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Wenceslaus IV is a highly a unique and contradictory figure in Bohemian history.
His private hobbies were often focused outside the world of regal duties, formalities and ceremonies.1 He had a great affection for art and hunting, and he especially enjoyed walking around his private residences and castles, which provided
him refuge from the nagging duties of being a monarch. This was also expressed
in the appearance of his castles, which were the first in Bohemia to clearly differentiate areas designed for the ruler’s private living quarters from “official” areas.2
This also relates to the establishment of the so-called “second or hosting palaces”,
meaning specialised buildings designed for hosting visitors and holding festivities.3
The Royal Castles in Bohemia represent a fairly extensive group of buildings
which fulfilled various functions. The network of late mediaeval royal castles was built
in Bohemia in the course of the 13th century, in particular during the reign of Ottokar II of Bohemia. In the 14th century this network was merely expanded. The largest builder of royal castles in the 14th century was Charles IV, and the final new
royal castles were constructed under Wenceslaus IV. In the post-Hussite era, the vast
majority of royal castles ended up in pledge to the nobility, and no new royal castles
were built. Only a few buildings were worked on under the patronage of the mon1

For more on Wenceslaus IV and his era, see: PELZEL 1947; SPĚVÁČEK 1986; BOBKOVÁ,
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arch in the post-Hussite period. However, under Wenceslaus IV, to whom this study
is devoted, this network of royal castles was almost complete. Only a few of the royal
castles had a developed residential component and were able to permanently host
the monarch and his court, or could be used as a dignified venue for diplomatic negotiations. The Bohemian king’s main residence was naturally the Prague Castle, which
played an extremely important role within the entire Bohemian state and was also
a traditional venue for festivities, and for receiving various deputations and important
visitors. We would merely note here that the old royal palace underwent a comprehensive renovation during the times of the young Charles IV and John of Bohemia
in the 1340s.4 Later, the large hall was even decorated with a series of panel paintings
of Roman kings and emperors.5 Chronicles of the time lavished praise on the palace
for its sumptuousness, comparing it to the seats of the French kings.6 This generously
conceived building was a worthy representation of the Bohemian monarch. Nevertheless, even in the 12th and 13th centuries other castles were often used for diplomatic
negotiations with envoys, or directly with monarchs or members of ruling dynasties.
Wenceslaus I, for example, hosted a large number of leading Church figures from
southern Germany and Austria at the Křivoklát Castle in 1253.7 In 1268 Ottokar II
of Bohemia hosted leaders of the Austrian lands in Poděbrady.8 Wenceslaus II met
the young Rudolf I of Bohemia at Nižbor, and there are other similar examples.9 This
remained the case during the reign of the Luxembourgs.
Individual Bohemian kings from the Luxembourg dynasty varied greatly in their
characters. Perhaps the greatest such difference was between Charles IV and his son
Wenceslaus IV, after some time this was expressed significantly in their approach
to the government and selection of locations for political negotiations and exercise
of their rule. This difference is particularly marked when we compare both monarchs’ itineraries. Charles IV evidently preferred Prague as the venue for negotiations
in Bohemia and the Lands of the Bohemian Crown. Other locations — usually royal
towns — were only seen, when he stayed there for a longer period of time, or when
they were one of the main destinations of his travels (e.g. Wrocław, Brno, Cheb, Hradec Králové and Znojmo). On his journeys he issued a few documents, almost as if
the place where they were issued was of great importance to him. In contrast, his son
Wenceslaus IV began to sideline these traditional “official” venues after a relatively
short period of rule. Although he did not entirely give up on Prague and the Prague
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Castle, as older publications sometimes state,10 it is true that he preferred to stay
in the middle of the Křivoklát woods in his castles of Křivoklát, Žebrák and later
Točník; and during one period of his rule he also favoured Karlštejn.11 There were
periods when he almost never left the Křivoklát woods, appearing only sporadically
in Prague.
Nevertheless this was not the first time that the Bohemian king avoided Prague
and regal obligations, indulging in pleasures in the Křivoklát forest — Wenceslaus I did the same, but since Wenceslaus IV was also King of the Romans and had
much broader obligations, this caused far-reaching problems. One of these was
the sovereign’s accessibility to foreign emissaries, envoys and even delegations,
who often did not know the local language and ended up literally lost and wandering in the forest. Furthermore, Wenceslaus IV often failed to turn up, depending on
his mood, something his courtesans and favoured figures soon began to take advantage of, charging large commissions for introducing people to the sovereign. Any
delegations that refused to agree to pay this commission were often forced to wait
in extremely poor conditions in various rural inns, which were far below their social
class. Accounts from the period often mention such situations.
The most detailed report comes from Bonifacius de Lupi and dates to 1383.
In it, he portrayed the difficulties and his long wait to be received by the king, whom
he eventually crossed paths with by chance on a road near Beroun.12 Prior to that, he
had waited in vain for him at Karlštejn, and at Křivoklát he had even been informed
by Wenceslaus IV’s counsellor that, “the king does not wish to receive anyone here
and he has had the houses which serve the guests here burnt down, and that was true.”
Also unflattering is a poem by Eustache Deschamps, who was sent to Bohemia
to see Wenceslaus IV in 1397, and who was confronted with the harsh and inhospitable rural environment when seeking out the monarch in the Křivoklát forest:13
Send me anywhere,
Just not to the German lands,
On the way to Moravia and Bohemia.
[...]
Lice, fleas, pigs, mould,
the gist of the Bohemian soul,
bread and salted fish and cold.

