
FFGSNBIF NRa (2 K SheRtaygd\ree dadyd. Thpl fourtls jugnbyBras towatds Clarisse
monastery of Stt Yy SQY t N} 3dzS® { KS RAR y2id NBBidzNIrhisiindaginarg 1
escape of Kunhuta gave birth to the image of an heartless mother that abandaresbh to save her own
f A TABrblesddéd rebus gestis post mortem Przem. Ottakari regis = Vypravovani o zlych létech po smrti kréle

t njS Y @idARAIZedited byWw2 & ST 9 Y SNJ 0 bt | fRalBRckéYio: Pragiel 189d), TMdpiy G A O |
itaque domina regina per intervalla temporum petere licentias a purcravio Hermanno, qui praeerat eidem
castro in Bezdyez, quatenus posset visitare civitatem Vristad, in qua est ecclesia sita in honore sancti Georgii
martyris, causa orationis. Occarat enim ipso die festum beati Georgii. Idem purcravius Hermannus
consentiens petitionibus dominae reginae, dedit liberam facultatem veniendi quocunque placeret ei, tamen
sub ea conditione, relictis pueris in castro, et quod percatis negotiis suis aak pegertatur.Et ita iuxta

formam praemissam factum est; venit et revenit. Iterum post aliquot dies petivit licentiam visitandi griseos
monachos in Hradist, obtentaque venit, et ipso die in eadem civitate comedit, monasterio sibi victualia
procurante. Tdia vice accepta licentia venit in Mielnik civitatem, quae specialis eius erat, et ibi mansit tribus
diebus in expensis burgensium, et rediit in Bezdyez. Adiecit adhuc petere licentiam veniendi in Pragam ad
sororem Agnetem, et ea obtenta venit, et ibi dbus suis dispositis finxit se velle venire in Moraviam ad

ST Ly
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Occasionally fiction interferes also with fantasty.the Chroniconaulae regiaekunhutais

seduced by the magwower of Z8vVvi g, newdmancer as shibwrpim thet e d a
following passagefiBut because theemale mind changes easily, theegn, as they say,
seduced by him with some deceptions of t he
Z&8vig [é] gave bi r theatingher withttheusd obtivemeciomandfde r s o u |
This negative image was very stable in the course of time and probably influenced also
modern historians such &8e d Si ¢ hThé/keholdridoes hudge the personality of the

gueen but questiortee attribution of br lettes to Otakar. According to his opiniohney are

fictional and might have beecomposedio remeg her reputatio® Fr anti gek Pal a
describes theuwgen as an ambitious woman and a bad cousellor of her husband. It would be

partly because of her th@takar met his fatal destiny in the battle of Diirnkrut in 1278.

This emphasys on Kunhut alliesexplarechaspufiahever iadd
advi cedeekwtoiestablisha | i nk bet weennd ademgdy eir minle
Unlike otherkingps advi sorsu¢bde asgoeoensélIgor- i s tr
specifi® manner. o

The most recent scholéwip allows to contradict some beliefs of the padthought

perceived as prisoner by his contemporanddi&clav Il was most likely not kept in

exequias mariti sui regis Otakari. Et arrepto itinere, cum deberet venire in Moraviam, divertit gressus suos in
Opaviam, et sic astute et sapienter angustias et molestias, quas patiebatur exIpadnicorum, evasit

% SeePetrus Zittaviensiso h GG 23 606l 463 &/ KISEgdrqlidé fatilidzfutatéd menS I A | S5 ¢
YdzZf ASNRAAY wS3IAYF S dzii | Adzy X ljdzA 6dza RI'Y | NIizawssiosl 3A OS | «
®X 8  NBnaum yh &moreyh suum, quibusdam nigromancie conatibus ipsam circumveniens, pravbiavit

relevant to notice that theChronicon Aulae Regiags written in honor of Véclav Il, who was the founder of

the monastery of Zbraslav. This would maybe in partftekpA y G KS OKNRBY A Of SNR& SYLKI 2
LI26SNI 2F %t A0 dzaSR & 'y SELISRASY( ThHedmagan®Kirdudal Y dzy K dz
RS OS A @S Ris adcdmmian tépic Of the chronicles of the tima.the Chronicon Francisci Pragensis

read: Mater vero eius per quemdam baronem, nomine Zavissium, decepta, stando in Moravia filium ex eo
generavit. Hic, lohannes nomine, seculum renuncians in ordine Cruciferorum Christo yr{iifagrity N2 y' A { |

CNI} yEiNIODE] SK2Z¢ SRANGISR o0& % OK2@l 3 mT

O SRNAOK BROHRE N} f20yeée uKdiiRao  NMHE A2 T SR Ry 2¥Ddey K dzii |
(Praha: Akropolis, reprint 1997), 41.

TCNI y A OSB|S aalyiel GUeNR Rdz 6 5S4 1 S K2R NP2 XD kvt Ko  [Histidy Bi22 NNBA Sz LM
the Czech nation in Bohemia and Moravid&tbm 1253 to 1403)Y @ a y A 6 |:Prague, 1|9$@Y78Jf

*2 Theresa EarenfighQueenship and Power. Queenship in Medieval Eufidp& York Palgrave Macmillan

2013),23. It is interesting to noticghat between the thirteenth- fifteenth centuries a type of narrative of

accused queen spread in Europ¢ancy B. Blackas identified a common structure in these texts: the

heroine is falsely accused, she falls from her position of high status, she reip\ahe is defamed a second

GAYS YR FAylLffe akKks NBEO2@SNB aidlidza YR LRairdAizy |
' Y2NIf fSaazyodé ¢K2dzZaK KIFINRf& OFly 6S ¥F2dzyR I RANBO
reigningque¢ & G UGKS FTAOGA2Y It RSLIAOGAZ2YA 2F LRogSNFdA (Ay3Ia
O2YYSyYy (il NE IyR (KS 02 & tiaxndze.Blhd@iédieRar Nadativosiof Accuge® Sueensb ¢ 0/ T d
[Gainesville: University Press of Florid@03, 2 and 10).

“ Probably, the bad administration undertaken by Otto in Bohemian lands, his imadgpoédator rather

than adiutorinfluenced also the contemporanousauation of Vaclav guardianship. The description of the
ChronicorAulae Regiaef the suffering ofyoung Vaclav Il borne after the death of hishiat (Kng P. Otakar

1o dzy RSNJ G4KS 3Jdzr NRAFYaKALI 2F al NAN}Y @S hiaid2 a 2F . NI\
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captivity by his tutor B e z i not look likea prison but of a luxury mansion build by
Otakar Il himself** In this castle Vaclav was under the care of his nBrsei , § ktaff that
satisfied his daily needs and a circle oiepts®® Da na D v oMaB has provEdalso

that $andau, where the future Czedndgwas brought fronB e z dwag most likelythe
headquarter of the Branaleurg family and there he was assisted by his aunt Beatrix
B o g é°Basides the scholar assuntast for Christmas tim¢1279)also Kunhuta and
some representativesf o Ot t o 0 were fpeesenmt liny the castl€onsquently, the
depiction of the geenas an heartless mother that abandoned her child in a state of captivity
should be questioned

In addition, charers and letters prove that immediately after the deatheofCzech g

P S e mQtakarll, the widow Kunhuta took relevant decisiotts normalize tk political
situation in the Czeclands ando guarante¢he succession to the throne for her son, the
sevenyear old Vaclav Il. An agreement signed probably in October 1278 throught the
mediation of Rudolf of Habsburg, nominatédto V of Brandenburg asapitaneus regni
Bohemiae et tutorchaptain of Bohemiand tutor of the future Czechirlg in the years
12781283 Furthermore, it is worthy to notice that Kunhuta kept a good relationship with

captor. The chronicler repts that after being nominateddministrator of Binemia by Rudolf, Otto brought

the future heir to the Czech&y S G2 G(KS Ol aidt ®X@F Ay ST B8l RSDE LIO| & & M

quibusdam sibi de terra capellanis adiuctis et famulis moraturum pro tempore colloosftérwards, he
moved with him toSaxony where Vacldv, who was only seven years old, was underfed and dressed in

miserable rags (caX):v dz2 Y2 R2 Ay {lE2y ALY &SLISYyyAad LIzSNI RdzOA i dzNJ

Sepe caret victu, quod erat miserabile djodlum surgit mane, caret esuriens puto pane; Contritis pannis ibi

mansit pluribus annisPetrus Zittaviensigoh G (i 2 = Chrondn @l Regiaet -16ap+ Yy 5 32 njt 61 2 Ot

Malanotices that no othesource mentions the mistreatment of the child. Furthemr, the reference to the
stay of Vaclav out of the Czech bordessare and udetailed. Only,. Sy SO aAy2NA Gl O6NAy3Ia
on this subjectbut he omits to portrayVaclav psywlogicd and physical conditionThe reporterprovides
details aboutthe dates and placeselated to the stay of the futureikg n the Margraviate of Brandenburd.

issaidhaton 17'b 2 SYO SNI MHT d KS 41 & 0 NESoriAKstopphdiR AttawondHe R ST (i 2
way. Then, in December, after a brief stayBerlin, he reached Spdau. Despite the inaccuracy about the

dates¢ | Of + @ gl & GF 1Sy | 6 & ugaN® Weginn®d dk Septenbended the By R 2 F
documented stay of Otto V of Brandeurg in Bohena dates back to 25th August; the royainily arrived at

the catle of. ST R® " September and not ! April), relevant informationhas been offered by this

chronicle that raises questions on the issi of the captivity of Vaclav Il (se& I y I 5 @M, 6 | 2 Ot

. NFyAO2nA @ 12GBiOKS O Kiabisbrdkd @REhie 13 stolgti . NI Y RS YiendgNB & Ay
and captivity of VAclav Il. CzeBrandenburg relationes in3 centurylin Y 2 Ndzy y N T SYS @ RS2Ayt
aGtNMdaLRE S6YS | NRBITRNfgSR2 264352 NOMIA & @SRIADERS own vl

Y2YOPBAGEYtS [Syll . 20 % ht@érhational, 2003y, 13132R135138.0 SYY | f 6 A
Me2YH O LdNRBNNB Gy Sy oeé |[flataeREndclopesia df £fpeh ddsiiRraRai
Libri, 2000), 5&1.

BLKENDY (2000F | 0 LLOYS4ENYNSBEES eRE2AIPE 41 Y N31Q FRHzy & 6541

“In the past it was believed that Beatrix died already in 1X#), it has beenound that she is mentioned in

documens of 1280 and 1282 and she probably deceased286 or 129Qsee5 | y I 5 @2Mglh,6 | 2 Ot

{

)

4. NFyyAo2nA @ 2SOKt Owradibordké \&2t8hy e 13. t@EE O o TLd oh y2 SER R 02 y i |

issue oVaclaQ inprisonment, see alsb K I NI2% (21@QfN3 @ L6LSYa, b4 | LJ2f al é

22



Véclav also after his ascendance to the throm&283, the geen moved tthe royalcourt

in Prague where marriegivi ¢ of FHI kengtej n

queenads mo raa ¢jood anbther areuquestoned by contempoeans probably
because they condemned. hé&us tra lkuthatdia sidoit ph a wi t
accused ofnfidelity to her husband before he di€dYet, it has been proved thZt§ v i ¢

most likdy did not belong to the circlef Otakab sourt Apparently, the referencem

personal meetings with thenky before 1276 is rare and undetailed. In a chartek2G#

Z § vsimply figures among the witnessésZabi ssi us, cast &Mhisanus i r
consideration leads to reimg the speculation about theegg endés af fair with
1278 Most lkely he got in touch with thewpen only when she moved to Opava after

Ot akar 6s deat h. aArceypndc dl Zzawt iKiverdvimandbgécme

part of hercurie familia.>®

The figure ofZ8vi g of isquitekoenplex indigtonography. For a long tima

common opinionprevailed that depictedhim as a traitor of the Czeching. In 1276,

P Snysl Otakar Il struggles with Riolf of Habsburg seeking to defend the territories
conquered’ At the same time he had face the revolt of noble families that benefited of

the critical situation to rise against the politicscehtralization adopted byé kng. Otakar

had realized thathe foundation of new twons guaranteed the increment of the financial
sources of the kingdori.Besides, the free cities alstenmedthe expansion dhe power

of the nobles and the creation of large mansions in their hdigsnoble dissent from

passive beconsactivewith the coning into playof Rudolfof Habsburg®® The Vitkovci, to
whichZ8vi g of bElenbek pantigigated to the riot in 127&his strengtheed a

distrust towards therthat progressively was gaining space in the common opinion of the

time. Their relationship with German nobilities and their estates beyond the Czech borders

led to perceive them as partisans of the imperial $dsomes our ces it i's said

“" Chronicles date their marriage between the years 12385.
Bw2asST ~dza G = a@vaagred ol AL oAtaSIKRGESI2YNABNBENPO. 9 Y2 K2 dzii = ™
**CDB V/31. 1639,402-403.

% In the Chronicon Aulae Regiae it is said thatskerted to attendY dzy K dzii  Qa O2dzNI Ay 2NRSN
estates See Petrus Zittaviensis, [Otto, abbadfhronicon Aulae Regidge, HX¥ & LISNI ol G SGSyAY
statum pristinum recugraturus, possessiones suas in regno sine difficultate resurheyet I Y dzy Kdzi I Qa OK
he figures as burgrave ¢fradec nad Moravidiom 11 Februand281: Zauissius noster purcravius de Gredz

(see below).

*! After the death of Richard of Cornwall (127@h 29 September 1273 in Frankfurt, the princes electors, not
taking in consideration the candidature of the Bohemian king, nominated the new German King Rudolf of
Habsburg. Very soon Otakar was required to give back the imperial possessions that amgedeb the
Babenberg family. On May 1275 he was banned because he was not present to the Diet of Augsburg and
formally deprived of his Moravian and Bohemian fiefs. On 26 November 1276 after a peace pursued in
Vienna, the Czech king is forced to renoutmdustria, Styria, Carinthia, Carniola and Eger. Rudolf stipulated
Ffaz2 OKFG Wdzidlh s KSNI RFAAKGSNI gl a G2 YFENNE x4 Ot @ LLZ
%2 Otakar favored the foundation of new cities and also donated many privileges to those that already
existed. Apart from some cities that were completely newch a2 Sa 1 S . dANvSRIK Giimbusg)or

t 2 f Atbelotherswere createdmostlyon the baseof old agglomerations.

BYFGSnAYl #IKONDG G1210Y (6064 6Saleée | L2faye
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led the revolt.This speculation wasdopted by some modern Czech historians, such as
PalackyandG u s>t There is no way to prove that§ vwiasjthe leader of the rebels. On the

other hand, th&/itkovci were among those punished by Otakar by confiscations and exile.

After 1278 the banished noblésed to recover theigoods and ablish their power in

Bohemia.

Z8vi g was ©perceived as a di sRohent ArdohimHe o f t h
contrased the ideal of the sovereign of thex pacificusand in 1290 under Vaclav Il reign

will be caputured, condemened and exectitebefinitely his bad reputatioand actions

affected negatively the image @ueenKunhuta inthe public opinion of the time as

embl ematically shown by the words of the a
corrupted the pure Kunhuta and stained the matrimonial bed of the death King of
Bohemifans. o

lc.The Queainds C

The first reference to a Bohemian noldeurt hasa tenth century legendary fashiorhe
hagiography depictthe Holy DuchessLudmila with a retinue of servants caring for her
comfort and need¥ L u d mi | a 6 s Drahemira her daughter in i® and mother of
Vaclav the Sainf® acts as regent for her son, whaiigable to rule due to hige® She is

Yodzadl s 4wt GAO 1 CLf1SyOisSaylsé Hpod

w206 SNI !y i 20N isgitia@™hS (LSS S0 2 T ¥ 2 RpoSasdes\ oA GUluzal Exctizing® in

Central Etope, edited byx S NB y A | KPraBat Hukdflean Social Fun@pavaSilesian University, 2014

307. On the issues related tat GAO GNA I £ & NP OWEY a[SA a2 NBA OSY || LINRBYSye
letech 128 H pn @ t I Y+ §OS aniNB2YS$ mapmine RU- KRB A ] $ NKNRBY  §FR /
Royal Governance between 1289902 S& 1 é 6 | & 2 108 fPrafA a (A2ANT2ONReO0@5): g a il & | =
40.