10

For more on the development and forms of royal residences in Prague during the Luxembourg
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Black pepper, leeks, a rotten cabbage roll,
smoked meat as hard and black as coal;
lice, fleas, pigs, mould.

Other French envoys, Honoré Bovet and Philipp de Mézières, gave similar
reports. A deputation from Görlitz in 1398 (23 November) also sought the sovereign
in vain in Prague and Žebrák, while he had been in neighbouring Točník: “... do
suchtin sie en zun Bettelern unde suchtin en vorbas unde vunde en of dem Toczenik
dem huse...”.14
In contrast, Edmund Dynter gives a kinder picture of Wenceslaus IV:15
He respectfully received princes, counts, barons, envoys or messengers of kings
and princes who came to him as they turned up for the king [...] as I saw and experienced myself. I saw this at his castle of Točník by Žebrák, the messenger of the Polish King, Grand Prince Vytautas the Great, also the Grand Master of the Teutonic
Knights. He also honoured generously messengers from Wrocław and Moravian
towns at Nový hrad. I also saw how he respectfully received the envoys of Prince
Antoine (of Brabant), whom I was with at the castles of Karlštejn, Točník and Nový
hrad. He opened up a Latin letter from the king and other French princes they had
given him, read it and told us what it contained. He asked us very kindly how
were the French prince and Luxembourg barons that he knew. So he was an educated man and he knew how to express himself in Latin very well [...] he took
me by the hand and led me to a room wherein were painted the precious images
of all the dukes of Brabant down to John III. These images had been commissioned
by the Emperor Charles, his father. The king also said to me that this was his genealogy, and that he was descended from the progeny of the Trojans, and more specifically from the emperor Saint Charles the Great and the noble house of Brabant. For
he said that his great-grandfather, the emperor Henry of Luxemburg, was married
to the daughter of John I Duke of Brabant from which union sprang his grandfather
John, King of Bohemia and Poland.