®t SGNHzA %AGOI OA S Chon@on Auak RégHEE  HEaBYiSchids BniLindal sic prostituit
Chunigundam, Defunctique thorum maculat regis Bohemottishould be noticed that after the criticism of

Ydzy Kdzli I Q& 0SKI @A2NE (KS olthizieéoBchNdtich Betwiedh $he D anl nicthért S NB F S
Véclas identifies with thaustusand piusking, who punishes and forgives (deetrus ZittaviensigiChronicon

Aulae Regig®€ HOU O

YWE NR AT I O dddrRgding Ehistignigita et passio Sancti Wenceslai et Sancte Ludmile ave eius

0t N} KIY =+ @& @6 ®ex &ucunetgsanivessique vernaculi utriusque seXi$. The same passage

in the English translation bylarvin Kantor The Q@igins of Christianity in Bohemia: Sources anth@entary

(Evanston Northwestern University Pres§9900 = MT TY &1 SNJ ShéridonmeBticsCobts iMdee | YR |
FYR FSYItS OX8 dé

It is worthy to note that the legitination of the rulingt njS Yd@dgnkasty in early Medieval Bohemia is

connected toLudmila sainthood, the holy Duchess, who is rightly called patroness of the Bohemians in the

homily Factum estseeMartinl 2 YT ' = aLYF 32 {+FyQOG+FS [dzRYAEIFS Ay GKS |
Analysi& ©uaestiones Medii AevidMae14 (2009)55-82; Marie Bldhova& Thé function of the saints in early

Bohemian historical writing ¢ Th& Makingof Christian Myths in the Periphery of Lathri€tendom (c. 1000

1300) edited bylLars Boje Mortense(CopenhagenUniversity of Copenhagen, 200®83119.

*8 Similarly to his granehother, DukeVaclavis described in hagiography withierarchical circlesf servants,

militaries andcounsellors Dulces amici vosque o familiars clien{bliy dear friends and you, my courtiers
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surrounded by Avillainous ®these ws exaroptesshowand f
thatsince the early timduchesses andugen$ r at the rmedieval Bohemiatourt went

beyond those of wives and motherkis connection between women and powdr i@ ¢ h 8 ¢ h

is not restricted to a limited period of time. Narrative and documentary material, which
outlines a link between women amalitic sphere can be found persesttly along the
centuriesintheL et opi s Vi n c @entrude(d. caP 158) gvite lofd/tadislav 1l is

unchaged of the defense dPrague during the absence of harsband’ Konstancie

Uherska Constance of Hungaryca.1181- 1240), mother of StA n e Jtkeafounder of a
Franciscan house for women in Prague) and secondoiviéng P S e mQtakdr |,is co

donator with her husbandnd peti ti oner of®% KuehutaGa s crkt§6 s
Cunegundeof Hohenstaufer{ca. 1200- 1248), wife ofVaclav| and mother o Se my s |
Otakar 1, is founder andpatroness of &Listercian monastery of nuns ($4arientha) in

Saxon Upper Lusatias referred by the pope Gregory IX in a letter dated $235e also

signs documents in which goods or privileges aratg like those donated to the brothers

of the hospital of St. Francigearing a cross with a st

KunhutaUherskaperfectly matches with the group of womaescribed so fany exercising

a political, cultural and socigbower that later will beexploited in Bohemia by others

queens such a8 | i B & ja [(1R88- 1335)° E | i g k a P SHisalet lofdBoheraia

® X 8 0 Kanto® Fhe @igins of Christianity in Bohemia: Sources amdn@entary 175;[ dzZRON]1 2 dal1é SRd¢
Legenda ChristianB4. Thids the first reference to theé nj S Yoéhdusehold, which will take the form of a

standard structured medieval court only two century later@§ S| NX¥ & 2dzif AYySR Ay {G(KS [
(1140) Assuredlyjts development and establishmentas fostered bythe acquisition of the royal crown by

Duke Vratislav Il in 1085 and also by theoption of the ceremonial customs, which were probably a mix of

foreign importation (fromthe imperial cout) and autochthonoussocial model For the emergence of the

t nj S Yd&auseholdin thethe eleventh and twelfth centuriesee5 | Y I 5 @ 2anjtt & 122 GV, /ydzNaSIE Sy 1 |
RdzOA & OdzNAI NBIAAY LI y JGhyarxdis, &uridregis Nsbvereigoud tluring ghe t njSy e af
NEAIY 2F (KS HHOSNRAT &8 RGa6lt RIF Kh nmm

P5dz0ly ,¢g8O0GNE tWSHREELD 00RO 85 [CRES FRPSEMYSY Ap/ddithe T (KS t
entrance of the Czechs in the history, 5385 (PrahsY [ AR2 @S )y3BMdMy & MpdT

% The reference to the counsellors is foundFiile cresceetCristiana that to the magnates in theegenda

Christianj seeKantor,The Qigins of Christianity in Bohemia: Sources anth@entary 157, 176.

g SG2LIAAa +AYyOSYyOA !l =kéhpk Andafey Rohdmorgn® \Antedtli Pragedbid: KIRBYY,

edited by Josef Emlet (NI KI Y yt {fF RSY adzSl) MNDuk RBague WIpbislau$a | SK2 =
firmata predicta civitate fratrem quoque suum Thebaldum in ea cum domna Gertrude, uxore sua, cui maxime

in hoc articulo confidebat, cum quibusdam militibus valde bellicosis pro tuenda civitate et principali throno

W X 8 Je dimisit.

®2CDB 111/22 nos. 60, 86, 238, 245, 320, 324, 332; 52, 75, 188.

SeeEpistolae: Medieval Women's Lettédatsp://epistolae.ccnmtl.columbia.edu/woman/85.html

®*CDB IlI/1 n. 117, 143.

*CDB IV nl42,239-240.

w20 SNI ! yi2y Ny s 4! f 0o SiiNA yw e 6t 3aDSBlikabarrB RS | B BFR] & KS
struggle for the Czech throne in the years 160808 ¢ / KM} ¥ { @F 1SK2 5dz0KF | (NI f20
Hradci Kralové 13@2008.1 A 4 (2 NX Ot iGN RAOS @ RS2Ayt OK YSaidl® hR O

YSTAYI NERYN OSRSO1S 12YFSNBYyOS 12y v editeddyWR iiflOK (i $pib v
(Usti nad Orlici: Oftis, 2009),-67M T / KII NX¥ Sa 9® . NBSSNE a4/ Fylddza wS3IAyYySY
1 £ 06 Sl @s&hedRlanus:éPapkry read at the 7th Meeting [I.M.S. Study Group on Chant] Sopron,
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(1292- 1330,°° AnnaLuxembursk4of the House of Luxemburg), Anré Bohemia(1366
-1399%"orJ ohana z,J6aong o d ¢ rhicd. B4BO 1475.%®

Kunhuta has a court which is active immediatafter her coronatianThe first document

that attests its existence dated5oJuly, 1262° the queen confers under the request of her
husband the right of patronageq patronatuy of the church irB u d, evlich was attributed

to her, to the chapter &y g e hrheditigra is written and composed by teeriba/dictator

P S2 s nwhdweas formerly notary & Se my s | abd aatkah timsdhdlasticusand
canonicusof V' y g e kchurahd It is signed and sealed in Prague and given by the hand of

the notarymagisterWernher atum per manus magistri Vernheri notariwho performs

the authorizing chancery offidiaA female presencés included among the witness@s:

Anna (Anna deGalacia, de Machow etde Rogna Kunhut ads mot her, i s
position in the list probably because of the consanguinity connections. Perhaps, she came to
Prague to visit her daughter and her presence at the Czech court is confirmed aéso in lat
document s. After Anna, Andr eas, summus i S t h
cammerariu} follows. The list continues with two other household offices, gimeerna

(butler) Domazlas and thedapifer (steward)Hirzo. The testesgroup is completed by

larosius the burgrave of Praguéihechthe chief judge igdex summys Sdizlausthe
marsalcus(marshal) and other unnamed peoe glii quam plures Another charter by

Kunhuta testifies a donation of a hill withineyardsn e a r Btb thé Tistercian
monastery inG N §'rlt is dated to July 25 1265, issued in Pisek and sealed at the presence

of two chamberlainsMistidruh and Gregorius’® the miles Gerardus filius Bosconis
Cunradusformely subcamerariugvice-chamberlain) of the queen.

Aninstrumentum a queends document \bradyhon Maapd,l forec
1269 restores the hereditary property fno h o Ste h fernaée monasterCélla Beatae

Hungary, 1995 edited by[ + a1 t 5 526ail & 6. dzRIILJSady 1 dzyaFNARFY | OF
Musicology, 1998), 12337.

® 208yl YRLAOTIR Ot BiSYE &t 2 Jy-13300P N0 By It n&Ta Bk 2@y dy /1 SC
Moon® OtNIKFEY *+2OSKNIRZI HAnoL®

®" Alfred Thomas Anne's Bohemia: Czech Literature and Socit®{,01420 (Minneapolis University of

Minnesota Press]998).

®wz K y a® Quéehshif i Yak Médieval Bohemhia Wamén and Power in East Central Europe:

Medieval and Mderrs  SRA G SR 0 @& NahcWNBRayhgids Algele3:fChakles Schlack993), 10%

116.

®*CDB V/1 n. 34412-513.

LG p2dd R 0S8 AYGSNBalGAy3d G2 LdzNBEIZS F NBaASENDK o6& YIF 1A
letters witnesses lists andheck to which extent women participate to the issue of documents and by this

way they legitimize their position in society. According to the research madéiday Wolverton two

documents (ca. 11488) issued by Duke Vladislav Il report the same list ofesawhich is made exclusively

by men and adopted without changes for a dozen of yehisa(WolvertonHastening dward Pragie: Power

and Society in the Medieval Czeelmds[Philadelphia University of Pennsylvania Press, 20@EH4).

"' CDB V/1 n. 451, 66857.

?He is attested as chamberlain also among the witnesses of a document by Rulco de Pyberstain about his

offer of serviceand promise of fidelity to ikg P.Otakar Il (7 Febr. 1278eeACRBnN. 20, 3233.
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Mariae) in Brno.® It confirms the will of Kunhua 6 s p r e comfitneata® per rostrés
predecessorgs Some of the names of the witnesses have been already encountered in
previous mentioned charters: tt@merarius nosteMystidruh thepincernaDomazaus, the
subcamerariugsregorius There are also new attestors: tlagifer Chazlas, themarsalcus
Wiastiborius Bohuta submarsalcusBenesiuszudarius’ the subpincerna lohanneghe
subdapifer Ottaand in the first position are listed two domenican frifnater Zacharias

who is the confessorof the queen andfrater Prativa. The dictator is the magister
Godefridugs who is protonotary of Kunhua 6 s ¢ h an c er ying adgichgnuso i n o f
the church inP Si b y s Tha document is included in an abbreviated version in the
collecion of master Bohuslav preserved in the manuscript sign. 526 held by the
Osterrethische Nationalbibliothek

The name of thewgen may be also used to claim apparently false grants of privileges. As
stated in a charter (22 Jan. 1267) Kunhuta intervened in a controversy about the right of the
patronage over the church owa Cerekwiaand confirmed the attribution of the privilege

to the Cistercian monastery in Oslavargllis Sancte Mari€Marienthal). This was already

set in antecedent documents by Kiwgclav I, the bishops of Olomou&obertusand

Bruna’® AccordingtoGe b § n e k  a nthe lefieucputdde pigus It has the style of

the queenbs chancery but it may be written
Prague. In addition, the charters by the king and the bishops are found to be false. Also
another qgqueendbés charter ebeanfadgee & grants theds4 Oct .
patronatusof the church iff e v naindcoé the female convents VféclaviceandGi v o ho g S
to the hospital of SErancis in Pragu€.Ge b § n e k  a mstdte tBattiikcbartd could

be fabricated because ttietator does nowrite the title of Kunhuta in a correct way.
Kunhutads court continues to be active aftei
preserved documents dating back to this period are issued in Prague. The oldest, which
dates to 9 Oct. 1278 confirmsinder the request dfermannus de Braunshothe privilege

of the jurisdiction in the town dvadovto the friars of the order of the hospital&tf John

Baptist of JerusalemHermannusis the praeceptorof the mentioned order in Bommea,

Dacia, Austria, Moravia and PoloyThisinstrumentumwhich is sealed at the presence of
various unnamed friars, is given by the hand ofrtfagister Petruswho is thepraepositus

of t he royal ¢ h amarum rmagisto Petripfepasie Wissedradefisis
cancellarii regni Boemige The dictator, who belongs to the chancery of the death king,

could be Henricus, his royal protonotary.

"*CDB V/2n. 581, 164166,

"I dzRF njz S abinl ildéx6rKaudariugsyidar[us czaudariup This lemma was progressively used in

the meaning ofudex provincialigLibor,x T y A1 1T SY&1 SK2 &a2dzRdz 424 LINY @I adnSR2
" See Ed. n. 75.

*CDB V/2 n. 486, 280.

" (DB V/2n. 643 267:268.

®CDB VI/h. 1Q 5556.
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Anotherlittera issued in Prague (11 Feb. 127@rants under the requesttdérmannus de
Braunshornthe immunity from seigneurial justic@ibertas) in the entire province of Opava

to the friars ofthe order of the hospital of St. John Baptist of Jerusahe@robniki. The

scribe, who is also the lettdictator, may be of theroyat hancer y worfofthey e hr ac
queends chancery.

Furtherinstrumentaat t est t he settle of Kunhid28hAss court
reported by t hes e ttle canges EamBobemordnuregmal duxissa

Austrie et Stirie et marchionissa Moravieregina Bohemiae et domina terrae Oppaviae

The aoption of the title of Lordesef Opava leads one to think that a certain degfee

power was exercised by thaagn in the Moravian province.

Two of the chartes coming from this regional territory are issuddramiec nad Moravic

where the geen established her circle of servants and courtiers. One dat&sAog@1279

and pertains the confirmation, under the request afithex Thylmanusof all the privileges

and goods granted by tKediteonstoiKram.® Id adaitohtoh us b an
these goods and privileges, the Queen of Bohemin &ordessof Opava gives to the

citizens of Krnov also theius iudicandiin the twons oBliszczyce C h o mKagtelecand

Ch a S &NobRs of MoraviasBilesian origin are listed among the witnesses: the lords
Prochmus de Boroweék Cuno de Cunstdf Egilota de Dodiclf® Herbordus de

Fullnstain® Wocco de Crawat? Benesius de€humlowand other unnamed people. The

second document issu@dthe same place on 1 ®ct. 1279 is dittera donacionisthrough

which the Queen bestows on the master and friateeobrder of the hospital of St. John

Baptist of Jerusalem tHas patronatusof the church irGlubczyce® The list of witnesses
mentionsHerbordus de Wilensteihand his sorHenningus Kuno burgravius in Gret?

the lordMiloto and the son of his broth&enessiusthe chamberlaifrotiwen® Sheborius

de Namish® Matheus de Shirnehgdt Conradus de PragaRudgerus iudex de Lubschitz
According to the editors Hef enhe Kdhmécibgkew §( Zb

" CDB VI/1n. 28 69-70.

®*CDB VI/B.1 n. 66, 112113.

® Borowek (German), Borovska (Czech).

Ydzyailit RG 0DSNXIFyOs YdzyOdatd 6/ 1 SOKO @
B5ASRAGT ODSNXEyOs 5SRAOS 0/1 SO0Ko®
¥cdzt t 4G Ay ODSNXNIyO0s Cdz OdSayt o/18S0KoT as$8$s &KS | LILIS)
DSNX¥IY WARGNYXS8EHELFf G§SNI AOKSY { i NRI{ SVerdagsungEStyicklong K YA & OK S
oYl ftyY . I KfldzZ HAMAVLE nNnnmMmo

®Crawaf ODSNXNIYyOE YNI SFnS 6/1 SOKO®

% CDB VI/1 n. 77, 12021,

¥ Wellestein Germay =+ | f Gzl S2y |l o

88 Gretz(German)Hradec nad Moravi¢iCzech).

® protiven z Borovskgrobably was also chamberlain®fita Habsburskéaround 1289).

% NamistiNamiesch{German)p + Y §&xé&kh).

L Shirnehor Germad = 2 S N¥zech! 2 NI ¢

% eobschiitz(Germah = DU deoliéy. & OS o
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who copied this document is the same of those letters transcribed in the manuscript sign.

526, fols. 80v and 121v (more on this issuelibi®w).

As stated in anothdittera issued in Glubczyce (11 Feb. 12&1the Queen confirms the

charta by Otakar about the decimal of the toloneum and dbesumof the church in

Glubczyce Furthermore, she bestows the right of patronage of the shareh on the

masterand the friars of the hospitaf St. John Baptist of Jerusalefhe witnesses are:

Zavissius purcravius de Gred#&/okcq magister Wernheruand other unnamed people.