Fascinating testimony is given of the journey of the future King of England,
Henry Bolingbroke (the cousin of King Richard II, who married Wenceslaus IV’s
sister Anna). Although this journey was not primarily diplomatic in nature, it was
a military expedition to provide aid to the Teutonic Order, who were besieging
the city of Vilnius. Henry did not return to England directly from Lithuania, but set
out on a pilgrimage to the Holy Land. His route also took him through the Kingdom
of Bohemia, and in October 1392 he arrived in Prague, where he wanted to visit
Wenceslaus IV. The course of his journey is documented in detail in his accounts
book.16 He arrived in Bohemia from Zittau and continued to Prague. He stayed
in Prague from 13 to 24 October, and set out for Žebrák Castle to visit Wenceslaus IV
14
15
16

CDL III, p. 275.
DYNTER 1857, pp. 73‒74.
PRUTZ 1893.
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for three days. He had his coat of arms painted in the hall of the leased home he
stayed in, and for the remainder of his time in Prague he focused on purchasing
works of art. He purchased fourteedn necklaces from a goldsmith named Jan, nine
of which were gilded. He also purchased a double-winged painted altarpiece which
he had set with gems and consecrated. Most of his other costs, however, involved
the purchase of wine, beer and food. The amounts spent show he did not skimp on
either food or drink. His stay in Bohemia cost him a total of 9365 groschen, which
was quite a large sum. His journey from Prague then led via Brno and Vienna to Venice, where he took a boat to the Holy Land. Although the journey did not have any
specific diplomatic objectives, it demonstrates the huge financial costs of diplomacy
and of cultural exchange in the form of the purchase of precious objects.
Wenceslaus IV was clearly aware of the difficult accessibility of his court outside Prague, and he made some attempts at dealing with this.17 Most of the castles
where he stayed in the Křivoklát forest were not prepared for the king and his court
to stay there for longer periods, nor were they prepared for increased deputations.
Only the Křivoklát Castle represented somewhat of an exception here, although
it had to be structurally modified. But the Křivoklát Castle was located in the middle
of a hunting forest and was quite far from long-distance roads. As a result, Wenceslaus IV began to prefer the Žebrák Castle, which was located on the very southern
edge of the hunting ground near the town of the same name, through which the most
important provincial route from Prague to Nuremberg passed. The castle’s position
thus made it easier to find the sovereign, while deputations could receive basic hospitality in the nearby town. At the same time, the sovereign could indulge in hunting
and lie low while being able to go deeper into the woods to get to the Křivoklát
Castle at any time. Originally, the Žebrák Castle had been a smaller nobleman’s
residence and it had to be extensively rebuilt for the king. But not even this was
enough and a second castle, Točník, was built in close proximity expressly in order
to accommodate the ruler. One should also mention Karlštejn, a castle built by his
father which Wenceslaus IV began to make use of more often from the 1390s, when
it replaced Křivoklát as the sovereign’s favoured castle, with the king last recorded
there in 1398 for a brief period of relaxation upon his return from France.
These circumstances, in which the king separated himself from public obligations,
inevitably affected the structure of his castles. There was a clear division between his
official and private areas, as stated in the introduction. This led to a so-called “second”
or “hosting” palace being set up, which served to accommodate important visitors,
and as the venue for official events and large festivities. This second palace was wellequipped for the purpose, with a large hall and other stately living areas. While a similar
arrangement of rooms can be seen in the palace for the king, these were smaller in size
and appear to have mainly served the king and a small number of courtesans. This was
17
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a completely new situation compared to the previous period in which there was no such
category. The only parallel to some extent is the second palace core of the Křivoklát
Castle during the reigns of Wenceslas I and Ottokar II of Bohemia.18
We can encounter a “hosting” palace at a number of Wenceslaus IV’s castles,
in particular at Točník and Žebrák, and there was most likely also one at Křivoklát
and probably Nový hrad at Kunratice. The “second” palace is best preserved at
the Točník Castle, where it was a large three-storey building.19 The basement contained large stables, while there were two smaller halls on the ground floor, the smaller
of which was timber-lined to provide insulation, although it came with only standard
windows with window seats. The second hall incorporated a sophisticated beamed
ceiling which was likely similar to the still-extant ceiling of the Tall House in Vlašský
dvůr. The first floor comprised a single 34 x 10 m hall. Thus the layout of rooms
is reminiscent of a traditional three-section apartment layout, something we see at
royal castles from the second half of the 13th century, but the size of the individual
halls goes entirely beyond the scale of their original purpose.20
There was also a similar “hosting” palace at Žebrák, which was a little older
than that at Točník.21 This palace is in a significantly worse condition and today only
the western section is visible, where there was a timber room heated by a stove. The palace had only two storeys, which its position on a steep slope required. It is very likely
that the palace, besides this timber chamber, also included a large hall in the middle,
with another smaller hall in its eastern section. It would appear that this was again
similar in layout to older Přemyslid castles, and neighbouring Točník in particular,
the difference being that here the rooms were set out next to each other horizontally.
It is likely, then, that the new palace at Točník utilised the tried and tested structure
of the older Žebrák. There may have been a similar palace at Nový hrad in Kunratice
too, in its western section, which has not been archaeologically investigated. This
building was 34 x 9 m in size. It was divided by interior walls, with surface explorations only managing to find one such wall, although we can expect that there were
more.22 The interpretation of the so-called Burgrave’s Palace at Křivoklát is somewhat uncertain. It may theoretically have served as a second hosting palace during
Wenceslaus IV’s era, but this is not certain. The Burgrave’s Palace stands in front
of the castle and is 29.5 m long, with the building 11.2 m wide and a large flat-ceil18