A glance at the information contained in the described queenliechaan be schematized

as follows. The scheme aids to illustrate thhecttire and functioning of theuge e n 6s cour t
along her life and question on several issues: the type of offices held by her servants and
officials; the patterns used in raking courtmieers; the presence of the turnover of the
household jokposiions; the relation betweentheg@ en6s court and that of
charters

Table 1: The witness listo f Kunhut ads

Name Title Document Date King P. Otakar
16 sourt
Anna CDB V/1n. 344 5 July, 1262
Andreas Summus CDB V/1n. 344 5 July, 1262
camerarius
Domazlas Pincerna CDB V/1n. 344 5July, 1262  Camerarius
12771278 (?)
Hirzo Dapifer CDB V/1n. 344 5 July, 1262
larosius Burgravius CDB V/1n. 344 5July, 1262  Burgravius
Pragensis Pragensis1253
1263
Chech ludex summus CDBV/1n. 344 5 July, 1262 summus iudex

% CDB VI/1 n. 13Q,77-178

29

iudex Bohemie
generalis 1255
1257; iudex
provincialis,
iudex Bohemie

iudex, iudex
terre, summus
iudex 1260



Sdizlaus

Mistidruh

Gregorius

Gerardus

Cunradus

Mystidruh
Domazlas

Gregorius

lohannes
Otto
Chazlas
Wilastiborius
Bohuta
Benesius
Zacharias
Praiva

Unnamed friars

Marsalcus

Camerarius

Camerarius

Miles
Bosconis

filius

Subcamerarius

Camerarius
Pincerna

Subcamerarius

Subpincerna
Subdapifer
Dapifer
Marsalcus
Submarsalcus

Zudarius

Frater/ confessor

Frater

% See also the footnote n. 44 and 76.

CDB V/1n. 344

CDB V/1n. 451

CDB V/1 n.
4519

CDB V/1n. 451

CDB V/1n. 451

CDB V/2n. 581
CDB V/2n. 581

CDB V/2n. 581

CDB V/2n. 581
CDB V/2n. 581
CDB V/2n. 581
CDB V/2n. 581
CDB V/2n. 581
CDB V/2n. 581
CDB V/2n. 581

CDB V/2n. 581

5 July,1262

25 July, 1265

25 July, 1265

25 July, 1265

25 Jul. 1265

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1 Mar.

1269
1269

1269

1269
1269
1269
1269
1269
1269
1269

1269

CDB VI/An.10 9 Oct. 1278
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1263

Marsalcus
12561261

Burgravius
Pragensis 1277
1279

iudex Pragensis
1265 (?)

Custos of the
church in
Olomouc 1254

(?)



Petrus

Prochmus de
Borowek

Cuno de Cunstat

Egilota de
Dodich
Herbordus de
Fullnstain
Wocco de
Crawarz
Benesius de
Chumlow

Herbordus de
Willenstein

Henningus
(Her bodu

Kuno

Miloto

Benessius (son
of Mi
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Lubschitz

Zavissius purcravius de CDB VI/1 n. 11 Feb. 1281
Gredz 130

Wokco CDB VI/A n. 11 Feb. 1281
130

Wernherus Magister CDB VI/1 n. 11 Feb. 1281
130

From theanalysis of thevitness listschematized above it is possible to infer some relevant
assumptions. First, Kunhutads court has the
organized according to a hierarchical structure from its early appearance. The following
househol dods e beemimentiosed: thaeamerarius and subcamerarius the
marsalcusand submarsalcus the summus iudeand iudex the zudarius the purgravius

the pincerna and thesubpincerna the dapifer and the subdapifey the confessaor Not

surprisingly, thepraefectuscuriae (Hofmeister) has not been mentioned since he will appear

at the very end of th® S e rityepdch®™ The burgravius Pragensiss replaced by the

burgrave officials ofHradec nad Moravic(Kuno, Zavissiu} when the geen moves to

Opava (12791281). Thenew settle of Kunhuta in Moravia is made evident also by the
witnesses list, which includes the office of the judBedgeru¥ from Glubczyce Further

information concerning the members of thatg@ e n 6 s court are provio
documents. One in pacrtilarshould be taken in consideratidhrelates the confirmation of

the attribution of the patronate of timonasteryVallis Sancte Marienear Brodwith its

related properties to Kunhuta. Thisadiment refers to severabe e n6s courti er s,
Otto, hemagister coquinémaster cook) and treumpne(maids), Elisabeth and Weleffa.

The subscriptiongestesand theformulaerelating the document datargafum per manum

record the basic organizational structure of the chancery (notary, protorestangellor).

They notificate the presence of notariesgistr) who are also chaplaifté:Wernherius®

Godefridus and Petrus Godefridus i S Kunhuthaduseealdancer
magister Petrusi s al so Prevost of t he chapter of

B LI NByidfes GKS FTANBG FdGiSadSR NBFTSNByOS (2 (Kaa 27F
t dzNJ F NI T Wl ya2 @ Xe@nkaCGu@aaiinjd, dufiazedisl02).

**RBM Il n. 634, 248.

" In the thirteenth century, the chaplain is often also notary at thenj S Yd&duft. Sometimes, chaplains

FNE LKeaiAOAlya la ¢Stttz a Ay GKS Ol 682 @iFa 1 2SHNRA Odza =
Zelenka Curia ducis, curia regis06.

% He is also authoof a collection offormulae based on real documents and some letters are by Queen

Kunhuta; see5 dzOl'y ¢ nSOGN1 X GC2NNdzE | NI Sz =61 HA{ BOK - CR NI defh IS NE:
thirteenth century. Manuscripts and filation]  dzRA I % NF @%52) i3y SeaalohSpter 1190-92.
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Furthermore, from the editors of teedex diplomaticuBohemiaewe learnthaP S2 snob o r
and Henricus are thedictatoresof two queenly documents: the first is a chaplain and
notarius generis Bohemiag1254125%,°t he second protonot®ry of
Al so friars are part of Kunhutads <court. O
Domenican recorded as her confessor. The office of the confessor assumed in 1286 by
Martin, a prediant brother at the court of Vaclav Il leads one to postulate that a privileged
relationship betweeR S e rdycsutt and the Dominican order took place in the second half

of the thirteenth centurl/*

The witnesses subscriptions show also a variability in the Latin nomenclaturendrhis
homogeneous usage of terminology is a problematic issue which relates in dgkeeral

P $nyslyd householdl@" - 14" cent), despite the existence of scribal school¥ § g e h r a d
and St. Vitusin Kunhuta subscription charterghe names are not regularly complemented

by the title of the rank heltf? Besides, it is not always clear if these listed according to
hierarchical patterndJsually the order is the following: the chamberlain, the butler, the
steward and the marshaf More complicatd is the case in which there is a-poesence of

the chamberlain, the burgrave and the judge. In a document the chamberlain is mentioned
first, the burgrave in the second position, the judge in the third post (CDB V/1 n. 344); in
another charter the burgrave and the chamberlain switch tegi(GDB VI/1 n. 77). This
perhapsbecause in the first case the chamberlain is rankedirasnus camerariysn the

second one asamerarius Anyway, this issue remains problematic because the high
chamberlain is generally labelled only eamerariusin P S e ruychdrters and so the
apparent different classification does not automatically indicate a differeat’fa

In general the subscription list varies. Only some notewdetstesare repeated, such as the
chamberlainMystidruh, the butlerDomazlas or the magisterWernher who is both, the

datary of a document (1262) and witness in another (123The list changes because
Kunhutads <court members change. Anyway, t he
continuity trend. Some officials are taken from the same circle of people and this especially

Pt njN&y 20 2 NJ Qdotary, seholadiidug ¥ RJ DLy 2y A O 2haptefl Red CRBRVASIKAET, R

512

% cpB VI/1, n. 10, 564e isprotonotarius regni et plebani in Gofsince around 1271) and from some

scholars identified wittHenricus de Isernidlore on this issue ichapter 1] 47-48.

%Y In this respect, it should be mentionedacharias Domenican friar in Prague. His is a witness in a

document issued in 1245 by an@MNJ v dzSSy Ydzy Kdzil 2 haGlF 1 FNJLLQa Y20GKSNI ow
1%2He is probably the same Wocco de Crawarz mentioned in 1279.

1% yet it is not a general rule; for instance in one charter, the marshal comes after the chamberlain, the

butler, the steward, the bigrave of Prague and the high judge (CDB V/1 n. 344).