DURDÍK 1978, pp. 309‒310.
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inged hall on the first floor that was basically identical to the arched early Gothic
hall in the core of the castle in terms of size. With its dimensions, the palace would
fall well within this special category, as T. Durdík has already suggested, wondering
for the first time whether the palace really was for burgraves, or whether it replaced
the older second palace core site from the era of Ottokar II of Bohemia.23
If we endeavour, then, to summarise the issue, there emerges a group of three or
four palace buildings at Wenceslaus IV’s favoured castles. These were clearly built for
the needs of the king and his visitors, guests and deputations, and were designed to provide maximum comfort and create a respectable backdrop. The Žebrák and Točník castles deserve particular attention, having literally served as Wenceslaus IV’s rural centre
of political negotiations and having been equipped for this purpose. Točník was also
built on a dominant hill which was clear to see from the nearby road from Nuremburg
to Prague. The castle’s entrance gate was decorated with emblems presenting Wenceslaus IV, and it is overall the most monumental stately castle of Wenceslaus IV. Nevertheless, Wenceslaus IV issued more documents at Žebrák. It is possible that following
the completion of Točník, Žebrák was more often used for official matters, with Wenceslaus IV’s chancellery seated there. During this time Wenceslaus resided at Točník
and did not want to be disturbed, as reports of the Görlitz deputation of 1398 imply. As
a result, visitors wishing to see the king had to pass through the fortified Žebrák Castle
before continuing on to Točník. Unfortunately, we have no written sources which give
a deeper picture of the operation of both castles.
SOURCES, STUDIES, MONOGRAPHS AND OTHER MATERIALS USED
IN THE TEXT
ANDERLE 2008 = Jan Anderle, Uspořádání bytů v některých velkých hradech doby Karla
IV, in: “Svorník”, VI, 2008, pp. 13–23
BARTOŠ 1947 = František M. Bartoš, Čechy v době Husově 1378–1415, Nakladatelství Jan
Laichter, Praha 1947 (České dějiny, II/6)
BOBKOVÁ, BÁRTLOVÁ 2003 = Lenka Bobková, Milena Bártlová, Velké dějiny zemí
Koruny České IVb 1310–1402, Paseka, Praha–Litomyšl 2003
CDB V/2 = Codex diplomaticus et epistolaris regni Bohemiae V/2, eds. Jindřich Šebánek,
Sáša Dušková, Československá akademie věd., Praha 1981
CDL III = Codex diplomaticus Lusatiae superioris III, ed. Richard Jecht, Oberlausitzischen
Gesellschaft der Wissenschaften, Görlitz 1905‒1910
CHOTĚBOR 2019 = Petr Chotěbor, Pražský hrad ‒ sídlo panovníka: od Karla IV. k
Zikmundovi, in: Imago, imagines, eds. Kateřina Kubínová, Klára Benešovská, Academia, Praha 2019, pp. 261‒277
ČORNEJ 2000 = Petr Čornej, Velké dějiny zemí Koruny české V. 1402–1437, Paseka, Praha
2000
23

DURDÍK 1997, pp. 217–228; more recently on this: ZÁRUBA 2014, pp. 160‒169, especially
pp. 164‒166; VESELÝ 2014, pp. 37‒45.

254

FRANTIŠEK ZÁRUBA

DESCHAMPS 1878 = Oeuvres complètes de Eustache Deschamps, Paris 1878 (Publiées
d’après le manuscrit de la Bibliothèque nationale par le marquis de Queux de SaintHilaire, VII)
DESCHAMPS 1903 = Oeuvres complètes de Eustache Deschamps, Paris 1903 (Publiées
d’après le manuscrit de la Bibliothèque nationale par le marquis de Queux de SaintHilaire, XI)
DURDÍK 1978 = Tomáš Durdík, Archeologie k počátkům a podobě přemyslovského
Křivoklátu, “Archeologické rozhledy”, XXX, 1978, pp. 304–320
DURDÍK 1984 = Tomáš Durdík, Nový hrad u Kunratic a jeho postavení ve vývoji české
architektury, “Archeologica Pragensia”, V, 1984, pp. 173–190
DURDÍK 1986 = Tomáš Durdík, Hrady Václava IV. v pražských městech a jejich nejbližším
okolí, “Documenta Pragensia”, VI, 1986, pp. 24–46
DURDÍK 1997 = Tomáš Durdík, Lucemburský Křivoklát ve světle archeologického výzkumu,
“Archeologica historica”, XXII, 1997, pp. 217–228
DURDÍK 1999 = Tomáš Durdík, Ilustrovaná encyklopedie Českých hradů, Libri, Praha 1999
DURDÍK 2001 = Tomáš Durdík, Česká hradní architektura doby Václava IV., in: Sborník k
poctě Dobroslava Líbala, eds. Milan Pavlík, Josef Štulc, Martin Kubelík, Jalna, Praha
2001, pp. 63–76
DURDÍK 2008 = Tomáš Durdík, Obytné jednotky v palácích hradů Přemysla Otakara II., in:
“Svorník”, VI, 2008, pp. 5‒12
DURDÍK 2012 = Tomáš Durdík, České královské hrady doby lucemburské, in: Lucemburkové,
Česká koruna uprostřed Evropy, eds. František Šmahel, Lenka Bobková, Praha 2012,
pp. 356–368
DYNTER 1857 = Chronique des ducs de Brabant par Edmond de Dynter, ed. Jean Wauquelin, M. Hayez, imprimeur de l’académie royale de Belgique, Brusel 1857
FRANTIŠEK PRAŽSKÝ 1987 = Kronika Františka Pražského, in: Kroniky doby Karla IV,
ed. Marie Bláhová, Svoboda, Praha 1987
FRB II = Fontes rerum Bohemicarum II, eds. Josef Emler, Václav Vladivoj Tomek, Muzeum
Království českého, Praha 1874
HLAVÁČEK 1962 = Ivan Hlaváček, Studie k diplomatice Václava IV. 4. Itinerář krále
Václava IV z let 1361–1419, “Československý časopis historický”, X, 1962, pp. 64–94
HLAVÁČEK 1992 = Ivan Hlaváček, Z každodennosti Karla IV. a jeho dvora. Ubytovací
možnosti dvora v Praze v polovině 14. století, “Český časopis historický”, XC, 1992,
pp. 33‒42
HOLTZ 2013 = Eberhard Holtz, Itinerar Kaiser Karls IV. (1346–1378), work in progress
(2013), www.regesta-imperii.de/fileadmin/user_upload/downloads/ri_viii_itinerar.pdf
KNOTT 1899 = Rudolf Knott, Ein mantuanischer Gesandtschaftsbericht aus Prag vom Jahre
1383, “Mitteilungen des Vereines für Geschichte der Deutschen in Böhmen”, XXXVII,
1899, pp. 337‒357
LÍBAL, MUK, NOVOSADOVÁ 1974 = Dobroslav Líba, Jan Muk, Olga Novosadová,
Točník — stavebně historický průzkum, Pasport SÚRPMO, document kept in the archives
of the National Heritage Institute, Praha 1974
MENCLOVÁ 1976 = Dobroslava Menclová, České hrady, vol. II, Odeon, Praha 1976
MENCLOVI 1942 = Václav, Dobroslava Menclovi, Český hrad v době Václavově, “Umění”,
XIV, 1942, pp. 89–103, 143–160