1% In the first halph of thethirteenth century the chiefchamberlain isnamed summus camerariu®r

camerariusor camerarius regnior camerarius aulae regiaeDuring the reign ot njS Y@takér Il the

terminology concerning this office is featured by further variations. The-chegnberlain is indiscriminately
calledsubcamerariugndcamerariusd { SS 5 @2 rijZel@Erik&Cdrta ducis, curia regig596.

1%t is interesting to ote that the notary Wernher, who is recorded in documents that date back to the
0SIAAYYAYI 2F YdzyKdzil Qa O2dzNIi omucHO YR AdGa f1a&ad LISN
especially close to the queen.
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evident when relations of consanguinity have beentiomed, like in the case of the
zudariusBenesiug1269) offspringof Milotad &rother filius fratris su). He is Benesius

juni or, son of Beneg ze Cvil 2na, Mi lhist ads b
father mentioned inikn g 6 s Icaeraries(1860)arsd alsdurgravius Znoymensi¥

apparently died around 1265 after been arrested and imprisonedt he ¢ a withl e of V
another noblema@®ta z Maissovaln the chronicleof Dalimil it is said that theikn g Beneg
Aup8§l il v (bure toreth in tthg dack towéf). The incorporation of Milota
DrdicandBenesius n t he court of Kunhuta confirms t hi
that imputes the arrest bbth,Be n e g a ntd theMialleged tetrayal of theitg.!?®

Furthemore, it shows that the imtection between theikn g 6 su eaenndd sq cour t s t 0c
through a sharing obfficials or courtiers such as Mystidrul Chl umu, Kunhut
chamberlain (1268269) andburgravius Ragensis (12771 2 7 8 ) ; ChdchR iudex(
summudothinagesn 6 s document (iln2ged2s) cahnatk6B)pAdisiavh( el 2k5 5
(Sdizlauy , who was Kunhut aos -lgalP2nmeatshalDanagdav 28t ak ar 6
Gk v o (Doneazlas) |, Kunhut ao sl26%, unhd might ke lidetifted with
Domaslaythe official pomoted to the positionofthekn g 6 s chamber | ai n i n t
1278%° This proves that the studyfthe ik ngés court cannot be sep:
wife, since they have both influence on the shape of the same moh&rEhythermoreit

is noteworthy to notice that theugen did not appoint officials exclusively choosing them

from the circle of te people surrounding thank. She also included in her court new
members and probably sponsored hbkaving@aoairti er
powerful agent in the government and administration of her country.

The subscri pt i oersshowalskthattheip @68 s cbautt never s
active and also to gw even after the death of theng. According to some chronés her

1% 1n a false letter he is alsoalled camerarius regni nostr{1255), afterwards irthe years12561257

camerarius5 @2 njt 4 | 2a8lEnkaCuria ducis, curia regig6).

YOG r NRESALE 1 NB YA leditédlbyWA mipNe S (Pt 2D caflemiail 8o, 161.

1% Most likely. Sy §0Qa NBOf dzarazy OFy 68 SELXFAYSR 6AGK F RAAL
both his rolesas chamberlain and burgrave. | Yy N6S{ adl dSa GKFrd S@Sy AF GKAaA
somehow a violation of the chivalry code (protect of the lord as rewaraf service offered by vassalit)

cannot be considered an expréss of the monarchy despotisndustice and chivalry remain essential aspects

2F (K S id courS bae cbrtly milieu becomes more dpendent on the person of theig and his

officials. Cf+ | y N#$f112S 5S2Aayeée J1YN Y2NHzyeé 28a1S

W y2 KSENI LIRaarof S OFasS 2F daaKl NBRGreydridgy Boarorf SKYNE DS O
Litovig, vicechamberlain of thegeen (1261 0 | YR YI @0 S dhihRi@ @ S4yandustospf thg 3 Q &

church in Olomouc.

19 This approach to the study of late medieval or jpnedern monarchy has been adopted by Theresa

Earenfight in her study on Maria of Castile, wife of Alfonso V, who had a separate royal court and council and
governed Catalonia while Alfonso was conquering Ktingdom of Naples. She had not children and ruled not

as a queen in her own rights but as a General of Catalonia during her husband afA$eresa Earenfight

¢KS YAy3dua 2G§KSN . 2Reérawn af lAtdgom(PhiBdelphia Unvérsitf dPerngyiRaniai K S/
Press2010.
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court progressively expand&d including new courtiers such as her future second husband
Z8&vi g of Yfaudstedeasigpensaioncurie’® As dowager, Kunhutahould have
more rights because not anyreor under his husbandedétsof heut or s hi
consort her legal status changed from that of the junior partner in marriage relationship to
being a women with her own legal hitg. Noble widows were not weak members of
medieval Bohemian society artle destiny was joyful for theugers-dowager of the

P S e ritydgnhsty as suggested Babriela  Ga r o c'Hf Konsarcie UherskaP Se my s |
Otakar b second spouse afté&delheid of Meissenwas operative during her husband life
and also for the entire decade (1230) she survived him. In 32, Konstancie founded

the Cistercian convent &forta Coeliat T i ¢ 1 that, as noticed b e m| iitlwasaartly
aqueenods proj ectP Scefmyer tyaungercoffsprmg the Margrave of
Moravial*® In 1233 she sold towns to the monasterJépla In the same year she made a
gift of land to the nuns of St. Peter in Olomouc. In 1236 she confiemd&timal from the
property of the Teutaa order to the church in Vrbnon 11240she asked the abbess of a
monastic house to pay the remaining safter establishing the legal boundaries of the
surrounding area ofhe city of Komin bought by theugen for the same monastery.
Margaree of Babenbergoeame especially powerful when her husband passed away. She
was everable to attracd remarkablentemational interestAfter the death of Heinrich VII

in 1242 and the demise of her children, another mourning followed. His brother Friedrich
died in 1246. Since hevas the last male of the Babenberg dynasty, dftexdrichd s
decease, Margaeetinherited tle Duchy of Austriaon the bases of therivilegium minus

" n a chronicle it is said that upon the death of the king, before moving to Moravia, Kunhuta court grew

dramatically and because of the confinement.irS T RitSiiffered a (temporarilyyetback Quria dominae

reginae et famih eius, quae ad magnam numerositatecreverat tam in domicellis ndhim quam in

domicellabus et aliorum militum servorum officialief. ¢! yy I £ S& RS NBodza 3ISaidra LR
Ottakari regi€  FBKI, 347).

12petrys ZittaviensjdOtto, abbag & / KNR Yy A 02y  R2dificlre§e Qit&kard defSntté Chunigundam

reginam in Morauia manentem adiit, cui hon tam obsequiis prompcior quam colloquiis familiarior ceteris

militibus esse cepit

) O02NRAY 3 Gl 502y 1298 Sy 1 | diskebsatdréah iundatSdod/only 3 2 F
taking in consideration the context in which it is used. Palacky linked this office to thmagister curie

nostre Anyway, the author of th&braslavsé kronikaused the word in three different cases and probably he

did not linked it to a specific officé2t FA O Y dzy K dziidisgedsatdirddieavkyyh Rhich exarcised

his influence on thgoung Vaclav IRy G KS O2dzNIi | yR1 288§ { NEA 366k &i¢i§ $ = 592 nj
curia regis 102103.

"Gabriela V~ I NB QWIZB2 4Gy e ¢ RSt -aae2aka 118nYS Y ENgTHhegamyl destni of 2 S O K

the widow: queensdowager of thet njSY@& at ARPran& KS¥ A Bn)t Y HAnnN

151t could be that originally she founded this monastery to create a new funerary temple fdr &S Yd& & f

dynasty; sed/ratislavt | Yy NS =S 5S2Aye [2S51Y9¥1250 hetgnéat histofy affie Tzech

Crown, 2, 1191250] (PrahaPaseka, 2000388.