THE CASTLES OF KING WENCESLAUS IV AS VENUES FOR DIPLOMATIC NEGOTIATIONS

255

MUK, NOVOSADOVÁ 1974 = Jan Muk, Olga Novosadová, Hrad Žebrák, stavebně
historický průzkum, Pasport SÚRPMO, document kept in the archives of the National
Heritage Institute, Praha 1974
NEJEDLÝ 1998a = Martin Nejedlý, Poezie Eustacha Deschampse jako historický pramen
14. století, “Český časopis historický”, XCVI, 1998, 1, pp. 26‒71
NEJEDLÝ 1998b = Martin Nejedlý, „...Jen už nikdy do Čech...!“, Lucemburské české země
pohledem literátů „sladké Francie“, “Dějiny a současnost. Kulturně historická revue”,
XXX, 2008, 2, pp. 14‒17
NEJEDLÝ 2012 = Martin Nejedlý, Vyslanec Eustach Deschamps a jeho dojmy z Čech, in:
Lucemburkové, česká koruna uprostřed Evropy, eds. František Šmahel, Lenka Bobková,
Nakladatelství Lidové noviny, Praha 2012, pp. 792‒794
NĚMEC 2012 = Richard Němec, Architektura ‒ vláda ‒ země. Rezidence Karla IV. v Praze
a zemích Koruny české, Scriptorium, Praha 2015, pp. 27‒85
NĚMEC 2012 = Richard Němec, Lucemburská rezidence na Pražském hradě, český
korunovační řád a téma appartementu ve 14. století, “Umění”, LX, 2012, 1, pp. 2‒25
PELZEL 1788–1790 = František M. Pelzel, Konigs, Wenceslaus, vol. I–II, Praha 1788–1790
PRUTZ 1893 = Hans Prutz, Rechnungen über Heinrich von Derby’s Preussenfahrten 1390–
91 und 1392, Verlag von Duncker und Hümblot, Leipzig 1893
RAZÍM 2003 = Vladislav Razím, Dolní palác hradu Žebráka, Několik poznámek k
problematice dřevem zateplených prostor českých hradů, “Průzkumy památek”, X,
2003, 2, pp. 65‒85
RBM II = Regesta diplomatica nen non epistolaria Bohemiae at Moraviae, vol. II, ed. Josef
Emler, Praha 1882, pp. 650‒651
SALAČ 1962 = Antonín Salač, Zur Geschichte der Bautätigkeit Karls IV. auf der Prager
Burg, in: Renaissance und Humanismus in Mittel- und Osteuropa, ed. Johannes Irmscher, vol. II, Akademie-Verlag, Berlin 1962, pp. 304–306
SPĚVÁČEK = Jiří Spěváček, Václav IV., Svoboda, Praha 1986
ULIČNÝ 2018 = Petr Uličný, Od císaře k oráči a zase zpět. Panovnické cykly ve Starém
královském paláci, “Umění”, LXVI, 2018, 6, pp. 466‒488
VESELÝ 2014 = Jan Veselý, Burg Pürglitz: eine ländliche Residenz Wenzels IV., in: Křivoklát
‒ Pürglitz. Jagd, Wald, Herrscherrepräsentation, eds. Jiří Fajt, Markus Hörsch, Vladislav Razím, Jan Thorbecke, Ostfildern 2014, pp. 37‒45
ZÁRUBA 2009 = František Záruba, Burgen König Wenzels IV, in: Böhmen und das
Deutsche Reich. Ideen- und Kulturtransfer im Vergleich (13.‒16. Jahrhundert), eds. Eva
Schlotheuber, Hubertus Seibert, R. Oldenbourg, München 2009, pp. 321–341
ZÁRUBA 2014 = František Záruba, Hrady Václava IV., Nakladatelství Lidové noviny, Praha
2014
ZÁRUBA 2016 = František Záruba, Aula Magna — velký sál královských hradů v
předhusitských Čechách, “Mediaevalia Historica Bohemica”, XIX, 2016, 2, pp. 75‒114
ZÁRUBA 2019 = František Záruba, Prag und die Residenzen der böhmischen Herrscher zur
Zeit der Luxemburger, “Mitteilungen der Residenzen-Kommission der Akademie der
Wissenschaften zu Göttingen”, Neue Folge: “Stadt und Hof VIII”, 2019, pp. 31‒53