Wit Ot P 61 a adz0OOSaaz2N G2 GKS GKNRBYST Ydzyadl yOasQa &z
Moravia.¢ A O ebed to the Moravian Margrave and through the foundation of the monastery in this

twon, Kostancie could oversee better her sdeeW2 4 STt 2Y6ttAGG1 e t 2 BOK & QREBY MMy
LINEYSyYy Ll ait i fehetbegi@ridgst afesBoiedmidanikings: 1198253: the transformation ofhe

state and sociefy(Prahar [ A R2 @S MpIBIAY &3 HANH
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The title acquired of Duchess Austria and Styria made her a target coveted and disputed
by contemporaneous ambitious sovereigns and tied her tB i@ myds ldynast vy.
Re j | afartherCzech geen in theP S e ruyperiod was widowed twice First she
married the widoweWaclav II, who died inl305 and left her a grepension, some cities
and the title of Polish and@ohemian geen. Then she became spouseRodolf of
Habsburg who died vey soon and left her other cities aadgood amount of money.
Consequently she could count for her entire life on a valuable pension and great revenues
from her properties. She was also a patroness ‘fhcaédtury Moravia She hadan active
court in Hradec Kralové which became a center of culture and arts and established a
scriptoriumwhere illuminated manuscripts were produced for the Cisteraiasconvent

in Brno she founded

As queen dowager also Kunhuta apparently acugite resolutelyand showeda be able to

take decisions. Furthermore, sbeuld manage the properiy her possessions ampt a
widow pension, which allowed her to maintain heurtan Opava 12791281) Indeed
income is clearly linked to power. As brilliantik@ained by Attila Erany, the ge en 6 s
monetary situation affects deeply her potential ability to exercise political influence and
artistic patronagé’’

Though as dowager Kunhuta hadore rights than asikn g 6 s hewdesdtirgy ,was not
completely happys the tile of theCzech study previously cited would suggedte Still

faced difficulties, including struggle for inheritance and their ability to remain unmarried.
Very often, widows had some difficulties in managing her property and that heldiridr

their children.Kunhuta experiencedrilar problems when in 128she was fared to leave

her court in OpavlecauseMi k y the&silgegitimate son of Otakar liclaimed the right of
inheritance of theourt inHradec nad MoraviciFurthermore, between the years 1288

1285 shemarriedZ 8 vi g of i Rrdglkee mogttlilely to silence the gossips and
criticisms about their relationship and her illegitimate son Jan

At any rate, the documents analyzéa not question the agency of theegn, who was
involved in various administrativeand political tasks. As we learn from the charters,
Kunhuta hado protect and take care of the monastic houséseocountry. The documents
refer to donations, gramf privileges bestowed by theugen on the religious orders,
espeially the Hospitallers, who were the most relevanilitary religious order to acquire
possessions in Bohemia and Moravia from the midiléhe twelfth century onwards
through donations by noble and royal famili€urthermore, ther letters that will be
descrbed in the following chapters help to reconstruct a more complete portrayal of
Kunhutadriving our attention tdher furtherperforned roles or duties accomplished. The
qQueends power i s draugulerd ssage df hem hasne antd guthdrity e
legitimize false claims as showed by two of the documents examined, which have been

W oattila Barang G a SRHZSGYE YR vdzSSyakKAL® | wS{ NBVEdieSOi A 85
Queens and Queenship: the Present Status of Research in Income andAPowal of Medieval Studies at

the CEU19 edited byJudith Rasson and Marianne SagBydapest: Central European Univers@13) 149

199.
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|l abell ed by the editor $he preducto ofsicd talwicated s aut
documents conforms perfectly to the medieval standard attitude of forging #the pa
occasiomlly deliberately honest, in padishonest, which boasts cowegs similar cases that

involve queens. There are historical false documents produced against them which mostly
originated, as stated by NanpoweroBawedkline ofk, by
s u ¢ c e 5%ni other ca8, charters falsely ascrithéo queens or noblewoman are simply

produced to give written substation to false rights over property or inheritance as those
deceptively connected téonstarie Uherskd®* Kunhut adés two attribute:
included in this second category. They confirm her authority and power exercised in the
society of the ti me. Besi des, Kunhutads infl
of letters probably compiled yo magister Bohuslav. This epistolary work, which is

preserved in a nmascript that was owned bythe@ endés court , has been
following two chapters.

118 Nancy BBlack Medieval Narratives of Accusedi€ens 71.

119 Oone apparent false letter grants freedom to the towns possesbgdthe monastery ofSt. Stephen of

I NI Rk @é @Bovince of Olomouc & Ay G KS LINE A y At Sguidan. 354 368369);@th 6/ 5. L L
another letter the queen moves thd&eutonic men in the city of Hodonin (Goeding) and offer¢hem

municipal rights (CDB, Acta Spurian. 381, 429430).
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[I. A Queenly Letter Collection

Queen Kunhuta is knowim modern time especially for aletter collection probably
compiled by one of her notaries,agister Bohuslav. This source has been published almost
entirely by Fr ant i § e kundeP ahk ditte ledrmelbuch der Koénigin Kunigunde
(Formulary of Queen Kunhutd3° Its interpretation was in the past a matter of dispute
among scholarsPalackyconsidered the epistles as documents based on real 1&ttéas.

B. Novék had aifferent opinion He defined this source as a compilation of fictive letters

( figované dopisg).*?*> Despite the divergent point of view that the scholars individually
manifest, their studies show a certain simitaisinterpretationof the text analyzed (see
below). Epistles in the Middle Agesransmitte individuallyor in a group should be
prudentlyexaminated. Besides, letter collections can be consideedfdhe most complex
typesof sources available in medieval tismd@his chapter will first review the pasktant
scholarship on the subject of thecdled Formulary of Queen Kunhuta. Aftervas:; it will
addresssome major problemtacedwhen editing a letter collection. More specally it

will concentrate on the issues which relate to the dating, the selection, the arrangement and
the content of the letter collection presumably compiled agter Bohuslav.

29CNT yGAOSHber€2 NY 1 6 NOKSNE T dzyNOKad Ay . ST dzA +dzF 61 KYA
vdzSttSyoSAGNI I 1T dzNJ DSAOKAOKGS .1 KYSya dzyRvoR8NI bl OKo |

(Pragu¢y . SA YNRYOSNESSE)®BRITYAGY | 65 MynH

Pl KS (NBNXM ¢4 Aa dzaSR KSNB (2 NBFSNI (2 fSGGSNEE 6KAOK ¢
“2jan. SRRI@K 1 = & Y NAZIAY & Ydryakidzingsé YOI NRA GAOAAY 2F GKS O2f ¢
Kunhutd, in{ 8 2 Ny N1 LINJ ON KA & (2 NA Odyc. Eally Prof. dbeSIRrGstava Gélly, edifdd N2 T Sy A

by J. Bidlo, G. Friedrich, Krofta (PragueNakladem Historického Klub@906), 152.
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Il.a. PalackyvsNovéak, from Real to Fictional Letters

The letter collection ofmagister Bohuslav is part tfie work publisheéh 1842byFr ant i g e k
Palacky under the title Formelbuch der Konigin Kunigundelt is preserved inthe
manuscript sign. 526olim Philol. 187) held by theOsterreichische Nationalbibliothek

(ONB) and discovered by Josef Georg Meinert in 1823. Meinert published few letters
included later byPalackyin his edition, namely nos. 14, 84, 85, 95"8Ed.*** nos. 90, 32,

40, 83, 75).

This epistolary work was neglectent fseveral decades the beginning of the #century

Jan BedS,acQreciNmistorfak and archivist (head of the s kT  zems kT ar c
1916) founda new inteest in this source. Hanalyzedt in a study pulished in 1906. His

article remained the only extant fsmlarly research on this topic fone century®> Novak

criticizes Palackpy s wor k f or t wo major r e a s-oafled . Firs
Formelbuchder Kdnigin Kunigundeare contained two different collections and each of
themhas a distinct author: one hassterBohuslav(fols. 17¢29r, 57¢60r), the other an
Aunknown aut-A20.rForthefnforeNiogak affiBn@ thatPalackypublished the

two groups of documentsroneoushas a whole inducing the reader to adopt towards them

the same approach® According to himthey shouldbe approached throughwo distinct

research methods because they different types afources: the epistolary work by master
Bohuslav is aorpus ofdictaming the other a chancefgrmulary of documents. The first

one provides fictive letters inspired by actual events occurred in the yearslA266
conversely the second one collects copy or summary of letters mostly issued by the
chancenof KingP Se my s | (dat12661a70)*1 |

Novéakseeks to prove the validity of his thesis throught three supgaatiguments: 1) some
letterstextual incongruences; 2) the individuation of identical formulas in certain epistles
attributed byPalackyto different senders; 3) four exercises in style which are included in

the letter collection.

'2%|n addition to them n. 21 which belongs to another formulary preserved in the manu&&éptfols.60r-

72r) and nos. 111 and 115 contained in another forms collection published by Palacky in the section of his
book (Palackys 6 S NJ C 2 NM, 818866) CaledNg den tibrigen Formelbiichemos. 111167).

?2Ed. refers to the edition of the letter colleoti provided in the present study.

2% An article byolkovaprovides above all paleographical remarks about the manuscript which preserves the
source Milena Volkovadt nfN& LIS@S]T 1 LI f S23INF FAO| SYHZ NB/ DRNKA of dxBEAGR Vi
the palea@raphical analysis of the letter collection of Queen KunhBtaia diplomatica’-8 (1956: 215226.

See also my work$Queen Kunhut®d 9 LA a it S& { MedievalNkttérsibetivéey Rclign ard y
Document edited byChristianHggel, Elisabettdartdi, Utrecht Studies in Medieval Literacy (USML) 33
(Tumhout: Brepols, 2015), 26B376;4 L f &8 deNadzégina Kunhuta e lketarica epistolarein Boemianel

Xl secola ¢ LeADjctamen Dans Tous Ses Etats: Perspectives de Recherche sur la TlaéBregique de

I'Ars Dictaminis (Xi¥Ve siéclgs edited by . Sy ZGrgun, Anne Marie TurcaiVerkerk Bibliotheque
d'histoire culturelle du Moyen Age 16 (Turnhout: Boés, 2015), 25283.

Ph2gt 12 GYNARGAL]L ARG+ njS YNI f 20y e YdzyKdzie

27 Apart fromPalackyx 6 S NJ C 2 NI, 8ds.87N8B, 04 98
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As for the first supporting point, he lists several epistleswioald havehardlybeen written

by the aqieen. In one lett&?® the addreser informs the addressethe kng called O., bout

the good condition of hisikkgdom, and states thatwhatis more(sed quod amplius gst

she is fine with their daughters and motlsame sumus cum dilectis filiabus nostris et matre
nostra karissimpa Novak believes that Kunhuta would had never written this phrase unless
we assume that she was completed heartless. Anyway, it is not clear why this letter should
be intepreted as an expression oftheggends i nsensibility. I n t he
episte her words are enough to exprds= love, that is she is missing higearly and
implores him to return hom@&lovéak believes also that the following phrassutd not have

been used by theugen:si invenimus graciam et amorem in vestris oc(ifisve find the

grace and love in your eyes§ The very same phrase, which recalls the book of Numbers
32,5%s found in letters addressed to Qué&deanor of Aquitaindy religious individuals,
Bernard of ClairvauX® and Geoffrey priorof the convent of Christ Churctin
Canterbury-*? Bernard commends to theieenthe abbot of Beaulieand requests that a
certain Guiscard may be restored to his possessions; Geoffrey asks on behalf of the convent
for El eanords patronage an tungin aldtter (1208)dyy . A s
Ingeborg of Denmark, Queen of France to the pope InnoceselIEd. n. 515

In another lettethe queen refersa the Bohemianikn g d o m  angdoni regmum k
nostrun) despite the fact she is tha queen regnarit” For this reasoniNovak defines this

letter as an exercise in style. It issemorthy that another Bohemianagn consort, Kunhuta

Gt a urakds §he brothers of the hospital of St. Franeiso wear a cross with a star
completely free from any charge toll in all pars o f fl ingdan® (fker omnes partes

regni nostr)."* Novakincludes in the list of the textual incongruences of the letters also the
allegedy incoherent way in which theugen is named in relation with her relativésyet,

it is known that medieval kinshiggrminology was not consistently used to indicate a clear

2Ph2 gt 12 tAENRK OS] 'YNI § 28p¢Bd. W@zy Kdzii @ ¢ wmnn

Ph2gt 12 tAENR OS] IYNI f 20y e YdzyKdziesé mnned {88 9Rd yo n
%9 Num.32,5: Dixerunt, inquam, si invenimus gratiam in oculis tulstur terra haec servis tuis in
possessionem: ne transire nos facias Jordanem

131SeeEpistoIaehttp://epistolae.ccnmtl.columbia.edu/letter/1294.html
132SeeEpistoIaehttp://epistolae.ccnmtl.columbia.edu/letter/147.html

33 For the usage of a similar sentenicethe letter collection linked to Queen Kunhuta see especially: Ed.

nos. 46, 51.

Bh2gt 12 AYNRGALlI tAradGumded YINSS 2DR® Y dey Kdzibe tél t MO € Q&
attributed to King P. Otakar Hespite the fact is issued by a feraaender (as showed lmote).

SCDB IV n. 142, 23810.

% For instance she would appear athe daughter of her grandparents, King Béla IV and Queen Maria (King

Béla IV is callegbater noster atque vestgref.Ed. n.60b 2 @t 1= G YNNI A PBDYE A ¥ deghi8z4 & = ¢ mn
is calledsister goron of Bélawho is the sonester filiu® 2 F GKS | RRNBaasSSzy .St Lzx i
n18b 2@t 1= GYNRGATL f 244-14R)nJBe CYenlt sthdld vilso stitestyhioneiettertise

widow of the Margrave of Branded dzNH X th@OSa/d ENJ 2 ¥ Y dzy Kalzdrdp€lfinaredza 6 | Y RX
Y dzy K dairks@aughterin law), cf. Ed.n. 1% 2 @t 1 2 GYNRGA{F € A4LGt njS YNI f 2 0y @
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genetic connection and disregarded consanguineous relatioh€Hios.instance, as stated

by Tamsin Hekalakinship nomenclature could indicafipleasureor displeasure with a
relative. Thus, it wenot unusual if an aumtas unhappywvith a nephew to call him distantly

c o u s Besides it was common to call brother or sister those that shared the same
experience or had the same position. It is plenty of royal documents in wioichrchs
commonlyrefer to each other as cousin or brothér

Nov8kos s uppos erttiest(veehk founded or mot) presesnmajcs prablem in
understanding the letter collection as a distinct complex source. They seem disregard the
following considerationsAs indcated by Fabio foncarelli in his study o Abelard and
Heloise, potential contradictory information provided by the letters shmiloe considered
assuredly and totally ae x pr essi on of f o pogsenogssefedapspiedi d i f 8
una revisbne testuale che modifica ma non distrugge il nucleo di un testo aubdthiep

can be the result of a textual revision which changes but duiedentroy the content of a
authentictext].**° Similarly to the other medieval epistolaries, the letter catiaatonnected

to Queen Kunhuta should be considered agogk in progressin which most likely a
plurality of individuals are involved (issuer, dictator, compilator, scribe) and the entire
source may have been subject to multiple revisions and contributions. Furthermore, the
potential unreliability of these epistles for the astruction of facts or events does not
deprive them of their historical valdé:

37 For instance Nicolas senior, master of rhetoric red one of the most important representatigef the

G/ 1 Lzt y2¢ adtetsS Aa OFftftSR al @dzyOdzt dzaé¢ oYl GSNYFE dzy Of S
nephew, Nicolas junior (see Nicola da RocgeaEpistolae edited by Fulvio Delle Donne (Firenze: SISMEL

Edizioni del Galluzzo, 2003)X).

%8 SeeTamsin Hekal® K2 Q& |+ NBf krfikogyKn the MiddlekKAidORR Encyclopedia: Online
Essaysittp://www.the -orb.net/essays/text03.html Further readings on this issue (feudakity): Andrew

2 NKSIFYZ a[FGSN avdiRen &nd IGéndeYin Meilikval IEIrgpditddybyMargaret Schaus

(New York: Routledge, 2006)42-443; Helle Vogt The Funtion of Kinship in Medieval Nordic Legislation

(Leiden: Brill, 2010David HerlihyMedieval HuseholdgCambridge Harvard University Pres§985);Marc

Bloch[ I a2 OA §&"8d. FaBs2AR Calin$1978).

139 Other textual incongruences have been listed by Nodakin one letterthe female sender blames her

mother for her lack of attention and loveThe Czech scholar states these words cannot come from the

t nj S Yeduit;fthis letter should be consideredfiative account ofjossipdenoting rhetorical embellishment

b2t 1z tAANR OS] IYNY f 20y & YdzyKdzi & = ¢ ™ nwodettersfrelathg®eR® y & T ¢
lj dzS Safipéncement of her newborn daughter without a birth defect should be crijicaltalated,

b2t 12 GYNRGATF A aiSeenps. ndsNG3,164);@yitee schadgr& alzd t Evd letiens n1

attributed by Palacky to the bishopf Prague¢ 2 6.AQn&®of them, which concernhe issue ofthe

indulgences would apparently dopt formulas 