256

FRANTIŠEK ZÁRUBA

Fig. 1. Žebrák and Točník, a highly valuable view of both castles from 1736. Notable is the still-standing entrance gate, through which visitors to Wenceslaus IV passed. Also shown are the “hosting” palaces of both castles.

Fig. 2. Žebrák, castle floor plan with reconstruction of lower palace marked (dotted), Key: A) upper
castle for the ruler; B) lower palace, for visitors; C) wood-insulated stove-heated parlour, D) remains
of the older entrance gate; E) entrance gate to the lower castle, through which the road to Točník went;
1) late-13th-century brickwork; 2) late-13th-century recently raised foundation brickwork; 3) brickwork from Wenceslaus IV’s era; 4) late-Gothic brickwork; 5) Gothic brickwork not further identified;
6) modern brickwork.
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Fig. 3. Točník, castle floor plan for ground floor and first floor with main living areas. Key: A) original
hunting castle; B) upper castle with Wenceslaus IV’s palace, B1 hall for Wenceslaus IV, B2 chambers
heated by fireplace used as private quarters for Wenceslaus IV, C lower palace for guests, C1 lower hall
heated by fireplace, C2 timber-insulated parlour heated by stove, C3 large hall; D) entrance gate; 1) first
phase (hunting castle); 2) brickwork from second phase, 1380s to around 1400; 3) third phase of castle
shortly after 1400; 4) brickwork from first half of 16th century5) Renaissance brickwork; 6) Baroque
brickwork; 7) modern brickwork.
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Fig. 4. Točník, view of castle and hosting palace from west.

Fig. 5. Křivoklát, Burgrave’s palace, view from east.
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The Castles of King Wenceslaus IV as Venues for Diplomatic Negotiations
The article deals with castle architecture of the late fourteenth century and is an analysis
of Wenceslaus IV’s castles as venues for diplomatic negotiations and use of castle premises
for fairs. Václav IV is a very specific and contradictory figure in Czech history. His personal
interests often went beyond the world of royal duties, formalities and ceremonies, which he
was eager to avoid, preferring instead to devote himself to hunting or art. That is why he liked
to stay in his luxury private residences and castles, which provided him with safe refuge from
monarchical duties. He was particularly fond of the hunting areas in the Křivoklát region
with the Křivoklát castle, where he would stay for months. Yet Křivoklát was located away
from the main transport routes, so foreign envoys and ambassadors often had to look for
it laboriously, which was very inconvenient. That is why Václav IV began to prefer Žebrák,
next to which he later built the monumental Točník castle. The two castles were close to
the most important provincial route from Prague to Nuremberg. The king’s reluctance to
perform his monarchical duties also influenced the form of his castles. Thus for the first time
we see the ruler’s private residence and “official” spaces being clearly separated in Bohemia.
This is linked to the emergence of the so-called “second or banquet palaces”, that is specialist
buildings for receiving guests and hosting fairs, which we find in Wenceslaus IV’s main
castles, namely Točník, Žebrák, probably also Křivoklát and Novy hrad near Kunratice.

